




















Introduction 

demands, require assistance, or provide support. Understanding 
family influences and interaction patterns can help us understand 
the context of people's lives. of course, the &lity of family 
relationships may be asimportant ormore important than the fact 
that family members do or do not live together. 

Dynamics within families have an influence on the well-being 
and functioning of individual members. Quality-of-life surveys 
have repeatedly shown that a person's sense of how well his or 
her family life is going is closely l iked to overall life satisfaction. 
There are significant variations across families in the frequency 
of problems such as poverty, medical care use, and crime vic- 
timization. The reasons for these variations are not fully under- 
stood. Some families experience multiple problems, whereas 
other families are relatively problem free. One type of disease, 
such as alcoholism or drug addiction, may lead to the develop- 
ment of other family problems, such as frequent unemployment, 
family violence, or child neglect. Multiple-problem families may 
require different kinds of interventions or more intensive services 
than single-problem families. 

Despite their problems, families usually carry out functions 
like rearing children and caring for frail or disabled adults more 
effectively and inexpensively than bureaucracies do. When 
families fail to perform certain functions or perform them badly, 
it makes sense for social agencies to seek ways to help families do 
a better job. In this way, a family-based approach may make social 
programs more cost-effective. 

For all of these reasons, many policy makers and service 
providers have been advocating a shift away from the categorical 
and individual-oriented programs that have dominated health, 
education, and welfare policies in the United States. What they 
propose instead are more integrated and family-centered 
schemes for delivering services. In order to develop such 
schemes, new kinds of data and analyses are needed. 

Data Implications of A Family-Based Approach 
The first requirement of a family-based approach is to know 

how many families are affected by a particular social problem. 
For example, how many families have been victims of a crime in 
the last year? How many have one or more members who suffer 
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from a chronic mental illness? How do these proportions vary by 
economic, social, and geographic characteristics? 

It is important to know these things because when a person 
experiences illness, unemployment, crime victimization, or other 
negative happenings, his or her family members are also affected, 
sometimes in dramatic ways. Thus, a family-based analysis may 
provide a more accurate measure of the total impact of a given 
disease or social problem on American society. Conventional 
tabulations based on individuals provide only a partial indication 
of the number of families that are touched by a disease or disloca- 
tion, and give only a partial picture of the social and economic 
characteristics of the affected families. 

A family-based approach also requires tabulation of data on 
the receipt of specific services with the family as the unit of 
analysis (for example, in how many families do one or more 
members receive a particular benefit or service?). Beyond this, 
information is needed on the problem "clusters" that families 
experience (for example, families caring for dependent elderly 
members as well as young children). Needed too is information 
on the combinations of private and public benefits and services 
that families receive or are eligible for (for example, how many 
low-income families receive publicly subsidized c h i  care and 
Medicaid or employer-provided health insurance for their 
children?). Such information can lead to better appraisals of the 
adequacy of existing programs and delivery systems. Data are 
also needed on the direct provision of care by family members, 
how much they pay for care provided by others, and the ways in 
which family members act as agents or intermediaries between 
the affected individual and health care or social service agencies. 

Although some of these data elements are not available cur- 
rently, most of them are. They are contained in existing survey 
archives, but appropriate family-level analyses have rarely been 
carried out. This guide may assist researchers in pursuing farni- 
ly-oriented analyses of a variety of social problems. 

Analyzin Links Between The Family And The 
Individu 2 

In addition to family-based tabulations of problem occurrence 
and service receipt, the databases described in this gude can be 
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used to analyze links between family situations and the function- 
ing and well-being of individuals. These analyses can look at the 
effects of family circumstances on individual well-being, or look 
at the impact of individual behavior on the functioning of the 
family. Taking one tack, the researcher can examine whether 
being in particular family situations enhances or detracts from the 
performance or well-being of individual family members. For 
example, do manied men who live with their wives and children 
tend to be more steadily employed and to work more hours per 
week than separated, divorced, or never married men of the same 
age and educational background? What are the family dynamics 
present when a young person drops out of high school? 

Taking the opposite tack, the researcher can examine whether 
the behavior or health of individual members has favorable or 
unfavorable consequences for the functioning of their families. 
For example, are mothers and fathers who suffer from depression 
less likely to read to their young children regularly or play with 
them in intellectually stimulating ways? Are couples who have 
a child with retardation more likely to become divorced than 
comparable couples who do not have such a child? 

On either tack, when significant associations between in- 
dividual behavior and family functioning are found, researchers 
have to heed the old injunction not to confuse correlation with 
causality. For example, marital status and work effort may be 
related because men with a strong work ethic are more attractive 
as mates and hence more likely to get and stay married than men 
withless diligence. Since random experiments on family behavior 
are usually not possiblef researchers have to seek ways of con- 
trolling sktisti&ly for confounding and selection bias. New 
econometric methods have recently become available to assist the 
researcher in this task. 

Types of Surveys and Statistical Data Covered in 
the Guide 

The body of the guide consists of descriptions of over 60 major 
survey and statistical databases that contain useful infonnation 
about the characteristics, experiences, and behaviors of American 
families. These can be used by researchers who wish to carry out 
a study of a particular issue to locate a suitable database. The 
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surveys described deal with an assortment of substantive issues, 
including health, education, employment and unemployment, 
poverty, crime, family formation and dissolution, child develop 
ment, and substance abuse. The surveys are similar in that most 
are federally funded and nearly all are based on large national 
data collections using true probability samples of the population. 
A probability sample means that all persons in the sampled 
universe have a known chance of being included in the study. If 
such a sample is properly implemented and reasonable coopera- 
tion obtained, the survey findings should be generalizable, within 
a margin of sampling error, to the population as a whole. Further- 
more, the various subgroups in the sample should accurately 
reflect the diversity of the U.S. population. 

Charaderistics offamilies in sp&i~cgeographicareas. Although the 
survevs described here have samvles that number in the 
thousinds, most are not large enou6  to allow estimates at the 
local level, as for a particular city or county. Also, most have not 
been designed to yield estimates for specific states of the U.S. On 
the other hand, nearly all of the surveys yield valid estimates for 
different regions of the U.S., (e.g., the Northeast, Midwest, South, 
and West), and for urban, suburban, and rural areas within those 
regions. 

Databases that permit one to assess the characteristics of 
families in specific states, cities, or counties, are the Decennial 
Censusof the populationand thevitalstatistics system. Thelatter 
includes: 

the biih registration system (from which natality 
statistics are derived); 
the death registration system (from which mor- 
talitv statistics are extracted): and 
less'c~m~rehensive systems for registering mar- 
riaees and divorces (which provide indicators of 
f d y  formation anddissol&on). 

Trends in family living. In addition to the Decennial Census and 
the Vital Statistics system, a data collection program that all 
family researchers should be familiar with is the Current Popula- 
tion Survey (CPS). The CPS is an ongoing national survey that the 
Census Bureau conducts each month for the Bureau of Labor 
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Statistics. It is the federal government's primary mechanism for 
measuring trends in employment and unemployment. The CPS 
is also a major source of trend information about the nation's 
families, including trends in the marital situations of ad&, the 
living arrangements of children, and family poverty. Recurring 
supplements to the CPS focus on topics such as family income 
and benefit receipt, child support and alimony, fertility, and - - 
school enrollment: 
Family transitions and activity patterns. Four longitudinalstudies 

and one cross-sectional survey described in the guide provide 
fertile ground for studies of the causes and consequences of 
family transitions. They are the Panel Study of Income Dynamics 
(PSID); the National Longitudinal Surveys of Labor Market 
Experience, including the National Longitudinal Survey of Youth 
(NLSY), sponsored by the Bureau of Labor Statistics; the National 
Survey of Families and Households; and the Survey of Income 
and Program Participation (SIPP). The last is a recurring panel 
survey, with each panel lasting a relatively short time (two and a 
half years). Topical modules of the SIPP cover issues such as 
retrospective information about the families of origin of adults in 
the survey, non-parental care arrangements for children, child 
support, functional limitations and disabilities of family mem- 
bers, support for non-household members, and the financing of 
post-secondary education. 

The National Survey of Families and Households (NSFH) is a 
two-wave survey, which covers a wide range of family-related 
topics, inc1udin~communication c~drear ing practices, 
family activities, division of household chores and responsibii- 
ties, &mily decision-making, marital satisfaction, community in- 
volvement, and contact with relatives outside the household. The 
National L e y  of Family Growth (NSFG), a cross-sectional, 
recurring fedend survey, focuses explicitly on issues related to 
family planning, childbearing, and infertility. 

Child and youth development. Several of the studies profiled in 
the guide deal with families with children and contain data that 
make it possible to relate family structure and functioning to 
aspects of children's development and well-being. These suGeys 
include the National Survev of Children (NSC), the National 
Commission on Children's &mey of Children &d Parents, the 
National Health Interview Survey Child Health Supplements 
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(NHISCH), and the Child-Mother Data Supplements to the 
m y .  

Post-divorce family functioning. Two important subnational 
studies provide information on divorce, child custody, and post- 
divorce family functioning. They are the Stanford Child Custody 
and Adolescent Custody Studies and the Noncustodial Parents 
Survey. National surveys that contain extensive information on 
marital separation and its consequences include the NSFH, the 
NSC, the NHIS-CS, the SPP, and the Child Support and Fertility 
supplements to the CPS. 

Public opinion on family matters. A number of the data sets 
described here contain information on public attitudes about 
family values, family behavior, and family policy and show how 
these attitudes have changed over time. Relevant surveys include 
the General Social Survey (GSS) and the Study of American 
Families, as well as polls done for the National Commission on 
Children, the NSFH, and the NSC. The Public Opinion Location 
Library can guide the researcher to privately-sponsored opinion 
polls that contain questions on specific family-related topics of 
interest. Trends in youthful attitudes about family matters are 
tracked in an annual survey of high school seniors, Monitoring 
the Future. 

Health, education, crime and other specific topics. The principal 
source of national data on family expenditure patterns is the 
Consumer Expenditure Survey. In the years between censuses, 
data on the housing of American families is provided by the 
American Housing Survey. Major health surveys described in the 
grude include the National Health Interview Survey (NHIS), 
which is conducted annually; the National Health and Nutrition 
Examination Survey (NHANES), which includes direct measures 
of physiological and biochemical variables, as well as interview- 
based information; and the NationalMedical Expenditure Survey 
(NMES). 

Data on an important set of health-related behaviors, namely 
smoking, alcohol consumption, and use of illicit drugs are ob- 
tained in the National Household Survey on Drug Abuse. Self- 
reports of smoking and substance abuse by high school students 
are obtained in the annual school-based survey, Monitoring the 
Future. 
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In the area of education, the major surveys covered include 
three National Education Longitudinal Surveys (NELS), the 
National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), and the 
National Household Education Survey (NHES), a recently begun 
series of cross-sectional surveys. Both the NAEP and the NELS 
involve direct testing of the academic achievement of representa- 
tive samples of American youth. 

Info&tion on crime from the victim's perspective is gathered 
in the National Crime Victimization Survev (NCVS). Information 
about the family circumstances and backbounds of offenders is 
obtained in a series of periodic surveys of inmates of various 
correctional institutions, such as the Survey of Juveniles in Cus- 
tody. Data on family violence are obtained in the National Sur- 
veys of Family Violence and the Study of the National Incidence 
and Prevalence of Child Abuse and Neglect. 

Families wifh elderly members. There is a growing body of survey 
data on families containing elderly members. Examples are the 
1984 Supplement on Aging to the National Health Interview . . SUN~V, and its - -- 

- - 

NHANES I Epidemiological Followup Study; the National Long 
Term Care Surveys; and the Current Beneficiary Survey of Medi- 
care Recipients. Due to time and space limitations, these surveys 
are not covered inthii guide. For further information on these and 
other relevant databases, the reader is directed to a publication of 
the National Center for Health Statistics entitled Health Statistics 
on Older Persons. Additional guidance may be obtained from the 
National Institute on Aging, the Agency for Health Care Policy 
and Research, and the Health Care Financing Administration. 

Format of Database Descriptions 
For each survey or statistical program described in this guide, 

material is presented on the purpose of the effort, the sponsoring 
agency, and the design of the survey or other data gathering 
procedure. Design information includes who was covered in the 
survey universe, how large the sample was, how often the survey 
has been conducted, and what completion rate was achieved. The 
content of the survey instrument or data collection form is sum- 
marized by listing topics covered, especially those involving 
potential caustts or consequences of family behavior. 
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In the "Limitations" section of each survey write-up, we have 
tried toalert theanalyst to gapsand biasesin thedata,particularly 
those that may cause difficulties or lead to erroneous conclusions 
for family-based studies. The "Availability" section tells where 
and how to get the data files, and gives the name, address, and 
phone number of one or more contact persons. The 'Tublica- 
tions" section gives a short bibliography of selected articles and 
reports that have made use of the data set in question. 

The last three pages of each database write-up consist of check- 
lists that show what the survey questionnaire or data collection 
form provides in the way of descriptive material about the 
families covered in the sample. These checklists show the 
varieties of families that can be identified in the database and the 
sorts of family-related variables against which other variables 
(such as measures of the prevalence of various social problems) 
can be tabulated. Thii is critical information for the analyst who 
is deciding whether or not thedatabase canbeused to investigate 
a particular issue. 

inhg to family- 
levelcharacteristics; i.e., those that apply to the familyas a whoie. 
The secondconsists of itemsdescribine the characteristics of adult 
family members, and the third, of it- on the characteristics of 
children in the family. The following sections give illustrations of 
the specific items included in the checklists. 

Family-level characteristics. These include attributes that relate 
to the composition, social status, geographic location, life cycle 
stage, and functioning of the family. Specific items include the 
following: 

Family composition (What do we know about who is in the 
family? About how they are related to one another? Is there 
information about part-time household members? About family 
members who no longer live in the household? About relatives 
who live nearby, but not in the household?); 

Socioeconomic variables (Can we determine the family in- 
come level, or whether the family is below the official poverty 
line? Do we know whether the family receives welfare payments 
or food stamps or other non-cash benefits? Can we tell whether 
a language oiher than English is spoken in the home?); 

Geographic/communityvariables (Does the database indicate 
in which region, state, county or city, zip code or telephone area 

xviii 



Introduction 

code the family resides? Is there coded data pertaining to neigh- 
borhood quality or the state of the local labor market at the time 
of the survey?); 

Stage in the family life cycle (Do we know the age of the adult 
respondent or hi or her spouse/partner? Can we differentiate 
adults who were never married from those who were formerly 
married? Or those who have not yet had children from those who 
no longer have children living at home? Or those who are retired 
from those who are unemployed or not in the labor force for other 
reasons?); and 

Family functioning (Does the database provide any informa- 
tion about family activities or time use patterns? About the 
family's level of community involvement? Do we know how 
much farnily members communicate with one another or how 
family decisions are made? Are there indicators of marital con- 
flict or marital happiness or satisfaction? Do we know whether 
the family has a history of marital separations, family violence, or 
receipt of marital counseling?) 

Two important distinctions relating to family composition are 
captured in the family-levelchecklists. The first involves whether 
or not a complete roster of household members is taken as part of 
the data collection procedure. A full roster means that one person 
in the household is defined as the reference person, and all 
household members are listed by age, sex, and relationship to the 
reference person. 

The full roster is most useful from a family analysis perspec- 
tive. It enables the analyst to deriveinformation about family size, 
number of siblings, presence of extended relatives, and presence 
of non-related adults or children. However, some studies take 
only a partial roster of household members, or just collect sum- 
mary information about the number of adults or the number of 
children in the household. When the roster is less complete, the 
analytic possibilities are obviously more constrained. Indeed, if 
no relationship information is collected, it may not even be pos- 
sible to tell whether the household contains a family at all. 

A second important distinction captured in the checklist is 
whether relationships between family members have been cap- 
tured in exact t e r n  or approximate terms. Exact relationships 
mean, for example, that when a person is described as a child's 
mother, the interviewer probes to find out whether the mother is 
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the child's birth mother, adoptive mother, stepmother, foster 
mother, or other female guardian. Likewise for the c h i i s  father. 
Sibling relationships are similarly specified as to whether, for 
example, two brothers are full brothers, half brothers, adoptive 
brothers, or stepbrothers. 

It is only when family relationships have been determined 
exactly that it becomes possible to identify stepfamilies, or 
"blended families, or adoptive families, and carry out separate 
or comparative analyses of these family forms. In addition, 
specification of exact relationships opens up possibilities for twin 
or sibling studies that try to separate family environmental in- 
fluences from genetic influences on children's development, 
learning, and behavior. 
Characteristics of adult family members. In the checklist on adult 

characteristics, separate note is taken of the information provided 
about the focal adult or adult reference person, his or her current 
spouse who resides in the household, and a current or former 
spouse who does not live in the household at the time of the 
survey. Typically, the most family-related information is ob- 
tained about the reference adult, considerably less about the 
resident spouse, and much less, if any, about a former or non-resi- 
dent spouse. 

Specific types of items contained in the adult checklist include 
the following: 

basic demographic data (age, gender, race and Hipanic ori- 
gin); 

more detailed background information (ethnic origins other 
than Hispanic, country of birth, immigrant status, fluency in 
English, residential mobility, religious affiliation and level of 
religious participation); 

marriage, fertility, and parenting patterns (cohabitation 
status and history, marital status and history, parental status, age 
at first birth, number of children ever born or sired, existence of 
children who live elsewhere, payment of child support); 

educational data (aptitude or achievement test score, years of 
education, degrees attained); 

employment and earnings information (employment status, 
annual employment pattern, main occupation, earnings, wage 
rate, work-related attitudes); and 



physical and mental well-being (health and disability status, 
measures of self-concept and subjective well-being). 

Characteristics of child family members. In the checklist on child 
characteristics, information provided about a focal or reference 
child and information provided about other children in the family 
are separately coded. Even in surveys that focus on children or 
youth, it is often the case that much more information is obtained 
about a reference child than about other children in the family. 
This restricts analyses that seek to describe a family's children as 
a group, or that try to examine similarities or differences among 
different children in the same family. In some surveys, however, 
questions are asked about all children in a given age range. 
Alternatively, questions may be obtained about a random subset 
of children, such as two but no more. In these cases, relationships 
among family members can be analyzed. 
Specific types of information contained in the child checklist 

include the following: 
basic demographic data (month and year of birth, current age, 

gender, race and Hispanic origin, exact relationship to adult 
family members, exact relationship to other children in 
household); 

more detailed background information (ethnic origins other 
than Hispanic, country of birth and immigrant status, fluency in 
English, religious affiliation and participation); 

educational data (aptitude or achievement test score, en- 
rollment in daycare, preschool, or regular school, grade attain- 
ment and grade repetition); 

physical health and psychological well-being (health status, 
handicapping conditions, measures of subjective well-being, 
delinquent behavior); and 

employment, marriage, fertility, and parenting patterns of 
older youth (if relevant: marital status and history, pregnancy 
and birth history, parental status and history, employment status 
and history). 

We conclude this introduction by alerting the reader to the 
advantagesand drawbacks of using the data sets described in this 
guide to study family circumstances and behavior. We also note 
some needed improvements in the collection of survey data on 
families, improvements that would make these data far more 
useful to researchers and policy analysts. 
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Advantages of Working With Large-Scale 
Databases 

There are a number of advantages to be gained by carrying out 
a study of family behavior by means of secondary analysis of a 
data set described in this guide as opposed to the collection and 
analysis of new data. The benefits include the following: 

The analysis of existing data usually takes far less time and 
costs less mbney than ptGering and andyzing new data. 

The sample of families on which conclusions are based is likely 
to be largerand more representative of the general population. 

Sampling methods are explicitly defined and implemented, 
and the completion rate achieved in the study is clearly specified. 
This is often not the case in non-federal studies using small 
samples, volunteer samples, or samples of convenience. 

Information about demographic and sodoeconomic charac- 
teristics of family members is gathered in well-established ways. 

Existing data sets can be used to study historical trends in 
family behavior and group differences in behavior at earlier 
points in time. 

Conclusions based on existing data sets may be less biased by 
demand characteristics that are often introduced when an 
investigator sets out to do a new survey on a specific topic, such 
as the effects of divorce on children. 

Drawbacks of Using Existing Databases 
Although studying family behavior through analysis of exist- 

ing data has distinct advantages, the researcher should also be 
aware of the limitations of the method. Among the drawbacks are 
the following: 

Many of the data sets described in this volume do not contain 
measures of family process, information greatly desired by many 
researchers. 

A good deal of manipulation may be required to produce 
family-level information from survey files, which are typically 
organized with the individual respondent as the unit of data 
collection and analysis. 

Because of their individual orientation, many surveys lack 
appropriate weights for producing national estimates of the 
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number of families (as opposed to the number of individuals) for 
whom a given characteristic applies. 

Rarely do the measures included in a national study emerge 
from a coherent theoretical framework. 

Most of the measures used in large-scale studies consist of 
single items or short scales, and some of the scales have low 
reliability or are not well-validated. 

Most of the behavioral measures contained in large-scale data 
sets are based on self-reports of survey respondents, which have 
inherent limitations and biases. 

Many data sets lack information that would permit the analyst 
to identify certain types of families, eg., stepfamilies or families 
with adopted children. 

Even large databases usually contain relatively few cases of 
rare family types, and caution should be exercised in generalizing 
from these small subsamples. 

Balancing the Strengths and Weaknesses of 
Survey Data 

Some researchers who have not worked with survey data take 
extreme positions on the value of such data. They either accept 
survey data in an uncritical fashion, or reject them out of hand as 
hopelessly biased and invalid. The truth is rather more compli- 
cated. Although survey measures are often blurred by both ran- 
dom noise and systematic bias, they generally contain real 
"signal" as well. Experienced survey researchers can tease valid 
conclusions out of imperfect measures by looking at patterns of 
relationships rather than single numbers. Also, the imperfections 
of questionnaire-based measures have to be balanced against the 
virtues of large probability samples. These samples represent the 
full range of variation in attitudes, behaviors, and living arrange- 
ments, and include segments of the population that are often 
missing from small-scale studies based on samples of con- 
venience. We hope this guide will inspire many researchers with 
an interest in families who have not tried secondary analysis 
studies to conduct family-oriented tabulations and multivariate 
studies employing the data described in this volume. 
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Needed Improvements in Survey Data on 
Families 

The process of reviewing and appraising the data sets de- 
scribed in this mide caused the authors to develop definite ideas 
about the kin& of changes needed to make ;mey data on 
famiies more useful to both academic researchers and policy 
analysts. We conclude by summarizing these recommendations. 

First, the field of family research would benefit greatly if a 
standard set of family descriptors were used throughout the 
federal statistical system. This would make it possible, for ex- 
ample, to draw a more rounded picture of the health and well- 
being of specific types of families, of the problems they experience 
and the services they receive. By having uniform descriptors, 
information that is obtained indifferent surveys canbe integrated 
at the subgroup level. The family-level checklist used in this guide 
illustrates the kinds of variables that ought to be contained in the 
standard set of descriptors. 

Second, secondary research on families would be more fruitful 
if large-scale surveys made use of concepts and measures that 
matched the realities of modem family life. One of those realities 
is the challenge of balancing work and family responsibilities in 
two-earner and single-parent families. While many families 
balance family and work on full-time work schedules, other 
adults follow part-time, part-year, or staggered work schedules. 
One or both parents work only part-time, or for part of the year 
only, or on shifts that reduce the need for child care or enable one 
parent to be home when the children are home. Getting informa- 
tion about year-round work schedules and coordination of shifts 
between parents, rather than just asking about each adult's 
employment in the last week or two, would yield a better under- 
standing of the changing patterns of work life. 

Another reality of modern life is that many families have 
members who live elsewhere but maintain contact with the family 
or provide financial support or assistance with child care. This 
member may be a separated, divorced, or never-married parent, 
or a grandmother or other family member who lives in the neigh- 
borhood but not in the household. Surveys should collect more 
information about non-resident family members and family in- 
teractions that cross household boundaries. 

xxlv 



Introduction 

Family research would be aided if surveys obtained data on 
more than one family member at a time. This would make it 
possible, for example, to examine the influence of the health-re- 
lated behavior of one family member on the parallel behavior of 
other family members. When, as is often the case, only one ran- 
dom adult per family is selected for study, such within-family 
effects cannot be analyzed. 

Methodological research is needed to develop more accurate 
methods of assessing basic conditions of family living. Chief 
among these are indicators of the basic economic well-being of 
families. Current measures of family income suffer from substan- 
tial missing data and deliberate under-reporting of some forms 
of income because of fears that the respondent may be penalized 
by the government if she or he reports truthfully. Assessments of 
levels of living based on consumption or expenditure patterns 
(the goods and services available to the family) may prove more 
useful than assessments based on income. Better measures of 
neighborhood and community characteristics and family sup- 
ports should also be developed. 

Finally, family researchers could certainly make use of data sets 
that provide more information about how families are function- 
ing as a unit. This means questions or observations about 
communication patterns and the division of chores and respon- 
sibilities within the family, on how family decisions are made, and 
how the family adj j t s  tk changing ecoiomic circumstances and 
to developments in the education, work, and health situations of 
individual members. Obtaining valid data on these topics at 
reasonable cost may prove challenging. But federal agencies and 
private survey sponsors have to take on this challenge if we are 
to learn how family life is changing and find better ways of 
assisting families in carrying out their critical functions. 



American Housing Survey 
PURPOSE The American Housing Survey (AHS) is a source of 
current information on the quality and quantity of America's 
housing stock The survey provides a current and continuous 
series of data on selected housing and demographic charac- 
teristics to researchers, planners, and policymakers on thenation- 
all local, and corporate levels. Topics covered in the survey 
include: housing costs, the physical condition and age of the unit, 
equipment available (such as a heating system), residential 
mobility, neighborhood services available to residents, and 
needed improvements for all types of public and private housing 
in various locations. Basic demographic and income data are 
collected for the members of each household in the survey. Data 
are also collectedin occasional survey supplements on topics such 
as energy consemation, commuting, and disabilities. 

SPONSORSHIP The survey is designed and funded by the 
Division of Housing and Demographic Analysis, Office of Policy 
Development and Research, Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. The Bureau of the Census is responsible for the 
collection, tabulation, and publication of the survey data. 

DESIGN The American Housing Survey is divided into two 
separate components: a national l&gitu&al sample of housing 
units from urban and rural areas surveyed in odd-numbered 
years, and a longitudinal metropolitan sample. In 1985, the na- 
tional sample was redesigned, with the selection of housing units 
based on data from the 1980 decennial census and information on 
new construction. The national sample comprises 46,000 to 52,000 
housing unitsdrawn from listings &atifieiaccording to housing 
as well as household characteristics. The sample for the 1973-1983 
surveys was stratified only by householdcharacteristics; thus, the 
redesigned sample, though smaller, is a better representation of 
the housing stock. In most national AHS surveys, there is an extra 
sample of approximately 6,000 ruralunits for more accurate rural 
estimates. For years in which a neighbor sample is drawn, how- 
ever, no rural sample is selected. In each survey, new dwelling 
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units are added to replace lost units and to represent new con- 
struction. As in 1985 and 1989, a special neighbors sample will be 
drawn in 1993. For each of 660 members of the national sample, a 
sample of ten neighbors are selected and interviewed. With this 
sample, one may hok at such issues as thedegree of homogeneity 
among both housing unit and the inhabitant characteristics 
within neighborhoods. 

The metropolitan survey is conducted in 44 metropolitan areas 
interviewed on a rotating basis (11 each year). Each metropolitan 
area is surveyed once every four years. Metropolitan areas 
covered were originally selected to represent the largest and 
fastest growing of such areas in the country. The sample consists 
of units included in previous enumerations supplemented by 
new construction and by units from any new geographic areas 
added to the metropolitan area definition between 1970 and 1980. 

The American Housing Survey is a survey of housing units, not 
of individuals or families. For occupied housing units, the 
respondent must be a knowledgeable household member 16 
years of age or over who provides information on the housing 
unit, household composition, and income. Typically, the person 
selected as the household respondent is the householder or 
spouse of the householder. For vacant housing units, the 
landlord, owner, real estate agent, or a knowledgeable neighbor 
provides data on the housing unit. Occupants of group quarters 
are not interviewed. 

An initial sample of housing units was drawn in 1973 and 
followed through 1983. All housing units in the 50 states and the 
District of Columbia, including vacant units, are represented. 
Interviewers return to the same housing unit in the sample to 
interview current residents of the unit. The sample size of the first 
national survey conducted in 1973 was 60,000 units. In 1974, the 
sample size was increased by 16,000 rural units. These units were 
dropped from the 1981 survey due to budget constraints, but 
were subsequently reinstated for the 1983 survey. The 1985 na- 
tional survey, redesigned based on the 1980 census, was con- 
ducted in the fall of 1985, with a sample size of approximately 
53,000 units. 

The metropolitan survey was initially called the SMSA survey; 
the name was changed in 1984 to reflect changes in the definition 
and composition of such areas. The original SMSA survey con- 
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sisted of 60 SMSAs divided into three groups of 20 SMSAs each. 
These groups were interviewed on a rotating basis beginning in 
1974; each group had a total sample size of 140,000. Beginning in 
1978, this was changed to four groups of 15 SMSAs due to budget 
constraints. Further budgetary considerations in 1982 required a 
reduction in the number of SNISAs to be interviewed annually 
and also a reduction in the sample size by about 50%. The 1986 
and subsequent metropolitan survey samples includes 11 
metropolitan areas each year. In 1991, the sample size per 
metropolitan area was 3,800. 

PERIODICITY Interviewing for the first national survey was 
conducted in 1973. The survey was conducted annually from 
1973 to 1981; thereafter, it was conducted biennially. The national 
sample was redesigned in 1985 based on data from the 1980 
decennial census. The metropolitan survey was first conducted in 
1974 and has been continued each year during the period mid- 
March through December. The metropolitan survey is conducted 
on a four-year cycle, with a quarter of the cities being studied 
each year. 

CONTENT A large volume of infonnation is collected on the 
characteristics and condition of the housing unit, the type of 
utilities used, the age and condition of kitchen appliances, the 
condition of the plumbing, heating, and cooling systems, the 
neighborhood, housing costs and values, and the mobility of the 
residents. Information is also collected about the geographical 
characteristics of the place where the housing unit is located, such 
as the size of the community and whether it is in a central city, an 
urbanized m h b ,  a suburb, and so on. More limited information 
is collected on household composition, relationship of household 
members to the reference person, and the characteristics and 
income of household members. Occasional supplements have 
collected information on commuting patterns, second homes, 
mobile homes, disabilities and handicaps of members of the 
household, and assets such as ownership of cars and major ap- 
pliances. 

Although exact relationships among household members can- 
not be identified (e.g., stepchildren of the reference person are not 
distinguished from biological children), it is possible to identify 
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married-couple households with and without children, and 
households maintained by a never-married adult or by a 
divorced or separated adult. Because the ages of all household 
residents are obtained, it is also possible to identify households 
maintained by the elderly or in which young children are living. 
The AHS could thus be used to describe the living conditions and 
neighborhoods of selected types of families. For example, it is 
possible to determine which types of families are more apt to live 
in a house or apartment that is uncomfortably cold during the 
winter, has breakdowns of the heating system, peeling plaster or 
a leaky roof, or other such conditions. To the extent that sample 
size permits, a comparison of the living conditions and neighbor- 
hoods of families living in different types of communities could 
also be made, such as between single-parent families living in 
central cities and in suburbs. 

Because the AHS has been collected since 1973 and many of the 
same items have been asked repeatedly, it is possible to use the 
AHS to examine how the living conditions of various types of 
families have changed over time. 

LIMITATIONS Information on household residents is not as 
detailed as in most other federal surveys of its size. There are no 
direct measures of family functioning. Finally, because 
households and not residents are the units of analysis, persons 
are lost to the survey whenever they move. Strengths of the 
survey include the detailed information on the housing unit and 
the neighborhood, though the neighborhood measures are sub- 
jective evaluations of the reference person. 

AVAILABILITY Public use data tapes are available from: 

HUD User 
Box 6091 
Rockville, MD 20850 
800/245-2691 
301 /El-5154 



American Housing Survey 

For information concerning the content of the survey contact: 

Paul Burke 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for 
Policy Development and Research 
Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Washington, DC 20410 
202/70&1060 

PUBLICATIONS 
TheBureau of the Census publishes data for both the nationaland 
metropolitan sample surveys as joint HUD-Census reports, ap- 
proximately 15-18 months after the end of data collection. A 
regular series of reports is produced: the national reports are 
contained in Current Housing Reports, Series H-150; reports on 
occasionally covered topics such as commuting, disabilities, and 
second homes are covered in Current Housing Reports, Series 
H-151; and the metropolitan reports are published separately for 
each metropolitan area as Current Housing Reports, Series H-170. 
A number of reports unique to each metropolitan area are also 
published. 

A complete listing of reports are available from: 

HUD User 
Box 6091 
Rockville, MD 20850 
800/245-2691 
301 /251-5154 

In addition, Abt Associates, Inc., sells several useful publica- 
tions about the American Housing Survey, including a codebook 
that covers both the national and metropolitan surveys for the 
years 1973 to 1993 entitled, Codebook for the American Housing 
Survey Data Base: 1973 to 1993. This directory provides un- 
weighted frequency distributions for each variable, a crossrefer- 
ence to tape locations and questionnaire items for all m e y s  
information on allocation variables and copies of the questionnaires 
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used in the surveys. These publications can be obtained by con- 
tacting: 

AH!3 Data Project 
Abt Associates, Inc. 
55 Wheeler Street 
Cambridge, MA 02138 
617/497-7182 
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American Housin Survey 
 yea^ of Questionnaire%91 

Sample aize: appmxhateiy 4 6 m  occupied housing units 
PAMZLY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full raster of household members (Arst name, age, sex, and retationship to reference - 

person of each member) 
0 Partial raster of household membera 
Number of adults in household 

0 Nmber of children in household 
0 Approximaterelationship of family members to househddsr, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about part-time householdmenbet 
0 Information about ? a d y  members no longer living in household 
0 lnfomation about relatives wholivenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Tatalhnil inoome 
 umber o?-a who depend on family income 

0 Sources of Gmme 
0 bmme amountsidentifid sepaatdy by WWW 

~overt~stahia' 
0 Welfarestahia 

FoodStampsrecelpt 
Wsupportreoalpt 

0 Medicaidfoveraze 
0 F'rivate health i n k  
0 Homeownashio/reutem 
0 ~mts (o the r  thk home ownership) 

Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Lsnguag other than EngUsh spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
0 Regiondmtry 

State of residence 
Cwnty/city/MSA of residence 

0 Sizeltype of ODmrnunity 
0 Zi code 
0  hone area code 

Metr Htan residence 
~eig%~hoodquaNty 

0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
0 A m  of adult resoondent or smuse/mtner 

0 Employment status of addt responded or sp&se/partnw 
Presence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child tn household 

0 Aee of oldest own child in household 
0 ~Tktenoe of own children who have left home 
0 intention to have (more) children in futuse 
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Family Functioning 
0 Familv activities or time use 

0 ~amilidedsirn-makini 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha ess/satisfaction 
0 Parentzflict 
0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult Cunent 
Respondent Current 
or Reference 
PersPn 

0 Age 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
other originfethnidtf 
Religious affiHatlon 
Rdigious participation 
Countryofbirth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
C-t marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
OIhabitation history 
Parental status 
Number children wer bornfsired 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

GB yeesaM or regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hoursu8ually waked (ftfpt) 
W&s worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main orrupation 
Eam4P 
Wage rate 
Payment of chklmpport 
A titude or achievement score 
H%&/disabUity status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective weU-belng 
Work-rekted attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHnD FAMnY MEMBERS 

Reference 
chlldor 
Youth 
BewQrda 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

*nth and year of Wrth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic d g h  
OUler origin/ethnidty 
Religious affiliation 
ReUgioua participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to o p  children in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental statua/history 
Current enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in pr$chool/daycare 
Highest grade complded 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Pkgnancylbirth history 
Psvcholonical well-belrra 

1. ~*r t s  total household income as percent of poverty level. 
2. Possible to identify American Indian, Aleutian, Eskimo, or Alaskan Native 
and Asian or Padfic Islander. 
3. Asked for persons 14 years of age and older. 
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PURPOSE The Consumer Expenditure Surveys are designed to 
provide a current and continuous series of data on consumer 
expenditures and other related characteristics. The data are used 
to determine the need to revise the Consumer Price Index (CPI) 
and also to study family expenditures and related issues. The 
surveys provide timely and detailed information on the con- 
sumption patterns of different types of families. Rapidly chang- 
ing economic conditions and use of the CPI to adjust many prices 
and benefits have made frequent data collection necessary; con- 
sequently, the Consumer Expenditure Surveys have been con- 
ducted on a continuing basis. 

SPONSORSHIP The data collection effort is designed by the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics, with the Bureau of the Census respon- 
sible for conducting the survey. 

DESIGN The surveys are based upon a nationally representative 
probability sample of the total noninstitutional U.S. population; 
a rotating sample of households in 106 Primary Sampling Units 
(FSUs) is selected. All 50 states and the District of Columbii are 
included. There are two components: the Quarterly Interview 
Survey and the Diary Survey. In November 1985, a sample 
design based on the 1980 census was introduced for the Quarter- 
ly Interview Survey. New PSUs were introduced in the Diary 
Survey in December 1985. With the new samples, the Quarterly 
Interview Survey has approximately 7,000 designated addresses 
quarterly and the Diary Survey has approximately 7,000 desig- 
nated addresses annually. 

In the Quarterly Interview Survey, each address is visited five 
times, once per quarter for five consecutive quarters, spanning 15 
months. The Quarterly Interview Survey obtains data on large or 
regular expenditures. 

In the Diary Survey, respondents are asked to keep two one- 
week diaries for recording purchases. The Diary Survey 
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provides data on items not covered in detail in the Quarterly 
Interview Survey. 

Data are collected by means of an in-person interview, except 
for the Diary Survey, which is left for the respondent to com- 
plete. The household respondent, who must be a knowledgeable 
household member 16 years old or older, provides information 
for the entire household. A "respondent" is a consumer unit 
defined in terms of financial independence. Five people living 
together constitute five units if they are financially independent 
from one another. On the other hand, a family of five is one 
consumer unit. A sample of 5,000 consumer units are inter- 
viewed in the Diary Survey, and another sample of 5,000 con- 
sumer units are interviewed in the Quarterly Interview Survey 
(panel study). 

PERIODICITY The Consumer Expenditure Surveys are con- 
tinuing surveys, with interviews conducted throughout the 
month. Twenty percent of the respondents are replaced each 
quarter. The surveys began in 1980. 

CONTENT The Quarterly Interview Survey collects detailed 
information on large expenditures and some other purchases 
which occur on a fairly regular basis, that is, those expenditures 
which respondents can be expected to recall fairly accurately 
over a three-month period or for which records are readily avail- 
able. The Diary Survey obtains data on all purchases made 
during a week, providing detailed information on small, fre- 
quently purchased items (food, meals, personal care products 
and services, housekeeping supplies) as well as small expendi- 
ture items that are occasionally purchased. Although the focus of 
the surveys is on consumption patterns, data are also collected 
on a number of characteristics of consumers, including income, 
family structure, and the age and sex of children. 

LIMITATIONS The surveys focus on expenditure patterns of 
consumer units, and the family is treated as one unit. 
Demographic characteristics are collected for each member of the 
consumer unit. 
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AVAILABILITY Data are integrated from the Diary and Inter- 
view Surveys and are published in an annual report and a bian- 
nual bulletin. The integrated data provide a complete accounting 
of consumer unit expenditures and income, which neither sur- 
vey component alone isdesigned to do. Survey data shown at the 
same level of detail published in the bulletin are available on 
diskettes shortly after publication of the annual report. Interview 
Survey data are published in quarterly reports. Public use tapes 
with data from the Interview Survey and Diary Survey are made 
available a few months after publication of the annual report. For 
further information or to order a data tape, contact: 

Stephanie Shipp or Eva Jacobs 
Consumer Expenditure Survey 
Bureau of Labor Statistics 
Washington, DC 20212 
202/606-6900 

PUBLICATIONS 

Hanson, S.L. & Ooms, T. (1991). The economic costs and rewards 
of two-earner, two-parent families. Journal of Marriage and the 
Family, 53(3), 622-634. 

U.S. Department of Labor. (August 1991). Consumer Expenditures 
Survey, 1988-89. Bureau of Labor Statistics Bulletin 2383. 
Washington, DC GPO. 

US. Department of Labor. (December 1992). Consumer expendi- 
tures in 1991. Bureau of Labor Statistics Report No. 835. 
Washington, DC: GPO. 
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Consumer E z d i t u r e  Surveys 
Interviewan ' PubkUseTapes 

Year of Questionnaire: 1991 
Sample size: 5,000 consumer units for each survey 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 
pereon of each member) 

0 ht iaJ  roster of household members 
0 Number of adultai household 
0 Number of children in househdd 
0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child or one another 
0 Exact relationship of hmily members to householder, child or one another 
0 Information a&t rt limehousehold member 
0 Information about Ly membem no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives wholive nearby but not in household 

. Sources of &come 
0 Income amountsidentifiedseparacely by sousea 

poverty status1 
0 Welfarestatus 

FDodStampsrecelpt . Child supportreceipt 
Medicaid coverage 
Private health in-ce 
Homeownemhip/renters 
Assets (other than homeownership) 

0 Public housing status 
Telephone in household2 

0 Language other than English spoken in home 

GeographicfCommunitv Variables 
Region of country 

0 State of residence 
0 Countv/dtv/MSA of residence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
-ptner 
0 Marital status of adult resmndent or armwe/~artner 
0 Employment status of a&t respond&t or sp&e/partner 
0 Presence of own children in household 

Age of youngest own child in h o d o l d  . A g  of oldest own child in harsehold 
0 Edstence of own children who haw lei? home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Familv activities or time use 
0 &&unity involvement (dvic, reliRiow, recreational) 

" 
0 ~ a r i t h  conflict 
0 Maritalh /satisfaction 
0 Parnt-cEEZfict 
0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMJLY MEMBERS 

Age 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other OrigWethntdty 
RellgiousalfiUation 
Reli$ous participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
C-t marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation hiitory 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential moMlity 
Educational attainment 

ees attained 
G % a regulai HS diploma 
C-t enrollment 
Current em layment status i Hours usua y worked Wpt) 
We& worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main ompation 
Eamtngs 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
A tude rn achievement score IP" ealth/dieability status 
Self-esteem 
Laus of control or dficdcy 
Depwdon or subjeaive well-being 
Work-related attitude8 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Child or 
Youth 

7 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

other 
children 
llntItll 

Ane 
~ & t h  and )rear of bkth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanicorigin 
oUler dgin/ethniaty 
ReUgious af&tion 
Reugious partidptim 
Country d birth 
Immizrant statua 
En& fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other drildren in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental status/historv 
Current enrollment ininregulpr school 
Current enrobent in preschml/daycare 
Highest grade com leted 
~ r a d e  now e n r o d  
Employment status/histo$ 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Autitude or achievement score 
&nancy /W himy 
Psychological well-being 

NOTES 
1. Collected on Interview Survey only. 
2 If they have bought atelephone and/or paid any telephonebiils. 
3. Over age 14. 
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PURPOSE The Current Population S w e y  (CPS) is designed to 
provide estimates of employment, unemployment, and other 
characteristics of the general labor force, the population as a 
whole, and various subgroups of the population. Monthly labor 
force data for the nation, the 11 largest states, New YorkCity, and 
Los Angeles are used by the Bureau of Labor Statistics to deter- 
mine the distribution of funds under the Job Training Partner- 
ship Act. 

In addition to the collection of labor force data, the CPS's basic 
funding provides annual data on work experience, income, and 
migration (the annual March income and demographic supple- 
ment), and school enrollment of the population (the October 
supplement). Other supplements are conducted as part of the 
CPS but are separately funded; these include the chiid support 
and alimony supplement (April), the fertility and birth expecta- 
tions supplement (June), and the supplement on the immuniza- 
tion status of the population (most recently collected in 
September 1985). 

SPONSORSHIPThe Core Survey is funded by the Bureau of the 
Census and the Bureau of Labor Statistics. The Census Bureau 
has the responsibility for sample design, data collection, and 
tabulation. Since July 1959, the Bureau of Labor Statistics has 
been responsible for the analysis and publication of CPS data on 
unemployment and characteristics of the labor force. The supple- 
ments are funded by a variety of sponsors. 

DESIGN The Current Population Survey is designed to be rep- 
resentative of the civilian, noninstitutional population of the 
United States, and of Armed Forces personnel living off base or 
on base with their families. The total sample size is approximate- 
ly 71,000 households per month, located in 729 primary sam- 
pling units (PSUs), comprising 1,973 counties and independent 
cities with coverage in every state and in the District of Colum- 
bia. About 57P00 households are interviewed in the monthly 
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swey .  The remainder of the assigned housing units are found 
to be vacant, converted to non-residential use, to contain persons 
with residence elsewhere, or are not interviewed because the 
residents are not found at home after repeated calls, are tem- 
porarily absent, or are unavailable for other reasons. The 
household respondent must be a knowledgeable household 
member 15 years old or older; the respondent provides informa- 
tion for each household member. 

Since its inception in 1940, various revisions and expansions of 
the CPS sample have taken place. This description refers to the 
most recent change to a state-based design, which was phased in 
from April 1984 to July 1985 and is currently in place. Data from 
the 1980 Decennial Census were used to sselect independent 
samples for the 50 states and the District of Columbia. The com- 
bined samples allow the CPS to produce reliable monthly es- 
timates for the nation and the 11 largest states, as well as reliable 
estimates for all states and selected metropolitan areas on an 
annual average basis. The sample will be revised again based on 
the results of the 1990 Census. Changes will be phased in be- 
tween April 1994 and July 1995. 

The CPS is a probability sample based on a multistage 
stratified sampling scheme. Each month's sample is divided into 
eight approximately equal rotation groups. A rotation group is 
interviewed for four consecutive months, then temporarily 
leaves the sample for eight months, and returns for four more 
consecutive months before retiring permanently from the CPS (a 
total of eight interviews). Only 25% of the households differ 
between consecutive months. The end result of this rotation 
pattern (in use since July 1953) is an improvement in the 
reliability of the estimates of month to month change as well as 
estimates of year to year change. 

PERIODICITY The CPS has been conducted monthly by the 
Bureau of the Census since 1942 in response to a need that 
emerged in the late 1930s for reliable and up-to-date estimates of 
unemployment. It is a continuing sunrey,kith interviews con- 
ducted during the week containiig the 19th of each month. 

CONTENT. The CPS Core collects employment data on all 
household members aged 15 and older. For those who are 

17 
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employed, information is gathered on usual number of hours 
worked, number of hours worked in the last week, t i e  off from 
work in the last week for any reason including illness or a 
holiday, whether the person worked overtime or at more than 
one job in the last week, whether the person received wages or 
salary for time off, and the person's occupation and industry. For 
those who are not employed, information is gathered about 
whether they looked for work in the previous four weeks, the 
reasons they began looking for work, how long they have 
looked, whether they have been looking for full or part time 
work, when they last worked full time at a job or business for two 
weeks or longer, when they last worked at a full or part time job, 
and the reasons that thev left that ~osition. 
h addition to the coie questiokiie, the CPS uses a control 

card which also contains useful background demographic and 
socioeconomic data for household members. includine their 
marital status and highest grade completed. The controvl card 
also obtains the family's total income in the past 12 months. 
Several revisions to the control card were made in October 1978 
to improve the collection of data on household relationship, race, 
and ethnicity. In January 1979, the CPS began collecting 
children's demographic data on a monthly basis. These items 
include relationship to the reference person, parent's line num- 
ber, age, sex, race, and origin. In 1988, the coding of relationship 
to the reference person was expanded so that it became possible 
to distinguish natural/adopted, step, foster, and grandchildren. 

The infonnation from the control card and the Core can be 
used to provide basic demographic information about families 
such as family structure, family income, and the educational 
attainment of the head of household. It can also be used to 
examine the combined work patterns of husbands and wives to 
determine, for example, whether the family consists of two full 
time workers, of one full time and one part time worker, or of a 
breadwinner-homemaker family. Issues of joblessness and idle- 
ness, by which is meant youth who are not in school and not in 
the labor force, can also be studied. 

More detailed information on selected topics can be ob- 
tained from the supplements. Some supplements are con- 
ducted on a regular basis (annual or biennial), whereas others 
are done one time only. The supplements are sponsored by 



Current Population Su~ey-Core  

various government agencies as well as by the Bureau of the 
Census. Data on the following topics have been collected: 

January 199CJ-displaced workers 
1991-job training 

February 199O-unemployment compensation 

March 1991--annual demographic and income 
supplement 

April 

May 

June 

1990--child support and alimony 
1991-work place drug abuse programs 
1988-employee benefits 
1989-volunteer workers 

--shift work/flexitime 
1991-multiple jobs, flexitime, shift 

work, and work at home 

1990-marital history, fertility, and birth 
expectations 

1991-immigration, emigration 

August 1988-health insurance coverage of 
retirees 

1990job training 

September 19854mmunization status 
1991-veterans 

October 1991--annual school enrollment 

November 1990-voting and registration 

December 1989-receipt of pension benefits 

LIMITATIONS Because the main objective of the CPS is to 
provide information about the labor force, the types of infonna- 
tion collected about families is rather limited. For example, the 
CPS contains no information on internal dynamics within the 
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family. Thus, the implications for family life of differential pat- 
terns of labor force participation and other such issues cannot be 
examined. 

Moreover, although state data are available from the CPS, the 
small sample size restricts its usefulness. Cross-tabulations of 
state data can be produced in detail only by averaging several 
months of data. It is also possible to combiieseveral years of data. 

AVAILABILImPublic use microdata files are available from the 
Bureau of the Census for months in which there is a supplement; 
these files are usually made available within six months to one 
year after data collection. The first year for which microdata files 
are available is 1968. 

For information about the availability of data for a particular 
month, contact: 

Data User Services Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4lOO 

For further information on the content of CPS files, contact: 

Ronald Tucker 
Current Population Surveys Branch 
Demographic Surveys Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-2773 

Gloria Green 
Division of Data Users 
Bureau of Labor Statistics 
441 G Street NW 
Washington, DC 20212 
202/606-6376 

PUBLICATIONS The Bureau of Labor Statistics first releases 
monthly employment data approximately two weeks after the 
end of data collection in the form of a press release. The final 
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report, Employment and Earnings, is published by the Bureau 
approximately six weeks after data collection. On a quarterly 
basis, earnings data for persons in the labor force are published 
in the form of a press release, and data on the characteristics of 
persons not in the labor force are published in Employment and 
Earnings. The Bureau of Labor Statistics also publishes the Month- 
ly Labor Review. 

The Census Bureau usually releases advance reports on sup- 
plement data approximately three to six months after data collec- 
tion, and final reports for supplements are typically released 
within 12 to 18 months. Published tabulations are available in the 
Current Population Reports, Series P-20 (population charac- 
teristics), Series P-23 (special studies), Series P-25 (population 
estimates and projections), and Series P-60 (consumer income). 

A joint publication of the Bureau of Labor Statistics and the 
Census Bureau covers the changes made in the CPS between 1942 
and 1975. This useful publication is entitled, "Concepts and 
Methods Used in Labor Force Statistics derived from the Current 
Population Survey". 
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Current Population Survey-Core Survey 
Year of Questionnaire: 1990, obtained monthly 

FAMnY-LEVEL CHARACTERETICS 
Sample size: 57,000 households 

Famil Corn sition 
l& n*ter?f household members (&st name, age, sex, and ~lationship to rsf- 
erene person of each member) 

0 Partial mter  of household meqbem 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household2 

0 Aplxoxhate &tionship of family membm to householder, chtld, or one a n o k  
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about part-time household member 
0 Information about family members no longer living in household 
0 Information about datives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total f a d v  income 
 umber of persona who depend on family 3 income 
sourceS of &come 
Income amounts Mentif&ed s e p s w  by so- 
Poverty status 
Welfare status 
Food Stamps recelpt 
childsu portreceipt 
~edicaigcoveqe 
Prlvate health insurance 
Home ownership/rentesa 
Assets (other than home ownership) 
Publiihousin status 
~elephone in fou~ehold~ 
Language other than English spoken in home 

Geog;raphic/Community Variables 
Renionofcountrv 
~ t a k o f  reside& 
County/aty/MSA of W e n c e  
Sizeltype of community 

0 Zipcode 
0 Telephone area code 

Metm litanresidence5 
0 Neighcrhood qualily 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Am? of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
M-dtal statua of adult respondent oi spouse/partner 
Em~lo~ment status of adult res~ondent or swuse/uartner 

Age of youngest own chlld in househ41dL 
Age of old& own child in household 

0 Exhtence of own children who have left home 
0 l nkn~on  to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 

Familv activities or tlme use 
0 Community involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 Family communication pattans 
0 Family decision-making 
0 Marital wnflict 
0 Marital happiness/satisfaction 
0 Parent-childmnflict 
0 History of marital rations 
0 ~istorv of fami1v x n c e  

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 107,000 persons 18 and older 

Adult Current 
-dent Cunent ox Former 
or Reference SpoUSe SP- 
kazm hHH iy@ium 

0 
0 

Age 
Gender 

a 0 Race 
a a 0 

0 
w c o P & i n  
0 t h ~ ~  aiginlethniaty 

0 0 0 Religious affiIistion 
0 0 0 Religious partidpation 
0 0 0 Country of birth 
0 0 0 Immigrant status 
0 0 0 
a 0 

hglishfl-cy 
Current marital status 

0 0 0 Marital history 
0 0 0 Cohabitation status 
0 0 0 Cohabitation history 
0 0 0 Parental status 
0 0 0 h b e r  children ever bom/sired 
0 0 0 Age at firs+ birth 
0 0 0 Age of youngest drild 
0 0 0 Ctuldren living W h e r e  
0 0 0 Duration at cunent address 
0 0 0 Residential mobility 

0 Educatianal attainment 
0 0 0 Degrees attained 
0 0 0 GED or regular HS @loma 
a 0 Currentmllment 
0 0 Qnxnt employment status 

0 Hours usually worked Wpt) 
0 0 0 Weelrswofked 
0 0 0 Annual employment pattern 
a a 0 Maill LNnlpation 

0 0 
0 0 0 

-8 
Wage rate 

0 0 0 Payment of child support 
0 0 0 Aptitude or achievement score 
0 0 0 Health/disability status 
0 0 0 Self4ean 
0 0 0 Luvsofconb.d~efffcscy 
0 0 0 DeplPrrsion or subpctive well-being 
0 0 0 Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
W d  or 
Youth 
Resoondent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Sample size: 44,000 children under 18 

Other 
aldren 
hrm 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
a 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Age 
Month and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 

zzz&TethnLdty 
Religious af6UiatIon 
Religious partidpatton 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
EngUshfllleJlcy 
Exact relationship to adult family rnembm 
Exact relationship to oper chlldm in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental atatus/history 
Gurent enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in prepdool/daycare 
Hisha grade -pleted 
Grade now enroUed 
~m~10yment status/histq7 
Health status 
Handicapping umdltlans 
Grade repetition 
Aptthrde a achievement score 
Pregnancy/w- 
WchoLoglcal well-being 
Delingu=fy 

1. First name not coded on data ta es but is contained on control card. 
2. obtained by cycling throu8h in$iddual records. 
3. Number of pasons in primary family. 
4. Telephone availability IS asked in March, July, and November. 
5. Within confidentiality restrictions. 
6. Obtained only for persons a 16 to 24. 
7. Obtained for persons 15 a s d e r .  



CPS-Child Su~vort and 
Alimony ~ u ~ i f e m e n t  

PURPOSE The Child Support and Alimony Supplement is 
designed to provide national estimates of the award and receipt 
of child support payments following separation and divorce. The 
supplement also presents information on support payments for 
children of never-married parents who are not living together. In 
addition, data on alimony payments are obtained for m e n t l y  
separated and ever-divorced men and women. 

SPONSORSHIP The supplement was first conducted in April 
1979 and was jointly sponsored by the Bureau of the Census and 
the Department of Healthand Human Services (then Department 
of Health, Education, and Welfare). Since then the April supple- 
ments have been conducted by the Bureau of the Census and 
sponsored, in part, by the Office of Child Support Enforcement, 
Department of Health and Human Services. 

DESIGN A description of the basic design of the Current Popula- 
tion Survey is provided in the write-up of the core survey. Al- 
though theconkt  of the supplement aid the universe have been 
redefined several times since its ince~tion. the basic desim of the 
supplement has been as follows: the' c h i  support and kmony  
questions were asked of all women 18 years and over in sample 
households who met eligibility requirements based upon marital 
status, divorce history, and the presence of children under 21 in 
the household. Questions were asked only of the woman herself; 
no proxy responses were accepted. Beginning in April 1992, 
however, custodial fathers were included in the universe. 

Until 1992, child support questions were asked about children 
fathered or adopted by the respondent's most recently divorced 
spouse. In 1992, they were &ked regarding the respondent's 
youngest child. By changing the universe in this way, information 
about child support from parents who never married each other 
is also obtained. 

The information obtained in the April supplement is also com- 
bined with data on annual work experience, income and poverty 
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status collected in the annual March income and demographic 
supplement. A data file is created by matching persons in the 
March CPS He with the April file, with about three-fourths of the 
sample interviewed in both months. 

PERIODICITY The child support and alimony supplement has 
been conducted in April of 1979,1982,1984,1986,1988, and 1990. 
The supplement was conducted in April 1992 using a revised 
instrument. 

CONTENT The April supplement collects data on the award of 
child support and the amount received. Currently separated and 
ever-divorced respondents areasked about the award and receipt 
of alimony as well as the amount. Previous versions of the sup- 
plement gathered information from ever-divorced women on the 
receipt and type of property settlement following divorce. 

Beginning in 1988, useful information on joint-custody and 
visitation privileges as well as whether or not the noncustodial 
parent resides in the same state as the custodial parent was 
collected. 

Among the other questions currently asked are whether the 
child(ren1 is covered by a child support order; the year in which 
theagreement wasrnade; any changes in the amount of theaward 
that have been made by the court or other agency; the arrange- 
ments for receiving payment of child support; if applicable, 
reasons for why payment was not supposed to be received in 
1991; whether health insurance is included as part of the agree- 
ment; whether a child support office, department of social ser- 
vices or any other state or local govenunent agency has been 
contacted to assist in obtaining child support; and if so the type 
of assistance provided. 

Basic demographic and other background characteristics can 
be obtained from the matched March/April CPS supplements 
which allows researchers to analyze socioeconomic differences 
among persons receiving child su-pport and alimony. Additional 
questions available on some supplements pertain to the 
respondent's working status at the time of divorce/separation 
and 5 years prior to that time and AFDC recipiency status in the 
previous year. 
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LIMITATIONS The Child Support and Alimony Supplement is 
an important source of national-level data that can be used to 
inform researchers and policy makers about the post-divorce 
economic and custodial arrangements of families involving 
children. The addition of custodial fathers to the sample is an 
improvement over the previous focus on custodial mothers only. 
Unfortunately, no sociodemographic data are collected on non- 
custodial parents, which means that valuable information such as 
the parent's age, sex, race, and income cannot be ascertained from 
the supplement. Two data items on absent fathers were included 
in the 1979 supplement but were subsequently dropped due to 
low response rates. These questions covered the father's respon- 
sibility for the support of other children and the current income 
of ex-husbands. 

Prior to 1992, information on child support payments was 
collected only for children from the most recent divorce or separa- 
tion. Thus, data on support from previous marital disruptions 
were not considered. As of 1992, child support information is 
collected only about the youngest child; thus, data on support for 
older children are not available. 

Another possible limitation of these CPS data is potential 
under-reporting of childsupport among women receiv- 
ine AmK3. The Child Sumort Enforcement amendments to the 
1$3 Social Security Act iiovided for AFDC chid support pay- 
ments contributed by the father to be paid directly to the welfare 
agency and not to the parent with whom the child lives. Thus, 
some AFDC recipients may be unaware that the child's biological 
father is contributing child support. Moreover, as in most 
household surveys, estimates of money income derived from the 
March CPS are somewhat less than the comparable estimates 
derived from independent sources such as the Bureau of 
Economic Analysis. 

Mans for 1994 include the use of computer-based equipment 
which will allow a greater number of questions to be asked. 
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AVAILABILITY Refer to the description in the core survey. 
Machine-readable micro-data files are available. To obtain the 
data and to ask substantive questions contact: 

Gordon Lester 
Income Statistics Branch 
Housing & Household 
Economic Statistics Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, D.C. 20233 
301 /763-8576 

PUBLICATIONS Annual reports based on the child support and 
alimony supplement appear in: 

U.S. Bureau of the Census. (1991). Child Support and Alimony: 
1989, Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 173. 
Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office. 
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CPS - Child Su port and Alimony Supplement 
Year of & estio~aire: March and April 1940 

Sample size: 39,474 ~oudng  unitsi 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Familv Composition 
0 Full roster of household members &st name, am, sex, and relationship to reference - - 

rson of.Bach member) 
Rrtial roster 01 t-touseh~~dmanbers 
Number of adults in household 
Number of drlldra in household 
Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child, a one another 

0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Monnntion about part-time household member 
0 Information about familv members no lonnerlivinn in household 
0 b t i o n  about relatiires wholive neargy but nG in household 

Socioeconomic 
Totalfamil inmme d Number 01-s who depend on family income 

0 Sourcesofincome 
0 Income amounts identified separately by source 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfarestatus 
0 FoodStPmpdpt  

Rivnte health inaucance 
Homeownerahip/rentem 

0 Assets (other than home ownershtp) 
0 Public houping status 

Telephone in h w h o l d  
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geq-graphidCommuniW Variables 
Reeionofmm 

Stage in Family Life Cycle * Age of adultrespondent or sp~use/partner 
Maritalstatus of adult res~~ndent or s ~ e I o o a t n ~  
E&oyment status of ad& respondeh or s$use/pattner 
PRsenceof own children in household 
Age of youngest own cfiild in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 

0 Edstence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (mw) children in future 

29 
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Family Functioning 
b Family activities or time use 

0 ~am$d*-maldng 
0 Marltal conflia 
0 Maritalha css/8otfsfabion 
0 Parent-chi1 P%" conflict 
0 Hishy  of marital 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERZSTICS OF ADUCT FAMILYMEMBERS 
Sample Size: 43,018 women ages 18 or older (or 15-17if they had children) 

Adult Current 
Respondent Current or Pormer 
or Reference 
EaWn 

&- i%Em 0 

0 0 0 2 d e r  
@ 0 Race 
m o 
o o 

HispanicdB 
otherorigin/ehiaty 

0 0 0 ReUgioua affiliation 
0 0 0 Religiom partidpation 
0 0 0 CountryofMrth 
0 0 0 Immigrant status 
0 0 0 

o 
EngUshfhrency 
Currentmafi status 

0 0 0 Marital histar? 
0 0 0 CohaMtation status 
0 0 0 Cohabitation history 
0 0 0 Parental stahls 

0 Number children  eve^ born/sired3 
0 0 0 Age at liratbkth 
0 0 0 

0 0 
Age of Youngest '2hud 
chwuen living elsewhew 

0 0 0 Duration at cwrent address 
0 0 0 Residential mobility 

0 0 Educational atiainment 
0 0 
0 0 00 G Wah'"* or regular HS diploma 

o current enrollment 
0 0 0 loyment status 

0 0 zZY worked (ft/pO 
0 0 0 Weeks worked 
0 0 0 AnnuaI employment pattern 
0 0 0 Main occupation 

o 
o Earnings 

Wage rate 
0 0 Payment of child support 
0 0 0 Aptitude a achievement score 
0 0 0 Health/dtsability status 
0 0 0 Self-esteem 
0 0 0 Locus of control m efficacy 
0 0 0 Depression or subjective well-being 
0 0 0 Work-related attitude8 
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CHARACTERISTICS OP CIULD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Qlildw 
Youth 
B!siauw 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Children 
finwa 
0 

Age 
Month and Year of Bii 
Gender 
Race 

%%pethnidty 
Religiousaffiliation 

L%ioEPtion 
Imdgrant status 
EngUshfl-Y 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Eract relatiaship to other children in HH 
Marital status/h&tory 
Parental status/history 
C-t enrollment ia regular school 
Current enrollment in preschwl/daycare 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/histmy 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Aotltude or achievement s u m  
$egnancy /birth histmy 
Psychological well-being 

NOTES 
1. 3,544 women interviewed in March were given imputed child support and 
alimony information for April. 
2. Partial; we h o w  if respondent is divorced. 
3. We know if any children living with respondent were fathered by ex-spouse. 
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PURPOSE The Fertility Supplement to the CPS is designed to 
provide national estimates of women's childbearing experience 
and future birth expectations. Additionally, information on child 
spacing was provided in the June 1971,1975,1980,1985, and 1990 
supplements. Data on the fertility of foreign-born women were 
obtained in the April 1983 and June 1986 and 1988 supplements. 

SPONSORSHIP The supplemental questions on children ever 
born and birth expectations are sponsored and conducted entire- 
ly by the Bureau of the Census. The detailed marital and fertility 
history supplements of June 1971, 1975, 1980, 1985, and 19W 
were funded by the National Institute of Child Health and 
Human Development (NICHD), as was the April 1983 supple- 
ment on the fertility of foreign-born women. The Immigration 
and Naturalization Service sponsored the June 1986 and 1988 
supplements. 

DESIGN A description of the basic design of the Current 
Population Survey is provided in the write-up of the core survey. 
The supplemental questions are asked of women in sampled 
households who meet certain eligibility requirements. 

The age range of women included in the supplement has 
varied from year to year; however, certain core ages have been 
included annually. Questions on children ever born have usually 
been asked of ever-married women 15 to 44 years old and of 
never-married women 18 to 44 years old. On occasion, the upper 
age limit has been extended. The questions onbiih expectations 
have been consistently asked of women 18 to 34 years old regard- 
less of marital status.- In selected years, the upper age limfi has 
been extended to 39 or 44 years of age. Never-married women 
were first introduced into the sample in June of 1976. Beginning 
in June 1990, fertility items were asked of women 15 to 17 years 
old, regardless of marital status. 

In previous marital and fertility history supplements, men 
were asked detailed marriage history questions. In 1985 and 
1990, however, men were only asked the number of times they 
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had been married. Thus, no data are available on their dates of 
marriage, separation, or divorce. 

PERIODIClTY The supplement has been conducted annually in 
June since 1971. Questions on fertility were asked of women in 
June 1958 and February 1965, but these were asked of a restricted 
universe and are not comparable to the data obtained in the 
surveys from 1971 on. 

Questions on birth expectations were asked every year since 
1971, with the exception of 1984. The June 1990 supplement 
contained the basic questions on childbearing and birth expecta- 
tions. Current plans are to continue asking these basic questions 
whenever fertility supplements are proposed. 

By order of OMB, as of 1988 the June fertility supplement was 
restricted to a biennial supplement. OMB stated fertility rates did 
not change rapidly enough to justify an annual supplement. 
Hence, the June CPS fertility supplement was not collected in 
either 1989 or 1991. 

CONTENT The basic supplement collects data on children ever 
born and birth expectations. Data are also obtained on the 
socioeconomic characteristics of women and allow for analysis 
of fertility differentials. Data on children ever born can also be 
used to estimate the fertility rate for the 12 months ending in June 
(the number of births per 1000 women 18-44 years old). 

The June 1992 supplement collected data on the date of first 
marriage for evermarried women, and the number of children 
ever born for all women 15 to 44 years old. The dates of birth for 
the woman's first and last born child were also obtained. Addi- 
tionally, women 18 to 34 were asked questions on their birth 
expectations. 

A detailed marital and fertility history supplement was con- 
ducted in June of 1971,1975,1980,1985, and 1990. These supple- 
ments provide additional data on marriages and child spacing. 
In June 1990, women 15 to 65 years of age were asked questions 
about the number of times they had been married, how their 
first, second, and most recent marriages ended, and the dates 
when the marriages ended. Women whose marriages ended in 
divorce were also asked when they had stopped living with their 
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spouse. Thus, both the dates of separation and divorce can be 
obtained. 

Detailed marriage history questions were not asked of men in 
the June 1990 supplement. Similar questions had been asked of 
men in previous surveys but these were dropped in 1985 and 
also in 1990 due to the high rate of proxy responses and the 
resulting uncertainty as to the quality of the data for men. Thus, 
ever-married men were asked only the number of times they had 
been married and whether their first marriage had ended in 
widowhood or divorce. The detailed fertility portion of the June 
1990 supplement obtained information on the date of birth for 
the woman's first through fourth child and her last child, as well 
as the sex of the child and where the child currently lived. 

The June 1988 immigration and fertility supplements collected 
data on country of birth for persons of all ages and their parents. 
For persons born in foreign countries, citizenship and period of 
immigration are also available. Marital and fertility information 
was obtained for women aged 18 to 44; these data include date of 
first marriage, number of births, and dates of birth for the 
woman's f i t  and last born child. Birth expectations data were 
also collected for all women 18 to 39 years old. 

The fertility supplement can also beused to obtain estimates of 
the number of women whose first child had been born or con- 
ceived out of wedlock. (See O'Connell and Rogers (1989), refer- 
enced in the final section of this write-up, for greater detail.) 

LIMITATIONS The basic supplement is quite brief, and thus 
more detailed information on fertility-related topics is available 
only on an occasional basis. The variability in the age range of 
women eligible for the supplement in different survey years has 
limited comparisons over time to women 18 to 44 years old for 
data on children ever born and to women 18 to 34 for birth 
expectations data. Furthermore, birth expectations of single 
women were not asked until 1976 and thus previous data are 
restricted to ever-married women. 

Moreover, because of the sensitive nature of asking never- 
married women under 18 about their childbearing experience, 
these women had previously been excluded from the supple- 
ment. Thus, period measures of out-of-wedlock births to 
younger teenagers were not available in prior surveys. However, 
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estimates of out-of-wedlock childbearing can be obtained by 
cohort analysis (see O'Connell andRogers, 1984,referencedin the 
final section of this write-up) for years prior to 1990. 

Basic socio-demographic characteristics of women can be ob- 
tained from the supplement; however, no data are collected on 
the woman's earnings. The June supplement lacks the detailed 
income data collected on the annual March income and 
demographic supplement to CPS. Thus, family income is the only 
measure that can be used to approximate the woman's economic 
standing. 

Only limited data on men's marital histories can be obtained 
from the marital and fertility history supplements conducted in 
June 1975,1985, and 1990. 

AVAILABILITY Refer to the description of the core survey. 
Machine-readable micro-data files are available for June since 
1971. To learn about the latest data tape currently available - from 

- -  - -- 

thesupplement, contact: 

Martin O'Connell 
Fertility Statistics Branch 
Population Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-5303 

For information on the marital history supplements, contact: 

Donald J. Hernandez 
Marriage & Family Statistics Branch 
Population Division 
US. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-7987 

PUBLICATIONS 

US. Bureau of the Census. (1991). Fertility of American women: 
June 1990. Current Population Reporfs, Series P-20, No. 454. 
Washington, DC:GPO. 
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U.S. Bureau of the Census. (1991). Studies on American fertility. 
Current Population Reports, Series P-23, No. 162. Washington, 
DCGPO. 

Norton, A. J., & Moorman, J.E. (1987). Current trends in marriage 
and divorce among American women. Journal of Marriage and 
the Family, 49(1), 3-14. 

WConnell, M. & Rogers, C.C. (1984). Out-of-wedlock births, 
premarital pregnancies and their effect on family formation 
and dissolution. Family PIanning Perspectives, 16(4), 157-162. 
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CPS-Fertility Sua;$ment 
Years of Questionnaire: 

FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Sample Size: 57,OOO households 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members (first name, age, sex and r e l a t i d p  to refer- 
-n of each member)' 

0 Partial roster of household meqbers 
Number of adults in household . 
N&I& of children in householdz 
Approximate relationship of hmily members to householder, child or one another 

0 Exact relationshivof family members to householder, child, or oneanother 
0 l n f ~ a t i o n  a&t prt-ti&e household member 
0 Infamation about family members no longer Uvlng in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 

0 Poverty status 
0 Welfarestatue 
0 Fmdstampsreceipt : EEa'E:~ 
0 Private health insurance 

Homeownership/rentem 
0 Assets (other than home ownership) 
0 Public hou9ingstah.u 
0 Telephone in household 
o ~ o t h e r t h a n E n g B s h s p k n m ~  

Geoe;raphic/Community Variables 
man of country 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent 01 spwrse/partner 
Marital status of adult q n d e n t  or spouse/ptner 
Employment status of adult respondent or ~pouse/partner 
F'resence of own children in household 
~~e of own child in househps 
Age of oldest own child in h d o L d  
~xtptenc? of own children who haw left ho$ 
Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
B Familv activities or time use ~ 

0 &I&& involvement (dvic, reUgIou9, recreational) 

0 History of marital o rations 
0 Historv of familv violence 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT PAMICY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 107,000 pemam 18 and older 

Adult Current 
Respondent Current 
or Reference Father 
MPtheE 
0 

idM 
0 0 

2 d m  
Race 
Hispanicorigin 
Other origin/ethddty 

Immigrant status7 
English fluency 
Current marltal stahm 
h4pritalhistory8 
Cohabitation status 
chhabitation h5"touy 
Parental atatus - 

N U m i  ciiiidreq ever bom/sired5 
Ageptflrstbitth 
=youngeat ~ d '  

living ekewhere 
Duration at current &em 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 
De wa attained 
G& or regular HS diploma 
Cment e n ~ o h e n t ' ~  

. 

A M d  employment pattern 
Mainoacupation 
E-gs 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Apblhrde or achievement score 
Health /disability status 
Self-e5t€a?m 
Lacus of control or efficacy 
Depreaslon or a?bjeetive well-being 
Work-related athtudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS - 
Sample &: &,OD0 rhildren under 18 

Reference 
Childw 
Youth 

Y 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

A e 
&nth and of birth 
Gender 
Race 

Otha origin/ethntdty 
Religious aWHation 

IJertidpl& 
Country of birth 
immigrant status7 
Engush fluen 
~ x a c t  zelati&p to adult family members 
Exaa relationship to + fhildren in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental status/hisk$ 
Current enrollment in regular shoo1 
Current enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Highest grade com letedl' 
~ r a d e  now enroll3 
Employment status/hist..y" 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptihrde or achievement 84)re 

Pregnancy/birth history 
Psydtologlcal well-being 
J'e'wue"cy 

1. First name not coded on daa  tapes, but is contained on control card. 
2. Obtained by cycling through individual records 
3. Number of sons in primary family 
4. within conGentiality re&rIctions 
5. In 1988 fertility W o n s  were asked of women 18-44. In 1990 fertility 
questions wae  asd of women 1545. In 1990, if any of a respondent% oldst 
three or last born children were not k ing  in her household, she was asked 
where those children lived. 

