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FOOD COSTS AND SELECTED CHARACTERISTICS OF U,S,_HOUSEHOLDS BY. FOOD. . Aﬁ:?
STAMP PROGRAM ELIGIBILITY AND PARTICIPATION STATUS, SPRING 1977 ;j

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 with the diet. Data are shown for three groups of households:

(1) eligible, and participating in the Food Stamp Program (FSP) during the
month of interview, (2) eligible, but not participating in FSP, and (3) .not
eligible for FSP,

Findings presented should be viewed with caution., Data used have not been
completely screened for errors, and the sample was not designed to accurately
reflect FSP participation. In addition, 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 and Nutrition Service.
(See page 5 for definitions and explanation of terms.)

The scope of the 1977-78 survey and data collection procedures are summarized
and additional findings presented in "Money Value of Food Used By Households
in the United States, Spring 1977," Nationwide Food Consumption Survey 1977-78,
Preliminary Report No., 1 (PR #1). :

More information;about FSp participation ahd variables presented will be
forthcoming from tabulations and multivariate analysis of data for the year
and the special low-income population phase of the survey,

Distribution of households by region and urbéﬂization 3/

Households classified by FSP participation were distributed across regions and
urbanizations differently than were all households in the survey (table 1),
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. 1), 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 with about 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.

1/ Prepared by Richard L. Kerr and Laurence J, Ritzmann, Consumer and Food
Economics Institute, Human Nutrition Center, Science and Education Administration,
U.S., Department of. Agriculture, Hyattsville, MD 20782,

2/ Housekeeping ‘households are those with at least 1 person having 10 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 #1.



About 7 percent of all 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 30 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 ‘city or nonmetropolitan households in the
survey, but the suburbs contained fewer households.eligible for FSP, Of
households eligible for FSP, participation was highest in the central clty
and lowest 1n nonmetropolitan areas (fig. 4). )

Household size

Households which participated 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; but among households receiving
food stamps there were more 1-, 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 equivalent 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

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). 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 incame (1976 income before. taxes) as a percent of thé/;cverty 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 participating in FSP reported
1976 income below the poverty threshold, compared to 35 percent of the eligible
nonparticipants and 3 percent of the households that were not eligible for

FSP (fig. 6) 5/0 . -

4/ Persons regularly llving in household excluding roomers, boarders, and
employeeso;

5/ FspP eligibllity was determined based on income for the calendar month
preceding the interview, See page 5.



" Money value of food

Survey households which were eligible for FSP used food valued at an average
" of $15.13 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 10 cents more

' per member per. week for food used at home and about 60 cents less per member
for food away from home (fig. 7)., Households not eligible for FSP used food
valued .at $21.44 per member per week~—$16,01 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 faod used per 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—-$14.38
by FSP participants and $13.72 by eligible nonparticipants. 6/

The value of food used per week by survey households varied from less than

' $4 to more than $40 per.nutrition 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 for FSP averaged $20,98 per nutrition unit for food energy and eligible
households averaged somewhat less—-$18,41 by FSP participants and $17.10 by
eligible nonparticipants. 7/

'Nutritive value of EOusehold diets

The average nutritive 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). 8/ Also, FSP households averaged more food energy and

' seven nutrients-—protein, vitamin A, thiamin, riboflavin, niacin, vitamin Bg,
and Bj2—per nutrition unit than did households not eligible for FSP,

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.
7/ Average money value of food used per nutrition 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 all households, . , i

.8/ Average nutritive value of food used per nutrition uynit 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.



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 food eaten 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, Therefore, 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 households,

Méalé from household:foad éﬁpﬁlies

Most households, regardless of FSP participation or -eligibility, had a majority
of meals from home food supplies (table 10), Large proportions of home meals
‘were more prevalent among FSP households than eligible nonparticipant house—
~holds; and more prevalent among FSP eligible than noneligible 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 noneligible households had 90 percent or more of their meals
from home,

Self evaluation food edten

' Households not eligible for FSP were more frequently satisfied with their diets
than were eligible households (table 11, fig, 9). Almost 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 e11g1b1e for FSP felt.this way.

. However, FSP participants less frequently evaluated their. food favorably than
did eligible nonparticipating 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. :



' Definitions end Explanatioc oflTefms

" FSP parcicipation _

If the household received food stamps 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
may be classified incorrectly due to the lack of information provided by the
survey needed for FSP certification.

