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FOOD COSTS AND SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF U..S.._HOUSIOLDS BY, 
STAMP PROGRAM ELIGIBILITY AND PARTICIPATION STATUS, SPRING 197-7 I__/ 

Preliminary data from the Nationwide Food Consumption Survey, 1977-78 for 
about 3,500 housekeeping households 2_/. in the 48 States surveyed in spring 1977 
have been used to study location, household size,Income, money value of food 
used, nutritive value of diets, percent of meals from home food supplies, and 
satisfaction wlth thediet. Data are shown for three groups of households: 
(I) eligible, and participating in the Food Stamp Program (FSP) during the 
mouth of interview, (2) eligible, but not participating in FSP, and (3).not 
eligible for FSP. 

F i n d i n g s  p r e s e n t e d  s h o u l d  be  v i ~ e d w i t h  c a u t i o n .  D a t a  u s e d  h a v e  n o t  b e e n  
completely screened for errorsj and the sample was not designed toaccurately 
reflect FSP participation, rn addltiqn , not all of the information necessary 
to determine FSP eligibility was obtained. Therefore, a method for estimating 
eligibility was devised in consultation with the Food andNutrition Service. 
(See page 5 for definitions and explanation of terms.) 

The s c o p e  o f  t h e  1977-78  s u r v e y  and d a t a  c o l l e c t l o n  p r o c e d u r e s  a r e  summar ized  
and a d d i t i o n a l  f i n d i n g s  p r e s e n t e d i n  ' ~ 4 o n e y V a l u e  o f  Food Used By H o u s e h o l d s  
i n  t h e  U n i t e d  S t a t e s ,  S p r i n g  1 9 7 7 , "  N a t i o n w i d e  Food C o n s u m p t i o n  S u r v e y  1 9 7 7 - 7 8 ,  
PrellminaryReport No, 1 (PR #i), 

More information about FSP participatlon and variables presented will be 
forthcoming from tabulations and multivariate analysis of data for the year 
and the special low-income populationphase of the survey. 

Distribut.ion of h .ouseh.olds byreg!on and urbanization 3/ 

Households classified by FSP participation were distributed across regions and 
urbanizations differently than were all households in the su .ryey (table I). 
Disproportionately. high numbers of FSP participant households were in the 
Northeast and of eligible nonparticipants were in the South. Almost 35 percent 
of FSP participants were located in the Northeast (fig. I), but only 25 percent 
of survey households that. were eligible for FSP were located in the Northeast. 
Only 16 percent of .households participating in FSP were in the North Central 
region compared withabout 27 percent of .all survey households. The South 
contained 42 percent of the households eligible for FSP and 45 percent of the 
eligible nonparticipants, but only 31 percent of survey households. 

I__/ Prepared by Richard Lo Kerr and Laurence J. Ritzmann, Consumer and Food 
Economics Institute, Human Nutrition Centerp Science and Education Administration, 
UoS° Department .of Agriculture, Hyattsville, MD 20782. 
2_J Housekeeping "households are those with at least 1 person having i0 or more 
meals from.the household food supply during the 7 days preceding the interview° 
About 93 percent of reporting households met this criterion. 
3/ Regions and urbanizations are described on page 5 of PR #I° 
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.About 7 percent of ail survey households participated in FSP during the month 
.of interview. Of the households, which provided information necessary to 
estimate eligibility, about 27 percent •were eligible to participate in the 
program. Of the eligible households , one-third participated.. This figure 
varied by region, however. Almost half (46 percent) of the eligible house- 
holds in the Northeast participated in FSP, 35 percent in the West, and less 
than 30 percent in the North Central and South (fig. 2). 

There were also differences by urbanization. Although only 3D percent of 
survey households were located in central cities, 45 percent of .the house- 
holds participating in FSP were in central cities (fig. 3), There were more 
suburban households than central"clty or nonmetropolltan households in the 
surveyp but the suburbs contained fewer households• eligible for FSPo Of 
households eligible for FSPp participation was•highest in the central city 
and lowest in nonmetropolltan areas (fig, 4), 

~ousehold,, size 

Households which partlcipated in FSP had slightly more household members _4/, 
on the average, than did other•households (table 2). Of households surveyed, 
2-member households were the •most frequent; hut among households receiving 
food .stamps there were more i-, 3-, and 4-member households. 

• . . . . 

When .household. size was measured in "equivalent persons," the. average size 
of FSP participant households was also slightly larger •than the average for 
any other group presented (table 3), . The equiva!ent person (based on three 
meals a day. at home for a week) is used to attempt to adjust for variation 
among households in the number of meals-eaten from household food supplies. 

Income 

2 

. 

The average income for the calendar month preceding the interview, as would 
be expected, was much higher for households.not eligible for FSP ($1,435) 
than for eligibles. ($433) (table 4)o Average incomes• of FSP participants 
and eligible nonparticipants Were similar. However,. 26. percent of households 
participating in FSP had incomes below $200, but only 15 percent of the- 
eligible nonparticipants had such low incomes (fig. 5). 

Average income (1976 income before taxes), as a .percent of " / • the poverty threshold 
was lower for .survey households participating in FSP (97. percent) than for 
eligible nonparticipants (135 percent) or noneligible households (344 percent) 
(table 5). Fifty-one percent of the.households partlclpatingin FSP reported 
1976 income below the poverty threshold , compared to 35 percent Of the eligible 
nonparticlpants and 3 percent Of the households that were not eligible for 
PsP (fig. 6) 5/. 

i 

"4/ Persons regularly livingin household excluding roomers, boarders, and 
employees° .. 
5_/ FSP eligibility was determined based on. income for the calendar month 
preceding the interview. See page 5o 



Money .value of •foo d . 

Survey households Which were eligible for FSP used food valued at an average 
of $15o13 per member per week (table 6), An average of $13,16 went for food 
used at •home• and $1,98 for food bought and eaten away from home, Among FSP 
eligibles there were only small differences between participants .and non- 
participants, .Households participating in FSP averaged about i0 cents more 
per member ~er. week for food •used at home and about 60 cents less per member 
for fo.od away from. home (fig. 7). Households not eligible for. FSP used food 
valued .at $21,44 per member per week--S16.01 at home and $5.43 away from home.. 
Purchased food, rather than home produced or .food received as gift or payment 
for work, accounted for the greatest, portion of money.value of food used at 
home for all groups presented (fig. 8). FSP households used relatively more 
purchased food than other groups. 

The value of food used pet week.by survey households varied from less than 
$4 to more than $40 per !'equivalent person" (table 7). Households not eligible 
for FSP averaged $17.41 and eligible households averaged somewhat less--S14,38 
by FSP participants and $13.72 by eligible nonparticipants. 6J 

• . • .  . 

