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This report provides a gender analysis of national Census data for 2011, released by the Census Bureau 
in September 2012.1  The National Women’s Law Center (NWLC) supplies this analysis, as it has for 
several years, because little information broken out by gender is available directly from the Census 
Bureau’s series of reports titled Income, Poverty, and Health Insurance Coverage in the United States. 
Determining, for example, if there were changes to the poverty rate for black women or elderly women 
living alone, or the gap between the wages of Hispanic women and white, non-Hispanic men, requires 
examining separate detailed Census Bureau tables – which is the way NWLC prepared this report. 
Insecure and Unequal provides a snapshot of poverty and income data in 2011 – and changes in poverty 
and the wage gap from 2010 to 2011 and since 2000.2  However, its scope is largely confined to 
statistical analysis; it does not attempt to capture what poverty and economic insecurity mean in real 
terms for women, their families, and their futures.  

Key Findings  

Poverty rates generally stabilized in 2011 after several years of increases, as the economy slowly 
recovered from the Great Recession that began in late 2007 – but that left poverty among women and 
children at or near historically high levels. Poverty rates for all groups of women were higher than for 
their male counterparts. The gender wage gap persisted, undermining women’s ability to support 
themselves and their families.  

 The rate of poverty for women3 was 14.6 percent in 2011, statistically indistinguishable from 
the 2010 rate (14.5 percent) but a statistically significant increase from the rate in 2000 (11.5 
percent). Nearly 18 million women lived in poverty in 2011 and 7.8 million of them lived in 
extreme poverty, with incomes below half of the federal poverty level. 

 Poverty rates in 2011 were substantially higher for some groups of women than for women 
overall, including single mothers (40.9 percent), black women (25.9 percent), Hispanic women 
(23.9 percent), and women 65 and older living alone (18.4 percent). 

 Poverty rates for all groups of women in 2011 were substantially higher than for their male 
counterparts. The poverty rate for men was 10.9 percent in 2011, statistically indistinguishable 
from the rate in 2010 (11.2 percent) but a statistically significant increase from 7.7 percent in 
2000. 

 The poverty rate for children was 21.9 percent in 2011, not a statistically significant change 
from 22.0 percent in 2010 but a statistically significant increase from the rate in 2000 (16.2 
percent). More than half of all poor children in 2011 (58.0 percent) lived in families headed by 
women. 

 The typical woman who worked full time, year round in 2011 was paid 77 cents for every 
dollar paid to her male counterpart, representing an annual difference of $11,084 in median 
earnings.  

 The gender wage gap in 2011 did not change from 2010. Since 2000, when women working full 
time, year round were paid 74 cents for every dollar paid to their male counterparts, the gender 
wage gap has narrowed by three cents; in the past decade, it has not closed at all.  

 The wage gaps for black and Hispanic women relative to white, non-Hispanic men were 64 
cents and 55 cents, respectively, in 2011.  
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The data present a grim picture, but they also show the importance of federal and state programs in 
alleviating poverty and hardship, even though not all of these programs are counted in the official 
poverty measure. For example, in 2011:  

 Social Security prevented 21.4 million people from falling into poverty, including 1.1 million 
children.  

 Unemployment insurance benefits (both state benefits and federal emergency benefits) 
prevented 2.3 million people from falling into poverty, including 600,000 children.4    

If the official poverty measure counted non-cash and after-tax benefits as income, the poverty rate 
would be lower. For example, in 2011:  

 Counting income families receive from the Earned Income Tax Credit in the poverty measure 
would have lifted 5.7 million people above the poverty line, including 3.1 million children.  

 If the value of Supplemental Nutrition Assistance (SNAP) benefits (food stamps) were counted 
as income in the poverty measure, 3.9 million fewer people would have been below the poverty 
line, including 1.7 million children.5 

 

What Does the Federal Poverty Rate Measure? 

The official poverty rate reported by the Census Bureau measures the percentage 
of the U.S. population with total income below the federal poverty threshold for 
their family size.  For example, poverty thresholds in 2011 include: 

 $11,702 for one person under 65 

 $10,788 for one person age 65 or older 

 $15,504 for one adult with one child 

 $18,123 for one adult with two children 

 $22,811 for two adults with two children 

“Income” is calculated before taxes and includes only cash income, such as: 

 Earnings 

 Pension income 

 Investment income 

 Social Security 

 Unemployment benefits 

 Child support payments 

A number of other federal and state benefits that help support low-income 
families are not counted as income under the official poverty measure, such as: 

 Supplemental Nutrition Assistance Program (SNAP) benefits (formerly 
known as Food Stamps) 

 Tax benefits (e.g., Earned Income Tax Credit, Child Tax Credit) 

 Housing subsidies 
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National Snapshot: Poverty among Women and Children, 2011 

In 2011, women and children continued to be disproportionately impacted by poverty. The highest 
poverty rates were for female-headed families with children; women 65 and older living alone; and 
black, Hispanic, and Native American women. 