H0useholds .were counted as ellgible for FSP if they received any income from
Supplemental Security Income (SSI) or Aid to Families 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 the appro-
priate household size. If income was greater than -the cutoff the household
was considered not 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 month's income 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 allowed, the household was
classified as not eligible for FSP, If est1mated_assets were less, the house-
hold was classified as eligible, not in FSP, If the household failed to provide
the information necessary to estimate eligibility as described above, it was
classified as eligibility unknown,

Household size in eqeivalent persons.

The total number of meals eaten from household food 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 and
snacks that might substitute for or supplement meals were distributed as
bought, received as guest or payment for work, and from household food
supplies in the same proportion as the reported meals, Meals eaten from the
household food supply by roomers, boarders, employees, and guests were also
" included.

Refreshments served to guests were included 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 coffee, were counted as one—half
~meal for each guest served,



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 percent of povérty threshold

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

Monex;value of food used at 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 food away from home

Expense for any food and beverages (alcoholic or nonalcoholic) in meals and
snacks purchased and eaten by household members, excluding roomers, boarders,
"~ and employees, away from home during the 7 days before the interview, Sales
tax and tips were included. Food eaten away from home by household members
as guests or employees for which no household expense was involved was not
inc:l.uded e’

Household size in equivalent nutrition 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
determined, 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 nutrition unit basis should be recomputed.



Fonp STampP PROGRAN, #ASIL, SPRING, ALL U,5., ALL URBANIZATIONS

TABLE | ,~=HNUSEFNLDS RY LNCATION

FSP PARTICIPATION

TOTAL

ALL HOUSEHOLDS
ZLIGIBLE FOR FSP

IN FSP

NOT IN FSP
Y07 ELIGIBLE FOR FSP
ZLIGIBILITY UNKNOWN

ALL HOUSEHOLDS
ILIGTRLE FOR FSP

IN FSP

NOT IN FSP
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP
ZLIGIRILITY UNKNOWN

" 3474
725
241
4Rg

1933
816

100,0
100,0
100,0
100,0
100,90
100,0

METROPOLTITAN

CEMTRAL SURURKAN POLITAN

1054
- 270
109
161
578
206

30,4
37.3
45,5
33.2
29.9
25.2

PRELIMINARY DATA .

1255
180
S8
122
751
324

36,1
24 R
28,1
25,2
38,9
39.7

NONe
METRQ=-

1164
-274
73
201
604
286

33.5
37.9
30.4
41.6
31,2
< 35,1

NORTHEASY NORTH CENTRAL
TOT8L METROPOLTITAN  NONe 107AL METROPOLITAN NON-
METRO= METRO=
CENTRAL SURURBAN POLITAN CENTRAL SUBURBAN POLITAN
NUMBER

867 301 376 190 929 261 328 340
182 99 54 30 . 1a0 49 . 31 59
83 52 21 11 38 16 Y] 10

99 47 33 19 102 33 19 50
are 146 219 107 553 154 199 260
213 56 104 53 236 1) 98 80

- PERCENT

25.0 8.7 10,8 5.5 26,8 7.5 9.5 9.8
2%5.1 13.6 7.4 4.1 19.3 6.8 4.2 8,2
34.4 21.5 8.7 4,4 15.6 6.7 4,9 4.0
20.4 9.7 6,8 3.9 21.4 6.9 3.9 10.3
4.4 Teb 1t1.3 S.6 28,6 8,0 10.3 10,3
2601 6.9 12.7 6.5 23.9 7.1 12.‘ 906



ABLE 1 ,==HOUSEHOLDS BY LOCATION

'SP PARTICIPATION

iLL HOUSENRNLDS
LIGIRLE FOR FSP

IN FSP '

NOT IN FSP
0T ELIGIBLE FOR FSP
ILIGIBILITY UNKNOWN

ALL HDUSEHOLDS
ZLIGI3LF FOR FSP

IN FSP

NOT IN FSP
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN

FNOD STAMP PROGRAM, HASIC, SPRING, ALL U,8,, ALL URBANIZATIONS
SOUTH WFST
TOTAL METROPOLITAN MON= TOTAL METROPOLITAN C MONe
: METRN= METRNe
CENTRAL SUBURKAN  POLITAN CENTRAL SUBURBAN  POLITAN
NUMRER
1070 271 293 s07 607 221 258 128
303 87 S0 166 100 35 a6 19
AS 30 9 46 35 12 16 7°
218 s7 41 120 6S 23 30 12
528 137 178 217 379 141 158 80
239 a7 68 124 128 4S -1 e9
PERCENT
L I T 11 17}
30,8 7.8 8.4 14,6 17.5 6.4 7.4 3.7
41,8 12.0 6.9 22.9 13,8 4.9 6.3 2.6
35.3 12.3 3.9 19.2 14,5 S.0 6.7 2.8
45,0 11.8 8.4 24.8 13.4 4.8 6.1 2.5
21,3 7.1 9.0 11.2 19,6 7.3 8,2 4.3
29,3 S.8 8.3 15.2 15.7 $.5 b.b 3.6