The value of food used per week by survey, households varied from less than 
$4 to more than.S40 pe£.nutrltion unit for food energy (table 8). The 
nutrition unit for food energy is the allowance (Recommended Dietary Allowance, 
1974) for the male~ 23-50 years old. Food. costs per nutrition unit attempt 
to adjust for different food needs of persons of the sex-and age of those 
who used food from the household food supply. (See page 6.) Households not 
eligible fo~ FSP averaged $20.98 per nutrition unit for food energy and eligible 
households averaged somewhat less--S18,41 by FSP participants and $17.10 by 
eligible nonparticipants. 7.J 

Nutritive value of household diets 

The averagenutritive value, of food used from.household food supplies per 
• nutrition unit was higher in FSP participant households than in eligible, 
.nonparticipant households, surveyed for food energy and each of 12 nutrients 
studied (table 9)o 8/ Als0, .FSP households averaged more food energy and 
seven nutrients---protein, vitamin A, thiamin, riboflavin, niacin, vitamin B6, 
and Bl2--per nutrition unit than did households not eligible for FSPo 

• '6_/ Average money value of food used per equivalent person-was calculated using 
a population ratio procedure, Aggregate money value of food used by all house- 
holds was divided by aggregate number of equivalent persons in all households, 
--71 Average money value of food. used per nu.tritiofi unit was- calculated using 
a population ratio procedure, Aggregate money value of food used by all 
households was divided by the sum of household size in equivalent nutrition 
• units for. alI households, J 
.8/ Average nutritive value of food used per nutrition unit was calculated 
using a population ratio procedure. Aggregate nutritive value of food used 
by all households was divided by the sum of household size in equivalent 
nutrition units for. all households, 
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The nutritive value of food used is. calculated for the edible portion of food 
as brought .into the household. Only the vitamin values are adjusted for 
cooking loss. Thus the nutritive value of household ..food includes values not 
only of roodeaten bY people in the household but also of some food- that is 
• not eaten. This would include edible food discarded in the kitchen and at 
the table and leftovers fed to animals. Some households customarily do not 
eat all edible parts of certain foods, such as fat that can be trimmed from 
meat. Thereforep-while.~this .report Shows the nutritive value of food avail- 
able from household food, it overestimates the food energy and nutrient levels 
of foods eaten in many househoids. 

Meals h seh0 :food  upplles 
Most ho~ehoids, regardless oT~ FSP participation or .ellgibility, had a majority 
of meals from home food supplies (table iO). Large proportions of home meale 
were more prevalent among FSP households than. eligible nonparticipant house- 
holds; and more .prevalent among.FSP eligible than • nonellgible.households. 
For example, 80. percent of households in FSP had 90 percent or more of meals 
from home..food supplies as did 77 percent of eligible nonparticipants. Only 
53 percent of .nonellgible households had 90 percent or more of their meals 
from home. 

Self evaluati0 ~ f.o?d ,e~ten 

Households not eligible for FSP..were more frequently satisfied with their diets 
than were eligible households (table ii, fig. 9). Llmost 80 percent of the. 
noneligible households said they had enough, and..the kinds of food they•wanted, 
but only about 50 percent of the households eligible for FSP felt• this way. 
However, FSP participants, less frequently evaluated their• food favorably than 
did eligible n0nparticlpating households: 35 percent of the program participants 
said they had enough, and the kinds of food wanted., but 59 percent of the non- 
participants did. 

Z 

.. ° 
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Defini t ions  and Explanation of Terms 

F S P  participation 

If the householdreceived foodstamps during the month of the interview it was 
classified as eligible, in FSP. If the household did not receive food stamps 
during the month of the interview, sources and amounts of income the previous 
month were used to estimate eligibility. It is recognized that some households 
maybe classified incorrectly due to the lack of information provided by the 
survey needed for FSP certification. 

Householdswere counted as eligible for FsP if ~ they received any income from 
Supplemental Security Income (SSl) or Aid toFamilies with Dependent Children 
(AFDC). If no income was received from either of these sources, total income 
the previous month was compared tO the FSP eligibility cutoff for th~ appro- 
priate household s~ze. If income, was greater than .the cutoff the household 
was considerednot eligible for FSP. If income was less than the appropriate 
cutoff, the household had to meet an. assets test. Because the survey did not 
provide assets information required in FSP certification regulations, a proxy 
for. the test was used: last monthVsincome from estates, trusts, dividends and 
interest, assuming a 6 percent annual rate of return. If the household's 
estimated assets were greater, than the amount allowedz the household was 
classified as not eligible for FSP. If estimated, assets were less, the house- 
hold was classified as eligible~ not in FSP. If the household failed to provide 
the information necessa~ to estimate eligibility as described above, it was 
classified as eligibility unknown. 

Househol% size in equivalent persons. 

The total number of meals eaten from hous~oldf0od supplies divided by 21 
(based on 3 meals a day for 7 days for 1 person). When meals reported 
as.eaten at home and away •from home bY household members except roomers, 
boarders~ and employees did not add to 21 for each-person, skipped meals a~d 
snacks that might substitute for or supplement mealswere distributed as 
bought, received as guest or payment for work~ and from household food 
supplies in ~he same proportionas the reported meals. Meals eaten from the 
household food supply by roomers, boarders, employees, and guests were also 
included. 

L 

Refreshmentsserved to guests were ~cluded but not given the same value 
as a full meal. Servings of a single food or .two~' for example, a cup of 
coffee and a doughnut~ were considered a light refreshment and counted as 
one, fourth meal for each guest. More than two refreshment items served at 
one time, such as ice cream, cake, and ?offeep were counted as one-half 
meal for each guest served. 
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Income last month 

Income received by household members except roomers, boarders, and employees 
during the calendar month preceding the interview. Net income from own 
business or professional practice; net income from own farm; estates, trusts, 
dividends, interest, rentals, and any other source of income received during 
the previous-12 months was divided by 12 to approximate monthly income. 

Income as p e r c e n t  of pove r ty  t h r e s h o l d  

Income beforetaxes received by household members except roomers, boarders, 
and employees during the calendar.year before the interview divided by the 
Community Services Administration/Offlce of Management and Budget 1977 poverty 
guideline for the appropriate household size. 

Money v a l u e  of food 'used a t  home 

Value of-all food used from home food supplies during the 7 days before the 
interview, regardless of the time of purchase. .Value of bought food was based 
on prices paid for the food, and sales tax.was excluded. Bought food with 

. unreported prices, food produced at home, and food received as a gift or 
payment for work were valued at prices paid for similar items by other house- 
holds in the same region and season. 