6.  =P" ations questions asked only of women 18 to 39 
7. Availab e only in 1988 from Immigration Supplement that was also asked in 
June. 
8. In 1988, the date of first marriage was asked of a restricted universe. In 1990, 
ever-married men and women ages 15 to 65 were asked about their marital 
history. 
9. It is possible to calculate age of youngest child because the file contains 
information on month and year of birth of last born child. 
10. In 1988 and 1990 asked of persons ages 16 - 24. 
11. O b t a i i  for persons 15 and older 



CPS-Income and 
Demographic Supplement 

PURPOSE The March Income and Demographic Supplement to 
the Current Population Survey collects data on employment and 
income for the previous calendar year. The reference period 
differs from the monthly core survey which collects data on 
unemployment, employment, and labor force characteristics per- 
taining to the preceding week. Thus, the income supplement 
provides additional data to study the work experience of the 
population in a given year (including job changes, lay-offs, and 
part-year employment), data which cannot be obtained from the 
monthly core survey. 

In addition to earnings and work experience data, the income 
and demographic supplement collects more detailed income 
data, including sources of income and receipt of child support, 
alimony, and AFDC payments. Other topics include health in- 
surance coverage and migration. Furthermore, the March Sup- 
plement provides extensive detail on marital status, family and 
household composition, and living arrangements. AU questions 
within the core survey are also asked in the March survey. 

SPONSORSHIP The supplement has been jointly sponsored by 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics and the Bureau of the Census, with 
the data collection being conducted by the Census Bureau. 

DESIGN A description of the basic design of the Current 
Population Survey is provided in the write-up of the core survey. 
Income and demographic supplement questions are asked of all 
persons age 15 and over in sampled households. Certain ques- 
tions pertain to the household or family as a whole, such as 
housGg tenure, subsidized housing, receipt of energy assistance, 
food stamps, and household composition. Other questions refer 
to per sons^ including marital .eta&, earnings and employment 
patterns, migration, and educational attainment. 

Data pertaining to the family are constructed from the data 
collected for persons and households. The relationship code is 
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used to construct measures such as the presence of children in 
the family. 

The March 1988 supplement containedchanges in the relation- 
ship coding which improved the study of household and family 
composition. The parent line number and spouse line number 
were edited, making it possible to link children to their parents. 
This procedural change makes it possible to identify all children 
with parents in the household. 

Additionally, the coding of relationship to the reference per- 
son was expanded to include new categories. It is now possible 
to determine natural/adopted children, step children, foster 
children, and grandchildren, data previously not available. 
Thus, more complex parent-child combinations and other 
relationships within families and households are able to be iden- 
tified. 

PERIODICITY The supplement has been conducted in March 
each year since 1947. Plans are to continue the basic income and 
demographic supplement into the foreseeable future. 

CONTENT The income and demographic supplement collects 
data pertaining to households and individuals. Examples of 
household data include the number of housing units in the struc- 
ture, the type of household, housing tenure, receipt of a rent 
subsidy, receipt of food stamps, and the receipt of free or 
reduced price lunches at school. 

The public use microdata file contains three types of records: 
household, family, and person. There is one household record 
per household; there is one family record for each family within 
the household; there is one person record for each person within 
the household, including children. 

Family types include primary, related subfamily, and unre- 
lated subfamily. The primary family includes as members all 
persons related to the householder. Related subfamilies are those 
family units headed by an individual who is related to the 
householder. Unrelated subfamilies are composed of families 
headed by persons not related to the householder. There is 
extensive income and family composition data for each family 
unit within the household. 
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Individual data are available for each person age 15 and over 
in the sampled household. Questions cover employment history 
in the previous year, including the number of weeks worked, 
hours worked, reasons for not working, reasons for part-time 
work, number of different jobs held, earnings from employment, 
and unemployment or worker's compensation. Questions are 
also asked about income from a variety of sources, including 
Social Security, Supplemental Security, survivors benefits, dis- 
ability benefits, pensions, interest, dividends, rents and royalties, 
public assistance, veterans benefits, child support and alimony, 
and other sources. Additional questions are asked about rnigra- 
tion in the last 12 months as well as coverage by health and 
retirement benefits. 

The income and demographic supplement collects marital 
status and living arrangements data as well as household and 
family composition data in extensive detail. Trends in the age at 
first marriage, the postponement of marriage, the divorce ratio, 
and the number of unmarried couples can be determined from 
the supplement. Data are also presented on the living arrange- 
ments of children under 18 and the number of children in one- 
parent families. Basic demographic and socioeconomic 
characteristics of households and families are also collected and 
tabulated. 

Sice  March 1983, the annual report Marital Sfatus and Living 
Arrangements, has included data on the living arrangements ouf 
children under 18 by marital status and selected characteristics of 
the parent (Table 9 the report). Parental characteristics include 
age, education, and employment status. Other characteristics of 
the child's household include the number of siblings in the 
household, the presence of other adults, family income, housing 
tenure, and area of residence. Additionally, the tabulation is 
shown separately for three age groups of children (under 6 years 
old, 6 to 11 years old, and 12 to 17 years old). This enables the 
data user to ascertain the type of household environment and 
family resources available to children at different stages of 
development. 

LIMITATIONS Many of the published tabulations from the 
income and demographic supplement use the household or 
family as the unit of analysis. However, the type of data collected 
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about families is primarily demographic or economic in nature. 
And almost no information is collected about family members 
living outside the household. Thus, it is not possible to use the 
CPS to study family dynamics or the influence on the family of 
members residing elsewhere. Moreover, tables based on the in- 
dividual are generally restricted to persons 15 years or older, as 
these are the persons who are asked the detailed work experience 
and income questions in the supplement. Child-based tabula- 
tions were not produced until March 1983. 

Income data may be under-reported in the March supplement. 
As in most household surveys, estimates of money income 
derived from the March CPS are somewhat less than the com- 
parable estimates derived from independent sources such as the 
Bureau of Economic Analysis, Although wage and salary income 
may be only slightly under-reported, income from sources such 
as public assistance and welfare, unemployment compensation, 
and property income tends to be under-reported to a greater 
extent. 

AVAILABILITY Refer to the description of the Core Survey. 
Public-use microdata files are available for March since 1968. 

For information on marriage and family statistics, contact: 

Donald J. Hernandez 
Marriage and Family Statistics Branch 
Population Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, D.C. 20233 
301 /763-7987 

For information on income statistics, contact: 

Edward Welniak 
Income Statistics Branch 
Population Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, D.C. 20233 
301 /763-8576 
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PUBLICATIONS Reports from the income and demographic 
supplement appear in Current Population Reports, Series P-20 
(marital status and living arrangements, household and family 
composition), Series P-23 (special studies), Series P-25 (projec- 
tions of the number of households and families), and Series P-60 
(consumer income). 

Beginning with the March 1988 supplement, an expanded 
report is published on maniage and family statistics. This report 
consists of an analysis of several topics, such as stepchildren, 
using not only CPS data but also data from other surveys (such 
as the Survey of Income and Program Participation) and decen- 
nial censuses. A variety of topics will be covered in these analyti- 
cal reports which will vary from year to year. 

The following articles use the family as the unit of analysis and 
are based upon CPS and decennial census data: 

Hernandez, D.J. (1986). Childhood in socio-demographic 
perspective, Annual Review of Sociology, 12,159-80. 

Moorman, J., & Hernandez, D. J. (1989). Families with biological, 
step and adopted children, Demography, 26(2), 267-277. 
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CPS-March Income and 
Demogra hie Su lement ? ; JP Year of Questionna e 1990 ask a m d y  in M a d  

FAMILY-LNm CHARACTERISTICS 
W p l e  size: 57,000 households 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members (first name, age, sex, and &tionship to reference 

o r  
of eachmember) 

artid roster of household membm 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 
Appmximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 

0 Exact relationshiv of familvmembera to householder. c h i i  or one another 
0 Information abmh rt & e h d o l d  member 
0 fnfmmatim about Ern& members no longerliving in household 
0 Information about relatives whoUve nearby but not in household 

0 ~umbof'per~ons who depend on family home 
Sourasofine~me 
Income amounts identified separately by BDUM~ 
Poverty status 
Welfarestatua 
Food Stamp receipt 
C h U d ~ t r e c e i P t  
~edicaid-merage * 

Private health insurance 
Homeownership/renters 

0 Aseets (other thau home ownership) 
PubUchaLsinastatus 
Telephone in Cousehold 

0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geop;raphic/Community Variables 
Region of country 
Stpteofresidenoe 
Comty/dty/MSAofresidence 
SLzeltvue of communltv 

0 Locallabor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
a Aee of adult sesumdent 01 snwse/m+ner 

~"ktalstatusoi addt req&dent o; spousdpartner 
Employment statusof adult respondent orspouse/partner 
Presence of own a d r e n  in household 
Age of youngest own cjlild in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 

0 Existence of own chh3ren who have left home 
0 lntention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
b Family activitle8 or time 
0 Communitvinvolvement (civic, retinious, recreational) 

0 History of marital separations 
0 Historv of familv violence 

CHARACTERISTICS OF A D n T  F A m  
hnpk size: 107,000pemms 18 and 01, 

Adult Current 
Respondent Currwt 
or Rekrence 
Eersnn EZ 

0 

,Y MEMBERS 
der 

Age 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic- 
Other origin/ethniaty 
Religi~affiliation 
y@Wof~P- 

Immigrant status 
English flwncy 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
CohaWtation status 
Cohabitallon history 
Parental status 
Number children ever bom/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
ChUdren living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential moMlity 
Educational attainment 

attained 
C%regular HS diploma 
C-t mllment' 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worlced (ft lpt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
M P i n ~ ~ ~ p a t i o n  
Earning 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
A tltude or achievement score 
J L ~ d i s a ~ u t y  status 
Self-esteem 
Locusofeontrolar&cacy 
Depression ar subpdive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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Reference 
Qlildor 
Youth 

Y 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CKnD FA= MEMBERS 
Sample size: 44,WO &&en under 18 

&%th and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 

Religmrrsafflliation 
Religious participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
EngUshfl-cy 
Exact relationship to adult family members2 
Exact relationship to o er children in HH 
Maria status/hisin$ 
Parental status/history 
Current endhent in regular &od 
Current enrollment Jn pryhool/daymre 
Highest grade corn eted 
Grade now euolle83 
Employment status/- 
Health status 
Handicapping conditians3 
Grade rqetit&n 
Aptitude or achievement score 
hegnancy/bN h i s w  
Psychobgical well-being 
aelinq-cy 

1. Available for persons 16-24 years of age. 
2. Beginnii in 1988, stepchildren are identified as distinct from natural or 
adopted chifdren. ~oster childten are also  separate^^ i-fied. 
3. Available for persons 15 and older. 



CPS-Multi le Jobholding 
and Wor i! Schedules 

PURPOSE The Multiple Jobholding and Work Schedules Sup- 
plement to the CPS is designed to obtain more information about 
these topics for the nation and to update similar data collected 
from 1969 through 1980 and in 1985. These data are also used to 
reconcile differences in estimates of employment statistics ob- 
tained from the CPS and other sources of employment data used 
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

SPONSORSHIP The Supplement is jointly sponsored by the 
Bureau of the Census and the Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

DESIGN A description of the basic design of the Current 
Population Survey is provided in the write-up of the Core Sur- 
vey. The supplementary questions on multiple jobholdings and 
work schedules are asked of persons aged 15 and older who were 
employed in the week prior to the survey. 

PERIODICITY The Multiple Jobholding and Work Schedules 
Supplement was asked in May 1989 and 1991. As noted above, 
similar data were collected annually between 1969 and 1980 and 
in 1985. 

CONTENT The 1989 and 1991 versions of the supplement are 
not identical. The 1991 version modified some of the questions 
asked in 1989 and expanded the information collected. In 1989, 
respondents were asked about the hours per week they usually 
worked and whether they were on flexitime or some other 
schedule that allowed them to vary the time they began and 
ended their workday. Those who said they had a flexible 
schedule were asked for the main reason that they worked such 
a schedule. In 1991, respondents were asked about the usual 
number of hours they worked per week and per day, the usual 
number of days per week that they worked, and the specific days 
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of the week that they usually worked. They were also asked 
about the time of day they began and ended work on most days 
in the previous week and whether their schedule might best be 
described as a regular daytime schedule, a regular evening shift, 
a regular night shift, a rotating shift (one that changes peri- 
odically from days to evenings or nights), a split shift, an ir- 
regular schedule, or some other shift. They were then asked the 
main reasons they worked the type of shift that they did. After 
answering these questions, respondents were asked if they were 
on flexitime or some other schedule that allowed them to varv 
the time they began and ended their work day. They were alsk 
asked if, as part of their job, they did any work at home and, if 
yes, approximately how many hours of work they did at home 
for the job in the previous week and whether they got paid for 
the additional work done at home. 

To learn about multiple job holding, in both 1989 and 1991 
respondents were askedif they did anyother work for pay in the 
previous week for other employers and, if so, for how many 
employers they worked. They were also qked whether they 
operated their own businesses, professions, or f a m  in the pre- 
vious week or whether they had another job or business at which 
they did not work last week. If they did have a second job, they 
were asked questions about that job such as the type of business 
or industry it was, the type of work they did, whether the job was 
in the private sector, the federal government, state government, 
local government, or, if self-employed, whether the business was 
incorporated or unincorporated. In both years respondents were 
asked about the horn  they usually worked at the second job, the 
amount of money they earned, whether any of the work was 
performed at home, and, if so, how much was performed at 
home, and the main reason that they worked at more than one 
job. In addition to these questions, respondents in 1991 were also 
asked the number of days per week they usually worked at the 
additional job, the specific days of the week that they worked at 
that job, and the time of day that they began and ended work at 
the job on most days in the previous week. 

The information collected in this supplement can provide im- 
vortant information on the work schedules and time constraints 
bf families of different types and whether child care demands 
influence work schedules. It can also beused to examine the joint 

49 
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work schedule8 of husbands and wives and how schedules vary 
by the presence of children of different ages. The information on 
multiple job holdings provides additional information about 
how adult family members spend their time. 

LIMITATIONS The supplement would be more useful to re- 
searchers interested in families if it could be combined with the 
more detailed family composition and income information col- 
lected in the March Income and Demographic Supplement. In 
particular, the data on work schedules and multiple jobholdings 
would help to provide insights into issues surrounding poverty 
such as how families who work can still be in poverty and the 
lengths to which some families must go to avoid poverty. 

AVAILABILITY Refer to the description of the CORE Survey. 
Machine-readable micro-data files are available. For substantive 
questions about the supplement, contact: 

Diane Herz 
Division of Labor Force Statistics 
Bureau of Labor Statistics 
Department of Labor 
Washington, DC 20212 

For questions about specific variables or issues related to the 
survey design, contact: 

Jim Warden 
Demographic Surveys Division 
Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-2773 

PUBLICATIONS 

Stinson, John F. Jr. (1990). Multiple jobholding up sharply in the 
1980s. Monthly Labor Review, 113(7), 3-10. 
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CPS-Multiple Jobholding and Work Schedules 
Year of Questionnab=. May 1989,1991 

Sample Size: 57,000 househoMs 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

FamilV Composition 
Full roster of household members @rat name, age, e, and relationship to reference 
penron of each member)' 

0 Pastial roete~ of household membem 
 umber of adults in houeeholdZ 
Number of children in household2 
Approximate re la t id ip  of famlly membem to householder, child, or one another 

0 Exact rdationship of family membera to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about -art-time houeeholdmember 
0 Information about l a d y  membere no longer living in household 
0 Infcnnation about relatives who five nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 
~ u m b e r d ~ s  who depend on family income3 

0 Sources of income 
0 Income amounts identified separately by s o w e  
0 Poverty status 
0 W e h e  status 
0 Foodstampsreodpt 
0 Childmpportreaeipt 
0 Medidlid coverage 
0 Private health insurance 

Homeownership/renters 
0 &sets (other than home ownership) 
0 Publichousingstatus 
0 Teleuhone in household 
0 ~an&age other than F.ngW spken in home 

Geo~raphiclCommunihr Variables 
Region of country 
Stateof rebidence 

Stage in Family Life Cvcle 
Aee of adult resoandent or swuse/wtner 
&tal status oirdult -tident &~pouse/~artner 
Employment status of adult respondent or spuse/partner 
Resence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in househ ld2 
Age of oldest own child h househod 

0 Existence of own children who haw left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Familv activities or time we 
0 d u n i t y  involvement (dvic, religious, -tion& 
0 Family ~op~lunicatirn patterns 
0 Family decision-making 
0 Marital conflict 
0 Maritalha ' es/satisfaction 
0 ~ a r e n t d % L i c t  
0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of maritalcounselUng 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT P. AMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 

%22 Current 

&wn 
spouse 

0 F 0 2& 
Race 
m n i c  oagin 
otherorigin/@umidty 
Relighw affiliation 
~ 4 i O 4 ~ P -  
Immigrant status 

E2%,",ZS status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation s t a b  
Cohabitation histmy 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/sired 
Age at first bWh 
Age of youngest child 
Chitlren living eleewhere 
Duration at current addreas 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
2 K r e g u l a r ~ p i ~ a  
Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worked Wpt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Maln occupation 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
A~~ ar acbiwernent scare 
Health/Disability status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or &cay 
Depleseion or subjedive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHnD PAMICY MEMBERS 

Reference 
childan 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Gender 
Race 
m c *  
Other origin/ethnidty 
Rew- affiliabl 
ReUgiaus p""cipatlon 
countryofbvth 
Immigrant status 
Engush fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact r e l a t i d p  to oper children in HH 
Marital stahw/htstory 
Parental stahm/histoty 
Current enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in e o o l / d a y c a r e  
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status@& 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade revetition 

1. First name not coded on data ta but is contained on control card. 
2. Obtained by cycling through i n z d u a l  records. 
3. Number of persons in primary famiiy. 
4. Within confidentiality restrictions. 
5. Obtained only for persons aged 16 to 24. 
6. Obtained for persons 15 and older. 



CPS-School Enrollment 
Supplement 

PURPOSE The School Enrollment Supplement is designed to 
provide national estimates of school enrollment by demographic 
and sodoeconomic characteristics of the population, from nurs- 
ery school through college. College students are included as 
residents of their parents' households, even if temporarily away 
at school, to provide socioeconomic characteristics of most 
young college students. 

SPONSORSHIP The Supplement has been jointly sponsored by 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics and the Bureau of the Census, with 
the data collection being conducted by the Census Bureau. Oc- 
casionally, the Department of Education sponsors additional 
questions. The National Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development sponsored the December 1984 supplement on the 
after-school care of school-age children. 

DESIGN A description of the basic design of the Current 
Population Survey is provided in the write-up of the Core Sur- 
vey. The questions in the School Enrollment Supplement are 
asked of all persons aged 3 and over in sampled households. 

PERIODICITY The Supplement has been conducted each Oc- 
tober since 1946. Plans are to continue the basic school enroll- 
ment supplement in 1992 and beyond. 

CONTENT The Basic School Enrollment Supplement collects 
data on highest grade completed, enrollment status, grade or 
level, type of school (public or private), college attendance (full- 
time or part-time), type of college (two-year or four-year), and 
high school graduation status and date. Data are also collected 
on school enrollment in the last year, which yields a measure of 
the number of dropouts for a given year. 

Occasional topics include homework for elementary and 
secondary school students (October 1983); use of computers at 
school and at home (October 1989); and private school tuition, 
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technical or vocational education, degrees sought by college stu- 
dents, and whether high school was completed by means of a 
high school equivalency test such as the GED (October 1991). 

By combining information in the supplement with information 
in the core, it is possible to examine the decisions that families 
make about the education of their children and whether family 
structure influences these decisions. 

LIMITATIONS The Supplement is quite brief. A number of 
useful topics are not covered, such as educational outcomes, 
degrees earned other than high school graduation, participation 
in SAT or other testing programs, and skipped or repeated 
grades. Those topics included on an occasional basis (for ex- 
ample, field of study and degrees sought) would be more useful 
if continued on a regular basis. 

Additionally, information on class rankings and on students' 
finances are not part of the data set, but such data would add to 
the usefulness of the supplement. Inclusion of additional ques- 
tions is dependent upon the needs and funding of other agencies. 
Also, some data whiih could be reasonably derived from ad- 
ministrative records or personal interviews may not be ap- 
propriately asked of a household respondent. 

AVAILABILITY Machine-readable micro-data files are avail- 
able for October since 1968. For information about the 
availability of data, contact: 

Data User Services Division 
US. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4100 

For substantive questions about the School Enrollment Supple- 
ment, contact: 

Paul Siege1 
Education & Social Stratification Branch 
Population Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301/763-1154 
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PUBLICATIONS Reports from the supplement appear in the 
Current Population Reports, Series P-20 (annual reports), and 
Series P-23 (special reports). 

Kominski, R., & Roodman, S. (1991). School enrollment - Social 
and economic characteristics of students: October 1989. Cur- 
rent Populatwn &ports (Series P-20, No. 452). Washington, 
DC. GPO. 
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CPS-School Enrollment Su plement 

Sample Bize'. 57,W househdds 

P FAMILY-LEVEL C H A R A ~ R I  ncs 
Year of Questionnaire: October 1991 

Family Composition 
Fun rosier of h&old members (Krst name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 
wason of each member)' 

0 Partial roster of household meqbem 
Number of adults in household 
 umber of chlldrenin household2 

0 Approximate relationship of family members to hms?ho1der, child, or one another 
0 Exaa relations hi^ of f a d v  members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information a&t part-tike household membd 
0 Information about family members no longer living in household 
0 Information abcut relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family inwme 
Number of persons who depend on family inwme3 

0 Sourcesdinwme 
0 Inwme amounts identlftedseparatoly by source 

0 Food Stamp receipt 

I E2cais":g? 
0 Private health insurance 

Hrrmeownemhivlrenten, 
0 Assets (other thin home ownership) 
0 PuMLc houeing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than EngIIsh spoken in home 

GeographicJCommunity Variables 
Reaon of country 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult ndent or spouse/parlner : ~ y i t a l  statusxdult  r e s~~nden t  or suousehartner 
Employment statua of ad& respon&t or &use/partner 
Presence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in househpd2 
Age of oldest ownchild in household 

0 Exlstenceof own children whohave left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 

57 
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Family Functioning 
b Family activities or time use 
0 Community involvement (civic, religious, recreational) 
0 Familv communication mttems 
0 ~ d ~ d e c i s i o n - m a k i n i  
0 Maritalcoxmict 
0 Maritalhappinedsatisfabion 
0 Parent-childconflict 
0 History of marital separations 
0 History offamily violence 
0 History of mari J counselling 

CHARACTElZISTICS OF ADULT FAMnY MEMBERS 
Sample size: lW,OMI persons 18 and older 

Adult Cuimt 
Reswndent Current or Former 

Age 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanicorigin 
other orlgin/eihnidty 
ReUglous affiliation 
Religious participation 
Country ofbirth 
Immigrant status 
hgushfl-cy 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental a t a h  
Number children ever bom/sued 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Reddentid mobiUty 
Educational attainment 

G T or regular attained l-3S pp~oma5 
Crnwt  eluDhent 
Current employment status 
Hours usuallv worked ( f t l ~ t )  
w*worke;l 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of &Id support 
A titude or achievement score 
I&Mh/disabllity status 
Self-wtem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMICY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 44,m &&en under 18 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth Children 
Resoondent 
0 

w&n 
0 

Age 
0 Month and year of Mrth 

0 Gender 
0 Race 
0 HIspanicorigin 
0 0tI-m origin/ethnidty 
0 0 Religious affiliation 
0 0 Religiousparticipation 
0 0 Country d birth 
0 0 Immigrantstatus 
0 0 English fluency 
0 0 Exact relationship to adult family members 
0 0 Exact relatiWp to other children in HH 
0 Marital statua/history 
0 0 Pamtalstatua/hlstory 
o ~ m t  -bent in regular school6 
0 Current enroUment tn ~ o o l / d a Y c a r e 7  
0 Hlghest grademm eted 
0 Grade now e n d  
0 

2 
Employment status/history6 

0 0 Healthstatus 
0 0 Handicapping ~~ndltions 
0 0 Graderepetition 
0 0 ApKhuIeorachiwmt- 
0 0 Phegnancy/birth history 
0 0 Psychological well-being 
0 0 Deli"9-cy 

NOTES 
1. First name not coded on data tapes, but contained on control card. 
2. Obtaiied by c y l i i  through individual records. 
3. Number of ns in primary fhily. 
4. Withim c o E t i a l i t y  restrictions. 
5. Asked of persons 1524. 
6. Asked of persons 15 and older. 
7. Asked abut children ages 3 to 14. 



Decennial Census of 
Population and Housing 

PURPOSE The Decennial Census is designed to be a complete 
enumeration of the population and housing stock of the United 
States. The data are used to apportion seats in the US. House of 
Representatives and also in state and local legislative districts. 
The data are also used in the allocation of revenue-sharing and 
other federal and state funds among approximately 39,000 
governmental units. Additional information on the 
demographic, social, and economic characteristics of the popula- 
tion are also obtained from the Decennial Census. These data are 
used in marketing studies, academic research, federal, state, and 
local planning, affirmative action programs, and many other 
PurpO*. 

SPONSORSHIP The Decennial Census is designed, conducted, 
and funded by the U.S. Bureau of the Census, Department of 
Commerce. 

DESIGN The Decennial Census employs two types of question- 
naire forms: a short form, with a small set of basic population 
and housing questions asked of all households, and a long form, 
with all the questions asked in the short form plus additional 
detailed questions on population and housing. In 1990, nineteen 
additional questions about the housing unit and twenty-six addi- 
tional questions about each household member were asked on 
the long form. The questionnaire is designed to be understood 
and completed without enumerator assistance and then returned 
by mail. 

The proportion of households receiving the long form is de- 
pendent upon the size of the locality, with smaller locality 
households sampled at a higher rate to assure sufficient 
precision. For 1990, about 17% of the housing units nationwide 
were given the long form. 

PERIODICITY As mandated by the US. Constitution, a census 
of the population has been conducted every decade since 1790. 
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No two censuses have been conducted in exactly the same man- 
ner. Decade-todecade changes in content and processing have 
been made reflecting the attendant changes in our society, 
economy, and technology. On the whole, however, there is a 
great deal of continuity across adjacent censuses. Substantive 
differences between the 1980 and 1990 censuses are detailed 
below. 

CONTENT In the 1980 census, the short form obtained the fol- 
lowing information on each household member: relationship to 
the person filling out the census form (the person in whose name 
the home is owned or rented), sex, race, age, year and month of 
birth, marital status, Hispanic origin. The short form housing 
questions asked about the number of living quarters at the ad- 
dress, access to the housing unit, completeness of plumbing 
facilities, number of rooms, tenure, condominium status, acreage 
and commercial establishment status, and value of the jxopexiy 
(owned) or monthly rent (rental units). The short form questions 
for 1990 differ in &era1 small respects from those asked in 1980: 
they no longer ask for month of birth, questions concerning 
access to the housing unit and the number of living quarters at a 
single address. A new housing question asks whether meals are 
included in the rent. Minor wording changes have been made to 
several of the questions. 

The 1980 long form included all short form items plus twenty 
additional housing questions and twenty-three additional 
population questions. These questions covered educational at- 
tainment, place of birth, citizenship and year of immigration, 
current language and ability to speak English, ancestry, 
residence five years ago, activity five years ago, veteran status 
and period of service, disability, children ever born, marital his- 
tory,- employment status, plke of work and journey to work, 
year last worked, industry, occupation and class of worker, work 
experience, and amount and source of income. 

The short and long form population questions in the 1990 
Decennial Census are basically the same as those in the 1980 
census. In 1990, however, no question was asked about activity 
five years ago; also, no data was collected on marital history. 
Another change in 1990 concerns the question on educational at- 
tainment. The apestion has been rephrased to ask for the degree 



Researching fhe Family 

received instead of the number of years of school completed. 
Additionally, the categories of household relationship on the 
1990 census form have been changed, enabling data users to 
distinguish between natural/adopted children and step 
children, and also to identify foster children in the household. 

The long form housing G t i o n s  in 1980 pertained to number 
and tvue of units in the structure. number of stories in the struc- 
ture ;Ad presence of an elevator, farm status, source of water, 
sewage disposal, year the structure was built, year the 
householder moved into the unit, heating equipment, fuels used 
for home heating, water heating, and cooking, cost of utilities 
and fuels, completeness of kitchen facilities, number of 
bedrooms, number of bathrooms, telephone, air conditioning, 
number of automobiles, vans and light trucks, and selected shel- 
ter costs for homeowners (including real estate property taxes, 
annual premiums for fire and hazard insurance, and mortgage 
on the property). 

The long form housing questions for 1990 differed in the fol- 
lowing ways: questions concerning the number of stories in the 
building, the presence of an elevator, and the fuels used for home 
heating have been eliminated; questions concerning home equity 
loans, the amount of second mortgages, condominium fees, and - - 
mobiie home fees are new. 

There are many minor changes in the wording of questions 
between the 1980 and 1990 censuses which were not covered 
above. For full details, the Census Customer Services Branch will 
provide a publication which details all of the changes. It is a 
reprint of an article which appeared in the magazine American 
Demographics. 

LIMITATIONS A unique advantage of the one-in-six long form 
sample of the population is that it provides reliable social, 
economic, and demographic data for relatively small geographic 
areas and subgroups of the population. Several aspects of the 
census limit its usefulness as a research and planning tool. 

The major limitation of the census i s  the fact that it is taken 
only once every ten years. By the second half of each decade, the 
data are too old to be useful for many purposes. 

A significant limitation of the 1990 census for those interested 
in marriage is the elimination of the marital history questions 
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which were present in 1980. Finally, there are no direct family 
functioning measures in the census. This limits its utility for 
analyses of family function and dysfunction. 

For those interested in doing micro analyses on family issues, 
the configuration of the data in the census public use micro-data 
files is not optimal. For each household, there is a household 
record which contains housing information and selected 
household level characteristics (e.g. total household income), 
followed by a record containing data for each individual within 
the household. Unlike the Current Population Survey, there is no 
family level data as such. This is a problem if there is more than 
one family sharing a household. Family data can be generated 
from the individual person records because each person has a 
subfamily identifier in their record, but it is a great deal of 
trouble for the individual researcher. 

Several l i t a t ions  which existed in the 1980 census in iden- 
tifying exact relationships between household members have 
been eliminated for 1990. In the 1980 census, nuclear family 
relationships within the household were defined as relationships 
by biih, marriage, or adoption. One could not distinguish be- 
tween biological, step, and adoptive parentchild relationships 
nor measure the size and characteristics of these important sub- 
groups of children. The revised categories of the household 
relationship item in the 1990 census addresses this problem in 
part by allowing for the separate identification of stepchildren. 
In addition, the 1990 census now allows for the separate iden- 
tification of foster children. 

AVAILABILITY Decennial Census data products are prepared 
by the Bureau of the Census and are available through the Data 
User Services Division. The census products for 1990 are listed 
and described, complete with projected release dates, in the Cen- 
sus publication 1990 Census of Population and Housing: Tabulation 
and Publication Program, which can be ordered through the Cus- 
tomer Services Branch listed at the end of this entry. The follow- 
ing types of data products are available from the census: 

Summary data on computer tape files (SITS): The statistical 
information provided on computer tape is similar to data found 
in printed reports, but is often more detailed and covers 
gerographic areas not covered in the printed materials. The short 
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form items on the sodal, economic and housing characteristics of 
the US., states, and specified areas are contained on STF I and 2; 
sample data are contained on STF 3 and 4. The content of STF 1-4 
in 1990 will be similar to 1980. Data are offered as a series of 
frequencies and cross-tabulations on two or more characteristics, 
at various levels of geography. 

In these files, data are available at some or all of the following 
levels of geography: state, metropolitan area, zip code area, con- 
gressional district, county, minor civil division or census county 
division (MCD/CCD), place, census tract or block numbering 
area (tract/BNA), block group (BG), and block. Different ver- 
sions of the STF files offer data on different subsets of these 
geographic levels. For a complete listing of the various versions 
of STF files available and the geographic levels covered by each 
version, order the Census publication Census '90 Basics, from the 
Customer Services Branch. Many of these files are available on 
CD-ROM as well as computer tape. 

Microfiche: Microfiche records are used to disseminate 
selected reports not available in a printed format. Data from 
some computer summary tapes are also available on microfiche. 

Microdata on tape: Public-use microdata samples provide the 
responses from a sample of long form questionnaires (with 
names, addresses, and detailed geography deleted to protect 
confidentiality) which can be tabulated by data users to meet 
various statistical needs. These are of particular use to re- 
searchers. For 1980 and 1990, tapes can be purchased which 
contain data for 1% and 5% of the population. The check list at 
the end of this entry corresponds to what is available for these 
microdata files. The 1990 files are scheduled for release in 1993. 
For 1990, the Census may, in addition, produce a special micro- 
data tape for the elderly population. 

Maps: Maps are available for all geographic areas for which 
data are tabulated. In addition to maps which primarily show 
census functional boundaries, the Census Bureau produces maps 
which display data by geographic area (for example, income 
data}. 

The TIGFX/line file is a coordinate-based digital map informa- 
tion system for the entire United States, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands. This computerized system of maps can be purchased on 
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computer tape or CD-ROM for individual states or for the 
country as a whole. 

Special tabulations: Statistical information is also specially 
prepared by the Census Bureau at the request and expense of the 
data user. These data are furnished on computer tape, printouts, 
or microfiche. Contact: 

Customer Services Branch 
Data User Services Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4100 

PUBLICATIONS Many reports are published, including sum- 
mary social, economic, and housing characteristics for the U.S., 
states, and sub-state areas (e-g. cities and counties). Titles of 
selected published reports from short form data include: 

Summary Population and Housing CharacLristics, Number of In- 
hubifants for the U.S. and States, Summary Characteristics for the 
United Sfates, General Population Characteristics for the U.S. and 
States, and General Housing Characteristics for the U.S. and States. 
Reports based on sample population data include the Summary 
Social, Economic, and Housing Characteristics and a series of subject 
reports covering selected topics in greater detail. 

In addition, a number of monographs on various subjects have 
been commissioned to be written using data from the 1990 and 
earlier censuses. Completed monographs include: 

Elanchi, S. &Spain, D. (1986). American Women in Transition. New 
York: Russell Sage Foundation. 

Farley, R. & Allen, W.R. ( 1987). The Color Line and the Quality of 
Life in America. New York: Russell Sage Foundation. 

Levy, F. ( 1987). Dollars and Dreams: The Changing American In- 
wme Distribution. New York: Russell Sage Foundation. 

Other monographs cover the following topics: families and 
households, housing, neighborhoods, regional and metropolitan 
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growth, Hispanic population, geographic mobility, Native 
Americans, aging, immigration, rural and small town America, 
work in the American economy, since the Depression, 
Asian and Pacific Island population, and ethnic and racial 
groups. The monograph o n  children covers the changing 
economic, social and demographic circumstances of children 
horn 1940 to 1980. 
Plans for 1990 are to produce a series of about thirty-five to 

forty population and housing reports. 
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Decennial Census Public Use Microdata File 
Year of Q m d h n a h  1990 

Approximately 3,O6O,WO persosls for 1 % sample 
and 15,300,000 p n s  for 5% sample 

FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERTSTICS 

Family Composition 
Eull rceter of household members (first name, age, ex, and relatiollship to reference 
aerson of each member) 

0 h i a l  roster of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Number of chUdren in household 
Approximate relationship of f a d y  members to hou%?hoLder, child, or one another 

0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, or oneanother 
0 Information about part-time household member 
0 Information about farnilv members no lonner Wing in household 
0 Information about relatiks wholive neargy but &in houaehold 

0 Number odpersmrPwho depend on family income 
Sourcea of income 
Inmme amounts identifledseparately by 8ource1 
Poverty status 
weIfarestatue1 

0 Private health i n k o e  
Homeownershi~/renters 

0 (other &&home ownaship) 
0 Public housing status 

Telephone in household 
Language other than English spoken in home 

Ge~gra~~clComrnunitv Variables 
Region of country 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
A of adult ndent or spouse/parlner 
&talstatus%dultsespondent mspouse~parhrer 
Employment status of adult respondent or spowe/paxtner 
Presence d own children in household 
Age of young& own chUd in househpldl 
Age of oldest own child in household 

0 Existence of own Mdwn who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activities or time use 
0 Community involvement (avic, reli@ous, recreational) 
0 F a d v  communication vatkerns 
0 ~amllidedsion-mah 
0 Maritalconflict 

/satisfaction : E2%flict 
0 History of marital lleparations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult C~nent 
C m t  

EeEsPn 
0 

ZE iizzi 0 i%Ls 
Race 
Hispanic oagin 
Other origin/ethnidty 
ReligibusaffUiation 
Religiousparticips~ 
Country of birth 
lmmigran t status 
En* fl-cy 
Current marital status 
Mruitalhistory 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number of children bom/sired3 
Ageat HrsiMrth 
Age of youngest child 
Qllldren living elsewhere 
Duration at current addrew 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

Current empbyment status 
Hours usuallv worked (ft /PO 
weeks wwkid 
Annual emplaymart pattern 
Main occupation 
-ge 
Wane rate 
~aykent of child supprt  
ADtihrde or achievement .%ore 
~ealth/disabiliiy status 
Self-esteem 
Locusofamtrolorefficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-refated attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY M M E R S  

Reference 
Childor 
Youth 
k4wiat  

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Children 
ltnfIM 
0 

Age 
Month and year of Birth 
Gender 
Raee 
m n i c  
other dgin/ethnidty 
Religious affiliation 
RdigLou8 partidpation 
CountryofWah 
Immigrant hius 

EY%ZLp to a t  fsmilY m e m h  
ExactrelaKonahiptootherdrildreninm 
Marital status/hlstory 
Parental status/hlstory 
C-t enrollment In regular schml 
Current enrollment in preschwvdaycare 
HiBhest grade 
Grade now enrdled 
Employment status/hlstory 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Pregnancy/birth M y  
Psychological well-being 
Demu-Y 

1. Can be calculated from person records. 
2. For 1970 neighborhood sample only. 
3. Females only. 
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PURPOSE The General W Survey (GSS) collects data on so- 
cial attitudes and behaviors of interest to a broad range of 
sociologists and political scientists. Its primary purpose is to pro- 
vide data to facilitate the study of social trends. A second objec- 
tive is to provide current high quality data to scholars and 
analysts across the county. 

SPONSORSHIP The GSS has been conducted by the National 
Opinion Research Center (NORC), with primary support from 
the National Science Foundation. James A. Davis of Harvard and 
Tom W. Smith of NORC are the principal investigators. 

DESIGN The survey is representative of the total non-institution- 
alized English-speaking population of the United States ages 18 
and older. The GSS is a faceto-face interview lasting about an 
hour and a half. It is conducted among a probability sample of 
households from which an adult is randomly selected as the 
respondent, with only one interview conducted per household. 
(Therefore, individuals in households containing many adults are 
less llkely to be chosen. There is a weight factor to adjust for this, 
if desired.) African American families were oversampled in 1982 
and 1987. 

The 1991 G!3!3 interview was conducted among 1,517 respon- 
dents in all geographic regions and in both urban and nual areas. 
Respondents included parents with minor children, parents with 
adult children, and childless adults. In 1993, the GSS interview of 
1,500 cases will be conducted using a ninety-minute interview. 
Beginning in 1994 there will be two separate surveys of 1,500 
cases each. 

PERIODICITY The General Social Surveys have been conducted 
annually during February through April of 1972-1978,1980,1982- 
1991, and 1993. Beginning in 1994 and continuing in even-num- 
bered years, there will be biennial, split-sample surveys of 3,000 
respondents. 
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CONTENT The GSS is a good source of trend data on family 
related attitudes. It also has included questions on marital happi- 
ness, satisfaction with family, and, in some years, extramarital 
sexual activity. The survey contains such measures of adult 
functioning as score on a brief word knowledge test, hours 
worked, perceived job stability, spells of unemployment, 
children produced, and overall l i e  satisfaction. Three types of 
items are included in the GSS: permanent questions that are 
identical in each survey; rotating questions that are posed to 
two-thirds of the respondents every year; and occasional ques- 
tions or modules that are included in only one year. One such 
module is a set of questions in the 1990 survey on parental con- 
cerns and family issues and policies sponsored by the National 
Commission on Children. Survey content generally covers a 
variety of topics, ranging from income, soda1 activities, and 
political attitudes, to race relations, religion, and health. Begin- 
ning in 1994, the traditional core of replicating questions will be 
cut in half to allow for a larger number of new and changing 
topics. 

An International Social Survey Program (SSP) uses the GSS to 
field the United States portion of its questions which are also 
posed to respondents in Australia, Austria, Bulgaria, Canada, 
Czechoslovakia, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, 
the Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, the Philippines, Russia, 
and the United Kingdom. Family and sex roles were surveyed in 
most of these nations in 1988 and 1989. Religion is the subject of 
the 1991 ISSP module. The 1994 survey will include a module on 
women, work, and the family. 

LIMITATIONS For the study of adult attitudes and behaviors in 
different family situations, the GSS sample is relatively small. 
This is especially so as the sample contains a substantial propor- 
tion of respondents who do not live in family households. Also, 
the use of "split-ballot'' questionnaires to broaden the range of 
issues addressed means that not every respondent is asked each 
item. Only self-report methods are used to assess family related 
attitudes and behaviors. Inasmuch as children and adolescents 
are not eligible to be respondents, no data are available on their 
attitudes and behaviors. However, the survey can provide data 
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on the social and psychological characteristics of the family en- 
vironments of children and youth. 

AVAILABILITYCumulative tapes (including surveys from 1972 
to 19911, SPSS Control Cards, and a 989-page codebook with 
univariate tabulations for 1972-1982, the 1982 black oversample, 
1983-1 987, the 1987 black oversample, and 1988-1 991 individually 
are available from: 

The Roper Center for Public 
Opinion Research 
P.O. Box 440 
Storrs, CT 06268 
203/486-4440 

Inter-University Consortium for Political 
and Social Research OCPSR) 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

Reprints of published articles are available from: 

GSS 
National Opinion Research Center (NORC) 
1155 East 60th Street 
Chicago, DL 60637 
312/753-7500 

A free newsletter, titled GSS NEWS, is also available from the 
above address. An annotated bibliography of papers using GSS 
is available from ICPSR at the University of Michigan. For sub- 
stantive questions on the GSS, contact: 

Tom W. Smith 
NORC 
312/753-7877. 
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PUBLICATIONS Some recent articles based on the GSS include: 

Alwin, D.F. (1989). Family size and cohort differences in vocabuZary 
knowledge in the United States adult population. Chicago: NORC. 

Alwin, D.F. (1989). The times they are a-changin': Qualities 
valued in children, 1964 to 1984. Social Science Research, 18, 
195-236. 

Ellison, C.G. & Sherkat, D.E. (1993). Conservative Protestantism 
and support for corporal punishment. American Sociological 
Review, 58,131-144. 

Funk, W. (1991, January). Family and changing sex-roles: Some 
preliminary findings about sex-role attitudes in Germany and the 
United States. Chicago: NORC. 

Greeley, A.M., Michael, R.T., & Smith, T.W. (1990). A most 
monogamous people: Americans and their sexual partners. 
Society, 27(ruly/August), 36-42. 

Thornton, A. (1988). Changing attitudes towards family issues in the 
United States. Ann Arbor, MI: Institute for Social Research. 
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General Social Survey 
Year of Questlolmalre: 1991 

Sample size: 1,517households 
FAMILY-LEVEL. CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household members (&st name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

of each member) 
0 =raster of household members 

Number of adultsin household 
Number of children in household 
Approximate relationship of family membenr to homeholder, child, or one another 

0 Exact relationshin of hmilvmembera to householder, chtld, or one another 
3 Information a&t prt-t&e household member 
0 Information about family members no longer IivIng in huusehold 
0 Information about relatives wholivenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family income 

0 Number of persona who depend on family hmme 
0 So-ofinaome 
0 Inaome amounts identified separately by mume . Poverty status 
0 Welfare status 
0 FoodStampa&pt 
0 Qlildsupportreoeipt 
0 Medicaidmeage 
0 Private health in-ce 

Homeownership/rentas 
0 Assets (other than home ownership) 
0 Public housing s t a b  

Telephone in household 
0 Language othe~ than English spoken in home 

GeographiclCommunity Variables 
Regton of munQ 

0 State of residence 
0 County/city/MSA of residence 

Sbze/tme of ~)mmunitv 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or suouse/partner 
~-&tal s t a b  oiadult repxident oispouse/prher 
Emdovment status of adult reswndent or srmuse/~arlner 

0 of own children in hokhotd 
Age of youngest own chUd in household 
Age of oldest ownchild in household 

0 &ten= of own chlldm who have left home 
Intention to have (more) children in future 



Researching the Family 

Family Functioning 
0 Family actiuitiesortime~ 

Communttvinvolvement (dvlc, I 
0 ~ a m i l ~  ocm$ldc~tiotI pattern8 
0 Family decrsirm-making 
0 Maritalconfllct 

/satisiadion 

0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violem 
0 History of marital cwnselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult Current v-' current orFomler 
or ekrence S e e  
EeraPn inMi 

0 %zm 0 Age 
Gender 
Race 
Hlspadc origin 
Other origln/ethnidty 
Religioue f i a t i o n  
Zof%P"" 
Immigrant stahm 
English fluency 
Current marital status 
Maritalhlstory 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation hie* 
Parental eta- 
Number children  eve^ born/Edred 
AgeatfirstMrUr 
Age of youngest cwd 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at cursent add re^^ 
Residential mobility 
E%lucational attainment w attained 
G or regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Haw usually worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks work& 
Annual employment polttern 
Main occllpatlon 
-gs 
Wage rate 
Payment of child suppol't 
Apttlude or achievement score 
Health/disaWty s t a b  
Self-estm 
Loars of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitude' 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD F W Y  MEMBERS 

Reference 
Child or Other 

0 Race 
0 Hispanicorigin 
0 OtherorigWethnidty 
0 Religious affiliation 
0 Religious participation 
0 Country d birth 
0 Immigrant status 
0 Englishfluency 
0 Exact relationship to adult family members 
0 Exact relationship to other children in HH 
0 Marital status/hbtory 
0 Parental status/histow 
0 Current enrollment ininregular school 
0 Current enrollment In pre&mol/day~lre 
0 Highest grade completed 
0 Gradenow enrolled 
0 Employment status/hlstory 
0 Health status 
0 HandicappinguuuUtions 
0 Graderepetition 
0 Aptitude or achievement score 
0 Repnancy/mhistory 
0 Psychological well-being 
0 Delinquency 

NOTES 
1. The 1991 survey includes an extensive set of questions on this topic. 



Monitoring the Future: A 
Continuing Study of the 
Lifestyles and Values of 

Youth 
PURPOSE One of the study's main purposes is to gather infor- 
mation on the prevalence and incidence of the illicit drug use of 
high school seniors. In addition, it contains questions designed to 
describe and explain changes in many important values, be- 
haviors, and lifestyle orientations of American youth. 

SPONSORSHIPThestudy has been designed and carried out by 
The Survey Research Center, Institute for Social Research, 
University of Michigan. Funding for the study has been provided 
by a research grant from the National Institute on Drug Abuse. 

DESIGN This is a national survey of high school seniors in 
approximately 125 public and private schools in the coterminous 
United States. A multi-stage probability sample method is used, 
selecting geographically defined primary sampling units, high 
schools within units, and seniors within high schools. The final 
sample size varies year to year but is generally around 16,000 to 
17,000 seniors. The response rate has ranged from 77% to 84%. 
The data are collected through self-administered questionnaires 
completed in a supervised classroom setting. A subsample of 
2,400 students from each class has been randomly selected and 
followed longitudinally for more than ten years. 

From 1975 to 1988, five different questionnaire foms were 
used and distributed to five virtually identical subsamples; thus, 
questions appearing on only one form were administered to a 
random one-fifth of the total sample. Beginning in 1989, a sixth 
form was added, and thereafter, questions appearing on only one 
form are administered to a random one-sixth of the total sample. 
About one-third of each form contains core questions which are 
common to all forms. 
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PERIODICITY The study was first conducted in the spring of 
1975 and has been conducted annually since then. 

CONTENT The main focus of the study is on drug use and 
attitudes related to it. Questions are also asked about other d e b -  
quent behaviors in the last year, such as participation in gang 
fights, fighting at school, assault, larceny, shoplifting, cm theft, 
trespassing, arson, vandalism, and getting into trouble with the 
police. Questions on victimization experiences also refer to the 
previous twelve months, and cover incidents of theft, property 
damage, and assault. Some other topics include attitudes about 
government, social institutions, race relations, changing roles for 
women, educational aspirations, occupational aims, and marital 
and family plans. Questions on background and demographics 
were also included. 

LIMITATIONS Those who have dropped out of school by the 
spring of senior year (about 1540%) are not included in this 
study. There may also be a bias introduced by not including 
absentee students. However, the researchers included a question 
in the study asking students how many days of school they had 
missed in the previous four weeks. Assuming that the absence on 
the day of the administration of the survey is a random event, the 
researchers were able to use students with high absentee rates to 
represent all students with such an absentee rate, including those 
who were actually absent that day. Using this method, they found 
that absentees as a group have much higher than average use of 
all licit and illicit drugs. However, they found that this group is 
such a small proportion of the total target sample that they do not 
affect cross-time trend estimates. Users of the data can find the 
necessary components needed to do corrective weighting for 
absenteeism if they choose. 

Although this survey is very rich in data on drug use and 
attitudinal questions, there is a limited information on charac- 
teristics of the respondents' families. Furthermore, though the 
sample is large, only the core set of questions are asked of all 
respondents. For the preponderance of questions, data are avail- 
able on only one-fifth of the sample through 1988 (one-sixth 
thereafter). 
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The survey from the class of 1975 was subject to missing data 
problems. Followup surveys of the class of 1976 were subject to 
low response rate problems. Changes in procedures in 1978 have 
put the response rates over 80% on followups of the class of 1977 
and subsequent classes. 

AVAILABILITY The Survey Research Center produces a publi- 
cation annually which presents descriptive results on each vari- 
able by sex, race, region, college plans, and drug use. Trend data 
on drug use and related attitudes are available from the National 
Institute on Drug Abuse. A listing of other available articles, 
chapters and occasional papers is available from the principal 
investigators. Micro-data tapes are available through the Inter- 
University Consortium for Political and Social Research, Institute 
for Survey Research, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, MI 
48106-1248, 313/763-5010. Data on the longitudinal follow-ups 
are not publicly available, but results are published in relevant 
papers and monographs. 
Contack 

Patrick O'Malley 
Institute for Soda1 Research 
University of Michigan 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5043 

PUBLICATIONS 

Herzog, AX, Bachman, J.G., & Johnson, L.D. (1983). Paid work, 
child care, and housework A national survey of high school 
seniors' preferences for sharing responsibilities between hus- 
band and wife. Sex Roles, 9(1), 109-135. 

Johnson, L.D., Bachman, J.G., & (YMalley, P.M. (1991). Monitoring 
the future: Questionnaire responses from the nation's high school 
seniors. Michigan: Institute for Social Research. 
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Monitorin the Future 
Year of Ques 9 onnaire: 1W 

Sample size: 16,795 high school seniors 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household members Uht  name, a=, sex, and relationship to reference - 

perspn of each member) 
0 Parha1 roster of househoId members 

 be? of adults in howehold 
Number of children in household 

0 Approhate relationship of family members to houeeholder, child, a one another 
0 Ewct relationship d famlly members to householder, child or one another 

0 Information abmt-hnJly members no longer Uving in hausehold 
0 Information about relativeswhoLivenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total familvinanne 
0  umber & p e o n s  who depend on family harme 
0 Sources of inwme 
0 Income amounts identifiedseparatdy by source 
0 Pwerty status 
0 welfarestatus 
0 Foodstampreceipt 
0 ChUd support receipt 
0 Medicaldaweraw 

0 Assets (other th& homeownership) 
0 Public houslng status 
0 Telephone in homehold 
0 Language other than EngM spoken in home 

GeographicICommunity Variables 
0 Regionofcomtty 
0 Statedcasidmce 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
0 Aee of adult re~~ondent  or mnm/mtner 

0 ~mployment status d addt respondait or +/partner 
Presence down children in household 

0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in househdd 
0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activities or t h e  use 
0 Community involvement (dvic, religious, re 
0 Family communication ttems 

Family dedsion-makinF 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalhappiness/ tisfaction 

~arentddld& 
0 Historv of marital sawrations 
0 Histo6 of family vidence 
0 Hlstory of maritalcounselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMB W S  

Adult Current 

",%E% Current cn Former 
spouse sp- 

lkral 
0 

inMl 
0 

rwLLmi 
0 Age 

Gender 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other orl@n/ethniaty 
Reltgicm affiliation 
Religiou8 partidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
hglish fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation histmy 
Parental status 
Number children ever bmn/sired 
Age at first Mrth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educatioual attainment3 

G D;;fgees or regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
C-t employment status 
Horn~usuaUy worked (WpO 
Weeksworked 
Annual employment pattern 
Maln ormption 
FhminKs 
Wage Gte 
Payment of child suppott 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Health /&ability status 
se&est~em 
Law, of fdnbl or efficacy 
Dqnession or subjedive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMELY MEMBERS 

Rekrenrx 
Childor 
Youth 
Beswndent 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Other 
Qlildren 
mkm 
0 
0 

~n& fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members4 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 

Current enrollment in'regular school 
C m t  enrollment In nr?sch~l/davmre 

P k p x y / b k t h  history 
Psychological well-being 

I. G/tp of community where R grew up. 
2. Asked only of subsample; not on all 5 forms. 
3. Adcs educationd attainment regarding parents who raised R. 
4. Only partial relationship can be ascertained. 



National Assessment of 
Educational Progress 

PURPOSE The National Assessment of Educational Progress is a 
survey of the educational achievement of American students and 
changes over time in that achievement. NAEP was developed in 
1969 as an educational indicator and for the past 23 years has 
assessed the knowledge, understanding, skills and attitudes of 
young Americans in a number of different subject areas. The 
areas assessed include reading, writing, mathematics, and 
science, U.S. history, world geography, and, on occasion, special 
topics such as health. Past assessments also covered the subjects 
of citizenship, social studies, history, computer competence, 
literature, art, music, and career and occupational development. 

SPONSORSHIP NAEP is a congressionally mandated project of 
the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES), U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education. Since 1986, the National Assessment has been 
funded by the Office of Educational Research and Improvement 
(OERT) of the US. Department of Education (NAEP is a lime item 
in the OERI budget). Prior to that time, the Assessment was 
supported by the National Institute of Education (1979-1986), the 
National Center for Education Statistics (1974-79) and, before 
that, by the U.S. Office of Education (1968-74). The forerunner of 
NAEP was the Committee on Assessing the Progress of Educa- 
tion. It was initiated in 1963 by Francis Keppel, then U.S. Com- 
missioner of Education, who asked the Carnegie Corporation to 
present a means for determining the educational levels attained 
through American education. The earliest assessments (in 1969) 
were carried out with both private and federal funding. 

From its inception through 1983, NAEP was administered by 
the Education Commission of the States in Denver, with field 
work conducted by the Research Triangle Institute in North 
Carolina. The Educational Testing Service W) in Princeton has 
now assumed responsibility for the administration of NAEP, after 
carrying out a major redesign study and winning a grant competi- 
tion in 1982. The sample design and field work are conducted by 
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Westat, Inc. in Rockville, Maryland, and scoring is performed by 
Computer Systems in Iowa City, Iowa. 

In the 1988 Hawkins-Stafford Amendments (P.L. 100-297), 
Congress created the National Assessment Governing Board to 
formulate the policy guidelines for NAEP. The governingboard's 
23 members include teachers, curriculum specialists, state legis- 
lators, measurement experts, chief state school officers, state and 
local school board members, school superintendents, principals, 
and representatives from business and the general public. 

DESIGN The National Assessment is designed to measure 
change in the educational attainment of young Americans 
through the periodic replication of cross-sectional surveys that 
assess the knowledge of the student population at three age levels 
(9-I 13-, and 17-year-olds in the 4th, 8th  and 12th grades). The 
populations covered by the NAEP surveys are students enrolled 
in public or private schools in the 50 states and the District of 
Columbia. Students and young adults are excluded if they are 
non-English speaking, institutionalized, or physically, emotional- 
ly, or mentally handicapped in such a way that they cannot 
respond to the exercises as administered. 

The sampling plans for both the school-based and household- 
based surveys follow multi-stage probability designs. The 
primary sampling units (PSUs) are counties or groups of counties 
stratified by region of the country and by the size and type of 
communities contained within the counties. Within each selected 
PSU, schools are sampled from a list of all schools that is stratified 
by size and sodoeconornic level. Within each selected school, 
students are randomly selected from lists of all students of the 
target ages and randomly assigned to one of the assessment 
packages scheduled for that school. Beginning with the ETS-ad- 
ministered surveys, samples have been drawn of students in the 
modal grade for each assessment age (e.g., grade 4 for 9-year- 
0113s; grade 8 for 13-year-olds; and grade 12 for 17-year-olds.) 

Between 75,000 and 100,000 students are included in each as- 
sessment. Response rates have varied across age groups and 
assessments, but typical figures for recent sthool-based assess- 
ments are about 90% cooperation from the selected schools and 
over 90% participation by the selected students within cooperat- 
ing schools, for an overall response rate of more than 80 percent. 
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In 1988, Congress added a new dimension to NAEP by 
authorizing voluntary participation in state-level assessments on 
a trial basis in 1990 and 1992. Designed to provide results com- 
parable to the nation and other partiapating states, trial state 
assessments include eighth-grade mathematics as well as fourth- 
grade mathematics and reading in 1992. 

PERIODICITY The original plan for NAEP called for nationwide 
surveys to be conducted every year, with 10 different subject 
areas being assessed on a rotating schedule, so that each subject 
would be assessed at least once every 3 to 6 years. The plan has 
since been altered over time by budgetary constraints and shift- 
ing educational priorities, design modifications instituted by the 
Educational Testing Service, and more recently by Congress. In 
1988 Congress established a schedule for the administration of 
NAEP assessments: reading and math are to be assessed every 2 
years, science and writing every 4 years, while U.S. history and 
world geography will be assessed every 6 years. There is the 
possibility that this schedule may be revised as well. Congress 
will be considering a proposal for testing to take place annually 
beginning in 1995.- 

Subjects 

Reading 

Writing 

Mathematics 

Science 

Citizenship 

Social Studies 

Literature 

Music 

Completed Assessments 

7O-71,74-75,79-80,83-84,85-86,87-88,89-9O 

69-70,73-74,78-79,83-84,8748 

72-73,76-77,77-78fi1-82,8586,89-90 

69-70,72-73,76-77,81 -82,s-86,89990 

69-70,75-76,8142 (partial) 

71-72,75-76,81432 (partial) 

70-71,79-80,86 (19-year-olds) 

71-72,7&79 

85 
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Subjects Completed Assessments 

Art 74-75,78-79 

Career and 
Occupational 
Development 73-74 

Computer 
Competence 85-86 

Young Adult 
Literacy 85-86 (ages 21-25) 

U.S. History 85-86 (17-year-oldsh87-88 

Geography 87-88 (1 7-year-olds) 

The rationale for assessing reading and mathematics biennially 
is that it will heighten the pace with which important barometers 
of educational progress c& be brought before the public and the 
educational community. The use of 2- and 4-year cycles also 
serves to align the asskment intervals to the number of years 
intervening between the age levels sampled. Thus, the same stu- 
dent cohort assessed at age 9 (although not the same individual 
students) will be assessed again at ages 13 and 17. This introduces 
a quasi-longitudinal element into th;? assessment design, helps to 
control for cohort diierences in a given subject area, and should 
assist in the interpretation of achievement trends. 

CONTENT NAEP gathers a great deal of specific information 
about what students know and can do at the different ages. In the 
reading assessments, for example, students are tested on their 
ability to understand words and word relationships; com- 
prehend graphic materials; follow written directions; use refer- 
ence materials; glean significant facts from written passages; 
recognize the main ideas and organization of a passage; draw 
inferences from what they read; and read critically. Exercises are 
also grouped into higher order clusters and results are reported 
in terms of the average percent correct on such clusters. In the 
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reports issued prior to the 1984 assessment, exercise clusters were 
formed solely on the basis of expert judgment. One of the main 
thrusts of the ETS redesign is to put these composite scores on a 
sounder and more sophisticated psychometric basis. Wherever 
possible, results are now reported on proficiency scales, and at 
intervals on the scale there are descriptors of what students know 
and can do. Beginning with the 1992 assessments, there are 
descriptors of what students should know and do. 

While the NAEP at one time included affective exercises and 
attitude survey questions in each assessment to tap students' 
attitudes towards learning,Congress eliminated theseitem from 
the assessment as part of a series of changes made to the NAEP in 
1988. Within each age group, assessment results are typically 
reported for the nation as a whole and for each of the four broad 
geographic regions, as well as by sex; race/ethnicity (black, 
white, Hispanic); parental education level (where known by the 
student) and by the size and type of community which the school 
serves. Three "extreme" types of community (advantaged urban, 
disadvantaged urban, and rural) are defined by an occupational 
profile of the area served by the school. Other communities are 
classified by population size. 

More recently, results have also been reported by the grade in 
which the student is enrolled, by the percent of minority enroll- 
ment in the school, and by the student's "achievement class." The 
last variable divides students into quartiles based on their perfor- 
mance on the whole booklet of exercises they take. Particular 
attention is paid to students in the top and bottom quartiles. 

LIMITATIONS The initial design of the NAEP intentionally 
avoided any appearance that a national curriculum and testing 
program were W i g  imposed on state education agencies and 
local school systems. NAEP was deliberately designed to make it 
difficult if not impossible to use the assessment findings to 
evaluate the performance of any particular school or school sys- 
tem or even to link assessment results to specific educational 
practices. This was done in order to secure the cooperation of 
state and local agencies and to help insure the political survival of 
NAEP. However, the design features that may have made the 
program more palatable to school administrators have severely 
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limited the usefulness of the NAEP database for educational 
research and for influencing educational policy and practice. 

Since 1984, the Educational Testing Service has made NAEP 
achievement data more useful for educational research and 
policy-making by developing better composite measures of 
achievement from the assessment exercises and by collecting 
additional information about the backgrounds of the students 
assessed and about their experiences inschools and educational 
programs. The kinds of student background data ETS collects 
include enhanced demographic descriptors; non-NAEP 
measures of achievement; infokation about participation in spe- 
cial programs; measures of interests and aspirations; measures of 
time spent studying, reading, watching TV, in other activities, 
and, for older students, in employment; and measures of a variety 
of family status and process characteristics. The kinds of school 
and program data ETS collects include measures of the racial, 
ethnic, and socioeconomic composition of the student body; 
descriptors of the size and type of school; information about the 
availability of special programs; types of curricula, tracking ar- 
rangements, and extracurricular activities; measures of resource 
utilization; and indicators of school climate and image. 

Of course, obtaining valid and reliable measures of some of 
these student and school characteristics is not a simple matter. 
Previous research has shown that it is desirable to go to the 
parents to get valid information about some aspects of family 
background, such as family income level or parental employment 
history. Likewise, validmeasurement of how theschool functions 
couldbe enhanced by some direct observation of the school in 
operation. To date, ETS has not been given congressional 
authorization to collect such data. 

ETS intends to collect more detailed information about which 
students are being left out of the NAEP samples because of the 
policy of excluding handicapped and non-English-speaking stu- 
dents from the assessments. Adjustments are also made for the 
bias that is introduced by absenteeism on the days that the asses- 
ment exercises are administered in a given school. NCES hopes 
to reinstate the practice of testing 17-year-olds who are not in 
school because they have dropped out or graduated early, per- 
haps using the sample frame for the Current Population Survey 
or another Census survey to locate suitable respondents. Again, 
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however, there is a question as to whether sufficient funds will be 
available to pay for these improvements. 

AVAILABILITY To order public use data tapes (or CD version) 
from the 1990 assessment, contact: 

Roger Herriott 
NCES 
555 New Jersey Avenue NW, Room 408 
Washington, DC 20208-5654 
2021219-1837 

To obtain tapes for all previous years, contact: 

NAEPIETS 
P.O. Box 6710 
Princeton, NJ 085416770 
800/223-0267 

The National Center for Education Statistics also makes avail- 
able almanacs of computer-generated tables of information on a 
nationally representative samples for some assessments. Al- 
manacs are available on 3.5 or 5.25 inch IBMcompatible disket- 
tes. For more information on the almanacs, send a formatted 
diskette of either size and a note to: 

U.S. Department of Education 
OERI/NCES/EAD 
Capitol Place, Room 308 
555 New Jersey Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20208-5653 
202/219-1937 

For substantive questions on the NAEP survey, contact: 

Stevk Gonnan, Ph.b. 
National Centkr for Education Statistics 
Epubtional Assedment Division 
553 New Jersey Ad,  NW 
Waihington, DC 202'084653 
202/?!l9-1937 
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PUBLICATIONS More than 300 reports have been published 
describing NAEP objectives and procedures, the results of 
specific assessments, and changes over time in student perfor- 
mance. Most of the reports present assessment results in non- 
technical, summary te& along with straightforward tables that 
show group results on individual exercises and exercise clusters. 
There is also a technical report or appendix for each assessment 
that presents the results in more detail. A catalog of 1984-1988 
NAEP publications as well as the publications themselves may be 
obtained from Steve Gorman at the above address. 

A detailed description of the content and methods of the 1990 
and 1992 assessment can be found in The NAEP Guide, revised 
edition, prepared November 1991 by Educational Testing Service 
under a contract from The National Center for Education Statis- 
tics. 
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National Assessment of Educational Progress 
Year of Questionnaire: 1990 

Sample slze: 3,000 to 100,NM students (depmdingon subject being a d  
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household members Cfhgt name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

person of each member) 
0 P a u  roster of household members 

Number of adults in hou4ehold 
0 Number of children in household 
0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one anotha 
0 Exact relationzihip of famlly members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about part-time household member 
0 Information about family members no longer living in household 
0 information about relative wholive nearby but not in household 

~ociocconornic~ 
0 Total famil income 
0  umber o?-ns who depend on £ady income 
0 Sources of hmme 
0 Income amounts Identified separately by wltrce 
0 Poveq status 
0 Welfare status 
0 Foad Stamps receipt 

0 Homeownershlplrenters 
0 Assets (other than homeownaehip) 
0 Publichousing status 
0 Telmhone in household 

L.an&age. other than En@ spoken h home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Region of country 
State of residence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
0 Aee of adult reanondent orspouseJmtner 
0 M%U sta tus oiadult resporident oi  spouse/partner 
0 Employment stab of adult respondent orspouse/parlne.r 
0 Presence of own chlldren in household 
0 Age of youngeat own childin household 
0 Age of oldest own child in howehold 
0 Existence down childien who haw Left home 
0 lntentlon to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
~ a m i l ~  activities or time d 

0 Community involvement (civic, religious, rea 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Family dedsion-making 
0 Marital conflict 
0 Maritalha iness/satisfaction 
0 parent-chilTdct 
0 History o f d t a l  separations 
0 Histo~y of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMLLY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 

:T= Current or Fanner 

IbsQn 
0 

zz 
0 32ziH 0 Age 

Gender 
Race 
Hispanicorigin 
Othm origln/ethnidty 
ReUgioua affiliation 
Religious partidpation 
camq of birth 
Immigrant status 
Englishnuency 
Current marital status 
arital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number chihimn ever ban/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at current addresa 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
or regular HS diploma F r  

CurrentenroUment 
Cment em oyment status II: Hours usua y worked (ftlpt) 
Weeksworked 
Annual erneyment pattern 
Main mcupation 
-8 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptltude or achievement score 
HealthIdhW1ty status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or dfieacy 
Depceasion or subjeaive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTXCS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
W a  Other 
Youth CMdr~?n 

Age 
Month and yeas of birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other origin/ethnidty 
Religious axllliation 
R* partidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
Engush fluency 
Exact relatlwhip to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital statua/histo~~ 
Parental status/hisboay 
Current enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Higheat grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Emp10yment statue/history 
Health status 
Handicapping oonditiod 
Grade repetition 
AutitudeaacMevementscore 
&&mcy/birth his+ 
Psychological well-being 

NOTES --- 
1. Along with language spoken in home, presence of reading materials in the 
home and parents' educational attainment are the only socioeconomic indicators 
obtained. 
2. Student q o r t s  time spent on homework and how often someone helps with 
homework. 
3. Functionally disabled and educable mentally retarded children are excluded 
from NAEP samples. 



National Child Care 
Survey, 1990 

PURPOSE The National Child Care Survey (NCCS), 1990, was 
designed to provide current information on where American 
children under age 13 spend their day. It provides information 
on what child care and preschool programs families are using, 
how child care affects work patterns, and how parents make 
their choices concerning child care for their children. 

SPONSORSHIP The study was jointly sponsored by the Ad- 
ministration for Children, Youth, and Families of the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services and by the National 
Association for the Education of Young Children. Additional 
funding was provided by the Assistant Secretary for Planning 
and Evaluation (DHHS) and the Department of the Navy. 

DESIGN This is a nationally representative, cross-sectional sur- 
vey of 4,392 parents with children under age 13. The survey was 
designed by The Urban Institute. The design of the NCCS was 
coordinated with the design of the Profile of Child Care Settings 
conducted by Mathematics Policy Research, Inc., for the U.S. 
Department of Education. Both surveys collected data in the 
same 100 primary sampling units. 

The NCCS was a national random-digitdial telephone survey. 
Respondents were interviewed by telephone about the early 
education and care arrangements made for their children. The 
40-minute survey asked about children's care arrangements, the 
alternatives available, and how child care choices were made. In 
addition, parents were asked whether they provided care in their 
own homes for other children. Parents contacted in the con- 
sumer survey were asked to provide their caregivers' phone 
numbers so that the providers could also be interviewed. These 
providers were asked questions about schedules, enrollment 
and daily activities. Two additional sub-studies were also con- 
ducted: 1) a telephone survey of low-income households with 
children under 13, and 2) a telephone interview of military 
households with children under 13 that included a followup 
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telephone interview with the child care provider of the youngest 
child in the household. 

PERIODICITY The NCCS was fielded between October 1989 
and May 1990 by Abt Associates. 

CONTENT The central focus of the survey was on the types of 
child care arrangements received by children less than 13 years 
old residing in the household. Questions were geared to the age 
of the child, types of arrangements used, and whether they were 
currently enrolled in school. Characteristics of child care arran- 
gements attended on a regular basis for at least one week for the 
past two weeks were ascertained for each child. Information was 
gathered about the type of care (e.g., day care center; nursery 
school; kindergarten, regular school; relative care; lessons, clubs, 
sports, or similar activities), location, and sponsorship. Detailed 
information on cost (including information about non-paid ar- 
rangements) and payment schedule was obtained for the 
youngest child, with summary information on total expenditures 
for all children. Additional detail focused on arrangements made 
for the youngest child. Respondents were asked to describe the 
factors they considered in choosing an arrangement and what, if 
any, alternatives were perceived to be available and considered. 
Respondents were also asked how they learned about their cur- 
rent arrangementb) and their satisfaction with it. The survey 
included questions related to the type of arrangement they 
would prefer for each child and the aspects of quality that they 
consider to be most important. 

Attention was given to the unique aspects of various types of 
care. For example, non-users of self-care were asked which fac- 
tors would be most important in deciding when to allow their 
child to care for him/herself, and users of sibling care were asked 
whether a reliable neighbor is available in an emergency. The 
education and training of chid care providers, group size and 
number of staff, the goals and objectives of formal programs, and 
distance and availability of different types of arrangements were 
among the items ascertained. In addition, the survey gathered 
information about the employment schedule and history of the 
respondent and spouse; receipt of employment sponsored 
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children benefits; their background characteristics, including 
family income; and a roster of other household members. 

LIMITATIONS The data provide rich detail about the child care 
experiences of the nation's children and have the particular 
benefit of providing insight into the decision-making process 
and parents' perceptions of alternatives. The survey is cross-sec- 
tional and covers a single time period; however, the possibility of 
linking it with the child care provider survey make the data 
well-suited for policy evaluation purposes. 

AVAILABILITY A public data tape is available from: 

Sodometrics Corporation 
170 State Street, Suite 260 
Los Altos, CA 94022 
800/846-3475 

For substantive information on the NCCS, contact: 

Dr. Sandra Hofferth 
The Urban Institute 
2100 M Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20037 
202/857-8617 

PUBLICATIONS The first report on the NCCS is currently 
available from: 

University Press of America 
4720-A Boston Way 
Lanham, MD 20706 
301 /&9-3366 

Other publications include: 

Brayfield, A., Deich, S., & Hofferth, S. (1991). Caringfor children in 
low-incorne fnmilies: Asubstudy oftheNationa1 Child Care Survey 
1990. Washington, DC The Urban Institute. 
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Deich, S,, Brayfield, A., & Hofferth, S. (1991). National Child Care 
Survey, 2990: Military Substudy. Washington, DC, The Urban 
Institute. 

Hofferth, S. (1992). The demand for and supply of child care in 
the 1990s. In Booth, A. (Ed.), Child care in the 1990s: Trends and 
consequences. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates. 

Hofferth, S., Brayfield, A., Deich, S., & Holcomb, P. (1991). The 
National Child Care Survey 1990. Washington, DC: The Urban 
Institute. 

Hofferth, S., & Kisker, E. (1991). Family day care in the U.S. 1990. 
Washington, DC: The Urban Institute. 

Hofferth, S., & Kisker, E. (1992). The changing demographics of 
family day care in the United States. In D. Peters & A. Pence 
(Eds.), Family day care: Current research for informed public 
policy. New York: Teachers College Press. 

Willer, B., Hofferth, S., Kisker, E., Hawkins, P., Farquhar, E., & 
Glantz, F. (1991). The demand and supply of child care in 1990: 
Joint findings from the National Child Care Survey 1990 and the 
Profile of Child Care Settings. Washington, DC: National As- 
sociation for the Education of Young Children. 