PRELIMINARY DATA



FOOD STAMP PROGRAM, BASIC SPRING, ALL U.S., ALL URBANIZAYIONS

VABLE 2 ,=~HOUSEMOLDS BY HOUSEHOLD SIZE: PERSONS REGULARLY LIVING IN HOUSEHOLD EXCEPT ROOMERS, BOARDERS AND EMPLOYEES

HOUSEHOLOS CONTAINING SPECIFIED MEMBERS

* PSP PARTICIPATION MEAN

HOUSE= TOTAL
HOLD HOUSE= 1 2 3 4 s [ 7 8 9 10 11 OR
SIZE HOLDS MORE
NO, NO. NUMBER .
AL *OUSEHOLDS 3,06 3474 542 1070 615 591 336 16A R0 9 ) !0. s
ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 306 725 195 170 105 100 63 37 39 7 1 s 3
IN Fsp 3033 241 56 32 52 40 24 15 15 . 3 ° 1 °
NOT IN FSP 2.92 4nry 134 138 s3 s9 39 22 24 [} 3 [} 3
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 2.97 1933 299 627+ 358 - 342 175 85 27 13 3 2 2
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 3.26 816 68 274 153 149 97 a6 1w 9 3 2 s
\
. ' ND, PCY, _ PERCENT
" ALL HOUSENOLDS 3,06  100,0 36,2 30,8  17.7 17.0 9.7  @.8 2.3 0.8 0.2 0.3 0.2
ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 3,06 100,0 26,7 23.4 14,5 $13.7 8,8 S.? S.4 1.0 0.2 0.7 0,48
IN FSP 3.33  100.0  23.8  13.3  21.7 16,7 10.2 6.4 6.4 1.3 0.0 0.6  ©.0
NOY IN FSP 2.92 100,90 28,7 28,8 10,8 12.2 8.0 8,5 4.9 0,8 0.3 0.8 6.5
NOT ELIGIALE FOR FSP 2,97 100.0 15.5 32.3 1R.S  17.7 9.1 4.8 1.4 0.7 0.2 0.1 0.1
ELICIBILITY UNKNOWN 3,26 100,0 8.3 33.5 18.7 8.3 11.9 5.7 1.7 1.3 0.3 - 0.3 0.8

PRELIMINARY DATA



TABLE 3 ,==HOUSEHOLD ST12E:

MEAN
FSP PARTICIPATINN HOUSEHOLD
$12E
NO,
ALL WNUSEHOLDS 2.82
ELIGIRLE FOR FSP 2.88
IN FSP 3.06
NOT IM FSP 2.79
NOT ELIGIRLE FOR FSP 2.73
ELIGISILITY UNKNOWN 2.99
MO o
ALL HOUSEHOLDS 2.h2
ELIGIPLE FGR FS§P 2.88
Irn FSP ¢ 3,06
NCT IN FSP 2.79
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 2.73
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 2.99

PRELIMINARY DATA

FOOD STAFP PRAGRA~, 'HARTC, SPRING, ALL U,8.0 ALL URWANIZATINNS

Q1=MEAL=AT=HOME-EQUIVALENT PERSONS

HOUSEHGLDS CUNYAINING SPECIFTED PERSONS

...--------....------.-.-..---.--.---.---.----------U--.-.-..-.-..-.......-.-..---.--
TOTAL

HOUSE= 0= «50= 1,50~ 2,50~ 3,50~ 4,50 5,50 6,50« 7,50~ 8,50« 9.50~ 10,50
HOLDS .49 1449 2.49  3.49  4.49 5.49 6.49 7.49 8.49 9.49 10.49 OR MORE

NO, NUMHER
3474 6 708 109§ hdn 516 297 126 6% 20 11 12 13
725 1 201 18% 118 95 Sk 34 28 S 1 s q
249 0 $9 46 49 37 25 14 7 1 .0 1 1
asy 1 142 137 LY 58 30 21 17 q 1 ] 3
1933 3 405 626 364 291 129 65 26 6 8 3 7
16 3 102 286 166 130 72 2s 16 9 2 4, 3