Adult Women, 2011 

 More than one in seven women, nearly 18 million, lived in poverty in 2011. About 44 percent of 
these women (nearly 8 million) lived in extreme poverty, defined as income at or below 50 
percent of the federal poverty level. Nearly 1 in 15 women lived in extreme poverty in 2011.  

 The poverty rate for women (14.6 percent) was 3.7 percentage points higher than it was for 
men (10.9 percent). The extreme poverty rate for women (6.4 percent) was 1.7 percentage 
points higher than it was for men (4.7 percent).  

 Women in all racial and ethnic groups experienced higher poverty rates than white, non-
Hispanic men. Poverty rates were particularly high, at about one in four, for black (25.9 
percent), Hispanic (23.9 percent), and Native American (27.1 percent) women. Rates for white, 
non-Hispanic women (10.6 percent) and Asian women (12.1 percent) were also considerably 
higher than the rate for white, non-Hispanic men (7.7 percent).  

 
Single Mothers and Children, 2011 

 Over 16 million children lived in poverty in 2011, close to half of whom (45 percent) lived in 
extreme poverty.  

 21.9 percent of children were poor, almost twice the rate for adult men (10.9 percent). Poverty 
rates were particularly high, at more than one in three, for black (38.8 percent), Hispanic (34.1 
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percent), and Native American (38.2 percent) children. The poverty rate was 13.5 percent for 
Asian children and 12.5 percent for white, non-Hispanic children.  

 The poverty rate for female-headed families with children was 40.9 percent, compared to 21.9 
percent for male-headed families with children, and 8.8 percent for families with children 
headed by a married couple.  

 Poverty rates were about one in two for black female-headed families with children (47.3 
percent), Hispanic female-headed families with children (49.1 percent), and Native American 
female-headed families with children (53.8 percent). The poverty rate was 33.0 percent for 
white, non-Hispanic female-headed families with children and 26.3 percent for Asian female-
headed families with children.  

 More than half of all poor children (58.0 percent) lived in families headed by women.  

 More than 600,000 (13.3 percent) of single women with children who worked full time, year 
round in 2011 lived in poverty.  

 

 

 

Women 65 and Older, 2011 

 Among people 65 and older, more than twice as many women (2.5 million) as men (1.1 million) 
lived in poverty in 2011.  

 The poverty rate for women 65 and older was 10.7 percent, 4.5 percentage points higher than 
the poverty rate for men 65 and older (6.2 percent).  

 18.4 percent of women 65 and older living alone lived in poverty, compared to 11.9 percent of 
men 65 and older living alone. 



 

 
NATIONAL WOMEN’S LAW CENTER, September 2012, Page 5 

 

 

 Poverty rates were particularly high, at about one in five, for black (20.8 percent) and Hispanic 
(19.7 percent) women 65 and older. The poverty rate was 8.5 percent for white, non-Hispanic 
women 65 and older, 13.3 percent for Asian women 65 and older, and 15.6 percent for Native 
American women 65 and older.  
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After Years of Increases, Poverty Stabilizes: 2010 to 2011  

After three years of rising poverty rates in the wake of the Great Recession that began in December 
2007, poverty started to stabilize – albeit at very high levels – for women, children, and men. Between 
2010 and 2011, there were no statistically significant changes in the poverty rates for most subgroups of 
women or children. However, there was a statistically significant decrease in poverty for Hispanic 
women, and a statistically significant increase in poverty for women 65 and older living alone.   

Adult Women, 2010-2011 

 The poverty rate for women was 14.6 percent in 2011, statistically indistinguishable from the 
14.5 percent rate in 2010. The extreme poverty rate for women was 6.4 percent in 2011, 
statistically indistinguishable from the 6.3 percent rate in 2010. 

 The poverty rate for men was 10.9 percent in 2011, statistically indistinguishable from the rate 
of 11.2 percent in 2010. The extreme poverty rate for men decreased to 4.7 percent in 2011 
from 4.9 percent in 2010, a statistically significant drop. 