Money value of f0..od away .from home 

Expense for any food and beverages (alcoholic or nonalcohollc) in meals and 
snacks purchased and eaten by household members, excluding roomers, boarders, 
and employees, away from home during the7 days before the interview. Sales 
.tax and tips wereIncluded. Food eaten awayfrom home by household members 
as guests or employees for which no household expense was involved was not 
included.. 

Household size in. equivalent-nutritlon units 

The number of. adult, male-equivalent persons using food from the household 
• food supply during the 7 days before the interview, calculated separately 
for food energy and each of 12 nutrients. The need of a man, 23-50 years 
old, as indicated .by the Recommended Dietary Allowance (1974) was assumed 
to be 1.0 nutrition units. Needs of other persons in equivalent nutrition 
units were calculated by dividing their allowances by the allowance for the 
man. The size of the household in equivalent .nutrition units was then 
determinedp taking into account the number of meals each person had from 
the household food supply. If standards other than the 1974 RDA .are used, 
all results on a nutrltionunit basis should be recomputed. 



F()rll'~ ,~IMd' Plfl'JGR~, ~.t,,L) IC4, SPIIIH(;, ALL IJ.,~., ALL URP~ANIZAT~ON$ 

tABLE I ,--HMLISEVMUI8 8Y L,CATION 

:8P PARTICIPATION 

U.S.  NI)RTHE&ST NORTH CENTRAL 

TOTAL METROPOLITAN NUN- TOrJL METROPOL|TAN NON- TMT&L METROPOLITAN NO~- 
METRO- METRN- METRO- 

CENTRAL SIi~O~F~A~ POLITAN CENTRAL SUBURBAN POLITAN CENTRAL 8U8URBAN POLIT&N 

NUMBER 
m m ~ m ~  

LLL HOUSEHOLOS 3474 1054 1255 
ELZGIeLE FOR FSP 725 270 180 

]N FSP 241 109 5~ 
NnT IN FSP 484 t b I  122 

~OT ELIGIBLE F~R FSP 1933 578 751 
ELIGIBIL ITY UNKNOWN 816 206 32a 

1164 867 301 376 19~ 929 261 328 340 
2 7 4  IR2 99 54 30 iaO ~9 • 31 59 

73 ~3 52 21 11 38 16 "12 10 
201 99 47 33 19 102 33 19 50 
604 a72 146 219 107 553 154 199 2GO 
286 213 56 104 53 236 58 98 80 

PERCENT 

SLL NOUSE~OLDS 100,0 3n.4 36 . !  
ELIGTgLE FOR FSP 100,0 37.3  24,~ 

IN FSP 100,0 45 .5  24,1 
NOT IN FSP 30000 3302 2502 

~QT E L IG IBL (  FOR F$P 10000 29o9 38.9  
ELIGIBIL ITY UNKNOHN 10000 2502 39,7 

33.5 2~.0 8 , 7  10.8 5 .5  26 .8  705 9 .5  9 . 8  
3709 2~.1 13.6 7 .4  4.1 1903 6 ,8  402 802 
30.4  34.6  2105 R.7 4.4  15o6 607 4 ,9  4 .0  
4106 20.~  9 .7  608 3.9 21o l  609 309 10.3 
31,2  24 .4  706 11.3 506 2806 800 10.3 1003 
35ol  2601 609 12,7 605 28 ,9  7 ,1  12.1 9 .8  

PRELIMINARY DATA 



FnOD STAMP P~()GRAM. HA~|C, ~PRIN~o ALL II.Seo ALL URBANIZATIONS 

A~LE .| e--HOUSEHOLDS BY LOCATION 

'SP PARTZCZPAT|QN 

ROL/TH ~F ST 

TNTAL ~TROPOLITA~ H ~ -  ~OTAL METROPOLITAN t, ON- 
METRO- HFTRN- 

C(~TRAL 8t|SU~HAN POL.| TAN CENTRAL SUBURBAN POLIT&N 

D Q ~ m m g ~ D j m ~ Q o D ~ m ~ I I ~ m g ~ Q m w m u ~ g I ~ u ~ D m m m ~ m ~ w u ~ m ~ m ~ B ~ m ~ g m I I m D ~ e ~ m ~ I I ~ g m ~ e ~ I ~ e ~ I ~ w m I ~ g ~ Q ~ D I ~ ~ O o j ~  

NU~F~ER 

~LL HC, USEHOLO8 1070 271 293 S07 607 2EI .258 178 
[LIGI~LE FOR F$P 303 87 50 166 100 3S ~6 1~ 

;~  FSP ~5 30 9 ~ 35 12 16 7" 
NOT |N FSP 218 S? 41 120 65 23 30 12 

dOT ELZGTBLE FOR FSP 528 137 175 217 379 L41 158 80 
~LXGXBILZTY UNKNOWN 239 47 68 124 128 45 54 29 

PERCENT 
m m w o l g a  

tLL HnUSEHnLD8 
~L!Ct~LF FOR FSP 

~N FSP 
NnT IN FSP 

~OT EL.ZGIRLE FOR FSP 
ELIG|BILXTY UNKNONN 

30.8  7 ,8  ~,4  14.h 17.5 6 .4  7 .a  3 ,7  
, 1 . 8  12.~  h .9  2 7 . 9  13,8 4 .9  6 ,3  2 .6  
3~,3  12o3 3 ,9  19,2 14,5 5 .0  6 ,7  208 
45,0  11,8 8 ,4  2H,8 13,4 4 ,8  6,1 2 .5  
27 ,3  7 ,1  9 ,0  11,2 19,6  7 ,3  8 ,2  4 ,1  
2g ,3  5 , 8  8 ,3  15,2 15,7 5 , 5  6 , 6  ' 3 , 6  

PRELIMINARY DATA 



FOOD STAMP P~OGRAM, BASIC SPRINGe ALL U.S.w ALL UHBANIZATIONS 

TABLE 2 .e-HOUSEHOLDS BY HOUSEHOLD SX2EI PERSONS REGULARLY LZVXNG TN HOUSEHOLD [XCEPY ROOMERS, BOARDERS AND ENPLOYEE8 

HOusEHoLDS CONTA|NZNG SPECIFZED HEMBERS 

FSPPARTZCZPATION MEAN 
HOUS[- TOTAL 
HOLD HOUSE- 1 2 3 4 $ 6 T S 9 10 I1 OR 
S ]Z [  HOLDS MOR[ 

NO, NO. NUMBER. 