Researching the Family 

National Child Care Surve 1990 YI Sample size 4,392 prentswith children under age 3 in household 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

person of each member) 
0 Partial roster of household members 

Number of aduits in household 
Number d children in household 

0 Approximate relationship offamfly members to householder, child, or one another 
Exact relationship of family members to households, child, a one another' 

0 Information about vart-time household member 
0 Information about ? a d y  members no longer living in household 

Information about relatives who Uve nearby but not in householdZ 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total familv income 
0 'umber &persons who depend on family income 

Sources of inwme 
0 hwme amountsidentlliedsepaately by source 
0 Pwrny status 

Welfarestatus 
0 Food Stamps receipt 
C h i l d s u  t d p t  
0 ~ e d i z e r s g e  

Private health insurancea 
Homeownership/renters 

0 Assets (other than home owner8hip) 
0 Public housing s t a b  

Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Region of countq 
State of residence 
6unty/dty/MSA of residence 

0 Size/tvw of wmmunltv 

tan residence 

0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
0 Age of adult respondent or spawe/partner 

Marital status of adult respondent or spouse/partnes 
Employment status of adult respondent or @pouse/parIner 
Resence of bwn children in howehoId 
Age of youngest own child in household 
Aaeofoldedownchildlnhousehdd 

0 E&tence of own children who haw left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activiKes or t h e  use 
0 d u n i t y  involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Famfly dedsion-making 
0 Maritalcmfkt 

0 History of marital separations 
0 History of famtly violence 
0 Hietory of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT F A M n Y  MEMBERS 
current 

Current or Former 
Father %mue 

Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other origidethniaty 
Religious afflliatIon 
ReUslars P ~ d p a ~  
Country of birth 
h d @ M t  Stah ls  
English fluency 
Current marital status 
Marltal history 
Cohabitation status 
COhaMtation ht"f0ry 
Parental s t a b  
Number children ever born/aired 
Ageat&&- 
&&~&tZd& 

hustlon at cwtent a d k  
Residential mobility 
Educational attaSnment 

attained 
? ~ q p I a r  HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worked (Wpt) 
Weeka worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Eamin8 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude m achievement score 
Health/disability status 
Self* 
Locus of conbol or diicacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample dm: 7,575 

Reference 
Childor 
Ymlth v 
.I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
.I 
0 
0 
0 
.I 
.I 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Other 
Children 
llntIfIl 
0 Age 

Month and year d birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic* 
other origin/&dty 
Relights affiliation 
Rdigiou8 participation 
Gnmhy of birth 
hmigrant stahla 
English fluency 
Exact relahnd-dp to adult family members5 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental status/histmy 
current enrollment in negular school 
Current enrollment inprePchool/daycare 
Highest grade com leted 
~ r a d e  now enrolla! 
Employment shtus/hisb~~ 
Health status 
Handicappin conditions 
~rade reptitfm 
Aptitude or achievement score 
PRgnancylMrth history 
Wychological well-being 
Delinquency 

1. Relationship to youngest child in household. 
2. Some limited information obtained if relative provides child care to a child 
in household. 
3. Possible to determine if respondent or spouse have health insurance through 
em loyer. 
4. &Iy if child lives in household. 
5. Exaa relationship to youngest child in household. 
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Victimization Survey 

PURPOSE The purpose of the survey is to assess the character 
and extent of criminal offenses reported by victims of crime. The 
survey ascertains the characteristics of the victims, the cir- 
cumstances surrounding the incidents, the characteristics of the 
offenders, and the consequences of the crimes for the victims. 
The offenses covered for individuals are rape, robbery, assault, 
and personal larceny. Burglary, household larceny, motor vehicle 
theft, and vandalism are covered for households. 

SPONSORSHIP Formerly known as the National Crime Survey, 
the survey was originally planned and designed by the Law 
Enforcement Assistance Administration. When that agency was 
dissolved, the survey was transferred to the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics. The survey is funded by the Department of Justice. The 
data are collected by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. 

DESIGN The survey is designed to collect data regarding per- 
sons aged 12 and over living in households in the 50 states and the 
District of Columbii. A three-stage stratified probability sample 
is used. First, 376 geographically defined primary sampling units 
are selected; then enumeration districts within sampling units are 
chosen; finally, segments of about four housing units each are 
chosen to be contacted within enumeration distrids. Each person 
in the household aged 12 or over is interviewed regarding his or 
her experience as a victim of crime. Information about crimes 
against victims aged 11 or younger is not obtained. 

The sample of households is divided into six rotation groups, 
each interviewed every six months for three years (a total of seven 
interviews). The first interview is done in person; subsequent 
interviews may be done by telephone. Information is gathered on 
approximately 100,000 individuals in 49,000 households. Early 
surveys also included a sample of business establishments to 
gather data on crimes committed against business=. This aspect 
of the survey was dropped in 1977 because it measured only 



Researching the Family 

robbery and burglary and did not provide comprehensive com- 
mercial data. 

While the first of the seven interviews does collect data about 
victimization incidents in the recent past, its primary purpose is 
to establish a boundary for the next interview. The interview time 
periods then serve as a reference period for reports of victimiza- 
tion. 

Longitudinaldata are available for the household. To the extent 
that the same family or individual occupied the household 
during the three year period, longitudinal data are available for 
the family or individual as well. The NCVS was redesigned in 
1990. The new instrument obtains more comprehensive informa- 
tion about victim characteristics and includes screening questions 
for vandalii .  

PERIODICITY The survey was begun in 1973, and data have 
been collected regularly since then. Households are interviewed 
twice a year for three years. New households come into the 
survey at each interview period, while one-sixth of the others are 
completing their three-year stints. 

CONTENT Information is collected both about the household as 
a whole and about individual members of the household aged 12 
or over. On a household basis, data are gathered on the type of 
structure, tenure, household size and composition, family in- 
come, and incidents of victimization against the household (such 
as larceny, illegal entry, vandalism) 

On an individual basis, information is gathered on basic per- 
sonal demographic characteristics and on each incident of vic- 
timization against persons (aged 12 or over) in the household. 
The victimization data include information on the nature of the 
incident, the circumstances surrounding it, when it took place, 
the use of threats, force, or violence, damage or injury inflicted, 
the number and characteristics of offenders, the relationship of 
victim to offender, victim response, and whether the incident was 
reported to the police. Since 1986, additional questions have been 
asked about the experience of the victim with the criminal justice 
system. Questions are also asked about the nature of the police 
response. 
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LIMITATIONS The survey currently does not collect any vic- 
timization data on persons under 12 (age, sex, race, and origin are 
the only data available on children under 12). Since July 1986, 
respondents aged 12 and 13 have been intervieweddirectly rather 
than by proxy as was previously done. If the adults in the 
household refuse to allow the interview, however, an adult is 
interviewed as a proxy for the 12 or 13 year old. 

The data can be used to assess the age and other characteristics 
of offenders. In this way, information about juveniles as offenders 
may be obtained. But these data are subject to the errors in the 
judgment of victims about the ages of their assailants. 

AVAILABILITY Basic tabulations of results are published by the 
Bureau of Justice Statistics for each survey year in a report titled 
Criminal Victimization in the United States. Similar reports are 
available for each of the 21 most populous states. Preliminary 
data are released in April of each year for the previous calendar 
year and final data are released in the BJS Bullefin each October. 
Approximately seven to nine special and technical reports are 
released each year on topics such as specific crimes (e.g., rape, 
burglary, robbery), demographic groups (e.g., teenagers, the 
elderly), and other topics of interest. These reports aggregate data 
over a number of years and provide more detail than is presented 
in the annual reports. Public use tapes are available through the 
Inter-University Consortium for Political and Soda1 Research of 
the University of Michigan (see below). Files are available for 
victims and non-victims and for victims only. Longitudinal files 
for households covering a period of three years are also available. 
Data are also available on microfilm from the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics. 

For information about reports, contact: 

NC J Reference Service 
P.O. Box 6000 
Rockville, MD 20850 
m/732-3277 
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To order public use tapes, contact: 

Inter-University Consortium 
for Political and Social Research 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

PUBLICATIONS 

US. Department of Justice. (1991, June). Criminal victimization in 
the United States, 1989. (National Crime Survey Report, NCJ- 
129391). Washington, DC: Author. 

U.S. Department of Justice. (1986, August). Preventing domestic 
violence against women. (Bureau of Justice Statistics Special 
Report, NCJ-102037). Washington, DC: Author. 

U.S. Department of Justice. (1984, April). Family violence. (Bureau 
of Justice Statistics Special Report, NCJ-93449). Washington, 
DC: Author. 
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National Crime Victimization Survey 
Yew of Questionnah. 1990 

FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Sample size: 47,600 households 

person of each member) 
0 Partial roster of household members 

Numbe~ of adults in household 
0 Number of children in household 

Approximate relstionshlp of family manbas to householder, child, or one another 
0 !&act relationship of family m e m k s  to h d o l d e r ,  child or one another 
0 Information about rt-time househddmember 
0 Information about Rfmily members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total famil income 
0 Number dwrsons who d-d on family hame 
0 s0urcesOfL;lcome 
0 Income amounts identified separately by source 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfarestatus 
0 Food Stamps receipt 
0 Child suppat &pt 

Medicaid coverage 
Rivatehdthinwuanc.' 
Homeownership/renters 

0 Assets (other than homeownashiu) 
0 public housing status 

Telephone Ln household 
0 Language other than English spoken ln home 

GeographiclCommunity Variables 
ReaionoSaounW 

Stape fn Farnib Life Cycle 
Age of adult dent orspouse/partner 
M a r i t a l s t a t u s = ~ t ~ ~ s p o u s e / p h e r  

0 Employment status of adult responded or spouee/partner 
0 Presence of own drlldren in household 
0 Aged youngest own chUd in household 
0 Age of oldest own child ln household 
0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 

105 
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Family Functioning 
Family actlvitie~) or time use 

ess/satisfndion 

0 History of marital separations 
History offamily violence 

0 History of maritalcwnselllng 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 85300 

Adult Cunent 
Respondent Current 
a Reference Spouse 
Pgann 
0 

lntM 
0 isiiG 0 

0 0 0 
Age 
Gender 

0 0 0 Race 
e 0 
0 0 0 
0 0 0 

=swq 
R ~ a f f i n a t i o n  

0 0 0 Religious participation 
0 0 0 CnmtryofMrth 
0 0 0 Immigrant status 
0 0 0 &glishfluency 
0 0 Current marital status 
0 0 0 Marital histmy 
0 0 0 Cohabitattun s t a b  
0 0 0 CohaMtatim history 
0 0 0 Parental status 
0 0 0 Number children ewr born/slred 
0 0 0 Ageatftrstbkth 
0 0 0 Age of youngest child 
0 0 0 Children living elsewhere 

0 0 Duration at nvrent address 
0 RePidentialmoWlity 

0 0 Educational attainment 

G or regular HS diploma 
0 Current enrollment 
0 C-t employment status 
0 Hours usually waked (ft/pt) 
0 We& waked 
0 Annual employment pattern 
0 Main occupation 
0 
0 Wage rate 
0 Payment of child support 
0 Aptltude a achievement score 
0 Healthfdisabillty status 
0 Selfglbeem 
0 Laur of control or emcacy 
0 oeprrasicn or subjective well-being 
0 Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
Bewondent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Sample size. QN children aged 12 and over 

~ & t h  and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 

EEZg%wd*y 
Religious affiliation 
Religiaus partidpation 
Country of birth 
immigrant stahur 
snglishfluency 
Exact relntionahip to adult f a d y  memben 
Exad relalionshtp to other children in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental stahrs/hlsaOry 
Current enrollment in war school 
Current enrollment in preschd/daycare 
High..t p"d" 
Grade now enroll 
Employment etaturr/history 
Health statua 
Handlfapping conditions 
Grade repetition 

NOTES 
1. Asked only of those household members requiring medical care after an 
attack. There is no distinction made between private health insurance and 
Medicaid. 
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PURPOSE High School and Beyond is one of a series of lon- 
gitudinal studies conducted by National Center for Education 
Statistics at the US. Department of Education (see also write-ups 
on the National Education Longitudinal Survey of 1988 and the 
National Longitudinal Study of 1972). High School and Beyond 
is a study of the transition from secondary school to early adult- 
hood. It includes data on high school experiences as well as 
events in the years following high school graduation: post-secon- 
dary education, marriage, work, and family formation. 

SPONSORSHIP High School and Beyond (HS&B) was spon- 
sored by the National Center for Education Statistics (NCES). 
Within the Department of Education, the Office for Bilingual 
Education and Minority Language Affairs and the Office of Civil 
Rights funded an oversample of Hispanics. The Department of 
Defense funded a sampling of students enrolled in Department 
of Defense Dependents Schools located overseas, but these stu- 
dents were not part of the main probability sample and are not 
included in data tapes distributed by NCES. The data were col- 
lected by the National Opinion Research Center (NORC). 

DESIGN The study is based on a national probability sample of 
high school sophomores and seniors enrolled in public and 
private schools in the fall of 1980. Students were selected through 
a two-stage stratified sampling plan. In the first stage, schools 
were stratified by type and several strata were oversampled. 
These were: alternative, Hispanic, high-performance private, 
other non-Catholic private, and black Catholic schools. Catholic 
and public schools were in regular strata which were not over- 
sampled. With the exception of oversampled strata, schools were 
selected with probability proportional to estimated enrollment. 
Within each school 36 seniors and 36 sophomores were random- 
ly selected. (In schools with fewer than these numbers, all were 
selected into the sample.) The base year sample consisted of 
30,030 sophomores and 28,240 seniors enrolled in 1,015 schools, 
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reflecting an 84% completion rate for students, after a 91% school 
participation rate. 

Weights have been dweloped to account for the oversampled 
strata and differential cooperation rates at the school and student 
level, as well as other minor sowes of sampling error. Weights 
lead to approximate unbiased estimates of the population of 
tenth and twelfth grade students in US. schools in the spring of 
1980. 

Base year data, and data for the first followup of sophomores, 
were collected directly from the students in their schools using 
self- administered questionnaires. Students also completed cog- 
nitive tests in school. Later followups were conducted primarily 
through the mail, with some telephone interviewing. The prin- 
cipal of each school completed a questionnaire providing infor- 
mation about the school. Teachers filled out forms concerning 
their knowledge about and evaluations of students in the 
sample. A subsample of about 2,500 parents of students in each 
cohort provided information in the base year. 

The subsample to be followed up consisted of approximately 
14,994 1980 sophomores and 11,995 1980 seniors. It retained the 
multi-stage, stratified, and clustered design of the base year 
sample. The followup sample included 495 1980 seniors who had 
been selected for the base year sample but had not participated. 
Subsample rates were adjusted to include in the followup suffi- 
cient numbers of students with characteristics necessary for 
educational policy research. 
HS&B was designed to build on the National Longitudinal 

Study of 1972 (NLS 72) in three ways. First, the HS&B 1980 senior 
cohort is directly comparable with the NLS 72 senior cohort, and 
replication of selected questionnaire and test items make it pos- 
sible to relate changes in the two cohorts to federal educational 
policies and programs. Second, the addition of the sophomore 
cohort to HS&B provides further data on the secondary school 
experience and its impact on students. Finally, HS&B expanded 
the focus of NLS 72 by collecting information on a range of life 
cycle factors such as family formation and intellectual develop- 
ment. 

PERIODICITY High School and Beyond is a longitudinal study 
for which the first wave of data was collected in the spring of 
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1980. Followups have been conducted in 1982,1984, and 1986. 
The 1980 sophomore followup sample consisted of approximate- 
ly 30,000 in 1982,13682 in 1984, and 13,429 in 1386. The 1980 
senior followup sample consisted of 11,227 in 1982, 10,925 in 
1984, and 10,564 in 1986. A fourth followup of 1,300 1980 
sophomores was conducted in the spring of 1992, and transcripts 
from their post-secondary institutions are being collected in 
1992-93. 

CONTENT The student questionnaires focus primarily on 
educational topics but also contain questions on social and 
demographic characteristics, personality characteristics, political 
and social attitudes, family environment, and physical dis- 
abilities. Educational topics include coursework; performance 
(including test scores); plans and aspirations for college; the 
influence of peers, parents, and teachers on educational goals; 
school-related activities; and attitudes toward school. Some 
retrospective information was gathered about students' grade 
school experiences. About three-fourths of the items in the 
sophomo& and senior questionnaires were identical in the base 
year, and the third followup questionnaires were identical. 

Data collected at the first followup from 1980 sophomores 
utilized four separate student cpestikaires: for in-school stu- 
dents, students not currently in school (dropouts), transfer stu- 
dents, and early graduates. Cognitive tests were also conducted. 
At every other time, all students completed the same question- 
naire. 

School questionnaires, completed by an official of each par- 
ticipating school, provided information about enrollment, staff, 
programs, facilities and services, dropout rates, and special 
programs. The teacher comment checklists provided teacher ob- 
servations on participating students. The parent questionnaire 
elicited information about how f a y  attitudes and financial 
planning affected post-secondary educational goals. 

A number of different files from HS&B are available for secon- 
dary analysis. These are described below. 
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Base Year Files: 
Language File. The Language File contains information on each 

student who reported some non-English language experience 
either during childhood or at the time of the survey. 

Parent File. The Parent File contains responses from the parents 
of 3367 sophomores and 3,197 seniors who are on the Student 
Ede. Data on this file include parents' educational attainment, 
employment patterns, family &come, assets and expenses, and 
parents' aspirations and plans for their children's post-secon- 
dary education and family formation. 

Twin and Sibling File. Special efforts were made in the base year 
to identify sampled students who were twins or triplets so their 
twins or co-triplets could be invited to participate in the study. 
The Twin and Sibling Fie contains responses from sampled 
twins and triplets; augmented data on twins and triplets of 
sample members; and data from siblings in the sample. This file 
includes all of the variables that are on the student file, plus two 
additional variables (family identification and type of twin or 
sibling). 

Teachers' Comments File. This file included data from 14,103 
teachers of 18,291 sophomores from 616 schools, and 13,683 
teachers of 17,056 seniors from 611 schools. All teachers who had 
taught a sample student in the 1979-1980 academic year had the 
opportunity to answer questions about the student. Questions 
involve students' traits and behaviors, popularity, probability of 
going to college, discussions with teacher about school work or 
plans, and physical or emotional handicaps that affect school 
work. The typical student in the sample was rated by an average 
of four different teachers. 

Friends' File. The Friends' Pile contains identification numbers 
of students in the sample who were named as friends of other 
sampled students. Each student's record contains up to three 
friends. Linkages among friends can be used to investigate the 
sociometry of friendship structures, including reciprocity of 
choices among students in the sample, and for tracing friendship 
networks. 
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Merged Base Year and Followup Files: 
Sqdwrnore File. The Sophomore File includes base year data 

and data from the first, k o n d ,  and third followups, well as 
some composite variables constructed by NCES. This file in- 
cludes information on high school and post-secondary educa- 
tional experiences, job training and employment history, 
educational and occupationalaspirations, personal attitudes and 
beliefs, financial status, demographics, military service, un- 
employment, income, voting and television habits, computer 
literacy, interest in graduate education, and alcohol consump- 
tion. It includes data on marital history and children. Data on 
employment and education are arranged in event history format. 
The file includes scores on base year cognitive tests (vocabulary, 
reading, mathematics, science, writing, and civic education). 

Senior File. The Senior File includes base year data and data 
from the first, second, and third followups, as well as some 
composite variables constructed by NCES. Data contained in the 
senior file are overall very similar to the sophomore data. How- 
ever, due to the two-year difference between the two cohorts, the 
sophomore data provides more extensive information on secon- 
dary school experience, and the senior file provides more infor- 
mation on employment experience. The file includes scores on 
senior base year cognitive tests (vocabulary, reading, mathe- 
matics, picture number, mosaic comparisons, and visualization). 

Other HS&B Files: 
School File. The School File contains base vear school auestion- 

mire data provided by administrators in b88 public, katholic, 
and other private schools. The questionnaire focused on a num- 
ber of school characteristics, including: type and organization, 
enrollment, proportion of students and faculty belonging to 
policy-relevant groups, instructional programs, course offerings, 
specialized programs, participation in Federal programs, faculty 
characteristics, per pupil expenditures, funding sources, dis- 
cipline problems, teacher organizations (e.g., unions), and grad- 
ing systems. A followup questionnaire in 1982 gathered data 
from those schools whose 1980 sophomores were still enrolled. 

Offerings and Enrollments File. This file contains data from 957 
schools on course offerings, duration and timing of courses, 
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credits given, and number of students enrolled in 1981-1982 
academic year. 

Administrator and Teacher Survey. This school-based survey 
resurveyed 457 original schools in 1984 to assess school goals, 
guidance service &e, work loads, staff attitudes, and other 
school-based issues. The ATS was designed to explore findings 
from research on effective schools (those in which students per- 
form at higher levels than their backgrounds would predict). 
Responses from 10,370 teachers and 402 prindpals and heads of 
guidance and vocational education programs are included. 

Local Labor Market Indicators. Data on wage rates, employment, 
and personal income in 1980,1981, and 1982 are provided for the 
unidentified county or SMSA and state of the 1,015 schools, with 
linking school identification code. 

High School Transcripf File. Complete high school transcripts 
(9th-12th grade) were collected in 1982 for a subsample (12,116 
usable transcripts) of the sophomore cohort. In addition to 
grades and courses taken, this file contains data on absences, 
suspensions, and, for students who left school, when and why 
they left. Scores on standardized tests taken by the subsampled 
students are also included. 

Post-Secondary Education Transcript File: Contains data on 
dates of attendance, fields of study, degrees received, and title, 
grades, and credits of every course attempted, for all members of 
the 1980 senior cohort who reported attending post-secondary 
school in the first or second followup. 

Senior Financial Aid File: Contains financial aid records from 
post-secondary institutions that respondents reported attending, 
and federal records of the Guaranteed Student Coan and Pel1 
Grant programs. 

HSBB HEGIS and PSVD File: Contains post-secondary school 
codes for schools respondents reported attending in first and 
second followups. This file permits linkage of HS&8 question- 
naire data to data on post-secondary institution characteristics. 

LIMITATIONS Only limited family demographic data are 
available for students' family of origin, and parent question- 
naires are available for only about 10% of the HS&B sample. 
Furthermore, family background data provided by students 
(such as family income, and parent education and occupation) 



Researching the Family 

have been found to be subject to some error when compared with 
the same information provided by the parents themselves. In 
addition, in 1980 many of the demographic variables were lo- 
cated near the end of the student questionnaires. Slow students 
who were unable to complete the questionnaires in the allotted 
t i e  were thus unable to provide this basic descriptive infonna- 
tion. The senior sample, based as it was on in-school students, 
did not cover students who had already dropped out or 
graduated in 1980. Therefore, it fs somewhat less generalizable to 
the overall population of youth aged 17-18. This is much less of a 
problem for the sophomore cohort. 

Despite these limitations, the fact that most sample members lived 
with their family of origin in the base year but were often married 
and/or had Childl"Ell in later years allows for interesting analyses of 
family transitions among young adults. The efforts to complement 
and build on NLS 72 are a distinrt advantage of the I-WrB data, as is 
the construction by NCES of several djfferent data files. 

AVAILABILITYThedocumentation and data tapes for the 1980, 
1982,1984, and 1986 waves of the sunrey are available directly 
from NCES. Compact disks are available from the Government 
Printing Office. NCES has produced a number of contractor 
reports and topical tabulations, some of which are listed below, 
as well as a detailed bibliography of studies using HS&B data. 
Contact: 

Dennis Carroll 
National Center for Education Statistics 
U.S. Department of Education 
555 New Jersey Ave., N.W., Room 310-F 
Washington, DC 20208-5652 
202/219-1774 

Oliver Moles 
(for Administrator and Teacher Survey) 
Office of Educational Research 
and Improvement 
US. Department of Education 
555 New Jersey Ave., N.W. 
Washington, DC 202085449 
202/219-1207 



High School and Beyond 

Data files are also available through: 

Inter-University Consortium 
for Political and Social Research 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

PUBLICATIONS 

Baldwin, B. (1984). A causal model of the effects of maternal empiqy- 
ment an adolescent achievement. New Orleans American Educa- 
tional Research Association. 

Brown, G.H. (1985). The relationship ojparenfal involvement to high 
schoolgrades. NCES Bulletin, Washington, DC NCES. 

Hanson, S.L., Morrison, D.R., & Ginsburg, A. (1989). The antece- 
dents of teenage fatherhood. Demography, 26(4), 579-596. 

Milne, A.M., Myers, D.E., Rosenthal, AS., & Ginsburg, A. (1986). 
Single parents, working mothers, and the educational achieve- 
ments of school children. Sociology of Education, 59,125-139. 

Peterson, J.L., & Zill, N. (1984). AmericanJewish highschoolstudents: 
A national profile. New York: The American Jewish Council. 
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Hi h School and Be ond 
y m  O k t i m l u M  im 1 m 1 9  1% i9n 

Sample d z s  58,270 
8Y 

FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
'?ample size. 58,270 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members &st name, age, sex, and Aationship to reference 
person of each member) 
Partial roster of householdmembers 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 
Approxhate relationship of family members to householder, W, or one anothez 

0 Exact relationship of family members to h d o l d e r ,  child, or one another 
0 Information about t-time h d o l d m e m b e r  

Information about &y m e m b  no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Tohl famil Income : ~ u m k  d-8 who depend on family income 
Sources of income 
Income amountsidenti6ed separately by source 

0 Pa,eItystahu, 
welfare status 

0 Foodstamps receipt 

0 Rivate health Inmuance 
Homeownership/rentera 
Awta (other than home ownershiv) 

0 Public housin status 
0 Televhone in fousehdd 
0 k g e  other than English spoken in home 

Geojgraphic/Cornmunity variables1 
Regionof country 

0 Stateofresidence 
0 County/city/?&A of residence 

Size/t of community 
0 u D ~  
0 ~dephone area code 
M& litan residence 

0 ~ e i ~ h O $  orhood9ualih 

Stage in Family Life Cycle * Age of adult respondent or spowe/partnes 
Marital status of adult rsspondent or spouse/partner 
Employment statusof adult respondent or spouse/partner 
F'resence of own children in household 

0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own child In household 
0 UBtarcx of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) chlldren in future 

116 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family actlvltka or time use 
0 Conukunity involvement (civic, religious, l~~eat ional )  
0 Famllv amununication mtterns 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAIL4IL.Y MEMBERS 
Sample sim 6,564 parend 

Adult Cment 

:%= Current 
sp- 

EagPn 
0 

tuw 
0 

0 0 
Age 
Gender 
Race 

E?z23ethnidty 
Religlolls m a t i o n  
Z d C p a f i 0 n  

Immtgrant status 
fluency 

Curreat marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitatton history 
Parental stahw 
Number &&en ever barn/sired 
AgeatBrstblrth 
Age of youngest chlld 
Chudren living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
G x q u h  HS diploma 
Cuwnt enrollment 
Current em loyment stattm 
H- &y worked (it/pt) 
weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main omuption 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of &Id support 
Aptitudeor achiw-t scare 
Hdth/disability status 
Selfesteem 
Loclls of control or ef8cacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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Reference 
Chudor 
Youth 
Rewondent 

0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

CHARACTERISTSCS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 58,ZXI high school ~tudenta 

Other 
QIfldren 
linMn 
0 Age 

Month and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic- p$glny$+-*+-dtP* 
Religious partidpation 
country of^ 
Immignnt statua 

fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family membera 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental status/hi$tory 
Current enrollment in regular achool 
Current enrollment in preschool/dayarre 
Highest p d e  corn leted 
~ r a d e  now enmuel 
Employment stahxdhistcuy 
Health status 
Handicappfng conditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or nchlwement acme 
Regnancy/Mrth history 
Psychological well-behg 
Delinqmcy 

1. Community variables reflect community in which high school, not necessari- 
ly family, was located. 
2. Sample size for adult family members reflects the number of pawnts who 
completed parent questionnaires. However, some data on parents were 
provided by students. 



National Educational 
Longitudinal Survey of 1988 
PURPOSE The National Educational Longitudinal Survey of 
1988 (NELS:88) is the most recent in a series of longitudinal 
studies conducted by the National Center for Education Statistics 
at the US. Department of Education (see also write-up on the 
National Longitudinal Study of 1972 and High School and 
Beyond). The NELS:88 is designed to assess trends in secondary 
school education, focusing on the transition into and progress 
through high school, and the transition into post-secondary 
school and the world of work. Data from this study can be used 
to examine educational issues such as tracking, cognitive growth, 
and dropping out of school. 

SPONSORSHIP The s w e y  is sponsored by the National Center 
for Education Statistics (NCES). The National Science Foundation 
co-funded a teacher study and funded the math and science items 
on the student, parent and school questionnaires. The National 
Endowment for the Humanities sponsored questions about the 
humanities and history in the student, parent, teacher and school 
questionnaires. Within the Department of Education, the Office 
of Planning, Budget, and Evaluation sponsored questions about 
gifted and talented programs, and the Office of Bilingual Educa- 
tion and Minority Language Affairs funded an oversampling of 
Asian and Hispanic students. Gallaudet University sponsored 
the collection of audiological data about hearing impairments for 
sampled students enrolled in Individual Education Programs. 
Data collection was conducted by the National Opinion Research 
Center (NORC). 

DESIGN The NELS:88 is a longitudinal study of a national prob- 
ability sample of eighth graders. The base year student popula- 
tion excluded students with severe mental handicaps, students 
whose command of the English language was insufficient to 
understand survey materials, and students with physical or emo- 
tional problems that would l i t  their participation. A subsample 



Researching the Family 

of these excluded students were added back into the study 
during the first followup. 

The survey used a two-stage stratified, clustered sample 
design. The first stage, selection of schools, was accomplished by 
a complex design involving two sister pools of schools. (Further 
details on school selection are available in NCES reports.) The 
second stage included selection of about 24 students per school. 
At the second stage, 93% of 26,435 selected students agreed to 
participate. Weights for school administrators and students were 
adjusted to compensate for non-response. 

Data were collected via questionnaires from 24,599 students 
from 1,057 public, private and church-affiliated schools from all 
50 states and the District of Columbia in the base year. Most 
questionnaires were administered in the schools and returned by 
mail to NORC. Eighth graders participated in group sessions at 
their schools where they completed student questionnaires and 
cognitive tests. School administrator data were collected from the 
senior school administrator (usually the principal or head- 
master). For base year teacher data, each school was randomly 
assigned two of four subject areas of interest (English, math, 
science, social studies) and teachers were chosen who could pro- 
vide data for each student respondent in these two subjects. 
Parent data were obtained through the mail from the (parent- 
identified) "parent or guardian who is most familiar with the 
student's school situation and educational plans." 

For the first (1990) followup, all students were surveyed in 
schools containing ten or more eligible NELS:88 respondents. 
Only a sub-sample of students were surveyed in schools with 
fewer than ten students. Because 90% of students changed 
schools between eighth and tenth grade, it was necessary to sub- 
sample schools in this way. Weights have been developed to 
adjust for this differential sampling probability. The 1990 sample 
size was approximately 20,000 students, and the 1992 sample size 
is anticipated to be about the same. 

The sample was freshened in 1990 and 1992 to give 1990 tenth 
graders and 1992 twelfth graders who were not in the eighth 
grade in 1988 some chance of selection into the NELS:88 fol- 
lowup. Such students included primarily those who had skipped 
or repeated a grade between 1988 and the followup year, and 
those who had moved to the U.S. after 1988. This freshening was 
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conducted so that the first and second followup samples were 
representative of US. tenth graders in 1990 and U.S. twelfth 
graders in 1992, respectively. 

PERIODICITY Base year data were collected in 1988 and in- 
cluded questionnaires from students, school administrators, and 
parents; teacher ratings of students; and students' achievement 
test scores. 

The first followup of the NELS:88 sample was conducted in 
1990. At this time, data included a student questionnaire (includ- 
ing a brief new student questionnaire for new students who were 
brought into the sample to preserve representativeness), an out- 
of-school questionnake (of base-year respondents who had since 
left school), student achievement test scores, a teacher question- 
naire, and a school administrator questionnaire. 

A second followup was conducted in 1992. Data include stu- 
dent (original, new, and former) questionnaires, student achieve- 
ment test scores, school administrator and teacher 
questionnaires, and a parent questionnaire focusing on the 
financing of postsecondary education. In the second followup, 
only math and science teachers for each student were surveyed. 
Academic transcripts were collected for each student. Additional 
followups will occur every two years. 

CONTENT 
School administrator questionnaire: school, student and teaching 

staff characteristics, school policies and practices (e.g. admis- 
sions, didiplie, grading and testing structure), school gover- 
nance and climate, and school problems. 

Teacher suestionnmre: impressions of the student, student's 
school beliavior and acadkmic performance, curriculum and 
classroom instructional practices, school climate and policies, and 
teacher background and activities. The teacher que&onnaire for 
the second followup was only given to math and science teachers, 
who were asked to ratestudents' performance and to describe the 
content of their course, the school climate, and their own profes- 
sional qualifications and preparation. 

Student questionnaire: family background and characteristics 
(including household composition, ethnicity, parental education, 
economic status), relationship with parents, unsupervised time at 



Researching the Family 

home, language use, opinions about self, attitudes, values, educa- 
tional and career plans, jobs and chores, school life (including 
problems in school, discipline, peer relations, school dimate), 
school work (homework, course enrollment, attitudes toward 
school, grade repetition, absenteeism), and extracurricular ac- 
tivities. First followup included similar content, as well as infor- 
mation about significant life events, family decision making, and 
substance abuse. The second followup contained similar 
material, as well as plans for the future, money and work, and an 
early graduate supplement which contained items about reasons 
for graduating early and current employment and enrollment. 

Parent auestionnaire: marital status. household com~osition. 
employm&t, ethnicity, religion, child's school experie&es and 
attendance, child's family life (activities, rules and regulations) 
and friends, opinion about and contact with child's school, child's 
disabilities, educational expectations for chid, financial infonna- 
tion, and educational expenditures. The second followup ques- 
tionnaire included additional brief questions about 
neighborhood quality and some supplemental questions for 
parents new to NELS:88. 

Student achievement tests: reading, math, science, and his- 
tory/citizenship tests were administered in all waves. 

New Student Supplement: provides brief information about lan- 
guage, ethnicity, objects in the home, parents' employment, and 
grade repetition. 

Not Currently in School Questionnaire: reasons for leaving school, 
school attitudes and experiences, current activities (employment 
and education), family background, future plans, self-opinion 
and attitudes, substance abuse, money and work, family com- 
position and events, and language use. 

Because questionnaires were not identical at each wave, all the 
information described above and indicated in the checklist are 
not available for every wave. 

LIMITATIONS The base year survey is limited to a specific 
cohort of children, those in the eighth grade in the spring of 1988. 
The sample excludes several potentially interesting subgroups of 
students: those with severe mental handicaps, insufficient com- 
mand of the English language, limiting physical or emotional 
conditions, and students who had dropped out of school or were 
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chronically absent as of the eighth grade. Base year ineligible 
students were subsampled in the first followup data collection. 

All sources of data are not available for every student, although 
the completion rate for each of the four questionnaires in the base 
year was over 90%. Parents were not surveyed at the first fol- 
lowup, so detailed data on family circumstances are not available 
for that time period. Overall, however, the NEE588 family re- 
lated data are quite comprehensive and are well suited for 
analyses relating students' family background to their education- 
al experiences. 

AVAILABILITY Data tapes for the base year and first followup 
(combined) are available from NCES; separate tapes are available 
for student, parent, teacher and school a&inist&tor data. Copies 
of the data collection instruments; a description of the data collec- 
tion, preparation, and processing procedures; and a guide to the 
data files and code-book, are contained in four Data File Users' 
Manuals (student, parent, teacher, and school adminiitrator). 
Data from the second followup will become available in 1993, and 
in 1994 all three waves will be merged on a CD-ROM, making 
longitudinal analyses easier. Contact: 

Jeffrey Owings 
National Center for Education Statistics 
U.S. Department of Education 
555 New Jersey Avenue NW 
Room 310C 
Washington, D.C. 
202/219-1737 or Peggy Quinn, 202/219-1743 

PUBLICATIONS NCES has produced a number of special pub- 
lications, technical reports, and statistical analysis reports using 
the NELS:88 data, some of which are listed below: 

Hafner, A,, Ingels, S., Schneider, B., St&enson, D. 1990. A profile of 
the American Eighth Gmder: NELS:88 Student Descriptive Data. 
National Center for Education Statistics. 
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Office of Educational Research and Improvement. (1990). Pa- 
rental involvement in education. Issues in Education (August). 
Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Education. 

Rasinski, K. and West, J. (1990). Eighth Graders' Reports of Courses 
Taken During the 1988 Academic Year by Selected Student Char- 
aderistics. National Center for Education Statistics. 

Rock D., Pollock J., & Hafner, A. (1991). The tested achievement of 
the NELS:88 eighth grade class. National Center for Education 
Statistics. 

Spencer, D., Frankel, M., Ingels, S., Rasinski, K. and Tourangeau, 
R. (1990). NELS:88 Base Year SampZe Design Report. National 
Center for Education Statistics. 
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National Educational Longitudinal Study of 1988 
Yearsof Questionnaire. 1988,1990,1992 

Sample size: base year: 2 4 m  and 1992: appmx. 20,W 
PAMnY-LEVfiLCHARACTERlSllCS 

Sample a k  24,599 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of househdd meinbars (first n m ,  age, sex, and relationship to reference 

Eesonofeachmember) 
Partial roster of household members 
Number of add tsin household 

d children in household 
Approximate relationship of fadly members to householder, MfMld, or one another 
Exact relaiirmship of family members to householder, child, or one another --  

hformatlon atunit t-ti&e household member 
information about LY members no longer living in household 
Information about relatives wholive nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 
N m b e r ~ ~ ~ h o d ~ d a  f k d y  income 

OSwrregOfin- 
0 Income amounts identifledseparately by source 

0 Food Stamps recelpt 
0 Child supuort receipt 
0 ~sdhi&-e- 
0 Private health insuanae 
0 Homeownership/mten, 

Aseets (other than home ownemhip)' 
0 Public homing sta tue 
0 Telephone in heeho ld  

language other than English spoken in home 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
A s  ofsdultroepw\dentw ~ p U s e / p s r ~ ~  
M-htal status ofadult respondent or spouse/partnes 
Employment status of adult tespondent or spouse/partner 
Preeace of own children in household 

0 Age of youngest own chiid in household 
0 Ageofoldestownchildinhouaeho1d 
0 Existence of own children who haw left home 
0 &-&tion to have (more) children In future 
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Researching the Family 

Family Functioning 
Family activities or time use 
Community involvement (civic, religious. recreational? 

0 Family m u n i c a t l m  pattems 
Family dedsim-making 

0 MaritalaonNd 

0 of maritaisepa~'ations 
0 &tory of family violence 
0 History of marital camselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MFMBERS 
Wpb2 size 22,651 

Adult Current 

Yr"bt Current 
oreference 
JkraQri % 

o 
2 d e r  
Race 
* " ' c v  
Other origin/ethnidty 
Rdigious affiliation 
Religious participation 
Country d birth 
Immigrant status 
hguahflueney 
C m t  marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitah status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number children ever bam/sired 
Age at Brst birth 
Age d youngest child 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at current a d d m a  
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
or regular HS diploma E r  

C-t mUment 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worked (It/@ 
We&s worked 
Annual employment pttem 
Main occupation 
=-gs 
Wagerate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude a achievement score 
Health/disability statue 
Self-esteem 
Locaw of control a efficacy 
w o n  or subidve well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMIL.Y MEMBERS 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 

'I"."p"d"' 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

ample size: 24,599 

1. Assets to be used for educational expenditures only. 
2. Community variables refer to community in which school, not necessarily 
household, is located. 
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Study of the ~ r ~ h  School 

Class of 1972 
PURPOSE The National Longitudinal Study of the High School 
Class of 1972 (NLS 72) was designed to provide information on a 
national sample of students as they move out of the American 
high school system into early adulthood. The study was 
designed to inform planning, implementation, and evaluation of 
Federal policies and programs designed to enhance educational 
opportunity and achievement and to improve occupational at- 
tainments and career outcomes. 

SPONSORSHIP NLS 72 is the first in a series of longitudinal 
studies sponsored by the National Center for Education Statistics 
(NCES), Office of the Assistant Secretary for Educational Re- 
search and Improvement, US. Department of Education. In 1970 
NCES convened a panel of educational researchers and ad- 
ministrators, as well as representatives of other Department of 
Education agencies, to provide guidance in planning and im- 
plementing the survey. A variety of government agencies and 
private foundations provided funding for different waves and 
sections of NLS 72. In addition, the National Science Foundation 
provided funding for a separate Teaching Supplement con- 
ducted in 1986. 

Base year data were collected by the Educational Testing Ser- 
vice (ETS). Research Triangle Institute carried out the first 
through fourth followup surveys, and NORC conducted the fifth 
in conjunction with the third followup of High School and 
Beyond (see separate write-up). 

DESIGN NLS 72 used a deeply stratified two-stage national 
probability sample of students from all schools, public and 
private, in the 50 states and Washington, D.C. which contained 
twelfth graders during the 1971-1972 school year. The sample 
excluded students from schools for the physically or mentally 
handicapped, those for legally confined students, and those in 
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special situations (e.g. area vocational schools) where students 
were also e ~ o u e d  in other high schools in the sampling frame. 
Early graduates and students attending adult education classes 
were excluded from the sampling. 

In the first stage of sample selection, two schools weresampled 
without replacement from a0 strata. Strata were based upon 
type of control, geographic region, size of grade twelve enroll- 
ment, proximity to institutions of higher learning, percent 
minority enrollment, income level of community, and degree of 
urbanization. Schools in low-income areas and schools with a 
high proportion of minority students were oversampled at twice 
the rate of other schools in order to obtain more disadvantaged 
students in the sample. The primary sample consisted of 1,200 
high schools. The second stage consisted of drawing a simple 
random sample of 18 students per school (or all if fewer than 18 
were available). The oversampiing of schools led to an oversam- 
pling of low-income and minority students. 

Some base year data were collected for a total of 19,001 stu- 
dents from 1,061 schools; of these, 16,683 completed the student 
questionnaire (a 71% response rate for the student survey). Stu- 
dents were given the option of completing the student question- 
naire either during group administration in school, or at home 
with parental assistance. 

Follow-up data collection was conducted by mail, telephone, 
and personal interview. At the first followup, 4,450 1972 high 
school seniors from 257 schools were added to the sample to 
compensate for base-year non-participation. These respondents 
provided retrospective data on some base-year variables. All 
sample members (including those added in the first followup) 
were eligible to participate in the first through fourth followup 
student questionnaires. Response rates in these followups 
ranged from 92% to 79%. 

Only sample members who had participated in at least one of 
these waves were eligible for the fifth followup sample. Those 
belonging to groups of special policy interest (Hispanics, 
teachers and potential teachers, college graduates, and never- 
married or no longer married persons) were retained with cer- 
tainty, while all other sample members were subsampled. The 
response rate for the fifth followup was 89%. 
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A subsample of 1,016 respondents were selected in 1979 for 
retesting with a portion of the original test battery. In 1986, 
sample persons who had teaching experience or training were - - 
senca ~ e a c h i n ~  Supplement. 

- 

Thus far, the longitudinal studies program of the National 
Center for Education Statistics consists of three studies, all of 
which are described in this guide: NLS 72, High School and 
Beyond, and the National Education Longitudinal Study of 1988. 
The three studies have been designed so that data can be com- 
pared in a number of ways. First, the three cohorts can be com- 
pared in a time-lag basis (e.g. to compare changes over time in 
the high school experience of 1972, 1980 and 1992 seniors). 
Second, the data for each cohort can be viewed as a cross-section- 
alstudy (e.g. one can compare employment rates for two cohorts 
in 1986). Finally, within-cohort, longitudinal analyses can be 
undertaken. T& time of data collecti&, and contentof the ques- 
tionnaires, have been closely coordinated across studies. 

PERIODICITY Base year data were collected in spring 1972. 
Followups occurred in the spring of 1973; the fall and winter of 
1974, 1976, 1979; and the spring and summer of 1986. Sample 
sizes in the first through fourth followups varied from 21,350 in 
1973 to 18,630 in 1979. The sample size for the fifth followup was 
12,841. A Postsecondary Education Transcript Study was con- 
ducted in 1984, and a Teaching Supplement was conducted in 
1986. 

CONTENT Base year data consist of a test battery, a school 
record information form, and a student questionnaire. Sub- 
sequent followups consisted of student questionnaires only, 
with the addition of the Postsecondary Transcript data and the 
Teaching Supplement. 

Student Questionnaire: The base year questionnaires included 
items on education and work experiences and plans, students' 
family background, aspirations, attitudes, and opinions. Follow- 
up questionnaires asked about students' work, educational, and 
military experiences since leaving high school; earnings; family 
status; job supervision; sex-role orientation and sex and race 
biases; a subjective rating of high school experiences; future 
educational and career plans (including graduate school entry); 
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opinions and attitudes; and aspirations and expectations. While 
earlier questionnaires asked questions about respondents' farni- 
ly of origin, later questionnaires focused on respondents' own 
family 0.e. spouse and children). Many questions were identical 
in every student questionnaire. 

The fifth followup questionnaire contained many of the same 
items in the fourth followup and the High School and Beyond 
third followup. An event history format was used to obtain 
information about jobs held, schools attended, periods of un- 
employment, and marriage and divorce patterns. Questions on 
sample persons' family formation and dissolution were far more 
detailed in the fifth followup than in earlier surveys. Additional 
questions were added about applying to and enrolling in 
graduate school (particularly graduate management programs), 
and about incentives and disincentives to entering the teaching 
profession and perceptions of teacher quality and shortages. 

- 

Test Battery: The base year test battery consisted of six tests: 
vocabulary, picture number (memory), reading, letter groups 
(nonverbal reasoning), mathematics, and mosaic comparisons 
(perceptual speed and accuracy). A subgroup of 2/648 sample 
members were retestedduring the fourth followup on a subset of 
the base year test battery (vocabulary and mathematics items). 

School Record Information Form: Sampled schools provided 
baseyear data on students' high schooi curricula, gade point 
average, credit hours in major courses, and (if applicable) 
students' positions in ability groupings, remedial instruction 
record, involvement in federally supported programs, and 
standardized test scores. 

Activiiy State Questionnaire: Used in the second follow-up to 
collect retrospectivedata about key activities from 3,088 (of 3,904 
targeted) respondents who had not provided this information 
previously. This data collection was undertaken because it ap- 
peared that low SES and low aptitude respondents were par- 
ticularly likely to have unclassifiable activity status, thereby 
introducing potential bias. 

Supplemental Quesfimnaire: In the fourth followup 5,548 
respondents completed this questionnaire in order to collect key 
work and educational history data that had been requested but not 
obtained in earlier follow ips. The supplemental* questionnaire 
consisted of 11 brief sections. Respondents were administered from 
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two to four of the possible questions, specifically tailored to that 
person's missing data. 

Postseconda y Educafion Transcripts: Transcripts were collected 
from academic and vocational postsecondary education institu- 
tions that respondents had reported attending. Schools provided 
information on sample members' course-taking patterns, and 
grades, credits, and credentials earned. 

teach in^ Supplemenf: This questionnaire was mailed in 1986 to 
all persons who had teaching experience or had been trained for 
teaching. Infonnation was gathered about teachers' qualifica- 
tions, teaching experience, educational background, sa&faction 
with career, and plans for remaining in the teaching profession. 
Those who had left teaching provided information about the jobs 
and activities they had pursued afterwards . 

LIMITATIONS Because the initial sample was drawn from cur- 
rent students, students who had already dropped out of school 
or graduated by spring 1972 are not represented. Also, schools 
for mentally or physically handicapped students, schools for 
legally confined students, and supplementary schools (e.g. voca- 
tional) were excluded from the sample, so students in such 
schools are not represented, 

Students provided all information about their families. There- 
fore, data on students' family of origin and household composi- 
tion are quite limited, and some information, particularly about 
income, may not be accurate. Information on adult respondents' 
own family procreation is more detailed) particularly due to 
NICHD-funded items in the fifth followup, and allows for ex- 
amination of how education and employment patterns relate to 
family formation and dissolution. 

AVAILABILITY Magnetic computer tapes are available that 
contain merged data from the base year and first through fourth 
followups. Data from the fifth followup are available on a 
separate data file, but can be easily merged with earlier data. 

The Teaching Supplement and the Postsecondary Education 
Transcript file are each available on separate data files from 
NCES. 
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National Longitudinal Study of the High 
School Class of 1972 (respondent as child) 

Years dCZuesticnnaire! 1% ?3,74 76,S, F.86 Sample size Base year 19m siudenb 1986: 12,841 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household members (ELrst name, age, sex, and relationshtp to reference 

wrsan of each member) 
Partial r o w  of household members 

0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of children in household 
0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, ad, or me another 
0 Exad relatlonshlp of family members to householder, chlld, or one another 
0 Infamation a&t prt-&e howellold member 
0 Information about familv members no lamer Uvlna in household 
0 lnformatlon about relatitea wholive nearGy but n% in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family income 
Number of persons who depend on family income 

0 Sourceaofincome 
0 In- amounts identifiedaeparately by source 
0 Pwerty6tatus 
0 Welfare status 

0 ~edlc&&erage- 
0 Private health insurance 
0 Homemerahip/renters 
0 Ameta (other than home ownershid 
0 & b ~ c  housing &tus 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Region d country' 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult dent or spouse/partner 
M a r i t a l s l a h ~ l t  m-dent or SDOUSeluartner 

0 ~ m ~ l o ~ m e n t  status of adtilt rspondeit ors+/prhm 
0 Presence of own children in household 
0 Age of youngest o h  child in household 
0 Age of oldest own c u d  in household 
0 Existenoe of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 

134 



Family Functioning 
0 Familyactivitiesortlneuse 
0 Cmnmety involvement (civic, digious, recreational) 
0 Family communication atterns 
0 FamilYd&on-makin# 
0 Marital conflict 
0 Marttalh pinees/ssLfaeiion 
0 ~arent-admnfllct 
0 History of marital separations 
0 HLstory of family violence 
0 %tory of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMII .Y MEMBER 

Nat. Longitudinal Study of the High School Class of 1972 

S 

Hispln'c algin 
Other origln/ethnldty 
ReUgiwsaffiIiatim 
ReUBiouspartidpa~ 
CDuntTyofMtth 
Imrniprant status 
English - 
Current marital status 
Marital hiutoay 
CohabitaUm status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
NumkcNdrenewboml&ed 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
W e n  living elsewhere 
Urntion at mment addreas 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

ees attained 
%or regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
C-t employment status 
Hours usually worked (fi/pt) 
weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main arupalion 
-gs 
Wage fate 
Payment of child support 
A titude a. a&dmement score 
dLth/disa~ty status 
Selfsdeem 
L€.m.aofcontrOlan~cacy 
Depmadon or ~~fbjediw well-being 
Work-related amtudes 
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RefeIenoe 
QliMar 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 

a 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
a 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Other 
Children 
linMn 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Age 
Month and year of btrth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispani:qrigin 
Other mgdethnidty 
Religious affiliation 
LTd=Patlon 

t status 
~ u e n c y  
Exact relathship to adult family members 
Exact selaa,onship to other children in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental status/history 
C m t  enrollment itl regular school 
Current enrollment in presthool/daymre 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment atatus/history 
Health statw, 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade reptition 
Aptitude or achievement smre 

p&K2%g 
DeWumcy 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

1. Reflects community in which high school, not necessarily family, is located. 
2. Regarding educational decisions only. 
3. Student's mother/kmale guardian; information provided by student. 
4. Student's father/male guardian; information provided by student. 
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National Longitudinal Study of the High 
School Class of 1972 (respondent as adult) 

Y e a r s d ~ 1 9 7 2 , 7 3 , 7 4 , 7 6 7 9 , 8 6  ~~Beseymc16@3studarts;1986(~1 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
b Full mter of household members (first name, age, em, and relationship to reference 

OF- 
n of each member) 

artial roster d householdmembers 
0 Number d adults in household 
Number of chlldren in household 

0 Approximate relationship d famlly members to householder, child or one another 
0 Exact relationship of famlly members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about part-time household member 

Infamation about family members no l o n p  living in household 
0 Information about relatives who Live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total famil inwme 
0 ~ u m b a r  &emms who depend on famUy income 
0 Sources of itimme 
0 Income amounts identified seuaratelv by source 
0 Pweay status 

Welfare B t a M  
0 Food Stamps receipt 

ChiIdsupport&pt 
0 Medicaidcoverage 
0 Private health Insurance 
0 Homeownerahiplrentenr 
0 Assets (other than home ownaship)' 
0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language othe~ than English spoken in home 

Geop;raphic/Community Variables 
Region of cam 
Stateofredden 

0 County/dty/MSA of residence 
Size/twe of comnnmitv 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Am of adult reawndent or swuse/wmer 

0 M k t d  status of adult resp~ident & s.ouse/partner 
0 Emdovment status of adult -dent or spouselpartner 

F&& of own children ho;sehold 
0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of old& own child in household 

Existence of own children who haw left home 
htentton to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Familv activities or time w e  

Com&unity involvement (civic, religious, recreational) 
0 Family communication patterns 

Familydedslon-&g 
0 Maritalconflict 

Maritalha edsatisfaction 
0 W r e n t a o a r f l i a  
0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OP ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 

a 0 0 Age 
GendeI 
Race 

=wTethni'ity 
ReUglou8 affiliation 
 participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
w - c y  
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
CohaMtatbn history 
Parental status 
Number children everborn/sired 
Age at lirst birth 
A g e d  youngest child 
Children Uving elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
ReidentIal m W t y  
Educational attainment 

attained 
CE!Bzregular HS diplmna 
Cumntenrollment 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worked (ftlpt) 
W ~ w o r k e d  
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Earninas 
wage Tate 
Payment of child support 
A tude or achievement some 
&th/disability status 
W-esteem 
Loam of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

%kh and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic 
Other ori$n/ethnidty 
Religious affillatIon 
Rdigious partidpation 
Country of birth 
Immierant status 
En@ fluency 
Exact relalionshiv to adult familv members 

Marital status/hbtory 
Parental stah\s/hlstorv 
Current enrollment in'regular ochoal 
Current enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Highest grade fom leted 
~rade  now enroll2 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping conditlrms 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or achievement acore 

Delj'''WV 

1. Assets intended for financing own children's education only. 
2 Community in which high school, not necessarily family, is located. Not 
updated if respondent has moved. 
3. Respondent's first four children. 
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PURPOSE The main purpose of these studies is to measure the 
incidence of family violence nationally over a ten year period and 
to look at the underlying social causes of family violence. The 
study set out to ascertain methods of conflict resolution within 
the family, specifically those tactics used to resolve conflicts 
between spouses, between children, and between parents and 
children. One goal was to measure the means employed in con- 
flict resolution via a "Conflict Tactics Scale" (Straus, 1988). This 
scale defines a continuum from the use of reasoning and rational 
discussion at one end, to violence and the use of physical force at 
the other. 

SPONSORSHIP The first survey was conducted in 1975 at the 
University of New Hampshire by Murray A. Straus and Richard 
Gelles, under a grant from the National Institutes on Mental 
Health (NIMH). It was partially replicated in 1985 by Straus and 
Gelles. Followup interviews with the 1985 sample were con- 
ducted in 1986 and 1987 by Williams and Straus under a grant 
from the National Science Foundation. 

DESIGN The first survey was conducted in 1975 using a national 
probability sample of 2,143 currently married or cohabiting per- 
sons between the ages of 18 and 70. The sample was stratified by 
geographic region, type of community, and other population 
characteristics; a random half of the respondents were male, half 
female. If there were children in the household between the ages 
of 3 and 17, a referent child was randomly selected. The inter- 
views were conducted face to face in 1975, and there was a 65% 
completion rate. 

The 1985 Resurvey was conducted over the telephone on a 
national probability sample of 4,032 US. households; in addition 
they oversampled for blacks, Hispanics, and states, for a total 
sample of 6,002 households. For the national probability sample, 
telephone numbers were selected using random digit dialing, 
stratifying the United States into four regions (East, South, Mid- 
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west, and West) and three community types (urban, suburban, 
and rural areas defined by population size). The response rate 
was 84%. To be included in this study, a household had to have: 
(1) a male and female 18 years of age or older who were presently 
married or presently cohabiting, or (2) one adult 18 years of age 
or older who was either divorced or separated within the last 
two years or a single parent living with a child under the age of 
18. When more than one adult was eligible in the household, a 
respondent was randomly selected. As in 1975, the referent child 
(if relevant) was also randomly selected. 

Longitudinal followups were done in 1986 and 1987 on a 
subsample of those interviewed in 1985; the followup questions 
only concerned couple violence, no data were collected on 
parentchild violence. 

PERIODICITY This study was conducted in 1975, and large 
parts of the study were replicated in 1985. The investigators are 
planning another cycle of this survey, pending funding. 

CONTENT Questions were asked to assess the use of reasoning, 
verbal aggression, and physical violence in resolution of conflick 
between s~ouses, between children, and between =rents and 
children, &cludi& information on &e developmen; of conflicts 
resulting in violence; the type and frequency of conflicts; resolu- 
tion of conflicts in respondent's childhood family; family power 
structure and power norms; marital closeness and stability; and 
personality and stress factors. The Conflict Tactics Scale, 
developed by Murray Straus, is composed of 19 items designed 
to measure the means employed in resolving conflicts. Three 
factors are encompassed and measured by this scale: 1) reason- 
ing-rational discussion, 2) verbal aggression-insults or threats, 
and 3) a violence sub-scale containing eight items ranging from 
"pushed, grabbed, or shoved the other one" to "used a knife or 
gun." 

LNITATIONS The 1975 and 1985 surveys utilize different 
samples, although both are national probab'ity samples. The 
1985 survey was a thirty-five-rninute telephone interview, 
whereas the 1975 survey lasted approximately an hour and was 
done in person. 
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In 1985, the survey does not ask if the spouse or partner of the 
respondent abuses the referent child. In addition, in 1985 it does 
not ask about the child's abuse of parents, although this was 
asked in 1975. 

The Severe Violence Index (which is computed based on 
responses to the Conflict Tactics Scale) is held to be an indicator 
of physical abuse. Although the questions used to measure use of 
reasoning, verbal aggression, and physical violence are highly 
specific, they are based on self reports of sensitive and personal 
phenomena, and may therefore be subject to underreporting or 
other biases. 

AVAILABILITY Data files are available from the Inter-Univer- 
sity Consortium for Political and Sodal Research in two formats: 
card image and OSIRIS. The Consortium has also published a 
document that briefly describes the study and presents the 
codebook with marginal totals. This document is available 
through: 

Inter-University Consortium for 
Political and Social Research 

P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

For more detailed information on both the 1975 and 1985 
surveys and a complete list of related publications, contact: 

Dr. Murray A. Straus 
Family Research Laboratory 
University of New Hampshire 
Durham, NH 03824-3586 
603/862-1888 

PUBLICATIONS 

Gelles, R.J. (1989). Child abuse and violence in single-parent 
families: Parent absence and economic deprivation. American 
Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 59(4), 492-501. 
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Gelles, R.J. & Straus, M.A. (1988). Intimate violence. New York: 
Simon. 

Straw, M.A. (1988). Measuring psychological and physical abuse of 
children with the Conflict Tactics Scale. (available from author). 

Straw, M.A. & Gelles, RJ. (1990). Physical violence in American 
families: Risk factors and adaptations to violence in 8,145 families. 
New Jersey: Transaction. 

Straus, MA. et al. (1980). Behind closed doors: Violence in the 
American family. Garden City, NJ: Doubleday, Anchor Press. 
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National Famil Violence Surve r Year of Question~iw I98 !%Sample 6,002 h d  
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

oh2 

Family Composition 
0 Full mter of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 
pason of each member) 
Partial roster of household members 

Number of adultsin household 
Number of childmn in household 
Approximate relatiomehl of f a d y  members to householder, child, or m e  another 

0 Exact relationship of fam& members to householder, chiid, or one another 
0 Information about part-time household member 
0 Information about family members no longer living in household 
0 Infosmatlon about relatives who Uve nearby but not in household 

0  umber d d ~ s  who depmd on family income 
0 Sourcesofinwlne 
0 Income amountsidentified separately by source 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfare status 
0 Food Stamps receipt 

0 Media coverage 

0 Assets (other th& home ownership) 
0 Public housingstatus 

Telephone in household 
0 Language other than En&% spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
0 Region of country 

State of residence 
0 Camty/dty/MSA of residence 
0 Size/tvm of communitv 
0 upoo;ie 
0 Telephone area code 

Metropolitan residence 
0 Neighborhood &ty 
0 Loralkbor-G 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
A of adult dent orspouse/partner 
&tal statusT&lt reqxmdent or spouse/parlner 
Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/p 
Pmmcedownchildreninhousehold 
Age of youngest own child in household 
Axe of oldest own child in household 
E.&tenoeof own children who haw left home 

0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Familv activities or time use 
0 &rmityinvahrement ( d v i c , ~ ~ ~ ~ ,  -tional) 
0 Famlly communication patterns 
0 Family dedsion-making 

Uaritalc0nBk.t 
Marita~cas/satisfaction 
Parent confIlct 

0 History of marital separations 
History of family violence 

0 History of marital camselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult Current 

%22? Current or Former 

ZiE sp- 
EeraPn 

0 
NUlkEI 
0 

Parental status 
Number children ever b~rn/s irad~~ 
Age at first Wah 
Age of youngest child1> 
ChUdren livlng elsewhere 
Duration at current addresd 

1 mobility 
attainment1 

L k g e a  attafmed' 
G or regular HS diploma 
Current enroliment 
Current employment statu~? 
Hours usually worked (ft/~t)' 
weeks worked 
Annual employapt pttem 
Main occupatian 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Health/disability status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depreseion or s-ve well-being 
Work-&at& attitudes 
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Reference 
chudm 
Youth 

YT-" 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMlLY MEMBEKS 
Sample S k  3,232 children 

%th and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 

%%zethnidty 
Religious affiliation 
R&pious partidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other childmn in HH 
Marital status/history 
Pamntal status/Mstory 
Currententollmentinregularschool 
Current enrollment in preschool/dayeare 
Highest grade com leted 
~ r a d e  now mrolld 
Employment status/histary 
Health shhw 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
A p t h i e  or achievement score 

z&?envSg 
-wcy 

NOTES 
1. This inbmtion is also available for a cohabiting partner. 
2. This information is only available for the current spouse if the children are 
living in the household. 
3. Only if living in household. 
4. Asks duration in current community. 



National Health and 
Nutrition Examination 

Survey 
PURPOSE The National Health and Nutrition Examination Sur- 
vey (NHANES), like its predecessor program, the Health Ex- 
amination Survey, is a vehicle for collecting and disseminating 
medical and biometic data on the U.S. civilian noninstitutional 
population, data of the sort that can best be obtained by direct 
phisical examination, clinical and laboratory tests, and-related 
measurement procedures. The types of information collected in- 
clude: 

objectively measured data on the prevalence of specific 
diseases or pathologrcal conditions; 
normativedata that show the distribution of the popula- 
tion with respect to particular parameters such as 
height, weight, blood pressure, visual acuity, or serum 
cholesterol; 
data on the interrelationships among biornetric and 
physiological variables in the general population, such 
as the relationship of height and weight to blood pres- 
sure: and 
data on the relationships of demographic and 
socioeconomic variables to health conditions. 

The examination surveys have sometimes included measures 
of intellectual functioning and emotional well-being as well as 
physical health. Since 1970, the program has also been designed 
to measure the nutritional status and dietary intake of the popula- 
tion and to monitor changes in that status over time. 

SPONSORSHIP The survey program is designed and sponsored 
by the National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS), with other 
federal agencies often sharing in the sponsorship of the survey. In 
past cycles of the survey, initial household interviewing was done 
by Census interviewers. Since 1982, the interviewing, as well as 
history taking, examining, testing, and measuring of survey 
respondents, has been done by contractors. 
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DESIGN Probabiity samples of the population are made and 
interviewers are provided with randomized selection criteria for 
specific household members at each address. Several membets of 
a single family may all be included in the sample, with each one 
having a known relationship to a household reference person. 
First, respondents are interviewed at home, then they are ex- 
amined, tested, and interviewed further in mobile examination 
centers, where examination procedures can be carried out under 
uniform and controlled conditions. The examination centers are 
moved about the country along with data collection teams con- 
sisting of interviewers, medical examiners, dentists, technicians, 
dietary interviewers, and laboratory personnel. The general pat- 
tern of data collection and limitations in the number of persons 
who can be examined in a given time span have meant that each 
cycle of the survey has required three to four years to complete. 

The samples for all of the cycles of the survey have been multi- 
stage, highly clustered probability samples, stratified by 
geographic region and population density. Persons residing in 
institutions are not included in the samples. The age range 
covered by the survey has varied across cycles. During the 1 9 6 0 ~ ~  
three cycles of the Health Examination Survey (HES) were carried 
out that focused on specific age groups, namely adults, children, 
and adolescents. The most recent national survey, NHANES IDr 
covers the non-institutionalized population aged 2 months and 
older. NHANES I and NHANES 11 covered ages from 1 through 
74 years and 6 months through 74 years, respectively. (Only 
persons aged 25-74 were given the detailed physical examination 
in NHANES I, however.) 

The size of the survey sample has varied. In each of the three 
cycles of the HES done in the 1960~~ the sample size was ap- 
proximately 7,500 and the response rate was high (87% for the 
adult cycle, 96% for the children's examinations, and 90% for the 
youth examinations). For the two NHANES cycles done in the 
1970s, the samples selected for the major nutrition components of 
the examination contained approximately 28,WO people and 
yielded about 21,000 examined persons. Response rates for the 
household interviews were extremely high (91%). Completion 
rates for the physical examination components were lower (74% 
for the nutrition component of NHANES I, and 70% for the 
detailed health examination; 73% overall for the examination 
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component of NHANES XI). A policy of remunerating examined 
persons was introduced to maintain response levels. 

Young people were oversampled in NHANES 11 and are over- 
sampled again in NHANES 111. The total number of young people 
examined in NHANES 11 was 9,605: 4,118 children aged 6 months 
to 5 years; 1,725 children aged 6-11 years; and 1,975 adolescents 
aged 12-17 years. The NHANES III sample will include ap- 
proximately 14,000-15,000 young people, aged 2 months to 19 
years. 

The basic design of the examination program is that of the 
repeated cross-sectional survey. There have been three instances 
of longitudinal followups to the examination surveys, however. 
In the 1960~~ the same sampling areas were used for the youth 
examination survey as had been used for the children's examina- 
tion survey. Hence, about 2,200 of the same children were ex- 
amined in both cycles. More recently, there has been a 
longitudinal followup of the adults examined in NHANES I and 
a mortality-only followup of adults in NHANES I1. All NHANES 
111 respondents will be followed up using the National Death 
Index. 

PERIODICITY The dates of the completed Health Examination 
Survevs and Health and Nutrition Examination Surveys are 
sho- below. 

Survey 

HES, Cycle I 

HES, Cycle I1 

HES, Cycle III 

NHANES I 

NHANES I 
(Augmentation) 

NHANES 11 

Age Range 
Covered 

18-79 

6-1 1 

12-17 

1-74 

Years 
Conduded 

1959-62 

1963-65 

1966-70 

1971-74 

197475 

1976-80 
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Age Range Years 
Covered Conducted 

NHANES m 2 mas.+ 1988-94 
(currently in the field) 

The last examination program (in operation in 1982-84) was 
Hispanic HANES, a study of the health and nutritional status and 
medical care utilization patterns of the Mexican American 
population in the Southwest, the Cuban population in Dade 
County, FIorida, and the Puerto Rican population in and around 
New YorkCity. The current national survey (the third NHANES) 
began in 1988 and will conclude in 1994. 

CONTENT A family questionnaire precedes the other instru- 
ments during the data collection process. For NHANES III, the 
information on the head of the family (not necessarily a sampled 
respondent) includes school attainment, ethnic origin, age, sex, 
race, marital status, employer, industry, and occupation. Family 
housing characteristics are ascertained (type of heat, water sof- 
tening, ventilation, type of cooking fuel). All household members 
who smoke are identified. Family insurance coverage data and 
Social Security, Food Stamps, and WIC benefits receipts are 
provided. 

The kinds of information on individual family members that 
have been collected in the HES and NHANES have varied across 
the different surveys. The data have been put to important prac- 
tical as well as scientific uses. For example, the body measure- 
ment data developed through the examination surveys form the 
basis for the growth charts that may be found in every 
pediatrician's office. Data on blood lead levels and pesticide 
residues in the population have figured in major policy decisions 
of the Environmental Protection Agency. And data based on the 
dental examinations that are performed in the survey have been 
used to estimate what it would cost to provide dental coverage 
under various national health insurance schemes. The following 
paragraphs present a sampling of the data that have been col- 
lected in the program. 
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Information about nutritional status collected in NHANES has 
included: data on nutritional intake and eating habits based on 
twenty-four-hour recall interviews and food frequency question- 
naires; a sizable battery of hematological and biochemical tests 
based on blood and urine specimens; and careful body measure- 
ments of height, weight, and skinfolds. 

Information about dental health collected in the survey has 
included: counts of the number of decayed, missing, and filled 
teeth; and data on the presence of malocclusion and periodontal 
disease. 

Information about sensory functioning and communication 
disorders has included: tests of visual acuity in children and 
adults; tests of hearing acuity in children and adolescents; and 
evaluations of speech pathology iq young children. 

Information about pulmonary and cardiovascular health has 
included: measurements of lung function (spirometry); x-rays; 
measurements of blood pressure, EKG, and serum cholesterol; 
and data on clinical signs bf respiratory or cardiovascular disease. 

Information about environmental effects on healthcollected in 
NHANES has included: the amounts of carbon monoxide present 
in the blood (carboxyhemoglobin); bloodleadlevels; the pksence 
of pesticide residues and certain trace elements in the blood; and 
m&ical history and allergen skin tests. 

Cycles II and III of the Health Examination Survey included a 
battery of psychological tests administered to the children and 
adolescents examined. The tests included parts of the Wechsler 
Intelligence Scale for Children (WISC) and the Wide Range 
Achievement Test (WRAT); and the Goodenough-Harris Draw- 
A-Person Test. NHANES 111 includes parts of the WISC and the 
WRAT for children and youth aged 6-16. 

Ratings of the behavior of children and adolescents by their 
parents and teachers were collected in Cycles I1 and 111 of the 
Health ExaminationSurvey. Questionnaire data on the emotional 
well-being of adults were collected in Cycle I of the Health Ex- 
amination Survey and in NHANES I and NHANES III. NHANES 
11 contained a questionnaire for adults dealing with 'Type A" 
behavior, which is thought to relate to the incidence of cardiovas- 
cular disease. 

Each cycle of the survey has collected an extensive set of 
background data on the examined persons (and, in the case of 
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children, on their parents) including age, sex, race and Hispanic 
origin, educationd attainment, oc&g&ion, employment status, 
family income, and poverty status. For NHANES III, at 10 years 
of age and older, pregnancy and menstruation histories are ob- 
tained from females. Questions are asked regarding alcohol and 
drug use of respondents 12 and over, and questions on physical 
activities and tobacco use are asked of respondents who are at 
least eight years old. Also in NHANES 111, households provide 
information on whether they have any pets and what kind. 

LIMrrATIONS The Health and Nutrition Examination Survey 
program has several important advantages as a source of data on 
the health of U.S. family members. It is the only nationwide data 
program that provides estimates of the health status of the 
population based on direct examination and testing. 
- Everyone is given a standard examination, andthe estimates 
of disease/condition prevalence are not as dependent on the 
knowledge and reporting of a parent or a physician, as is the case 
in other health surveys. Nor are the estimates limited to selected 
population groups, as is often the case with studies based on 
screening programs or clinic records. The quality of the data 
collected is generally very high. Adolescents aged 12 and over 
respond for themselves concerning matters such as their food 
consumption and recent bodily symptoms. Children of 8 and over 
are asked about smoking and tobacco; girls of 10 and over 
respond about their menstrual histories. (In Hispanic HANES, 
children as young as 6 years of age were asked a short series of 
questions about possible vision and hearing problems in school.) 
In addition, questionnaires concerning diet, medication, and be- 
havior are administered in the privacy of the examination trailers. 
This may produce more candid reporting, especially on the part 
of adolescents, who could be reluctant to disclose information 
about certain aspects of their behavior if the interview were 
conducted at home or in school. The examination surveys also 
afford the opportunity to compare interview and questionnaire 
responses with the results of examination and testing procedures, 
thus providing "calibration" data on the significance of different 
types of resp&es, the overall validity of respondent reporting, 
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and differential bias or distortion in reports concerning certain 
groups of children. 

Unfortunately, the HANB program also has several draw- 
backs as a source of social indicator data on families. To begin 
with, the long intervals between completed surveys make the 
program of little use for tracking short term changes in child 
health or for assessing the impact of cutbacks in public health 
programs. The number of specific components in any cycle is 
limited and the same components are not repeated in all cycles. 
There is, moreover, a good deal of variation in the wording of 
survey questionnairesfrom cycle to cycle, even when the s&e 
topics are being covered. 

Another limitation of the HANES data sets is the lack of a 
summary evaluation by a physician of each person's overall 
health status, based on the full battery of tests and examinations 
administered. There is a summary rating by the person of his or 
her own health (or, in the case of children under 12, a rating by 
the parent respondent). This rating is, by design, nearly the same 
as that collected in the National Health Interview Survey. 

The estimates of disease prevalence produced by HANES are 
not dependent on the respondent's ability to remember and 
report clinical information, as is the case for the Health Interview 
survey. The physician takes blood pressure and conducts a 
limited exam; conditions such as diabetes, osteoporosis, gallblad- 
der and dental disease, retinopathy, etc., are diagnosed by ex- 
amination. However, some other conditions require self report, 
and some biases associated with the respondent's education level, 
race, and prior exposure to medical teknology may enter into 
the HANES data as well. 

The institutionalized population is excluded from HANES, as 
it is from the National Health Interview Survey, the CPS, and the 
NSFG, among others. 

AVAILABILITY Public use data tapes are available for all com- 
pleted cycles of HES, NHANES, and HHANES. Beginning with 
NHANES 1, the tapes have been released to both in-house 
analysts and the public as soon as final editing has been per- 
formed and the necessary documentation prepared. There is an 
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NHANES Data Users' Group that meets regularly in Washington. 
Tapes can be obtained from: 

National Technical Information Service 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 
703/487-4650 

Magnetic tapes of NHANES 11 are available from: 

Inter-University Consortium 
for Political and Social Research 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

Descriptions of the sample design and collection procedures 
for each cycle of the survey and copies of all data collection forms 
may be found in the following numbers of Series I of Vital and 
Health Statistics: Number 4 (Cycle I of HES); 5 (Cycle II); 8 (Cycle 
III); lOa & b and 14 (NHANES I); 15 (NHANES 11); and 19 
(HHANES). A forthcoming number will describe NHANES IlI. 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Wibur Hadden, M.S. 301 /436-7O68 
Chistopher Sempos, Ph.D. 301 /436-7485 
Ronette Briefel, Dr.P.H. 301 /4363473 
Division of Health Examination Statistics 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Belcrest Road, Room 900 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 

PUBLICATIONS Findings from the Health Examination Sur- 
veys and the National Health and Nutrition Examination Surveys 
are presented in Series 11 of the Vital and Health Statistics publi- 
cation series. Published reports are not issued on a set frequency, 
but rather made available as completed. The reports are generally 
organized on a topical basis with the earlier numbers from a 
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survey being descriptive whereas the later numbers are more 
analytic. Results are also published in articles such as: 

Dorbusch, S.M., Gross, RT., Duncan, P.D., & Ritter, P.L. (1987). 
Stanford studies of adolescence using the National Health 
Examination Survey. In R.M Lerner & T.T. Foch (Eds.), 
Biological-psychosocial interaction in early adolescence (pp. 189- 
205). Hillsdale, NJ: Earlbaum. 

Oliver, L.I. (1974). Parent ratings 4 behnvioral patterns of youths 
12-1 7years: United States. Vital and Health Statistics, Series 11, 
No. 137. Rockville, MD: National Center for Health Statistics. 

Roberts, J. & Engel, A. (1974). Family background, ear& development, 
and intelligence of children 6-11 years: United States. Vital and 
Health Statistics, Series 11, No. 142. Rockville, MD: National 
Center for Health Statistics. 