PCT, PERCENT
100,0 0.2 20.4 31.5 18.5 14,9 7.4 3.6 1.9 0.6 0.3 0.3 0.a
100,0 0.1 27.7 25.2 15.8 13.1 7.7 4.9 3.3 0.7 0.2 0.7 0.5
100,0 N0 24.5 19.1 20,3 15.5 10.4 5.9 2.8 0.5 0.0: 0.6 0.3
.100,0 0.2 29.3 28,3 13.6 11,9 6.3 4,4 3.5 0.9 0.2 0.8 0.6
100.0 0.1 21.0 32.“ la..a 15.1 6.7 3.“ 1,3 °.3 0.4 0.2 003
100,0 0.3 12.5 35,1 20,3 15.9 8,9 3.1 1.9 1.1 0.2 0.5 0.4



FOOD STAMP PRURRAM, HAYIC, SPRING, ALL U.8., ALL URBANIZATIONS

TASLE 4 o»=MOUSEHOLDS BY LAST MONTH'S IMCOWE

DOLLARS NF INCOMF

ME AN TOTAL rysrepspspsppsr s YT Y Y DT P L L L P T DL L LY DL L L L LY L

INCNHE HOUSE= 0 1=99 100 2N0e 200w 400« 500w 600w 700w
FSP PARTICIPATION - HOLDS 199 299 399 499 599 699 799
o REPORT=
ING

poL. nun, NUMBER
ALL HOUSEHOLDS 1174 2A99 9 19 112 187 193 163 149 170 130
ELIGIBLE FNR FSP © 433 706 9 17 103 157 137 84 s9 52 28
IN FSP 437 221 0 3 50 hé a4 18 21 8 7
NOT IN FSP a3y 484 9 9 53 113 92 11 38 a3 21
NOT ELIGIBLE FNR FSP 1435 1932 0 2 6 2s s2 79 85 114 99
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 1468 60 0 0 2 3 3 0 4 3 - 3

puL. PCT, PERCENT
ALL HOUSEMOLDS 1174 100,90 0,3 0.7 4,1 6.9 7.1 6.0 5.5 6.3 4.8
ELIGIRLE FOR F8P 433 100,0 1.3 2.4 14.6 22.% 19.4 11.9 8.8 7.8 4,0
In FSP 437 f0n,0 . 0,0 3.7 22.5 23.0 20.1 8.5 9.8 4,0 3.2
NOT IN FSP 431 100.0 1.9 1.8 10.9 k2.9 19.1 13.4 7.8 8.9 4.4
NOT ELIGIRLE FOR FSP 143§ - 100,0 0.0 0.1 0.3 1.3 2.6 4.1 4.4 5,9 S.1
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 1468 100,0 0.0 0.0 4.4 6,0 5.3 0.0 7.5 Sed S.2

PRELIMINARY DATA



FARD STAvP PHRNGRAv, PASLF, SPRINAR, ALL 11,8,, ALL IDRRANTZATINNS

TABLE 4 ,~=HOUSENOLDS HY LAST MONTH'S INCOME

POLLARS QF INCNME

MEAN TOTAL FY T YT YT I DL D DAL L L DL L L L L L DL DL L L L S DL DAL DL DLl ol ol

INCOME HOUSE = 800e 90 0= 1000~ 1250~ 1500~ 1750= 2000~ 2500 OR

FSP PARTICIPATION HOLDS 899 999 1249 1499 1749 1999 2499 MORE
. . REPORT=
NG
(I T T T T I XTI YT T T T Y Y I Y LYY Yy vy L b Lol d d L L L L A L - -ows Ly L L X 1 J owe
ooL. NO, NUMBER
ALL HOUSEWOLDS 1174 2699 182 124 313 197 215 128 182 219
ELIGISLE FOR FSP 433 706 13 9 18 3 1 2 0 q
IN FSP 437 eet 2 2 6 0 0 0 0 3
NOT IN FSP 43 uty it 7 12 3 0 2 0 1
NOY ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 143S <1932 164 114 287 189 206 123 175 206
ELIGISILITY UNKNOWN 1468 60 4 0 6 4 7 e S 8
* .00L, PCT. PERCENT
ALL HNUSEROLOS 1174 100.0 6.7 4.5 11.6 7.3 7.9 4,7 6.7 8,1
ELIGIRLE FOR FSP 433 100,0 1.9 1.3 2.6 0.5 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.6
IN FSP . 437 100,0 0.9 0.9 3.0 0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 1.4
NCY IN FSP 431 100.0 2.3 1,5 2.4 0.7 0.1 6,48 0.1 0.3
NOT ELIGIRLE FOR FSP 143S 100,0 8.5 S.9 14.8 9.7 10,6 6.8 9.0 10.6
ELIGIAILITY UNKNOWN 1468 .- 100.0 79 0,0 11.3 7.7 11.9 8,6 9.7 14.¢