 Among racial and ethnic groups, Hispanic women and men experienced statistically significant 
decreases in poverty in 2011: the poverty rate for Hispanic women dropped to 23.9 percent 
(from 25.0 percent in 2010), and the rate for Hispanic men dropped to 17.8 percent (from 19.2 
percent in 2010). There were no statistically significant one-year changes for black, Asian, Native 
American or white, non-Hispanic women or men.  

 
Single Mothers and Children, 2010-2011 

 The poverty rate for children was 21.9 percent in 2011, statistically indistinguishable from the 
rate of 22.0 percent in 2010. Children’s extreme poverty rate was 9.8 percent in 2011, also 
statistically indistinguishable from the 2010 rate (9.9 percent).   

 The poverty rate for female-headed families with children was 40.9 percent in 2011, statistically 
indistinguishable from the 2010 rate (40.7 percent). The poverty rate for families with children 
headed by a married couple in 2011 was the same as in 2010 at 8.8 percent. There was a 
statistically significant decline in the poverty rate for male-headed families with children,  to 
21.9 percent in 2011 from 24.2 percent in 2010.  

 There were no statistically significant changes in poverty rates for children across racial and 
ethnic groups between 2011 and 2010.  

 Similarly, there were no statistically significant one-year changes in poverty rates among female-
headed households with children across racial and ethnic groups.  
 

Women 65 and Older, 2010-2011 

 For women 65 and older, the poverty rate held steady at 10.7 percent in 2011. The extreme 
poverty rate for women 65 and older in 2011 was 2.6 percent, statistically indistinguishable 
from the 2.7 percent rate in 2010.  

 The poverty rate for men 65 and older dropped to 6.2 percent in 2011 from 6.8 percent in 2010, 
a statistically significant decline. Extreme poverty for men 65 and older also declined to 1.9 
percent in 2011 from 2.3 percent in 2010, a statistically significant change. 
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 The poverty rate for women 65 and older living alone rose to 18.4 percent in 2011 from 17.0 
percent in 2010, a statistically significant increase. In contrast, the poverty rate for men 65 and 
older living alone fell to 11.9 percent in 2011 from 13.5 percent in 2010, a statistically significant 
decrease. 

 There were no statistically significant changes in poverty rates for women 65 and older across 
racial and ethnic groups between 2011 and 2010. There were statistically significant declines in 
poverty rates for white, non-Hispanic men 65 and older (to 4.5 percent in 2011 from 5.0 percent 
in 2010) and Asian men 65 and older (to 9.6 percent in 2011 from 13.9 percent in 2010). There 
was a statistically significant increase in the poverty rate for Hispanic men 65 and older to 17.5 
percent in 2011 from 14.1 percent in 2010. Changes in poverty rates for black men 65 and older 
and Native American men 65 and older were not statistically significant. 

 

National Trends: Women’s and Children’s Poverty, 2000-2011  

In addition to analyzing changes in poverty rates for women and children over the past year, this 
analysis compares poverty rates in 2011 to data from 2000,6 the year before the 2001 recession. This 
date, which was used in previous NWLC analyses of Census data, continues to be used in this report 
because, even at the peak of the most recent business cycle before the Great Recession began in 
December 2007, poverty rates were higher than in 2000.7  

The recovery from the 2001 recession was the weakest recovery in the post-World War II period in 
terms of average growth of GDP, investment, employment, and employee compensation.8  Between 
2000 and 2007, despite overall economic growth and a substantial boost in income at the top of the 
income distribution, incomes for middle-class families fell (in inflation-adjusted terms) and poverty 
increased.9  In fact, a third of the increase in poverty among women and children that occurred between 
2000 and 2011 – and half of the increase for single mothers – occurred between 2000 and 2007.10 For 
these reasons, 2000 provides a better benchmark than 2007 for what poverty rates look like after a real 
economic recovery. 

Between 2000 and 2011, there were statistically significant increases in the poverty rates for adult 
women and men, as well as children and most subgroups; however, there were statistically significant 
declines in poverty rates over this period for women and men 65 and older (overall and for those living 
alone).  Changes in this section are statistically significant unless otherwise noted.  

Adult Women, 2000-2011  

 About 5.4 million more women and 4.7 million more men lived in poverty in 2011, relative to 
2000.  

 The poverty rate for women was higher in 2011 (14.6 percent) than in 2000 (11.5 percent). The 
extreme poverty rate for women increased to 6.4 percent in 2011 from 4.4 percent in 2000.  