ALL ~OUSEHOLOS 3,06 3a74 $62 1070 615 S9! 336 16& 80 29 8 |0"  S 
[LXGIBLE FOR F$P 3.06 7~5 19S 170 105 100 63 37 39 7 1 S 3 

ZN FSP 3.33 2~1 56 32 52 40 24 IS IS ,  3 O 1 O 
NOT ;N FSP 2,9~ 4A4 138 t38 53 S9 39 22 24 4 Z 4 3 

NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FBP ~.97 1933 299 627' 358 342 175 85 27 13 3 2 2 
[L|GZB;LZTY UNKNOWN 3.26 816 68 274 153 149 97 46 14 9 3 ~ | 

NO. PCT, PERCENT 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 3.06 100,0 16,2 30.S 17.7 17.0 9 ,7  4 .8  2 .3  0 ,8  0 .2  0 .3  0 .2  
ELIGIEL(  FOR FSP 3,06 IOn,O ~6,7 ~3.a ta .S  13.7 8 ,8  5 ,~  S.4 1,0 0 .2  0 .7  0 .4  

~q FSP 3.33 100.0 23.4 13.3 21.7 16.7 10.2 6 .4  6 .4  1.3 O,O 0 .6  O,O 
HOT IN FSP 2,q2 tO0.O 25,7 ~8,5 100~ 12.2 S.O 4 .5  4 ,9  O.~ 0 ,3  O.S 0 .5  

NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FBP 2,97 tO0.O tS .5  32.3 1~05 17,7 9o l  4 .4  1.4 007 0 .2  0.1 0.1 
EL IG IB IL ITY  UNKNOWN 3.26  100.0 8 .3  33.5  1S.7 18.3 11.9 5 .7  1,7 1,1 0 .4  0 .3  001 

PRELIHINARY DATA 



~P'~ING, aLL U . $ . ,  ALL LIR~ANY~aTZL1NS Fiil lrl ,qTAt'P Pkrlr.la.A-~e 'P.A,qTre ,. 

TABLE 3.-oHOUSE#OLD $TZE8 21BMEAL-AT-HO~E-EqUTV~L,-,-~T PEe~0NS 

HOUSEHOLDS CUNTATN~NG SPECTFTEO'PE~SONS 
A ~ e ~ B B B ~ e B ~ o ~ B m ~ q ~ m ~ B B - - B ~ n ~ ~ B ~ B ~ B ~ m ~ ~ ~ m B B  

ME.AN TOTAL 
FSP PAffTICIPATIq~ HAUSEHOLO HOUSE- 0- ,S0-  I . ' 50 -  2 ,S0-  3.SOB ~oS0m 5 . 5 ~ -  6 .50 "  7oS0- 8 . 5 0 -  9.SOB L0.S0 

SIZE HOLDS ,¢9 1.q9 2.¢9 3.49 q.q? $.q? 6.q?" 7.49 ~,q9 9.q? 10.49 OR u0RE 

t m ~ w m o o o ~ I ~ I ~ m l l ~ m ~ I m m ~ m m m o ~ m B ~ m B m B m m m ~ m ~ m t t m ~ B m ~ B B ~ B ~ B ~ B ~ m B I m o m B - ~ B B m m I ~ I m m m m ~ m Q B m o I ~ m ~ m m m ~ l m o B ~ m ~ o o I e ~  

MN. N0, NIJPH(R 

ALL hnPSEHOLD$ 2.82 3u7~ 6 7ha 10Q~ 64~ 5 |6  257 126 65 20 11 12 13 
ELIGIBLE FOm FBP 2.88 725 I ~81 |R3 115 95 %~ 3~ 24 S 1 S 4 

I~ FSP 3.n6 2~1 0 %9 ~h 49 37 25 |a  7 1 .0 1 1 
~0T ;~t FSP 2,7R a ~  1 1~2 137 ~ ~8 30 21 17 4 1 4 3 

ROT ELIGIBLE FOm F$P 2.73 1933 3 405 626 3~4 2~1 129 6$ 26 6 8 3 7 
ELZGI f l lL ITY U~KNOWN 2.~9 ~ 3 tq2 28~ 166 130 72 25 86 9 2 4. 3 

H0. PCT, PERCENT 

ALL HMUSEHOL~$ 2. f l2  100.0 0.2 20.4 31.5 1R.S l a . q  7 .4  3.6 1.9 0o6 0.3 0 .3  0.4 
ELIGIPLE FOR FBP 2.88 I 00 .0  0o1 ?7.7 25.2 15.8 13.1 7 ,7  4.9 ] . 3  0.7 0 ,2  0.7 O.S 

IP, FSP • 3 .06 |O0.O 0.~ 24.q 19 . l  2n.3 15.5 10.4 5.9 2 .8  OoS 0.0 ~ 0.6 0 ,3  
N~T IN FSP 2.79 . lOn .O  0.2 29.3 26.3 t 3 . 6  11.9 6 ,3  ~.4 l o s  0 .9  0.2 0.8 0.6 

NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FBP 2.73 IO0.O 0 . I  21.0 32.n 18,~ | 5 . 1  6 .7  3.4 1,$ 0.3 0.4 0 .2  0 .3  
[LZG|BILXTY UhKNONN 2.99  100.0 0.3 12.5 35.1 20.3 15.9 8 .9  3.1 1.9 I . 1  0 .2  OoS 0.4  

\ 

PRELIMINARY DATA 



FO0~ 8TAUP PRttr, RA~,, ~'~.[Ce .y~m~r,, ALL U . $ . ,  ALL II~HANIZATIO~$ 

TASLE 4.--MoUsEH~LOS SV LAST YOe4THOS IP, CO~E 

MEA~ TOTAL 
ZNCO~E HOUS[- 

HOLU8 
REpOrT- 
INN 

FSP PARTICIPATION 

DOLLARS OF INCO"F 
l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l l  I l l l l l l l l l l l ~ O l l l ~ l l l  

n 1-QQ I00~ 2nO- 3 0 ~  aOO- ~ 0 0 o  6 0 0 ~  7 0 ~  
1Q9 799 299 ~9q SqO 699 799 

Q 

DOLo P~n. NUMBER 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 1174 
ELIGTBL( FNR FSP .33 

1~ FSP u37 
~OT IN FSP Q21 

N0T ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 1435 
EL IG IB IL ITY  UNKNOWN |466  

2k99 9 19 112 187 193 162 14Q 170 12~ 
706 9 Z7 10]  157 137 8a 59 52 28 
~21 0 8 SO .6  ~a 18 21 8 7 
a84 9 9 5~ 111 92 6S ]~  43 21 