Vogt, D.K. (1973). Literary among youths 12-17 years: United States. 
Vital and Health Statistics, Series 11, No. 131. Rockville, MD: 
National Cenrer for Health Statistics. 
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National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey 
Years ofQueStionnaire: 1988-1994' 

FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Sample size: about 15,003 

Family Composition 
Full mtex of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference - 
p e r m  of each member) 

0 Partial mrter of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 
Approximate relationship of family membem to householder, child, or one another 

0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about  art-time household m e m k  
0 Informaion about iamily members no longer Living in household 

Information about relatives wholivenearby but not In household 

Socioeconomic 
Totalfady income 

0 Number of persons who depend on family in-e 
0 Sources of inmme 
0 Income amountsidentifiedseparately by sour~e 

Poverty status 
Welfare stalua 
Foodstampereceipt 

0 W s u  p t m d p t  
~edicaigcowrage 
Private health insurPnoe 
Homeownership/rentas 

0 Assets (other than home ownerehlp) 
0 Publichoudng status 

Telephone in household 
Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables * Regton of country 

Cmnty/dty/MSAdresidwce 
0 *e/type of community 
0 Zip code 
0 Telephone area mde 

0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or ~ + ~ ~ 4 p a r h r e r  
Marital status of adult respondent or spolrae/parlner 

0 Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Presence of own chlldren in household 
Age of youngest own W d  in household 
Ageofoldeatownchiklinhousehold 

0 Edstence of own children who had left lbbe 
0 Intenlion to have (more) chiidren in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 FamUy acUviUes or W use 
0 Couuiunity involvement (dvic, religious, mealiondl 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Familydedslon-making 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha Iness/satisketion 
0 wmt&conflict 
0 History of marltal aeparatlons 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF AD AMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: about 26P00 

Adult C u ~ e n t  
Respondent C-t 
or Referene 
relam 
a 

%%? 
0 iEz 0 

Cohabitation status 
CohaMtation historv 
Parentalstatus , 
Number childmn ever born /M' 
Axe at first birth 
A- of youngest child 
&h livinn elsewhere 
Duration at & m t  ad- 
Residentkl mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
G ~ r e $ u I a r  HS diploma 
Current emmIlment 
Cuaent emplOpent status 
H m  usually worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Mainoacugatim - 
Wage rate 
Payment of child suppoot 
Aptihtdeor achievement score 
Health/&Mfity status 
self-esteem 
Loau, of control m &acy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
Reswndent 

a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
0 
0 
a 
a 
a 
0 
0 
a 
0 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
a 
0 

NOTES 

Simple & about 14JXW 

Age 
Month and year of Mrth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic oligin 
0th  OrlgWethnidty 

Exact relatlonshtp to ad& family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital Btatus/histmy 
Parental status/history 
Current enroItnent in regular school 
Current enrollment in preschool/daycaxea 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrdled 
Employment status/hlstory 
Health status 
Handicappin conditions 
~ r a d e  repati& 
Aptitude w achievemen\saxe 

Delinquency 

1. C u m t  cycle now being conducted. 
2. Chidten ever born, only. 
3. History of preschool/daycare enrollment. 
4. Asked of female respondents twelveand over. 
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PURPOSE The National Health Interview Survey (NHIS) is in- 
tended to provide a continuing picture of the health status of the 
U.S. population based on people's reports of their own health- 
related experiences and attributes. The survey collects national 
data on the incidence of acute illness and accidental injuries, the 
prevalence of chronic conditions and impairments, the extent of 
disability, the utilization of health care services, and other related 
topics. These health characteristics are determined and displayed 
for the population as a whole and for a number of demographic 
and socioeconomic subgroups. 

SPONSORSHIP The Survey is designed by the National Center 
for Health Statistics (NCHS) and consists of the basic health and 
demographic questionnaire and additional questionnaires on 
special health topics of current interest. These annual current 
topics are funded by NCHS and other agendes. Survey inter- 
viewing is performed by a permanent staff of trained inter- 
viewers and supervisors employed by the U.S. Bureau of the 
Census. The sample is designed by the Bureau of the Census. 

DESIGN The National Health Interview Survey is a crossaec- 
tional household interview survey. It covers the civilian, nonin- 
stitutional population of the 50 states and the District of 
Columbia. The sampling plan follows a multi-stage probability 
design that permits the continuous sampling of households. The 
overall sample is designed so that tabulations can be provided for 
each of the four major geographic regions. In-person interviews 
are conducted each week throughout the year. Each week's 
sample is representative of the target population and weekly 
samples are additive over time. Data collected over the period of 
a year form the basis for the development of annual estimates of 
the health characteristics of the population and for the analysis of 
trends in those characteristics. 

Several new sample design features were added in 1985, al- 
though conceptually the sampling plan remained the same. The 
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major changes included reducing the number of primary sarn- 
pling locations from 376 to 198; oversampling the black popula- 
tion; dividing the sample into four separate representative panels 
to facilitate linkage to other NCHS surveys; and using an all-area 
frame not based on the decennial census. In 1985 through 1994, 
data will be collected annually on about 127,000 persons in ap- 
proximately 49,000 households. 

The annual response rate of the NHIS is over 90% of the eligible 
households in the sample. All adult members of the household 17 
years of age and over who are at home at the time of the interview 
are invited to participate and to respond for themselves. Between 
60% and 65% of the adults 17 years or over are self-respondents 
Approximately 28% of the persons sampled are children under 
the age of 18. The mother is usually the respondent for children. 

The NHIS sample provided the sampling frame for the 1988 
National Survey of Family Growth of women ages 1544, and will 
provide the sampling frame for the 1994 NSFG (see separate 
write-up on that survey). Data from the two surveys are also now 
explicitly linked, making analyses of the combined files possible. 

A redesign of the NHIS is scheduled to be fielded in 1995. The 
new NHIS will consist of three types of questionnaires: basic 
module, periodic module, and topical module. The basic module 
will be fielded every year and will collect basic socio- 
demographic information and a few health measures for all fami- 
ly members, and a few more health measures for a 
self-responding sample person. There will probably be three pe- 
riodic modules, one of which will be fielded each year: health 
status, health behavior, and health care. There will be one or more 
topical modules each year on topics of current interest. The basic 
and periodic modules will be funded by NCHS, and the topical 
modules by other sources. A working group is underway to 
investigate the potential for improving the family-level data (e.g., 
family configuration, marital hlstory) obtained by the NHIS. 

PERIODICITY The National Health Interview Survey has been 
conducted annually since 1957. Over that period, many changes 
have occmed in the f o n t ,  content, and administration of the 
core questionnaire (see Vital and Health Statistics, Series 1, No. 
11, "Health Interview Survey Procedure, 1957-74," and Series 1, 
No. 18, "The National Health Interview Survey Design, 1973-84, 
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and Procedures, 1975-83"). The basic procedures used for 
measuring the incidence of acute illness and injuries, the 
prevalence of chronic conditions, the extent of disability, and the 
use of healthcare services have remained fairly consistent be- 
tween the late 1960s or early 1970s and 1990; however each person 
is now given only one of six condition lists. 

The most recent major changes in the basic health and demo- 
graphic questionnaire took place in 1982. Changes were made in 
the format and order of questions on limitations of activity, dis- 
ability days, doctor visits, hospital stays, and overall health 
status, and questions on the receipt of dental care were moved 
from the basic health and demographic questionnaire to a peri- 
odic special health topic. These changes require that caution be 
used when comparing pre- and post-1982 data. Major redesign 
changes are usually implemented in 10 year intervals. 

T'he questionnaues on special health topics change in response 
to current interests. The content of some recent and vlanned 
supplements is described below. There has also been sake varia- 
tionin background items from year to year. 

CONTENT The basic health and demographic questionnaire 
provides for the fo110wing types of data: 

Basic demographic characteristics of household mem- 
bers, including age, sex, marital status, race and 
Hispanic origin, education, occupation of adults, and 
family income. 
Disability days, including restricted activity and bed 
days, and work and school loss days occurring during 
the two week period prior to the week of the interview; 
and disability days during the preceding 12 months. 
Acute and chronic conditions responsible for these dis- 
ability days and for doctor visits. - 
Physician visits occurring during the two weeks prior to - - 
the interview. 
Long-term limitation of activity (three months or more) 
resulting from chronic disease or impairment and the 
conditions associated with the limitation. 
Hospitalization data, including the number of persons 
with hospital episodes during the past year and the 
number of discharges and days from hospitals. 
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Indicators of the health status and health care use of 
each household member, including number of bed days 
and doctor visits in the past 12 months, interval since 
the last doctor visit, incidence of accidents and injuries 
in the two weeks prior to the interview, and an overall 
assessment of each family membefs health from excel- 
lent to poor by the family res ndent. 

The basic health and demograp R" ic questionnaire also includes 
six lists of chronic conditions. Each list concentrates on a group of 
chronic conditions involving a specific system of the body (e-g., 
digestive, circulatory, respiratory). Respondents are asked 
whether anyone in the family has had each condition on the list. 
Since 1978, each of six representative subsamples has been asked 
the questions in one of the six lists. In this way, national 
prevalence estimates on all conditions are obtained during the 
same interview year. 

In recent years, supplemental questionnaires on current topics 
have dealt with the following areas: - 

Topic 
Eye care; immunization; smoking 

Home health care; residential mobility; 
retirement income; smoking 

Health insurance (includes section in 
1983 and 1984 on loss of insurance 
coverage due to losing or being laid 
off from a job) 

The health of children and youth (0-17 
years) (see separate write-ups) 

Preventive health care 

Doctor services; dental care; alcohol/ 
health practices (including smoking 
cessation) 

The health of the elderly ( 55 years 
and older) 

Year 
1979 

1979,1980 

1980,1982, 
1983,1984 

1981,1988 

1982 

1983 

1984 
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Topics 
Health promotion and disease prevention 
(see separate write-up) 

Dental care; functional limitation; 
longest job worked; and vitamin and 
mineral intake 

Adoption (see separate write-up) 

Cancer control and epidemiology 

Knowledge and attitudes on AIDS 

Medical device implants; occupational 
health (includes smoking); alcohol 

Health insurance; immunization; mental 
health; dental care; diabetes screening 
and risk factors; orofacial pain; digestive 
disorders 

Assistive devices; hearing; podiatry; 
detailed income and federal program 
participation 

Year 2000 Objectives (health promotion 
and disease prevention); drug use; 
detailed income; youth risk behaviors 

Year 

1985,1990,1991 

The ADS supplement which began in 1987 will be continued 
indefinitely. The detailed income and federal program participa- 
tion supplement, which began in 1990 and greatly improves the 
quality of economic data collected, is expected to be included 
every year. That supplement is administered to every family in 
the sample. 

LIMITATIONS The National Health Interview Survey does not 
cover some of the least healthy segments of the population in that 
adults and children in long-term hospitals, prisons, and other 
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residential institutions are excluded from the sample. The illness 
experience and use of medical care by persons who die during the 
course of a year are also under-represented in the survey data. 

Only persons aged 17 and older can be respondents and one 
adult aged 19 or older can respond for everyone in the family. 
Children and even teenagers as old as 16 are not permitted to 
respond for themselves. 

Data on acute and chronic conditions are only as good as the 
respondent's ability to report them. Subclinical or symptom- free 
illnesses are generally not reported. Diagnostic categories are 
probably not well defined and the household respondent can 
usually only pass on the diagnostic information that a physician 
has given to the family. For conditions not medically attended, 
diagnostic infomation is often no more than a description of 
symptoms. Persons with more education or more exposure to 
medical services tend to be more familiar with the diagnostic 
terms used in the survey than persons with less education or less 
exposure to physicians. Changes over time in the reported 
prevalence of a given condition may reflect increased public 
familiarity with a diagnostic label rather than (or as well as) an 
increase in the actual prevalence of the condition. 
Because six different lists of chronic conditions are used in the 

Health Interview Survey, the prevalence of a given chronic condi- 
tion is obtained on only onesixth of the sample. Inasmuch as the 
prevalence of chronic conditions is low in children, too few cases 
may be available for meaningful analysis of particular childhood 
conditions. Moreover, counts of the number of children with 
certain chronic conditions (e.g., mental retardation) are much 
lower when based on parent reporting than when based on 
teacher reporting or clinical evaluations. 

Acute conditions or injuries are counted in the NI-IIS only if 
they result in medical consultation or one or more days of 
restricted activity. Incidence data are collected by two week recall 
and summed over the survey year. This gives a valid estimate of 
the total volume of events in the course of a year, and the mean 
number of events per person per year, but not the distribution 
of persons by events experienced (i.e., how many persons ex- 
perienced no events, one event, two events, etc., over the course 
of the year). 
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Some twelve-month estimates of disability days and use of 
medical care are obtained directly from respondents, but these 
estimates tend to be lower than estimates based on shorter recall 
periods. 

Data on the impact of illness (e.g., the number of disability days 
caused by a given condition) are probably obtained more ac- 
curately from family members than from any other source. How- 
ever, survey data such as these are not simply measures of the 
severity of an illness; they reflect personal preferences and exter- 
nal constraints as well as medical need. For example, given two 
children with the same set of respiratory symptoms, one family 
may keep their child home from school whereas the other family 
may choose to send the child to school. 

There appear to be persistent racial discrepancies in the NHlS 
data (and other survev data as well) that are due to differences in 
recall or reporting st& rather than to differences in experience 
with an illness. Blackadults generally useless positive terms than 
white adults do when rating their own health or the health of 
their children, and black mortality rates are generally higher than 
white rates. Yet blacks report fewer episodes of illness-related 
disab'iity and medical care than do white persons, even when the 
two week recall periods are used and adjustments are made for 
racial differences in education levels. 

No information is collected on family dynamics, such as level 
of marital conflict. Thus, it is  not possible to examine the link 
between the health of individual family members and how the 
family is functioning. It is expected that the redesigned NHIS will 
allow more family level analyses. 

AVAILABILITY Basic descriptive statistical reports based on 
NHIS data appear in Series 10 of the V i f d  and Health Siatisfics 
publication series. The first report of a year's basic health and 
demographic data, which is typically published in October of the 
following year, is the "Current Estimates" report (e.g., for 1990, 
Series 10, No. 181). This report also provides comparison figures 
from the previous two years for major health characteristics, as 
well as a copy of the core and supplemental questionnaires for 
that year. Three to five Series 10 reports and several additional 
reports on each yeafs data are also prepared, covering specific 
core topics, such as "AcuteConditions" or "Physician Visits," but 
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most cover data from the year's special health topics. Special 
analyses involving more detailed tabulations appear in the NCHS 
Advance Data series. Recent publications on family related topics 
are now available. 

In addition to the data tables that appear in the Series 10 
publications and Health, United States, many unpublished tabula- 
tions of the NHJS data are routinely generated by NCHS and 
made availableupon request. These include more detailed break- 
downs of health data on the population under 18, including 
tabulations by age, sex, race, family income, and education level 
of the head of the family. Public use tapes covering both basic 
health and demographic and special health topic data are released 
about one year after the completion of data collection. The data 
tapes for the basic health and demographic survey are available 
back to the 1969 survey year from the National Technical Infor- 
mation Service, Springfield, Virginia 22761 (703/487- 4780). For 
substantive questions, contact: 

Gerry E. Hendershot, Ph.D. 
Chief, Illness and Disability Statistics Branch 
Division of Health Interview Statistics/NCHS 
6525 Belcrest Road, Room 850 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-7089 

PUBLICATIONS 

Adams, P.F. & Benson, V. (1991). Current estimates from the 
National Health Interview Survey. National Center for Health 
Statistics. Vital and Health Statistics, IO(181). 

Dawson, D.A. (1991). Family structure and children's health: 
United States, 1988. National Center for Health Statistics. Vital 
and Health Stafistics, 1 O(l78). 

LeClere, F.B. & Hendershot, G. (1992). The timing of marital dissolu- 
tion and the utilization of health care senrim. Paper presented at 
the Population Association of America meetings, Denver, CO. 
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Reis, P.W. (1991). Educational differences in health status and 
health care. National Center for Health Statistics. Vital and 
Health Statistics, 70(179). 

' Schoenbom, C.A. (1991). Exposure to alcoholism in the family: 
United States, 1988. Advance Data from Vital and Health Statis- 
tics, 205. 

Schoenbom, C.A. & Wilson, B.F. (1988). Are manied people heal- 
thier? Health characteristics 4 married and unmarried U.S. men 
and women. Paper presented at the American Public Health 
Association meetings, Boston, MA. 
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National Health Interview Survey 
Year of Questionnaire: 1990 
Sample size: 119,631 &e 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISnCS 
Sample dze: &,476 familla 

Family Composition 
0 Full xc&a of hcm&old members @I& name, am, sex, and relationshiv to reference - .- - - - - - - .  

person of each 'ember) 
0 Partial roster of household membem 
Number of adults in household 
Number of drildren in household 

0 Approximate relatiomhip of family memben to househddrr, child or one another 
Exact relationship of family members to householder, child or one another 
Information about rt-time household member 

0 ~nformatbn about ?&Iy members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total h i 1  income 'o Number JWIEOIIB who depend M family in-e 

0 So- of &come 
Income amounts identified separately by source 
Poverty status 
wellarestatus . FocdstampsIecQlpt 

0 Chiid su p r t  d p t  
~edicaigcowrage 
Private health insurance 

0 Public housing status 
Telephone in houeehold 

0 Language other than Engush qmken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables * Redonot cauntrv 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult "pondent or spousdpartner 
Marital status of adult res~ondent ors~xxlse/partner 
Employment status of ad& respondek or qxkselpartnet 
Resence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own M d  in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 

0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 

168 
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Family Functioning 
b Family activities or time use 
0 Community involvement (dvlc, religious, rea 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Family decision-making 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalhappinese/satieba&n 
0 Parentddconflict 
0 History dmaritalseparatlons 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FA 
Sample size: 86,388 

Adult 
Respondent Current 
or Reference 
Eerapn Ez= 

0 

current 
or Former 

MEMBERS 

2zLr 
Race 
Hispanic- 
0the1 origin/ethnidty 
Religious -ation 
Religiolls partidpation 
Cwurtry of birth 
Immigrant atatus 
Engushfluency 
Current madtal status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Coh.Mtation y t o r y  
Parental status 
Number Jlildren ever bom/sired 
Age at first birth &Lgp";i"gz$= 
Duration at m e n t  addre96 
Residential mobility 
Edufstianal attainment 

ees attained 
G "33 or regular HS diploma 
Currentenrollment 
Current employment status 
Hous usually worked Wpt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Mainoocupatlon 
Aamings 
Wage nte 
Payment of child support 
Aptltude or achievement smre 
Health/dieability status 
Self-fst~w 
Loerrsofconholoreffcacy 
Depresston or subjedive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 33,243 

Reference 
Qlildor AU 
Youth Children 

Y linMn. 

0 
Age 
Month and year of birth 

0 Gender 
0 Race 
0 
0 

Hlspanlcorigin 
0 Other origLn/ethnidty 

0 0 RellgiousaffUation 
0 0 R ~ p a r t i d p t i m  
0 0 Countryofbirth 
0 0 t status 
0 
0 

0 E$3zuency 
0 Exact s e l a t i d p  to adult family members 

0 0 Exact relationship to other children in HH 
0 0 Marital status/history 
0 0 Parental status/history 
0 0 Current enmnment in regular &ool 
0 0 Current enrollment in pmchool/daycire 
0 
0 0 Gradenow en 
0 

wsst 
0 Bmployment stahts/histq 

0 Health status 
0 HandicappingumdU&ma 
0 0 Gradereptition 
0 0 Aptitude or achievement score 
0 
0 

0 P ~ e p n a n c Y / m m  
0 Psychological well-being 

0 0 Delinquency 

NOTES 
1. Only if children usually live in household. 



NHIS-1987 Adoption 
Supplement 

PURPOSE The National Health Interview Survey (NHIS) fielded 
in 1987contained adoption questions in an effort to gain informa- 
tion on the prevalence of adoption and on the characteristics of 
adoptive mothers and children. A comparable set of questions 
was asked of more than 8,400 women 15-44 years of age in the 
1988 National Survey of Family Growth, which used the same 
sampling frame as the NHIS. 

SPONSORSHIP This supplement was sponsored by the Nation- 
al Center for Health Statistics. The U.S. Bureau of the Census 
designed the sample and conducted the interviews. 

DESIGN The Adoption Supplement was a part of the cross-sec- 
tional household NHIS. This supplement, however, was limited 
to females aged 20 to 54 in the interviewed household, of which 
there were 31,124. The respondent was shown a card, M, and 
asked to respond yes (there had been an adoption) or no (none). 
If no person under 18 was present in the household, the respon- 
dent was asked, 'Was anyone in the family ever adopted any 
children?" If yes, 'Who is this?" and "Anyone else?" CThe names 
of the adopters). 

PERIODICITY There are no current plans for repetition of this 
supplement. 

CONTENT Variables include the relationship, if any, of the two 
most recently adopted children to the adoptive mother before the 
adoption(s), whether the adoptive child was born in the United 
States or a foreign country, the month, date, and year of the 
adoptive child's birth and the month and year that the adoptive 
chiid began living with the adoptive mother. The survey also 
includes whether the adoption was arranged through a public 
agency, a private agency, or some other way. Other information 
included in the supplement is the health status of the mothers 
and those adoptive children still living in the home, including 
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limitation of activity, bed days, doctor visits, and information on 
living quarters, family income, education, occupation and in- 
dustry, height, weight, race, and Hispanic origin. 

LIMITATIONS Adoptions during any year by women who 
were older than age 55 in 1987 are not included. Thus, women 
who adopted at ages 40 and over in 1972 will be too old to be 
included in the sample. Adoptions by anyone other than an inter- 
viewable female 20-54 are not included; therefore, the situation 
where a stepfather adopts his wife's child is not represented. 
Limiting the sample to women thus introduces a greater bias for 
related adoptions than for unrelated adoptions. 

The number of women adopting a child (566) is fairly small, 
even given such a large sample size. The total non-interview rate 
was 4.7 percent, and information on relationship is missing for 7.4 
percent of adopted children, with about 3 percent missing infor- 
mation on year and type of adoption arrangement. 

AVAILABILITY For those with access to a CD-ROM reader, this 
data set may be purchased for a very low cost from the Govern- 
ment Printing Office as NCHS CD-ROM Series 10, No. I, which 
includes the entire 1987 survey with over 300,000 records, 5 core 
files and 4 supplemental files. Data are also available on tape. 

National Technical Information Service 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 
(703)487-4650 
Order Number: PB91-505073BCP 

Government Printing Office 
(202)783-3238 
Order Number: 017-022-01 117-4 

For technical questions, contact: 
Nelma Keen 
Chief, Systems and Programming Branch 
6525 Eelcrest Road, Room 850 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-7087 
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For questions on the Health Interview Survey: 

Patricia F. Adams 
National Center for Health Statistics 
Hyattsville, MD 20762 
301 /436-7089 

PUBLICATIONS 

Bachrach, C.A., Adams, P.F., Sambrano$., &London, K.A. (1990). 
Adoption in the 1980s. Advance Data from Vital and Health 
Statistics (Report No. 181). Hyattsville, Maryland: National 
Center for Health Statistics. 
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NHIS-Adoption Sup lement S Year of Ouestimnaire 1987 Sample she: 31.1 4 women aged 205Q' 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household members (Arst name, am sex, and relationship to rdemnce ~ - - -  . - .  . 

person of each mwber) 
Partial roster of household members 
Number of adults in h d o l d  
Number of children in household 
App~dmate  relationship d family members to householder, child, or one another 

9 Exact relationship of family members to householder, chlld, or one another 
0 Information aboit part-tioiehouseholdmember 
0 Information about family members no longer living in hawhold 
0 Information about relatiGas who liven-6 but n& in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family inmme 

0 Number of wmons who depend on family iname 
0 sourcesdii\come 
0 In- amountsidentiRedseparatelyby smuce 

Povertystahrs 
0 Welfare status 
0 Faoastampsdpt  
0 Qlildwrpportreaeipt 
0 Medicaid coverage 
0 Privatehealth insurance 
0 Homeowner&p/renten, 
0 Assets (other than homeownership) 
0 Public housing status 

Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
R4onof-W 

0 Camty/city/MM of residence 

0 Telephone area code 
Metropolitanresidence 

0 Neighborhood 
0 Local labor mar ??@ 
Stage in Family Life Cycle 

Age of adult dent or spouse/parlner 
Maritalstatus%dultresuondent or -e/partn. er 
Employment statusofaddt reapondek or sp&e/partner 

0 ~ d o w n c h l l d r e n i n h o u S e h o l d  
0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own Win household 

Existence of own children who haw W homk 
0 Intention to have (more) children in hthw 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activities or time use 
0 Community Lnvolvement (dvic, reli@ous, recreationall 
0 ~ d ~ o o m m ~ a t i o n  mttms 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 

:222den' current orFonmer 
SP- 

Eersnn InM1 
0 F 2g'k 

Race 
H i s p a n i c y  Other OII& ethniaty . 

RallSlouspartidpa~ 
'hntryofm 
immigrant status 
English fluency 
C-t marital status 
Marital hishy 
Cohabitation atus 
Ghabitatim history 
Parental status 
Number drildren ever bom/sired 
Age at Hrst birth 

% z ! z E g ! h e & ?  
Duration at cwrent addrass 
Residentialmobility 
Educational attainment w attained 
G or- HSdiploma 
Current enrollment 
Cwrent employment status 
H~urs  usually worked (ft/pt) 
We& worked 
A n n d  employment pattern 
Main o~xtpatlon 
E a d g s  
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Health/disability status 
Self-&ltm 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-Lwhg 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 766 adopted children3 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 

Other 
Children 
fin.lmi 
0 

1. Only 566 of the surveyed women aged 2054 had ever adopted one or more 
children. 
2. Existence of adopted children who left home. 
3. "Child" may be older than 18 by the 1987 survey date. While 566 women had 
adopted a chid, information was obtained on 766 adopted children. 



NHIS-1981 Child Health 
Supplement 

PURPOSE The 1981 Chid Health Supplement (CHS) to the Na- 
tional Health Interview Survey (NHIS) was designed to provide 
more detailed information on the physical and mental health, 
school performance, and behavior of children than provided in 
the core survey. In particular, it covered topics of special 
relevance to children, such as prenatal care, social and motor 
development, and behavior problems. 

SPONSORSHIP The 1981 CHS was designed and funded by the 
National Center for Health Statistics. Advice on questionnaire 
content was obtained from other health agencies and from a 
panel of nongovernment researchers convened by the National 
Institute of Child Health and Human Development (NICHD). 
Interviewing was conducted by the same permanent staff of 
trained interviewers and supervisors employed by the Bureau of 
the Census for the core NHIS. 

DESIGN The Child Health Supplement is a component of the 
National Health Interview Survey, the design for which is 
described in a separate write-up. For the CHS, additional infor- 
mation was gathered for one child aged 0-17 in each family 
having such a child. In families having more than one eligible 
child, one was selected at random. A knowledgeable adult mem- 
ber of the household, usually the biological mother, served as a 
proxy respondent for each selected child. As with the core survey, 
interviewing was conducted continually throughout the year. 
Altogether, 15,416 children were included in the 1981 CHS. 

PERIODICITY The first Child Health Supplement was con- 
ducted in 1981. Related earlier surveys providing some com- 
parable data are Cycle 11 and Cycle III of the National Health and 
Nutrition Examination Surveys. A second Chid Health Supple- 
ment was conducted in 1988. 
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CONTENT The 1981 CHS covered the following topics: the exact 
relationship between the child and each other household mem- 
ber; child &re arrangements; contact with biological parents who 
live outside the household; the biological mother's marital his- 
tory; residential mobility; motor and social development; cir- 
cumstances surrounding birth; health conditions at birth; 
prenatal care; breastfeeding; hospitalizations and surgery; health 
condition history; height and weight; use of medications; 
progress and behavior in school; need for or use of psychological 
counseling; behavior problems; social effects of ill health; and 
sleep and seat belt habits. CHS data are linked to data from the 
core NHlS survey, so that additional individual data on the 
children as well as background data on the family are available. 

LIMITATIONS The information in the 1981 CHS was provided 
by the biological parent or the adult in the household most 
knowledgeable about the health of the child. While such a 
respondent may be most appropriate for some topics and for all 
younger children, older children may be better able to provide 
some information on their own account. Only one child is 
selected in each family to be the subject of the CHS interview. This 
situation precludes analyses of intra-familial variations in the 
physical and mental health of children, or of the relationship 
between the health of one child and that of other children in the 
household. Moreover, no information is collected on family 
dynamics (such as levels of conflict or stress). Thus, although 
researchers are beginning to recognize the role that families play 
in the health of individual members, such results cannot be 
studied with the CHS. In addition, many of the limitations 
described in the write-up on the National Health Interview Sur- 
vey apply to these data as well, for example the difficulty of 
recalling illness over the past year, and reporting biases as- 
sociated with race or familiarity with diagnostic labels. Overall, 
the sample of children covered in the Supplement is relatively 
large. However, many questions are relevant for only certain age 
ranges. For such questions, the sample size is more modest (just 
under 900 per year of age). 

AVAILABILITY A working paper by Gaii Poe describing the 
design and procedures of the 1981 CHS is available from the 
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National Center for Health Statistics. The questionnaire has been 
published in Vitaland Health Statistics, Series 10, No. 141. A public 
use tape is available from: 

Division of Health Interview Statistics 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Belcrest Road 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /a-7089 

Contact: 

Geny E. Hendershot, Ph.D. 
Chief, Illness and Disability Statistics Branch 
Division of Health Interview Statistics/NCHS 
6525 Belcrest Road, Rm. 850 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-7089 

PUBLICATIONS 

Gortrnacher, S.L., Walker, D.K., Weitzman, M., & Sobal, A.M. 
(1990). Chronic conditions, socioeconomic risks, and be- 
havioral problems in children and adolescents. Pediatrics, 85, 
267-276. 

Poe, G.S. (1986). Design and procedures for the 1981 Child Health 
Supplement fo the National Health Intervim Survey Working 
paper series). Hyattsville, MD: National Center for Health 
Statistics. 

Zill, N. (1988). Behavior, achievement, and health problems 
among children in stepfamilies: Findings from a national sur- 
vey of child health. In E.M. Hetherington & J. Arasteh (Eds.), 
The impact of divorce, single parenting, and stepparenting on 
children (pp. 325-3681. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum. 
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NHIS-1981 Child Health Supplement 
Year of Questionnaire: 1981 

Sample size: 15,416children aged 0-17 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household m e m b  Ubt  name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 
uersun of each member) 

0 Partial mter of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 

0 Approximate relationship of famtly membew to householder, child. or one another 
h a  relaiionship of family members to householder, chiId, or one another 

0 Information about part-time howehold member 
0 Informatiml about family members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who h e  nearby but not in household 
Socioeconomic 

Total family in- * Number of m s  who dewnd on family income 
0 ~ourcesofiitrnme 
0 Inaome amounts identifled separately by a ~ l m m  
0 Poverty status 

welfare status 
0 Food Stamp redpt  

0 Homeownemhip/renten, 
Q Aseta (other than homeownershlv) . . 
0 mbk 

Telephone In household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geograph'iclCommunity Variables 
Region of country 

Stage in Family Life Cycle * Aee d adult res~ondent or &wuse/ua~tne~ 
~ k t a l  sh~hmoiadult resp$rdent spouse/partner 
Employment status of adult respondent a spouse/partner 

0 Premce of own children in household 
0 Age of youngest own child in hovsehold 
0 A w  of oldest own child In household 
0 &ten- of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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0 ~amiGdecisIon-making 
0 Maritalmntllct 

/satlafaction 

History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult C m t  
Reswndent Current or Former 

Current marital stahxi 
Marital history 
CohsMtation status 
Cohabitation hisbory 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/sired 
Aee at first birth 
&$ of yo&eat cMd 
CMldm living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

G or regular HS diploma 
Current emollment 
Current em loyment status 
H - d v  worked W D O  
week3 work& 
Annd employment pttem 
Main occupation 
Eaminge 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 

Selfesteem 
Loau, of oonhol or effiocv 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth v 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
a 
0 

Other 
children 
DnMn 
0 Age 

Month and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 
m c o d g l n  
other dgin/ethnidty 
R&gioUaaffiliatlon 

LZEoEpkn 
Immigrant status 
E n g U s h h c y  
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital status/hisbxy 
Parental siatus/history 
Current enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in preschool/dayaue 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employmcmt 8tatuslhistory 
Health status 
Handicapping ccnditiona 
Grade tepstition 
Aptitude or achievement - 
Prognwcy/birth hletnry 
Psychological well-being 
Dellnq'Jency 

NOTES - - - - -  

1. In most cases, the adult respondent is also the child's mother and aU informa- 
tion indicated is 
2. Only available y"". ' former spouse is child's biological father. 
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Supplement 

PURPOSE The 1988 Child Health Supplement (CHS) to the Na- 
tional Health Interview Survey was designed to provide more 
detailed information on the physical and mental health, school 
performance, and behavior of children than is provided in the 
basic health and demographic survey. In particular, it covered 
topics of special relevance to children, such as child care, acciden- 
tal injuries, chronic medical conditions, and behavior problems. 

SPONSORSHIP The 1988 CHS was designed by the National 
Center for Health Statistics RJCHS) and was sponsored by the 
National Institute of Child Health and Human Development 
(NICHD) and the Maternal and Child Health (MCH) Division of 
the Health Resources and Services Administration. Advice on 
questionnaire content was obtained from these agencies and from 
a panel of non-government researchers convened by Child 
Trends, Inc. Interviewing was conducted by the same permanent 
staff of trained interviewers and supervisors employed by the 
Bureau of the Census for the basic National Health Interview 
Survey. 

DESIGN The 1988 CHS was a component of the National Health 
Interview Survey, the design of which is described in the write- 
up for that survey. For the CHS, additional information was 
gathered for one child aged 0-17 in each NHE sample family 
having such a child. In families having more than one eligible 
child, one was selected at random. A knowledgeable adult mem- 
ber of the household, usually the biological mother, served as a 
proxy respondent for each selected c h i .  As with the basic health 
and demographic survey, interviewing was conducted continual- 
ly throughout the year. The 1988 CHS included 17,110 children. 
The overall completion rate for the child portion of the survey 
w-91%. 



Researching the Family 

PERIODICITY The first Child Health Supplement was con- 
ducted in 1981. Related earlier surveys providing some com- 
parable data are Cycle 11 and Cycle ID of the National Health and 
Nutrition Examination Surveys. 

CONTENT The 1988 CHS covered the following topics: the exact 
relationship of the focal child to every other household member; 
child care arrangements and history (for children under 6 only); 
contact with biological parents who live outside the household; 
the biological mother's marital history; residential mobility; cir- 
cumstances surrounding birth; prenatal care; accidental injuries; 
chronic medical conditions and their effects; general health 
status; preventive care; seat belt use; sleep habits; mothefs and 
other adults' smoking in household (current and during pregnan- 
cy); school behavior and performance; need for or use of 
psychological counseling; developmental delays; emotional and 
behavior problems and learning disabilities (children 3 and 
older); and utilization of health care services. The data collected 
on the CHS can be linked to data from the basic health and 
demographic survey and to data from other supplements con- 
ducted the same year, such as the Alcohol Supplement. 

LIMITATIONS The information on the 1988 CHS is provided by 
the biological parent or the adult in the household most 
knowledgeable about the health of the child. While such a 
respondent may be most appropriate for some topics and for 
younger children, older children may be better able to provide 
some information on their own. Only one child is selected in each 
family to be the subject of the CHS interview. This situation 
precludes analyses of intra-familial variations in the physical and 
mental health of children, or of the relationship between the 
health of one child and that of other children in the household. 

Moreover, no information is collected on family functioning 
(such as level of conflict or of stress). Thus, although researchers 
are beginning to recognize the role that families play in the health 
of individual members, such issues cannot be studied with the 
CHS. In addition, many of the limitations described in the write 
up on the National Health Interview Survey apply to these data 
as well, for example, the difficulty of recalling illness or injury 
over the past year, and reporting biases associated with race or 
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familiarity with diagnostic labels. Overall, the sample of children 
covered in the CHS is relatively large. However, many questions 
are relevant for only certain age ranges. For such questions, the 
sample size is more modest (about 1,000 per single year of age). 

AVAILABILITY Data from the National Health Interview Sur- 
vey, including its special health topics, are published by the 
Nationalcenter for Health Statistics in Vital and Health Statistics, 
Series 10. Public use tapes for the special health topics are avail- 
able from the Systems and Programming Branch, Division of 
Health Interview Statistics, NCHS 

Contact: 
Gerry E. Heridershot, Ph.D. 
IIlness and Disability Statistics Branch 
Division of Health Interview Statistics 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Belcrest Rd., Room 850 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-7089 

The data are also available from: 
Inter-University Consortium for Political 
and Social Research 
Institute for Social Research 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

PUBLICATIONS 

Dawson, D.A. (1991). Family structure and children's health and 
well-being: Data from the 1988 National Health Interview 
Survey on Child Health. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 53, 
573-584. 

Dawsan, D.A., & Cain, VS. (1990). Childcare arrangements 
Health of our nation's children, United States, 1988. Advance 
Data from Vital and Health Statistics, 187. 
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Hardy, A. (1991). Incidence and impact of selected infectious 
diseases in childhood. Vital and Health Statistics, 10(180). 

Overpeck, M., & Moss, A.J. (1991). Children's exposure to en- 
vironmental cigarette smoke before and after birth: Health of 
our nation's children, United States, 1988. Advance Data from 
Vital and HealSh Statistics, 202. 

Zill, N., & Schoenborn, C.A. (1990). Health of our nation's 
children: Developmental, learning, and emotional problems, 
United States, 1988. Advance Dafa frmn Vital and Healfh Statis- 
tics, 190. 
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NHIS-1988 Child Health Supplement 
Year of Questlomate: 1988 

Sample size: 17,110 children aged 0-17 
FAMLLY LEVE.L CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Full Mster of househdd members (first name, age, w ? ~ ,  and relationship to reference 
~afeachlnemW) 

0 PW rosta of household membae 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 

0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
Exact relationship of famlly m e m k s  to househ~lder, child, or one another 
Information about prt-timehouseholdmember 

0 Information about family members no lcmger living in household 
0 Infmmatlon about relatives who livenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family income 

0 Number of pgsonswho depend on family i n a n e  
0 So- of income 
0 Income amounts identified separately by source 

Pwerty status 
Welfareststus 

0 Foodstampreceipt 

0 A-(& thin home ownership) 
0 Public houaing &atus 

Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

GeographidCommunity Variables 
Region of country 

0 Stateofresidence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Aee of adult -dent or 8oou~e/mtner 
~htalstatusoiadult  e d m t  b; spouse/par~er 
Employment status of adult responden or spouse/partner 
Resence of own children in househod _ 
Age of youngest own rhild in househyld2 
Age of oldest own child in household 
Existence of own children who have left home 

0 Intention to have ( m o d  children in future 
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Family Functioning 
b Family activities or time uae 

0 Maritalha /satisfaction 
0 P a m t X n f l i c t  
0 History of marital separations 
0 %tory of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult Current 
Respondent Cment wFormer 

Parental status3 ' 
Number dubq ever bom/sired3 
Age at Arst birth 
Age of younw cW.3 
ChMm Hving elsewhere 
Duration at ~ n e n t  address 
Rasidentlal mobility 
Educational attainment 

w attained % or regular HS diploma 
Current enrdlment 
Current em loyment status 
HOW@ -& worked (ft/pt13 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
-gs 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
A tude or achievement score HP" ealth/disability status 
Self-esteem 
Locusofca,tralorefricacy 
Depressiolr or subjecttve well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMnY MEMBERS 
Reference 
Child a Other 
Youth Children v hnnl 

rn Age 
Mmth and year of Mrth 

NOTES 
1. Armed Services members. 
2. Available if adult respondent is child's parent. 
3. Available if adult respondent is child's mother. 



NHIS-Health Promotion 
and Disease Prevention 

Supplements 
PURPOSE The Health Promotion and Disease Prevention 
(HPDP) Supplements to the National Health Interview Survey 
(NHIS) were designed to track the nation's progress toward 
several of the health objectives established by the U.S. Public 
Health Service in its 1980 report Promoting Health, Preventing 
Disease: Objectives for the Nation. The HPDP provides national 
estimates of people's understanding and practice of a variety of 
health-related behaviors. In 1991 the HPDP supplement was 
revised to reflect the new national goals outlined in the Public 
Health Service's 1990 report, Healthy People 2000. 

SPONSORSHIP Several federal agencies provided partial fund- 
ing for or participated in the planning and development of the 
1990 HPDP. Data were collected as a supplement to the NHIS 
(see separate write-up), a continuous, nationwide, household 
interview survey of the civilian non-institutionallzed population 
of the United States. The NHIS and supplements are conducted 
for the National Center for Health Statistics by the interviewing 
staff of the U.S. Bureau of the Census. 

DESIGN The KPDP Supplement is a component of the NHIS, 
the design for which is described in the write-up for that survey. 
For the HPDP, additional information was gathered from one 
randomly selected adult (18 years or older) per famiiy in the 1990 
NHIS sample. The sample person provided information about 
hii/herself for the bulk of the supplement, and provided injury 
control and child health and safety data about every child in the 
household. Information about smoking during pregnancy was 
collected from every woman in the household aged 18-44 who 
had given birth in the last five years or was currently pregnant. 
As with the core survey, interviewing was conducted continual- 
ly throughout the year. Questionnaires were completed by 
41,104 people, an estimated 83.4% of eligible respondents. 
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PERIODICrrY Health Promotion and Disease Promotion sup- 
plements are added to the NHIS periodically but not regularly. 
The first HPDP was conducted in 1985 and repeated in 1990. The 
HPDP was redesigned in 1991. 

CONTENT The 1990 HPDP asked about behaviors and opinions 
related to the following topics: general health habits, mammog- 
raphy, radon, cardiovascular disease, stress, exercise, smoking, 
alcohol use, and dental care. In addition, the sample person was 
asked to identify all women aged 18-44 in the household who 
were currently pregnant or had given birth within the past five 
years. All such identified house-hold members were ad- 
ministered the questions on pregnancy and smoking. Further- 
more, information on injury control and child health and safety 
was obtained from the sample person about every child in the 
household. For each question concerning children, the exact 
relationship between the child and the HPDP respondent was 
obtained. For 82% of the children, data were based on parental 
report. Content of the 1985 HPDP was similar but not identical to 
the 1990 HPDP. 

The 1991 HPDP contained questions about unintentional in- 
juries, pregnancy and smoking, child health, environmental 
health, tobacco, nutrition, immunization and infectious diseases, 
occupational safety and health, heart disease and stroke, other 
chronic and disabling conditions, clinical and preventive ser- 
vices, physical activity and fitness, alcohol, oral health, and men- 
tal health. 

Each record in the HPDP data file also contains the NHIS 
person record from the core survey, so health promotion and 
disease prevention information can be linked to socio- 
demographic characteristics of the respondent and other 
household members. 

LIMITATIONS The fact that data on most HPDP topics are 
collected about one household member only (the sample person) 
precludes analyses of intra-familial variations in health promo- 
tion and disease prevention behaviors and knowledge. How- 
ever, some family-level description is possible by linking HPDP 
data to data from the core survey. Data on injury control and 
child health and safety is provided by the sample respondent, 
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who is usually the child's parent. While such a respondent may 
be most appropriate for same topics and for all youiiger childre;, 
older children may be better able to provide some information 
on their own. ~urthermore, data obta&ed from respondents who 
are not the child's parent may be less accurate than for other 
chi ien .  

AVAILABILITY The data are distributed on three separate tapes, 
one each for the sample petson survey, the child health and safety 
m e y ,  and the smoking and pregnancy survey. The questionnaire 
has been published in Vital and Health Statistis, Series 10, No. 181. 
A Series 10 report tabulating the 1990 HPDP data will be available in 
March 1993. An Admnce IMa report showing marginals for every 
HPDP variable by age, sex, and race will be available around Decem 
ber 1993. Public use tapes for the 1990 HPDP and for the 1990 core 
NHIS are available hm: 

National Center for Health Statistics 
Division of Health Interview Statistics 
Systems and Programming Branch 
6525 Belcrest Road, Rm. 850 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301/436-7087 

[Data from the 1991 Year 2000 Objectives supplement to the 
NHIS are also available on public use tapes. This supplement 
contains many comparable items to HPDP, and files can be com- 
bined to increase sample size.] 

contact. 
Gerry E. Hendershot, Ph.D. 
Chief, Illness and Disability Statistics Bmch 
Division of Health Interview StatisticdNCHS 
6525 Belcrest Road, Room 850 
HyattsviUe, MD 20782 
301 /436-7089 
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NHIS-Health Promotion and Disease 
Prevenhon Supplement 

Year of Questionnaire: 1990 
Sample size: 41,104 persons aged 18 and older 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARA-STICS 

Family  omp position' 
0 Full roster of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to rekrence - 

person of each member) 
0 Partial roster of household membera 
0 Number of adulb in household 

Number of chlldren in household2 
0 Approxtmate relationship of famlly members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exactrelationshlp of family members tohouseholder, chnd, or one another 
0 Information about mrt-time household member 
0 Information about hmily members no longer living in household 
0 Infarmaticm about relatives wholivenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic * Total familv in- 
0 Number ofpersons who depend on family income 
0 Sourc.esofinwme 
0 Inwme amounts identified 8epa~ately by source 

Povatystatus 
0 Weltare status 
0 Foodstamps d p t  
0 Childsu~treceipt 
0 Medicaidcoverage 
0 Private health insurance 
0 Homeownership/renters 
0 Aseets (other than home o w n d p )  
0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 

GeographiclCommunity Variables * Reglon of m t r y  

0 Telephone area code 
Metrowlitan residence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult reg dent or spouse/partner 

0 Marital status suit respondent or spouse/parlner 
Employment status of adult reapdent  OT qmse/parh\er 

0 Presence of own children In household 
Age of youngest own child in household 

0 Ane of oldest own child in household 
0 ~Gtence  of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 

193 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activities m lime use 
0 Communitv bvolvement (civic 1ellpjou8,  tio on all - 
0 ~amily &unication patterns 
0 Family dedsion-making 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha ess/satisfaction 
0 Parent&fllct 
0 Htstoryofmaritalseparations 
0 Ht96ory of family violence 
0 History ofmarital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF AD WLT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 41,104~ 

Adult Cunent 
Respondent Current 
or Reference 
Eeann 
0 

z!E 
0 i i % z I  0 

%&3 
Race 

h h y  ofbirth 
Immigrant stab 
Englrsh -cy 
Current marital atatus 
Malitalhtstory 
cohabitation stahls 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Numbsr children everbonr/sired 
Age at first birth 
A ofyoungestchild 
&living elsewhere 
Duration at nment address 
Residential moMlfty 
Eduatbd attainment 

=B- attabed GE or regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Current em loyment status 
I-Im -& worked 
weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
EPmings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement srme 
HealthldisabUity status 
Selfeteem 
Locus of control or efflcacy 
Depresson a subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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ReieIence 
childor 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

N r n S  

CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size 33,243 

Other 
Children 
h3m 

k%th and year of birth 
Gender 
Raee 

~*&TwLity 
ReugioUe&W 
R$igious participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
Engltsh fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to othw &&en In HH 
Marital ststus/history 
Parental status/hisbmy 
C-tendhentinreguIarxhool 
Current e t  in ~ o o l / d a y f a r e  
Highest grade camplebed 
Gradenowendled 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Graderevetilion 

1. Family characteristics are available by linking HmlP data to NHIS core 
nln-vev data. , 
2. Available on child safety and health fie. 
3. For pregnancy and smoking section, N=25,%39 women. 



National Hospital 
Discharge Survey 

PURPOSE The National Hospital Discharge Survey (NHDS) is 
designed to provide national estimates of the inpatient utiliza- 
tion of non-federal short-stay hospitals in the United States. The 
survey focuses on describing characteristics of patients, their 
diagnoses and surgical procedures, lengths of stay, as well as 
information on the types of hospitals in which they are treated. 

SPONSORSHIP The survey is designed and funded by The 
National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS). The U.S. Bureau of 
the Census provides assistance in survey development and data 
collection. 

DESIGN The survey is based on a multi-stage stratified prob- 
ability sample of patient discharges from non-federal short-stay 
hospitals (length of stay less than 30 days) in the 50 states and the 
District of Columbia. All military and veteran's hospitals and 
hospital units within existing health institutions are excluded 
from the sampling frame. The original NHDS sample included 
6,695 short-stay hospitals listed in the 1963 National Master 
Facility Inventory developed by NCHS. The Inventory is a list of 
all institutions in the United States established to provide medi- 
cal, nursing, or personal care to individuals. Hospitals that 
opened after 1963 were sampled periodically from lists of hospi- 
tals provided by the American Hospital Association and added 
to the original NHDS sample 

In 1988 the NHDS was redesigned to enhance the efficiency of 
data collection by linking it with other NCHS surveys. The sam- 
pling frame consisted of hospitals contained in the April 1987 
National Health Interview Survey (NHIS) sampling frame. The 
definition of a hospital was also modiied slightly to include 
general medical, surgical, and children's hospitals, regardless of 
average length of stay. The 1988 NHDS sample included with 
certainty all hospitals with 1,000 or more beds or 40,000 or more 
discharges per year. Hospitals with fewer beds or discharges 
were sampled via a three-stage stratified design. In the first 
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stage, a subsample of PSUs from the NHIS was selected based on 
population size and geographic location. In the second stage, 
hospitals were stratified by region, PSU, and level of data auto- 
mation. 

Next, within each participating hospital, a systematic sample 
of daily discharges was selected. All discharges, irrespective of 
patient age or any other specific characteristic, were sampled. 
The records were then abstracted by trained representatives of 
the NCHS. The final sample was weighted to produce national 
and regional estimates. Prior to 1980 this weight was computed 
using the noninstitutionalized civilian sample. After 1980 the 
civilian resident population was used. Thii change primarily 
affects rates for persons 65 or older and has minimal effects on 
any estimates for children. In 1989 a total of 408 hospitals par- 
ticipated in the NHDS, representing 233,000 hospital discharges. 

PERIODICITY The survey has been conducted continuously 
(except for 1969) since 1965. Published estimates are available 

CONTENT Infonnation about the patient's personal charac- 
teristics and each episode of hospitalization are collected. Patient 
data include birth date, sex, race, ethnicity (since 1979), residence 
(using zip code) and marital status. Data concerning hospitaliza- 
tions cover dates of stay, diagnoses, surgical and diagnostic pro- 
cedures, expected sources of payment for each hospitalization, 
and disposition of the patient at discharge. The same data are 
collected on all patients, regardless of age or race/ethnicity. The 
name of the hospital, medical record number and zip code are 
not available for public use to preserve anonymity. 

LIMITATIONS As noted in the corresponding checklist, the 
number of family level indicators collected is limited. The data 
available on these items can only imply family level information. 
Furthermore, while the NHDS shares the same sampling frame 
as the NHIS, information in the NHIS relevant to family health 
cannot be linked with hospital discharge information on the 
NIIDS. Thus, family history concerning utilization of hospital- 
based services or health status based on conditions requiring 
hospitalization cannot be determined. Also, the unit of analysis 
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is the hospital discharge. Thus, a respondent with multiple ad- 
missions may be represented several times withii the data set, 
and data cannot be collapsed to calculate person level estimates. 

Although race/ethnicity is collected, it is not consistently 
present on discharge abstracts across all hospitals sampled.. 
Thus, analyses by race are limited. Information on newborns has 
been collected since the late 1%0s, although data were not pub- 
lished until 1981. The published tabulations that are available, 
however, have limited age breaks for children. Calculations 
using more detailed age breaks are available from unpublished 
tables and from public data tapes that could be made available 
upon request. 

Changes made to the sampling frame in 1988 may affect trend 
analyses that may be conducted using these data. 

AVAILABILITY Data from the survey are published in Series 13 
of the Vital and Health Statistics publication series from NCHS. 
(Example: Detailed Diagnoses and Procedures, National Hospital Dis- 
cbrge Survey, 1989, Series 13, No. 108.) 

Machine-readable data files of the survey are available for 
individual years from the National Technical Information Ser- 
vice and from the National Center for Health Statistics. The latest 
year currently available is 1990. Unpublished data in tabular 
form is also available for a fee conditional upon the type of 
information and the format requested. Data are available on 
diskette and magnetic tape. 

Contact: 
Robert Pokras, Chief 
Hospital Care Statistics Branch 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Belcrest Road, Rm. 952 
Hyattsville, Maryland 20782 
301 /436-7125 
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PUBLICATIONS 

Haupt, B.J., & Kozak, L.J. (1992). Estimates from two survey 
designs. Vital and Health Statistics, 13(111). Hyattsville, MD: 
National Center for Health Statistics. 

National Center for Health Statistics. (1990). National Hospital 
Discharge Survey: 1988 summary. Advance Data from Vifal 
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Pokras, R, Kozak, L.J., McCarthy, E., & Graves, E.J. (1990). 
Trends in hospital utilization, 1965-1986. Amrican Journal af 
Public Health, 80(4), 488-490. 
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National Nos ital Disch e Sunre 
year of ~ u d o n n a i r e  1989 E m  iy yll hs/~OOO d g e s  

FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household members (first name, age, aer. and relationship to reference - 

person of eech member) 
0 Partial mter of household members - ~~- ~ 

0 Number of ad& in household 
0 Number of children in household 
0 Approdmate relotionship of family members to househdder, ,drild, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, ad, or one another 
0 Information about m r t - h e  household member - 

3 Information about ~amlly members no l o w  living in hausehold 
0 Information about relatives wholive nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total W v  income - - ~ - ~ -  -- 

0 ~ u r n ! ~ ~  dp&&whodependon family income 
0 Souraeeofincome 
0 Income amounts Identified separately by sour~e 
0 PweIty status 
0 Welfare status 
0 FCQdShunpedpt 

0 Homeownarshlp/renters 
0 Assets (other than home ownership) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
0 Regionofcam 
0 Stated reaiden$ 
0 County/dty/MSAofmeidence 
0 SLze/twe of communltv 

area 

. 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
%Fof respan dent or spouse/partner 

antal status o adult respondent or spouse/partner 
0 Employment status of adult respooldent or spouse/piu 
0 Presence of own chfldren in household 
0 Age of youngest own childin household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 Existence of own mfldren who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activibies or time use 
0 Cwununity involvement (dvlc, religious, recreational) 
0 Family mmmdcation patterns 
0 Frrmilydeckdon-making 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha iness/satisfactlon 
0 ~ a r e n t d c o n ~  
0 History ofmarital~iions 
0 History of family vIolen~e 
0 History ofrnaritalcounselting 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult Current 

: I T 2 2 2  Current or Former 
spoupe sp- 

EmQn inmi 
0 

NotinHH 
0 

C-t employment status 
Hours usuaUv worked Wvt l  
weeks work& 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
-gs 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
gezg;,",?t==e 
Self-eBteem 
Lows of control or efficacy 
Depredon or subjective well-being 
Workdated attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMLLY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth - 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Other 
Children 
fidim 
0 Age 

Month and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 
W P ~ ~ C  aigln 
Other aigln/ethnidty 
ReligiaLs affiliation 
Religious participation 
Country of birth 

t status 
g$3%UBncy 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationshiv to other chiMren in HH 
Marital status/hb~ory 
Parental stahdhistorv 
Current enr& in'- sduol 
Current d e n t  in preschool/daycare 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment statudhistory 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptltude or achievement score 
P r e g n a n f y f M r t h W  
Psychologhl well-being 
Dehquenc~ 

1. Expected sourceg of payment for hospitalization. 
2. Region of country where hospital is located. 
3. Conditions dignosed requiring hospitalization. 



National Household 
Education Survey 

PURPOSE The National Household Education Survey (NHES) is 
a data collection system designed to provide information on 
education-related issues that are best addressed through contacts 
with households rather than with schools or other educational 
institutions. The survey monitors participation in adult education 
and the care arrangements and educational experiences of young 
children. Other topics the survey has or will cover are school 
safety and discipline, parental involvement in their children's 
schooling, and measures of citizenship and civic participation in 
children and adults. The survey collects information about family 
characteristics to relate these characteristics to data on the pro- 
gram participation and school performance of family members. 

SPONSORSHIP The NHES is sponsored by the National Center 
for Education Statistics (NCES) of the U.S. Department of Educa- 
tion. The survey is conducted by Westat, Inc. under contract to 
NCES. 

DESIGN The NHES is a telephone survey of the non- 
institutionalized civilian population of the U.S. The data are 
weighted to pennit estimates that apply to the entire population, 
including persons living in households without a telephone. 
Households are selected using random digit dialing (RDD) 
methods. Data are collected using computer assisted telephone 
interviewing (CAT11 procedures. These procedures permit more 
complex interviews to be conducted and enable survey results to 
be made available shortly after completion of fieldwork. 

Between 60,000 and 75,000 households are screened for the 
annual surveys. Based on information gathered in the screening 
interviews, one or more household members may be selected to 
complete more extended interviews on specific topics that vary 
from year to year. In the 1991 NHES, for example, parents or 
guardians of 14,000 3- to 8-year-old children were questioned 
about their children's early educational and nonparental care 
experiences. In the same year, 9,800 persons aged 16 years and 
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older who were identified as having participated in an adult 
education activity in the previous 12 months were questioned 
about their courses. Another 2,800 nonparticipants were ques- 
tioned about barriers to participation. Extended interviews typi- 
cally run 15-20 minutes. Within several weeks of the original 
survey, partial reinterviews are conducted with a subsample of 
respondents to gather information on overall data quality and the 
stabiity of specific responses. 

Response rates are well above those typically achieved in com- 
mercial polls, but somewhat lower than those obtained in 
household surveys conducted by the Census Bureau. In the 
NHES:91, for example, the screener response rate was 81%. 
Ninety-five percent of those saeened and found eligible com- 
pleted the early childhood extended interview; 85% of those 
eligible for the adult education component completed that inter- 
view. Thus, the composite coverage rates were 77% for the early 
childhood survey and 69% for the adult education component. 

PERIODICITY The NHES was first implemented in the spring of 
1991. Beginning in 1993, it will be conducted annually with a 
rotating topical focus. In 1993, the early childhood component 
focuses on school readiness, while families with children in the 
third through twelfth grades are being interviewed about school 
safety and discipline. NHES:94 will be similar to the 1991 sur- 
vey, covering participation in early childhood programs and 
adult education. In 1995, the early childhood component will 
explore parental involvement, while measures of citizenship 
and civic participation will be gathered for older students and 
adults. NHES:96 will have modules similar to those in the 1993 
survey. 

CONTENT The NHES is designed to provide a current cross-sec- 
tion of the population rather than an in-depth research data base. 
However, the large sample sizes and fairly extensive set of 
household and respondent descriptors pennit a range of family- 
related issues to be addressed. For example, family characteristics 
can be used to predict adults' participation in continuing educa- 
tion programs or preschoolers' participation in early childhood 
programs. Family attributes can be related to indicators of the 
child's school performance and behavior, such as current grade 
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placement, the parent's estimate of the child's standing in class, 
the occurrence of learning or conduct problems that resulted in 
the parent being called in for a conference, the child having had 
to repeat a grade, and the child being suspended or expelled from 
school. Family characteristics can also be correlated with educa- 
tional activities in the home, such as reading, playing games, or 
doing household chores or errands with the child, regulating the 
child's television watching, and taking the child on outings to 
libraries, museums, or shows. 

In the school safety and discipline component of the NHES:93, 
both parents and students are asked for their perceptions of 
discipline and safety problems at the youth's school, their aspira- 
tions for the youth's education, their satisfaction with various 
aspects of the youth's current schooling, and parental standards 
with regard to matters such as the youth's smoking and drinking. 
Thus, the degree of agreement between parent and youth, as well 
as their separate views and feelings, can be analyzed as a function 
of family attributes. 

Family descriptors available in the NHES include the race and 
Hispanic origin of each parent, their education levels and 
employment patterns, family income, whether both birth parents, 
a single parent, or a parent and stepparent are present in the 
household, and whether the parent's first language was a lan- 
guage other than English. The specific respondent and family 
characteristics provided vary from year to year and from com- 
ponent to component within a given year. In the NHE393 early 
childhood component, the exact relationship of the subject child 
to other family members is specified, and retrospective data are 
furnished on the mother's employment history and welfare de- 
pendence during the child's early years. 

LIMITATIONS Because most of the data collected in the NHES 
are cross-sectional in nature, causal links are more difficult to 
establiih than with longitudinal studies. Retrospectively col- 
lected data are subject to recall biases. Some responses about 
parent involvement and educational activities in the home may 
be biied in socially desirable directions because respondents are 
told that the data are being collected for the Department of 
Education. Information about the child's program participation 
and school performance are provided by the parent, who may not 
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be well informed about program characteristic8 or may take an 
unduly positive view of the child's academic accomplishments. 
Although the data have been weighted to compensate for families 
who do not have telephones, the weights may not be fully effec- 
tive when the focus is on low-income or minority subpopulations 
with high proportions of households without a telephone. 

AVAILABILITY Public use files for each year's NXES are avail- 
able within a year from the end of data collection, from: 

Data Systems Branch 
Office of Educational Research and Jmprovement 
U.S.Department of Education 
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20208-5725 
202/219-1847 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Kathryn A. Chandler, NHES Project Officer 
National Center for Education Statistics 
555 New Jersey Avenue, NW 
Washington, DC 20208-5651 
202/219-1767 

PUBLICATIONS 

Brick, IvL J., Chandler, K, Collins, M.A., Celebuski, C.A., Ha, PC., 
Hausken, E.G., Nolin, M.J., Owings, I., Squadere, T.A., & 
Wernimont, J. (1992). National Household Education Survey of 
1991: Preprimary and primary data files user's manual (NCES 
92-057). Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Education, Na- 
tional Center for Education Statistics. 

Brick, M. J., Chandler, K., Collins, M.A., Celebuski, C.A., Ha, P.C., 
Hausken, E.G., Nolin, M.J., Owings, J., Squadere, T.A., & 
Wemimont, J. (1991). 1991 Natwnul HousehoId Educufion Sur- 
vey: Methodology report. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of 
Education, National Center for Education Statistics. 
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Collins, M. (1991). Early childhood experiences of 1- to 8-year-olds. 
Report prepared for U.S. Department of Education, National 
Center for Education Statistics, Washington, DC. 

Collins, M. & Brick, J.M. (1993). Parent reports on children's 
academic progress and schooladjusfmeni in the National Household 
Education Survey. Presented at the 1993 Mid-Winter Meetings 
of the American Statistical Association, Ft. Lauderdale, FL. 

Korb, R (1991). Adult education profile for 1990-91. Statistics in 
Brief (September, NCES 91-00007). Washington, DC US. 
Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and 
Improvement. 

West, J., Hausken, E.G., Chandler, K., & Collins, M. (1992). Ex- 
periences in child care and early childhood programs of first 
and second graders. Statistics in Brief (January, NCES 92-005). 
Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Education, Office of 
Educational Research and Improvement. 

West, J., Hausken, E.G., Chandler, K., &Collins, M. (1992). Home 
activities of 3- to 8-year-olds. Statistics in Brief(January, NCES 
92-004). Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Education, Of- 
fice of Educational Research and Improvement. 
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ouse .old E ucation Survey Nati8:R',g ~eakness  component 
Year of Que~tionnalre: 1993 Sample size 1 2 , d  children aged 3-8 

FAhJILY-LEVEL CHARACTERLSTICS 
Sample .she: 9,6CO famUles 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members @rat name, age, sex, and relationship to r e b m e  
person of each member) 

0 Partial roster of household members 
Number of adults in household 
~ ~ b e r  of chndrw in h0useh01d 

0 Approximate relationshi of family members to householder, child, or one another 
EXhCt relalionshiu of fa& members to householder, child, or one another 

0 Information abo& prt-t&e household member 
0 Information about family members no longer Uving In household 
0 Information about relatives wholivenearby but not Ln household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family income 

0 Number of pxsons who depend on family in- 
0 Sowceaofinaome 
0 Inmme amounb identifled separately by smuce 
0 Poverty status 

Welfarestatua 
F d  Stempa receipt 

0 Chlld support receipt 
0 Medidd~ovffage 
0 Private Mth insurance 

Hmeownershiplrenters 
0 Assets (other than h m e  ownership) 
0 Publichousin status 

Telephone in aousehold 
Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Renion of country 
staIteofresidenci 

0 County/city/MSA of residence 
Size/* of community 

0 Zip code 
0 Telephone area code 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
A of adult r dent or spouse/+tner 
Atalstatua%ult reswndentor suowe/vartner 
Employment statusof ad& respondt  or spik~dpartner 
Presence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in household 
Age of oldest own child in h d o l d  

0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 intention to have (more) children in futwe 
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Family Functioning 
Familv activitiecs m time use 

0 &unity involvement (dvic, religious, ~~(1eational1 
0 Family canmunication patterns 
0 FamUy decision-making 
0 Maritalconflid 
0 Maritalha ess/satisfa&n 
0 Parentam& 
0 History of maritalseparations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of maritalmselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMnY MEMBERS 
!hmple size: 10,400 parent respondents 

Adult Cunent 
Respondent current 
or Reference 
&5m * EF iizcl 0 Age 

Gender 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
OUlm &pin/ethnidty 
Rdigloua affiliation 
ReUpjous partidpation 
Countryofbirth 
Immigrant status 
EngUshfhrency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
CohaMtation status 
CohabitatLm history 
Parental status 
Number drWren ever born/sired 
Age at firsf blrth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living &where 
Duratlon at current addre% 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attnlned 
Z r e g U t a r  HS diploma 
Currentenrodlment 
curf@nt employment status 
Hours usually worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Ea*8 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptltude or achievement scorn 
Health/disaMUty status 
Selt-esteem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Deplesedon or subjective well-being 
Wmk-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 12,500 chlldren 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth 
B=z--J 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

k%th and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other mIgin/ethnidty 
--'-'on LT$g!$paW 

ant StatUE 
Ruency 

Exact relationehlp to adult M y  members 
Exact relationship to other childmn in HH 

Current enrollment in-regular school 
Current enrollment in pmwhooi/daycare 
Highest grade corn leted 

now enmn.2 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapphg conditions 
GI& rewtition 
Aptitude-a achievement -re 

~p:calY'?G; 



National Household Survey 
on Drug Abuse 

PURPOSE The National Household Survey on Drug Abuse 
(NHSDA) is a series of surveys designed to provide estimates of 
the prevalence of illicit drug use over time. Use of a number of 
drugs is estimated for individuals of different ages. Since the 
questions and how they are worded have been reasonably com- 
parableacross successive waves of the study, this series of surveys 
provides information on trends in illicit drug use over more than - - 
a decade. 

SPONSORSHIP The NHSDA is sponsored by the National In- 
stitute on Drug Abuse (NIDA) of the National Institutes of Health. 
The Division of Epidemiology and Statistical Analysis within 
NIDA has oversight. 

DESIGN The NHSDA is a national probability sample of 
households in the United States (Alaska and Hawaii since 1991). 
The present sample is representative of virtually the entire 
population; major exceptions being prisoners and military per- 
sonnel on active duty. The survey samplesindividuals age 12and 
over. Youths aged 12-17aresampled independently of adults and 
are over-sampled. Among adults, those aged 18-25 are over- 
sampled. Since 1985, blacks and Hispanics have been over- 
sampled. The District of Columbia metropolitan statistical area 
was also over-sampled in 1990. In 1991, the District of Columbia 
and five additional cities (New York, Chicago, Denver, Miami, 
and Los Angeles) were over-sampled. The response rate in 1988 
was 74.3% 

The surveys are administered in person. For sensitive ques- 
tions, the respondent fills out confidentialanswer sheets to rduce 
the tendency to underreport. This is a cross-sectional survey; no 
respondents are followed over time. 

PERIODICITY Surveys were conducted in 1971, 1972, 1974, 
1976,1977,1979,1982,1985,1988, and 1990. Surveys have been 
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conducted in 1991 and 1992 but the data are not yet available. A 
swvey is planned for 1993. 

CONTENT The survey gathers information on lifetime, past year 
and current use, as well as frequency of use of several illicit drugs 
including marijuana, cocaine (including crack), inhalants, hal- 
lucinogens, PCP, heroin, nonmedical use of stimulants, sedatives, 
tranquilizers, analgesics, cigarettes and smokeless tobacco, and 
alcohol. Core questions have remained the same over the series of 
surveys; in addition, spedfic topics are sometimes looked at in 
depth in different years. 

LIMITATIONS People in group quarters (such as military instal- 
lations, correctional institutions, dormitories) and those people 
who have no permanent residence (such as the homeless) are not 
included in the sample. 

There are no questions pertaining to a young person's vic- 
timization status or to offenses other than drug use. They only ask 
the respondent for their own earnings; family income cannot be 
determined. Often the respondent is under 17 so there is no 
income information on the major wage earner in the family. 

AVAILABILITY Information about the survey can be obtained 
from: 

Joe Gfroerer, Project Officer 
National Institute on Drug Abuse, Division 
of Epidemiology and Prevention Research 
Rockwall 11, Suite 615 
5600 Fishers Lane 
Rockville, Maryland 20857 
301/443-7980 

A data tape is available for the 1988 survey from: 

Inter-University Consortium for 
Political and Social Research 

P.0 Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 
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PUBLICATIONS 

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services. (1990). National 
Household Survey on Drug Abuse: Main findings 1988 (DHHS 
Pub. No. (ADM190-1682). Washington, DC: GPO. 

US. Department of Health and Human Services. (1990). Natimral 
Household Suwey on Drug Abuse: Highlights 1988. Washington, 
DC: GPO. 

US. Department of Health and Human Services. (1990). National 
Household Survey on Drug Abuse: Population estimates 1988. 
Washington, DC: GPO. 
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National Household Survey on Drug Abuse 
Year of Questionnaire: 1988 

Sample size: 8314 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Sample size: 8,814 

Family Composition 
2, F d  roster of h o d o l d  members (first name, age, sex, and relatiorrship to reference 

person of each member) 
Partial meter of household members 
Number of adults in household 

0 Number of children in household 
0 Approximate relation& of family members to householder, chlld, or oneanother 
0 Exact relationship of fa 3 y members to householder, or one another 
0 information about rt time household member 

information about membera no lonm living in household 
0 Information about relatib who live neargy but n& in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 
~ u m b e ~  dpeRonm who depend on family income 

0 So- of income 
0 Inmme amounts identit?sd separately by 80UrCe 

0 Poverty status 
0 Welfarestatus 
0 Foodstampsreoeipt 
0 Child supportreceipt 
0 Medicaid coverage 
0 Privatehealthinawaace 
0 Homeownershlp/renters 
0 Aseets (other than homeownashid 
0 P u b l i c ~ g s t a t u s  

Telephone in hausehold 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Re&n ofcountry 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Marital statun of adult raspondent or 8pouse/partner 
Employment statueof adult respondent orspouse/partner 
Presence of own children in household 

0 Age d youngeat own chlld in household 
0 Age of oldest own chid in household 
0 Existence of own children who haw left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activities t h e  ltse 
0 Gmununity involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 F a d y  communication @ems 
0 Family decision-making 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha /satisfaction 
0 Parentact 
0 Historv of marital aeparatims 
0  is* of f d  y vidence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult 
Respondent 
or Reference 
EersPn 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

Eanple Size: 5,719 
cunent 

CurIent 

BZ 
0 0 
0 0 2d.a 

Raw 
Hispanic* 
other aigin/ethnidty 
Retfglous affiliation 
Rdigioys partidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
-fluency 
Current madtal s t a b  
Marital histo$ 
CohaMtation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number childm we born/sired 
Age at first birth 
A of youngest child 
&living elsewhere2 
Duration at current addre98 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
G%reguIar Wdiploma 
Current €mollJnent 
Cuaent employment status3 
Hoursumally worked Wpt13 
Weeks worked 
h d  empbqent pattern4 
Main ommatton 
Eunings- 
Wane rate 
payment of chlld svpport 
Aotitude or achievement score 

Self-esteem 
Loaur of control or efficacy 
DqmscAon or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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Reference 
Child or 
Youth 
LwadaIl 

0 
0 
0 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 3,095 &Wren aged 12-17 

Other 
children 
wifa 
0 zth and p r  of birth 

Gardw 
Rae 
Hispanic* 
Other origin/ethnldty 
ReUglousaffiliation 
Religious partidpation 
CounhydMrth 
Imndnrant status 
EnglLihawncy 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to o er in HH 
Marital status/histo$ 
Parental status/historv 
current eluolhent ininregular s d r d  
Current enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Highest grade =Teted Grade now e n d  
Employment status/htstory 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 

NOTES 
I. Number of times R has been married. 
2. Unless their children are no l o n w  living at the time of the survey. 
3. Spouse is identified only if "chi& wage &mer." 
4. Asks number of pbs R has had in past five years. 
5. If R is 15 years or younger. 



National Inte rated Quality P Contro System 
PURPOSE The federal government provides substantial assis- 
tance to states through threeassistance programs: Aid to Families 
with Dependent Children (AFDC), Medicaid, and Food Stamps 
1FS). To be eligible to receive funds, state agencies are required to 
perform quality control reviews for each of these programs to 
ensure that ineligible persons are not receiving benefits and that 
the benefit amounts received are correct. The data obtained are 
also used for research purposes. 

SPONSORSHIP The National Integrated Quality Control Sys  
tern (NIQCS) is sponsored by the Administration for Children 
and Families and the Health Care Financing Administration 
within the Department of Health and Human Services and by the 
Food and Nutrition Service within the Department of Agricul- 
ture. 

DESIGN Prior to 1983, separate quality control reviews were 
conducted for the three programs. Not infrequently families 
would be visited two or more times by reviewers from the dif- 
ferent systems. It was recognized that substantial savings could 
be gained if families receiving more than one benefit were inter- 
viewed only once about all the benefits they received. 

The quality control review period is the entire fiscal year from 
Odober through September of the following year. Each month, 
states select probability samples of cases receiving a payment of 
at least $10 for review. The minimum required sample size 
depends on the caseload of the state. It ranges from about 300 to 
about 2400 cases over the twelve month period. State data are 
weighted to obtain national estimates. Approximately 60,000 
cases are reviewed across the nation every year. 

Within each state, a quality controlunit evaluates the eligibility 
of each selected case based on information from several sources 
such as home visits, bank reports, landlords, and from other 
collateral sources as needed. These data are collected on a 
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worksheet and the information is used to determine whether an 
eligibility or payment error exists. 

Characteristics data along with eligibility data are entered into 
a national database. To ensure that states are correctly applying 
error definitions, an independent subsample is drawn from the 
database by federal staff working at the regional level. Ap- 
proximately 9,000 records across the nation are pulled and the 
data are independently verified. A regression methodology is 
used to adjust the error rate, based on the relationship between 
federal and state findings. Differences can be appealed. 

PERIODICITY The NIQCS began in 1981 on a trial basis. It 
replaced the three separate quality control review systems in 1983 
and has been conducted annually since that time. 

CONTENT Because the main function of NIQCS is to determine 
errors in eligibility or payment within each program, a substantial 
amount of information is generated regarding error rates. This 
information, however, is not available in the public use files. In 
addition, information is collected about characteristics of 
recipients such as their age, sex, race/ethnicity, education, in- 
come, and employment, about other household members, and 
about significant persons not living in the home such as absent 
fathers. 