 Men’s poverty rate increased to 10.9 percent in 2011 from 7.7 percent in 2000. The extreme 
poverty rate for men increased to 4.7 percent in 2011 from 3.0 percent in 2000. Men’s poverty 
and extreme poverty rates have consistently been well below women’s.   

 The poverty rate for white, non-Hispanic women rose to 10.6 percent in 2011 from 8.3 percent 
in 2000. The poverty rate for black women rose to 25.9 percent in 2011 from 22.0 percent in 
2000. The poverty rate for Hispanic women rose to 23.9 percent in 2011 from 20.9 percent in 
2000. The poverty rate for Asian women rose to 12.1 percent in 2011 from 9.7 percent in 
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2000.11  Poverty rates also rose for all racial and ethnic groups of men between 2011 and 2000 
(see summary table). 

 
Single Mothers and Children, 2000-2011  

 The poverty rate for children increased to 21.9 percent in 2011 from 16.2 percent in 2000. There 
were over 4.5 million more children living in poverty in 2011 than in 2000. The extreme poverty 
rate for children increased to 9.8 percent in 2011 from 6.7 percent in 2000.  

 Poverty rates increased for white, non-Hispanic children, black children, and Hispanic children 
between 2000 and 2011. Poverty rates rose to 12.5 percent in 2011 from 9.1 percent in 2000 for 
white, non-Hispanic children, to 38.8 percent in 2011 from 31.2 percent in 2000 for black 
children, and to 34.1 percent in 2011 from 28.4 percent in 2000 for Hispanic children. The 
change in the poverty rate for Asian children was not statistically significant.  

 From 2000 to 2011, poverty rates increased for both single-parent families and married- couple 
families with children. The poverty rate increased to 40.9 percent in 2011 from 33.0 percent in 
2000 for families with children headed by single females, to 21.9 percent in 2011 from 15.3 
percent in 2000 for families with children headed by single males, and to 8.8 percent in 2011 
from 6.0 percent in 2000 for families with children headed by married couples.  

 Poverty rates increased between 2000 and 2011 for female-headed households with children in 
all racial and ethnic groups for which data are available.  For white, non-Hispanic female-headed 
households with children, the poverty rate rose to 33.0 percent in 2011 from 24.6 percent in 
2000. The poverty rate for black female-headed households with children rose to 47.3 percent 
in 2011 from 41.0 percent in 2000. Hispanic female-headed households with children also saw 
an increase in poverty, to 49.1 percent in 2011 from 42.9 percent in 2000.  
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Women 65 and Older, 2000-2011  

 Between 2000 and 2011, the poverty rate for women 65 and older declined, to 10.7 percent in 
2011 from 12.1 percent in 2000. There was no statistically significant change in the extreme 
poverty rate for women 65 and older between 2011 and 2000. 

 Poverty among men 65 and older also declined, to 6.2 percent in 2011 from 6.9 percent in 2000. 
There was no statistically significant change in the extreme poverty rate for men 65 and older 
between 2011 and 2000.  

 For women 65 and older living alone, poverty declined to 18.4 percent in 2011 from 20.8 
percent in 2000. For men 65 and older living alone, poverty declined to 11.9 percent in 2011 
from 15.6 percent in 2000. 

 There were declines in poverty for white, non-Hispanic women 65 and older (to 8.5 percent in 
2011 from 10.1 percent in 2000), black women 65 and older (to 20.8 percent in 2011 from 25.3 
percent in 2000), and black men 65 and older (to 12.1 percent in 2011 from 16.2 percent in 
2000). There were no statistically significant changes in the poverty rates for Hispanic women 
and men 65 and older, Asian women and men 65 and older, or white, non-Hispanic men 65 and 
older.  

 

National Trends: The Persistent Wage Gap  

In 2011, the typical American woman who worked full time, year round was paid only 77 cents for every 
dollar paid to her male counterpart. This figure has not changed since 2010 or in the past decade, 
although it has narrowed by three cents since 2000. The wage gap was even more substantial for many 
groups of women of color. 

 Women working full time, year round in 2011 were paid 77 percent of what their male 
counterparts were paid – the same level as in 2010. The median full-time, year-round female 
worker was paid $11,084 per year less than her male counterpart in 2011, a gap that is $327 
narrower (adjusted for inflation) than in 2010.  

 Median annual earnings for women working full time, year round declined to $37,118 in 2011 
from $38,052 in 2010 (in 2011 dollars), while median annual earnings for men working full time, 
year round fell to $48,202 in 2011 from $49,463 in 2010 (in 2011 dollars). Both declines were 
statistically significant.  