19~2 0 2 6 25 52 79 85 114 99 
60 0 0 2 3 $ 0 4 3 3 

OOL ° 
l i e  

ALL p~*;SE~0LDS 1174 
EL ;GT"L (  FOq FSP 4~3 

I~ FSP a27 
NOT IN FSP ~3|  

qOT ELIGIRLE FNR FSP 1435 
EL IG IS IL ITY  UNKNONN 1468 

PCT. PERCENT 

t n n . ~  o . 3  0 .7  , . 1  6 .9  7.1 6 .0  5 .5  6 . 3  4 .8  
tnn.O 1.3 ~ .4  t 4 . 6  22 .3  19.4 I t . 9  8 .4  7 .4  4 .0  
lo~.O a.O 3 .7  22.~  21 .0  20.1 8 .5  9 .8  4°0 3 .2  
$ho.~ 1o9 t . 8  10.9  22 .9  1q.1 Z3.4 7.8 8.9 4.4  
tO0.O 0 .0  0.1 0 ,3  1 .3  2 .6  4 .1  4 .4  5 , 9  5 ,1  
lnO.O 0 .0  0 ;0  4 .4  6 .0  5 .3  0 .0  7 .S 5 .1  S.2  

PRELIMINARY DATA 



F ~ B  ~Tli'~P p~rlGqav, P^.%tr. 5Pla]r.IP.. ~I.L l l . . q . ,  ALL I)QBANTZAT;~NS 

T&BLE 4 .--~OUSENOLDS NY LAST MONTH*R INCOME 

~ Q I Q ~ l g g D g ~ l ~ o ~ l ~ m ~ t ~ l w o ~ m ~ m ~ - ~ l ~ - - ~ - - ~ - - - m m - - ~ l ~ - m ~ - ~ - - m - m ~ m - ~ l ~ l l m ~ m ~ - - ~ l ~ - ~ - ~ l ~ - - ~ D I ~ 0 0 I o .  . . • . " . '  • 

nOLLA~ OF l~Cn~E 

INCOME HOUSE- 800- 900- tO00- t~SO- 1~00- 17S0- 2000- 2500 OR 
FSP P~RTICIPATION HOLDS 899 999 t?~9 1499 1749 1999 2499 MORE 

REP0~T- 
tN~ 

I ~ m ~ l m w l ~ l m l ~ l l o o m l l - m l I m m ~ o ~ g I ~ m ~ g ~ I ~ w m l ~ l w ~ l ~ w m m I l ~ l ~ l ~ m m ~ u ~ I l ~ o ~ m ~ l I m ~ Q m g l I ~ l ~ I ~ l ~ w l I w ~ I I ~  

OOL• NO• NIIMB~R 

ALL NOUSEHOLOS l l 7 n  2k99 187 124 313 197 215 126 182 219 
ELXGIEL[ FOq FSP 433 ?06 t3 9 18 3 1 2 0 4 

JH F$P a37 221 2 2 6 0 0 0 0 
~OT IN FSP 431 a~4 I t  7 12 ) 0 2 0 I 

NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP IA3S .1932 164 114 287 189 206 123 17S 206 
EL IG IB IL ITY  UNKNOWN 1468 60 4 0 6 4 7 2 S 8 

OOL, PCT, PERCENT 
o i l  l l o o  i l m l O ~ J  

ALL ~USENOLOS 1174 tno.O 6,7 4.5 11,6 7.3 7 .9  4.7 6,7 8,2 
ELIGYPLE FnR FSP ~33 100.0 1,9 t . 3  2 ,6  0,5 0,2 0~3 0 , I  0 .6  

IN FSP ~37 1fl0.0 0.9 0.9 3,0 0.0 0,3 0.0 0.0 1.4 
qOT ;N FSP 431 tO0,O 2.3  t ~  2,4 0.7 0,1 0~4 O,t 0 ,3  

~OT [L IGIALE FnR FSP 143S 100,0 8.S 5 .9  14,8 9,7 ZO,6 6.4 9,0 10,6 
E L I G I B I L I T Y  UNKNOWN 1468 100,0 be& 0,0 11,3 7,7 1 t , 9  4.6 9,7  14,1 

PRELIMINARY DATA 



F(tOP S'rAenP Pr~(IGk, AI4, BASIC, S~I~T~(;,, ALL I ) . .~. ,  ALL IIRHANTTATIO~S 

TABLE S.--HOUSEHOLOS BY INCONE RELATED TO POVERTY TH~ESHOLO 

PERCENT OF POVERTy THRESHOLO 

I~EAN TOTAL 
PERCE~T ~F HOUSE- LESS 

F-SP PARTXCIP&TXOq POVERTY HC)LI)S THAN ~0- 75- 10fl- t 2 5 -  ISf l -  175- 200- 2S0- 300 OR 
THRESHOLD REPORT|NG 5~ 74 99 124 149 174 ]99 249 299 ~neE 

PCTe . Nil, NIIHAER 

ALL-HnI*SE~nLOS 290,9 2776 ~3 |03 13~ 163 14~ 144 17n 267 -233  1329 
ELIGTFLE FCR FSP 132.2 611 b~ 7~ In4 94 6b 42 45 50 17 54 

I~  FSP ~ . 8  203 ~9 ~3 ut ]1 20 6 10 16 4 1S 
N~T ]N FSP 134.9 407 3n 44 63 63 4S 36 35 ]4  14 38 

qnT E L | G | ~ L [  FOR FSP 3q3.9 1783 10 ~0 14 60 70 B~ 109 178 179 10b! 
ELZGZSXLZTV UNKNOWN ]56e4 383 10 ~ la  9 11 20 20 " 39 37 215 

PCTe PCT. PERCENT 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 296,9 
ELXGYPLE FOR FSP 122.2 

X~ FSP 96,~ 
NOT IN FSP I ] 4 e q  

~nT ELZGIFLE FOP FSP 343,q 
ELIG;~ZL|TY UNKNOWN ] 5 6 . 4  

!00 .0  3,0 3,7 4,7 S.9 
| 00 ,n  10,4 I ~ . 5  ] 7 . 0  IS .4  
| 00 ,0  111.2 t 6 . o  19,9 1~.1 
]0~ ,~  6,4  1o.7 .1%,5 15.~ 
100.0 0.~ 1.1 0,8 3.4 
100,0 ~ , 6  2,~  3,7  2 .3  

5,3  Y .2  6 .3  9 ,6  8.4 47.9  
10.R 6.8 7 ,3  8.2 2,9 8 .8  
| 0 . ~  3.o 4oB 7,8 1.7 7 .4  
t l . 2  8.7 8 ,6  8.5 3,4 9 .4  

3.9 " 4 ,6  6.1 t 0 . 0  10.0 59 ,5  
3,0 5,4 S , l  10.1 9 ,6  56 ,2  

PRELIMINARY DATA 



FOOD STAMP PROGRAMs BASIC, SPRING, ALL U,S, ,  ALL URBANIZATIONS 

TAB.E 6, --MONEY VALUE OF FOOD PY SOURCE: MEAN 

FSP PARTIXCXPAT|ON 

TOTAL MEAN 
HOUSE- NUMRER OF 
HOLDS PERSONS 

LXVXkG IN 
HOUSEHOLO*1 

TOTAL 
MONEY 
VALUE 

TOYAL 

AT HOME 

BOUGHT NOT BOUCHT 

TOTAL HOME GZFT OR 
PRODUCEO PAY*2 

AWAY FROM HOME 

BOUGHT 

TOTAL MEALS SNACKS 

NO, 
m W U l )  

NO. 
m o .  