LIMITATIONS The range of data available are relatively narrow 
given the limited purpose of the data collection effort. Moreover, 
the data only represent the population receiving income transfers. 
However, this population is of considerable interest to re- 
searchers and policymakers. 

AVAILABILITY The NIQCS is state operated. Each of the spon- 
soring agencies has access to data pertaining to its own program. 
A national data file with state level data on characteristics of 
AFDC recipients is compiled and used by the Administration for 
Children and Families. Information from this file is summarized 
in an annual report on recipient characteristics (see publications 
below) and is available from the National Technical Information 
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Service CNTIS). Public use files are available for each year and can 
be obtained through NTJS as well. 

National Technical Information Service 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 
703/487-4650 

For substantive questions about the AFDC component of the 
NIQCS, contact: 

Gerald A. Joireman 
Administration for Children 
and Families, OFA/DPE 
370 L'Enfant Promenade, SW 
Washington, DC 20447-0001 
202/401-5097 

or 
Muriel Feshbach 
Administration for Children 
and Families, OFA/DPE 
370 L'Enfant Promenade, SW 
Washington, DC 20447-0001 
202/401-5052 

PUBLICATIONS 

Administration for Children and Families (undated). Charac- 
teristics ofstate Plans for Aid toFamilies with Dependent Children: 
19W91 Edition. Washington, DC: Department of Health and 
Human Services. 

Administration for Children and Families (undated). Charac- 
teristics and Financial Circumstances of AFDC Recipients: M 
1990. Washington, DC: Department of Health and Human 
Services. 

Family Support Administration (now the Administration for 
Children and Families) (undated). Characteristics and Financial 
Circumstances o f  AFDC Recipients: FY 1989. Washington, DC: 
Department of Health and Human Services. 
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National Inte rated Quality Control System 
Years 3 Questlormaire: Conducted annually 

Sample size: Varies year to year. Approximately 60,&c88e9 in 1991 
PAMIL.Y LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
FuIl roster of h o u s e h o l ~ m e m b  (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 
person of each member) 

0 Partial roeter of household membem 
Number of adults in houaehok? 
Number of drildren in household2 
Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 

0 Exad relationship of famlly membas to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about part-time household member 
0 lnformatlon about family members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatlves who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total familv hKMne 

0 ~umb&a(p"crns who depend on family inwme 
0 Soutcesofinanne 
0 Inwmeamounte identified qarately by source 
0 Poverty status 

Welfarestahra 
Food Stamp receipt 

0 Childsu treceipt 
~ e d i z v e r m e  

0 Wvate health i n k a n a  
HomeownemhIp/renters 
Asseta (other than home ownership) 
Public hausinn status 

0 Telephone knmhold 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

GeographiclCommunity Variables 
Region of country 
Stateofresidence 

0 County/city/MSA of residence 
0 %/type of community 
0 zipcode 
0 T e k p h o ~  area code 
0 Meowlitan residence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 

0 Age of youngest own chUd in household 
0 Age of oldeat own ch5ld In household 
0 Existence of own &Wren who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in b e  
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Family Functioning 
D Family activities or time use 
0 Community Lnvolvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Family dedsion-making 
0 Maritalcontlld 
0 Maritalha eedaatisfadion 
0 P a r e n t d m t  
0 Historyofrnadtal"parati0ns 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of maritalcounselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult 
Respondent 
or Reference 

%Y= 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

Current 
spouse 
inMI 

rn 

0 

Current 
or Farmer 
Spouse 
NotfnHH 
0 
0 

Age 
Gender 

0 Race 
0 ~c~ 
0 Other originlethnidty 
0 ReUgious affiliation 
0 Religious partidpation 
0 Country of birth 

t utatua : g 2 E U u , ,  
0 Current marital status 
0 Marital history 
0 Cohabitation status 
0 Cohabitation history 
0 P m t a l  status 
0 Number children ever bom/sirad 
0 Age at Arat birth 
0 Age of youngest chlld 
0 ChUdren living elsewhere 
0 Duration at merit address 
0 Residential mobility 
0 Educational attainment 

G or regular HS dlploma :: Wattained 
0 Current enrollment 
0 Current employment status 
0 Hcurs usually worked (ftlpt) 
0 Weeks worked 
0 Annual employment pattern 
0 Main occupation 
0 Eaminm 
0 Wage rate 
0 Pavment of child ~ U D D O ~ ~  

or irchieveiient score 
0 

of control or dficacy kzsl an or subiective well-being 
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CHARAC'liERISTICS OF CHILD FAMIL.Y MEMBERS 

Reference 
Child a 
Youth v 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Other 
odldren 
ILsMn 

"M%h and p r  of birth 
Gender 
Race 
w c o r i g i n  
Other orlgin/ethnidty 
R e l i g h a  affiliation 
ReUgkm partiaption 
Counhy of birth 
Immigrant status 
EngIish fluency 
Ewct relationship to adult fPmily members 
Exaa re la t idp  to other children fn HH 
Marital status/histay 
Parental statua/hlstory 
Current enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in preschwl/dayaw 
Highest grade cmnpl& 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping mditions 
G A F  
Aptitude or achievement score 

g%T&L%%z& 
"*wcy 

1. Household roster covers up to 16 individuals. 
2. Can be calculated. 
3. Child support payment to agency. 



National Longitudinal 
Survevs of Labor Market 

.r 

Experience 
PURPOSE The National Longitudinal Surveys of Labor Market 
Experience (NLS) are longitudinal surveys initiated to explore the 
labor market experiences over time of four cohorts facing 
employment problems of particular concern to policymakers. 
These cohorts were: Young Men ages 14-24 in 1966; Young 
Women ages 1424 in 1968; Older Men ages 45-59 in 1966; and 
Mature Women ages 30-44 in 1967. 

Issues of concern for the Young Men and Young Women 
cohorts included the school-to-woik transition, initid occupa- 
tional choice, adaptation to the world of work, the work-family 
interface, and attainment of stable employment. For Young Men, 
information on service in the military and union membership was 
also obtained. Information on Young Women included fertility, 
child care, responsibility for household tasks, attitude toward 
women working, and perceived job discrimination. 

For the Older Men cohort, issues of declining health, un- 
employment, the obsolescence of skills, and age discrimination 
were of concern. In the Mature Women cohort, the key issue 
initially was labor force reentry for women as their children 
became older. Subsequently, issues associated with women's 
retirement became important. 

Following these cohorts over time enables analysts to describe 
the situations of different population groups, to understand the 
factors that are antecedents and conseauences of their behaviors. 
and to study the interrelationships am'ong factors ranging from 
education and employment, to marriage and family, to economic 
status. 

SPONSORSHIP The NLS was initiated by the Office of Man- 
power Po l i i  Evaluation of the Department of Labor. Currently, 
ultimate responsibility for the project resides with the Bureau of 
Labor Statistics (BLS) of the US. Department of Labor. Ad- 
ministration of the project has been shared by three separate 
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organizations: The Center for Human Resource Research (CHRW 
at the Ohio State University, the National Opinion Research Cen- 
ter (NORC) at the University of Chicago, and the U.S. Bureau of 
the Census. The specific tasks of these age& has varied over 
the lifetime of the project; however, CHaR has maintained 
primary responsibility for design of survey instruments, data 
analysis, and dissemination of project reports. Sample design and 
field work for the older cohorts have been the responsibility of the 
Bureau of the Census, with NORC performing similar tasks for 
the younger cohorts. 

DESIGN Each of the four cohorts are represented by a multi- 
stage probability sample of the civilian non-institutionalized 
population, with a total of 235 sample areas representing 485 
counties and independent cities covering every state and the 
District of Columbia. Households in enumeration districts that 
were primarily black were sampled at a rate between three and 
four times that of other households to provide separate and reli- 
able statistics for blacks. From over35,OOO housing units available 
for interview, 5,020 older men 45-49,5,225 young men 1424,5,083 
mature women 30-44, and 5,159 young women 14-24 were inter- 
viewed. Over 90% of all individuals designated for interview 
within each age-sex cohort responded to the survey during the 
first year. 

Although the base year survey for each cohort was conducted 
in person, followup surveys have alternated between personal 
and telephone intedews. - 

Data were weighted to correct for oversampling and attrition, 
and are nationally representative when weighted. Retention rates 
for each cohort after the 15year followup period were 52% for 
Older Men, 64% for Mature Women, 65% for Young Men, and 
68% for Young Women. 

PERIODICITY Older Men were interviewed annually between 
1966 and 1969, and in 1971,1973,1975,1976,1978,1980,1981, and 
1983. In 1990 there was a resurvey of either the surviving sample 
member or their widow or, in the absence of a living spouse, next 
of kin. The 2,092 surviving men and 1,341 widows and 865 next of 
kin of the decedents were interviewed for a total data collection 
completion rate of 86% of the original sample. 
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Mature Women were interviewed annually between 1967- 
1969, and in 1971,1972,1974,1976,1977,1979,1982,1984,1986, 
1987,1989, and 1992. 

Young Menwereinterviewed annually between 1966and 1971, 
and in 1973,1975,1976,1978,1980, and 1981. No further inter- 
views are planned for this cohort. 

Young Women were interviewed annually between 1968 and 
1973, and in 1975,1977,1978,1980,1982,1983,1985,1987,1988, 
1991, and 1993. 

CONTENT In keeping with the primary orientation of the sur- 
veys toward labor force issues, numerous questions focus on 
employment experience, unemployment, income, and training. 
The range of questions included for each cohort are to some 
degree dependent upon the life stage of the cohort and their 
attachment to the labor force (i.e., retirement planning for Older 
Men and Mature Women, transition from school to work for 
Young Men and Young Women). 

A core set of topics for each survey instrument include employ- 
ment, education, training, work experience, income, marital 
status, health, attitudes toward work, occupation and geographic 
mobility, and family and household structure. 

Subtopics for each cohort include: 
Older Men: plans for retirement, pensions, and health. 
Mature Women: volunteer work, household activities, retire- 

ment, child care, and care of parents and other elderly relatives. 
Young Men: educational goals, high school and college ex- 

perience, school characteristics, military service, union member- 
ship, and job plans. 

Young Women: educational goals, high school and college 
completion, school characteristics, job plans, fertility, child care, 
and attitudes toward women working. 

Numerous background and household characteristics such as 
parental education and educational attainment of other family 
members were collected. In the Young Men and Young Women 
cohorts, considerable information concerning the respondent's 
family background at age 14 is available. 

LIMITATIONS From the perspective of families and children, 
the NLS has limited information about the respondent's 



Researching the Family 

chiidhood. Available background information includes educa- 
tion of the respondent's parents and who the respondent lived 
withat age 14. Froma family perspective, the family structure can 
be described. Changes in family composition and patterns of type 
of living quarters over time can be constructed through 
household questions that are asked every year. The consequences 
of the labor force and education decisions the respondents make 
can be studied. However, no information is collected on how the 
families formed by the respondents are functioning. The sam- 
pling design used by the Census Bureau to select respondents for 
these four cohorts often generated more than one respondent for 
the same household. Variables are provided within each data set 
which link respondents who shared the same household at the 
time of screening, such as husband-wife, brother-sister, and 
mother-child. 

AVAILABILITY Magnetic data tapes and cartridges, CD-ROM, 
and file documentation are available from the Center for Human 
Resource Research at the Ohio State University. Handbooks 
describing the NIS, references, and publications are also avail- 
able. Also available free of charge is a practical, how-to guide for 
those researchers working with one or more of the NLS data sets. 
Contact: 

NLS User Services 
The Center for Human Resource Research 
The Ohio State University 
921 Chatham Lane, Suite 200 
Columbus, OH 43221-2418 
614/442-7366 

For substantive questions, contact 

Steve McGlaskie 
The Center for Human Resource Research 
The Ohio State University 
921 Chatham Lane, Suite 200 
C o l ~ b u s ,  OH 43221-2418 
614/442-7366 
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PUBLICATIONS 

NLS User's Guide 1992. (1992). Columbus, OH: Center for Human 
Resource Research, The Ohio State University. 

NLS Handbook 1992. (1992). Columbus, OH: Center for Human 
Resource Research, The Ohio State University. 

Beck, S.H. (1983). The role of other family members in inter- 
generational occupational mobility. Sociological Quarterly, 
24(Spring), 273-285. 

Constantine, J.A. & Bahr, S.J. (1980). Locus of control and marital 
stability: A longitudinal study. Journal of Divorce, 4(1), 11-22. 

Heisher, B.M. (1977). Mother's home time and the production of 
chid quality. Demography, 14(May), 197-212. 

Neilsen, J.M. & Endo, R (1983). Marital status and socioeconomic 
status: The case of female-headed families. InternationalJour- 
nu1 4 Women's Studies, 6(2), 130-147. 

Shapiro, D. & Mott, F.L. (1979). Labor supply behavior of 
prospective and new mothers. Demograpky, 16(May), 199-208. 

Shaw, L.B. (1982). E m s  of lw income and living with a single parent 
on high school completion for young women. Columbus, OH: 
Center for Human Resource Research, The Ohio State Univer- 
sity. 
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NLS-Young Men 
Year of Questionnaire: IS1981 

Sample size: 5.225 young men aged 14-24 in 1966 
FAMILY-LWEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members (first name, age, sa; and relationship to reference - 
pl-son of each -k) 

0 Partla1 rasta of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Number of c h i l d .  in hwsehold 

0 Approximate relationship of family membere to householder, ,child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about uart-time householdmember 
0 Information about hily memben no longer Uving in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil in- 
 umber o&emons who depend on family income 
Sauroesof income 
Incomeamouqtsidentiaedseparately by sauce 
Povertyetatue 
Welfamstatus 
F o o d S t a m p ~ ~ p t  

0 Ptivate health G a m e  
Homeownershiv/renters 
A& (other thk home ownership) 

0 Public hnudng status 
0 Telephone in household 

Language other than EngU spoken in home2 

GeographiclCommunity Variables 
Regionofunurtry 

0 State of residence 
0 County/city/MSA of residence 

Size/hrw of Smmunltv 
o n  && 
0 '&phone area code 

 met^ litanresddence 
0 ~eighO$ orhoodquality 

Locallabor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Am of adult respondent or muse/parbm 
~-&tal status of adult respoident o; ~~ouse /~ar tne r  
Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Presence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in househgld3 
A m  of oldest own child in household 

0 &tence of own children who have left home 
Intenth to have bore) children in future 
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Family Functionin 
Family activities or tlme 5' 

0 Community involvement (dvk, religious, reueational) 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Fadydedsion-making 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha ess/salisfaction 
0 parent3confiict  
0 History of marital separations 
0 History of f a d y  violence 
0 History ofmaritalcounselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 33?3 young men aged 18-24 in 1966 

Adult Current 
Current or Former 

2L.s 
Race 
Hispanic oaigin 
other origin/ethniaty 
Religious afAUatirm 
kd@aus partidpation 
Guntryofbirth 
Immigrant status 
Engllsh fluency 
C-t marital status 
-*history 
Cohabitalion status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/&& 
Age at first birth 
A of youngest child 
&~v ing  elsewhere 
Duration at current addresa 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

G ?!I?- or regular attained HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
C-t employment status 
Hours usually worked (ft/pO 
weekswwked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
BPrnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child suPport5 
Aptitude a achievement score 
Hsdth/disabiuty status6 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or emcacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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Reference 
W d  or 
Youth - 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 2,294 young men aged 14-17 in 1966 

other 
Qitldren 
IinMn 
0 A e 

d m t h  and p a r  of birth 
Gender 
Race 
w n i c  * 
Mher ori@n/ethnidty 
Religiouaafflliation 
Religious prttdpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
Englishflwncy 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital status/histmy 
Parental statua/history 
Current enrollment in regular ad1001 
Current enrollment in presdrool/dayrare 
Highest grade arm leted 
Grade now enroll3 
Employmentptudhistory 
Health staturr 
Handicapping conditim 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or achievement score 

pGSgicaTemg 
Dehquennl 

NOTES - - -- 
1. Can be cumputed using inmme and househo1d rosters. 
2. When respondent was a child. 
3. Age of youngest and oldest child in categories under 3 and over 5. 
4. Respondent's household activities. 
5. Payment of child support md alimony are grouped together. Receipt of chid 
support is also asked. 
6. Health condition limits school or work. 
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NLS - Young Women 
Yeam of Questionnaire: 19681988 

Sample size: 5,159 young women aged 14-24 in 1968 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members &st name, age, sex, and relationship to rdmnce 
person of each member) 

0 Partial roster of household members 
Number of adults In household 
Number of children in household 

0 Approximate relationship d family members to householder, child, or one another 
Exact rela tionship of family m e m h  to householder, child, or one another 

0 Information about part-time household member 
0 Information about family members no longer Uving in household 
0 Information about relatives who Uve nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic * Totalfamily income 
Number of persons who depend on family income 
Sources of income 
Iname amounts identified separately by source . - 
Poverty status 
Welfare statue 
FoodStampsrecdpt 

Medicai CMld8UgP"recelpt coveram 
Private health i n k n c e  
Homeownershiulrenten, 
AE&S (other thk home ownaship) 

0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 

Language other than~nglish apoken in home1 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Region of country 

0 State of residence 

0 Tdqhone area code 
Metrowlitan residence 

0 ~ e i g h h h w d  
Local labor mar Is?'Y 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Aee of adult reerrmdent or muae/uartner 
~ - d t a l  atahls of adult +dent o; cpuse/pariner 
Employment status of adult respondent m spouselpartner 
Presence of o m  children in household 
Age of youngest own child in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 
Existence of own chlldren who have left home 
Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functionin 
F a m U y a c t i v i t i e s a t h e ~  

0 Community involvement (dvlc, re&$nw, - t i d f  
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Family dedsion-making 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalhapplwse/satisfadlon 
0 F'arent-childoonflict 
0 Hfstorv of marltal separations 
0 Historj. of family v i b  
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS O F  ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample 8ize: 3,310 young women aged 18-24 in 1968 

Adult Cwtent 
Res ndent 
or&= 

Current 
sp- 

lkm inMI 
0 i-zG 0 Age 

Gender 
Raoe 
Hispanic origin 
Otha migin/ethnidty 
Rdig iow afflllation 
LTdCpa"" 

Immigrant status 
EngUshfl=lcy 
Current marital status 
Marital Mstory 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number children  we^ bornjsired 
Age at first Mrth 
A-e of youngest child QgUldren livine elsewhere 
Duration at &t address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

CUIrenteGo~lment - 
Current employment status 
Hours ueullly worked (ft/pt) 
Weeb worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Earb&s 
Waae late 
payment of W d  support 
ADtitude or achievement sfore 
K;mlth /disability status 
Self-eBt~em 
Loars of control or efficacy 
Depression or mbpdive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMIL.Y MEMBERS 

NOTES 

Sample size: 2,029 young wmen aged 14-17 in 1968 

Other 
QliMrar 
IinEiM 

A e 
&thandYearafbbth 
Gender 
Race 
Hlspanisorigin 
Other m@/ethnidty 
Religiwsaffiuatiar 
Religious partidption 
Countryofbirth 

&3E!tu4 
Exact relationship to adult family membera 
Exact relationship to other ch&3ren in HH 
Marital statuslhistory 
Parental status/hietory 
Current enrollment in regular d o 0 1  
Current enrollment in pregchool/daycare 
Highest grade unnpleted 
Grade now enrolled 
Ernployment~tahm/history 
Health status 
Handicapping mnditiol\s 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude m achlwement soore 

g%g2=%h"Ezg 
Dem-cy 

1. When respondent was a child. 
2. Respondent's household activities. 
3. Health limits school work. 
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NLS - Mature Women 
Year of Questionnaire: Every year or two since 1967 

WpLe  elze: 5PS3 women aged 3044 in 1967 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTTCS 

Family Comvosition 
Full roster of h o d o l d  members (first name, age, s e ~  and relationship to reference 
wnron of each member) 

0 h i d  meter of househad members 
Number of adults in household 

0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child or one another 
Exact relations hi^ of familv members to householder. chid or one another 

0 6&mation a& part-ti&ehousehold member 
0 Information about family members no longer Living in household 
0 Information about relatives wholivenearby but not in houeehold 

Socioeconomic 
TotalfamiI inmme 
Number obYperwns who depend on family income 
Sources of income 
Income amounts identified separately by source 

0 Poverty status 
welfare status 
FdStarnpsreceipt 
Childsupportreceipt 
Medicaid werage 
Private health insurance 
Homeownership/renters 
As& (other than home ownership) 

0 PubLic housing ststus 
0 Telephone in household 

Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Reaion of countrv 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spowe/partner 
Marital status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Employment s taw  of adult rmpondent or spouse/partner 
Presence of own children in houeehold 
Age of youn-t own child in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 
Existenae of own children who have left home 
Intention to have (more) chjldren in fuhw 
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Family Functioning 
FamUy activities or time use 
Community involvement (avic, religious, recreational) 

0 Familv communication mttems 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 
Res ndent Cunent or Former 
o r L e  Spoust? 
EersPn NotinHH 

0 Age 
Gender 
Race 
Hisplnic origin 
Other wigin/ethniaty 
R e l i g h s  afHliatfon 
Rdigbus partidpation 
Cormtryofbirth 
Imnigmt status 
English fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation statatus 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number chiklrw ever bom/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age ot youngest child 
ChUdren livlng elsewhere 
hnah at current address 
Rasidential mobility 
Educatfonal attainment 

2 r  attained 
or rogulra HS diploma 

Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worked (ft/pt) 
weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Eaminxs 
Wage Gte 
Pavment of child mmrt 

selfesteem ' 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depre&on or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Child or 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Other 
Children 
mm 
0 hgth and year of birth 

Gwder 
Race 
Hispanic orlgin 
Other origln/ethnidty 
ReUgious affiliation 
Religious participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
E n W  fLuw 
Exact Ationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other &Wren in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental status/history 
C u r r e n t ~ t i n s e g u l ~ ~ s c h o o l  
Current enrollment in preachool/daycare 
Highest grade mmpleted 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping ccmditiars 
Grade repetition 
Aptltude or achievement 
Pregnanq/birth Wtay 
Psycholo@cal well-being 
Delinquency 
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NLS - Older Men 
Year of Questionnaire: Every year or two between 1966 and 1983 

Sample size: 5,020 men aged 45-59 yesrs in 1966 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Full mster of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 
person d each member) 

0 Partial roster of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 

0 Approximate relationship of family members to househdder, child, or one another 
Exact relationship of family members to householder, child or one another 

0 Information a&t prt-tinie household member 
0 Information about famlly membem no longer living in household 
0 hformation about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family i n a n e  

0 Number of rwrsrs who deuend on framilvincome 
~0urcesofLcome 
Income amounts identified separately by wwce 

0 Poverty statue 
Welfarestahle 
Foodstampa receipt 

Private health insurance 

. . 
Publichouslngstatua 

0 Telephone in household 
0 Languas other than IingUah spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Reelon of countw 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Marital status of adult resoondent or swuseloartner 
Employment status of a d h  respond& or ~$use/~artner 
Presence of own children in household 
A@ of pungest own child in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 

0 Existence of own children who haw left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in hrture 

237 
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Family Functioning 
b Familvadivitles or time use 
0 ~on&unity Involvement (dvic, rellglous, reaeational) 
0 FamUv communication Dgttems 

0 Histoiy of family &lence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 
Respondent Current or Folmer 
or Reference 
EersPn 

spouse 
0 

lnMI 
0 ZEUH 0 Age 

Gender 
Race 
Hispanicqrigln 
Other OripJethnidty 
Religbw affiliation 
Religtous partidpation 
Country of blrth 
Immigrant statue 
English fluency 
Current marital statua 
Marital hlstny 
Cohabitation stab 
Cohabitaticm history 
Parental statua 
Number children aver born/ Wed 
Age at flrst birth 
Age of youngest chlld 
Children livlng elsewhere 
Duration at current addre 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

atkaiued 
G or regular HS diploma w 
Current enrollment 
Chmmt employment status 
Holns usually worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pttern 
Main occupation 
Earninm 
wage Gte 
Pavment of child suaoort 
~;titude or achiev&ent score 
HealWdisability status 
self-ateem 
Loars of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
k&=dm 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

$%th and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 
W d C  origin 
Other oaigln/ethnidty 
ReUgiou affiliation 
Religious partidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
MaIltal s t a h + p / ~  
Parental stntus/history 
Current enrollment in quhr &ool 
Current enrollment in peschool/dayare 
Highest grade wmpleted 
Grade now d e d  
Employment status/Nstory 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade remtith 
~~t i tude'or  achievement eme 
Pregnancy/Mrth history 
Psvcholodcal well-belnpr 
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PURPOSE The primary purpose of the National Longitudinal 
Survey of Youth (NLSY) is to replicate and enhance data col- 
lected in the original four cohorts of the National Longitudinal 
Surveys (see separate write-up). It was anticipated that this addi- 
tional cohort would add to the discussion of labor force par- 
ticipation and transition to work from school, and also enable an 
evaluation of expanded employment and training programs for 
youth established in the 1977 amendments to the Comprehen- 
sive Employment Training Act (CETA). A supplemental sample 
of youth enlisted in the Armed Forces permitted review of the 
recruitment and service experience of youth in the military; how- 
ever, this military sample was discontinued after the 1984 inter- 
view. The suppleme&al sample of poor white youth was 
discontinued after the 1990 interview. 

SPONSORSHIP While the Department of Labor initiated the 
NLSY, as it did the original four cohorts, other agencies have 
been actively involved with the development of the youth data. 
The National Institute of Child Health and Human Development 
RJICHD), the National Institute on Drug Abuse, the National 
Institute on Alcohol and Alcohol Abuse, and the Department of 
Defense all sponsored portions of the youth surveys. Data were 
collected by the National Opinion Research Center (NORC). 

DESIGN The Youth cohort is a multi-stage probability sample of 
a nationally representative sample of about 11,400 non-institu- 
tionalized men and women who werebetween the ages of 14 and 
21 as of January 1,1979. An additional 1,280 young people serv- 
ing in the Armed Forces supplemented the civilian cohort. 
Blacks, Hispanics, and poor whites were oversampled to 
facilitate analysis of these subgroups. The civilian population 
was selected via a screening interview administered in ap- 
proximately 75,000 dwellings and group quarters in 202 primary 
sampling units. Military respondents were sampled from rosters 
provided by the Department of Defense of members on active 
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military duty as of September 30,1978. A sample of 200 "military 
units" was selected based on probabilities proportional to the 
number of persons aged 17-21 within the unit, from which per- 
sons 17-21 were subsampled. Women were oversampled at a rate 
approximately six times that of males to obtain approximately 
equal numbers of men and women. The military sample was 
interviewed between 1979 and 1984. Approximately 200 respon- 
dents were retained for post-1984 followup surveys. 

As of the completion of the 13th (1991) interview wave, 90% 
(9,018 of the original 11,406 civilian respondents) were still 
eligible for interview. 

PERIODICITY Interviews on the Youth sample have been con- 
ducted annually since 1979. All surveys, with the exception of the 
1987 telephone interview, were conducted in person. 

CONTENT As the focus of the NLSY was to determine variation 
of labor force participation and experience of a recent cohort of 
young men and women, the content, as with the original four 
cohorts of the NLS, is slanted toward preparation for labor force 
entry and work experience. A good deal of information on 
education, income, family background, marriage, fertility and 
family planning, child care, and maternal and chid health was 
also collected. 

LIMITATIONS Most background information is in reference to 
when the respondent was age 14. Information concerning 
childhood experiences are not collected, although experiences as 
a young adult are documented extensively. However, as the 
youngest are roughly 24 to 25 years of age by 1989, their ex- 
periences may not necessarily be comparable to those of contem- 
porary youth. In 1988, a childhood residence history collected 
information from birth to age 18. 

Detailed lists of family and household structure are available, 
with the capability of constructing patterns of family/household 
change over time and determining any subsqu&t effect on a 
variety of respondent outcomes. Factors affecting the family or 
household unit and/or functioning cannot be assessed. 
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AVAILABILITY Magnetic data tapes or cartridges, CD-ROM, 
file documentation, handbooks describ'ing the NLS, references, 
and publications are all available from: 

NLS User Services 
Center for Human Resource Research 
The Ohio State University 
921 Chatham Lane, Suite 200 
Colmbus, OH 43221-241 8 
614/442-7366 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Steve McClaskie 
The Center for Human Resource Research 
The Ohio State University 
921 Chatham Lane, Suite 200 
Columbus, OH 43221-241 8 
614/442-7366 

PUBLICATIONS Details of sampling procedures can be found in: 

National Longitudinal Survey of Labor Force Behavior, Youth Survey 
(NLS): Technical Sampling Report and the Household Screening: 
Interviewer's Reference Manual, available from the Center for 
Human Resource Research. 

Recent examples of papers that have examined child outcomes 
in the NLSY from the perspective of the family include: 

Desai, S., Chase-Lansdale, P.L., & Michael, RT. (1989). Mother or 
market? Effects of maternal employment on the intellectual 
ability of 4-year-old children. Demography, 16(4), 545-561. 

Haurin, R. J., & Mott, F.L. (1990). Adolescent sexual activity in the 
family context: The impact of older siblings. Demography, 27(4), 
537-557. 

Upchurch, D., & McCarthy, J. (1990). The effects of the timing of 
a first birth on high school completion. American Sociological 
Review, 55(2), 224234. 
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National Longitudinal Survey of Youth 
Years of Questionnaire: 1979-1991 

Sample size: 12,686 p e r m  aged 14-21 as of January 1,1979 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERlSTICS 

Family Composition 
Full rurter of household members @st name, ane, sex, and relationship to reference - 
person of each member) 

0 Partlai mter  of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 

0 Appximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
&act relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 

0 Information about part-timehousehold member 
0 Information about family members no longerliving in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 

0 Number orperaons who depend on family income 
Sources of income 
Income amounts identified separately by sounm 
Poverty status 
Welfare status 
Foodstampsrecelpt 

Private health insurance 
Homeowndp/renters 

0 As4eta (& than home ownershLv) 
Public housing status 

0 Telephone in household 
Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Communitv Variables 
Region of country 
State of residence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or epouse/partner 
Marital status of adult respondent orspouse/partner 
Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Resence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 
Wtence of own children who have left home 
Intention to have (more) children in future 



Family Functioning 
Family activifies or time use 

0 Conukunity involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 F a d v  codnmunication wtterns 

Maritalha nerul/satisfaction 
0 Paren+&conOict 
0 Hietow of marital sa%antlons 
0 of family vidence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF AD 
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aY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 
Reswndent Current or Former 

Gznder 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other origin/ethnidty 
Religiousaffiliation 
Religious participation 
country of birth 
Immigrant status 
SngtishQuency 
Clurent mariy status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number childm~ ever bom/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age of Youngest dd* 
ChUdren living elsewhem 
Duration at currat address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
GE@7zegdiV HS dipmna 
Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worked Wpt) 
W& wmked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main oocupation 
Eianingcl 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
HealtMdisaWity status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of wllhol or efficacy 
Depmsh or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Child or 
Ymth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 
a 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
a 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Other 
Children 
linMIl 
0 
0 

Age 
Month and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanicorigin 
Other origln/ethnidty 
Rdigiou8 aftiliation 
ReUgiouspaaicipa~ 
CountryofMrth 
lmrnigrant status 
English fluency 
Exact relathmahip to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other &Wren in HH 
Marital status/histay 
Parental status/history 
Current enrollment in regular ached 
Current enrollment in preachool/daycare 
Highest grade can  leted 
~ n d e  now e n r o d  
Employmentpudhistay 
Health statue 
Handicapping conditians 
~ ~ a d e  w- 
Aptitude or achievement score 

R3LZ2""Sg 
D e h v c y  

1.  Total number of marriages only, 1982 survey. 
2. Limiting conditions. 
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PURPOSE Child development data were collected on the 
children born to female respondents in the National Lon- 
gitudinal Survey of Youth (NLSY) to create a large, national data 
resource for the study of child outcomes. The child assessment 
measures can be linked to rich data on the education, training, 
family, employment, and related behaviors and attitudes of the 
NLSY respondents from 1979 through the present. These merged 
motherchild data represent an unprecedented opportunity to 
study the dynamics of family transitions and their implications 
for the well-being and development of children. 

SPONSORSHIP The National Longitudinal Survey of Youth 
was initiated by the Department of Labor, which continues to 
provide funding for the survey. Since the first survey in 1979, a 
number of other government agencies have also provided sup- 
port for data collection on topics of interest to them, including 
the National Institute of Child Health and Human Development 
(NICHD), the National Institute on Drug Abuse, the National 
Institute on Alcohol and Alcohol Abuse, and the Department of 
Defense. Funding for the Child Supplement to the regular inter- 
view is provided by NICHD. Data are collected by the National 
Opinion Research Center (NORC), Chicago, Illinois. 

DESIGN The NLSY child data were collected and merged with 
NLS Youth main file data to permit explorations of the ways in 
which families, particularly mothers, affect the early social, emo- 
tional, cognitive, and physiological development of their 
children. The NLS Youth data set contains an over-sample of 
economically disadvantaged whites (until 19921, Hispanics, and 
blacks. More than one child from the same family are included. 
In choosing child assessment measures for the children of NLSY 
females, the goals were to select a set that would tap a range of 
child characteristics, could be administered by interviewers 
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without training in child development, would not require expen- 
sive or bulky equipment, would be acceptable to parents, would 
not be exorbitantly expensive to administer to a large sample, 
and would be valid across a sample varying in social and 
economic characteristics and age. The intent was to select exist- 
ing measures that were known to work well, and to modify their 
length or manner of administration when necessary to accom- 
modate the survey setting. 

The Center for Human Resource Research (CHRR) assumed 
overall responsibility for selection, design and adaptation of the 
child assessments. Development of the 1986 child assessment 
began in the summer of 1985. CHRR staff work in collaboration 
with NORC on such issues as placement and formatting of ques- 
tions, survey timiig, and special data collection considerations 
such as confidentiality, child interview rapport, and testing con- 
ditions. NICHD staff also provides input into the process on a 
continuing basis. Center staff seeks advice on question inclusion 
and a review of the draft survey instrument from the various 
funding agencies, a technical advisory board, and the designers 
of the original instruments. 

The Foundation for Child Development provided W i g  to 
convene a panel of experts to make recommendations for ap- 
propriate assessment measures. The panel was drawn from the 
fields of psychology, child development, medicine, and child 
assessment. Two pre-tests of the draft child instrument were 
conducted in Chicago at NORC in August of 1985. Pretest 
results were used to analyze response frequencies for selected 
questions and to identify problems encountered by both respon- 
dents and interviewers. Based on the results of the pretests, 
modifications to the instruments and administrative procedures 
were made by NORC and forwarded to CHRR for review. 

PERIODICITY The initial wave of interviews was completed in 
1986. Second and third waves were conducted in 1988 and 1990, 
respectively, and a 1992 wave was recently administered. 
Children previously studied received modules appropriate to 
their current ages. New children born were added to the sample 
and given age-appropriate modules. 
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CONTENT A Mother Supplement (i.e., questions addressed to 
the mother about the child) was designed to be completed by the 
mother or guardian for each child prior to or during the ad- 
ministration of the Child Supplement. Certain modules differ 
according to the age of the child, for example, the items on the 
HOME scale. The Mother Supplement contains the four follow- 
ing assessments: 

HOME -Items adapted from the Home Observation for 
Measurement of the Environment (HOME) Inventory for 
children of all ages. 

How My Child Usually Acts-Maternal report of temperament 
or behavioral style over the past two weeks for children under 
seven. 

Motor and Social Development-Motor-social-cognitive 
development for children under age four. 

Behavior Problems Index- Mother ratings of children ages four 
or older in areas of problem behavior such as hyperactivity, 
anxiety, depression, dependency, and aggressiveness. 

The 1990 and 1992 waves ask mothers additional questions 
related to child upbringing, for example, their perceived level of 
difficulty in raising the child, their familiarity with the child's 
friends, and the child's frequency of religious attendance. 

The Child Supplement collects general and health-related 
background information from the mother of each child, respon- 
ses from the children to items from additional assessment instru- 
ments, interviewer evaluations of the testing conditions, and 
intewiewer evaluations of the child's home environment. 

While assessments are administered to only age-eligible 
children each time, not all c h i i e n  are re-administered each 
assessment in subsequent surveys, even if they remain age- 
eligible. The content of the Child Supplement varies across the 
three waves of child data collection. The original Child Supple- 
ment contained the following sections: 

Child Background Section-Identifying information (age, sex, 
grade in school, etc.) from the mother of the child. Questions on 
Head Start participation were added in 1988. 

Child Health Section-Maternal reports of the child's health 
limitations, illnesses, medical treatment, health insurance 
coverage, and height and weight at time of interview. Incidence 
of accidents and injuries were measured starting in 1988. 
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Parts of the Body Scale (not available after 1988) 
The Peabody Picture Vocabula y Test - Revised (PPVT-R) 
The Memory for Location Task (not available after 1988) 
The McCarthy Scale of Chifdren's Abilities: 
Verbal Memory Subscales A€ (Part C not available after 1988) 
What I Am Like 
Memory for Digit Span 
Peabody Individual Achievement Test (PIAT): 
Muth Subscale 
Rmding Recognition Subscale 
Reading Comprehension Subscale 
In addition to these assessments, information gathered on the 

child's mother and her family as part of the NLSY main files can 
be merged with the child data including information about 
employment, education, job training, fertility, child care, income 
and assets. The 1990 and 1992 waves include additional detail 
about children's television viewing as well as how the older 
children spend their time after school. The 1992 instrument intro- 
duces an abbreviated birth history for children age 13 and older. 
Detailed infonnation on pre- and post-natal behaviors and prac- 
tices will be limited in 1992 to pregnancies resulting in live births. 

LIMITATIONS The NLSY-Child -Mother data is an increasing- 
ly used data set, utilized by sociologists, economists, develop- 
mental psychologists, and demographers interested in the family 
and family processes. Because of the availability of longitudiial 
data on both mothers and their children it allows for life-course 
approaches to the effects of family factors on child development. 
Researchers are able to interweave information about family 
structure, income, ethnicity, aspirations, and attainment into 
their examinations of child well-being. The presence of child 
assessments across the cognitive and socioemotional domains is 
another key strength of these data. Finally, the availability of the 
data on a menu-driven CD make the files extremely accessible to 
users. 

Despite its considerable strengths, the Child-Mother data do 
have several limitations that be& mention. Since the sample of 
children about whom data are collected are those born to an age 
cohort of young parents, they are not currently a nationally 
representative sample of all youth. The 1990 panel (the most 
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recent available) represents approximately the first 65% of the 
children that this age cohort can be expected to bear. Consequent- 
ly, the sample includes disproportionate numbers of children 
born to young parents. However, as additional waves of inter- 
views are conducted, the sample becomes increasingly repre- 
sentative of all offspring born to a cohort of American females. 

Another limitation is that only female respondents from the main 
survey and their children are included in the child-mother survey; 
male respondents and their children are not covered. In addition, 
no direct information is obtained from the child's father, although 
this can be inferred for over 90% of the children. Prior to 1984, items 
were not included to idenbfy whether the mothet's spouse was the 
child's biological father. This limitation was corrected in later 
rounds of the survey. The 1990 and 1992 interviews gather informa- 
tion about the child's relationship with a father figure as wellas with 
the biological father. The exact relationship of the father figure to 
both the mother and the drild is also ascertained. 

Researchers examining specific topics such as child care may 
encounter gaps in data availability, for example some of the 
information collected about child care experiences is retrospec- 
tive. However, the Center's Handbook serves as a helpful tool for 
laying out an analysis plan. Additionally, most of the develop- 
mental measures selected for the initial assessment were oriented 
toward young children since a majority of the children born to 
women in NLSY by 1986 were quite young (70% were age 5 or 
younger). One of the challenges facing the CI-IRR is to develop 
appropriate assessments for examining the older children as they 
near adulthood. 

Finally, children whose mothers were part of the over-sample 
of economically disadvantaged whites were not administered 
assessments after 1988. 

AVAILABILITY A merged mother-child data tape and CD 
covering the 1986,1988, and 1990 waves are currently available. 
Users can also obtain a user's guide, copies of instruments, a 
substantial codebook with numeric listings of all variables, and a 
handbook describing the chid assessments in some detail. A 
detailed data file containing raw data from the child interviews 
is also available from CHRR. These data files can be obtained 
from: 
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NLS User Services 
The Center for Human Resource Research 
The Ohio State University 
921 Chatham Lane, Suite 200 
Columbus, OH 43221-2418 
614/442-7366 

Substantive questions related to the NLSY-Child Supplement 
can be directed to: 

Steve McClaskie 
The Center for Human Resource Research 
The Ohio State University 
921 Chatham Lane, Suite 200 
Col~mbu~,  OH 43221-2418 
614/442-7366 

PUBLICATIONS 

CHRR publishes NLSUPDATE, a quarterly newsletter that 
details progress related to the NLS, reports data and documenta- 
tion corrections and lists in-progress research using the NLS 
surveys. 
CHRR keeps track of the hundreds of publications based on 

analyses of NLSdata that appear in scholarly journals. A bibliog- 
raphy of studies based on the NLS is currently available for 
1968-1989, as is an annotated bibliographic supplement contain- 
ing a coded index for and abstracts of post-1989 publications. 
CHRR also makes available the following guide books: 

Baker, P.C., & Mott, F.L. (1989). NLSY Child Handbook 1989: A 
Guide and Resource Document for the National Longitudinal Sur- 
vey of Youth 1986 Child Data. 

Mott, F.L. & Quinlan, S. (1991). Children ofthe NLSY: 1988 Tabula- 
tions and Summary Discussion. 
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Researchers who are considering using the NLSY-CS may also 
find helpful: 

ChaseLansciale, P.L., Mott,F.L., Brooks-Gunn, J., & Phillips, D. 
(1991 ). Children of the national longitudinal survey of youth: 
A unique research opportunity. Developmental Psychology, 
22(6), 918-931. 

Recent examples of papers that have examined child outcomes 
from the NLSY-CS from the perspective of the family include: 

Desai, S., Chase-Lansdale, P.L., & Mlchael, RT. (1989). Mother or 
market? Effects of maternal employment on the intellectual 
ability of four-year-old children. Demography, 26(4), 545-%I. 

Menaghan, E.G., & Parcel, T.L. (1991). Determining children's 
home environments: The impact of maternal characteristics 
and current occupational and family conditions. Joumal of 
Marriage and the Family, 53(2), 417-431. 

Moore, K.A., &Snyder, N.O. (1991). Cognitive attainment among 
first born children of adolescent mothers. American Sociologi- 
cal Reviau, 56,612-624. 
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NLSY-Child-Mother Data 
Years of Questlomaire: 1986,1988,1990 

Sample s i m  7,346 children ages 0-18 in 1988 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household m e m b  @st name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

a$"" 
of each member) 

artlalroster of household membem 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 
Approximate relationship of family membera to houeeholder, child, or one another 

0 Exact relatlon&ipof family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about uart-time household member 
0 Information about l a d y  membera no longer Living in h&dd 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

0   umber ofFs who depend on family income 
So- of income 
Income amnmtsidentifledseparately by source 
Poverty status 
Welfarestatua 

AQS& (other than home ownership) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

GeographiclCommunity Variables 
Redon of countrv 
st&ofresiden& 
(kunty/dty/MSAof residence 
Sze/type of wnununtty 

0 Zip wde 
0 Telephone area axle 

Meh Man resldenw 
0 Neish~hoodquality 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Am of adult respondent or spouse/uarlner 
~ - d t a l  status oiadult =+dent or spuWpartner 
Emdovment status of adult r-dent or stmuse/vartner . -. 
Pre&&e of own children in hokhold 
Age of youngest own child in household 
Am of oldest own child in household 
astence of own children who have left home 

0 Intention to have bore)  children in future 
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Family Functioningg 
b FamIlv aaivilies a time use 
0 &&&nitvinvolvement (civic, r&Loua,recreational) 
0 ~ a m i J ~  oonimunication patterns - 
0 Familv ddon-making 
0 ~arithconflict 
0 Maritalha iness/satisfaction 
0 ~ u e n t d a o n f l i a  

History d marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMnY MEMBERS 

A& 

Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other origln/ethnidty 
Religious affiliation 
Reli@ow participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
Engush fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital histow 

Parental status , 
N u m b a ~ w e r b o m / s t r e d  
Age at Ltrst birth 

Duration at current ad& 
Rasldentialmobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
=regular IIS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Cwrent employment status 
Houm usually m k e d  (ft/pt) 
weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Ea-gs 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
A tude or achievement smre 
&th/DisabiUty statue 
Self-estem 
L ~ o f C a l t r o l o r & c a c y  
Depression or aubpctive well-being 
Workdated attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 

ather 
Children 
Dafnn 
0 Age 

Month and  yea^ of Birth 
Gm* 
Race 
w-=nicolipin2 
0 t h ~ ~  origin/eWdty 
Religims sffIUatlon 
Religious participtim 
Country of Mrth 
Immig?'ant status 
EngUshfluenc 
Exact relatioidip to adult famIIy members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital s t a t u s / h r y  
Parental statua/history 
Current enrollment in regular &ool 
Current enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment tatus/history 
Health stahd 
Handicapping ccmd(ttons 
Graderepetitlon 
Aptitude or adriewement  core 

Ikllnq'=w 

NOTES 
1. Presence of male partner can be established from household record for each 
Year. 
2. Ascertained from mother's ram/ethnkity in 1979. 
3. Pre/postnatal behaviors and practices are also available. 
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1991 Longitudinal ~ o f l o w u ~  
PURPOSE The 1988 National Maternal and Infant Health Sur- 
vey WMIHS) was conducted to study factors related to poor 
pregnancy outcome, such as adequacy of prenatal care; inade- 
quate and excessive weight gain during pregnancy; maternal 
smoking, drinking, and drug use; and pregnancy and delivery 
complications. The Longitudinal Followup 0 conducted in 
1991 provides information on the health and development of 
low- and very low-birthweight babies, child care and safety, 
maternal health, maternal depression, and plans for adoption 
and foster care. 

SPONSORSHIP The NMIHS and the LF were conducted by the 
National Center for Health Statistics/Centers for Disease Con- 
trol in collaboration with the Agency for Toxic Substances and 
Disease Registry; the Center for Prevention Services, the Division 
of Diabetes Translation, and the Office of Minority Health, of the 
Centers for Disease Control; the Center for Devices and 
Radiological Health and the Center for Food Safety and Applied 
Nutrition of the Food and Drug Administration; the Health Care 
Financing Administration; the Maternal and Child Health 
Bureau of the Health Resources and Services Administration; the 
Indian Health Service; the Office of Minority Health of the Public 
Health Service; the National Institute on Alcoholism and Alcohol 
Abuse; the National Institute of Child Health and Human 
Development; the National Institute on Drug Abuse; the Nation- 
al Institute of Mental Health; the Food and Nutrition Service of 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture; the Texas Department of 
Health; and the National Center for Health Statistics. 

DESIGN The 1988 NMMS is the equivalent of a combined Na- 
tional Natality, National Fetal Mortality, and National Infant 
Mortality Survey. Vital records were sampled throughout 1988. 
The survey is a nationally representative sample of 9,953 women 
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who had live births, 3309 who had late fetal deaths, and 5,332 
who had infant deaths in 1988. Blacks were oversampled so that 
they comprised half of each subsample. In addition, low birth- 
weight babies were oversampled so that among the live births 
traced, 15% of the births had a birth weight of under 1,500 grams, 
15% had a b i i  weight of 1,500 to 2,499 grams, and the remain- 
ing 70% had a birth weight of 2,500 grams or more. 

Data were obtained by mailed questionnaires and/or 
telephone interviews with mothers, with hospitals where births 
and infant deaths occurred, and with providers of prenatal care. 
The survey data were linked with vital records information. 
Unlike earlier followback surveys, unmarried as well as married 
women were asked to participate in the survey. 

To obtain as high a response rate as possible, non-respondents 
were recontacted by telephone. In addition, for the hospital 
portion of the survey, hospitals that did not respond within the 
given time period were sent a second questionndreand received 
a telephone reminder. If they still did not fill out the question- 
naire, a representative of the American Medical Record Associa- 
tion called them to encourage them to comply. 

The Longitudinal Followup survey of the mothers in the 1988 
NMMS was conducted in 1991. About 9,400 mothers whose 
infants were living at the time of the NMIHS interview were 
recontacted, and telephone or personal interviews were con- 
ducted. Pediatricians and hospitals were asked to complete ques- 
tionnaires. Also re-interviewed were 1,oO respondents who had 
infant deaths in 1988 and 1,000 respondents who had s t i l l b i i  
in 1988. 

PERIODICITY This is the first time that the three types of fol- 
lowback surveys have been combined. The National Center for 
Health Statistics conducted Followback National Natality Sur- 
veys in 1963,196466,1967-69,1972, and 1980. The 1980 Natality 
Survey was linked to the National Death Index to locate infants 
in the survey who had died during the 12 months after birth. 
National Fetal Mortality Surveys have been conducted in 196466 
and in 1980. 

CONTENT A great deal of information on health and health care 
was collected in the NMIHS. Mothers were asked about prenatal 
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care; sources of payment for prenatal care; their smoking, drink- 
ing, and marijuana use; WIC use patterns; work patterns before 
and after delivery; infant feeding practices; infant health and 
medical care up to 6 months; and sociodemographic charac- 
teristics. 

Hospitals were asked to provide information on such topics as 
maternal hospitalizations (prenatalandup to six monthspostpar- 
turn), maternal and infant diagnoses, charges for care, Cesarean 
delivery and trial of labor, fetal monitoring, medical devices such 
as apnea monitors and respirators, infant resuscitation and 
neonatal intensive care, and infant hospitalizations up to six 
months. 

Prenatal care providers were asked about the women's weight, 
blood pressure, hematocrit, urine glucose, urine protein, and 
hemoglobin at each prenatal visit. In addition, they were asked 
about such topics as patient education, advice, and referral; test- 
ing for AIDS and other sexually-transmitted diseases; use of 
sonograms and X-rays; prescribed medications and vitamins; 
amniocentesis and chorionic villi sampling; and charges for care. 

Information collected in the 1991 Longitudinal Followup in- 
cludes child development and behavior up to three years of age; 
child care; WIC food use; child immunizations and injuries; 
parental smoking, drinking and drug use; stress and social sup- 
port; subsequent fertility; and occupational information. 

LIMJTATIONS Illegal drug use may be under-reported. In ad- 
dition, the sample size limits certain types of analyses. 

AVAILABILITY Public use data tapes are available from: 

National Technical Information Service 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 
703/487-4650 

For substantive questions about the 1988 NhNHS and the 1991 
Followback, contact: 
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Paul J. Placek, Ph.D., Chief 
FollowbackSurvey Branch 
Division of Vital Statistics/NCHS 
6525 Belcrest Rd., Room 840 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-7464 

PUBLICATIONS 

Hoffman, J., Overpeck, M., Berendes, H., Gupta, S., & Krauss, N. 
(1991, November). The influenceofsocial factow on birth weight in 
the United States: Results from the 1988 National Maternal and 
Infint Health Suroey. Presented at the American Public Health 
Association meetings, Atlanta, GA. 

Kogan, M., S ipson,  G., Keppel, K., & Placek, P. (1988, October). 
Demographic aspects ofthe 1990 Longitudinal Followup of Mothers 
in the 1988 NationalMaternaland Infant Health Survey. Presented 
at the Southern Demographic Association meetings, San An- 
tonio, TX. 

Kogan, M., & Simpson, G. (1988, September). Survey methods for 
the 1990 Longitudinal Followup of the NMIHS. Washington, DC: 
NCHS. 

Krulewitch, C. (1991, November). The 1988 National Maternal and 
Infant Health Survey: A unique datasd to analyze perinatal 
problems. Presented at the National Perinatal Association meet- 
ings, Boston, MA. 

Sanderson, M,, Placek, P., & Keppel, K. (1991). The 1988 National 
Maternal and Infant Health Sunrey: Design, content, and data 
availability. Birth, 28(1), 26-32. 

Teitelbaum, M., Bourdon, K., & Locke, B. (1991, November). 
Depression in women after an adverse birth outcome: 1988 National 
Maternal and Infant Heahh Survey. Presented at the American 
Public Health Association meetings, Atlanta, GA. 
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National Maternal and Infant Health Survey 
and 1991 L o n t d i n a l  Followup 

Year of mahe 1988 
Sample size: 9,953 live Mrths; 3,309 late fetal deaths; 5,332 Mant deaths 

PAMXY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Family Composition 
0 Full mter of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

person of each member) 
Partial meter ofhouseholdmembem 
Number of adults in household 
Number of drildren In houAdd 
Approximate relationship of family membere to householder, child, or one another 
had relationship of family members to householder, child a meanother 

0 Information about rt time househdd member 
information about ?Ay membersnolongerlivlng in household 

0 Information about relatives wholtvenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic * Total familv inwme 
0 ~ u m b e r o f ~ ~ s  whodependon famlly inmme 

SourcesofInonne 
Income amounts identified separately by m c e  
Poverty status 
Welfarestatus 
Food Stampreoeipt 
child s u m t  IscelDt 
~ c a i d ' c o v e r a ~ e '  

0 Private health insurance 
Homeownership/renten, 

0 Assets (other than home ownership) 
P u b l i c ~ g s t a h L s  
Telephone in household 

0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geo~paphic/Community Variables 
Region of country 
Stateofrddmce 

0 County/city/MSA of residence 
0 Size/type of community 
0 Zlv wde 
0 Telephone area axle 
0 Metrowlitan residence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult reapondent or sparse/partner 
MarItal status of adult resmdent or swuse/mrtner 
Employment stahu of add! responderit or @we/p~ttner 

0 Presenceofownchildmnhhousehold 
Age of youngest own chOd in household 

0 Age of oldest own chiid in household 
0 Existence of own a d t e n  who have left home 

Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
Family activities or time use 

0 Community hvolvement (civic, reUgiou8, reueational) 
0 Familv communication mttems 
0 ~amtl'y decision-making' 
0 Maritalconkkt 
0 Maritalha es/satlsfactlon 
0 P a r e n t 2 m n N c t  
0 Htstorydmaritalseparatlons 
0 History of family violence 
0 History d marital rmmPelllng 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Cwrent 

H w M  m Former 
or Male spoltse 

Mpther rn 
I!am!z rn NotinHH 

0 
tgder 
Race 
Hispaniccpigln 
Other orlgudethnidty 
Reli&wa affllistlon 
R e l i g h a  partidpation 
CountJydbiah 
Immigrant status 
Engush fluency 
C m t  marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number chiMren ever bom/sired 
Ageatfirstbirth 
Age of youngest child 
QlUdren living elsewhere 
Duration at cwrent ad&- 
Restdentla1 mobility 
Educational attainment w attained 
G orregular HSdiplotna 
clment enrollment 
Current employment status 
HOUIgusuaIly worked (ft/pt) 
Weelu worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Liamings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
A tude or achievement score 

ealth/disabilily status 8 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or eIA*lcy 
Depression or subjecthe well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Referace 
Qlildm 
Youth 
ResDondent 

0 

0 
0 
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
a 
0 
0 
0 
a 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

2:&dndFoTbinh 
Gender 
Race 
HLBpank origin 
other orlgill/ahnldty 
ReUgious affiliation 
Lycd=path 

Immigrant statua 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family m e m b  
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental &tahLs/history 
C m t  enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Highest grade mpleted 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/history 
Mthstahrs 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade remtltion 



National Medical 
Expenditure Survey 

PURPOSE The primary goal of the National Medical Expendi- 
ture Survey (NMES) is to document how Americans use health 
care services and to determine the amount and pattern of health 
expenditures. Data cover a one year period. The NMES provides 
the most comprehensive statistical picture to date of how health 
services are used and financed in the United States. 

SPONSORSHIP The first and second rounds of the NMES (I and 
11) were conducted by the Agency for Health Care Policy and 
Research (formerly the National Center for Health Services Re- 
search and Technology Assessment), Center for General Health 
Services Intramural Research, U.S. Department of Health and 
Human Services. The Center documents current publications 
from NMES and houses public user data files for individuals 
interested in conducting secondary analyses from NMES data. 

Numerous agencies played a role in the development, collec- 
tion and maintenance of the component surveys of NMES 11. The 
Indian Health Service supported the Survey of American Indians 
and Alaskan Natives, while HCFA, NCHS and the Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation provided techni- 
cal assistance on the survey design and the development of all 
survey instruments. Interviews were conducted by independent 
contractors, including Westat, Inc., National Opinion Research 
Center, and The Council of Energy Resource Tribes. 

DESIGN NMES includes three primary components: The 
Household Survey (which included two supplemental surveys, 
the Medical Provider Survey and the Health Insurance-Employer 
Survey), the Survey of American I n d i i  and Alaska Natives, and 
the Survey in Institutions. All components of NMES were 
designed to provide unbiased national estimates of health status, 
health service utilization, insurance coverage, health expendi- 
tures, and sources of payment of health services for the civilian 
population of the United States in the year in which the survey 
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was conducted: January 1 to December 31,1977, for NMES I, and 
January 1 to December 31,1987 for NMES II. 

The NMES I was collected in 1977 and completed in 1979. Data 
covered a wide variety of issues including the number and char- 
acteristics of the uninsured and underinsured, tax implications of 
excluding employer-paid premiums for health insurance from 
employee income, and differences in health service utilization by 
demographic and socioeconomic characteristics. Respondents 
were the non-institutionalized population. 

The NMES II was initiated in the 1980s with the primary data 
collection in 1987. Although the NMES 11 included the non-in- 
stitutionaliied population as well, it also covered extensive infor- 
mation on populations residing in or admitted to nursing homes 
and facilities for the mentally ill. 

The Household Survey - This is a national probability sarnple of 
the civilian, non-institutionalized population, with an oversam- 
pling of poor and low income families, the elderly, the function- 
ally impaired, and black and Hispanic minorities. A total sample 
of 35,000 individuals in 14,000 households who completed all five 
rounds of data collection make up the Household Survey sample. 
A sub-sample of respondents employed (excluding self- 
employed respondents) any time during the 1987 calendar year 
was used to conduct the Medical Provider Survey and the Health 
Insurance-Employer Survey. 

Medical PrmOMder Survey and Healfh Insumnce-Employer Survey - 
Permission for the supplemental surveys was carried out in two 
stages. In the second round of the Household Survey, a 25% 
sample of respondents reporting any group insurance was asked 
to sign a form authorizing use of a questionnaire to obtain 
verification of coverage, benefits, and premium information from 
medical providers and third party payers. Ninety percent of 
respondents with insurance provided permission. Approximate- 
ly 16,000 permission forms were mailed, with a response rate of 
85%. 

The Suruey of American Indhns and Alaska Natives ISAlAN) - This 
survey queried American Indians and Alaska natives eligible to 
receive care through the Indian Health Service (IHS). SAWN 
adopted a probability sample design using an IHS-constructed 
sampling frame of counties with eligible individuals living on or 
near federally recognized reservations or in Alaska. Initial 
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screening was completed inapproximately 13,700 dwelling units, 
of which 6,500 respondents were interviewed. Data from the 
SAWN can be compared to the general U.S. population regarding 
health status, health service utilization, and access to care. 

Survey in Institutions (SII) - SII sampled persons residing in or 
admitted to nursing and personal care homes and facilities for the 
mentally ill. A three stage probability sample design was 
employed to select facilities (Stages1 and II) and to further sample 
health providers who were available to deliver care on January 1, 
1987. A sample of admissions from each facility between January 
1 and December 31, 1987 was also selected. A total of 1,500 
facilities, 7,000 current health residents and 3,500 new admissions 
were selected. 

Data collected in eachcomponent were weighted to correct for 
oversampling and differential rates of non-response. 

PERIODICITY The NMES is conducted every ten years to es- 
timate the health care utiliiation and expenditures during the 
past calendar year of the year of interview. NMES I was con- 
ducted in 1977 and completed in 1979. NMES 11 was conducted 
in 1987and completed in 1989. NMES III is planned for 1996. Data 
for each ten year panel is collected through a series of five rounds 
of core and supplementary interviews. - 

Families participating in the Household Survey were inter- 
viewed five times (rounds) overa period of 16 months to ascertain 
data concerning the family's health and patterns of health care 
during the 1987 calendar year. 

CONTENT Household Survey - Baseline data included informa- 
tion on household composition, employment and insurance, ill- 
nesses, use of health services, and health expenditures for each 
family member. Employment and insurance information was 
updated at each round. 

Rounds one through four included a core survey plus a series 
of supplemental questions covering different health related 
topics. 

Rounds one and four included a supplement on use of long 
term care to estimate the number of persons with functional 
disabilities and the formal use of long-term care facilities or home 
care provided by family or friends. 
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Round two added questions on giving and receiving care, with 
round three as a supplement addressing access to care. 

Round five collected information only on tax filing and medical 
deductions for each household. 

A self-administered questionnaire was conducted between the 
first and second rounds to both the Household and SAIAN 
samples to ascertain health status, attitudes about health and 
health behaviors. Questionnaires were given to both adults and 
children (ages 0-4 and 5-17). 

Two additional components of the Household Survey include: 
Medical Provider Survey - which obtained information from 

physicians, hospitals, outpatient clinics, emergency rooms, and 
home health agencies used by respondents in the Household 
sample. Health Insumnce-Employer Survey- which covered infor- 
mation on private insurance of persons in the Household Survey, 
including premiums paid by all sources, and provisions of health 
coverage. A substudy, the Employer Health Insurance Cost Sur- 
vey, incorporated a combination of telephone and mail surveys of 
employers of working persons in the Household Survey. Data 
concerning employee wages, the number of employees covered 
by group health plans, the total amount of employer payments 
for employee health insurance, and the premiums paid by the 
employee were collected. 

The Survey of American Indians and Alaska Natives - Data collec- 
tion instruments and interview procedures used in the 
Household Survey were also used in the SAIAN and thus 
provides a basis for comparing health service utilization of 
American Indians and Alaska Natives to the general population. 
Data focused on access to care, sources of payin&-for care 
provided by sources other than the Indian Health Service, and 
use of traditional medical care. 

Survey in Institutions (S11) - This component obtained extensive 
information on demographics, health and functional status, 
living arrangements, and insurance coverage at time of admis- 
sion. Data were obtained from two sources. Characteristics of the 
facilities and associated charges were obtained from facility ad- 
ministrators, and the financial status, insurance coverage, and 
personal history of the institutionalized person were obtained 
from the next of kin. 
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Information from all components are currently person- and 
family-based level data. Data are available to conduct event es- 
timates (total hospitalizations, bouts of illness, etc.) and perform 
event-level analyses. 

NMES I1 data, unlike information from program or provider 
surveys, can be used to estimate all public and private sources of 
coverage for health services as well as out-of-pocket payments by 
individuals and families. Comprehensive analyses of health ex- 
penditures and utilization patterns of families may be conducted 
as well. 

LIMITATIONS Information on health care utilization is fora one 
year period, with latest information for the 1987 calendar year. 
Analysis of trends in the use of health services over time can only 
be done over roughly ten year segments. Important information 
concerning health services that may have occurred during the 
time prior to the one year in question cannot be investigated. 

AVAILABILITY Data are available to the public on magnetic 
tape and may be purchased through the National Technical Infor- 
mation Service (see below). Although a total of 40 NMES tapes 
are planned for release, 14 are currently available. Each tape 
contains data from various components of the total NMES. File 
descriptione and coding documentation accompany each tape. 

To purchase data tapes, contact: 

National Technical Information Service 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 
703/487-4780 

To obtain information concerning availability and content of 
data sets, contact: 

Deb Potter 
Public Use Data Tapes 
Agency for Health Care Policy 
and Research/DHHS 
Rockville, MD 20852 
301 /227-8406 
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To obtain additional information on NMES II, contact: 

Daniel C Walden, Ph.D., Director 
Mvision of Medical Expenditure Studies 
Agency for Health Care Policy 
and ResearWDHHS 

Executive Office Center, Suite 500 
2101 East Jefferson Street 
RockviUe, MD 20852 
301 /227-8400 

PUBLICATIONS 

Cafferata, G. (1986). Poor health and the A-can family. Annual 
meeting of the Eastern Sodological Society. 

Cohen, S. (1982). Family unit analysis in the National Medical Expen- 
diture Suruey. F'roceedings of the Survey Research Section, 
American Statistical Association. 

Cohen, S. (1990). Estimation wncerns for family level analysis in 
national panel surveys. Paper presented at the annual meeting 
of the American Statistical Association. 

Cohen, S., DiGaetano, R. & Waksberg, J. (1987). Sample design of 
the National Medical Expenditure Survey - Household Component. 
Proceedings of the Survey Research Methods Section, 
American Statistical Association. 

Cunningham, P. (1990). Medical care and expenditures for 
children across stages of the family life cycle. Journal of Mar- 
riage and the FamiZy, 52(1),197-207. 

Kasper, J., Rossiter, L. & Wilson, R (1987). A summary of eqmdi- 
tures and sources of payment for personal health seroices from the 
National Medical Care Expenditure Survey. NHCES Data 
Preview Series, No. 24 (DHHS Pub. No. (PHS)87-3411). 
Washington, DC: GPO. 
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National Medical Expenditure Survey 
Yearof Queationnak 1987 

Sample he: 12,104 (Houaehold) & 2,019 (SAIAN) 
FAMlLY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members (firat name, age, eex and relationship to reference 
-n of each member) 

0 Partial roster of household members 
0 Number of adults in household . . . -. . .. 

  umber of &en inNumberofd3dreninhouseholdhousehold 
0 Approximaterelatiomhip of family member6 to householder, &Id, or one another 

Exact relationshiv of familv members to householder, chiId, or one another 
0 lnf&&on a b d t  prt-time household member 
0 Information about family members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who Uve nearby but not in household 

Income amountsldentified separately by sauce 
0 Poverty status . welfarestatus 

Food Stamp d p t  
Child SllDWTt d ~ t  

Rivate health i n k a m e  
Homeownership/renters 
A& ( o h  than home ownership) 

0 Public housin~ status 
Telephone in lkmehold 

0 Language other than En+ spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Region of country 
State of residence 

0 County/dty/hWa of residence 
0 Sizdtvw of communitv 
.u oo;ie 

~Jephone area mde 
0 Metropolitan residence 
0 Neighborhoodquality 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent orspowe/&mtner 
Maritalsiahrs of adult respondant or spouse/partner 
Employment status of adult respondent orspouse/p 

0 Pmmce of own children in household 
Age of youngest own d3d tn household 

0 Age of oldest own child in household 
Existence of own children d o  have left home 

0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult Curmlt 
Re9 ndent Currwt a Former *a- 
&ram 
0 

237 zzhi 0 

2b 
R a e  
Hispanic ovlgin 
Other origidethniaty 
Rdigbus affiliatkn 

Immigrant status 

Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
CohaMtation history 
Parental status 
Number children ever bom/sired 
Age at first birth 
Aged youngest child 
Qlldran living elsewhere 
Duration at current a d h  
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

35- attained 
G a regular HS diploma 
currenttmdhlent 
Cwrent em loymenf status 
 ours &Y w a w  Wpt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattem 
Main occupation 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude a achievement m e  
Healthldisabiuty status 
Self-esteem 
Loam of control a efficacy 
Depreashrn ar subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth 

Y 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Other 
Children 
fii)nn2 

En@fluency 
Exact relationship to adult h d y  membed 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 

Current enrollment in regular school 
Cwrent emdhent in pmch~dldaycare 
Higheat grade cmn leted 
Grade now eurolJ 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Autitude or achievement score 
Pkg&cy/birth history 
Psychological well-bdng 

NOTES 
1. Medicare average also available. 
2. Exact  elations ship to adult respondent only. 



National Mortaliw 
Followback ~urve'jr 

PURPOSE The National Mortality Followback Survey (NMFS) 
supplements information from death certificates with data on 
important characteristics of the deceased in order to idenhfy and 
address pressing future health issues. Data include use of health 
services prior to death, socioeconomic status, and lifestyle and 
health behaviors. Data are obtained from informants and hospi- 
tals or institutions identified on the death certificate. Data from 
NMFS extend beyond the range of items normally included on 
the death certificate, permitting epidemiological and statistical 
analyses of mortality not possible using data solely contained in 
vital records. National estimates can be calculated and used to 
assess the reliability of data reported on the vital record. 

SPONSORSHIPThe NMFS is sponsored by the Division of Vital 
Statistics, National Center for Health Statistics, U.S. Department 
of Health and Human Services. 

DESIGN Information from the death certificate is coupled with 
data obtained from the next of kin or informant who provided the 
information concerning the deceased on the death certificate, and 
from hospital, hospice, or nursing home facilities in which the 
deceased was admitted during the last year of life. Surveys of 
informants are conducted both by telephone and in person. Infor- 
mation obtained from next of kin is then corroborated through 
followup questionnaires to health facilities. A sample of about 
20,000 deaths from all certificates filed in state and independent 
registration areas is taken, from which followup questionnaires 
are sent. The 1986 sample was nationally representative of all 
deaths of persons aged 25 and older. The 1993 NMFS will be a 
nationally representative sample of adults and adolescents 15 
years of age or older who died in 1993. The 1993 NMFS sampling 
frame will comprise death certificates selected from the Current 
Mortality Sample (CMS) of 1993, a ten percent sample of the 
states' death certificates received by the National Center for 
Health Statistics. Approximately 20,000 deaths will be examined, 
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with an oversampling of deaths due to AIDG, substance abuse, 
cancer, heart and lung disease, accidents, homicides and suicides, 
and deaths among minorities. 

PERIODICITY Surveys were conducted in 1961,1962-63,1964- 
65,1966-68, and 1986. The 1993 NMFS will be conducted during 
1993-1994. 

CONTENT Questions on the 1986 NMFS included health care 
services provided in the last year of life, sources of payment of 
health services, and lifestyle, health, personal, and background 
characteristics. The 1993 NMFS willclosely follow that of the 1986 
survey; in addition, information on HIV/AIDS, substance abuse, 
accidents, homicides, suicides, the elderly, mortality among 
minorities, and chronic disease and disease prevention will be 
collected. 

LIMITATIONS In 1966-68, death certificates were sampled only 
for those 35-84. In 1986, the sample was limited to those aged 25 
and older. The 1993 sample will include adults and adolescents 
aged 15 or older. Information pertaining to deceased children or 
their families, however, was not obtained in either the 1966-1968 
or 1986 surveys, and will not be collected in the 1993 NMFS. 
While the NMFS allows for identification and planning for future 
health issues, death registration systems can vary from state to 
state in terms of the consistency, completeness, and accuracy of 
recorded information, particularly with respect to cause of death. 
Therefore, the comparability of information on death certificates 
across skates may be limited. In addition, the next of kin or in- 
formant may not know or may have to estimate specific details 
concerning the deceased (for example, year of birth or social 
security number), especially if the deceased is elderly. These 
items may be important to accurately link the death certificate 
with other health records. 

AVAILABILITY Division of Vital Statistics tapes can be pur- 
chased from: 

National Technical Information Service 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 
703/487-4780 
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For information on tape specification, price, and stock num- 
bers, contact: 

Division of Vital Statbtia 
Scientific and Technical Information Branch 
6525 Belcrest Road 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-8500 

For information on tape content, methodology and procedures, 
contact: 

Joe Fred Gonzalez 
Mathematicalstatistician 
Office of Research and Methodology 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Behest Rd., Rm. 915 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-7022 

For information specifically on the 1986 or 1993 National Mor- 
tality Followback Swey,  contact: 

Dr. Paul 1. Placek 
Chief, Followback Survey Branch 
Division of Vital Statistics/NCHS 
6525 Belcrest Road, Rrn. 1070 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-7032 

PUBLICATIONS 

Centers for Disease Control. (1989). National Mortality Follow- 
back Survey: Characteristics of persons who died from dis- 
eases of the heart, United States, 1986. Morbidity and Mortality 
Weekly Reports, 38 

(34,597-600. 

Kapantais, G., and Powell-Griner, E. (1989). Characteristics of 
persons dying from AIDS: Preliminary data from the 1989 
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National Mortality FoUowback Survey. Advance Data from 
Vital and Health Statistics, 273. Hyattsville, MD: National Cen- 
ter for Health Statistics. 

Seeman, L (1992). National Mortality FoUowback Survey: 1986 
Summary, United States. Viful and Health Statistics, 20(19). 
Hyattsville, MD: National Center for Health Statistics. 

Seeman, I., Poe, G.S., & McLaughlin, J.K. (1989). Design of the 
1986 National Mortality Followback Survey Considerations 
on collecting data on decedents. Public Health Report, 104(2), 
183-188. 
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National Mortality Followback Survey 
Year of Questionnah 1986 

Semple size 20,000 deaths of persons 25 and older' 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full raster of househdd m e m w  (first name, age, sex, and re4ationship to reference - 
pason of eadr member) 

0 Partial roster of household members 
Number of adults in household2 
Number of children in horrseholdZ 

0 Approximate relaMonahip of family members to householder, cud. or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child. or one another 
0 InfonnaMon about part-time household member 
0 Infnmation about family members no longer living in househdd 
0 Inionnation about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 
,umber o&emms who depend on family income 

0 Sourcesofinarme 
0 I n c o m e a ~ t e i d e n t i f i e d ~ t e l y  by souroe 
0 Poverty statua 
0 Welfarestatus 
0 F o o d s t a m p s ~ p t  

0 Homeownership/rentets 
0 k.Jsets (other than home ownership) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in househdd 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
R e g h o n o f ~ ~ ~ t I y  
Stated residenee 
County/dty/MSA ofresidence 

0 Size/- of mmmunitv 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
B Age of adult l ~ s  dent orspouse/partner P" 0 Marttal status o adult respondent or spouse/partna 
0 Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
0 Resence of own children in household 
0 Age of you.@ own child in household 
0 A g  of oldest own child in household 
0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in fume 
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Family Functioning 
t) Family activities or time use 
0 Community involvement (civic, religious, -tiondl 
0 Familv communication vatterns 
0 ~amGdedsion-ma~dng' 
0 Marital conflict 
0 Maritalha inemlsatisfactlon 
0 ~arent-ch&onfkt 
0 History ofmarltal separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of rnaritalcoun8eUing 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

2% 
R a e  
Hispanic migin 
Other origidethnidty 
ReUgsous afmtbn 
Religious participation 
country of^ 
Immlgrmt status 
bglishfluency 
Cwrent marital status 
Marital &tory 
CohaMtation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental statue 
Numb ChildEn ever bwn/sired 
Age at ttrst biah zTGtg$=* 
Duration at current addreas 
Re4idential mobility 
Educational attainment 

G ~ : z a r " l H S d i p l h  
Current enrollment 
Cumat em loyment status 
H- usuaiY worked Wpt) 
Weeks waked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 

Wage rate 
Payment of chlld support 

~ ~ ~ ~ i ' ~ 3 S C O r e  

selfesteem 
Locua of control or efficacy 
-on or subiective well-being 
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CHARACTRUSTICS OF CHnD FAMILY  MEMBERS^ 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
Bgwondent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

OUler 
Children 
llnMn 
0 Ago 
0 Month and year of Mrth 
0 Gender 
0 Race 
0 Hispanic oligln 
0 Other origin/ethnidty 
0 ReUglousaffillattan 
0 Religbwpartiapation 
0 CounhyofMrth 
0 Immigrant status 
0 Engushfluency 
0 Exact relattonship to adult family members 
0 Exact relaticmship to other children in HH 
0 Maritalstatus/hisaoly 
0 Parentalstatus/history 
0 Current enrollment in regular school 
0 Cwent enrollment in presdrool/daycare 
0 Highest grade completed 
0 Grade now adled 
0 Employmentptus/hlstory 
0 Health atatus 
0 Handicapping conditions 
0 Gladerepetition 
0 Aptltudeorachlevement~~~~e 
0 Pregnancyfbirthhisbry 
0 Psychological well-being 
0 Delinquency 

NOTES 
1. Information refam to period surrounding the deceased's last year of life, or at 
least the time of death. 
2. Total family size only. 
3. Identifies sources used to pay for health care, including Medicare. 
4. Items represent information to be collected on persons 1517 who will die in 
1993. 
5. Varying details concerning limiting, chronic conditions, diet, and general 
health behavior. 