PRELIMINARY DATA



FOND STANP PPOG“A“; BASIC, SPRING, ALL U,.8,, ALL URHANTIZATIONS

TABLE S,==HOUSEHOLOS BY JNCOME RELATED TO POVERYTY THRESHOLD

PERCENT OF POVERTY THRESHOLD

ME AN TOTAL
PERCENT OF HOUSEe~ LESS : _
FSP PARTICIPATION POVERTY  HOLDS THAN S0e 75 100= 125« 150« 175« 200~ 250= 300 OR
THRESHOLD REPURTING S0 74 99 124 149 174 199 249 299 MORE
PCT, ~ NO, . NIIMRER
ALL HOUSEROLOS 290.9 - 27176 B3 103 132 . 143 14A 164 174 267 * 233 1329
ELIGIELE FOR FSP 122,2 611 63 7k 104 94 66 42 4 50 17 54
1IN FSP - QR A 203 °9 13 aq 31 20 [ 10 16 4 18
NNT IN FSP 134,9 T 407 34 a4 63 63 45 36 35 34 13 38
NOT ELIGIALE FOR PSP 343.9 1783 10 20 14 60 70 82 109 178 179 1061
ELIGISILITY UNKNUWN  356,.4 383 10 A 14 9 11 20 20 * 39 37 215
PCT, PCT, PERCENT
..-. L 1 4 X ] ----P--
ALL KOUSErOLDS 296.9 100.0 3.0 3.7 4.7 5.9 5.3 5.2 6.3 9.6 8.4 47,9
ELIGIRLE FOR FSP 122.2 100,0 10,4 12.5 17.0 15.4 10.8 6.8 7.3 8,2 2.9 8.8
IM FSP 9h. A 100,0 14,2 16.0 19.9 15.1 10,0 3.0 4.8 7.8 1.7 7.8
NOT IN FSP 134,9 100,0 8.4 10,7 15,5 15.6 11.2 8,7 8.6 8.5 3.4 9.4
NAT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 343,9 100,0 0.h 1.1 0,A 3.4 3.9 - 4.6 hal 10,0 10.0 59.5
ELIGIAILITY UNKNOWN  35h,.4 100,0 2.6 2.0 3.7 2.3 3.0 5.4 5.1 10.1 9,6 56,2

PRELIMINARY DATA



FOOD STAMP PROGRAM, BASIC, SPRING, ALL U.S., ALL URBANIZATIONS

TARLE 6. ~~MONEY VALUE OF FOOD BY SOURCE: MEAN
AT HOME AWAY FROM HOME
TOTAL MEAN TOTAL _ ' '
© HOUSE=  NUMRER OF . yoygy TOTAL  BOUGHT NOT BOUGHT BOUGHY

FSP PARTICIPATION HOLDS PERSONS VALUE . . - ———eme -

LIVING IN TOTAL  HOME GIFT OR TOTAL  MEALS  SNACKS
HOUSEHOLD %S PRODUCED PAY2

No, No. MONE Y VALUE PER HOUSEHOLD PER WEEK (DOLLARS)
ALL HOUSENOLDS 3474 3.06 60,95 86,45 43,38 3,11 1.87 1.28 18,39 11,40 3.09
€ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 725 3.06 46,31 40,26 37.59  2.66 1,44 1.22 6.0S 3.98 2.07
IN FsP eutl 3,33 49,34 44,07 42,73 1.348 0,48 0.A9 S.26 3.09 2.17
NOT IN FSP ang 2.92 ng,81 35,36 35,03  3.32 1,93 1.38 6.44 3,42 2.52
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 1933 2.97 63.69  47.S5 44,85 3,09 1,83 1.26 16,14 12,78 3.46
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 816 3.26 67.47 49,36 45,81  3.55  2.35 1.19  18.10 14,83 3.27

MONEY VALUE PER PERSON PER WEEK (DOLLARS) .