MONE Y VALUE PER HOUSEHOLD PER WEEK (DOLLARS) 

ALL HOUSEMOLOS 3O74 3,06 An,95 
(LXGXBLE FOR F$P 725 3.rib ~&,31 

XN FSP 241 3.33 49.34 
ROT ZN FSP 4A4 ~.q2 il4.81 

NOT ELXGIBLE FOR FSP 1933 2.97 63.69 
EL|GIBILXTY UNKNOWN 81b 3.26 67,47 

46,45 a3,34 3 , 1 1  ! ,87  1,24 IO,49 1 t ,40  3.09 
40026 37,5q 2.66 1.44 1,~2 6.05 3.98 2.07 
44,07 .42,73 1,54 OoU5 O,&9 5o2b 3,0q 2,17 
58.36 35,03 3.32 1.93 1.38 6.40 a,42 2.02 
47.55 44.45 5,O9 1,85 1.26 16,14 12,74 3.40 
49.36 45,81 3.55 2.35 1,19 18.10 14,83 3.27 

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 3474 3.06 19.92 
ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 725 3.06 15.13 

IN FSP 241 3.33 14.82 
NOT IN FSP 484 2.92 15.35 

NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 1933 2.97 21.44 
ELIGIBILITY UNKNO~/N 816 3.26 20.70 

"1 EXCLUDES ROOMERS, BOARDERS, AND EHPLOYEES 
*2 INCLUDES VALUE OF MEALS ON WHEELS 

MONEY VALUE PER PERSON PER WEEK (DOLLARS) 

15.18 14.16 1.02 .61 .41 4.74 3.73 1.O1 
13.16 12.28 .87 .47 .40 1.98 1.30 .68 
13.23 12.83 .40 .14 .27 1.58 .93 .65 
13.14 12.00 1.14 .66 .47 2.21 1.51 .69 
16.01 "14.97 1.04 .62 .42 5.43 4.29 1.14 
15.14 14.05 1.09 .72 .37 5.55 4.55 !.00 

PRELIMINARY DATA 



FC)(1D ~T'~I"P PRIIGRAM. HA~IC.e SPRTe'~P-m ALL. II.R.~, ~ t t  IIRRAN][ZATT('IN$ 

T~BL[ 7 ,--H~USEHOLD$ BY MONEY VALUE OF FnlID PFR ~I-MEAL-AT-HOHE-EQU~VALENT PERSON PER WEEK 
• " m ~ w n ~ m m m u  m m m  m u m  m 

FSP PARTXC]PATZOH 

~EA~ HII|JFEHOL~S USTNG FOOD WORTH-- 
M n N E Y  ----------------------------------------------------------------------.----------------------- 
VALUE TOTAL 
PER HOLOSF- LlIJf)E~ ~ q . o n -  $ 6 . 0 ~ -  sS.QO- ~10.~0 S12.~0 $14.~0 $16.00 $1~.00 $20.00 $25.00 $30°00 $40.00 
PERSON HOLnS $~.00 5 .99  7 °~q  9°99 - 1 1 . e 9  - 1 3 . 9 q  - 1 5 . q 9  - 1 7 . 9 9  - I q . 9 9  - ~ " . 9 9  - 2 9 . 9 9  -~q°99  OR ~OR~ 

• ' . m 

O'flL, NO. NLJ~R~R 

ALL hOUSEhOLDS l ~ . n 4  3 . 7 .  15 So 1.5 23q 3aa" 444 43S 390 371 51~ 257 196. 7q 
ELIGTPLE FOR FSP 1 4 . 9 6  7 ~  5 2~ 66 7~ 90 1~0 70 7~ 58 88 53 lq  9 

|k FSP 1~.3& 2~1 ~ 7 ~0 29 29 31 22 28 1 2  24 30 "° 7 $ 
NOT ;h  FSP 13.72 4~4 ~ 17 46 ~3 61 69 48 ~4 ~S 64 ~3 11 8 

kOT ELIGZBLE FOR FSP 17.41 1933 6 14 44 106 17~ 250 256 218 E07 30S 161 131 56 
ELZG|BILITY UNKNOWN 16.47 816 a 12 3S 56 75 94 108 100 107 121 43 46 14 

DOt. PCT. PERCE~T 

ALL hOUSEHOLDS 16.44 I 0 0 . 0  0.~ 1.~ , . 2  6 .7  9 .9  
ELIGTBLE FOR F8P 13.96 100.0 0 .7  3 .2  9 .0  10.0 12.5 

IN FSP 14.3~ 100.0 0 .7  2 .7  8 .2  17.0 1~.0 
NOT IN FSP 13.72 lO0.n  O.R 3 .5  g .~  8 .g  t 2 . 7  

NOT ELZGZBLE FOR FSP 17.~1 100.0 0 .3  0 .7  2 .3  5 .5  9 .2  
ELZGZBZLZTY UNKNOWN 1 6 . 4 7 1 0 0 . 0  O.S 1 .5  4 .3  6 .9  9 .2  

IE ,8  12.5 11.2 10.7 l a . 8  7 .4  5 .6  2 . 3  
13~8 9 .7  9 .q  7 .q  12 . !  7 .3  2 ,6  1 ,3  
t 2 . 8  9 .2  11.7 5 .1  9 .9  12.3 3.1 O.a 
14.3 10.0 9 .0  qo4 13.2 4 .8  2 .4  1o7 
12.9  13.3 t l . 3  10.7 15.8 8 .3  6 .8  2 .9  
11.5 13.2 12.3  13.~ 14.q  S .2  5 .7  1 .7  

PRELIMINARY DATA 



FL)(ll) .qT.A~P Pf~OGRA~e t~A~|Ce ,qPRTNf;e ALL tJ..q.. ALL URSA~'IZ&TIO~e8 

T&RLF 8 .--HOUSEHOLDS 8Y ~ONE¥ VALL~V ~ FO00 PER -~t*TaTrlzll, tJN|l F0~ FDtlD E~ERGY 

yEA*, Hf)IJR~HNL~S IJ~Z~G FO~ ~ k T H - -  
~(]~l~y --m~-~-~-~-------~--~-~mm--e--~---~em-~o-----~--~t~--~e-----~-~e~-o-~e~ 

VAt'lE - 
P ~  TftTAL '. 