National Survev 
of Black  mer ricks 

PURPOSE The National Survey of Black Americans (NSBA) is 
one of eight surveys conducted under the Program for Research 
on Black Americans (PRBA) at the Institute for Social Research at 
the University of Michigan. The PRBA was formed in 1976 by 
social scientists and students at the University of Michigan to 
collect and analyze information on national and international 
studies of African Americans and peoples of African descent. 

While information concerning the African American adult 
population has been collected as part of surveys of the general 
adult population, the concepts, measures, and theoretical 
premises underlying such studies typically have been designed 
to capture issues most relevant to the life of white Americans. 
The NSBA was specifically developed for two purposes: 1) to 
address the cultural context of black life in America and to 
document issues most salient to the lives of black Americans, and 
2) to provide research and training opportunities for black social 
scientists and students interested in the social, economic, and 
psychological issues pertinent to the lives of black Americans. 

SPONSORSHIP The NSBA was initiated in 1977 through fund- 
ing from the National Institute of Mental Health. Data were 
originally collected by James S. Jackson and Gerald Gurin. Sam- 
pling methodology, survey development, staff training, and data 
collection and analysis were made possible in part by the Survey 
Research Center, Institute for Social Research, University of 
Michigan. 

DESIGN The NSBA is a multistage national probability sample 
based on the 1970 Census, incorporating census updates of the 
black population. The selection of the sample came from 76 
certainty and non-certainty areas (areas predetermined to con- 
tain or not to contain a minimum number of black households). 
A total of 2,107 adults 18 years of age and older were interviewed 
over a seven month period between 1979 and 1980, representing 
an overall response rate of 67%. 
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Two distinct screening methods were employed to identify 
households for subsequent participation in the study. One was 
the Standard Listing and Screening Procedures (SLASP). SLASP 
was applied to mixed and mostly black areas and provided, 
along with a listing of every household in the designated sam- 
pling area, a subset of households which served as references for 
race identification and selection purposes. The other method was 
the Wide Area Screening Procedure WASP), which employed 
white interviewers in areas where few or no black households 
were suspected. WASP interviewers questioned the reference 
households about black households or black families in their 
area, and then listed only the identified black housing units for 
screening. This process minimized the cost and time involved in 
locating and listing black housing units in areas where few black 
households were identified. 

PERIODICITY The first survey was conducted between 1979 
and 1980 over a sevenmonth period. Two followup interviews of 
the original cohort were conducted. The first followup, between 
1987 and 1988, included a total of 935 respondents from the 
original 1979 cohort. The second followup was carried out be- 
tween 1988 and 1989 on 782 respondents. Members of the 
original cohort who were also from a three generation family 
were reinterviewed between 1980 and 1981 as part of PRBA's 
National Three Generation Study. 

CONTENT The NSBA covers eight general areas: 
Neighborhood - general life satisfaction, and com- 
munity involvement; 
Religion - religious affiliation and the role of the 
church; 
Health and problems - health status, health service 
utilization, and satisfaction with services, locus of con- 
trol, and self esteem; 
Employment status - type of work and work history, 
barriers to employment, racial discrimination and com- 
position of work force; 
Famil and Mends - general support from family and 
friend, importance of relatiomhips; 
Use of help resources - mental health and help seeking 
behavior; 
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Group and personal identity - racial identity, attitudes 
and group affiliations; and 
Personal data - background characteristics, family and 
household structure. 

LIMITATIONS Although the NSBA covers general questions 
on the background and socioeconomic status of adult black 
respondents, the detail of many of those questions is less than 
that provided by most surveys of the general adult population. 
However, the range of content areas allows for more analyses 
regarding the life situation of black Americans that have not been 
adequately examined using other national data sets. 

As the survey is limited to the adult population, only the 
effects of various factors on adult outcomes and functioning can 
be investigated. No specific or detailed information on chiidren 
is collected, with the exception of the household roster, where 
age and relation of children in the home to the respondent are 
identified. However, profiles of adults living in different family 
circumstances (such as married-couple or single-parent 
households) can be made. 

AVAILABILITY The NSBA is available from the Inter-Univer- 
sity Consortium for Political and Social Research (ICPSR) in two 
formats: card image and OSIRIS. The card image file contains 
several decks per case. The OSIRIS dictionary provides the for- 
mat and coding information for each variable contained on the 
data file. A single logical record is constructed for each case, with 
1,451 variables and 2,107 records. Data can be obtained from: 

Inter-University Consortium 
for Political and Social Research 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

For substantive questions, contact: 
Dr. James S. Jackson or Sally E. Oswald 
Program for Research on Black Americans 
University of Michigan 
5118 Institute for Social Research 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106-1248 
313/763-0045 
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National Survey of Black Americans 
Year of Questionnaire: 1979-1980 

Sample 2,lW 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
b Full roster of howehold members (first name, age, p, and relationship to reference 

person ofeachmember) 
0 Partial roster d household members 

Number of adults in household 
Numberofchildreninhousehold 
Approximate relationship of family members to househ-, child, or m e  anotha 

0 Exact relatirmship of Bmily members to householder, child, a one another 
0 Information about uart-ttme household member - ~ 

3 Information about ~ a d y  members no longer living in household 
Information about relatives who Eve nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family income 

0 Number of persons who depend on family i n ~ ~ n e  
0 So- of income 
0 Income amounts identified separately by sour~e 
0 Poverty status 

Weltarestatus 
0 Food Stamp receipt 
0 Child support recelp' 
0 Ivledicaidcoverage 

private health insurance1 
Homeownaship/mters 

0 AWLS (other than home ownerahip) 
0 Public housingstatus 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than En&h spoken in home 

GeographiclCommunity Variables 
R w n  of country 
Stated midence 

0 County /city /MSA of residence 

?$ephone area code 

0 Meh"$Utanresldence Neigh orhood quality 
0 Locallabor market 

Stage in Family Life Cvcle * Aged adult m a p d e n t  or spouse/partner 
Marltal status of adult raspondent or apouse/partner 
Employment statua of adult respondent a spouse/partner 
Resence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own chiidin household 
Ageofddestownchildinhousehold 
Existence of own children who have left home 

0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
b F a d v  adlvities or time use 

Gm&unity involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 Familv communication wttems 

0 ~ist0.i. of family videnee 
0 Hietory of marital counselling 

CHARACrmZISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 

Tbt Current or Former 
or eference Father 
MQtha F 0 

2 d e r  
Race 
Hispani=* 
0th- ongdethniaty 
ReUgiow atfillation 
Religious participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
EngUshfl-cy 
C-t marital status 
Maritalhisbory 
Cohabltatlon status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental stat118 
Number childrac ever bom/sired 
Age at &stbirth 
Age of youngest child 
Qllldren living elsewhere? 
Duration at current address4 
Residential mobility 
Educatlcaral attainment 

ees attalned 
%or regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 

Weekswo~ked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Earninns 
Wage Gte 
Payment of child support 
A tit& or achievement smre 
ddth/d i sa~ty  status 
Sellesteein 
Lauo of control or efficacy 
Dep~ession or subjective well-being 
Workdated attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
w o r  
Youth 
l hu2d .a  

0 
0 

;. 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

Other 
Children 
fintm 
0 

and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 

%zse thn id ty  
R&gh3afmatioar 
Religious pticipation 
Country of birth 

%%=\b ~ x a a  dt~onship to addt f a d y  m e m d  
Exact relalionahtp to other children in HH 
Marital status/hiaaay 
Parental stab/history 
Current enrollment in rermkr school 
Current enrollment in p&hool/daygre 
Hiehest made comdeted 
~ G d e  ngw enroll& 
Employment status/histcuy 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or achievement - 
Regn-cy/M& w 
PsyEhoIogica1 well-being 
Dem-cy 

1. No diiinctiin between private or biic health insurance is made. 
2. &nod satisfaction with family l i i  
3. Can verify by using household roster and vital status of childm ever born. 
4. Can be approximated using date of last move and date of interview. Only 
year of last move is available. 
5. Exact relationship to adult respondent. 
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PURPOSE First fielded in 1976, the National Survey of Children 
@I%) was designed to provide a broad profile of the physical 
health, emotional well-being, and social development of U.S. 
children of elementary-school age, and an assessment of the fami- 
ly and neighborhood circumstances in which they were growing 
up. In a second wave of interviews conducted in 1981, these goals 
were augmented by a focus on the effects of marital conflict and 
disruption on children. In a third wave of interviews conducted 
in 1987, additional information was collected on welfare depend- 
ence and early sexual and fertility behavior as well as various 
measures of youth development and well-being in young adul- 
thood. 

SPONSORSHIP Funding for the initial survey (Wave I) was 
provided by the Foundation for Child Development. Data collec- 
tion activities in 1981 Wave IJ.) were jointly sponsored by the 
Foundation for Child Development and the National Institute of 
Mental Health. The third wave (Wave III) of data collection was 
funded by the Center for Population Research of the National 
Institute of Child Health and Human Development, the Office of 
the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation of the 
Department of Health and Human Services, the Robert Wood 
Johnson Foundation, and the Ford Foundation. Field work for all 
three waves was conducted by the Institute for Survey Research 
at Temple University. 

DESIGN The original 1976 sample was a multi-stage stratified 
probability sample of households containing children aged 7 to 
11 (i.e., born between the years 1965 and 1970). Up to two children 
per household were eligible to be in the survey. Data were col- 
lected on 2301 children in 1,747 households, for an 80% comple- 
tion rate. Personal interviews were conducted with the children 
themselves and the parent most knowledgeable about the child 
(usually the mother). Self-administered questionnaires were 
completed by the teachers of 1,682 (74%) of the children. Black 
households were oversampled to produce approximately 500 
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black children. The data were weighted to correct for this over- 
sampling and other minor differences between sample and cen- 
sus estimates by age, sex, and place of residence. 

The second wave was conducted in 1981, when the children 
were 12-16 years of age. Because of funding limitations, a subset 
of 1,749 children was selected for restudy, and telephone rather 
than in-person interviews were conducted. As before, data were 
collected from the child, a parent, and a teacher. All chiidren from 
disrupted or high-conflict families were followed, as was a sub- 
sample of the rest. Data were gathered on 1,423 children, or 79% 
of the chosen subset. Weights were developed to adjust for dif- 
ferential subsampling and completion rates. 

In 1987, respondent youths were 18 to 22 years of age. 
Telephone i n t e ~ e w s  werkompleted with 1,147 youth, or nea;ly 
81 % of elieible res~ondents. Interviews were conducted with the " 2 

young person and with the most knowledgeable parent or parent 
substitute. 

Overallattrition from the initial completed set of cases to Wave 
III was 36%; although substantial, attrition was not dispropor- 
tionately high among children whose parents divorced or were 
in high-conflict marriages at the first wave. (Tables showing 
analyses of NSC attrition patterns are available from Child 
Trends, Inc.). The final set of weights adjusts for the differential 
attrition, as well as the oversampling of black children and un- 
dersampling of children from large families in Wave I, and the 
oversampling of youth from disrupted or high-conflict famiies 
in Wave II. Estimates derived from the weighted sample should 
be representative of all youth in the US. in the eligible age range. 

PERIODICITY No additional data collection is planned, though 
location information has been obtained to make such data collec- 
tion feasible. 

CONTENT The main goal of the 1976 survey was to learn about 
the perceptions and feelings of elementary schoolchildren, and 
to assess their health, development, and well-being. In addition, 
the NSC collected a wealth of information about the families in 
which the children were being raised. The first wave is especially 
rich in data on parental backgrounds, including the national 
origins of their ancestors, religions in which the parents were 
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raised, types of places in which they grew up, educational attain- 
ments, occupations, and detailed marital and parenting histories. 
This information was collected not only about parents currently 
in the household, but for those living elsewhere because of a 
separation or divorce that had occurred within the last five years. 

The interviewer inquired about the functioning and well-being 
of the parent respondent (usually the mother), asking about such 
things as time pressures, money worries, feelings of tension, 
depression, and exhaustion with parental responsibilities, physi- 
cal health, and overall life satisfaction. The parent was also asked 
to report on neighborhood characteristics, childrearing goals, 
children's time use, family activities, and areas of conflict with the 
other parent. 

The Wave I interview with the child included questions about 
rules at home and how the chid was rewarded and punished by 
each parent, as well as feelings of neglect and fears and worries 
about the family. However, children's responses are more mer- 
aubl than those of adults (though often less guarded and more 
candid as well). Thus, scales based on child interviews tend to be 
less reliable than those social researchers are used to dealing with. 
Despite this limitation, meaningful relationships between family 
characteristics and parenting variables based on children's 
reports have been found. 

The Wave II survey contains the richest information about 
family processes, including questions to both parent and adoles- 
cent respondents about family activities, family decision-making, 
husband-wife and parent-child communication, and family 
climate. Items on marital satisfaction and marital conflict from 
Wave I are repeated and expanded upon, supplemented by infor- 
mation about physical abuse and marital separations. The focus 
on divorce and its sequelae leads to questions about child sup- 
port, custody arrangements, and post-divorce cooperation and 
conflist. 

Multi-item scales with good psychometric properties index the 
quality of the teen's relatiomMp with each parent, hc1udiig 
absent biological parents or resident stepparents, where relevant. 
Questions on family-related attitudes are also put to parent and 
child respondents. Because the youth respondents are teenagers 
in Wave 11, their responses are generally more reliable than those 
given by the children in Wave I. 
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Wave III contaii information describing the young people in 
the survey as they embark on the developmental challenges of 
young adulthood. These include the initiation of higher educa- 
tion or the conclusion of formal schooling, early employment, the 
start of adult love relationships, and for some, early parenthood. 
Many questions asked of the youths replicate items asked in the 
second wave, including questions on family relationships and 
contact with any living outside the home, school 
progress, educational aspirations, delinquent behavior, and sub- 
stance abuse. There are some new measures as well, such as scales 
on depression and locus of control. Teenage mothers are asked 
about their relationships with their child or children. 

Parents in Wave I11 provide retrospective information on 
maternal employment and welfare receipt while the child was 
growing up, as well as data on whether and when the youth ever 
lived away from home, such as in foster care. Parents also give a 
current assessment of the youth's problem behavior and com- 
munication with the family, as well as reports on marital conflict, 
family violence, and adult functioning similar to those gathered 
in Waves I and II. 

Thus, the longitudinal component makes it possible to relate 
family variables from the first waves to adolescent and young 
adult outcomes. Also possible are studies correlating earlier fami- 
ly characteristics with measures of adult well-being and family 
functioning at the third wave. Before embarking on the latter type 
of study, one should recognize that some high-risk families had 
already been disrupted by Wave I, and that the units for whom 
family-level measures are available from all three waves are only 
a subset of American families with children. 

The NSC is unusual for a national survey in the wealth of 
information that is collected about family life and about the at- 
titudes and behaviors of young people as they grow from early 
childhood to adulthood. The fact that information is collected 
from children as well as parents makes it well suited for studying 
family dynamics and the implication of family behaviors for 
children's development and well-being. 

The richness of the NSC files will be further enhanced by a 
current effort at Child Trends to append state and zip-code level 
policy variables to the data set. An example of a state-level vari- 
able is the AFDC benefit level, while examples of zip-code level 
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measures include the local unemployment rate, percent of 
families headed by single parents, and percent of families in 
poverty. The addition of these measures should make the NSC 
useful for studying the influence of public policy on family life. 

LIMITATIONS The relatively modest size of the sample (1,147 
youths and just under 900 parents in 1987) limits the analytical 
uses of the data, especially with regard to relatively rare family 
forms, such as adoptive families, or extreme behaviors, such as 
serious delinquency. There is also evidence of underreporting of 
delinquency and substance abuse, especially by African 
American youth. Although the response rate for each of the waves 
approximated 80 percent, the cumulative attrition means that 
longitudinal data are available for only 64 percent of the subset 
selected for follow up. Attition was more severe for black 
families and those who were informally separated or never mar- 
ried than for white families and those who remained mamed or 
were legally divorced. 

AVAILABILITY 
Data from all three waves are available from: 

Inter-University Consortium for 
Political and Social Research 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

Data Archive on Adolescent Pregnancy 
and Pregnancy Prevention 

Sociometrics Corporation 
170 State St., Suite 260 
Los Altos, CA 94022-2812 
800/846-3475 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Nicholas Zill, Ph.D. 
Westat, Inc. 
1650 Research Blvd. 
Rockville, MD 20850-3129 
301 /294-4448 
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National Survey of Children 
Yearsof Questionnaim 1976,1981,1987 

Sample s i z ~  23M children aged 7-11 in 1976' 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Sample Bize.. 1,747 familie6 Wave D 
Family composition 

F d  router of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

o r  
of eacb mwber) 

artial roster of household membera 
Number of adults in houeehdd 
Number of drild~en in household 

0 Approximate relationshi of family membera to hatseholder, ddld or one another 
&act relationshir, of f A v  members to ho~lseh01der, child or one another 

0 Information abo& prt-ti&e household memba 
Information about family membera nolonger living in household 
Mormation about relatives wholivenearby but not in household 

Number ofpersons who d e p d  on family income 
Sourcar of income 

Food stamps receipt 
Child suuuort receiut 

0 Medidbwerage- 
0 Prlvate health insurance 

Homeownerehip/mten, 
0 Assets (other than home ownership) 
0 Publlc housing status 
0 Telephoneihou~ehdd 

Language other than En* spoken in home 

GeographiclCornmunity Variables 
Reeion of countrv 

0 st& of reside& 
0 County/dty/MSA of residence 

Size/hrw of annmunitv 
 up^ 

0 Teleohone area code 
Me60 lltanresldence 
Ndghgrhood quality 

0 Locallabor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle * Age of adult respondent orspouse/partner 
Maritalstatus d adult respondent or spouselpartner 
Employment status of adult lespondent w s p o u s e / e e r  
Presence of own children in household 
Am of vmees t  own drild in household 
A& of bldesFown child in household 
Existence d own children who have left home 

0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Fa- 
Familv activities or lime use 
ChU&ity in~lvellletlt (d*, digiou~, t-tion& 
Family umnnImicationpattem~ 
Family dedalon-making 
Maritalaonflia 

/saKsfacMon : E % ? ! f i &  
History of marital separations 
Hlstory of f a d y  violence 

0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 1,747parent reqnmdents (Wave n2 

Adult Cunont 
Rapondent Current 
or Reference 
P%rsPn 2iE iEiz 

%ier 
Race 

RelI@us affiliation 
Relisious w t w a t i o n  
country of birth 
Immigrant stah 
hglishfl-cy 
Current marital status 
Marital hbtory 
Cohabitation status 
CohaMtation history 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/sired 
AgeatfirstMah 
Age of youngest child 
Chilmen living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
ResidentlalmoMUty 
Educational attainment 
De e e s a t t a i i  
G& cn regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worked (ft/pt) 
weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Mainoccupation 
Eam(ngs 
Wage rate 

Selfsp~teem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Wor&reIated attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHnD FAMnY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 2,279 children with pamt and U data (Wave D' 

Other 

0 Race 
0 Hispanicmigin 

Other oligin/ethntdty 
0 Rellgiousmatkm 
0 ReUgiou8participatiOn 
0 Countryofbirth 
0 Inunig~ant status 
0 EIl*Buency 
0 Exact relationsMp to adult family m e m h  
0 Exact relationship to other chtldren in HH 
0 Marital status/histmy 
0 Parental status/hisW 
0 Current e n d h e n t  in'regular d o 0 1  
0 Current enrollment In vreschw1/davcare 
0 Highest grade compleied 
0 Grade now auoUed 
0 Employment status/history 
0 Health status 
0 Handicappin condttlons 
o ~ r a d e ~ i t m  
0 A p W  or achievement score 

0 Dellnquaccy 

NOTES 
1.1,794 children selected for restudy in subsequent waws. 

nts with data from all three waws. 
with data from all three waves. 
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Families and ~ouskholds 

PURPOSE Major changes in patterns of fertility, marriage, mor- 
tality, migration, family composition, and household structure 
have occurred over the past several decades in the United States. 
The National Survey of Families and Households CNSFH) was 
developed to gain more information on the causes and conse- 
quences of the changes in American families. 

SPONSORSHIP The Center for Population Research of the Na- 
tional Institute of Child Health and Human Development funded 
the survey and the five-year followup, both of which were 
developed and conducted by the University of Wisconsin. 

DESIGN This is a cross-sectional survey of approximately 13,000 
households. The overall sample includes a main sample of 9,643 
households, plus a double sampling of black and Hispanic 
households, single-parent families, families with stepduldren, 
cohabiting couples, and recently married couples. Personal inter- 
views were conducted with the primary respondent, although 
information on sensitive topics was obtained using self-ad- 
ministered forms. 

One adult per household was randomly selected as the primary 
respondent. Spouses and cohabiting partners of this person were 
given a shorter self-administered questionnaire. One of the uni- 
que and potentially useful features of this survey is the fact that 
many identical questions were asked independently of the 
respondent and his or her spouse. 

The cross-sectional design enables researchers to describe cur- 
rent living arrangements d American households in great detail. 
Retrospective information was also obtained on selected topics. 
~etailed life history information was collected on the living ar- 
rangements of adults when they were children, on their experien- 
ces leaving home, on cohabitation and marital experience, as well 
as on educational and employment experiences. The inclusion of 
this historical information supports research on the consequences 
of varied living patterns for current well-being. 
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The substantive focus of the survey is intentionally broad to 
facilitate examination of how household and family factors affect 
a wide variety of outcomes, including marital and parenting 
relationships, contact with kin, economic status, and psychologi- 
cal well-being. 

A five year followup survey began in the fall of 1992. This is 
virtually a complete replication of the first survey, with the excep- 
tion of a few measures which did not perform well. There are 
some additional psychological measures added as well for the 
focal children. The following persons are being interviewed in the 
followup survey: all original respondents; spouses, current and 
ex, of the respondent; all focal children who were ages five 
through eighteen at the time of the first survey; all deceased 
res~ondents (a relative will be interviewed); and a randomlv 
selked of al l  respondents, if the parent is age 60 or olde;. 

PERIODICITY Data collection took place during the summer 
and fall of 1987. The followup survey, described above, began in 
the fall of 1992. 

CONTENT Given the central focus of the survey on family and 
household structure, numerous questions were asked regarding 
household composition, both currently and historically. For ex- 
ample, occasional residents of the household were identified. 
Questions were also asked about periods when the respondent 
lived apart from hidher parents as a child, as well as periods 
when the parents lived with the adult respondent. In addition, 
the existence of kin outside the household and the frequency of 
contact with such kin was ascertained. For example, children 
born to the respondent and/or to their spouse who do not live in 
the household were identified and information about contact 
with these children was obtained. 

A complete fertility history was obtained for the primary 
respondent, as was information about the respondent's fertility 

Some information was obtained about each of the children in 
the household, and additional information obtained about a 
selected "focal chi." For all of the children, questions were asked 
about school attendance, grade repetition, behavior pro-blems 
requiring a meeting, school suspension or expulsion, emotional 
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problems, trouble with the police, running away, and whether 
the child was seen as difficult or as easy to raise. Additional 
questions asked about the focal child include educational expec- 
tations, whether the parent and chi had ever been separated for 
six months or long&, enjoyable and difficult times during the 
past 30 days, behavior problems, and whether the amount or the 
type of television viewed by the child is restricted by the parent. 
These questions vary somewhat according to the age of the focal 
child. 

Additional questions were asked about focal children aged 4 
and younger, including whether and the hours the child attended 
nursery or preschool; whether and how often the child was 
spanked; whether the child seemed fast, slow or on time in 
developing; the hours the parent spent caring for the child's 
physical needs on a typical day; and how frequently the parent 
read to the child. 

For all focal children aged 11 and younger, several additional 
questions were asked, including whether and how frequently the 
child was spanked; the child's usual bedtime; and how frequently 
the child stayed up late. For children aged 5 through 11, parents 
were asked to assess their child's class ranking (e.g., one of the 
best, above the middle, middle, below the middle, or near the 
bottom). 

For all focal children aged 5 to 18, questions were asked about 
times when the child was left alone (such as before school, all day, 
and overnight); whether the child had regular chores to do; 
whether they had to be reminded to do chores; whether chores 
had to be done before TV or play; and how frequently chores got 
done. Respondents were also asked whether these children get an 
allowance and the amount; whether the allowance was paid for 
work; whether any work was done for pay; and how much was 
paid for such work around the house in a typical month. Parents 
were also asked whether the child was supposed to let them 
know their whereabouts when the young person is away from 
home. 

For focal children aged 12 to 18, further questions appropriate 
for older youth were asked, such as how frequently the adoles- 
cent dated, whether the young person had a steady boyfriend or 
girlfriend; and whether the young person had a car, motorcycle, 
or moped, and if so, who purchased it and who paid the costs for 



National Survey of Families and Households 

maintenance and insurance. The frequency of disagreements with 
parents about friends, sex, money, school, and other topics was 
ascertained, as was the time the youth was expected to be home 
on school nights and weekend nights. Regarding homework, 
parents were asked if the child had regular homework; how often 
they had to remind the child to do it; whether the child had to do 
homework before other activities; and how often the child got it 
done. In addition, parents were asked what sort of grades their 
child received. The money earned by these older children from 
occasional or regular jobs was also ascertained, as were the hours 
worked by the young person and parental expectations for how 
the child should spend his or her earnings. 

If the child had an non-residential parent, the respondent was 
asked about visitation and contact with that parent by phone or 
letter. Information on the type and content of agreements about 
custody and child support -Ad about the re&ty of payments 
was obtained. The remondent was asked about the location and 
the marital status of tse non-residential parent, and whether the 
non-residential parent had had additional children A similar set 
of questions was asked about children of the respondent or the 
respondent's spouse who lived outside of the respondent's 
household. Information about children living away at school and 
children over age 19 who live elsewhere was also obtained. 

Background information was obtained on the respondent's 
education, religion, military experience, employment a i d  income, 
assets and debts. work schedule. and child care arraneements for 
children through age 11, as well& parent education &d parental 
employment. Questions were also askedabout gifts and payments 
both to and from persons within and outside of the household. 

Questions that were completed by the respondent using the 
self-administered questionnaire included items on psychological 
well-being; satisfaction with work, marriage, and parenthood; 
alcohol and drug problems; health; availability and receipt of help; 
social activities; assistance given to or received from adult 
chi ien;  information from adult children who lived with parents 
about their living arrangements and plans; feelings about li& with 
a partner among those having such a parlner; feelings about their 
A g e  among &ed respondentsts;considemti& in having a 
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child; family activities; relationship with each child; relationship 
and contact with own parents, with any stepparentb), with sib- 
ling(~), and with parents of partner or spouse, if any; attitudes 
about marriage and family; reports of family violence; thoughts 
concerning divorce; and methods of conflict resolution. 

A relatively short self-administered interview was also con- 
ducted with spouses or cohabiting partners. This interview 
provides information on this person's contact and relationships 
with parents, spouse's parents, siblings, and children; marriage 
and fertility history; marital disagreements and satisfaction; con- 
siderations in having a child; relationship with each child; family 
activities; attitudes about marriage and family; contact with and 
support of children who live elsewhere; relationships with adult 
children who live in the household; health, drinking and drug 
problems; religion; education; parent education; military ex- 
perience; work history; income; work schedule; child care; and 
time spent on household tasks. 

LIMITATIONS The coverage of t o w  in this survey is very com- 
plete, and there are innumerable analysis possibilities. The Wty of 
the data obtained is very good, although a few measures did not work 
well and will not be used in the followup study. The interview 
schedule was demanding for both in&er a& respondent, so 
data completeness may be a concern. The completion of the fiveyear 
follow up will greatvexpand the capacity ofthe data to d&ent 
transitions and support causal analyses. 

AVAILABILITY A public use data tape and codebooks for the 
first survey are available. Contact: 

National Survey of Families and Households 
Center for Demography and Ecology 
University of Wisconsin-Madison 
4412 Social Science Building, 
1180 Observatory Drive 
Madison, WI 53706-1393 
608/262-2182 

PUBLICATIONS The project keeps a current Ust of papers avail- 
able for distribution. Some of these papers cover as- of the 
survey and the data set. Most of them report research which has 
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been done using the data. This list can be ordered by calling the 
number above or by writing to "Publications" at the above ad- 
dress. 

Bumpass, L., 8 Sweet, J. (1991). The Hect of marital disruption on 
intergenerationalrelationships. National Survey of Families and 
Households Working Paper Series No. 40. 

Thornson, E., Hanson, T., & McLanahan, S. (1990). Family struc- 
ture, socialization, and child well-being. National Survey of 
Families and Households Working Paper Series No. 29. 

Wu, L., & Martinson, B. (1991). Family structure and the risk of 
premarital birth. National Survey of Families and Households 
Working Paper Series No. 45. 
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National Surve of Families and Households Lr of -&maire ,987 
Sample slz8: 13,017 households 

FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Sample aim l b M 7  

Family Composition 
Full raster of household membere (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 
wrson of each member) 

0 Partial roster of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 

0 Approximate relationship of family members to hou%&Ldet, child. a one another 
Exact relaiionehip of family members to householder, child, a one another 
Information about art time household member 
information about !a& members no longer living in houeehold 
Information about relatives who Uve nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income : Number d-s who depend on family inane  

0 Sources of inmm 
0 Income amounts W e d s e p a r a t e l y  by source 

PoveIty status 
Welfarestatus 
~oodStampa r d p t l  
Child suppoitdpt  

0 Medicaid coverage 

0 Ass& (other th& home ownership) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Teleohone in household 
0 ~ a n b g e  other than Engush spoken In home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Regkmofmtry 

0 State of residence 
~ o u n t y / d t y / ~ ~ ~  of reaidend 
Size/ ofmmmunity 

0 u,m% 

0 ~e~ghborhood 
0 Local labor mar y" et 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Apre of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Mbital status of adult respcident or spouse/partner 
Employment status of adult respondent or s p o u s d y  

0 Presence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in household 

0 Age of oldest own child in household 
Existence of awn Mdren who have left home 
Intention to have (more) children in future 

302 
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Family Functioning 
Family activities or time use 
Communtty involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
Family communication patterns 
Family dedsion-making 
Maritalcudid 
Maritalha ess/satlsfaction 
Parentam& 
History of marital separations 
History of family violence 

0 History of maritalcounselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT P AMII 
Sample size: 13,017 adults 

Adult 
Respondent Current 
or Reference Current u Fmner 
Eersnn 
0 

hM1. 
0 

NotinHH 
0 Age 

Gender 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other dgln/ethnidty 
Religiousawliation 
Religious psrticipafl~ 
Country ofbirth 
Lnmigrant status 
English fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital hktoly 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation histuy 
Parental status 
Number of children bornhired 
Age at Hrst birth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living elsewhere 
Duraiion at nment address 
Reddenthl mobility 
Educational attainment 

G '33- orregularHSdiplana attained 
Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hours usuany worked Wpt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
m k Y  Wage rate 

Payment of child support 
A f lMe or achiwement score 
I-? ealth/hbiUty status 
Self-esteem 
Lonrs of control or efficacy 
Depression or aubjdve well-being 
Work-rela ted attitudes 



Reference 
Child or 
Youth 
l h w k a a  

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
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CHARACTERISTICS OP C m D  PAMlLY MEMBERS 
Sample b e :  7,926 defence children 

Other 
CIlJldren 
lkrMn 

Eth and year of birth 

Current enrollment in'regular school 
C m t  enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Htghest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/histo$ 
Health s t a b  
Handicapping conditions 
Gade repetition 
Aptitude or achlwement scare 
Pregnancy/&th hlatory 
Psychobghl well-being 
DellnquenCY 

NOTES 
I. Not indentified separately from other forms of blic assistance. 
2. County characteristics are identified. ~ n d i v i d ~ u n t i e s  are not identified by 
name. 
3. Asked only of children ages 12 and older. 
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Growth 

PURPOSE The National Survey of Family Growth (NSFG) is 
designed to provide current information on childbearing, factors 
affecting childbearing, and related aspects of maternal and child 
health. It is a primary source of data on U.S. fertility patterns, 
infertility, reproductive health, contraception, sterilization, and 
fertility intentions. In addition, the survey obtains information 
on such topics as unwanted childbearing adoption, adolescent 
pregnancy and unwed motherhood, prenatal care, postnatal 
care, and infant and maternal health. Because the NSFG repre- 
sents the continuation of a line of fertility surveys extending back 
to 1955, it is possible to use the data to continue a set of time- 
series statistics on family building, contraceptive use, and 
reproductive health that has covered a period of dramatic 
change in U.S. family patterns. Data are used by health care 
providers and researchers, demographers and other social scien- 
tists, and by policy makers at both the federal and local level. 

SPONSORSHIP The survey is sponsored by the National Cen- 
ter for Health Statistics, Division of Vital Statistics, Family 
Growth Survey Branch. Funding for the 1988 survey was 
provided by the Center for Population Research, National In- 
stitute of Child Health and Human Development; the Office of 
Population Affairs, Office of the Assistant Secretary for Health ; 
the National Center for Health Statistics, Centers for Disease 
Control; and the Administration for Children, Youth, and 
Families, all within the Department of Health and Human Ser- 
vices. 

DESIGN Cycle N of the National Survey of Family Growth, 
conducted in 1988, interviewed women aged 15 to 44 of all 
marital statuses. African American women were oversampled. 
The 8,450 women who were interviewed came from households 
in which someone had been interviewed for the National Health 
Interview Survey RJHIS) between October 1985 andMarch 1987. 
The use of the NHIS sampling frame allowed women to be 
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selected from a larger number of primary sampling units (PSUs) 
than had been true in previous cycles of the NSFG. Cycle IV, for 
example, drew women from 156 PSUs compared to 79 for Cycle 
III. By drawing women from more PSUs, sampling errors were 
reduced which, in turn, increases the precision of estimates. 
Moreover the use of the same sampling frame allows analysts to 
link persons interviewed in both the NSFG and the NHIS (see for 
example, K l e r e  and Hendershot, 1992). No more than one 
woman from each household was selected. If a woman had 
moved, she was tracked to her new place of residence whenever 
possible. 

Cycles I and 11 represented the civilian household population 
of women 15-44 years old who lived in the contiguous United 
States and who were currently or previously mamed or, if never 
married, had a child of their own living with them. Cycle 111 was 
expanded to include women of all marital statuses and women 
living in group quarters. Cycle IV was further expanded to in- 
clude women living in Alaska and Hawaii, although no one was 
interviewed in Alaska. All cycles have consisted of in-person 
interviews. The first three lasted approximately one hour. Cycle 
IV lasted approximately 70 minutes. Cycle V will be conducted 
using a computer assisted personal interview system (CATI). 

PERIODICITY The NSFG provides data that continue a statisti- 
cal time series on American fertility pattern that was initiated 
during the early years of the "baby boom." The Growth of 
American Families surveys took place in 1955 and 1960 and were 
continued by the National Fertility Studies of 1965 and 1970. 
Cycles I, 11, IU, and IV of the NSFG were fielded in 1973,1976, 
1982, and 1988, respectively. Planning is currently underway for 
Cycle V which is expected to be fielded in 1994. 

CONTENT The National Survey of Family Growth gathers 
detailed histories on contraceptive use, pregnancies, and live 
births. As part of the pregnancy history, for all pregnancies 
ending January 1984 or later, women are asked about whether 
they received any prenatal care, where such care was received, 
and how often they visited a doctor, midwife or clinic for prena- 
tal care. They are also asked how many different places they 
visited for prenatal care and how their medical bills were paid. If 
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a doctor had ever told them to remain in bed for one or more 
weeks because of a pregnancy related problem, they are asked 
what conditions were the reasons for the bed rest. They are also 
asked how each pregnancy ended and how many weeks preg- 
nant they were when the pregnancy ended 

As part of the birth history, women are asked whether the 
child had to remain in the hospital for medical reasons after the 
respondent was released, how old the child was when the 
respondent first took him or her to a doctor or clinic for a well- 
baby or routine checkup, and whether and how long they breast 
fed the child. 

Women are also asked about difficulties in becoming preg- 
nant, whether pregnancies were wanted when they occurred, 
and plans for future pregnancies. Other topics covered include 
adoption, sex education, sexually transmitted diseases including 
AIDS, chlamydia, and genital herpes, and questions about child 
care arrangements. 

The National Survey of Family Growth also contains a limited 
number of family background questions including with whom 
the women lived at age 14, how strict were the family rules about 
dating, staying out late, and alcohol use when they were 14, 
whether their mother worked when they were between the ages 
of 5 and 15, and their mother's age at first birth. They are a h  
asked about their own educational attainment, whether they 
received a regular high school diploma or a GED, dates of the 
beginning and ending of their first, second, and most recent 
marriages, and whether they are currently employed. They are 
also asked about whether and for how long they cohabited with 
their current spouse before marriage, whether they had 
cohabited with previous spouses, and whether they had ever 
cohabited with anyone. They are also asked a limited set of 
questions about their current spouse or partner including his 
educational attainment, religious affiliation, ethnic background, 
current employment status, and income. 

LIMITATIONS Since the focus of the survey is on fertility, the 
range of information on families is quite limited. Because a rela- 
tively complete marital history is obtained, however, it is possible 
to examine issues related to marital dissolution including links 
between difficulties with pregnancies and marital dissolution. It 
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also possible to look at the intergenerational transmission of 
teenage pregnancy. 

AVAILABILITY Public use data tapes are available for the entire 
series of national surveys from the National Technical Informa- 
tion Service. Contact the following telephone numbers for the 
services identified: 

Customer Services: 703/487-4660 
Computer Products: 703/487-4763 
General Information: 703/487-4600 
Document Rush Order: 1-800-336-4700 

For substantive questions about the National Survey of Family 
Growth, contact: 

Kathryn London 
Family Growth Survey Branch 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Belcrest Road, Room 840 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-8731 

PUBLICATIONS 

Bacluach, C.A. & Horn M.C. (1987). Married and unmarried 
couples: United States, 1982. Vital and H d t h  Statistics Series 
23, No. 15. Public Health Service. Washington, DC: GPO. 

Forrest, J. & Singh, S. (1990). The sexual and reproductive be- 
havior of American women 1982-1988. Family Planning 
Perspectives 22(5): 206-214. 

Judkins, D.R., Mosher, W.D., & Botman, S. (1991). National Sur- 
vey of Family Growth: Design, estimation, and inference. 
Vital and Health Statistics Series 2, No. 109. Public Health 
Service. Washington, DC: GPO. 

LeClere, F.B. & Hendershot, G.E. (1992). The timing of marital 
dissolution and the utilization of health care services. Paper 
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presented at the 1992 annual meetings of the Population 
Association of America. Denver, Colorado. 

London, K. (1990). Cohabitation, marriage, marital dissolution, 
and remarriage: United States, 1988. Advance Data from Vital 
and Health Statistics No. 192. Washington, DC: National Cen- 
ter for Health Statistics. 

Mosher, W.D. & Pratt, W.F. (1990). Use of contraception and 
family planning services in the United States, 1988. American 
Journal of Public Health 90(9): 1132-1 133. 

Williams, L.B. & katt, W.F. (1990). Wanted and unwanted 
childbearing in the United States: 1973-1988. Advance Data 
from Vital and Health Statistics No. 189. Washington, DC: Na- 
tional Center for Health Statistics. 
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National Survey of Famil Growth Y Years of Questionnnite: Cyde IV ( 988) 
Sample size: 8,450 women aged 15-44 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Family Composition 
0 Full mter of household members (&st name, age, sex, and relationship to reference - 

personofeachmember~ 
0 Partial roster of household members 

Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 

0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact rebtionshlp of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about wart-timehousehold member 
0 Information about &mily members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil inmme 

0  umber o&emons who depend on family income 
Sourcesofincome 

0 Income amountsidentified separately by souroe 
PoveItystatus 
Welfarestatus 
FcadStampsreceipt 
Child supportreceipt 

0 Medicaid coverage 
0 Rivate health insurance 
0 Homeownershiv/rentera 
0 Assets (other thk home ownership) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geop~aphidCommuni~ Variables 
Region of country 

0 State of residence 
0 County/city/MSAofresidence 
0 ~ / t v u e o f  communitv 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult dent or spouse/partner : Marital s t a t u s z t  rspndent  cuspouse/partner 
Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Presenceof ownchildren in household 
Age of youngeat own child in household 
Am of oldest own child in household 
&ten= of own drildren who have I& home 
Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Fmily activities a time use 
0 Communitvinvolvement (dvic. reilaious, recreational) . - 
0 Family con~munication pttems 
0 Family decision-making 
0 MaritalamfUct 
0 Maritalhappineas/satbhdion 
0 Parent-child conflict 
0 History ofmprltal saparabs 
0 History of family violence 
0 Historyofmaritalcwnselllng 

CHARACTERISTICS OF AD AMILY MEMBERS 
Sample Size: 7,n6 women aged 18 years and older 

Adult Current 
Reapondent Cummt 
or Reference &- 

2IL 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other algin/ethnicity 
ReUgiouaaffillatlon 

ZyofEpa"" 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Current marital statua 
Marital htstory 
Cohabitation s t a h  
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number children ever bom/sfred g;FzE;ha 
Duration at -t address 
ResidantlalmoMlity 
Educational attainment 

G ?%‘=- or regular HS diploma 
C-t enrollment 
current employment stam 
Hours usually worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main oaupath 
liaminns 
Wage Gte 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Health/disability status 
Self-esteem 
Laus of control or efficacy 
Depreseion or subpctive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Smple Size: 734 women aged 15-17 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
Rtswndent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Other 
Children 
Ilnt[M * Age 

Mmth and year of Mrth 
h d e r  
Race 
Hispanic a'%@' 
Other origin/ethnidty 

CountryofMrth 
Immigrant status 
wwhf'""cy 
Exact relahonship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital status/histay 
Parental status/history 
Current enrollment in regular school 
Cment enrollment in presdr0o1/dayrare1 
Highest grade com leted 
Gradenow avonJ 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handlcappjng conditions 
-repetr- 
Aptitude a achievement score 
PregnancyIW history 
Peychological well-king 
Dew-cy 

NOTES 
1. Mothers who were working or in school were asked how their children under 
13 were cared for while they were at workor sshool. 



Noncustodial Parents Survevr 
Parents Without childre; 

PURPOSE The study was designed to test a theoretically based 
(social exchange) model of noncustodii parenting. 

SPONSORSHIP The survey was sponsored by the National In- 
stitute of Child Health and Human Development. 

DESIGN The sample included at least one member of 372 divorc- 
ing families. The sample was randomly selected from all families 
with children under age 15 in the Phoenix, Arizona, metropolitan 
area, and appears to be representative of the divorcing popula- 
tion in the area (Braver and Bay, 1992). In all cases, both parents 
were contacted and asked to participate in the survey. In over 200 
cases, both were interviewed; the sole consenting subject was 
interviewed in the remaining cases. About 80 children from par- 
ticipating families (between the ages of 8 and 18) were also inter- 
viewed. 
All interviews took place in the respondents' homes and lasted 

about 1.5 hours. Interviews with out-of-state respondents were 
conducted over the telephone. 

PERIODICITY The study followed a sample of divorcing 
families from petitioning for divorce until 3 years post-petition- 
ing (about 2.5 years post-divorce). Data were collected at three 
times: immediately after petition (1986), one year after petition 
(19871, and three years after petition 0989). 

CONTENT The survey assessed a mixture of economic and 
psychological constructs of interest to the principal investigators. 
Measures of visitation and child support payments were col- 
lected to serve as dependent variables. Measures of various affec- 
tive, material, and symbolic rewards and costs associated with 
parenting were collected to served as predictors (See Braver, 
Wolchik7 Sandler and Sheets, 1992). 

Additional data were collected to assess social, psychological, 
and economic outcomes that might result from, or moderate the 
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effects of, divorce. These included job and educational status 
changes, psychopathology, social support networks, romantic 
relationships, and settlement and custody decision-making. 

LIMITATIONS The data set is rich in psychological measures of 
the noncustodii parentchild relationship and child well-being. 
An additional strength is that analysts can use information from 
multiple respondents from the same family. In exchange for its 
depth, however, the data set is limited by its relatively small 
sample size (compared to national social science data sets) and its 
complexity of organization. 

AVAILABILITY For substantive information regarding the data 
sets, contact: 

Dr. Sanford Braver 
Program for Prevention Research 
Community S e ~ c e s  Bldg. 
Arizona State University 
Tempe, AZ 85287-1 108 
602/965-5405 

PUBLICATIONS 

Braver, S.L., & Bay, R.C. (1992). Assessing and compensating for 
self-selection bias of the family research sample. Submitted 
for publication. 

Braver, S.L., Wolchik, S., Sandler, I., & Sheets, V. (1992). A social 
exchangemodel of nonresidential parental involvement. In C. 
Depner & J.H. Bray (Eds.), Nonresidential parenting: New vistas 
in family living. Newbury Park, CA: Sage. 

Braver, S.L, Wolchik, S., Sandler, I., Fogas, B.S. & Zvetina, D. 
(1991). Frequency of visitation by divorced fathers: Differen- 
ces in reports by fathers and mothers. American Journal of 
Orfhopsychiaty, 61,448-454. 



Noncustodial Parents Survey: Parents Without Children 

Braver, S.L., Fitzpatrick, P., & Bay, R.C. (1991). Noncustodial 
parents' reports of child-support payments. Family Relations, 
40,180-185. 

Bay, RC. & Braver, S.L. (1990). Perceived control of the divorce 
settlement process and interpersonal conflict. Family Rela- 
tions, 39,382-387. 

Fogas, B.S., Wolchik, S.A., Braver, S.L., Freedom, D.S., & Bay, R.C. 
(1992). Locus of control as a mediator of negative divorce-re- 
lated events and adjustment problems in children. American 
Journal af Orthopsychiatry 62(4), 589-598. 
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Noncustodial Parents Parents Without Children 
Yeam of Questionnaim 1986,1987,1989 

Sample size: 201 - 321 noncustodial parents 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Sample size: 125 - 216 f a d e s  (using both mtodial and nonarstodial reports) 

~arnily Composition * Full roster of household m e m k  (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

o r  
of each member) 

a d  roster of howeholdmembgs 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 

0 Approximate relationshi of family members to householder, child, or one another 
~ x a a  relationshb of faAv members to househ01der~ child or one another 

0 Information a&t rt tlme household member 
Information a b o u t r G y  members no longer living in household 

0 Information about relatives who ltve nearby but not in hwsehold 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 
,umber J7s who depend on family inmme 
Sourcesof inaome 

0 Income amounts identified wpambe?y by snure 
0 Poverty status 

Webrestatus 
Food Stamps receipt 

0 QlIld m p p ~ ~ t  receid 
0 ~edicaia-werage' 
0 Private health insurance 
0 Homeownerahip/renters 
0 Ass& (other than home ownership) 
0 PubL housln status 
0 ~elephone in &usehold 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Reaionofcountrv 
Staieof r e s f h o e  
Countv/dtv/MSA of residence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Marital status of adult -dent or swuse/oartner 
Employment statusof a&t respond&t or sp&se/parhrer 
Presence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in household 

0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 exist en^ of own dddren who have Left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning * Family activities or time uw 
0 Ccnnmunity involvement (dvk religious, -tional) 
0 Pmilvcammuni*~tion mItem8 

Famil~dedsion-making 
Marltalmnfllct 

0 Maritalha /aaliafabion 
0 Parent-& 

History ofmarital aepraths 
History of family violence 
History of marital axlnselltng 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAhXlLY MEMBERS 
Sample size. 201 - 321 nonwtodial parents In257 custodial parents 

Adult Current 
Respondent C-t 
or Referarce Father 
M Q k  ipIM 

0 0 
0 0 0 

Age 
Gender 
Race 
HlPpsnic origin 
Other origin/ethnidty 
Rellgiousaffiliation 
ReUplouspartidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
English h c y  
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation s t a b  
Cohabitation history 
Parental s t a b  
Number chUdren  eve^ born/sired 
Age at h t  birth 
Aged youngest cMd 
ChUdren living elsewhere 
Duration at curren t addme8 
Rasldential mobility 
Edwational attainment 

G or regular tg diploma 
C-t enrohent 
C-t mnphyment status 
Hours usually worked WpO 
Weeks worked 
AMual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Earnings 
Wane rate 
Paf&ent of child support 
Aptitude or achlevekknt score 
Health/diaabilitv status 
Self-esteem , 
L o a ~  of control or efficacy 
Depressdon or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitude8 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample aim 35 - 85 children 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth 
RemRmhl 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

Other 
children 
UlJira 
0 

&%th and year ofL4rth 
Gender 
R a e  

~ 2 ~ W d t y  
Religious amation 
Rl&gioUspartidpation 
Country d birth 
Immigrant status 
En* ftuaKy 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other childrar in HH 
Marital stahtP/hktory 
Parental etatus/hlstory 
C-t enrollment in regular uchool 
C-t enrollment in preschoolIdayare 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment statuslhistmy 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetitlon 
Aptitude or achievement scare 

g % z g z 2 " " 2 g  
Delinq-cy 
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PURPOSE The Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID) is 
designed to study the determinants of changes in the economic 
well-being of families and individuals across time and across 
generations, and to see whether any factors subject to change 
through public poky or personal effort make a difference in 
changing economic fortunes. The effects of environmental, be- 
havioral, and attitudinal variables on the changing economic 
status of families are also studied. The study is designed to sup- 
plement and complement the regular assessments of poverty 
conducted by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. The study has fol- 
lowed the same sample of families and their descendants over an 
extended period of time and collected a rich mixture of 
demographic, economic, behavioral, and some attitudinal infor- 
mation. 

SPONSORSHIP The study was initially funded by the US. Of- 
fice of Economic Opportunity. Major funding for the study 
shifted to the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(now the Department of Health and Human Services (DIMS)) in 
1972. Since 1983, the National Science Foundation has been the 
principal sponsor, with substantial continuing support from the 
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation 
(ASPE) of DHHS. The Ford, Sloan, and Rockefeller foundations 
have provided important supplementary grants to the BID. The 
National Institute of Child Health and Human Development, the 
National Institute on Aging,and the Departments of Labor and of 
Agriculture have also provided support to the study. Data have 
been collected, processed, analyzed, and disseminated to the re- 
search community by the Institute for Social Research of the 
University of Michigan. Since 1982, the study has had an advisory 
board of overseers, made up of scholars, researchers, and 
policymakers. 

DESIGN The PSID is based on a probability sample of about 
4,800 U.S. households first interviewed in 1968. Interviews have 
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been fielded annually since then. The rules for following 
household members are designed to maintain a representative 
sample of families at any point in time as well as across time. 
Thus, the PSID tracks members of the 1968 households, including 
all those leaving to establish separate family units. All direct 
descendants of original sample members (e.g., children, 
grandchildren, great grandchildren) are classified as sample 
members and are eligible for tracking as separate family units 
when they set up their own households. Ex-spouses and other 
adult sample members who move out of PSID family units are 
tracked to their new family units, as well. 

The PSW sample is a combination of a cross-section of about 
3,000 families selected from the Survey Research Center's master 
sampling frame and a subsample of about 2,000 families from the 
Census Bureau's Survey of Economic Opportunity. The families 
from the Census Bureau study were selected from those with 
incomes less than twice the official poverty line who had also 
been willing to sign a release form. Although the original design 
oversampled lower income and minority households, the sample 
also included a complete representative sample of families at all 
income levels. Thus, when appropriately weighted, the combined 
sample is representative of all U.S. families, except for families of 
immigrants arriving in the US. since 1968. To correct for these 
omissions, a representative sample of 2,043 Latino (Mexican, 
Cuban, and Puerto R i m )  households was added in 1990. 

The study was originally planned to last for five years, but in 
1973 it was decided to extend the survey to measure outcome 
variables - employment, earnings, income, housing, and family 
change - over a longer period of time. Telephone interviews 
were used wherever possible to keep survey costs down, and the 
questionnaire was reduced to a third of its original size. 

Most of the data collected in the PSW are organized around the 
concept of a family, defined somewhat differently from the stand- 
ard Census definition. In addition to the nonnative nuclear fami- 
ly, a family unit can consist of a single person either living alone 
or with other unrelated individuals. Family members can also be 
household members related only by economic interdependence 
and not by blood, marriage, or adoption. When multiple families 
reside in the same household, this fact is recorded, and interviews 
are taken with each family containing a sample member. Addi- 
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tionally, some panel family members may be temporarily resid- 
ing in institutions. Interviews are usually conducted with one 
adult per family, usually the head of the family unit, defined as 
the husband in married couple families. Couples not married but 
living together for two consecutive intervim are treated as 
though they are married. 

In each year, information is collected about families containing 
a member or a descendant of one of the original families. The 
study follows families interviewed the prior wave, as well as 
members who "split-off." Split-off families are formed when 
children leave home, when couples divorce, and when more 
complicated changes break W i i e s  apart. 

Natural demographic processes at work in the population 
produce a changhg sample of families each year, as some 
families split into two or more families and other families die out. 
The panel represents these changes in the population. The in- 
clusion of newly formed families has caused the total sample to 
grow gradually, despite attrition among original sample families 
due to death or nonresponse. As of 1988 the sample consisted of 
some 7,100 families (37,500 individuals). 

Since the first two years of the PSID, losses to the sample have 
been small, and checks against other data indicate no appreciable 
sample biases. The sample is weighted to take into account initial 
variations in sampling rates, variations in non-response rates, 
and other complexities of the survey design (for example, poten- 
tial overlap of the two samples and marriage to non-sample 
members). After some initial sample losses, the annual response 
rate of the panel has been very high. Respondents were paid from 
the second interview forward and for sending in an annual ad- 
dress correction postcard, both of which clearly helped in keep- 
ing in touch with respondents. Since 1975, most interviews have 
been conducted by telephone and, occasionally, by mail or in 
person. 

PERIODICITY The PSID is an ongoing study initially conducted 
in 1968. Interviews are conducted over a 6-month period in the 
spring through summer, and reports on flows of income, con- 
sumption, and work hours refer to the previous calendar year. 
The status reports on family composition are measured as of the 
time of the interview and changes are also recorded. Each family 
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has been interviewed annually since first constituted as a separate 
household. Various supplements have been included, with a 
birth, adoption, substitute parenting, and marital history supple- 
ment in 1985, updating of births, adoptions, and marriages since 
then, a kinship supplement in 1988, and health supplements in 
1990 and 1992. 

CONTENT The PSID investigates the effects of demographic, 
environmental, and institutional variables on the economic well- 
being of families, as well as the effects of attikdes and behavior 
patterns. In each year, the survey measures money and some 
non-money components of family income; behavior in cruaal 
areas such as labor force participation, family formation and 
dissolution, living arrangements, and public program participa- 
tion; and some relevant attitudes. Family background questions 
(age, race, sex, education) were asked in the first two interviews, 
and then whenever a new family head or wife appears. In the 
1972 survey, a short series of questions on day care for children of 
working parents was added. A unique aspect of this study is the 
combination of standard background variables with measures of 
the attitudes and behavior patterns which might be expected to 
affect the economic of families. ~dditionalli, an ad- 
vantage of the PSID is that re-interviewing the same families and 
individuals over an extended period of-time provides a more 
accurate measurement of change. 

The core content of the survey comes from a series of questions 
covering employment, income, housing, food expenditures, 
education, disability, and family background. Questions are 
asked about income sources and amounts during the previous 
calendar year, including transfer income; family composition; 
detailed employment information about female heads and male 
heads of the family unit and wives, with less detailed employ- 
ment information obtained about other family members; eam- 
ings of d family members; hours spent working and performing 
housework; food expenditures; housing; and geographic 
mobility. Although there have been changes in the survey over 
time, most of these variables are comparable from year to year. 

An extensive set of background data are collected the first t i e  
an individual appears in the study as a head (a single primary 
adult, usually the male adult) or wife (or cohabitor, referred to as 
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"wi'fe"). The county and state of residence of the respondents are 
alsocoded. To supplement information obtained in the interview, 
in many waves questionnaires asking about local wage and 
employment conditions were sent to each county where there 
were respondents. Census data were accessed in some waves to 
obtain information such as public school expenditures. 

Since the PSID follows all individuals in sample households, a 
number of different levels of analysis are possible; analyses can 
be performed on household, families, individuals, or particular 
subgroups of individuals. The PSID is particularly advantageous 
for studying children and their families. The study follows 
children, even when only one parent is a sample member. B I D  
also obtains greater precision in studying new young families 
than a simple probability sample and, furthermore, subfamilies 
can be identified. In addition, the FSW provides extensive past 
and current information on the parental family and siblings.The 
longitudinal nature of the panel study makes it an important 
vehicle for understanding underlying causes and short- and long- 
run consequences of family formation, dissolution, and other 
demographic changes. 

Various family topics have been included intermittently in the 
PSID interview. Fertility and family planning were asked in 1968- 
1972,1976, and 1985. Questions about childcarecosts were asked 
in 1970-1972,1976,1977,1979,1985, and 1988. The mode of child 
care was asked in the surveys of 1968,1973,1974,1976,1977,1979, 
1980, and 1985. In 1988, questions were asked about the health, 
living arrangements, and wealth of parents and about assistance 
flows in the form of money or time with family and friends. In 
1990 a special supplement on health was asked. Persons 65 and 
older who received Medicare were asked permission to access 
their Medicare records between 1984 and 1990. When combined 
with the health questionnaire items and the long time-series of 
core BID items, the resulting data should be very useful in 
studying the health and well-being of the elderly. Moreover, in 
1991, adult male and female household heads and the wives of 
male household heads were asked a lengthy questionnaire about 
the health of their parents including items on actual conditions 
their parents have, the ability of their parents to take care of 
themselves, and rehabilitation hospital or residential care 
facilities in which their parents may have stayed. 



Researching the Family 

The 1985 wave was the first to obtain a complete birth and 
adoption history from all heads and spouses. Respondents in- 
cluded all heads, whether single or married, and spouses. 
Retrospective marital histories and details about children who 
they helped raise but did not give birth to or adopt were also 
obtained. Respondents answered questions about their own ex- 
perience in both the fertility and marital history portions of the 
supplement. Birth and maniage histories were also collected 
about any person aged 12 to 44 in the family unit. Special em- 
phasis was given to the dating of events, for both births and 
marital events. Births of children, and marriages, divorces, and 
separations are dated by the month and year in which they 
occurred. The data can be used to link children in the sample with 
their natural or adoptive parents or with stepparents, and to sort 
out many of the complicated family composition changes that 
have occurred during the panel period. In addition, as the survey 
tracks split-off families, one can determine the ability of absent 
fathers to provide child support. The birth, marriage, and adop- 
tion histories have been collected afresh each wave since 1985 for 
new members of PSID families and updated for past members. 

LIIvfITATIONS Since the most detailed information is collected 
about the head and spouse, longitudinal analysis of individuals 
who change from a status such as child to head or spouse is more 
difficult. The sample is relatively small compared with other 
major surveys, as fhe entire age range is cover&. Information on 
children is somewhat limited, though information on families is 
rich. The central focus of the data is"wonomic and demographic. 
Thus, there is substantial information on income sources and 
amounts, employment, family compositionchanges, and residen- 
tial location. Although there is information on attitudes and other 
topics of a more soaological or psychological nature in some of 
the early waves, it is more limited. In the birth, adoption, and 
marital history data, some error in recall can be expected, as is 
true for all retrospective histories. 

AVAILABILITY Data are available in several forms: computer 
tape with merged data from all the annual interviews for each of 
the survey families (cross-year family file); tapes containing the 
record for each individual in a responding family in the most 
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recent wave, including all the information about the families in 
which he or she has lived (cross-year family-individual response 
file); tapes containing the record for each individual ever in a 
responding family but not in a responding family in the most 
recent wave (cross-year family-individual non-response file), and 
a CD-ROM version containing the family-individual response 
and non-response files. Each wave of data is merged with all 
prior waves' data. F i  on special topics are also available. These 
include a marital history file, the chiidbirth and adoption history 
file, a work history file, the 1990 Health Supplement file, and 
others. 

Each year the updated cross-year files are made available to 
outside users within a month after they have been cleaned and 
checked for inconsistencies. The cross-year family-individual file 
is usually available roughly 18 months after interviewing is com- 
pleted. Extensive documentation is printed annually, giving tape 
codes, variable distributions, editing methods, and an alphabeti- 
cal index of variables and a concordance which facilitates location 
of the same variable in successive years. 

Public data tapes can be obtained from: 

Janet Vavra 
Inter-University Consortium of 
Political and Social Research 
University of Michigan 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106 
313/763-5010 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Martha Hill, Ph.D. 
Survey Research Center 
Institute for Social Research 
University of hchigan 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106 
313/763-5131 



Researching the Family 

PUBLICATIONS 

Morgan, J.N., & the staff of the Economic Behavior Program. 
Annual. Five thousand American families: Patterns of economic 
progress. Ann Arbor, MI: Institute for Social Research. 

Duncan, G.J. (1984). Years ofpowrty, years of plenty. Ann Arbor, 
MI: Institute for Social Research. 

hmcan, G.J., & S.D. Hoffman. (1985). A reconsideration of the 
economic consequences of marital dissolution. Demography 
22(4), 485-497. 

Ellwood, D. (1988). Poor support: Poverty and the American family. 
New York Basic Books. 

Hill, MS. (1983). Trends in the economic situation of U.S. families 
and children: 1970-1980. In The high costs of living: economic and 
demographic conditions o f  American families. Washington, DC: 
National Academy of Sciences. 

Hill, MS. (1992). The Panel Study of  Income Dynamics. Newbury 
Park, CA: Sage. 

Hill, M.S. (1992). The role of economic resources and remarriage 
in financial assistance to children of divorce. Journal of Family 
Issues 13(2), 158-178. 

McLanahan, S.5. (1988). Family structure and dependency: Early 
transitions to female household headship. Demography 25(1), 
1-16. 

Rexroat, C., & Shehan, C. (1987). The Family Life Cycle and 
Spouses' Time in Housework. Journul of Mambgeand the Fami- 
ly 49(4), 737-750. 

Survey Research Center, Institute for Social Research. (1 991 ). Pub- 
lications, working papers and government reports based on the 
Panel Study oflncome Dynamics. Ann Arbor, MI: University of 
Michigan. 



Panel Study of Income Dynamics 

Panel Study of Income Dynamics 
Years of Questionnaire: 1968 through the p-t 

Sample size: 7,200 households 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household m e m b  (first name, am. sex. and relationship to reference ., 
perrwxl of each member) 

0 Partial roster of household membas 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in houaehold 

0 Amximate  relationshlv d familv member0 to householder, child, or one another 
&a& relationship offan& mem& to householder, chjld, or one another 
Information ab&t part-t&e household member 
lnformation about family members no longer living In household 

0 Information about relatives who livenearby but not in houPehold 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 

0  umber Jrwsons w h o d 4  on famllv in- 

Homeownerahip/mters 
Assets (other than homeowneshlp) 
Public h&g status 

0 Televhone in household 
0 ~ a n b g e  othe~ than English spoken In home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Region of country 
State of residence 
Couniy/dty/MSA of residence 

0 Size/type of community 
0 Zipcode 

0 ~eighborhoodquality 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 

Age of youngcat own child in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 
Existence of own children who haw Left home 
Intention to have bore) children in fuhm 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family adivitim or time use 
0 Community involvement (civic, religious, reaeahaU 
0 Familvamununication !?atterns 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 

Yen' Current a Former 
or eference 
Eerrmn 

2Lr 
Race 
HlapP*- 
Other clligidethniaty 
Rdigioua affiliation 
ReUgioua partidP'W 
Country of Mrth 
Immigrant status 
enBUsh- 

CahaMtaIion status 
CQhaMtatim hisiay 
Parentalstatus 
Number children ever born/sired 
Ageatflrstblrth 
Age of yormgest chUa 
CwmenuvingeLsewhere 
Duration at current addre85 
Residential mobility 
Educ~tionral attainment 

?r attained 
or regular HS diploma 

Current encollment 
Current employment status 
Houri, mually worked (ftlpt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Eanrings 
Wage rate 
Paymart of child support 
A tude or achievement score 
&L/cUsability status 
Self-este2m 
Loaa,ofcmltIolarefflcacy 
Depredon or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMnY MEMBERS 

Reference 
alildor 
Youth 
Resoondent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

&%th and "ear of birth 
~ender ' 
Raee 
Hispanic odgin 
other aaigln/ethnidty 
ReligiarPaffiuatbn 
R$tgbus participation 
Guntry of birth 

Current d e n t  in regular school 
Current enr&t in preschool/dayfare 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/NsWy 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Gnderepe(ition 

&ychobgical well-belng 
Detinq-cy 

NOTES 
1. Infwmation is available for those who are the head or spouse in a new 
household that has s lit-off" h m  one of the original households surveyed. 
2. Detailed fertility dmarital histories were obtained in 198. These have been 
updated in subsequent years. 
3. If a youth has been married or has had a child, that information is recorded. 



The Public Opinion 
Location ~ i 6 r a r ~  

PURPOSE The Public Opinion Location Library (POLL) is a 
service provided by the Roper Center for Public Opinion Re- 
search that gives researchers access to an archive of public 
opinion survey data. As of January of 1992 POLL contained about 
170,000 questions from various surveys and opinion polls, such 
as the Gallup Organization, the National Opinion Research Cen- 
ter, and various news station and newspaper polls that were 
conducted in the United States. 

CONTENT POLL contains a large variety of questions, most of 
which concern opinions and attitudes. The types of topics include 
beliefs and opinions about the types of family structure; attitudes 
towards various novernment programs; attitudes about mar- 
riage, divorce, an<sexuality; a& mVany others. For each question 
contained in the database, POLL stores the following information 
for researchers' retrieval: the exact wording of the item, the 
response categories used with the percent of the sample falling 
into each category, the polling organization that sponsored the 
research or survey, the dates the survey was conducted, the 
interview method (i.e., telephone, mail), the target population 
(i.e., registered voters, all Americans, adults only), sample size, 
and the subject or subjects the question is about. Some questions 
also indicate subpopulations that may have answered that 
specific question. 

The coverage of questions in POLL is extensive, from 1960 to - 
the present, although not exhaustive of every polling question 
asked. In addition to constantly updating this database with new 
survey questions as they comeout, the Roper Center is also 
cont&uai~~ working on &creasing its coverage of past questions. 
Some questions from surveys as early as 1950 are available. 

LIMITATIONS Many of the poll and survey questions archivedat 
the Roper Center use small sample sizes. These small samples may 
not allow, for example, sufficient numbers of parents of young 
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children to be looked at separately. The polling organizations do 
not always use real probability sampling; they sometimes use 
quota sampling instead at the last stages. 

AVAILABILITY POLL is available to researchers in the United 
States as well as those outside the U.S. Through a mainframe 
computer, users can locate questions asked nationally in the US. 
on whatever subject they are examining. Users have the ability to 
search for questions on specific subjects, to view those questions 
and information pertaining to them on their computer screen, and 
to print out whatever information interests them. Researcherscan 
conduct searches by subject, by polling organizations, by a 
specified time span, or by other specifications. After identifying 
questions of interest, a researcher may be interestedin seeing how 
the responses broke down by sex or race. The Roper Center can 
sometimes do runs of this sort for a charge that varies greatly 
depending on the request. 

For information on POLL, contact: 

Roper Center for Public Opinion Research 
P.O. Box 440 
Storrs, CT 06268 
203/486-4440 

PUBLICATIONS A number of publications have pulled together 
responses from a variety of polls on family issues, enhancing their 
usefulness by allowing comparisons to be made among them and 
observing trends or discrepancies. Some of these include: 

Komamicki, M. (1991, June). Public attitudes toward the American 
fami1y:An overview @survey responses covering 1963-1991 (Work- 
ing Paper WP9). Washington, DC: Institute for American 
Values. 

Smith, T.W. (1990). The polls - A report: The sexual revolution? 
Public Optnion Quarterly, 54,415435. 

Thornton, A. (1988). Changing attitudes towards family issues in the 
United States. Ann Arbor: Institute for Social Research. 

(There is no checklist with this demiption.) 



RAND Survey of Prison 
Inmates 

PURPOSE In July and August of 1976 the RAND Corporation 
conducted surveys in five California prisons among 624 male 
inmates to gain detailed information about individual patterns of 
criminal behavior, prior juvenile criminal activity, the use of il- 
legal drugs as a juvenile and as an adult, and the effectiveness of 
prison treatment programs. Commitment to criminality as a way 
of life was investigated as well, 

DESIGN Researchers selected institutions felt to be most repre- 
sentative of the California male prison population in terms of age, 
race, and prior record. At each institution the California Depart- 
ment of Corrections drew a 20% random sample using com- 
puterized files. The sample lists were sent to prison authorities; 
corrected lists indicated inmates no longer there or unavailable 
due to protective or high-security housing arrangements. The 
remaining inmates were scheduled for group survey administra- 
tion. Response rates are based on this latter group and include 
failures to report, choosing not to partidpate after the introduc- 
tion, and the provision of an illegible survey questionnaire. The 
institutions, number of respondents, and response rate for each 
are as follows: 

California Correctional Institute at Tehachapi 91 56% 
Deuel Vocational Institute at Tracy 109 58% 
California Institute for Men at Chino 121 55% 
California Training Facility at Soledad 125 63% 
San Quentin Penitentiary 178 55% 
Total: 624 57% 

CONTENT The instrument was a 2Ppage self-administered 
questionnaire. The data file contains 378 variables for 624 cases 
(inmates). Variables include prior criminal histories, social and 
demographic descriptors, psychological characteristics, varieties 
of criminal behavior, and different types of prison treatment 
programs. 
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PERIODICITY What began as a one-state study became a three- 
state study. The researchers conducted a much larger survey of 
men in 12 prisons and 14 county jai  in California, Michigan, and 
Texas in late 1978 to early 1979. A purposive sample was again 
made of the jail and prison institutions. Since then, it has been 
administered in a few other states. 

LIMITATIONS First, veracity is a problem inherent in self- 
reports of crime. Both overreporting and underreporting are 
found. A more subtle limitation of these data is sampling bias: a 
statistically significant difference in prior records was found be- 
tween the sample and the population from which it was drawn. 
This is because inmates with longer prior records were more 
likely to be in the sample, as they were more likely to be institu- 
tionalized for a longer period of time. The sampling technique 
allowed those with no prior records to be somewhat more likely 
to be released before the date of the survey. 

Another possible source of confusion is that inmates are only a 
subset of the total criminal population. First, criminals must be 
apprehended, then convicted, and finally sentenced. Obviously, 
an inmate survey provides no information on criminals who do 
not get caught. Also, sentencing practices make some types of 
criminals more likely to receive prison terms. Burglars with few 
prior convictions, for example, are unlikely to serve time. Thus a 
survey of this type overrepresents the types of criminals who are 
sentenced to long terms in prison. Also, there are no control 
groups of noncrirninals or of unincarcerated offenders. 

There are no questions on family composition, other than mar- 
riage or the presence of a girlfriend. There are no 
sociodemographic data or family functioning variables. 

Finally, researcher decisions about interpretations of am- 
biguous responses affect the rates at which individual offenders 
are found to commit crimes (c.f. Viher). 

AVAILABILITY The National Criminal Justice Reference Service 
at 301/251-5500 is the repository of materials associated with this 
survey. 
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The 1978 threestate survey is available on magnetic tape with 
SAS control cards from: 

Inter-University Consortium for Political 
and Social Research 
P. 0. Box 1248 
AM Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Mark A. Peterson 
RAND Corporation 
310/393-0411 

PUBLICATIONS 

Peterson, M.A., & Braiker, H.B. (1980). Doing crime: A Survey of 
California Prison Inmates. (Report No. R-2200-m.) Santa 
Monica, CA: RAND. 

Peterson, M.A., & Braiker, H.B., with Polich, S. (1981). Who com- 
mits crimes: A survey of prison inmates. Cambridge, MA: Oel- 
geschlager, Gunn & Hain. [This book is based on the original 
California survey, and it includes the survey instrument.] 

Peterson, M.A., Chaiken, J., & Ebener, P. (1983). Survey of Jail and 
Prison Inmates, 2978: California, Michigan, and Texas (Report 
No. 83-IJ-CX-0006) Santa Monica, CA: RAND 

Peterson, M.A., Chaiken, J., Ebener, P. & Honig, P. (1982). Survey 
of Prison and Jail Inmates: Background and methods. A Rand 
Note. Santa Monica. CA: RAND. 

For a description of this and several similar surveys, see: 

J. Cohen (1986). Research on Criminal Careers: Individual Fre- 
quency Rates and Offense Seriousness. Pp. 292-418 in A. 
Blurnstein, J. Cohen, J.A. Roth, & C.A. Visher CEds.), Criminal 
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careers and 'career criminals' (vol. 1) .  Washington, DC. National 
Academy of Sdences Press. 