ALL HOUSEHOLDS 3474 3.06 19.92 15.18 14.16 1.02 .61 4 4,74 3.73 1.01
ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 725 3.06 15.13 13.16 12.28 .87 47 .40 1.98 1.30 .68
IN FSP 241 3.33 14,82 13.23 12,83 .bo b .27 1.58 .93 .65
NOT IN FSP 484 2.92 15.35 13.14 12.00 1.14 .66 A7 2.21 1.51 .69
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 1933 2.97 21,44 16.01 14,97 1.04 .62 42 5.43 4.29 1.14
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 816 3.26 20.70 15.14 14.05 1.09 .72 .37 4.55 1.00

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

PRELIMINARY DATA
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FOND STAMP PROGRAM, HASIC, SPRIMG, ALt i1,8,, ALL URRANIZATIONS

TABLE 7 .==HOUSEHOLDS BY MONEY VALUE OF FOODR PFR 21 <MEAL~AT«HOME=-EQUIVALENT PERSON PER WEEK

MEAN HOUSEHOLDNS USING FUOND WORTHw=
MONEY YT L L LI LD L L YL P L P Y T R P LI PR P L P P L LD YR Y P Ty Ty Y T L L T P Y L DL L DLttt T
VALUE ToTvaL
PER HOUSFe UNNEK $4,00= $6,00= %3,00= %10,00 $12,00 %14.00 $16,00 $1A,00 %20,00 $25.00 330,00 $40,00
FSP PARTICIPATION PERSON HOLNS $4.00 5,99 T.99 9.99 =11,99 «13,99 =15,99 =17,99 =19,.99 «24,99 =29,99 =39,99 OR MORE

poL,  NO. NUMRER
ALL HOUSEMOLDS 14,88 3474 15 50 145 234 344 &4y 435 390 371 S14 2s7 196 79
ELIGIPLE FOR FSP - 13,96 728 5 23 b6 72 90 100 70 72 58 88 53 19 9
IN FSP 14,38 241 2 7 20 29 29 31 22 28 12 28 30 ¢, 7 ]
NOY IN FSP 13.72 4A4 4 17 46 - 43 a1 69 48 ug 45 64 23 11 8
NOTY ELIGIBLE FOR FSP §17.41 1933 6 14 44 106 178 250 256 218 207 308 161 138 56
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 16,47 816 4 12 35 S6 7s 94 108 100 107 121 43 a6 13

poL, PCT. PERCENT
ALL WOUSEHOLDS 16,44 100.0 0,4 1.4 4,2 6.7 9.9 12,8 12.% 11,2 10,7 4.8 7.4 5.6 2.3
ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 13.96 100,0 0,7 3,2 9.0 10,0 12.5 13,8 9.7 9.9 7.9 12.1 7.3 2.6 1.3
IN FSP 14,38 100,0 0,7 2.7 8.2 12.0 12.0 12.8 9.2 11,7 5.1 9.9 12.3 3.1 0.4
NOT IN FSP 13,72 100,0 0,A 3.5 9.5 8.9 12.7 14.3 10,0 9.0 9.8 13,2 53,8 2.8 1.7
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 17.41 100.0 0.3 0.7 2.3 5.5 9.2 12,9 13.3 11,3 10,7 15,8 8.3 6,8 2.9
ELIGIBILITY UNKNCWN 16,47 100,0 0.5 1.5 4,3 6,9 9.2 11,5 . 13.2 12,3 13, 14,9 5.2 S.7 1.7