FSP P~TZCIPATIO~ NuTN~T|ON H~I~F- UNDER $~°0~- ~ ° ~ "  ~ , ~ 0 -  $1~.00 $1~,~0 $ 1 4 . ~  ~ l b o ~  $1~,~0 $20.00 $28.00 $~0o00 $ 4 0 , 0 0  
U~IIT ~t(tt~S ~q,O0 5.49 7,94 q.q9 -11o99 -13 .99  - 1 5 . 4 9 - 1 7 . ~ 9  -19°99 -24 .99  -29 .99  - 39 .99  OR ~ORE 

~ iomoe~o~moIQemmggQmg~m~-m~Dmm~-~m--mow-~-~mwn-m- - -~ -m- Imm~-~m-m-- -~mm~- -~ -m~m~ow~m~- -um-D- -~ - - - I -~omoo~mooIwRgme~e~m-~  

DOt ,  NIt, NLJ~nER 

ALL HOUSENOLD$ l q . q 6  3,74 9 19 h3 t12 192 ~aS 3~b 3q3 32R 766 440 365 216 
FLIGIBLE FOR FSP 17.~S 7~5 S 7 25 51 q7 6~ 69 72 53 125 93 73 3~ 

|N FSP 18,~1 2qt I 1 . 7 16 -2P 26 15 ~n ~0 39 35 32 6 
NOT I~ FSP 17.tO ~,4 , 6 t7 3~ 37 38 $5 51 33 85 58 41 24 

NOT EL~GZSL[ FOR FSP 20,48 1933 1 10 20 38 88 119 184 232 201 441 241 220 1~1 
ELzGzqZLZTY UNKNOWN 19.7~ At& 3 2 "19  24 49 62 7~ 89 74 200 106 72 43 

o n t .  PCT. P[RCENT 

ALL ~GUSEWOLD$ tq .q6  100.0 0.2 0.S t .A  3 . 2  5 .5  7.0 9.3 11.3 9 .4  22.0 1 2 . b  10.5 6 .2  
ELIGIqLE F0~ FSP 17.$5 t00 .0  0.& 0.9 3.3 7.0 7.q 8 . 8  9.5 9.~ 7 .3  17.Z 1Z.8 10.0 4 .3  

I~ FSP 18.41 [O0.O 0,3 0.3 2 .9  6.8 &,3 I 0 . q  6,0 8.a 8,4 16.4 14.3 13.2 3.2 
qnT Z~ FSP 17 , t 0  t no .o  0.7 1,3 3.6 7.1 7 .6  7 .7  11.2 10,6 6 .7  17.6 12.0 ~.4 4 .9  

NOT E L I G I a L [  F0q FSP 20.q8 10n.0 0.0 0 . 5 .  1.0 1.9 4.3 6 . t  9 .5 12.0 10.3 22.8  12.4 11.3 7 .3  
ELIGIaXL|TY UNKNOWN 14,75 100.0 0.3 0.2 2 .2  2 .q  &.O 7.$ 9.0 10.8 9 .0  24.4 13.0 8 .8  5 ,2  

PRELIMINARY DATA 



FOOD STAMP PRO~RAM~ ~ASXC, SPRTNG, ALl. I I . B . ,  ALL I/R~ANT~ATTQNS 

TABLE ~. e-~LITRTT|VE VStt~C nF ~t~l;HFF~r)t~ DIFT8 i'~R HUTRITI()N UN1Ts MFA~ 

FSP PA~TTCIPATION 

MEAN VALUE PER DAY 
- i m "  J o o o o o i ~ o l l ~ i J o l o l o Q R i R ~ l o l ~ l o ~ m l ~ J ~ i m l ~ l ~ l ~ l i l l l o l l l ~ l m l l l o o l l  o l ~ l o j l l l o i o j o u o j j ~ l j o o o l l O o O l ~ o l l l  j 

TOTAL 
HUtt,qE e FOOD PRU- CAL" TROra MAI',r'tE R - PHOS- V'[ TAI~TN THIAe R Tl'JO- ~ITA- VTTAMIN V][TAqIN A,~(OD~I[C 
HI IL D,~ [h'E' R~Y TE'IN C l Ul'q i 'u~ PHORIIS A VALtJF. M|N FLAVTN CIN fib R l~  A~T;) 

m ~ w ~ i e ~ e ~ m ~ m ~ I e o D ~ o o g o e m I ~ m m w m ~ m m m m ~ m e ~ e e m I m e m ~ m ~ m I ~ I e ~ I ~ m m m ~ m g m ~ B m ~ m I m m ~ m m w I ~ D ~ t o w m m ~ m m m e e e m o m ~ m ~ I o e ~ o e o ~ D e t ~ o o U ~ e e g  

Nr), CaL G .MG MG rIG MG. I , U .  ~G MG MG NG MEG MG 
e l g  mw l  ~ mo  mm wm me  m ~  ~g  am ~m mm em~  ~w  

ALL H3USEHOL~S 347u 3~17 173 .0  991 | 4 , q  q56 1~21 Qn7Q 2 . 3 0  3 , 0 9  3~ ,7  2 , 4 3  6,65 l " g  
E L I ~ I B L E  FOR FSP 7~5 • 3~33 11B.9 91~ 14 .~  ~3~ 1516 91~6 2 ,3~  3 . 0 7  31 .8  2 ,3A  6 , 6 3  |21  

;~  F~P ~q|  3654 | 3 f l . 4  929 t ~ , 2  n h |  1551 t0~40  2 . 6 5  3 , 3 3  3 4 , 5  2 , 6 9  7 , 4 t  131 
NO1 ;N FSP ~84 3316 113.1 91~ 14.1 4~0 1~97 6691 2 . 2 3  2 . 9 3  30 .4  2 . 2 2  6 . ? 3  t 1 6  

~0T ELXGtBLE FOR FSP | 9 3 3  3 6 t !  1~6 .5  1029 15 .3  q7q 1~81 921U 2 . 3 3  3 ,1~  3 3 , 6  2 , 5 0  6 ,71  148 
E L | G I 8 1 L | T Y  |JNKM0~N ~ | 6  338a t l ~ , a  973 14 ,5  438 1580 8737 2 , 1 8  3 , 0 0  3 1 , 4  2 , 3 2  6 , 5 2  139 