 In 2011, the median earnings of white, non-Hispanic women working full time, year round in 
2011 were only 77 percent of the median earnings of white, non-Hispanic males working full 
time, year round.  For Asian women this figure was 78 percent, for black women it was 64 
percent, and for Hispanic women it was 55 percent. There were no statistically significant 
changes in these ratios from 2010 except for Asian women (who were paid 80 percent of what 
white, non-Hispanic men were paid in 2010).  

 Between 2000 and 2011, the wage gap between women and men overall narrowed by just over 
three cents, a statistically significant change. The annual median earnings of women working full 
time, year round were 74 percent of the median earnings of their male counterparts in 2000.12 
The narrowing of the wage gap is due to an increase in women’s median earnings since 2000; 
men’s earnings stagnated during this period.  In 2011 dollars, men’s median earnings decreased 
by $451 between 2000 and 2011; women’s median earnings increased by $1,251 over the same 
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time period.  The change in women’s earnings was statistically significant; the change in men’s 
earnings was not. 

 
 

 

A Look Ahead 

The economy continued its modest recovery in 2012. Both women and men have gained jobs and their 
unemployment rates have declined since the recession ended in June 200913 – but not enough to drive 
poverty rates down to pre-recession levels any time soon, much less to the even lower levels of 2000, 
and the wage gap is stubbornly persistent. Policy makers can make a difference; their actions could 
strengthen the economy, alleviate poverty, and reduce inequality – or undermine the recovery, 
exacerbate hardship, and allow persistent discrimination to continue.  

Policy makers face critical budget choices over the next few months.14  Budget cuts at the federal and 
state levels have led to job losses in the public sector that have slowed the recovery, especially for 
women. From the start of the recovery in June 2009 through August 2012, women lost 450,000 public 
sector jobs, offsetting 45 percent of the nearly 1 million jobs they gained in the private sector.15  And 
further budget cuts are ahead:  the Budget Control Act (BCA) enacted in August 2011 cuts nearly $1 
trillion over 10 years from the discretionary budget (which funds domestic programs like K-12 education, 
Head Start, child care assistance, Pell grants and family planning services, as well as many defense 
programs) and requires an additional $1.2 trillion in deficit reduction between 2013 and 2021. These 
additional cuts will be enforced through automatic, across-the-board spending cuts (“sequestration”) 
beginning in January 2013 unless Congress enacts an alternative plan. However, the alternative plan 
passed by the House of Representatives, H.R. 5652, designed to avert cuts to the Pentagon budget, 
would cut programs for low-income people even more deeply than these programs would be cut by 
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sequestration, while not requiring millionaires and corporations to contribute a penny of additional 
revenue toward deficit reduction.16   

Provisions of the American Recovery and Reinvestment Act of 2009 (ARRA) that alleviate poverty and 
help boost the economy – including expanded tax credits for families with low earnings and extended 
unemployment insurance benefits for long-term jobless workers – are scheduled to expire at the end of 
2012. The improvements to the Earned Income Tax Credit (EITC) and refundable Child Tax Credit (CTC), 
enacted as part of ARRA, kept 1.6 million people out of poverty in 2010 under an alternative measure of 
poverty.17  These improvements will expire on December 31, 2012, along with the Bush-era tax cuts. The 
House and Senate have taken different approaches to extending these expiring tax cuts. The House-
passed bill, H.R. 8, would end the ARRA improvements in the EITC and CTC but extend all of the Bush-era 
tax cuts, including for the wealthiest two percent. The Senate-passed bill, S. 3412, would extend the 
ARRA improvements in the CTC and EITC and the Bush-era tax cuts on income up to $250,000 per 
couple, but generally allow the Bush-era tax cuts on income above $250,000 to expire.18  

ARRA also extended and expanded federal emergency unemployment insurance benefits for long-term 
jobless workers. The federal expansions in the duration and level of unemployment insurance benefits 
kept 3.4 million people out of poverty in 2010 under an alternative measure of poverty.19  Those 
benefits, already scaled back for 2012,20 will run out at the end of 2012. In previous recessions, Congress 
has never allowed federal emergency unemployment benefits to expire when the unemployment rate 
was above 7.2 percent21 – and unemployment was at 8.1 percent in August 2012.22  

