
Family
Structure

Family
Work
Status

Parent
Education

Married or Cohabiting 81% 64% 76% 74% 74% 68%

Single Parent 69% 49% 63% 61% 63% 57%

All full time workers 79% 65% 73% 68% 71% 66%

One full time / one part time 84% 66% 79% 73% 76% 70%

One full time / one at home 82% 61% 74% 77% 79% 69%

No full time worker 57% 43% 58% 52% 55% 49%

 

High school or less 65% 46% 63% 59% 61% 55%

Some college / Associate’s degree 81% 60% 74% 72% 73% 67%

Bachelors or higher 82% 70% 78% 72% 76% 69%
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