PRELIMINARY DATA 



e 

FO00 STAMP PR(')~,I~AM, HAR|C, RP~.T~JG, ALL LI .S. ,  ALL URi]ANIZATZNNS 

TAALF 10 .--HOIISEHOLD8 BY'PERCENT OF HEATS FROM HOf4F F()[)O SUPPLIES ,1 

PERCE~T OF HEALS FROM HOYE FOOD SUPPLrE$ 

TOTAL 
FSP P&RT]CIPAT|ON HOUSEHOLDS O-~ 10-19 20-29 30-39 40"49 50-59 60-69 70-79 80-89 90-99 100 

~ e I i ~ O O D ~ I ~ I m ~ m m m m ~ I ~ I ~ D ~ Q g ~ g ~ I m m ~ m ~ u ~ I ~ m m w I ~ D ~ m m m t m Q m i ~ Q g ~ m ~ D ~ g m ~ m I m ~ I ~ m m ~ o ~ i ~ i i m ~ p Q ~ g m g ~ Q w Q m I I I ~ g ~ Q I m D ~ I ~ O g ~ m ~  

N0. NUMBER 

ALL HnUSEHOLOS 347a 0 0 0 6 32 93 195 404 726 9 3 4  1084 
ELI;T~LE FUR FSP 7~5 ~ 0 0 0 1 13 14 33 100 156 ~08 

IN FSP 2~| ~ 0 0 0 0 ~ 5 11 28 45 |a& 
NO1 JN FSP ~54 0 0 0 0 I g 8 23 72 11t 260 

NOT ELIGTBLE FOR FSP 1933 0 0 0 4 22 60 130 274 43S S44 465 
ELZA;SILXTY UNKNOWN 91~ 0 0 O 2 9. 21 52 97 191 • . 234 211 

PCT. PERCENT 
! ! ! 1  i i I J l l l  

ALL HOUSEHOLDS t00 .0  .0 .0 .0 .2 .9  2 .7  5 .6  11.6 2 0 . 9  26.9 31.2  
~LIGt6LE FOR FSP 1no.0 .0 .0 .0 .0 .1 1.8 1.9 " 4 .6 13.8 21.5 56 .3  

IX FSP 100.n .0 .0 .n .0 .0 1.7 2.1 4.6 11.6 t ~ . 7  61.4  
HOT ]f |  FSP 10n.0 .0 .0 .O .0 .2 1.9 1.7 4.8 t 4 . 9  22.9  53 .7  

NOT ~LiGZRLE FOR FSP 100.~ .0 .0 .0 .2 1 . 1  3 .1  6 .7  14.2 22.5  28.1 2~.1 
EL;GIBZLITY U~K~n~N 100.0 .0 .0 .0 .2 | . 1  2 .6  6 .4  12.9 23 .4  28.7  25 .g  

el  EXCLUDE8 WEAL8 EATEN 8¥ ROONERS, BNAROER$, A~D EHPLOYEE8 

PRELIMINARY DATA 

\ 



Fh:)l~ .~]A:"P PHr-;~AP'., .~A,qIC, RPFtTNG,, ALL U.S.e ALL URBANIZATIONS 

TABLE it.u-HOUSEHOLDS ~Y SEt.F-EVALUATZ(;N OF FOOD [ATFN 

EVALUATION rIF F'O01~ 

• TOTAL ENOUGH AND ENOUGHe NOT 80~4ETIt~E8 OFTEN NO 
FSl).PART|C|PAT|OI; HOUSEHUL~$ THE K~HOS ALlelAY$ KZtlDS NOT ENOUGH' NOT ENOUGH RESPONSE 

WANTED WANTED 

NO. NUMBER 
u w g  m m ~ l w ~  

ALL ~nt;$E~nLDS 30~7~ 2529 8~5 68 20 11 
EL;~I~LE F~H FSP 7~5 ~67 ?qQ ~6 lb  I 

I~  FSP 2~1 83 1~3 29 S 0 
NOT ;N FSP ~ 28q 172 16 11 1 

NOT ELZG]BLE FOR FSP 1933 1519 3q~ 1~ 4 , ,  2 
ELZGZBZLITY UNKNOWN ~16 6q~ 157 S 1 S 

PCT. PEPCENT 

ALL HnUSEHOL08 lOn,o 72,8 2~,3 2,0 o.6 ~.3 
ELIGIBLE FOR F$P |no ,n  50,7 4o.~ 6,3 2.2 0 .2  

]N FSP ln0o0 3~,6 50,q 12,2 2,2 0,0 
NOT ;N FSP 100,6 58.7 35.5 3 .a  2,2 0..3 

~OT ELIGZBLE FOR FSP 100o0 78,8 20,4 0,7 0,2 0 , I  
ELZG;B]LZTY UNKNORN 100,0 78,7 19,3 t , 0  0,1 . 1 ,0 

PRELT~IlqARY DATA 
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FIG. 2.--HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS BY FSP PARTICIPATION 
NITHIN REGION 
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Tota l s  do not add ¢o 100 because e l i g i b i l i t y  could no~ be deceruine4 f,~r some households.  

SOURCE: USDA Nationwide Food C~sumption SurveM, 48 S t a t e s .  $prlnS 1977 (P re l t u ina ry )  
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FIG. S.---HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS BY URBANIZATION 
AND FSP PARTICIPATION 

C ~ T ~ L  CITY ~ ELIGIBLE, IN FSP 
ELIGIBLE, NOT IN FSP 
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 

HON-t~'i~tO 
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SOURCES USDA Nationvide Food Coasumpc£on Survey, 48 Sl:stest Spr:Ln$ 1977 ~re lL j~nary)  



FIG. 4.--'-HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS BY FSP PARTZCZPATZON 
WI'I'HZN URBANIZATZON 

0 
F 

H 
O 
U 
$ 
E 
H 
O 
L 
D 
S 

P 
E 
R 
C 
E 
N 
T 

70 

60 

SO 

40 

30 

20 

tO 

0 

ELIGIBLE, ZN FSP 
ELIGIBLE, NOT IN FSP 
NOT EL~GZBLE FOR FSP 

m 

| 

CENTRAL CZTY 

. r / j #  
f J ' ~ #  

N . . . .  

r h ' ~ t  

i I 

SUBURBAN NON-METRO 

Tot81s do not add to 100 because s l i s £ b l l i t y  could not be determined for  sc~e bouJeholds, 

SOURCE: IJSDA NaCLonwide Food ConsunptLon Survey, 48 S te res .  Spz'Ln8 1977 (FrelLItnary) 
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FIG. 6.--CUMULATIVE DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS 
BY PERCENT OF POVERTY THRESHOLD' 
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