Policy makers should do more than avert harm:  they can take steps to reduce poverty and inequality. 
They can create jobs and speed the recovery by providing aid to states and localities to rehire teachers 
and other workers providing needed public services; investing in infrastructure (including measures to 
increase access to these jobs for women and disadvantaged people); creating subsidized jobs; and 
increasing reemployment services. (Such measures were proposed in the American Jobs Act, introduced 
in 2011 but not acted on by Congress.)  They can alleviate poverty and economic insecurity by protecting 
and strengthening effective programs like Social Security, SNAP/Food Stamps, tax credits for low-income 
families, child care assistance, child support enforcement, unemployment insurance, Medicaid, and 
Medicare. Policy makers can restore fiscal responsibility – and improve tax fairness – by requiring the 
wealthy and large corporations to pay their fair share of taxes. For example, President Obama’s budget 
for fiscal year 2013 includes a number of measures that would make the tax system more equitable and 
raise needed revenues.23  To promote fair pay for women, Congress could provide additional tools to 
challenge discrimination as proposed in the Paycheck Fairness Act,24 and it could raise the federal 
minimum wage as proposed by the Fair Minimum Wage Act, which would help close the wage gap and 
reduce poverty by boosting the earnings of minimum wage workers (two-thirds of whom are women).25   

Behind the statistics in this report are real people:  women and men who are forced to make hard 
choices between rent and utilities, food and medicine. In the coming months, Congress will choose 
between protecting programs for struggling families and expanding tax cuts for millionaires. For anyone 
who cares about Americans living on the edge of a real fiscal cliff, that choice should be easy.   
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SUMMARY TABLE: POVERTY AMONG WOMEN, MEN & FAMILIES – 2000, 2010, 2011 

Source: Current Population Survey, Annual Social and Economic Supplement. 2000 figures are from the expanded 
dataset. Some figures may differ from published Census estimates due to rounding and Census revisions. 

Group Number in Poverty, 
2011 (in millions) 

Poverty Rate, 
2011 

Poverty Rate, 
2010 

Poverty Rate, 
2000 

Adult Women 18+ 17.74 14.6% 14.5% 11.5%* 
 White, non-Hispanic 8.47 10.6% 10.4% 8.3%* 

Black 4.06 25.9% 25.6% 22.0%* 
Hispanic 4.13 23.9% 25.0%* 20.9%* 

Asian 0.80 12.1% 12.2% 9.7%* 
Native American 0.31 27.1% 26.5% - 

     

Adult Men 18+ 12.37 10.9% 11.2% 7.7%* 
 White, non-Hispanic 5.85 7.7% 8.1% 5.5%* 

Black 2.55 19.9% 19.1% 13.8%* 
Hispanic 3.11 17.8 % 19.2%* 15.1%* 

Asian 
Native American 

 

0.68 
0.25 

11.7% 
22.0% 

10.4% 
21.2% 

8.1%* 
- 

Female-Headed 
Households with children 

4.24 40.9% 40.7% 33.0%* 

 White, non-Hispanic 1.50 33.0% 32.7% 24.6%* 
Black 1.47 47.3% 47.5% 41.0%* 

Hispanic 1.16 49.1% 50.3% 42.9%* 
Asian 0.07 26.3% 30.3% - 

Native American 0.09 53.9% 53.9% - 
     

Children 16.13 21.9% 22.0% 16.2%* 
 White, non-Hispanic 4.85 12.5% 12.4% 9.1%* 

Black 4.32 38.8% 39.1% 31.2%* 
Hispanic 6.01 34.1% 35.0% 28.4%* 

Asian 0.49 13.5% 14.4% 12.8% 
Native American 0.36 38.2% 39.0% - 

     

Older Women 65+ 2.49 10.7% 10.7% 12.1%* 
 White, non-Hispanic 1.55 8.5% 8.3% 10.1%* 

Black 0.45 20.8% 20.5% 25.3%* 
Hispanic 0.34 19.7 % 20.9% 22.3%  

Asian 0.12 13.3% 15.1% 10.2% 
Native American 0.02 15.6% 15.0% - 

Living Alone 1.54 18.4% 17.0%* 20.8%* 

Older Men 65+ 1.13 6.2% 6.8%* 6.9%* 
 White, non-Hispanic 0.66 4.5% 5.0%* 5.1% 

Black 0.18 12.1% 14.2% 16.2%* 
Hispanic 0.23 17.5% 14.1%* 19.0% 

Asian 0.06 9.6% 13.9%* 8.2% 
Native American 

Living Alone 
0.01 
0.41 

9.8% 
11.9% 

 

18.6% 
13.5%* 

- 
15.6%* 

* Indicates a statistically significant change compared to 2011 
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