PRELIMINARY DATA



FOND STAMP PRNGRAY, RASIC, SPRING, ALL U,8,., ALL URBAMIZATIONS

" TARLF 8 .--HQUSFHOLDS BY MONEY VALUE OF £00D PER ™MUTRITION UNTY FOR FOOD ENERGY

VF A% . ) . HOUSFHALDS USING FODN wNRTH==
MOMEY T e ey r e Y T Y T T Y Y AL PP YR P T Y P PR P LR LT P Y DY Y LY L L L L DL DL L L Ll Lol
VALYE ' '
- PER ThraL ’ '
FSP PARTICIPAYIOV NUTHITION HNOI'SE=  UNDER m 00= LA,00= SR, 00« no 00 $12,00 $14,00 %16,00 $1A,00 320,00 $25.00 $30,00 $40.00 .
’ UNMTT HOLDS 44,00 S.99 7.99 9,99 =11,99 =13.99 =15,99 «17,99 ~19,99 24,99 =29,99 =39.99 OR MORE
oL, NO, . NUMRER
ALL HOUSEHOLDS 19,96 3474 9 19 63 112 192 245 326 393 328 766 440 365 e1b
FLIGIRLE FOR FSP 17.58 7°% ] 7 25 St s7 64 69 72 S3 125 93 73 32
IN FSP 18,41 24} 1 1 « 7 16 20 26 15 en 20 39 35 - 32 )
NOT IN FSP 17.10 4R4 4 ] 17 38 37 38 85 51 33 as s8 a1 24
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 20,98 1933 1 10 20 38 &S 119 184 232 201 a4 241 2290 144
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 19,75 A14 3 2 © 19 24 49 62 74 89 1714 200 106 72 a3
‘ poL, - PCT, PERCENT
ALL WGUSEMOLDS 19.96 100,0 0.2 0.5 1.R 3.2 . 5.5 7.0 9.3 11,3 9.4 22.0 12.6  190.5 6.2
ELIGIHLE FOR FSP 17.55 100,0 0.6 .9 1.3 7.0 7.9 8.8 9.5 9.8 7.3 17.2 12.8 10.0 4.3
IN FSP 18.41 100.0 0.3 0.3 2.9 6.8 a.3 10.9 6.0 L 8.4 16.4 18,3 13.2 3.2
NDTY IN FSP 17.10 100.0 0.7 1.3 3.6 Ta1 7.6 T.7 11.2 10.6 6.7 17.6 12,0 .4 4.?
NOT ELIGIALE FOR FSP 20,98 100.0 0,0 0.5 . 1.0 1.9 4.3 6.t 9.5 12.0 10.3 22,8 12.4 11.3 73
ELIGIATILITY UNKNOWN 19,75 100,0 0.3 0.2 2.2 2.9 6.0 7.5 9.0 10.8 9.0 ed .43 13.0 8.8 S.2

PRELIMINARY DATA



FOOD STAMP PROGRAM, RASIC, SPRING, ALL U.8,, ALL URBANTZATYIONS

TAALE 9. =«NUTRITIVE VALUE NF HOUSFROLD DIFYS PER NUTRITION UNIT: MEAN

- LY T YT Y 2 ¥ Y 1]
MEAN VALUE -PER DAY
TOTAL _ .
HUllSt= FOOD PRO= CaL= [JROWN MAGMESe PHOS» VITAMIN THIA« RIBQO= MlAe VITAMIN VITAMIN ASCCRRIC
FSP PARTICIPATION HOLDS ENERGY TEIN Clum Tum PHORIIS A VALUE mMIN FLAVIN CIN B6 R12 ag1d

NO, caL G . MG MG MG MG, 1.U. ~G MG MG mMn MCG MG

ALL HIUSEHOLDS 3474 3517 173.0 991 14,9 486 1621 Q079 2.30 3.n9 32.7 2.43 6.65 1693

ELIRIBLE FOR FSP 725 . 3433 118,.9 918 14,9 434 1516 9146 2.33 3.07 31.48 2,34 6,63 121

IN F&P 241 3654 130.4 929 15,2 461 1551 10040 2,65 3.33 34,5 2,69 7.41 131
NOT IN FSP 484 3316 113.1 912 14,1 420 1097 5691 2.23 2.93 30.4 2.22 6.23 116 -

NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 1933 3611 126.5 1029 15,3 474 1481 9214 2.33 .14 33.6 2.50 6,71 148

ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN fle 3384 118,.8 973 14,5 438 1580 8737 2.18 3.00 31.4 2.32 6,52 139

PRELIMINARY DATA



FOOD STAMP PROGRAM, HASIC, SPRTMG, ALL W,S8., ALL URBANIZATINNS - )

TARLF 10 ,~=HOUSEHOLDS BY PERCENT OF MEALS FROM HOME FOOD SUPPLIES =i
U---...---.-.---.-----..---.--.-.---..---q---------------.-----.-‘.---------.-------------—.------------...-.--------.-.-----..---.-’

PERCENT OF MEALS FRUM HOME FOOD SUPPLIES

TOTAL
FSP PARTICIPATION HOUSEHOLDS  0=9  10=19 20-29 30=39 40«49 S0=59 5$0=69 70=79 80=89 ©0=99 100
NO. - _  NUMBER
ALL HOUSEHGLDNS 3474 0 0 ) 5 32 93 195 404 Y26 934 1084
ELIGINLE FUR FSP 12§ 0 0 0 0 t 13 14 33 100 156 203
IN FSP 241 0 0 0 0 0 4 5 11 28 45 148
NOT IN FSP . 484 0 0 0 0 1 9 8 23 72 11t 2690
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 1933 0 0 0 4 22 60 130 274 438 sag 465
ELIRIBILITY UNKNOWN ale 0 0 0 2 9 21 52 97 193 . _ 2343 211
PCT. PERCENY
ALL HOUSEHOLDS 3 10010 .o 'o -n .2 09 2.7 5.6 ‘1.6 20.9 2609 3“2
ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 100,0 .0 .0 -0 oh .l 1.8 1.9 ‘4.6 13,8 21.5 56,3
IN FSP 100,0 o0 .0 o0 o0 0 1.7 2.1 4.6 11.6 18,7 61.8
NOT IN FSP 100,0 ) 0 .0 o0 o2 1.9 1.7 4.8 14,9 22,9 53,7
NOT ELIGIRLE FOR FSP 100,60 o0 o0 0 2 1a1 3.1 6,7 14,2 22.5 28,4 2L, 1
ELIGIBILITY UNKNN®N 100,0 0 o0 ) o2 1.1 .6 6.4 11.9 23.4 28,7 25,9