For a reanalysis of these data, see: 

Visher, C.A. (1986). The RAND Inmate Survey: a Reanalysis. Pp. 
161-211 in A. Blumstein, J. Cohen, J.A. Roth, & C.A. Viher 
(Eds.), Criminal careers and 'career criminals' (vol. 2 ) .  
Washington, DC: National Academy of Sciences Press. 
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RAND Surve of Prison Inmates 
Year of c7 uestionnaire: 1976 

Sample size: 624 male inmatea 
FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full mter of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

lwson of each member) 
0 Partial roster of household members 
0 Number of adults in household 
0 ~&nber of chndren h household 
0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationshiu of familv membas to householder, child, or one anotha 
0 lnfonnation abo& prt-&e household member 
0 Information about family members no longer living in household 
0 information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 
~umbeer o&mons who depend on famlly income 

0 Sourcesofii~arme 
0 Income amountsidentifiedseparaay by sauce 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfarestatua 
0 Focdstamps reoeipt 

0 Medid werage 
0 Alvate health insurance 
0 Homeowndp/renters 
0 Assets (other than heownership) 
0 Publichausingstatus 
0 Telephone h hoplsehold 
0 Language other than E n g M  spoken in home 

Geoe;raphiclCommunity Variables 
Region of country 
State of residence 

0 County/city/MSAof residence 
0 Size/hrDeof community 

Stape in Family Life Cyde 
Age of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Marital status of adult respondent or spowe/partner 
Employment status of adult respondent or epouse/pzu 

0 Reeence of own children in household 
0 Age of youngcat own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own W d  in household 
0 Existence of own children who haw left home 
0 Intention to have (mote) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 FamUv activities or time use 

0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of maritalcounselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 
Respndent Current 
0rRef- 
EersPn 
a 

EE 
0 E 0 

%dm 
Race 
Hiapanic origin 
Mher orlgh/ethniaty 
Religious affillation 
ReUgious partidpation 
Country of birth 
h n i p n t  status 
Englishffuency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/sired 
Age at first birth 
A of youngest child 
&en living elsewhere 
Duratton at aucmt addrees 
ReddentialmoWity 
Educational attainment 

G %%- or regular HS diploma 
Cw;rentenrollment 
Current employment status 
Hoursusually worked (ft/pt) 
W& worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
-I 
Wage rate 
Payment of drild support 
A tude or achievement scae HP" ealth/disabllity status 
weteem 
Loclls of control or efficacy 
Depression or wbjedve well-being 
Work-related attitudes 



Researching the Family 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CHnD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Other 
QZlldren 
lintMl 
0 

k t h  ead of birth 
Gender 
Race 

%%&$ethnicity 
Rellgiolls affjliatlon 

RCosm~obGPtion 

&g!x3&tus 
Exact relathwhip to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital status/hlsbory 
Parental statudhiskuy 
Current enrollment in regular school 
Current eluoIlment in preschool/dayOlre 
Highest gade completed 
Grade now exoUecI 
Employment status/history 
Health stam 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptllude or achievement scare 
~ / W r t h h i s t o r y  
Psychological well-being 
aehnq-cy 



Stanford Child Custody 
Study and Stanford 

Adolescent Custody Study 
PURPOSE In the early go's, many states revised their divorce 
statutes, eliminating any maternal preference in child custody 
decisions, and diminishing the role of the courts in decision- 
making, requiring instead lhat the parental couple should make 
their own custody decisions whenever possible. In addition, in 
California and certain other states, a preference for joint custody 
was embodied in the new divorce law. The Stanford Child Cus- 
tody Study was undertaken to examine how custody decisions 
were being made in this new legal context: i.e., by what means 
divorcing parents were able to arrive at their custody decisions; 
the role of attorneys, mediators, and courts; the stability of arran- 
gements once arrived at; the amount of legal conflict; and the 
nature of the co-parenting processe8 that come into Wig over 
time in each of the different custodial arrangements. The first 
study examines how custodial arrangements are established and 
how they work out over time. The second study, the Stanford 
Adolescent Custody Study, examines the adjustment of youth 
4% years after their parents' divorce. 

SPONSORSHIP Study 1 was directed by Eleanor E. Maccoby 
and Robert H. Mnookin and funded by the National Institute of 
Chid Health and Human Development and the Stanford Center 
for the Study of Families, C h i i e n  & Youth. Study 2 was 
directed by Christy M. Buchanan, Eleanor E. Maccoby, and San- 
ford M. Dornbusch and received funding from the Grant Foun- 
dation and the Stanford Center. 

DESIGN The initial study is a cohort design focusing on 1,124 
California families who filed for divorce in either San Mateo or 
Santa Clara counties in California between September 1984 and 
April 1985, and who had at least one child under age 16. To trace 
the process of divorce, three separate telephone interviews were 
conducted with parents over a three-year time span. In addition, 



Stanford Child 8 Adolescent Custody Studies 

court records were examined to determine the sequence of legal 
events and their relationship to the day-today lives of families. 
Efforts were made to locate and recruit both parents for the 
study; however, dual participation was not a prerequisite for 
inclusion in the sample. At the initial interview, 44% of the 
families had both parents participating, 39% had the mother 
only, and 17% involved the father only. Information is collected 
about all children born into the reference marriage. The sample 
is diverse in terms of family characteristics, including the age, 
number, and sex of children and the socioeconomic status of the 
parents. 

Theadolescent study was designed to explore the post-divorce 
functioning of youth whose parents participated in the original 
child custody study. The decision to focus on adolescents who 
were under 19 was motivated by an interest in obtaining recent 
information about their experiences living with one or both 
parents. Most youth older than 18 would no longer be residing 
kith their pare&. 

- - 

PERIODICITY The design of the child custody study was short- 
tern longitudinal. The first parent interview w& conducted 
shortly after the petition for divorce was filed. The second inter- 
view took place one year after the first (about one and a half 
years after-separation) when many of the divorces had been 
completed. Of the 1,079 families that remained eligible (e.g., had 
not reconciled), 978 were re-interviewed. The third interview 
occurred after two more years had passed-three and a half 
years after separation. A total of 917 families, of the estimated 
1,002 families from the first wave who were still eligible, par- 
ticipated in the third wave. A followup study consisting of 
telephone interviews with 522 children aged 10% to 18 was also 
conducted between November 1988 and June 1989-four and 
one half years after their parents separated. This adolescent cus- 
tody study represents 81% of the 647 age-eligible respondents. 

CONTENT Information was collected regarding family back- 
ground; number, age, and sex of children; financial resources; 
and education, occupation, and work schedule of the two 
parents. The interviews in the child custody study were 
designed to address four major themes: 
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1) the division of parental responsibilities after divorce, the 
factors affecting decisions about the amount of time children are 
to spend with each parent, and the extent of similarity between 
mothers and fathers in their post-separation roles; 

2) the extent of legal conflict surrounding custody, visitation, 
and financial support and the negotiation and dispute-resolution 
process, and the involvement of attorneys, mediators and other 
professionals; 

3) the viability of different arrangements for custody and 
visitation over time, the nature and extent of changes in 
children's residence and factors producing change, and the ex- 
tent of flexibility families have in adapting arrangements to 
changing situations; and 

4) cooperation of divorced parents in the day-to-day lives of 
their children, including logistical problems, the extent of coor- 
dination in childrearing efforts, sources of conflict, and com- 
munication patterns. 

The data are structured such that both parents were inter- 
viewed whenever possible with each answering some questions 
about each child individually. Therefore, variables can be con- 
structed at the child level, at the parent level, or at the family 
level. 

The adolescent interview collected information about parents' 
current or new partners, including the length of time they had 
been living in the same house; stability of residential arrange- 
ments over time; their experience of specif'ic life stressors in the 
past 12 months, their impressions of the interparental relation- 
ship, parent-child closeness, and identification with parents; 
joint activities pursued with parents, extent of disengagement 
from the residential home; parental control and management; 
household organization and routines; and the adolescent's char- 
acteristics and psychological adjustments. 

LIMITATIONS The study is an excellent source of information 
about the pragmatic aspects of child custody arrangements fol- 
lowing marital disruption. Unlike most studies of divorcing 
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families, father-custody and jointcustody arrangements are rep- 
resented in addition to the more frequent mother-custody arran- 
gement. The longitudinal design of the studies allows the 
investigators to view marital dissolution as a dynamic process 
that transpires through a series of stages. A further advantage of 
the study is that it collects information from multiple family 
members. Moreover, because the study employs a cohort design 
it allows one to observe the status of families across a comparable 
set of marker points. 

Despite its considerable strengths, the design poses certain 
limitations as well. Because the sample is a cohort created by the 
onset of divorce the design did not pennit collection of infonna- 
tion about the children and families prior to the divorce. The 
absence of antecedent measures limits possibilities for examining 
the impact of pre-existingcharaderist~s of families or their situa- 
tions, although some retrospective information is available. Fur- 
ther, while followup inte6iews gather important information 
about the relationship between new spouses or partners and 
children from the reference marriage, the sociodemographicdata 
collected about these new spouses or partners is limited. 

 ina all^, like other sample; of its kid drawn from court records, 
the investigators faced the usualchallenges associated with locat- 
ing the eliable families. They were successful in locating one 
parent in 61% of the eligible families - a rate that compares 
favorably with location rates disclosed by other researchers. 

AVAILABILITY 
Data files and documentation have been archived by: 

Sociometics Corporation 
170 State Street, Suite 260 
Los Altos, CA 94022-2812 
800/846-3475 
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Substantive questions regarding the Child Custody Study 
should be directed to: 

Dr. Eleanor E. Maccoby 
Professor of Psychology (Em) 
Department of Psychology 
Stanford University 
Stanford, California 943052130 
415/725-2421 

For questions related to California law and legal conflict is- 
sues, contact: 

Dr. Robert H. Mnookin 
Stanford Law School 
Stanford University 
Stanford, CA 94305-8610 
415/723-1931 

The primary reference person for the Adolescent Custody 
Study is: 

Dr. Christy M. Buchanan 
Department of Psychology 
Winston Hall, Rm. 244 
Wake Forest University 
Winston-Salem, NC 27109 
919/759-5424 

PUBLICATIONS 

Albiston, C.R., Maccoby, E.E., & Mnookin, R.H. (1990). Does joint 
legal custody matter? Stanford Lrw and Policy Revim (Spring). 

Buchanan, C.M., Maccoby, E.E., & Dombusch, S.M. (1991). 
Caught between parents: Adolescents' experience in 
divorced homes. Child Dmelapmmt, 62,1008-1029. 

Buchanan, C.M., Maccoby, E.E., & Dornbusch, S.M. (1992). 
Adolescents and their families after divorce: Three residen- 
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tial arrangements compared. Journal of Research on Adoles- 
cence 2(3), 261-291. 

Maccoby, E.E., Depner, C.E., & Mnookin, RH. (1988). Custody of 
children following divorce. In E.M. Hetherington & J.D. 
Arasteh (Eds.1, Impact of divorce, single parenting, and sfep- 
parenting on children. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum As- 
sociates. 

Maccoby, E.E., Depner, C.E., & hhookin, RH. (1990). Coparent- 
ing the second year after divorce.~ournul o f~ar r i a~ iand  the 
Family, 52,141-155. 

Maccoby, E.E., & Mnookin, R.H. (1992). Dividing the child: Social 
and legal dilemmas of custody. Cambridge, MA: Harvard 
University Press. 

Monahan, S.C., Buchanan, C.M., Maccoby, E.E., & Dornbusch, 
S.M. (1993). Sibling differences in divorced families. Child 
Development 6 W ,  152-168. 

Mnookin, R.H., Maccoby, E.E., Albiston, C.R, & Depner, C.E. 
(1990). Private ordering revisited: What custodial arrange- 
ments are parents negotiating? In S.D. Sugarman & H.H Kay 
(Eds.), Diworce reform at the crossroulds. New Haven, CT: Yale 
University Press. 
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Stanford Child Custody Study and Stanford 
Adolescent Custod-g!3ldy 

YedmofQ~childStudyin1985,fol lormpsin1 AdolerentWyinl98889 
ssmpleslze:800$miliesinatiidShdy/522 y~thsinAdolescentSMy 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Family Composition 
a Full roster of househaid members &st name, am, e, and relationahip to referme 

person of each member) 
Partial roster of household members 

0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of children in houaehdd ~ ~p ~~- -~ ~- ~ - -~~~ 

Approximate relationshi of famlly members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of fan& members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about uart-time household member 

Information about bmily members nolonger ~ v i n g  in household' 
0 Information about relatives wholivenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family income 

0 Number of persons who depend on family income 
Sowcesof income 

0 Infome amounts identifled separately by source 
0 Poverty status 

Welfarestatus 
Food Stamps receipt 
Child support receipt 

0 Mediaid coveras? 

0 k t s  (other th& home ownBshlp) 
0 Publlc housing stahu 
0 Teleuhone in household 
0 other than English spoken in home 

GeographicJCommunity Variables 
Reglon of country 
State of residence 

0 ~eighborhwdquality 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle * Age of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
M ~ t a l  status of adult I'e8oondent orswu~e/mrtner 
Employment status of adht -nd&t or ~p&e/~artner 
hesenceofownchildreninhousehold ~~ ~ ~ -~~ ~ - ~ ~ - ~ ~  

Age of youngest own d 3 d  in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 

Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning: 
0 Family adivities or time use 
0 Community ivolvement (civic, religiow, m 
0 Family wmmunication pattems 
0 Family decision-making 
0 Maritalconflia 

eas/satisfactlon : E 2 g W - d  
OHistoryofmPrital rations 
0 %tory d family ~ l ~ c e  
0 History ofmnrital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 
Reswndent Cunvnt or R m e r  

Race 
m*= aigln 
oUrer orlein/ethnidty 
Re&#ollsafflllatltm 
ReUgious par t id~tb  
Country of Mrth 
Imndgramt ststus 
Enslish Current tluenCy madtal status 

Marital histoP7r 
Cohabitation katus 
Cohabitation histm 
Parental status 
NumbeIchMren everbom/sired 
Age at first Mah 
Age of youngest 
Children Uvlng elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Rddenthl mobiuty 
Educational attainment 

Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hnw uguauy world  (fttpt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
EaWgs 
Wage rate 
Paymmt of child support 
A hide or achievement wore P ealth/*biltty status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or efficacv 
& p r e s h  or sub ' jve  A-be ing  
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHJ.LD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
Reswndenr 

0 
0 
0 
0 

G w i m  
firth and of birth 
Gender 

0 Race 
0 w'anicorigin 
0 Other origin/ethnidty 
0 Rellgloueaffuiation 
0 Religbus*dptlm 
0 Country of birth 
0 Immigrant status 
0 EnsUshflwncy 
0 Exad r e l a i t d p  to adult family members 
0 Exact r e l a t l d p  to other children in HH 
0 Marital stahur/history 
0 Pa~entalatahls/hisiorytory 
0 Curmnt enrohmt in regular school 
0 Current enrollment in preachool/daycare 
0 Highest grade completed 
0 Grade now enrolled 
0 Employment status/hishxy 
0 Health status 
0 Handlcspping0~1dl~ 
0 Grade repetition 
0 Aptitude or achievement wore 

"oyob%$L%g 
0 De~~nqwncy 

NOTES 
Item availability varies by survey year. 
1. Ascertained about children from rekrence marriage who live elsewhere. 
2. New spouse if remarried, or new live-in partner. 
3. Former spouse from reference marriage. 
4. Children fmm rrference marriage (i.e., filed for divorce between September 
1984 and March 1985). 
5. Children belonging to respondent or spouse from another marriage. 
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PURPOSE This is a longitudinal panel study of mothers and 
children. A probability sample was drawn from the July 1961 
birth records of white first, second, and fourth-born children (in 
approximately equal numbers) in Wayne, Oakland and MaComb 
counties (the Detroit metropolitan area). It was originally known 
as the Family Growth in Detroit Study and was sometimes called 
the Detroit Area Study, but it was renamed in 1980 to reflect the 
scattering of participating families throughout the U.S. 
Documentation of changes in the attitudes and behavior of 
mothers and children over time as well as intergenerational dif- 
ferences are possible with these data. 

SPONSORSHIP The Survey Research Center of the Institute for 
Social Research and the Population Studies Center at the Univer- 
sity of Michigan conducted the study. The fifth wave of inter- 
views was funded by the National Institute of Child Health and 
Human Development. 

DESIGN Mothers were interviewed in person in 1962 from 92% 
of the sampled families in an eighty-minute interview covering a 
wide range of information. Subsequent telephone interviews 
were conducted in the fall of 1962, and again in 1963,1966,1977, 
1980, and 1985 (seven waves in all). There were therefore seven 
interviews covering childbearing, marital, educational, 
economic, labor force, religious, and attitudinal topics with the 
mothers over an Isyear period. Mothers were to be interviewed 
about their children's "nest-leaving" and the resulting changes in 
parental lifestyles. Mothers whose marriages had dissolved were 
not interviewed in the fall 1962,1963, and 1966 waves. However, 
their history and experiences were updated subsequent to their 
earlier exclusion. 

Children born in 1961 were interviewed in 1980 and 1985 when 
they were 18 and 23 years of age. Most children were interviewed 
in person; some were interviewed by telephone or by mail. These 
questions were to include their life experiences between 1980 and 
1985, their educational, occupational, and social activities, 



Study of American Families 

together with attitudes regarding family formation and personal 
development. 

In 1980 there were full interviews with the mother and her 
18-year-old child for 916 families, or 85% of the families inter- 
viewed in 1962. In 1985,932 children responded (85% of children 
whose mothers were interviewed in 1962). 

PERIODICITY Following the initial 1962survey, there have been 
6 subsequent telephone interviews in the fall of 1962, and again in 
1963, 1966, 1977, 1980, and 1985. A 1993 reinterview wave is 
currently planned. 

CONTENT While the investigators originally designed the study 
to gather information on the childbearing behavior of the 
mothers, the focus widened over the years to include the young 
persons across a wide variety of academic, work, sexual, political, 
social, and attitudinal areas. Marriage, living arrangements, 
childbearing, schooling, and employment and military ex- 
perience histories, especially as related to each other, are primary 
orientations of the data set. 

There is considerable data on the mother's marriage ex- 
perience, the mother's contact with and financial assistance from 
her parents, financial and other assistance given to the child 
respondent and other adult children, and the child's relationships 
with parents, religiosity, childbearing behavior, sexuality, 
cohabitation, marriage, employment, and attitudes on these 
general areas of life. For example, questions asked of both 
mothers and children in 1980 include, "IYs better for a person to 
get married than to go through life beiig single," and "All in all, 
there are more advantages to being single than to being married." 

LIMITATIONS The original survey was limited to white couples 
who were living in the Detroit metropolitan area in 1962. There is 
some material missing for families who separated prior to the 
1962,1963, and 1966 waves. However, their files have been up- 
dated with considerable success subsequent to this period. 
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AVAILABILITY Data will be made available through: 

Sociometrics Corporation 
170 State Street, Suite 260 
Los Altos, CA 94022-2812 
800 /846-W5 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Linda Young-DeMarco 
Institutes for Social Research 
University of Michigan 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106 
313/763-1500 

PUBLICATIONS 

Freedman, R, Freedman, D.S., & Thornton, A.D. (1980). Changes 
in fertility expectations and preferences between 1962 and 
19T7: their relation to final parity. Demography, 17(4), 365378. 

Freedman, D.S. & Thornton, A. (1982). Income and fertility: the 
elusive relationship. Demography, Ig(l), 6578. 

Freedman, D., Thornton, A., Camburn, D. Alwin, D. &Young-De- 
Marco, L. (1988). The life history calendar: A technique for 
collecting retrospective data. SocioIogical Methodology, 18,37- 
68. 

Thornton, A. (1988). Cohabitation and marriage in the 1980s. 
Demography, 25(4), 497-508. 

Thornton, A. & Camburn, D. (1987). The influence of the family 
on premarital sexual attitudes and behavior. Demography, 
24(3), 323-40. 

Thomton, A. Freedman, R. & Freedman, D. (1984). Further reflec- 
tions on changes in fertility expectations and preferences. 
Demography, 21(3), 423-29. 
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Study of American Families 
Year of QuestioMalre: 1985 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERIsnCs 
Sample &. 929 

Family Composition 
0 Fun rmter of household members (flrst name, age, sex, and relatimhip to reference 

person of each member) 
0 Partial raster of household members 
0 Number d adults in household 

Numberd drildren in household 
0 Approximate relationshi of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact relatlarshtp of fady members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about part-timehousehold member 

Information about family members no longer living in houeeholdl 
0 Information about relative8 who live nearby but not in household 

Sodoeconomic 
Total familvincome 
 umber oipemone who depend on family income 

0 SouKesofinurme 
0 In- amounts Identifiedsepamtely by source 

Poverty statua 
0 Welfare statua 
0 FoadStampsrecei 

0 Medicaid coveraxe 
0 Private healthinbinwme 

Homeownershi~/rentera 
0 Asea, (other thk home ownemhip) 
0 Pubkhwstngstants 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
0 Region ofcountry 
0 State of residence 
0 County/city/MSA of residence 
0 Sizeltvw of communltv 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
0 At?e of adult respondent or spouse/partner 

~-&tdstatus of adult seip&dent or spouse/partneI 
Employment stalua of adult respondent or spouse/p 

0 Resence of own children in household 
0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 Edstenee of own Aildren who haw lefi home 
0 In&tion to have (more) children in future 

35 1 
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~amilidedsion-making 
MaIitalcon£lict 
Maritalhapp3nese/satisfadion 
Parent-child conflict 

0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital camselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMII 
Sample size: 929 

Adult Current 
Current or Former 

.Y MEMBER 

A& of youngest child 
Children livinn $sewhere 
huation at & k t  addms 
Residential mobility 
Educatld attainment 

G %- or regular attained HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Current em loyment status 
I-Iours worked (fi/pt) 
Weeks worked 
A n n d  employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude m achievement score 
Health/-Mlity status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depresh or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 



Study of American Families 
- 

CHARACTEIUSTICS OF C H n D  FAMILY MEMBERS 

Other 
Children 
UmQ 
0 

S n t h  and year of Mrth 

El",* 
E%$%Wdty 
Religious affiliation 
~ g i o u a  participation 
Counhy of Mrth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital stahrm/hishy 
Parental status/history 
Curreatauollmentinregularsdrool 
Current m h e n t  in greschool/daycare 
Highest grade completed 
Grade now enrollad 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
-@tion 
Aptitude or achievement score 

=&=!% 
Dehq-cy 

1. Information is available for children of mother-respondent who are over 18 

2. y- All mot Of afE' respondents 1985. are white. 
3. Self-esteem and cohabitation questions are available for 23-year-old "child" 
respondents. 



Studv of the 
~ncidehce and 

of Child Abuse 

National 
Prevalence 
and Neglect 

PURPOSE The main purpose of the National Incidence Study is 
to obtain a clear picture of the incidence, severity, and 
demographic/geographic distribution of recognized child abuse 
and neglect in the United States. In addition, it examines how 
well the official reporting system is working. The second wave of 
the study also enables researchers to investigate how the severity, 
frequency and character of child maltreatment have changed 
since the time of the f i t  study. 

SPONSORSHIP The study is sponsored by The National Center 
on Child Abuse and Neglect, located within the Department of 
Health and Human Services. 

DESIGN The first study (NIS-I), conducted in 1979-1980, used a 
national probability sample of 26 counties clustered within 10 
states. The sample was stratified by urban, suburban, and rural 
areas. In each county, data were collected from the Child Protec- 
tive Services (CPS) agency, the primary agency legally respon- 
sible for investigating reports of suspected child abuse and 
neglect; and from non-CPS agencies. Non-BS agencies were 
grouped into two categories: (1) investigatory agencies-juvenile 
probation department or equivalent, local police/sheriff's 
departments, office of the county coroner/medical examiner, and 
county public health departments; and (2) other study agencies- 
shortstay general hospitals, public schools, mental health agen- 
cies, and other social service agencies. Information was collected 
from 26 CPS agencies and 528 non-CPS agencies. 

The second study (NIS2), conducted in 1986, sampled a total of 
29 counties (in 28 PSUs) representing different regions of the 
country and varying levels of county urbanization. Overall, 29 
CPS agencies and 706 non-CPS agencies participated in the study. 

PERIODICITY The National Study of the Incidence and Severity 
of Child Abuse and Neglect (NIS-1) was conducted in 1979-1980. 
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The Study of the National Incidence and Prevalence of Child 
Abuse and Neglect (NIS2) was conducted in 1986. NE-3 has 
been initiated as well. 

CONTENT In NIS-1, the study design for CPS data collection 
called for completion of a "family-level" data form for eachreport 
of suspected child abuse or child neglect received by the county 
CPS agency between May 1,1979 and April 30,1980, excluding 
reports immediately referred to other agencies or otherwise 
screened out with no attempt at investigations. Two CPS data 
forms were used, a long form containing all information needed 
for statistical analysis and a short form containing only enough 
information to permit identification of duplicates. Non-CPS 
agencies were given concrete guidelines describing the kinds of 
child maltreatment situations which were of interest to the study 
and were asked to provide certain narrative and demographic 
information about any children they suspected to have ex- 
perienced one or more of these situations during a specified four 
month period. 

In NIS-2, the study period began September 7, 1986, for all 
agencies other than schools and day care centers, where it began 
September 28. The period continued through December 6,1986 
for all agencies. Li NIS-1, CPS data forms were family-level 
forms, w&ch documented allegations concerning all chil&en in a 
report on a given household or family, and the n o n a S  data 
form was a child-level form whiih recorded suspected maltreat- 
ment of an individual child. 

LIMITATIONS One minor limitation of this study is that there 
were some slight differences between the CPS forms and the 
non-CPS forms which result in some incongruities for data 
analysis. For example, on the non-CPS forms we know the 
relationship between the mother/mother figure in the home and 
the child. However, on the CPS fonns, we only know that there is 
a mother or a mother figure in the home; we do not know if she is 
a natural or a stepmother. 

In addition, for researchers wanting to do family-level 
analyses, the information from the CPS agencies will be quite 
valuable, but the data from the nonCPS agencies are measured 
with respect to the individual, not the family. 
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AVAILABILITY The data set is available through the Clearin- 
ghouse on Child Abuse and Neglect. They suggest that re- 
searchers using the data set request the following publications: A 
User's Guide for the Second National Incidence Study, Study 
Fidings, Report on Data Collection, and Report on Data Process- 
ing and Analysis. All questions and requests for publications on 
the study should be done through the Clearinghouse at the follow- 
ing number: 

Clearinghouse on Child Abuse and Neglect 
P.O. Box 1182 
Washington, DC 20013 
703/3857565 or 
800/MI-3366 

PUBLICATIONS 

Ards, S. & Harrell, A. (1991). Reporting of child maltreatment: A 
secondary analysis of the Natwnal Survey of Child Abuse and 
Neglect. Washington, DC: Urban Institute. 

Besharov, D. (1990). Improved research on child abuse and 
neglect through better definitions. In D. Besharov (Ed.), Fami- 
ly violence: Research and public policy issues. Washington, DC: 
American Enterprise Institute. 

Hampton, R.L. (1987). Violence against black children: Current 
knowledge and future research needs. In RL. Hampton (Ed.), 
Violence in the black family: Correlates and consequences. Lexi- 
ngton, MA: Lexington Press. 

Hampton, R.L. & Newberger, E.H. (1988). Child abuse incidence 
and reporting by hospitals: Significance of severity, class, and 
race. In G.T. Hotaling, D. Finkelhor, J.T. Kirkpatrick, & M. 
Straw W.1, Coping with family violence: Research and policy 
perspectives. Newbury Park, CA: Sage. 

Miller, C.A., Fine, A., & Adams-Taylor, S. (1989). Monitoring 
children's health: Key indicators. Washington, DC: American 
Public Health Assoaation. 
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National Incidence and Prevalence of Child 
Abuse and Neglect 

Years of Questionnaire: 1W87 Sample 5,317 

FAMILY-LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Family Composition 
b Full maker of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

lxlson of @a& membeI) 
0 Partial roster of household members 
0 Number of adults in household 

Number of drlldrenin household 
0 Approximate relafionehlp d family members to h d o l d e r ,  child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, m one another 
0 Information about part-he household member 
0 Information about family members no longer Living in household 
0 Intonnation about datives wholive nearby but not in househoid 

Socioeconomic 
Totalfamll lnanne 
Numbero?~swhodeamdmfamilyinamre 

0 s~urcesof&come 
0 Inmme a m t e  identified separately by BOUIce 
0 Poverty status 

Welfarestatus 
0 FoodStampsdpt 

a,ildsu*&pt' 
0 Medieaidmverage 
0 Private health insurance 
0 Homeownership/renters 
0 Assets (other than home ownemhip) 
0 hbl ic  housing status 
0 Teleuhone in household 
0 ~an&e other than English spoken in home 

Variables 

0 *te of residence 
0 Co~nty/dty/MSA of reatdenee 
0 Sze/type of wmunlty 
0 Ziv& 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
b Age of adult respondent or epowe/partner 
0 Marital status of adult respondentorropwae/partner 
0 Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
0 Presence of own children in household 
0 Age of youngest own chlld in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 Existence of own chlldren who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in fuIure 

357 
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Family Functioning 
0 Familv activities or time use 
0 ~onnhunit~involvement (civic, religious, recreational) 
0 Family mmmunication pattans 
0 Familydecision-making 
0 M a r i t a l d c t  
0 Maritalha ess/sattsfaction 

ParentZrnct 
0 HtPtory of marital separatian~ 

History of family violence 
0 History of marital a m d i n g  

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult Current 

Cment or Fozmer 

Age 
Gender 
IZaceZ 
Hispanic origin2 
Other origidethnidty 
ReUglous affiliation 
RelIgioua partiaption 
Country of Mrth 
Immigknt status 
Englishfluency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
CohaMtation status 
GhaMtation history 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngeat child 
ChUdren living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
G"Kregular HS diploma 
Current enroliment 
Current employment status 
Hoursusually worked Wpt )  
Weeks worked 
Annuat employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Eamiw 
Wane rate 
~a);;nent of child support 
Adtude or achievement score 
dealth/dlsability status 
Self-esteem 
Laus of control or efficacy 
Depredon or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMICY MEMBERS 

Reference 
ChMa 
Youth - 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Sample size: 5,317 

Children 
finkuQ 
0 Ago 
0 Month and vear of Mrth 

~n@flueacu 
Exact relationship to adult family m e m d  
E W  relationship to o h  children in HH 

current enrollment inallmregular school 
Cment anrollment in d o o l / d a v c a r e  
Highest grade corn l&ed 
Grade now -Id 
Hmphyment status/htstory 
Health statue 
Handicapping mditlons 
Grade repetition 
Aptitudha achiwement sane 
Prepncy/birth Nstory 
Psychological well-behg 

NOTES 
1. Only courtordered child support;only on the CPS form. 
2. Only on the CFS form. 
3. On nonCPS form only; the CPS form uses the race of the parent to infer the 
race of the child. 



Survey of Children and 
Parents 

PURPOSE The Congress and the President created the National 
Commission on Chiidren in late 1987 to assess the status of 
children and families in the United States and to propose policy 
and program changes and initiatives. This survey is a part of that 
assessment. 

SPONSORSHIP The National Commission on Chiidren spon- 
sored this 1990 survey with partial support from the Foundation 
for Child Development. 

DESIGN Princeton Survey Research Associates supervised the 
design of the questionnaire. Members of the Commission, 
together with the Commission staff and Child Trends, Inc., as- 
sisted in developing the content. Interviewers from Datastat, 
Inc., conducted telephone interviews between September and 
November 1990 using a national sample of 1,738 parents in the 
continental United States who live with their children. Also in- 
terviewed were 929 of the children aged 10 to 17 living in the 
households of these parents. The parent sample included 709 
parents of non-black, non-Hispanic children, 483 parents of 
black, non-Hispanic children, and 546 parents of Hispanic 
children. African American and Hispanic children, as well as all 
children in the age group 10 to 17, were oversampled. The dis- 
tribution of interviews with children aged 10 to 17 consists of 387 
non-black, non-Hispanic children, 259 black, non-Hispanic 
children, and 283 Hispanic children. 

Three sampling parts were used to yield a representative 
sample of the general population, a representative sample of the 
Hispanic surname population, and a representative sample of 
the black population living in areas with significant black 
population. The first used a random digit sample of telephone 
numbers, with exchanges selected with probabilities proportion- 
al to their size. Census tracts that were at least 30% black were 
used to obtain randomly listed telephone numbers, "1" was 
added, and persons were screened to confirm their race. 
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Hispanic surnames also were selected at random from listed 
telephone numbers of households where the telephone sub- 
scriber had one of 11,000 Hispanic surnames, "1" was added, and 
then persons were screened to confirm their ethnic background. 

Up to 15 telephone calls were made in order to complete 
screening, parent, and child interviews. An initial refusal was 
recontacted at least once in an effort to persuade nonrespon- 
dents to participate. 

About 82% of eligible children of respondent parents were also 
respondents; respondent parentscooperated about 8588% of the 
time once they were contacted, with a completion rate of about 
90% of the respondents. 

Weights were developed deriving from a special analysis of 
the March 1989 Current Population Survey (known as the An- 
nual Demographic Fie). Results based on the total sample of 
children have a +/- 3% accuracy at the 95% confidence level. 

PERIODICITY There are no current plans to resurvey. 

CONTENT The survey covers a wide variety of questions, with 
many asked of both parent and child. Questions are included 
which cover parental and child worries about physical safety, 
harm, pregnancy, AIDS, alcohol, drug use, drunk drivers, and 
meeting family expenses. There are questions about the neigh- 
borhood, parental involvement with children's activities, parent- 
child relationships, and discipline. The child's contact and 
relationship with nonresidential parents, the availability of non- 
school activities, their friends' delinquent activities, and their 
admired figures are also included. There are numerous school- 
related questions, such as the type of schoolattended, reasons for 
changing to a diierent school, the child's feelings about school, 
and specific topics studied. Child's and parent's aspirations for 
further schooling are also included. A number of questions ad- 
dress the types of child care used and the amount of self care, 
together with the feelings of both parent and chiid on the ade- 
quacy of time spent together. 

LIMITATIONS Children under age ten are not surveyed, al- 
though their parents are. African Americans who do not live in 
predominantly black neighborhoods are underrepresented as 
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are Hispanics without Hispanic surnames. Response rates were 
about 70%, slightly higher for the oversampled groups. Parents 
with children aged 10 to 17 are overrepresented. 

AVAILABILITY Data may be obtained from any of the follow- 
ing data archives: 

Inter-University Consortium for 
Political and Social Research 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

Roper Center for Public Opinion Research 
P.O. Box 440 
Storrs, CT 06268 
203/486-4440 

Sociometrics Corporation 
170 State Street, Suite 260 
LOS Altos, CA 94022-2812 
800/846-3475 

For questions about the survey, contact: 

Carol Ernig 
National Commission on Children 
11 11 Eighteenth Street NW, Suite 810 
Washington, DC 20036 
202/254-3800 

Questions about survey construction may also be answered by: 

Kristin A. Moore 
Child Trends, Inc. 
2100 M Street NW, Suite 610 
Washington DC 20037 
202/223-6288 
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PUBLICATIONS 

National Commission on Children. (1991). Speaking of kids: A 
National Survey of Children and Parents. Washington, DC: 
NCC. 
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Survey of Children and Parents 
Year of Questionnaire: 1990 

FAMnY LEVEL CmRACTERIsTICS 
Sample size: 1,738 

Family Composition 
Full roster of household members (first name, a*, sex, and relationship to reference - 
&&on of each member) 

0 Partial roster of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Numbet of chitdren in household 

0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
Exact relationship of family members to householder, chlld, or one another 

0 Information abo& part-the householdmember 
Information about family members no longer living in household' 

0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil inann 

0 Number ~?permn$~h~ depend on family inoome 
0 So- of income 
0 Income amounts identified separately by source 
0 Poverty s t a m  

Welfarestatus 
FdStampsmeipt 
Child support reoeipt 
Medicaid coverage 
Private health inswance 
Homeownership/rentes 

0 ~ase t s  (other than home ownershiv) 
0 ~ b ~ c ~ ~ s t a t u a  

Telephone in household 
Language other than English spoken in home 

Geop;raphic/Communitv Variables 
Region of country 

0 County/city/MSA of residence 

0 U p w  
Telephone area mde 
Metr-rwidenoe 
Neighborhoodquality 

0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spouse/p@ner 
Maritalstatusof adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Reaence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in household 
Age of oldest own chlld in household 
Existence of own fhildren who have left home 

0 Intention to have (more) children In future 
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Family Functioning 
Family activities or time use 
Communitv involvement (dvlc. relieious, recreational) ~, 
~ a m i l ~  cokmunication patterns 
Family dedsion-mabing 

0 Marital aonflict 
Maritalha pinea/satlsfaction 

0 ~arent-chgdconflict 
0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT P m n Y  MEMBERS 
Sample aize: 1,738 

Adult Current 
Respondent Current or Forme 
or Reference 
Lk%m 2iE 

0 
EGzu 
0 Age 

Gender 
Race 
Hispanicorigin 

oagin/ethnidV 
ReUgiousafflHation 
Religious pactidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
En- fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/sired 
Age at first birth 
A e of youngest child 
&en living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

$%ZAZedm d p h a  
Current enrollment 
C-t employment status 
Houre usually worked W p t )  
Weeka worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
E-8s 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aplitude or achievement score 
Health/dlsability status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 
0 
0 

Sample size: 929 

Other 
ChiLdrm 
b.mD - ieth and year of birth 

Gender 
Race 
Hispan+ origin 
Other ongin/ethnidty 
Religious affiliation 
Religiouspartidpatlon 
Camtry of birth 
Immigrant status 
Engush fluency 
Exact relatiomhip to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental status/history 
Cwrent enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in p ~ w h o o l / d a y m  
Highest grade com let4 
~ r a d e  now enroll2 
Employment status/histocy 
Health statua 
Handicapping amditions 
GI& repetition 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Pregimcy/birth history 
PsydtoLoejcal well-being 
~~nquency '  

NOTES 
1. Aged 17 or younger. 
2. In $10,000 increments to $60,OMk. 
3. Ages of other children in household are given in ranges of 9 and under, 10-13, 
andl4-17. 

- - 

4. Friends who are delinquent and pressures to bedelinquent are included. 
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rrograk Participation- 

Core Survey 
PURPOSE The Survey of Income and Program Participation 
(STPP) is a major source of information on the demographic and 
economic situation of persons and families in the United States. 
Analysis of the data provides a better understanding of the dis- 
tribution of income, wealth, and poverty in the society, and of the 
effects of federal and state programs on the well-being of families 
and individuals. It also serves as a tool for managing and 
evaluating government transfer and service programs. The 
gathering of more detailed information on earned, unearned, 
and asset income sources, coupled with the measurement of 
monthly variations in such contributing factors as household 
structure, the determinants of program eligibility, and actual 
participation, assists researchers and policymakers as they grap- 
ple with ways to reform welfare, improve entitlement programs, 
and otherwise monitor and influence the policies and programs 
designed to help the needy of this country. 

SPONSORSHIP The survey is funded and conducted by the 
U.S. Bureau of the Census. 

DESIGN The survey uses a multi-stage stratified sample of the 
U.S. civilian, non-institutionalized population. The first panel of 
SIPP (the 1984 panel) was initiated in October 1983. Original 
plans called for a sample size of approximately 20,000 
households per panel. Budgetary const~aints, however, forced 
panels after 1984 to be reduced to approximately 13,000 
households per panel. Although the 1990 panel was increased to 
approximately 21,500 households, the 1991 panel was again 
reduced in size to approximately 14,000 households. 

In general, each assigned household is interviewed once every 
four months for a period of two and a half years, resulting in 
eight interviews per household. To simplify interviewing and 
data processing, each panel of households is divided into four 
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smaller groups of approximately equal size called rotation 
groups. These groups are interviewed during four consecutive 
months. The four-month period of interviewing that it takes to 
give the entire panel thesame interview schedule is called a 
wave. The reference period for a particular rotation group is the 
preceding four months. Thus the four rotation groups each have 
a different reference period for each interviewing wave. 

The primary focus of SIPP is adults, defined as persons 15 
years of age or older in the initial sample household. Individuals 
are f o l l o d  wen if they change addresses or move out of the 
sample household. However, there is differential attrition among 
persons who have households. Departing fathers, for example, 
are more likely to be lost to followup than adult children forming 
their own families. Individuals who move into a sample 
household are included in the survey only as long as they reside 
with panel members. Prior to 1992, interviews were generally 
conducted in person by personnel from the 12 permanent 
regional offlces of the Census Bureau. Beginning in February 
1992, waves 1,2, and 6 are personal interviews, but waves 3,4,5, 
7, and 8 are conducted by telephone. Proxy respondents are used 
for individuals who are not present at the time of the interview. 
The panel nature of SIPP all& year-to-year change estimates to 
be made using the same individuals. In addition, the overlap- 
ping nature o i  the sample design allows for cross-sectional es- 
timates to be produced on combined panels, thereby 
substantially increasing sample sizes and the reliability of the 
estimates produced. 

The Census Bureau is redesigning SIPP. The proposed new 
design calls for panels of approximately 50,000 households. Each 
panel will be followed for 52 months. The new design is 
scheduled to be implemented in 1996. 

PERIODICITY This is a continuous survey in which overlap- 
ping panels are added and existing panels are rotated out affer 
completing their period of approximately two and a half years in 
the sample. The proposed new design calls for a single panel to 
be in the field at a time, with each panel followed for 52 months. 

CONTENT The survey consists of four major questionnaire 
components: the control card, the core set of questions repeated 
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ducted one or two times during a panel, and variable topical 
modules to be added from time to time. In addition, the content 
of the survey questionnaire may be supplemented by ad- 
ministrative record data. 

The control card is used to obtain and maintain information on 
the basic characteristics associated with households and persons, 
such as age, race, ethnic origin, sex, marital status, and education- 
al level of each adult member of the household, as well as infor- 
mation on the housing unit and the relationship of the 
householder to other members. The core portion of the question- 
naire includes four major sections: (1) labor force and recipiency, 
(2) earnings and employment, (3) amounts of income received, 
and (4) a short set of program questions. Section one obtains 
general information about labor force activity and recipiency, 
while sections two and three gather more detailed information 
about type of employment, earnings, and income. Section four is 
only asked of the reference person at each address. Among the 
items included in this section are whether any children aged 5 to 
18 in the household participate in s u b s i i i  school lunch or 
breakfast programs. 

Among the fixed topical modules are a personal history 
module and a school enrollment and financing module (see their 
descriptions in this volume for more detailed information on 
their purpose and content). 

Variable topical modules comprise the final component of the 
questionnaire. These modules include supplemental questions 
designed by or for other federal agencies and are added to one or 
more waves of interviewing. Variable topical modules include: 
child care arrangements, child support agreements, functional 
limitations and disability, utilization of health care services, sup- 
port for nonhousehold members, work-related expenses, job of- 
fers, long-term care, shelter costs/energy usage, work schedule, 
home health care, and spells outside the workforce. 

SIPP offers the opportunity to examine short-term economic 
consequences of divorce, the addition of a baby, or other changes 
in family configuration. Moreover, by combining information 
from the core with the extensive information collected in the 
various topical modules, detailed profiles of families in a variety 
of circumstances can be made. 



LIMITATIONS The sample size is relatively small (compared to 
the Current Population Survey, for example), leading to relative- 
ly large standard errors. The complexity of the survey, an ad- 
vantage from the viewpoint of providing detailed and accurate 
information, may impair user access to microdata tapes which 
may be complicated and expensive to process. For example, the 
use of more than one file and the merging of data will be needed 
i f  a user wishes to combine in one analysis information from 
topical modules collected in different waves. Even when using 
only one file, certain types of analyses may require appending 
information from one person's record onto another person's 
record. For example, to create a child file containing pertinent 
parental information, it will be necessary to append appropriate 
variables from the parents' records onto each child's record, 
Similarly, to create a family file containing pertinent information 
on all family members, it will be necessary to identify the parents, 
children, and any other family members and append appropriate 
variables from each person's record onto a new family record. In 
1990 the unit of observation changed from one record for each 
person to one record for each person for each month. It remains 
to be seen whether this new format is preferred by users. Another 
limitation is that SIPP does not oversample groups of special 
interest, such as African Americans, Hispanics, or low-income 
households. Thus' sample sizes for these groups can be small for 
some types of analyses. 

AVAILABILITY Questions about publications, data products, 
and their availability should be directed to: 

Customer Services Branch 
Data User Services Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4100 

Access to SIPP public use files is also available through the 
Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research 
(ICPSR) at the University of Michigan (313/763-5010) and 
through SIPP ON-CALL at the Census Bureau. SIPP ON-CALL is 
an electronic data extraction system that provides users with 
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remote access to SIPP data. As of April 1992, only the core data 
for 1990 are available through this system. Topical modules and 
future panels of SIPP will be added to the system. 

For more information about SIPP ON-CALL, contact: 

Edward Bean, SIPP ONCALL Staff 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
301 /763-8389 or 8378 

For substantive questions about SIPP, contact: 

Enrique Lamas 
Special Assistant to SIPP 
HHES Division, I-MAIL 307-1 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8018 

PUBLICATIONS 
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Jabine, T.B. (1990). Survey of Income and Program Participation: 
Quality profile. Washington, DC: U.S. Bureau of the Census, 
GPO. 

Jennings, J.T., & Bennefield, R.L. (1992). Who's helping out? 
Support networks among American families: 1988. Current 
Population Reports (Series P-70, No. 28). Washington, DC: U.S. 
Bureau of the Census, GPO. 

U.S. Bureau of the Census. (1989). Characteristics of persons 
receiving benefits from major assistance programs. current 
Population Reports (Series 70, No. 14). Washington, DC: GPO. 
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U.S. Bureau of the Census. (1990). Work and family patterns of 
American women. Current Population Reports (Series P-23, No. 
165). Washington, DC. GPO. 

U.S. Bureau of the Census. (1991). What's available from the 
Survey of Income and Program Participation. Washington, 
DC: GPO. 

Recent SIPP Working Papers include the following: 

Long, S.K. (1990). Welfare participation and welfare recidivism: 
The role of family events. SIPP Working Paper #9018. 

Spare, A., Avery, R, & Goldscheider, F. (1990). An analysis of 
leaving homeusing data from the 1984 Panel of the SIPP. SIPP 
Working Paper #9002. 



Survey of Income and Program Participation-Core Survey 

Survey of Income and Program Participation- 
Core Surve (1990) 
Sample size 21,500 X ouseholds 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Sample size: 55,~persons  

Family Composition 
0 Full mter of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

0G 
of each member) 
roster of household members 

0 Number of adults in hwsehold 
Numba of children in household 

0 Approximate relationshi of family membera to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationshiv of fan-& members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information at& timehoupehold member 
0 Information a b o u t E y  members nolongerUvingin household 
0 Information about relatives who live n-by but not in houaehold 

0 Number ofpersons who depend on family income 
Sourcw of income 
Income amounts identifled separately by source 
Poverty status 

0 Welfarestatus 
Foodstampsreoeipt 

Medicai -guXP"wP merage 
0 Private health inswance 
0 Homeownemhip/renters 
0 Ansets (other than home ownershiv) 

0 Telephone In fiousehold 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

GeographiclCommunity Variables 
Redon ofmuntrvl 

0 M&opolitan residence 
0 Neiehborhood aualitv 
0 labor market ' 
Stage in Family Life Cycle 
0 A d adult respatdent or spouse/partner 

arital status of adult resrxnrdent or .wouae/vartner oh$ 
Employment status of addt wspond&t or s&%use/partner 

0 Pres~~~ce of own children in household - - .. .. 
0 Age of young& own child in househdd 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activities or time use 
0 Community involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 Familvcmnmunication mttems 
0 ~amil~dedsion-& 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Marital happine86/safMaction 
0 Parentddaonfllb 
0 HFPtory of maritalseparations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMIL.Y MEMBERS 
Sample 40poO persons 18 and dde~ 

Adult Current 
Rewondent Current or F a m a  

Age 
Gender 
Race 
Hispani: d g i n  
Other ongin/ethniaty 
R$igiousaffiliation 
RelIgbu~ participation 
Country of Mrth 
Immigrant status 
Englrsh fluency 
Current marital status 
MdtalbistRIy 
Cohabitation atatus 
Cohabitation htptory 
Parental stahla 
Number children ever born/sired 

living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

stained 
HS diploma 

current eluollment 
Current em loyment status 
Hours dY worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment 
Msia occupation 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Health/disaMUty status 
Self-esteem 
Law, of control or efficacy 
Depressian or subjective wen-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Child or 
Youth 
I bazda  

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Children 
llnMIT 
0 Age 

Month and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 

z G $ $ & n i d t y  
ReUgious affiliation 
R e l i g h m  participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to OF children in HH 
Marital statusfhistory 
Parental status/history 
Current enrollment in regular dm01 
Current enrollment in pmchwl/daycare 
Highest grade completed3 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/histo$ 
Health status 
Handicz1pping condllions 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or achievement scene 
Pregnency/blrth history 
Psyd\doglcal well-being 
Dhquency 

NOTES 
Due to the design of SIPP, the time frame refers to the four months prior to a 
particular survey wave. Annual information can be obtained by mmbining 
information across appropriate waves and rotation groups. 
1. Region of country can be created from state codes. However, some states are 
collapsed because of small population size. 
2. Need to combine information aaoss waves. 
3. Available for persons 15 and older. 



SIPP-Child Care Topical 
Module 

PURPOSE The child care topical module to SIPP is designed to 
establish an ongoing data base of child care statistics that has 
heretofore been lacking at the national level. 

SPONSORSHIP The topical module is funded and conducted 
by the US. Bureau of the Census. An advisory panel with repre- 
sentatives from selected federal agencies oversees the question- 
naire design and frequency of interviewing. 

DESIGN The description of the main SIPP survey provides an 
overview of the basic design. The topical module on chiid care is 
asked of respondents who are the designated parents or guar- 
dians of children under 15 who are living in the household. The 
respondents must also either be working or enrolled in school 
(this criterion did not apply the first time the module was asked 
in the fifth wave of the 1984 panel) to be eligible for the module. 
The survey was expanded in the 1988 panel to include persons 
looking for a job. The questions pertain to the three youngest 
children under 15 years of age. 

PERIODICITY The child care module is asked of every panel. 
The 1986 through 1989 Panels received the module twice - in 
the third and sixth waves. By asking the module twice, the 
Census was able to obtain data from overlapping panels and 
thereby double the sample size and increase the reliability of the 
estimates obtained. Beginning in 1990, however, child care items 
are only asked once each panel in the third wave. 

CONTENT The child care module obtains basic information on 
child care arrangements for the three youngest children of 
eligible respondents while the respondents are working or are in 
school. The reference period is the month prior to the interview. 
For each of the three youngest children, the respondent is asked 
about the main type of arrangement used (that is, the one where 
the child was cared for during most of the hours that the respon- 
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dent worked or was in class), where the child was usually cared 
for under the arrangement, and the number of hours per week 
the child usually spent in the arrangement. Information about 
the type and location of the second major type of arrangement is 
also gathered. Respondents are also asked about the total cost of 
child care arrangements in a typical week. They are also asked if 
either they or their spouse have lost time from work because the 
person responsible for taking care of their child or children was 
not available. 

In addition to the typical child care arrangements used in the 
last month, respondents are asked if they have made any chan- 
ges in chiid care arrangements during the last year and all the 
reasons that they had for making any changes, such as reliability 
of care provider, availability of hours of care provider, and cost. 

Also asked in the third wave of the 1990 panel is a topical 
module on work schedules. Because the topical modules in a 
particular wave are released together, inforktion gathered in 
the workschedule module is available for analysis with the child 
care data. The work schedule module information on 
hours worked including the time that respondents usually began 
and ended work and the days of the week that the respondents 
usually worked. Respondents are asked to characterize their 
schedules as regular daytime, regular evening shifts, irregular 
schedules, or some other schedule. With these data it is possible 
to examine how parents' work schedules are related to their child 
care needs and the extent to which parents arrange their 
schedules so that one parent can take care of the children while 
the other is working. 

In addition to the Child Care and Work Schedule Topical 
Modules, the third wave of the 1990 panelcontains the following 
topical modules: Child Support, Support for Nonhousehold 
Members, Functional Limitations and Disability, and Utilization 
of Health Care Services. 

LIMITATIONS Even when the overlapping panels are analyzed 
together, the sample size is still relatively small compared, for 
example, to the Current Population Survey. Thus estimates may 
have large standard errors. Moreover, SIPP does not oversample 
African Americans or Hispanics, so sample sizes for these 
groups can also be small for some purposes. The complexity of 
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the survey, an advantage from the viewpoint of providing 
detailed and accurate information, may impair user access to 
microdata tapes which may be complicated and expensive to 
process. For some analyses, the use of more than one file and the 
merging of data may be necessary. See the SIPP Tore" descrip- 
tion for more details. 

AVAILABILITY As of December 1992, the child care modules 
available are from the fifth wave of the 1984 panel through the 
third wave of the 1990 panel. The child care module from the 
1991 panel is due to be released early in 1993. 

Questions about data products and their availability should be 
directed to: 

Customer Senices Branch 
Data User Services Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4loO 

For substantive question on the child care topical module, con- 
tact: 

Martin O'Connell 
Fertility Statistics Branch 
Population Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-5303 

For substantive questions about other aspects of SIPP contact: 

Enrique Lamas 
Special Assistant to SFP 
HHES Division, EMALL 307-1 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8018 
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PUBLICATIONS 

U.S. Bureau of the Census. (1987). Who's minding the kids? 
Child care arrangements: Winter 1984-1985. Current Popuh- 
tion Reports (Series P-70, No.9). Washington, DC: GPO. 

CYConnell, M., & Bachi, A. (1990). Who's minding the kids? 
Child care arrangements: 1986-87. Currenf Population Repods 
(Series P-70, No. 20). Washington, DC: U.S. Bureau of the 
Census, GPO. 
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SIPP-Child Care 
Year of Questionnaire: 1990 Panel 
Sample size: 21,500 households 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Sample size: 55,000 persons 

Family Composition 
b Full meter of household members @mt name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

person of each member) 
0 Partial roster of householdmembm 
0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of -en in household 
0 Approximate relationshi of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of fa&y members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about part-time household member 
0 Information about family members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who livenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total family income 

0 Number of persons who depend on family income 
0 Soun?eeof income 
0 Income amounts identified separately by source 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfare status 

0 ~edicaid~coyera~e' 
0 Rivate health insurance 
0 Homeown&p/renten, 
0 Assets (other than home ownaship) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 
GeographidCommunity Variables 
0 Region of country 
0 State of d d e n c e  
0 h t y / d t y / M s A  of residence 
0 Size/type of m u n i t y  

?$$$se arearea code 
0 Metropolitan resMence 
0 Neighborhdquallty 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spouse/parlner 
Marital stahw of adult m d e n t  or muse/mtner  
Employment status of adht respond&t or ~ g u s e / ~ a r t n e r  
Presence of own chUdren in household ~~ - ~ - ~ - - - -  

0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own chUd in household 
0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 F d v  abivlties or time we 
0 &unityinvolvement (civic, religious, recreational) 
0 F d y  communication patterns 
0 Familydedsim-mwg 
0 Maritalmnflld 
0 Maritalh ' ess/satisfactlon 
0 ~ a r e n t ~ c o n f l l c t  
0 History ofrninitalsepanltions 
0 History of family vlolence 
0 History of marital ccunselling 

CHARACTeRISTICS OF ADULT F M L Y  MEMBERS 
Sample size: 40,000 persons 18 and older 

Adult Cment 
Respondent Current or Former 
or Reference Zs.7 Sp- 
k m n  NDtinHH 
0 0 0 

2 d e T  
Raw 

z G g Y i n  thnidty 
Religious affiliation 
Religiws partrcipation 
Country of birth 
hlmiJpnt s$ltus 
English fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number ditldren ewr bom/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
ChUdren llving elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attalned 
~resulamdiplomap- 
Current €nrolhent 
Current employment sta- 
H m  usually worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Health/disabiUty status 
Self-estm 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depression or 9ubjedi~ wen-behg 
Work-related attitudes 



Reference 
ChiIda 
Youth 
lkwsmhl 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHnD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 15,000 children under 18 

Age 
Month and year of birth 
GmdeI 
Race 
Hispanicorigin 
Other orlgh/ethnidty 
Religiousaffiliation 
ReIIgiow partidpation 
Country of bfrth 
Immigrant status 
EngUah nuency 
Exact relationship to adult family membas 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Mdtal  status/hi6tory1 
Parental status/history 
Current enrollment in regular sdrool 
Current enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Highe8t grade completed' 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping conditions 
Grade revetition 
~&daor achievement score 

Topical module dataare released separately from the core. Variables needed for 
matching coredata with topical moduledata arecontained onboth files. See the 

core d-ripti on for a listing of types of variables that are available in the core. 
1. Asked o persons 15 and older. 



SIPP-Child Support 
Topical ~ o d i f e  

PURPOSE The Child Support Topical Module is designed to 
supplement and round out similar data collected by the Current 
Population Survey (CPS). Because SIPP collects detailed infor- 
mation on related topics such as assets, chid care, and support 
for non-household members, SIPP data provide a richer context 
for viewing the receipt of child support. 

Furthermore, in the core part of the SIPP, for each of the four 
months preceding the interview, respondents are asked if they 
received any income from child support, and, if so, how much 
income they received. Whereas the CPS only collects annual 
amounts of child support received, in theory the SIPP data pro- 
vide the opportunity to examine patterns of monthly payments 
using data collected in the core part of the survey, as well as data 
contained in the module. Hence, insights into the consequences 
of, for example, regular versus irregular receipt of child support 
could be gained. 

SPONSORSHIP The topical module is funded and conducted 
by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. An advisory panel with repre- 
sentatives from selected federal agencies oversees the question- 
naire design and frequency of interviewing. 

DESIGN The description of the SIFP Core Survey provides an 
overview of the basic design. The topical module on child sup- 
port is asked of parents with children under 21 years of age who 
live in their household and whose second parent lives elsewhere. 

PERIODICITY The topical module on child support is asked of 
every panel. Beginning with the 1986 panel, the module is asked 
twice - in the third and sixth waves. By asking the module 
twice, the Census Bureau is able to obtain data from overlapping 
panels and thereby increase the sample size and the reliability of 
the estimates produced. At present, there are no plans to con- 
tinue the child support module beyond the 1990 panel. 
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CONTENT The module was substantially revised and ex- 
panded with the 1990 panel. Whereas formerly the questions 
were asked only of eligible women, beginning in the 1987 panel 
the questions are now asked of custodial parents regardless of 
their gender. Thus, this module can be used to examine child 
support received by both men and women who have custody. 

Respondents who have ever had a child support agreement 
are asked a series of questions about their most recent agreement 
and any modifications that might have been made to that agree- 
ment. They are asked how many children are covered by the 
agreement, the type of agreement it is (e.g., voluntary written 
agreement ratified by the court, a court ordered agreement, some 
other type of written agreement, or a non-written agreement), 
the year in which the agreement was first reached, the dollar 
amount of the agreement, whether the dollar amount of the 
agreement has ever changed, what year the amount was last 
changed, and what the dollar amount was after the last change. 

Respondents are then asked if any payments were due in the 
last l2months. If no payments were due,-they areasked why not. 
Thev are also asked what kinds of vrovisions for health care costs 
we& included in their child supp&t agreement, the type of child 
custody arrangements specified by their most recent agreement, 
whether the agreement specified visitation arrangements be- 
tween the chid or children covered and the other parent, the 
amount of time spent by all the children (if they all spent the 
same amount of time) or by the oldest child (if the time differs) 
visiting the other parent in the last 12 months, where that other 
parent lives (e.g., same county/city, same state, different state, 
other), and how the respondent contacts the other parent if they 
need to (e.g., directly, through a friend, through a relative, by 
some other means). 

If payments were due in the last 12 months, respondents are 
asked what the total amount was that they were supposed to 
receive, what amount they actually received, how their pay- 
ments were received (e.g., directly from the other parent, 
through a court, through the welfare or child support agency, or 
by some other method), how regularly their child support pay- 
ments were received, and how many child support payments 
were paid within 30 days of when they were due (all, most, some, 
or none). They are then asked the same series of questions 



described above about what kinds of provisions for health care 
costs are included in their child support agreement, the type of 
child custody arrangements that they have, whether visitation 
arrangements were specified, the amount of time spent by their 
children visiting the other parent in the last 12 months, where the 
other parent lives, and how the respondent contacts the other 
parent. 

In addition to these questions, respondents are asked about 
other child support agreements that pertain to children in the 
household not covered by the agreement already described, the 
children covered by this separate agreement, the dollar amount 
that was supposed to be received in the last 12 months, the dollar 
amount actually received, and where the other parent for this 
agreement now lives. 

Respondents are also asked whether they have ever asked a 
public agency (such as the chid support enforcement office or 
welfare agency) for help in obtaining child support for any of 
their children. If yes, they are asked in what year they last asked 
for help, the type of help they asked for (e.g., locate the other 
parent, establish paternity/maternity, establish support obliga- 
tion, establish medical support, enforce support, modify an 
order), whether they received help from the agency, and the type 
of help that they received. 

Respondents are also asked how many children in their 
household do not have a child support award from an absent 
parent, whether these children have the same absent parent (if 
there are different parents, the respondents are asked about their 
oldest and youngest children not covered by an award in the 
remaining questions), why child support payments were not 
agreed to, where the other parent for these children now live, 
and how they would contact the other parent. 

The module concludes by asking about any chid support 
payments that were received in the last 12 months without a 
written child support agreement, the total amount of such pay- 
ments received in the last 12 months, and whether any non-cash 
items or services for child support were received for any of the 
respondent's children. 

Topical modules asked in the same wave are released together. 
In addition to the child support topical modules, the third wave 
of the 1990 panel contains topical modules on support for non- 



Researching the Family 

household members, functional limitations and disability, 
utilization of health care services, work schedules, and child 
care. The sixth wave of the 1990 panel contains the child support 
topical module as well as modules on support for non-household 
members, utilization of health care services, functional lirnita- 
tions and diib'ity, and time spent outside the work force. 

LIMITATIONS Even when the overlapping panels are analyzed 
together, the sample size is still relatively small compared, for 
example, to the Current Population Survey. Thus, estimates may 
have large standard errors. Moreover, SlPP does not oversample 
African Americans or Hispanics, so sample sizes for these groups 
may be small for some analyses. The complexity of the survey, an 
advantage from the viewpoint of providing detailed and ac- 
curate information, may impair user access to microdata tapes 
whiih may be complicated and expensive to process. For some 
analyses, using more than one file and merging data may be 
necessary. See the SIPP Core Survey description for more details. 

For some items there may be high allocation rates, but, overall, 
the quality of the module appears good. 

Persons 15 and older who are interviewed in the first wave are 
followed if they leave the original household. Thus, it is theoreti- 
cally possible to track couples who disrupt during the course of 
the survey and match responses on support paid by absent 
parents with support received by custodial parents. Such 
couples, however, will represent only a small fraction of SIPP 
households. Moreover, because the divorce process takes time, a 
fonnal support agreement may not be in place by the end of the 
panel. 

AVAILABILITY Questions about publications, data products, 
and their availability should be directed to: 

Customer Services Branch 
Data User Services Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4100 
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For substantive questions about the Child Support Topical 
Module, contact: 

Gordon Lester 
Housing and Household 
Economic Statistics Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8576 

For substantive questions about other aspects of SIPP contact: 

Enrique Lamas 
Special Assistant to SIPP 
HHES Division, I-MALL 307-1 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8018 

PUBLICATIONS 

Bianchi, S., & McArthur, B. (1991). Family disruption and 
economic hardship: The short-run picture for children. Current 
Population Reports (Series P-70, No. 23). Washington, DC: U.S. 
Bureau of the Census, GPO. 

Jennings, J.T., & Bennefield, R.L. (1992). Who's helping out? Sup- 
port networks among American families: 1988. Current Popula- 
tion Reports (Series P-70, No. 28). Washington, DC: US. Bureau 
of the Census, GPO. 

Peterson, J.L., & Nord, C. Winquist. (1990). The regular receipt of 
chid support: A multistep process. Journal of Marriage and the 
Family, 52(2), 539-551. 
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SIPP-Child Su ort 
Year of ~ e s t i o ~  199Rd 
Sample eize: 21,W households 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
!+ample she: 55,Wa persans 

Family Composition 
Full raster of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 
person of each member) 

0 'Partial roster of household members 
0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of c M h  in household 
0 Approximate relationshi of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 ~ x a c t  relationship of hAy members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about t-time household member 
0 lnformation about &v members no lonm living in household 
0 Information about relati& who live nearby but n s  in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 
Number dpersons r h o  depend on family income 

0 Sources of income 
0 Income amounts identified separately by source 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfare status 
0 Food-receipt 

Childmpportreoeipt 
0 Medicaid mverage 
0 Private health insurance 
0 Homeownership/renters 
0 Assets (other than home ownershiv) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Telmhone in household 
0 La&age other than English spoken in home 

GeographicfCommunity Variables 
0 &&ion of country 
0 State of residence 
0 County/city/MSA of residence 
0 &eltype of mmmunity 
0 Zip mde 
0 Telephone area axle 

litan residence Metry 0 Neigh orhoodquality 
0 Locallabor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle * Am of adult remondent or swuse/mtner 
~&ital status oi adult +dent o; spouse/partner 

0 Employment status d adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Presence of own children in household 

0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
b Family activities or time use 
0 Community involvement (civic, religious, recreational) 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Family decision-making 
0 Maritalcrmflict 
OMatitalh ess/satisfaction 
0 P m t - a a o n f l i c t  
0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 40,OW persons I8 and older 

Adult Current 
Respondent Current or Former 

Gender 
Rafe 

z$%~$$thnidt~ 
Religious affiliation 
Religious patidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
EnsUsh fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number chitdrar ever born/sired 
Am at first Mrth 

Duration at &rent address 
Residentla1 mobility 
Educational attrdnment 
Desrees attained 
GED or regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Current em loyment status 
I-I- ue&y worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks~~~ICed 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Earning 
Wwe rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Health/&Wlity status 
Selfateem 
Loclu of control or efacacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 



Researching the Family 

Reference 
Child or 
Youth - 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 15,m children under 18 

children 
him 
0 

%h and year of birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic origin 
Other origin/ethnidty 
R&gioua afm?.tkm 
Rdgious  
C m h y  of birth 
Immigrrmt shtus 
English fluency 
Exact l e l a t i d p  to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other childten in HH 
Marital statue/historvl 
Parental status/histoiy 
Current enrollment in d a r  school 
Current enrollment in preneschml/daycare 
Higheat grade completed1 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/history 
Health statue 
Handicapping coaditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or achievement score 
F'regnancy/birth history 
Psycholcgical well-being 
Debqumcy 

Topical module data are released separately from the core. Variables needed 
for matching core data with topical module dataare contained on both files. See 
the core description for a listing of types of variables that are available in the 
core. 
1. Asked of persons 15 and older. 
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Topical Module 
PURPOSE The Functional Limitations and Disability Topical 
Module to SIPP is intended to provide estimates of the number 
and characteristics of persons in the United States who are physi- 
cally or mentally limited in some capacity. 

SPONSORSHIP The topical module is funded and conducted 
by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. An advisory panel with repre- 
sentatives from selected federal agencies oversees the question- 
naire design and frequency of interviewing. 

DESIGN The description of the SIPP Core survey provides an 
overview of the basic design. The functional limitations and 
disability topical module is asked of all persons 15 years of age 
and older in the household. In addition, questions on the dis- 
ability status of children under 21 are asked of the designated 
parent or guardian of such children who live in the household. 

PERIODICITY The functional limitations and disability topical 
module, as of 1990, is asked twice in every panel - in the third 
and sixth waves. The interview schedule of the SIPP panels 
allows for several panels to be interviewed during the same time 
period. For questions that are asked in appropriate waves of 
overlapping panels, it is possible to combine information from 
adjacent panels and thereby increase the sample size and 
reliability of the resulting estimates. It is possible to take ad- 
vantage of this feature with the functional limitations and dis- 
ability topical module by combining the sixth wave data with the 
third wave data of the subsequent panel. When the 1990 and 1991 
panels are combined, the sample size increases to approximately 
40,000 households. 

CONTENT The questions geared towards persons 15 and older 
ask about a person's overall health, their use of aids such as 
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canes, crutches, walkers, or a wheelchair, and the length of time 
they have needed an aid. Eligible persons are also asked whether 
they have difficulty seeing words in a newspaper, hearing nor- 
mal conversations, or if they have trouble making their speech 
understood because of a health condition or problem. In addition 
to these questions, they are asked about difficulty in carrying out 
normal everyday activities such as lifting or carrying something 
as heavy as ten pounds, climbing a flight of stairs, walking a 
quarter of a mile, or using the telephone. Persons 15 and older are 
also asked if a physical or mental health condition hinders their 
ability to take care of themselves, including performing such 
activities as bathing, dressing, eating, preparing meals, or keep- 
ing track of money. 

Parents or guardians of chiidrenunder 21 in the household are 
asked a series of questions that are dependent upon the ages of 
their children. Parents or guardians of children under 6 are asked 
whether any of their children have a physical, learning, or mental 
condition that limits their children in the usual kind of activities 
done by most children their age,and whether any of their young 
children have received thera~v or diaenostic services to meet 
their developmental needs. Pkents of ckldren between the ages 
of 6 and 21 are asked about whether their children have a physi- 
cal, learning, or mental health condition that limits their children 
in their ability to do regular school work. They are also asked 
whether any of their children between the ages of 6 and 21 have 
ever received special education services. Parents of children be- 
tween the ages of 3 and 14 are asked whether any of their 
children have a long-standing condition that limits their 
children's ability to walk, run, or use stairs. 

The thud and sixth waves of the 1990 panel also contain a 
topical module on utilization of health care services. Because 
topical modules asked in the same wave are released together, it 
is possible to analyze the data from the two modules jointly. In 
addition to the functional limitations and disability module, the 
third wave of the 1990 panel contains topical modules on the 
utilization of health care services, work schedules, child care, 
child support agreements, and support for nonhousehold mem- 
bers. The sixth wave of the 1990 panel contains the functional 
limitations and disability module as well as modules on utiliza- 
tion of health care services, time spent outside the work force, 
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child support agreements, and support for nonhousehold mem- 
bers. 

LIMJTATIONS Even when the overlapping panels are analyzed 
together, the sample size is still relatively small compared, for 
example, to the Current Population Survey. Thus, estimates may 
have large standard errors. Moreover, SIPP does not oversample 
African Americans or Hispanics, so sample sizes for these groups 
can also be small for some purposes. The complexity of the 
survey, an advantage from the viewpoint of providing detailed 
and accurate information, may impair user access to microdata 
tapes which may be complicated and expensive to process. For 
example, to estimate the number of persons living in a family in 
which at least one member is functionally limited, it would be 
necessary to identify all family members, scan their records to 
determine whether they were functionally limited, and create a 
variable that indicates whether anyone in the family is limited. 
This variable could then be appended to each family member's 
record. Unless an analyst has access to a computer package that 
can retain information from previous cases, such a procedure 
would involve the creation of a family level file containing per- 
tinent information from each person and then appending family 
level variables back onto the original person records of family 
members. 

Another limitation, although one common to all surveys as- 
king these types of questions, is that there is substantial inconsis- 
tency of reporting when household members are asked to 
describe disability status. 

AVAILABILITY Questions about publications, data products, 
and their availability should be directed to: 

Customer Services Branch 
Data User Services Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4100 
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For substantive questions on the functional limitations and dis- 
ability module, contact: 

Jack McNeil 
Population Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8300 

For substantive questions about other aspects of SIPP contact: 

Enrique Lamas 
Special Assiitant to SIFT 
HHES Division, I-MAIL 307-1 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8018 

PUBLICATIONS 

McNeil, J.M., Lamas, E. J., & Harpine, C.J. (1986). Disability, func- 
tional limitations, and health insurance coverage: 1984-85. 
Cuwenf Population Reports (Series P-70, No. 8). Washington, 
DC: U.S. Bureau of the Census, GPO. 

Harpine, C.J., McNeil, J.M., & Lamas, E.J. (1990). The need for 
personal assistance with everyday activities: Recipients and 
caregivers. Cuwenf PopuZution Reports (Series P-70, No. 19). 
Washington, DC: U.S. Bureau of the Census, GPO. 

Data from the 1990 third wave module will appear in a 
forthcoming Census Bureau "StatisticalBrief", and data from the 
1990 sixth wave/1991 third wave modules will appear in a 
forthcoming F70 report. 
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SIPP-Functional Limitations and Disability 
Year of Qwstio~aire: 1990 Panel 

Sample size: 21,500 households 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Samvle she: 55,WO ~ersons 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster d household members (first name, am sex, and relationship to reference - 

person of each member) 
0 Partial roster of household members 
0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of children in household 
0 Approximate relationship of famlly members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child or one another 
0 Information a b t  &-tittie household member 

~~~~ ~ 

0 Information abouth i ly  members no longer Uving in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 
Socioeconomic 
0 Total famil income 
0  umber dpersons who depend on family income 
0 Sources of income 
0 Income amounts identifiedseparately by source 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfare status 

0 ~ediplid 'covaa~e* 
0 Private health insurance 
0 Homeownershlp/renDers 
0 Assets (othe~ than home ownership) 
0 PubUc housinnstatus 
0 Telephone in heeho ld  
0 Language other than Bngllsh spoken in home 

GeographicfComrnunity Variables 
0 Repion of countw 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
Marital status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 

0 Employment status of adult respondent ar spouse/partner 
Presenceof own children in household 

0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 F d v  activities or t h e  use - 
0 Com,&uni&hvdvement (civic, religious, reaeationd) 
0 Family co&unication patterns 
0 F d v  dedsion-ma kin^ ., 
0  aridc conflict 

ess/eatisfaction 
YZ":!XEnflict 

0 History of marital separations 
0 History of f a d y  violene 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 40,000 persons 18 and older 

Aduit Current 
Respondent Current or F m e r  
or Reference 
IkULQn ZK? 

0 
zzbi 
0 2& 

Race 
Hispanic- 
oUrer aiginlethniaty 
Religious aWiation 
Religious participation 
Camtry of birth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Current marital stahls 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Ghabitatlon history 
Parental status 
Number childrw ever bodsired 
Age at Arst blrth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

attained 
FGreguIar HS diploma 
Currentenrollment 
Cment employment status 
Hours usually worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
Eernings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Health/disability status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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Reference 
Childor 
Youth 
Besoondent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

CHARACTFXISTICS OF CNnD FAMnY MEMBWS 
Sample size: 15,000 children under 18 

Children 
llnMn 

&%th and vear of birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanicorigln 
Other origin/ethnidty 
Religious affiliation 
R&gioua partidpation 
Country of birth 
Immimant s t a b  
En*fluency 
Exact relationship to adult f a d y  members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
Marital s t a t u s h i s 4  
Parental status/histon 
C-t enrollment ininregular school 
C-t enrollment in preschool/daycare 
Highat grade completed' 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/history 
Health status 
Handicapping wnditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptihlde or achievement score 
Regnacy/birth 
Psychological well-hmg 
Delinqumol 

N r n S  
Topical module data are released separately from core. Variables needed for 
mitching core data with topical modhe dataare contained in both files. See the 
core description for a W i g  of types of variables that are available in the core. 
1. Asked of persons 15 and older. 



SIPP-Personal Historv 
J 

Topical Module 
PURPOSE The Personal History Topical Module to SIPP, as of 
the second wave of the 1990 panel, consists of eight submodules. 
The topics are (1) welfare recipiency history and insurance 
coverage, (2) employment history, (3) work disability history, (4) 
education and training history, (5) marital history, (6) migration 
history, (7) fertility history, and (8) household relationships. 
These submodules are described in detail in the "Content" sec- 
tion below. In previous panels, the content of the submodules 
has varied. 

The goal of this topical module is to gather a broad range of 
information on individuals that will help in understanding the 
dynamics of social change and the effectiveness of public 
programs. 

SPONSORSHIP The topical module is funded and conducted 
by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. An advisory panel with repre- 
sentatives from selected federal agencies oversees the question- 
naire design and frequency of interviewing. 

DESIGN The description of the SFP Core Survey provides an 
overview of the basic design. The Personal History Topical 
Module is asked of all persons 15 years of age and older in the 
household. 

PERIODICITY The Personal History Topical Module is asked 
once in every panel. Because it is always asked in the second 
wave (since the 1986 panel), there is no possibility of combining 
panels to obtain a larger sample size. However, for the same 
reason, problems with sample attrition have been minimized 
compared to the 1984 and 1985 SFP panels, where such ques- 
tions were asked in later modules. 

CONTENT Welfare Recipiency Submodule: The Welfare Recipien- 
cy submodule obtains information on the receipt of food stamps, 
Aid to Families with Dependent Children (AFDC), Supplemen- 
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tal Security Income (SSI) benefits, and Medicaid among persons 
18 years and older in the household. It also obtains information 
about health insurance coverage for everyone living in the 
household, and about subsidized housing. 

Employment History Submodule: The Employment History sub- 
module obtains information on the work history of household 
members 18 to 64 years old. Information is also collected about 
spells of not working among individuals who are currently 
working or who have ever worked six months or longer. The 
module has been expanded since it became part of the Personal 
History module in the second wave of the 1986 panel. 

Individuals 18 to 64 years old who were employed at least part 
of the time during the four months prior to the first or second 
wave are asked the name of their main employer and when they 
began to work for their main employer. In the 1990 panel, in- 
dividuals who have a main employer are also asked about char- 
acteristics of their employer, such as how many persons are 
employed by that employer, if the employer operates in more 
than one location, and the number of persons that are employed 
at all the locations. Individuals are also asked if they were a 
member of a labor union, if they were covered by a union con- 
tract at their job, and for how many years they have done the 
kind of work that they do on their job. Persons 18 to 64 who have 
ever worked two consecutive weeks or longer are asked several 
questions about their most recent job or busiiess other than their 
current one, including the name of the employer or business, the 
type of company, bu&ess or industry it was (e.g., manufactur- 
ing, wholesale, trade, retail trade, or some other kind of busi- 
ness), the type of work the individual did on the job, and what 
their main activities or duties were. They are also asked the main 
reason why they stopped working in that job or business. 

Work Disability History Submodule: The Work Disability History 
submodule gathers information about any health or physical 
conditions that may affect an individual's ab'ity to work. It is 
asked of individuals 16 to 67 years old. Individuals are asked if 
they have a physical, mental, or other health condition which 
limits the kind or amount of work they can do. If they respond 
yes, they are asked a series of questions, including when they 
first became limited in the kind or amount of work they could do, 
if they were employed at the time their limitation began, and 
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when they last worked before their limiting condition began. To 
learn more about the types of conditions that interfere with 
work, individuals with limiting conditions are also asked what 
health condition is the main reason for their inability to work and 
if this condition was caused by an accident or &jury. If their 
condition was caused by an accident or injury, they are asked 
where it took place - on their job, during service the b e d  
Forces, in their home, or somewhere else. 

Education and Training Histmy Submodule: This submodule 
gathers basic information on the educational background and 
work training received by persons 15 years of age and older in 
the household. The education questions in the submodule are 
asked of everyone in the household 15 years of age and older. 
The training questions are only asked of individuals 15 to 64 
years of age. Individuals who have ever received training 
designed to help them find a job, improve their job skills, or learn 
a new job are asked whether their training was sponsored by 
such programs as the Job Training Partnership Act (JTPA) or the 
Comprehensive Employment Training Act (CETA), and the type 
of training program they attended (e.g., classroom training - job 
skills; classroom training - basic education; on the job trainiig; 
job search assistance; work experience; or other training pro- 
gram). 

Marital History Submodule: The Marital History submodule is 
asked of all ever-married persons 15 years old and older. Such 
persons are asked how many times they have been married. 
They are then asked when their first, second, and most recent 
marriages began and ended (if applicable) and how they ended 
(widowhood or divorce). Individuals whose marriages ended in 
divorce are also asked when they actually stopped living with 
their spouses from these marriages. 

Migration History Submodule: The Migration History sub- 
module that appeared in the eighth wave of the 1984 panel and 
the fourth wave of the 1985 panel is substantially different from 
the submodule that appears in subsequent panels after the 
second wave. The description of the contents of this submodule 
applies to its form in the panels since 1985. AU individuals 15 and 
older in a household are asked when they first moved into their 
current residence. If they have not always lived in their current 
residence, they are asked where they lived before and for what 
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period of time they lived there. They are also asked if they have 
ever lived in another state or in a foreign country. If they have, 
they are asked which one (the most recent one if they have lived 
in more than one) and for what period of time they lived there. 
Finally, they are asked where they were born. If they were born 
in a foreign country, they are asked if they are a naturalized 
citizen of the United States and when they came to the United 
States to stay. 

Fertility History Submodule: Beginning in the second wave of the 
1986 panel, this submodule has been modified. The description 
of its content is based on its form in the second wave of the panels 
after 1985. 

The submodule is primarily designed to gather information on 
children of women 15 to 64 years of age. However, women 65 and 
older are asked how many children they have ever had, and men 
18 years of age and older are asked how many children, if any, 
they have fathered. 

Women 15 to 64 years of age are not only asked how many 
children they have ever had (not counting stillbirths, adopted, 
foster, or stepchildren), but they are also asked whether aLl their 
children are currently living in their household. If some of their 
children live elsewhere, the women are asked the birth dates of 
their f i t  and last child and with whom these particular children 
are now living. 

Household Relationships Submodule: This submodule is actually 
a large matrix. It is only filled out on the reference person's 
questionnaire, however. It establishes the exact relationship of 
each person in the household to every other person living in the 
household. Thus, a variety of complex living arrangements can 
be identified with the aid of this submodule. 

LIMITATIONS SIPP has a relatively small sample size com- 
pared, for example, to the Current Population Survey. Further- 
more, because the Personal History module is only asked in one 
wave of each panel, there is no po&ibility of comb&ng panels to 
increase sample size. However, the wealth of information that is 
gathered offshts this limitation to a large extent. Another limita- 
tion is that SIPP does not oversample African Americans, 
Hispanics, or low-income persons. Thus, sample sizes for these 
groups may be small for some analyses. Finally, the complexity 
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of the survey, an advantage from the viewpoint of providing 
detailed and accurate information, may impair user access to 
micro data tapes which may be complicated and expensive to 
process. For some analyses, using more than one file and merg- 
ing data may be necessary. The SIPP Core description has more 
details. 

AVAILABILITY Questions about SIPP reports and data 
products and their availability should be directed to: 

Customer Services Branch 
Data User Services Division 
US. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4100 

For substantive questions on the Personal History Module con- 
tact: 

Martin O'Connell 
Fertility Statistics Branch 
Population Division 
US. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-5303 

For substantive questions about other aspects of SIPP contact: 
Enrique Lamas 
Special Assistant to SIPP 
HHES Division, I-MALL 307-1 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8018 

PUBLICATIONS 

O'Connell, M. (1990). Maternity leave arrangements: 1965-1985. 
Current Popuhztion Reports (Series P-23 No. 165). WashSngton, 
DC: U.S. Bureau of the Census, GPO. 



SIPP-Personal History 

SIPP-Personal History 
Years of Questionnaire: Asked since inception ofsb'p in 1984 

Sample size: 21,500 households 
FAMILY L*L CHARACTERISTICS 

Sample size: 55,MM persons 

Family Composition 
b Full rwter of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

wrson of each member) 
0 *partial rooter of household members 
0 Number of adults in homehold 
0 Number of drildren in household 
0 Approximate relationshi of family members to householder, child, or one anotha 

Exact relationship of faAy members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about par t - t imehdold member 
0 Information about famllv members no ionner livlnr in household 
0 Information about relati& who live n a g Y  but n 2  in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil income 
IU-ber J-s who depend a family income 

0 Sourea of income 
0 Income amounts identified separately by source 
0 Poverty status 

Welfarestahls 
Food Stampa receipt 

0 Child m p p o r t d p t  
Medicaid coverage 
Private health insurance 

0 Homeownershiplrenters 
0 Assets (other than home ownashid 

Publichoudn status 
0 Telephone in fousehold 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
0 Region of country 
0 stakof residence 
0 Colmtv/ahr/MSA of residence 

0 LO& labor market ' 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spousdpartner 
Marital status of adult respondent or spwe/pr tner  

0 Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
0 Presenceof ownchiidren in household 

Age of youngest own child in household1 
Age of oldest own childin h d o l d l  
Existence of own children who have left homeZ 

0 Intention to have Onore) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Family activities or time we 
0 Community involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 Familv communication vatterns 
0 ~ a m i l i  dedsion-makini 
0 M a r i t a l d t  
0 Maritalhappiness/satis£actlon 
0 Parentshildoonfllct 
0 History of marital separations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample &-e: 40,000 persons 18 and older 

Adult Current 
Respondent Current or b m e r  
or Reference 
EersPn 

spouse 
inMI 

0 0 
izEiiu 
0 

0 0 0 
Race 
Hlspgnicorigin 
Otha origin/ethnidty 
R d i g h m  affiliation 
Religious participation 
CountryOfMrth 
Imminrant status 
~ngli& fluency 
Current marital status 
Maritalhistory 
CohaMtation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number childretj ever born/siredl 
Age at first birth 

e of youngest child2 & living elsewher2 
Duration at current address 
ResddatiaI mobility 
Educational attainment 

cwrent employment status 
Hours usually m k e d  (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
E="'llgs 
Waae rate 
~ayken t  of child support 
A~titude or achievement saxe 
&alth/disswty status 
Self-esteem 
L a u s  of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Wmk-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Chikior 
Youth 

Y 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Sample size: 1 5 W  children under 18 

Children 

0 Genda 
0 Race 

Hlspanicoripin 
0 other origin/ethniaty 
0 Religiousafflliation 
0 Religiousparticipation 
0 cmlntrv of birth 

Irnmig;ant&ius 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to o p  children in HH 
Marital status/history 
Parental status/histary 
Current enrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment in @wl/daycare 
Highest grade corn leted4 
Grade now auo~e! 
Employment sstatus/hlstory 
Health status 
Handicapping wnditions 
Grade repeb:tion 
Aptitude or achievement score 
Pregnrmcy/biTth hisbay 
Psychological well-being 
Delin9-9' 

NOTES 
Topical module data are re3eased separately from the core. Variable needed for 
matching core data with topical moduledata are contained on both files. See the 
core description for a listing of the types of variables that are available in the 
core. 
1. Fertility questions asked of kmdes 15 and older and of males 18 and older. 
2. Asked of females 15 and older. 
3. If the first or last born children of females 15 and older are not living in the 
households, the women are asked where those children now live. 
4. Asked of persons 15 and older. 
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and Financin Topical P Modu e 

PURPOSE The purpose of the School Enrollment and Financing 
Topics1 Module is to gather detailed information on the way 
individuals finance their education. This information is gathered 
not only for financing attendance at regular schools such as high 
school or college, but also for financing attendance at vocational, 
technical, and business schools. 

SPONSORSHIP The topical module is funded and conducted 
by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. An advisory panel with repre- 
sentatives from selected federal agencies oversees the question- 
naire design and frequency of interviewing. 

DESIGN The description of the main SIPP survey gives an over- 
view of the basic design. The topical module on school enroll- 
ment and financing is asked of all individuals 15 years of age and 
older who were enrolled in school anytime during the 12 months 
prior to the survey. As noted above, the definition of school in 
the topical module includes regular schools such as elementary, 
high school, or college as well as vocational, technical, or busi- 
ness schools. 

PERIODICITY The school enrollment and financing topical 
module was first asked in the ninth wave of the 1984 panel. 
Beginning in the 1985 panel, the module was scheduled to be 
asked twice in each panel-in the fifth and eighth waves. This 
design would allow two panels to overlap, thereby nearly dou- 
bling the sample size and increasing the reliability of the es- 
timates produced. However, budgetary constraints forced the 
eighth wave to be dropped entirely from the 1986 and 1987 
panels. The module was only administered once in the fifth wave 
of the 1988 panel and was not asked at all in the 1989 panel. The 
module was administered twice -in the fifth and eighth waves - 
in the 1990 and the 1991 panels. 
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CONTENT Individuals 15 years of age and older who were 
enrolled in school at any time in the 12 months prior to the 
survey are asked at what level or grade they were enrolled. If 
they were enrolled in elementary or high school, they are asked 
if the school they attended was a public school. Except for in- 
dividuals who attended a public elementary or high school, all 
other eligible respondents are asked what the total cost of tuition 
and fees for their school was during the past 12 months and also 
what the total cost of books and supplies was during the same 
time period. They are also asked if they lived away from home 
while attending school and, if so, what the total cost for room and 
board was while they were at school. Finally they are asked if 
they received financial assistance from the GI Bill, some other 
veteran's educational assistance program, a college work-study 
program, a Pell Grant, a Supplemental Educational Opportunity 
Grant (SEOG), a National Direct Student Loan (NDSL), a guaran- 
teed student loan (or Stafford Loan), a JTPA Training Program, 
their employer, a fellowship or scholarship, a tuitionreduction, 
or anything else such as assistance from relatives or friends. If 
they did receive assistance from any of these sources or from any 
other source, they are asked how much they received. 

Topical modules asked in the same wave are released together. 
In addition to the School Enrollment and Financing Topical 
Modules, the fifth and eighth waves of the 1990 panel contain 
topical modules on annual income and retirement accounts and 

LIMITATIONS The sample size is relatively small compared, 
for example, to the Current Population Survey. Thus even when 
two panels can be combined, estimates may have large standard 
errors. Moreover, SIFT does not oversample African Americans, 
Hispanics, or low-income populations, so sample sizes for these 
groups may be small for some analyses. The complexity of the 
survey, an advantage from the viewpoint of providing detailed 
and accurate infonnation, may impair user access to microdata 
tapes which may be complicated and expensive to process. For 
some analyses, wing more than one file and merging data may 
be necessary. The SFP Core description has more details. 

In addition, the quality of the estimates obtained from the 1984 
panel were poor. An edit procedure for the financing data was 
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introduced with the 1985 panel. This edit has substantially im- 
proved the quality of the data. 

From the perspective of studying the family, it is not possible 
to determine how families allocate their resources among their 
children's education because data on children under 15 are not 
collected. 

AVAILABILITY Questions about publications, data products, 
and their availability should be directed to: 

Customer Services Branch 
Data User Services Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4100 

For substantive questions on the school enrollment and financ- 
ing topical module, contact: 

Robert Korninski 
Education and Social Stratification Branch 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301/763-1154 

For substantive questions about other aspects of SIPP contact: 

Enrique Lamas 
Special Assistant to SIPP 
HHES Division, I-MALL 307-1 
US. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8018 

PUBLICATIONS No official Census publications have been 
produced with these data. 
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SIPP-School Enrollment and Financing 
Year of Questiauraire: 1990 Sample size 21500 households 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Sample size. 55,000 pemons 

Family Composition 
0 Full roster of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

person of each member) 
0 Partial roster of hous&ldmembers 
0 Number of adults In household 
0 Number of children in household ~- - -  .. 
0 ~ b x i m a t e  relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child or one another 
0 Information about part-time household member 
0 Information about family membera no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total familv income 
0 Number ofpersons who depend on family income 
0 sourcesofin~ll~ 
0 Income amounts identified sepamtely by source 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfare status 

0 Private health i n k c e  
0 Homeownashi~/rentas 
0 A& (other thk home ownaship) 
0 Publichousing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language otha than EngUsh spoken in home 

GeographiclCommunity Variables 
0 Region of country 
0 State of residence 
0 County/dty/MSAoflesidence 
0 Size/tm of communitv 

0 ~e~opolitanresidence 
0 Neighborhood quality 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Axe of adult respondent or swwe/mrtner 
M-ha1 status of adult r e d e n t  o; spo~se/~artner 

0 Employment status of adult respondent or spwse/partner 
0 Presence of own children in household 
0 Aee of m e e s t  own child in household 
0 A$ of hdesrown chiid in household 
0 Edtence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children In future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Famlv activities or time use 
0 ~ o - u n i t ~  involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Famly dedsion-maldng 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha /satisfaction 
0 P a r e n t x f l i c t  
0 Historyofmarital rations 
0 History of family viTence 
0 History of maritalcounselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 40,000 persons IS and older 

Adult Current 
Respondent Cwent o r h e r  
or Reference Ez spouse 
EeEsnn 

0 
NotinHH 
0 Age 

Gender 
Race 
Ilrspanic o'w' 
Other origin/ethniaty 
Religious affiliation 
Religious partidpation 
Country ofbirth 
h m i p n t  statua 
Engush fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
C&aMtat&n history 
Parental status 
Number children ever born/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
ChWren living elsewhere 
Duration at ~urrent addre@5 
RBsidentlal mobility 
Educational attainment 

% eesattained 
G or regular HS dlploma 
Current enrollment 
Current employment stahrs 
Hours usually worked (ft/pt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main oocupation 
EamintF 
Wage rate 
Payment of drlld support 
Aptitude ar achievement score 
Health/disability status 
SeIf-eBteem 
Locus of control OI  Efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHnD E'AMnY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Child or 
Youth 
K e w w h t  

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Sample rdze: 15,000 children under 18 

Children 
IinMIl 
0 

k t h  and year of birth 
Gender 
Rafe 
Hispanic origitl 
Other origin/ethniaty 
Religious affiliation 
Religious partidpation 
Country of birth 
Immigsant status 
En@ fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other children in HH 
M d t a l  status/historyl 
Parental statua/history 
current 6mOIlmeut in regular did 
C-t enrollment in preschml/daycare 
Highest grade mm letedl 
~ r a d e  now enroll2 
Employment status/hlstory 
Health statua 
Handicapping omditions 
-w'- 
Aplitude or achievement score 
Pregnancy/birth hisby 
Psychological well-being 
De%uency 

NOTES - .  - --- 
Topical module data are released separately from the core. Variables needed 
for matching coredata with topical module data are wntained on both files. See 
core descriaon for a listing d types of variables that are available in the core. 
1. Asked of persons 15 and'bld&: 



SIPP-Su ort for PB Nonhouseho Members 
Topical Module 

PURPOSE The support for Nonhousehold Members Topical 
Module is designed to provide information about cash assistance 
by adult household members to persons residing elsewhere. 
Much of the information gathered has not previously been avail- 
able. Furthermore, because respondents are asked about pay- 
ments they make to support children living elsewhere, it is 
possible for the first time to obtain detailed characteristics about 
persons who pay child support. 

SPONSORSHIP The topical module is funded and conducted 
by the U.S. Bureau of the Census. An advisory panel with repre- 
sentatives from selected federal agencies oversees the question- 
naire design and frequency of interviewing. 

DESIGN The description of the SrPP Core Survey gives an over- 
view of the basic design. The topical module on support for 
nonhousehold members is asked of all persons 15 years of age 
and older in the household. 

PERIODICITY The support for nonhousehold members topical 
module is asked twice in every panel. With the exception of the 
first time the module was asked (1984 panel, fifth wave), the 
pattern of the interview schedule means that two panels will 
always overlap, thereby nearly doubling the sample size and 
increasing the reliabiity of the estimates produced. The modules 
have been asked twice since the 1986 panel. 

CONTENT The module has undergone several modifications 
since its inception. Common to all of the modules to date have 
been two basic sets of questions - one regarding the support of 
children, the other regarding the support of other persons not 
residing in the household. Except for the eighth wave of the 1984 
panel and the fourth wave of the 1985 panel, children are persons 
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under 21 years of age. In those two panels, the question is only 
asked of support for children under 18. 

The set of questions on child support asks not only how much 
child support was paid during the past 12 months, but also the 
number of children being supported. Also asked are conditions 
of payment (e.g., court-ordered payments, health care 
provisions, and method of payment). 

The set of questions about payments to other persons asks for 
the number of such persons, their relationship to the respondent, 
where they live (private home or apartment, nursing home, 
someplace else), and the amount paid to them during the past 12 
months for the first two persons mentioned. If more than two 
people are mentioned, a question is asked about how much total 
support is paid for the other persons not already mentioned. 
Beginning in the sixth wave of the 1986 panel and for all 

subsequent panels, the respondents are asked if they make 
regular payments, lump-sum payments, or both. Also, if the 
respondent has a family plan health insurance policy, they are 
asked if it covers anyone not living in the household. If so, they 
are asked how many nonhousehold members the plan covers 
and their relationship to the respondent (child, spouse, other). 

Topical modules asked in the same wave are released together. 
In addition to the Support for Nonhousehold Members topical 
module, the third wave of the 1990 panel contains topical 
modules on child support, functional limitations and disability 
utilization of health care services, work schedules, and child 
care. The sixth wave of the 1990 panel contains the support for 
nonhousehold members topical module as well as modules on 
utilization of health care services, time spent outside the 
workforce, child support agreements, and functional limitations 
and disability. 

LIMITATIONS Even when the overlapping panels are analyzed 
together, the sample size is still relatively small compared, for 
example, to the Current Population Survey. Thus, estimates may 
have large standard errors. Moreover, SIPP does not oversample 
African Americans, Hispanics, or low-income populations. 
Thus, sample sizes for these groups may be small for some 
analyses. f i e  complexity of the survey, an advantage from the 
viewpoint of providing detailed and accurate information, may 
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impair user access to microdata tapes which may be complicated 
and expensive to process. For some analyses, using more than 
one file and merging data may be necessary. See the SIPP Core 
Survey description for more details. 

AVAILABILITY Public use files are available for the modules 
that appeared in the fifth and eighth waves of the 1984 panel and 
for all modules from the third wave of the 1986 panel through the 
third wave of the 1988 panel. 

Questions about publications, data products, and their 
availability should be directed to: 

Customer Services Branch 
Data User Services Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-4100 

For substantive questions on the Support for Nonhousehold 
Members topical module contact: 

Martin O'Connell 
Fertility Statistics Branch 
Population Division 301 /76%5303 or 

Jack McNeil 
Population Division 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301 /763-8300 

For substantive questions about other aspects of SIPP, contact: 

Enrique Lamas 
Special Assiitant to SIPP 
HHES Division, I-MAIL 307-1 
U.S. Bureau of the Census 
Washington, DC 20233 
301/763-8018 
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PUBLICATIONS 

Jennings, J.T., & Bennefield, RL. (1992). Who's helping out? 
Support networks among American families: 1988. Current 
Population Reparts (Series P-70, No. 28). Washington, DC: U.S. 
Bureau of the Census, GPO. 

O'ConneU, M.O., Jennings, J.T., Lamas, E.J., & McNeil, J.M. 
(1988). Who's helping out? Support networks among 
American families? Current Population Reports (Series P-70, 
No. 13). Washington, DC: U.S. Bureau of the Census, GPO. 
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SIPP: Support for Nonhousehold Members 
Year of Questionnaire: 1990 Panel Samule size: 21,500 households 

EAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Semple size: 55,KCl uermns 

Family Composition 
0 ~ ~ 1 1  mter of household members (first name, a*, sex, and relationship to reference - 

person of each member) 
0 Partial roster of household members 
0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of chUdren in household . 
0 Approximate relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about mrl-time household mwber 
0 Mormation about ~amilr members no longer ltvhg in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

0 1 n G e  amountsidentified separately by source 
0 Poverty status 
0 Welfarestatus 
0 Focdstampereceipt 

C h i l d ~ t r e c e i p t  
0 Medicaid merage 
0 Wvate health i n k c e  
0 Homeownerehip/renters 
0 h t s  (other than home ownemhlp) 
0 PubUcMgstahrs  
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than EngW qmken in home 

Geop;raphic/Communitv Variables 
0 Reeion of unmhv 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult ndent or spouse/parhler T Maritalsbtuso adult respondent or spouse/partner 

0 Emdowent statusof adult resoondent ormse/vartner 
Pi&&= of own children in h0;Sehold 

- 
0 Aw of voun~est own child in h d o l d  
0 A& of dd&own child in household 
0 Exislene of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (mae) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
b Familv activities or time use 

0 &&ononmaking' 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha ' ess/satisfaction 
0 ~ a r e n t ~ ~ b  
0 History of marital $?parations 
0 History of family violence 
0 History of maritalmunselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 4 0 m  persons I8 and older 

Adult current 
Respondent Current 
or Rekrence 
EeEsPn zE= iiFci 0 2L 

Race 
Htspanlcoalgin 
Other cuigin/ethnidty 
Rdiglowatflliation 
RCoun~of$y=tion 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Cwrent marital status 
Maritalhistory 
Cahsbitatlon s t a b  
CohaMtath history 
Parental status 
Number chUdren ever born/aired 
Age at f h t  Mrth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living eluewhere 
h a t i o n  at current address 
Residential moLUty 
Educational attainment 

attained 
G=rqplar HS diploma 
Cwrentauohent 
Currentem ymentstatus P Hours usua y woaked Wpt) 
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattan 
Main occupation - 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptltude or achievement scare 
Health/dIsaWty status 
Self-esteem 
Loats of control or efficacv 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size 15P00 hildren under 18 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
Rewondent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 A e 
0 donth and d ~ r t h  

Gender 
Race 

: &%%zethnidtY 
0 ReligiousafflUation 
0 ReUgiousparticiWian 
0 CountrydMrth 
0 IudgrantstahLs 
0 Enrdishbcv 
0 ~ x & t  relation&p to adult family members 
0 Exact relationshio to other children in HH 

o Marital status&toryl 
0 0 Parental stalus/hislury 
0 0 Cuneat enrollment in rsgular schod 
0 0 Clarent enrollment in presdrool/daycare 
0 0 Highest grade completed1 
0 0 Grade now enrolled 
0 0 Employment status/history 
0 0 Health status 
0 
0 0 Gderepeti 
0 0 Aptltdeorachiwementscore 
0 
0 

0 F'=k?=lcy/Mrthm 
0 Psychologtcalwell-bein8 

0 0 Delinq-cy 

NOTES 
Topical moduledata are released wparately fmm the core. Variables needed for 
matching core data with topical module date arecontained on both files. See the 
core description for a listin of types of variables that are available in the core. 
1. Asked of persans 15 an d older. 



Survey of Inmates 
of total Jails 

PURPOSE Two percent of the US. adult population is under 
correctional supervision (jail, probation, prison, or parole). Jails 
are locally administered confinement facilities which incarcerate 
a wide variety of sentenced and unsentenced persons. They tem- 
porarily detain juveniles pending transfer to juvenile authorities 
and hold inmates awaiting transfer to other jurisdictions or 
authorities. 

SPONSORSHIP The 1989 S w e y  of Inmates of Local Jails was 
conducted for theU.S. Dept. of Justice, Bureau of Justice Statistics 
by the Field Division of the U.S. Bureau of the Census. 

DESIGN The sample is drawn from 424 local jails selected from 
a universe of 3,312 jaii that were enumerated in the 1988 Nation- 
al Jail Census. Facilities were selected via a two stage design, 
stratified according to populations of male and female inmates. 
About 1 in 70 of males in each were selected, and either that 
proportion or about 1 in 15 of the women were chosen, with 5,675 
interviews overall, or a 92.3 percent response rate. Weights were 
developed. Only national level estimates may be derived from 
this survey. 

PERIODICITY Similar surveys were conducted in 1972, 1978, 
and 1983. 

CONTENT Personal interviews during July, August, and Sep- 
tember of 1989 yielded data on age, sex, marital status, race and 
Hispanic origin, education, military service, prearrest income, 
offenses, sentences, criminal histories, probation and employ- 
ment status at arrest, jailactivities, and prior drug and alcoholuse 
and treatment. Family structure is known, such as whether the 
inmate grew up in a household without either parent (10.5%), in 
a single-parent household (39.1%), the number of siblings, their 
mother's age at her first birth, and the presence of a stepparent. 
Respondents were surveyed on whether they had ever been 
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physically or sexually abused, whether they had ever taken 
medication for an emotional or mental problem or received court- 
ordered mental treatment. They were asked whether another 
family member had served time in jail or prison, and whether a 
parent or guardian had abused alcohol or drugs. 

LIMITATIONS It is not known to what extent the interviewers 
from the Bureau of the Census were able to gain the trust of the 
respondents. Criminal history data were provided the inter- 
viewer from file data; however, other questions, including drug 
use and treatment history, were based on self reports. Uncon- 
victed inmates awaiting trial were not asked about drug use 
during the month prior to incarcerated periods. 

Family data are very limited. Number of siblings are included, 
but not by sex or by exact relationship. While the respondent is 
asked whether physical of sexual abuse occurred before age 18, 
the abuser is not identified. 

AVAILABILITY The data (the Survey of Inmates in Local Jails, 
1989, ICPSR 9419) are available from: 

National Archives of Criminal Justice Data 
University of Michigan 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
800/999-0960 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Tracy Snell 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
633 Indiana Ave., NW 
Room 1007 
Washington, DC 20531 
202/616-3288 

PUBLICATIONS 

Information is available from the Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
including the following Special Reports: 
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Beck, A.J. (1991). Profile of jail inmates, 1989 (Report No. NCJ- 
129097). Washington, DC: U. S. Department of Justice. 

Harlow, C.W. (1991). Drugs and jail inmates, 1989 Report No. 
NCJ-130836). 

Snell, T.L. (1992). Women in jail, 1989 (Report No. NCJ-134732) 

Publications may be ordered through: 

Justice Statistics Clearinghouse 
National Criminal Justice Reference Service 
Box 6000 
Rockville, MD 20850 
800/732-3277 
301 /%I-5500 in the Washington, DC area 
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Survey of Inmates of Local Jails 
Year of Questionnaire: 1989 
Sample size 5,675 inmad 

FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Family Composition 
0 FUJI roster of household members &st name, a m  sex, and relationshiu to reference 

persar of each member) 
0 Partial roster of hwseholdmembers 
0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of children in household 

Approximate relationship of family members to householder. child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child, a one anothm 
0 Information about uart-time household member 
0 Information about iamUy members nolonger living in household 
0 Information about relatives who live nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total f a d  income 

 umber 02-s who deuend on familv  income^ 
Sources of &ame 

0 Inmme amantsidentified separately by source 
0 Poverty status 

Welfarestatus 
0 Food Stamps receipt 

0 Private health insurance 
0 Homeownerahip/renters 
0 Assets (other than home ownership) 
0 Public ha rain^ s t a b  
0 Telephone in 6ousehold 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geop;raphic/Communitv Variables 
b Re&mof countrv 
0 StSe of reside& 
0 Countv/dtv/MSA of residence 

Stage in Familv Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent or spouse/parlner 
Marital status of adult mqmndent or spouse/partner 
Employment statue of adult responden or ~ ~ o u s e / ~ a r t n d  
Ptasence o f o w n d r i l b i n  househod 

0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 

Existence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 
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Family Functioning 
0 Famlly activities a time use 
0 Community involvement (dvic, religious, recreational) 
0 Familv communication m t t m s  

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 
Res ndent Cment 
, IP "bce  
rmQn 

spouse 
inMI 
0 0 2& 

R a e  

ReUgiousaffiliatlon 
Religious participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
BngUshf'U-Y 
Cment marital s t a b  
Merital h l  
CohaMtation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental statue' 
~ ~ c h l l d c e n ~ b o m / s f r e d ~  
Age at flrst birth 
Age of youngest child 
Children living elsewhere4 
h a t i o n  at current address 
Residential mobiUty 
Educational attainment 

attained 
?=regular HS dlploma 
Current enrollment 
current empbyment status2 
Houts usually wcxked (ft/& 
Weelrswo~ked 
h u a l  employment pattern 

Wage rate 
Payment of cMd support 
A tudeor achievement sfore & th/disabiIity status 
Self-esteem 
Locusofcontdorefflcacy 
Depreesion or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Child or 
Youth 
Barwndent 

0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

Other 
Children -. 

llnMIl 
0 
0 fe%h and year of bhth 
0 Gendcx 

Race 
Hispanic &(gn 
Other origin/etMdty 
Religiousaffiuation 
y @ ~ o b ~ p a t i o n  

lmmlgmt status 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationshiv to other chMren in HH 
Marital status/histoly 
Parental statusJhiston, 
Current enrollment in'regular sdrd 
Current enrollment in preschod/daycare 
wxh=t gnde -pleted 
Grade now enrolled 
bploymeat status/hlstory 
Health status 
Handicapphrgconditions 
Grade repe(itkm 
Aptltude or achievement scae 

D e ~ q = V  

NOTES 
1.1.5s of inmates were 17 or younger. 
2. Some respondents may have interpreted "your total income" to mean family 
income. 
3. Before arreat. 
4. Exact relationship to respondent of children cannot be determined. Question 
asks whether respondent has dtidren but does not prompt respondent to 
included step- or adopted children. 



Survev of Inmates of State 
~or;ectional Facilities 

PURPOSE This survey is one of a series of data gathering efforts 
undertaken during the 1970s to help policy makers assess and 
overcome deficiencies in the nation's correctional institutions. 
Currently there isan emphasis onunderstanding the background 
characteristics of the offenders and associated situational factors 
which may be associated with their criminal activities and ap- 
prehension There are related surveys of inmates of local jails, 
inmates of federal prisons (forthcoming with sample size of about 
8,500), and a survey of those in juvenile correctional facilities. 

SPONSORSHIP The 1991 Survey of Inmates of State Correction- 
al Facilities was conducted for the U.S. Dept. of Justice, Bureau of 
Justice Statistics by the Field Division of the U.S. Bureau of the 
Census. 

DESIGN The data were collected in August 1991 through about 
15,000 personal interviews with a probability sample of inmates. 
Facilities are selected in the first stage; inmates are selected from 
rosters of sampled facilities in the second stage. The sample 
design allowed for separate sampling frames for males and an 
overrampling of females. The Census of State Adult Correctional 
Facilities makes the sampling design for the survey of inmates 
possible. 

PERIODICITY Similar surveys were conducted in 1974,1979, 
and 1986, when 275 facilities were selected and 13,711 inmates 
were successfully interviewed. 

CONTENT Personal interviews yielded data on personal charac- 
teristics, number of siblings (including half and step), current 
offenses, pretrial release, trial, current sentence, victims, criminal 
history, gun acquisition and use, prison infractions and work 
assignments, socieconomic characteristics, frequency of calls, 
visits and mail from children while in prison, drug use and 
treatment, peer activities, sexual and physical abuse history, and 
prison treatment programs and testing. 
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LIMITATIONS It cannot be determined whether siblings or 
children of the respondent are biologically related to the respon- 
dent, nor can it be determined whether any children are now 
living with stepparents or biological parents, or some combina- 
tion. There is no information on community or family function- 
ing. 

It is not known to what extent the interviewers from the Bureau 
of the Census were able to gain the trust of the respondents. 
Criminal history and incarceration data are taken from files and 
used during the course of the interview, so are not subject to bias 
introduced by self reports. However, considerable activity that is 
self reported is illegal. 

AVAILABILITY The data will be available from: 

National Archives of Criminal Justice Data 
University of Michigan 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
800/999-0960 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Tracy SneU 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
633 Indiina Ave, NW 
Room 1007 
Washington, DC 20531 
202/616-3288 

PUBLICATIONS Publications based on the previous (1986) sur- 
vey include several Bureau of Justice Statistics Special Reports: 

Greenfeld, L.A., & Minor-Harper, S. (1991). Women in prison 
(Report No. NC J-127991). 

Innes, C.A., & Greenfeld, L.A. (1991). Violent sfate prisoners and 
their vidims (Report No. NCJ-124133). Washington, DC U.S. 
Dept. of Justice. 
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These and forthcoming publications using the 1991 data may be 
ordered from: 

Justice Statistics Clearinghouse 
National Criminal Justice Reference Service 
Box MW)O 
R&ille, MD 20850 
800/732-3277 
301 /251-5500 in the Washington, DC area 
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Survey of Inmates 
of State Correctional Facilities 

Year of QuestioMaire: 1991 Sample size 13,990 inmates 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Famil Composition 
0 F d  rzter of househdd members @rst name, age, sex, and relatiomhip to reference 

-n of each member) 
0 'partial roster of household members 
0 Number of adultsin househdd 
0 Number of children in household 

Auuroximate relationship d family members to householder, child, or one another 
0 I%% relationship of fain& mem&s to householder, child, or one another 
0 M-atlon a&t part-tinie household member 
0 hformation about familv members no longer living in household 
0 kformation about relatiks who live near$ but n& in househdd 

Socioeconomic 1 

0 Total farnil inwme 
 umber orpersons who depend on family i n w d  
So- of i n m e  

0 Income amounts identined separately by source 
0 Poverty s t a b  

welfare status3 
0 Food Stamp refeipt 
0 Child support receipt 
0 Medicaidcaverage 
0 Private health inswance 
0 Homeownership/renters 
0 Assets (other than homeownership) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
0 Reglon of country 
0 State of residence 
0 County/dty/MSA of residence 
0 Size/type of wmmunity 

0 ~e&o~ol i tan residence 
0 Neighborhoodquality 
0 Local labor markt 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respardent o r s p o u s e / F e r  
Maritalstatusof adult resoondent or swuse/uarhler - 
Employment status d ad& retpondeil or +e/partnerj 
Presence of own children in household 

0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 Existence of own children who have left home 
0 kention to have (more) children in future 



Survey of Inmates of State Correctional Facilities 

Family Functioning 
b Family activities or time use 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Adult Current 

RT-t Current orFonner 
or derence 
Eerrmn 

w 
a 

in3.a 
0 i3zzH 0 Age 

Gender 
Race 
Hispanicorigin 
-aaigln/-ty 
Rew"=-h 
ReUBi-partidpation 
Country of Mrth 
I lNnigmt &tus6 
~eushflw=Y 
Current marital status 
Marital hbtq 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation hfstory 
Patental status 
Number &&en ever bornlsjred 
Ageatfirstbirth 
Age of youngest childCs 
cxdren livlng elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Ilducational attainment 

?r attained 
OIregularHSdip~ 

C m t  enrollment 
current emp~oyment status' 
Hours usually worked (ft/pt)' 
weeks worked 
Annuat empbymp pattern 
Main ocypation 
Hamings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support r or achievement %ore 

ealthldisPMlity status 
w-est~em 
Locusofamtrolor&cacy 
Depression or subjeftive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Childor 
Youth 

0 t status 
0 kg5zmq 
0 Exact relationship to adult family members 
0 Exact relationuhiu t o o k  children in HH 
0 Maritalstatua/hkoq 
0 Parental status/hlstorv 
0 Current enrollment ininregular school 
0 Current enrollment in prepdrool/daycare 
0 Highest grade completed 
0 Grade now enrolled 
0 Employment status/history 
0 Health status 
0 Handicapping conditions 
0 Grade repetition 
0 Aptitude or achievement score 
0 Prepntmq/birth history 
0 Psychological well-being 
0 Dehqurncy 

NOTES 
1. During the period before incarceration. 
2. Persons supported by the respondent before incarceration. 
3. Welfare statue refers to persons dependingupon respondent's income, before 
and after arrest. Their approximate relationship to respondent is provided. 
4. Exact relationshi to respondent of children cannot be determined. Respon- 
dent is asked to in c f  ude s t ep  or adopted children. 
5. Respondent is asked for information only about the six youngest children. 
6. U.S. Citizenship is available, not immigration. 



Survey of Juveniles in 
Custody 

PURPOSE This study interviewed juveniles and young adults in 
custody, with the Children in Custody census providing the 
universe for this study of youth in long-term, state-operated 
juvenile facilities. 

SPONSORSHIP The Survey of Juveniles in Custody was con- 
ducted by the Bureau of the Census for the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics of the U.S. Department of Justice. 

DESIGN This pilot survey was based on personal interviews 
with a nationally representative sample of 2,621 residents from 
among the more than 25,000 individuals confined in long-term, 
state-operated juvenile institutions. Interviews were carried out 
in 50 institutions in 26 states. More than a quarter of the sample 
was young adults aged 18 or older (primarily as a result of the 
inclusion of California's Youth Authority facilities). The sample 
design was a stratified sample based on the size of the correction- 
al facility. Long-term and state-operated facilities with institu- 
tional environments were included in the sampling frame. The 
majority of these institutions described themselves as training 
schools. The survey excluded institutions that were locally 
operated state facilities not designed for secure custody, all 
short-term facilities, and all those being privately operated. Al- 
though participation was voluntary, the response rate was 89 
percent. 

PERIODICITY This youth based survey has only been con- 
ducted in 1987. The Children in Custody census of facilities, 
which obtains aggregate level descriptive information, is con- 
ducted every two years. 

CONTENT Personal interviews yielded data on how the young 
person became a facility resident, personal characteristics, the 
current offense, victim information and acquaintance with or 
relationship to the offender, criminal history, drug and alcohol 
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use, peer group and gang involvement, family structure, family's 
criminal involvement, and victimization status. 

LIMITATIONS Self reports of criminal activities are subject to 
underreporting and also to overreporting. Difficulties connected 
with accurate recall of events in the past are also a problem for 
most survey data. Family information is very limited. Whether 
the parent or foster parent sent the respondent to the facility is 
known, as is whether the most recent offense occurred at home, 
and whether the victim(s) were family members. Victimization 
by family members, the type of family structure, and incarcera- 
tion of family members is known. Otherwise, there is no infonna- 
tion available on any socioeconomic indicators, on geographic 
variables, or wen on the presence of siblings, unless they were 
victims of current offense(s) or had served time in jail. 

AVAILABILITY Public use tapes of BJS data sets are available 
from: 

National Archives of Criminal Justice Data 
University of Mlchigan 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, MI 48106-1248 
800/999-0960 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Tracy Snell 
Bureau of Justice Statistics 
202/616-3288 

PUBLICATIONS Thirty-two descriptive tables and a copy of the 
questionnaire are included in the publication: 

Bureau of Justice Statistics. (1989). Correctional Populations in the 
United States, 1987 (Report No. NCJ-118762). 

It may be obtained by calling 800/732-3277 (301/251-5500 in 
the Washington area). 
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Survey of Juveniles in Custody 
Year of QuestioRnaire: 1987 
Sample size: 2b21 juveniles' 

FAMILY L m L  CHARACTERISTICS 
Family Composition 
0 Full roster of h d o l d  members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference - 
o r  

d each member) 
artial roater of household members 

0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of children in household 
0 Amximate  relationshiv of familv members to householder, chtld or one another 
0 E&! relationship of f a d y  m e m k  to householder, child, or one another 
0 Information about mt-time household member 
0 Information about i a d y  members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives wholive nearby but not in h&dd 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total famil inmme 
0  umber ofY7 who depend on family incorn 
0 Sourcesofin- 
0 IncomeamountsidentiAed ~eparately by souroe 
0 Poverty s t am 
0 wewan2 status 
0 FoodStamprecelpt 

0 Medlcai coverage 
0 Prlvate health insurance 
0 Homeowne&ip/renters 
0 Assets (other than hame ownership) 
0 Publichoudngstatus 
0 Telephone in m o l d  
0 Language other thanEngUsh spoken in home 

Geonraphic/Communits Variables 
0 Region of county 
0 State of residence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
0 Age of adult respondent or spouse/partner 
0 ~ k t a l  statusof adult respohent o; spouse/partner 
0 Emp1oyment status of adultrespondent or spouse/partner 
0 Presence of own children in household 
0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own child in household 
0 &tenee of own children who haveleft home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in fuhue 
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Family Functioning 
0 Familv activities or time use 
0 &unityinvoivernent (civic, religious, recreational) 
0 Family communicalion patterns 
0 Family decision-making 
0 Ma~Mconflict 
0 Maritalh ' eas/satlsfaction 

P m t S m n f l i c t  
0 History ofmarjtal separations 

History of family violence . 
0 History of matital coundhg 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMJLY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 
Respondent Cuwnt or Former 
or Reference 
EersPn 
0 0 

& 
0 

0 0 0 2Ls 
Race 

E l ! 2 ~ U l n i d t y  
ReUgiousafHtiatioll 
Rel lgkw participation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
ERgUshf ly fy  
Current mantel status 
Marital history 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental s t a h  
Number children ever bom/sired 
Age at first birth 
Age of youngest child 
Qlildren living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 
Degrees attained 
GED or regular HS diploma 
Current enrollment 
Current employment status 
Hoursusmllv worked (ft/pt) 
weekswo~kid 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
E-8 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 

P tude or achievement score 
ealth/dlsability status 

Self-eeteem 
L m  of control or efficacy 
Depression or subjective well-being 
Work-related at- 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF C H n D  FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
child or 
Youth 

Other 
Children 
linMn 
0 Age 
0 Month and year of birth 
0 Gender 
0 Race 
0 E3spanic origin 
0 OUIer origin/ethnidty 
0 Religious affiliation 
0 Religious partidpation 
0 Country of birth 
0 Immiprantstatur, 
0 Engltshfluency 
0 Exact relationship to adult family members 
0 Exact relationship to other children in HH 
0 Marital status/histOry 
0 Parental status/hi~tory 
0 Current emllment in regular school 
0 Current enrollment in preschool/daycare 
0 Highest grade completed 
0 Grade now enrolled 
0 Employment status/histoty 
0 Health status 
0 Handicapping wnditions 
0 Graderepetition 
0 Aptitude or achievement score 
0 PregnancylbirthhisBosy 
0 Psychological well-being 
0 Delinquency 

NOTES 
1. About one-fourth of respondents were over the age of 18. 



Urban Povertv and Familv 
J 

Life surveydof Chicago 
PURPOSE The Urban Poverty and Family Life Study was 
designed to describe and understand the lives of African 
American, Mexican, Puerto Rican, and white families living in 
impoverished Chicago neighborhoods. 

SPONSORSHIP The survey was designed by a team of re- 
searchers from the University of Chicago, headed by William 
Julius Wilson. Field work was carried out by the National 
Opinion Research Center (NORC). Sponsors were: the Carnegie 
Corporation of New York, the Chicago Community Trust, the 
Ford Foundation, the Joyce Foundation, the Lloyd A. Fry Foun- 
dation, the MacArthur Foundation, the Rockefeller Foundation, 
the Spencer Foundation, the US. Department of Health and 
Human Services, the William T. Grant Foundation, and the 
Woods Charitable Trust. 

DESIGN The sample was a multi-stage, stratified probability 
sample of 2,490 adult parents, aged 18 - 44, who were living in 
high-poverty census tracts in the city of Chicago in 1986. A small 
sample of black non-parents was also interviewed. A high-pover- 
ty census tract was defined as a tract in which at least 20% of the 
1980 population had family incomes below the federal poverty 
line. The final parent sample contained 1,183 black, 489 Mexican, 
454 Puerto Rican, and 364 white respondents. One quarter of the 
interviews were conducted in Spanish. The overall completion 
rate was 79%. 

PERIODICITY This was a one time survey, fielded in 1987. 

CONTENT Information was collected on: marriage and 
childbearing, work experience and welfare use, household com- 
position and social network, and attitudes and values. Par- 
ticularly rich data were gathered on Mends, kin, social networks, 
and characteristics of the local community. Information on par- 
ticipation in the "underground" economy was also gathered. The 
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survey was designed specifically to address issues related to 
family life in poor neighborhoods, to allow for the exploration of 
various theories of poverty, and to allow for racial and ethnic 
compariSO~\~. 

LIMITATIONS Generalizabiity of research findings may be 
limited by the fact that the survey was conducted in only one city, 
Chicago. In addition, there are few measures of family function- 
ing. 

AVAILABILITY For copies of the data and documentation: 

Inter-University Consortium for Political 
and Social Research 
Institute for Social Research 
P.O. Box 1248 
Ann Arbor, Michigan 48106-1248 
313/763-5010 

For technical questions about the survey, contact: 

Joleen Kirschenrnan 
Irving B. Harris Graduate School 
of Public Policy Studies 
University of Chicago 
1313 East 60th St., Rm. 145 
Chicago, lL 60637 
312/702-0894 

PUBLICATIONS 

Testa, M., & M. Krogh. (1990). Nonmaritalparenthaod, male jobless- 
ness and AFDC participation in inner-city Chicago. Final report 
prepared for the Assistant Secretary of Planning and Evalua- 
tion, DHHS, under Grant No. 88ASPE204A. 

Testa, M., Astone N., Krogh, M., & Neckerrnan, K. (1989). 
Employment and marriage among inner-city fathers. The An- 
nals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science, 
79-91. 
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There is a working paper series associated with this data set. To 
receive a current list of available papers which use this data, 
contact: 

Center for the Study of Urban Inequality 
Irving B. H a d  Graduate School 
of Public Policy Studies 
University of Chicago 
1313 East 60th St., Rm. 145 
Chicago, IL 60637 
312/702-0894 
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The Urban Family Life Survey 
Year of Questionnaire: 1987 

Sample S ~ E C  2,490 respondents 
FAMILY LFVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
Fun roster of household members (first name, age, sex. and relatiollship to reference 
w~son of each member) 

0 'partial rcster of household members 
Number of adults in household 
Number of children in household 

0 Approdmste relationship of family member8 to householda, c W ,  or one another 
Ema relationship of family members to householder, child or one another 
Information about part-time household member 
Information about family membem no longer living in household 

0 Information about relatives wholtvenearby but not in household 

0 Number ofperson! who depend on family income 
sourc.eSofinme 
Income amounts identifiedseparately by mum?' 

0 Poverty status 
Welfarestatus . 

~edirridboverage' 
Private health insunmce 
Homeownership/rentera 
haeta (other than home ownership) 
Public houstna status 

0 ~dephone In i;ousehold 
Language other than Engllsh spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
0 Region of country 
0 State of reaidaxe 
0 County/aty/MSAofresidence 

&/twe of community 
.a 
0 ~$mhone area mde 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult Y Marital status o adult respondent or spouse/ptner 
Employment status of adult respondent or sp0~8e/pi~ 

0 Presence of own children in household 
Age of youngest own child in household 
Age of oldest own child in household 
Existence of own chMren who haw left home 
Intention to have (more) children in fuhw 

439 
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Family Functioning 
b Familv activities or time use 

Com&unityinvolvement (dvic,  ow, recreational) 
0 Family communication patterns 
0 F a d y  dedsion-making 
0 Maritalconflict 
0 Maritalha ineas/satisfaction 
0 ~t~ dumfkl 
0 His to ryofmar i t a l~a tbns  
0 History of famUy violence 
0 History of marital counselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMnY MEMBERS 

Adult Current 
Respondent Cwrent or h e r  
or Reference 
Eersmr 2s 

Age 
Gender 
R a a  
Hlspanlc origin 
Other origin/ethnidty 
Religiomaffillation 

Lyof"d"Apa"" 
y$&*&tacyW 

Cwent marital status 
Marital history 
CohaMtation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental status 
Number chUdren ever bom/sired 
Age at f h t  birth 
Age of youngest chnd 
CMMren living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educational attainment 

EIg" attained 
or regular HS diploma 

Current enrollment 
Cwrent employment status 
~ n w  worked ( w p o  
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pttern 
-@ypam 
Earnings 
Wage rate 
Payment of child support 
Aptitude or achievement sfore 
Health/disability status 
Self-esteem 
Lavs of control or efficacy 
D q m s b  or subprtive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 

7 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

NOTES 

2ZL dyerr ofMrth 
Gender 
Rnce 
Hispanic o w l  
Other orlgin/ethnidty 
R e U g i o u s ~ t i o n  
R e U g h a  partidpation 
Cormtryofbirth 
Immigrant status 
English fluency 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact r e l a t i d v  to other children in HH 

Current enrollment in *l/daycare 
Highest grade mmp1eted 
Grade now enrdecl 
~rn~loyment statw/histo$ 
Health status 
Handicappingconditicas 
Grade repetition 
Aptihrdeorachiwementscore 
Pregnancy /birth bW 
Psychological well-being 
D*qu=w 

1. Available only for the month preceedigthe interview. 
2. Information given for all living children over the age of 12, both in and out of 
household. 



Vital Statistics-Natality 
PURPOSE The purpose of the natality reporting system is to 
collect and tabulate at the federal, state, and substate levels data 
on births from the 50 states and the District of Columbia. 
Demographic and health information from birth certificates can 
be analyzed by researchers and policymakers interested in assess- 
ing the health of infants and pinpointing health problems, 
making population projections and estimates, following trends in 
non-marital and teenage childbearing, and measuring progress 
made by national health programs. In addition, the birth certifi- 
cate provides legal proof of the birth. 

SPONSORSHIP The National Center for Health Statistics, 
Division of Vital Statistics, collects and publishes natality data. 

DESIGN A certificate of live birth is completed by the attending 
physician or other health personnel for each birth. Birth certifi- 
cates are sent by local registrars to the state registrar. States report 
the data to the Division of Vital Statistics on state coded data 
tapes. In 1989, one hundred percent of the births were reported to 
NCHS in the form of state coded data tapes for all states and the 
District of Columbia. 

PERIODICITY Data collection is continuous. Monthly and an- 
nual reports of provisional data and annual and special subject 
reports based on final data are issued. All states have been in- 
cluded in the birth registration area since 1933. 

CONTENT The certificate of live birth, which is the source of , 

vital registration data, has been revised effective with the 1989 
data and includes more information. A significant change is that 
birth data for 1989 were tabulated primarily by race of mother, a 
departure from previous tabulations by race of child (which had 
assigned the child to the race of the non-white parent, if any; to 
the race of the father, if both were non-white; or to Hawaiian, if 
either parent were Hawaiian). In addition to race, Hispanic origin 
(Hispanics may be of any race) was identified for both parents in 
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47 states and D.C. In 1989, parent education was reported for 48 
states and D.C. (not for Washington or New York states), again 
including this information from California and Texas. In 1989, the 
mother's marital status was reported for 44 states and D.C.; it was 
inferred for 6 states (California, Connecticut, Michigan, Nevada, 
New York, and Texas) by comparing parent and child surnames. 
Also included in 1989 was information on congenital defects, 
health risks of mother, and obstetric procedures and method of 
delivery. 

LIMITATIONS Not all states obtain all information and the 
range of data is limited (see above). Trend data by race will be 
reported by both new and previous classifications for 1989 and 
1990. 

AVAILABILITY Data tapes may be purchased from: 

National Technical Information Service 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 
703/487-4650 

For substantive questions, contact: 

Stephanie Ventura, Selma Taffel, or Bob Heuser 
Natality Branch/Division of Statistics 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Belcrest Road, Room 840 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /a64954 

PUBLICATIONS 

National Center for Health Statistics. (1992). Advance report of 
new data from the 1989 birth certificate. Monthly Vital Statis- 
tics Report, 40(12, suppl.). Public Health Service, Washington, 

National Center for Health Statistics. (1990). Vital statistics of the 
United States, 1988, Vol. 1,  Natality. (DtMS Publication No. 
BE-IS) 90-1100). Public Health Service, Washington, DC: GPO. 
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Moore, K.A. (1992). Facts at a glance. (Annual fact sheet on teenage 
childbearing). Washington, DC: Child Trends. 

Moore, K.A., Snyder, N.O., & Daly, M. (1991). A state-by-state look 
at teenage childbearing in the United States. Flit, MI: Charles 
Stewart Mott Foundation. 



Vital Statistics-Natallty 

Vital Statistics-Natality 
Year of Questionnaire: 1989 Birth Certlfiates 

Sample efie: Total US, Births (4PQ0,958 in 1989) 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full raster of household members (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference - 

person of each member) 
0 Partial raster of household members 
0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of children in household 
0 Approximate relationship of family members to househddm, child, or one another 
0 Exad relatianship of family members to householder, child, a one another 
0 Information about wrt-time householdmember 
0 Information about hmily membersno longer living in household 
0 Information about relativep who Uvenearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total famllv income 
0 ~ ~ m b e r d ~ s w h o  depend on family income 
0 Soumesofirmme 
0 Income amountsidentlfted separately by scnufe 
0 Poverty s t a b  
0 welfare stam 
0 Foodstampreceipt 

0 Medicai coverage 
0 Rivate health inmrance 
0 Homeownershtp/renten 
0 Aseets (other than home ownership) 
0 Public housing status 
0 Tele~hone in household 
0 I.a&age other than English spoken in home 

GeographidComrnunitv Variables 
Regionofccrwhy 
State ofrddence 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Axe of adult rewondent or ewuse/vartner 

0 ~ k t a l s t a h l s  ofadult resp&dent ~ ~ s ~ o u s e / ~ a r I n e r '  
0 Employment status of adult respondent or spouselpartner 
0 Resence of own drildren in household 
0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Axe of oldest own chiid in household 
0 &tence of own c h i l h  who haw left home 
0 Intention to have Onore) chiddren in fuhue 
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Family Functioning 
Family activities or time use 

0 Community involvement (dvic, religious, reaeat id)  
0 Family communication patterns 
0 Family dedsion-making 
0 Marital umWt 

CHARACTBRISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Current 
0rr;cnmer 

Child's Child's 
EPthec 

spouse 
F 0 

NotinHH 
0 

2 d . 3  
Race 
Hispanic originZ 
otha origln/ethnidty 
Religiausawiation 
ReUgiovs partlcipation 
Cnmtryofbirth 
Imndgrant atntus 
EngUshhcy  
Current marital status3 
MaIitalhistoIy 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation history 
Parental stahls 
Number chiMren ever bom/sired3 
Age at 5mt birth 
Age of youngest child' 
chudren living ehvhere 
DuratIan at current address 
ReslBential mobillty 
Educational attainment5 

Cltlrentem yment stahts 3 Hours yworked(ft/pt) 
W&wolEed 
Annual empbyment pattan 
Main o~xlption 
Eanringe 
Waw rate 
~ay&ent of chUd support 
Aetude OI achievement smre 
HealthIRsabiitv status 
Self-esteem 
Locus of control or efficacy 
Depression or Bubjective well-being 
Work-dated attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHnD FAMI'LY MEMBERS 

Reference 
Childor Other 
Youth Children 
Resoondent fintm 

Zth and p r  d birth 
0 0 Cender 
0 0 Race6 

0  isp panic origin^ 
0 0 other orl&/ethniaty 
0 0 ~ a f f i l I a a t i o n  
0 0 Rel@owpartrdpatirm 

0 Country of birth 
0 0 Immigrantstatus 
0 0 EnPUshfluencv 

0 EX& relaIkm&ip toadult famtly members 
0 Exact relations hi^ to other children in HH 

o o ~aritdstatus/histcay 
0 0 parental st atlas^ 
0 0 Current mllment in regula~ &ooL 
0 0 Current enrollment in pwschool/daycare 
0 0 Highest grade cumpletad 
0 0 Grade now enrolled 
0 0 Empioyment statualhistory 
0 0 Health status 
0 0 Handicappingccnditlons7 
0 0 Graderepetition 
0 0 Aptltudearachievementsaore 
0 0 Pregnmcy/blrthmtory 
0 0 Psychological well-being 
0 0 Dellnqm9' 

NOTES 
1. Marital status is reported for 44 states and D.C., and Merred for the remaining 
six states by comparing parent and child surnames. 
2. Data for Hispanic origin are for 47 states and D.C. 
3. For 44 states and D.C. 
4. Dateof previous live birth. 
5. For 48 states and D.C. 
6. As of 1989, race of child is calculated by race of mother. 
7. Some conditions, such as Down's Syndrom, are b e l i  to be underreported. 



Vital Statistics-Marriage 
and Divorce 

PURPOSE These statistics are designed to provide information 
on marriages and divorces and on the people involved in mar- 
riages and divorces (including children involved in divorce) for 
the largest possible number of states. 

SPONSORSHIP The National Center for Health Statistics 
(NCHS) obtains from state and local officials complete counts of 
marriages and divorces by county of occurrence and marriages 
by month of occurrence. NCHS also obtai i  sample records from 
microfilm copies of the original certificates received from the 
registration offices of states and areas comprising the marriage 
registration area (MRA) and the divorce registration area (DRA). 

DESIGN Marriage and divorce statistics for the United States, for 
the registration areas, and for individual states are limited to 
events occurring during the year and registered within the 
specified area. All tabulations are by place of occurrence and 
fk..ude events occTurring to nonresidents. Marriages and divorces 
of members of the Armed Forces or other U.S. nationals that occur 
outside the United States are excluded. 

Registration areas for the collection of mamage and divorce 
statistics were established in 1957 and 1958, respectively. These 
areas include states with adequate programs for collecting mar- 
riage and divorce statistics. Criteria for participation in the 
registration areas are: 

A central file of marriage or divorce records; 
A statistical report form conforming closely in content 
to the Standard License and Certificate of Marriage or 
Standard Certificate of Divorce, Dissolution of Marriage 
or Annulment; 
Regular reporting to the state office by all local areas in 
which marriages or divorces are recorded; and 
Test for completeness and accuracy of marriage or 
divorce registration camed out in cooperation with 
NCHS. 
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In 1988 the MRA comprised 42 states, New York City, the 
District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the Vigin Islands. The 
DRA included 31 states, the District of Columb'i and the Virgin 
Islands. Marriages in the MRA accounted for SO percent of all 
marriages in the United States in 1988, and divorces in the DRA 
accounted for 49 percent of all divorces. 

The marriage sample was designed to yield estimates of state 
totals as well as frequency distributions by characteristics of the 
bride and groom. These estimates were made for the total MRA 
and each state in the MRA. A sampling rate was designated for 
each of the MRA states so that the selected sample for it would 
consist of at least 2,500 records. Five different sampling rates were 
used: All records, 1/2,1/5,1/10, and 1 /20. Sampling procedures 
for the divorce sample parallel those for the marriage sample. 
Overall, in 1988 about 41 percent of all marriages in the MRA 
were included in the sample, and about 49 percent of all divorces 
in the DRA were included. 

Samples of marriages for 47 states are available for the census 
years of 1970 and 1980. 

PERIODICITY Annual data from the MRA have been compiled 
since 1957. Annual data from the DRA have been compiled since 
1958. Complete counts of events or estimates for the entire United 
States have been compiled since 1920. 

CONTENT The Marriage Data Tape is a microdata computer file 
consisting of records that include data on the bride and groom, 
including age or date of bii, race, education, previous marital 
status, number of this marriage, date last marriage ended, state 
(or foreign country) of birth, state of marriage, state of residence, 
type of ceremony, and related characteristics. The Divorce Data 
Tape is a microdata computer file consisting of records that in- 
clude data for date of marriage, date of separation, plaintiff, state 
of marriage, state of divorce, total number of living children, and 
for each husband and wife: age at decree, age at separation, date 
of birth, state (or country) of b i h ,  education, race, number of this 
marriage, and related items. 

Data are classified by various demographic characteristics. 
Vital Statistics 4 t h  United States contains a section on marriages, 
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divorces and annulments, mamiages and divorces in Puerto Rico 
and the Virgin Islands, and the Technical Appendix. 

LIMlTATIONS Many states are not included in the MRA and 
the DRA. 

AVAILABILITY Provisional data on marriages and divorces are 
published in the NCHS Monthly Vital Statistics Report. F i l  data 
are published in Vifal Sfatistics of the United Stafes, Volume 111: 
Marriage and Divorce, and are available in Federal Depository 
Libraries. The National Center for Health Statistics will respond 
to requests for unpublished data whenever possible. Requests 
should be sent to the Scientific and Technical Information Branch 
at the address below. 

Data tapes may be purchased from: 

National Technical Information Service 
Springfield, VA 221 61 
703/487-4780 

For information on tape specifications, price, and stock nurn- 
bers, contact: 

Scientific and Technical Information Branch 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Behest Road, Rm. 1067 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301/436-8500 

For substantive questions concerning marriage or divorce 
registration and analysis, contact: 

Barbara Foley Wilson 
301 /436-8954 
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PUBLICATIONS 

National Center for Health Statistics. (1991). Advance report of 
final marriage statistics, 1988. Monthly Vital Statistics Reporf, 
40(4, suppl.). Hyattsville, MD: Public Health Service. 

National Center for Health Statistics. (1992). Births, marriages, 
divorces, and deaths for 1991. Monthly Vital Statistics Report, 
4002). Hyattsville, MD: Public Health Service. 
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Vital Statistics on Marria e and Divorce S Years of QuestionnaiR: 19 1989 
Sample cdze: 200,Wl to 800,OOl m d g e a  and divorce 

FAMnY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 
Familv Composition 
0 Full roster of household membera &st name, a@, sex, and relationship to reference - 

penrm of each member) 
0 Partial roster of h d o l d  membem 
0 Number& adults in household 
0 Number of d3dren in household 
0 Approximate relationship of family members to househoider, child, or one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members tohoweholder, child, or one another 
0 Information about uart-time household member 
0 Lfmation about $amily members no longer living in household 
0 Informatian about relatives whollve nearby but not in household 

Socioeconomic 
Total famil inanne 
Number d-~  who depend on family inanne 

0 Sources of income 
0 Income amountsidentified sepaately by aowce 
0 Povartystahrs 
0 Welfarestatua 
0 Food Stamps reaeipt 

-SUP='-=jpt 0 Medicai coverage 

0 A~eets (other thk home ownership) 
0 Public howingetatus 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

Geographic/Community Variables 
Region of country 
State of residence 

0 Tdephone area code 
0 Metr Utanresidence 
0 Neigzh  hoodquallty 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Aee of adult resoondent orswueef mh\er 
~ h a l  status oiadult &dent i; -e/parIner 

0 Employment status of adult respmdent or spouse/parfner 
0 Preaence of own children in household 
0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Age of oldest own chUd in household 
0 Edetence of own children who have left home 
0 Intention to have (more) children in future 



Vital Statistics--Marriage and Divorce 

Family Functioning 
b Famlly advitiea or tlme use 
0 Community involvement (dvlc, rellgioua, reaeatiorral) 
0 Famlly communication patterns 
0 Family decision-making 
0 Marital oonfllct 

/aatlsfactlon 
o"==fllct 
0 Historv of marital sewrrationa 
0 Histor$ of family vidmce 
0 History of marital caundlng 

CHARACTERISTICS OF AD IULT FAMILY MEMBERS 

Adult Cunent 
Respondent Current or Former 
or Reference 
EersM zs zzb 0 

0 
4F 
Gender 
R a e  
Hispanic rn 
Other origin/ethniaty 
Religious affiliation 
Reiigha participation 
Country d birth 
Immigrant status 
Engush fluency 
Current marital status 
Marital hbkq 
Cohabitation status 
Cohabitation htstory 
Parental status 
Number &&en ever born/siredl 
Age at first Mrth 
Age of youngest 
Children living elsewhere 
Duration at current address 
Residential mobility 
Educahal attainment w attained 
G or ngular HS diploma 
Current enronment 
Current em loyment status 
H- -Ey worked ~ p t )  
Weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
E-gs 
Wage rak 
Payment of &Id suppart 
A hule or adevement score 8 ealth/disability status 
w48teaal 
Loam of control or &cacy 
Depr- or subjedive well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 

Reference 
childor 
Youth 
Reswndent 

0 
0 
0 
a 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

othfa 
Children 
wim 
0 

&th and year of birth 

2.3 
origin 

Other origlnkthnidty 
Rellgbus affiliation 
g&YJEpa"" 

ant status 2% n-y 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact relationship to other W e n  in HH 
Marital status/hlstory 
Parental statua/histoay 
C-t enrollment in regulat school 
Current avollment in preschool/daycare 
Highest grade wmpleted 
Grade now enrolled 
Employment status/htstory 
Health status 
Handicapping oonditions 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude a achiewement score 
Prelp\aney/Mrthhiseoty 
Psychological well-being 
Delinquency 

NOTES 
1. Can only determine Aldren wer born to relevant marriage; for divorce 
statistics only. 
2. Race of children inferred from race of parents; for divorce statistics only. 
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PURPOSE The primary goal of the vital registry system within 
the United States is to provide legal documentation of vital 
events such as birth and mortality. Statistical information is then 
provided to federal, state, and local authorities to aid in planning 
and evaluating programs and social services, assessing rates of 
population growth, and measuring changes in population com- 
position. 

SPONSORSHIP The Public Health Service provides recom- 
mended standards for collecting death certificates and recording 
information. Most, if not all, recommended data are collected by 
states on their own certificate forms. The National Center for 
Health Statistics (NCHS) compiles, analyzes, and publishes mor- 
tality data from all 50 states, including the District of Columbia, 
Puerto Rico, Guam, and the Virgin Islands. 

SAMPLING DESIGN Mortality data are taken directly from 
death certificates sent to NCHS from each state and territory. 
Health officials are required to report all deaths and fetal deaths 
(deaths at 20 weeks or more gestation). While accurate assess- 
ments of the completeness of the vital registry system are avail- 
able, it is believed that death registration in the United States is 
nearly 99% complete. Underreporting of fetal deaths is greater 
than for non-fetal deaths. 

PERIODKEY Mortality statistics were first published by the 
federal government in 1850 based on data taken from the Census. 
Mortality estimates were first collected in 1880 for two states and 
several cities. Mortality registration expanded steadily to include 
all 50 states, the District of Columbia, and territories. Data are 
collected continually, with monthly and annual summaries. 
Monthly summaries are based on provisional data which in- 
cludes non-residents. Summaries are estimated from the Current 
Mortality Sample, a 10% sample of certiilcates received each 
month by NCHS. All certificates received during that month, 
regardless of the date of death, are sampled. 
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CONTENT Basic demographic characteristics of the deceased 
such as age at death, date of birth, race, gender, and occupation 
are collected. AU tables are broken down by ten-year age groups, 
with sex, race, and age in specific proportions and rates. Also 
included is the cause of death and cause-specific death rates. 
Each death is attributed to one primary cause or underlying 
condition and reported as such on the death certificate. The 
scheme for classifying underlying cause of death is the Interna- 
tional Classification of Diseases (ICD). Since 1979, reported con- 
ditions have been classified using the Ninth Revision of the ICD, 
or ICD-9. The annual report, Vital Statistics of the United States, 
Mortality, contains nine sections: general mortality, infant mor- 
tality, fetal mortality, perinatal deaths, accidents, life tables, 
death by geographic region, deaths in Puerto Rico, Guam and the 
Virgin Islands, and a technical appendix. 

LIMITATIONS In general, the family related data collected for 
death certificates, such as marital status, is inapplicable to 
children. The parents' names of deceased children, however, are 
usually available. The death registration systems can vary from 
state to state in terms of the consistency, completeness, and 
accuracy of recorded information, particularly with respect to 
cause of death. In addition, changes in the classification of dis- 
eases may limit the comparability of cause-specific death rates 
over time. Accidental deaths later determined to be homicide or 
suicide are not typically reclassified. The ICD-9 includes 
categories for deaths due to poisoning or drug or alcohol abuse, 
although the actual number of deaths due to such causes is 
probably underreported. Deaths to U.S. residents that occur out- 
side the United States are excluded. 

AVAILABILITY Provisional mortality estimates are published 
in the Monthly Vital Statistics Report. 

Provisional death rates by cause of death, age, race, sex, age by 
sex, age by race, age by sex by race, and age by leading causes, 
are provided in the Current Mortality Sample (see description 
above). F i  data are published in Vital Statistics of the United 
States, Volume 11: Mortality. 
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Public use data tapes are available for purchase through the 

National Technical Information Service 
5285 Port Royal Road 
Springfield, VA 22161 
703 /487-4780 

For information on tape specificatiom, price, and stock num- 
bers, contact: 

Scientific and Technical Information Branch 
National Center for Health Statistics 
6525 Belcrest Road, Rm. 1067 
Hyattsville, MD 20782 
301 /436-8500 

For specific mortality data, contact: 

Statistical Resources Branch (address as above) 
301 /436-8980 

For information about mortality registration system, contact: 
Mortality Statistics Branch (address as above) 
301 /436-8884 

PUBLICATIONS 

National Center for Health Statistics. (1993). Advance report of 
final mortality statistics, 1990. Monthly Vital Statistics Report, 
41 (7, suppl). Hyattsville, MD: Public Health Service. 

National Center for Health Statistics. (1992). Vital statistics of the 
United States 1989, Vo2.11, Mortality. Washington, DC: Public 
Health Service. 
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Vital Statistics - Mortality 
 yea^ of Questionnaire: 1989 

Sample size: 2,150,466 repo~ted deaths 
FAMILY LEVEL CHARACTERISTICS 

Family Composition 
0 Full router of household m e m b  (first name, age, sex, and relationship to reference 

uerson of each member) 
0 Partial roster of household members 
0 Number of adults in household 
0 Number of children in household 
0 Approximate relationshtp of family members to h&o1der, child a one another 
0 Exact relationship of family members to householder, child. or one anoiha 
0 Information about part-time household member 
0 information about family members no longer living in household 
0 Information about relatives who livenearby but not Ln hou4ehold 

Socioeconomic 
0 Total faml income 
0 Number o&emaw who depend m family income 
0 Sourcesofincome 
0 lnanne amounts identifled separately by m e e  
0 Poverty status 
0 welkrestatus 
0 FOodStampsreQipt 

0 Medlai coverage 
0 Private health insurance 
0 Homeownership/renters 
0 Assets (other than home ownership) 
0 Publichouaingstatus 
0 Telephone in household 
0 Language other than English spoken in home 

GeogravhicfCommunity Variables 
: mofz 

Camty/dty/MSA of mddence 
0 Size/type of mmmunily 

?!s?ne area mde 

0 0 M * ~ M r e s i d e n c e  Neigh hoodqualily 
0 Local labor market 

Stage in Family Life Cycle 
Age of adult respondent o r spouse l~ tner  
Maritalstatusof adult respondent or spouse/parher 

0 Employment status of adult respondent or spouse/p 
0 Presence of own children in household 
0 Age of youngest own child in household 
0 Am of oldest own child in household 
0 Ehtence of own chlben who have left home 
0 Intention to have bore) chil&a in futwe 
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Family Functioning 
F a d v  activities or time use 

0 &unity hvolvement (civic, *ousOUS -tionaU 
0 Family communication pattems 
0 Family dedsion-making 
0 Maritalconfkt 

0 History of marital arations 
0 Historyoffdyvi 3 mce 
0 Historyofmaritalcounselling 

CHARACTERISTICS OF ADULT FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 2,078,473 deaths to persans 20 and older 

Adult Current 
Reapondent Current 
or Reference 
Eerspn EE= 

0 0 ~~~ 
Race 
HlPpanicaisin 
Other origin/ethnidty 
ReUgbus affiliation 
Reiigiow participation 
Countryofbirth 
Immigrant status 
Engush fl-Y 
Current marital status 
Marital history 
Cahabitatlon &tus 
Cohabitation history 
Parentalstahrs 
Number children  eve^ ban/sired 
Age at firat birth 
A of youngest child & ltving elsewhe 
Duration at current eddress 
Residential mobiuty 
Educational attainment 

=%Y= attained 
G orregular HSdiploma 
Current enrohent 
Current employment status 
Hours usually worked W p O  
weeks worked 
Annual employment pattern 
Main occupation 
-gs 
Wage rate 
Paymmt of child support 
Aptitude or achievement score 
HePIWdisaMlity status1 
Self-esteem 
Locllsofcontrolorefficacy 
Depeession or subjective well-being 
Work-related attitudes 
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CHARACTERISTICS OF CHILD FAMILY MEMBERS 
Sample size: 71,431 deaths to pereons under 20 

Reference 
Childor Other 
Youth Chik&n 
Beswndent IinMn 

0 0 A- 
g&th and year d birth 
Gender 
Race 
Hispanic orlgin 
Other origin/ethnidty 
Rdigiomaffiliation 
ReUgious pertkipation 
Country of birth 
Immigrant status 
ringlish 5-7 
Exact relationship to adult family members 
Exact rdationship to other childten in HH 
Marital status/hisbwy 
Parental status/history 
Cuwnt wrollment in regular school 
Current enrollment inpresdrool/daycare 
Hlshd grade camp- 
Grade now 6nmned 
Employmentptua/history 
Health status 
Handicapping condltbns 
Grade repetition 
Aptitude or achievement scwe 
Pregnan"~-mtory 
Psychologicd well-being 
m c y  

NOTES 
1. Limiting conditions. 
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