*1 EXCLUDES MEALS EATEN 8Y ROOMERS, BOARDERS, AND EMPLOYEES

PRELIMINARY DATA



'Fhﬂb K1anP pROGRAN., HASTC, SFRING, AlLL U,S.¢ ALL URBANIZATIONS

TAARLE ]1,==HOUSEHOLDS AY SELF=EVALUATI(ON OF FOOD CATER

EVALUATION OF FOOD

. ToTaL ENOUGH AND ENQUGH, NOT . SOMETIMES OF TEN NO

FS® PARTICIPATION HOUSEHULDS THE KIMDS ‘ALWAYS KINMDS NOT ENOUGH: NOT ENOUGH RESPONSE

: WANTED WANTED .

' NO, NUMBER o t i )
ALL ROGLSERNLDS 3474 2529 : 84s 6A 20 11
ELIGIALE FOR FSP 725 167 . 294 46 16 1
1% FSP 241 a3 123 29 5 0
NOT IN FSP uay 284 172 16 11 1
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 1933 1519 394 14 . 4 . 2
ELIGIRILITY UNKNOWII R16 642 . 157 8 , 1 8

PCT. PERCENTY

ALL HNUSEKOLDS 100,0 72,8 24,3 2.0 0.6 0.3
ELIGIBLE FOR FSP 100,0 S0.7 40.6 6,3 2.2 0.2
IN FSP 100,0 34,6 50.9 12.2 2.2 0.0
NOT I¥N FSP 100,0 58,7 35.5 3.4 2.2 0.3
NOT ELIGIBLE FOR FSP . 100,0 78.6 20.4 0.7 0.2 0.1
ELIGIBILITY UNKNOWN 100,0 78.7 19.3 1.0 0.4 1.0

PRELIMINARY DATA



FIG.1.-~HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS BY REGION
AND FSP PARTICIPATION
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USDA Nationwide Food Consumption Survey, 48 States, Spring 1977 (Preliminary)
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FIG. 2.--HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS BY FSP PARTICIPATION
WITHIN REGION '
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Totals do not add to 100 because eligibility could not be deteramined fur some households,

SOURCE: USDA Nationwide Food Consumption Survay, 48 States, Spring 1977 (Preliminary)




FIG. 3.—HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS BY URBANIZATION
AND FSP PARTICIPATION
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SOURCE: USDA Nationwide Food Consumption Survey, 48 Statcs, Spring 1977 (Preliminary)



VOroITMMCOIT MO —AZMOAMY

70
60
50
40

30

20

10

FIG. 4.——HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS BY FSP PARTICIPATION
WITHIN URBANIZATION ‘
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SOURCE: USDA Nationwide Food Consumption Survey, 48 States, Spring 1977 (Prelintnary)
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FIG. 5.~-CUMULATIVE DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS
BY LAST MONTH’S INCOME ' '
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FIG.
100

6 -=CUMULATIVE DISTRIBUTION OF HOUSEKEEPING HOUSEHOLDS
BY PERCENT OF POVERTY THRESHOLD
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SOURCE: USDA Nationwide Food Consumption Survey, 48 States, Spring 1977 (Preliminary)



o
W
48]
=
W
=
(a
=
Q
X
1)
0
=
Q
b ot
o
W
a.

FIG. 7.--MONEY VALUE OF FOOD USED AT HOME AND AWAY
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USDA Nationwide Food Consumption Survey, 48 States, Spring 1977 (Preliminary)
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FIG. 8.--MONEY VALUE OF FOOD USED AT HOME

PER HOUSEHOLD MEMBER
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SOURCE: USDA Nationwide Food Consumption Survey, 48 States, Spring 1977 (Preliminary)
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FIG. 8.--SELF EVALUATION OF FOOD
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