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Abstract

Family members provide support to each other at critical life stages. To better understand the
pervasiveness, causes, and consequences of such support, a sub-study of the United States (U.S.)
Panel Study of Income Dynamics (PSID) was created. A battery of questions on family
relationships and intergenerational transfers was designed, pretested on a U.S. national telephone
sample, and then administered in the 2013 wave of the PSID. These new data are available to the
public. Given the extensive supporting data available on the respondents and members of their co-
resident and non-co-resident family members — many of whom are interviewed themselves — the
new sub-study will become a valuable resource to researchers.
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Scientific motivation

The extended family provides financial resources, time, housing assistance in the form of
co-residence, and emotional support to its members to benefit individuals’ wellbeing
throughout life (Bianchi, Hotz, McGarry & Seltzer, 2008). Parents are a primary source of
financial support for their children’s post-secondary education (Lovenheim, 2011) and also
may provide support to help their children launch careers and purchase homes (Engelhardt
& Mayer, 1998; Cox & Stark, 2005). Adult offspring may help elderly parents manage their
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lives at older ages and provide care at the end of life (Wolf, Soldo & Freedman, 1996; Wolf
1999). Family members may resume living with one another when a family member has a
health problem, loses a job, or copes with marital problems or divorce (Kaplan, 2012; Ward,
Logan & Spitze, 1992). How family members help each other weather the vagaries of life
can have lasting consequences for individuals’ health and general wellbeing.

Intergenerational transfers may be especially important at the transition to adulthood and in
later life when aging parents become infirm. As children become adults, parents help launch
them, in part by giving them money or paying their expenses and by providing housing.
Schoeni and Ross (2005) estimate that in the late 1980s an adult child age 18-34 received a
total of $50,432 (in 2013 dollars) in combined financial transfers and benefits from co-
residence with parents. Transfers varied by parental income, from $30,799 for young adults
with parents in the bottom quartile of the income distribution to $93,347 for those with
parents in the top quartile. At the other end of life, about 40% of the disabled elderly rely on
unpaid help (Spillman & Pezzin, 2000). Adult children are the most common source of
informal care, particularly for the unmarried elderly; 44% of primary caregivers are adult
children (Center on an Aging Society, 2005). Time help also is an important way that
children can help aging parents maintain independence (Kahn, McGill, & Bianchi, 2011).
Understanding the decisions families make about the care of the elderly and the family’s
role in providing care is increasingly important as the population ages and as the costs
associated with nonfamily care rise.

Parents may treat each of their offspring differently in young adulthood and even earlier in
life, transferring more to some than to other children in their family. The received wisdom is
that parents make greater inter vivos transfers to their children in greater need (Altonji
Hayashi, & Kotlikoff 1997, 2000; McGarry & Schoeni 1995, McGarry, 1997). However,
findings by Zissimopoulos and Smith (2009) suggest that this conclusion is premature.
Using Health and Retirement Study (HRS) longitudinal data, they find that parents’ financial
transfers among children in the same family may be more equal than researchers previously
thought: when tracked over a 16 year period, 43% of parents who have given money to at
least one child also gave money to all of their children, compared to only 11% in a two year
period. In addition, amounts tended to become more equal across children over a longer time
horizon. Some of the equalization in giving across children over time is due to large
transfers, probably for college and buying a home, which occur at different times for
different children. Collecting data on both short-term and long-term transfers over the life
course is a significant contribution of the new PSID sub-study.

Several demographic and economic trends are likely to have important and far-reaching
consequences for the provision and receipt of familial transfers. Family instability, due to
divorce and repartnering, affects family members’ capacity to transfer time, money, and co-
residence across generations, the need for these transfers, and the willingness to participate
in family exchanges. High rates of union dissolution and repartnering make stepfamilies and
families formed by cohabitation more common now than in the past (Bumpass & Lu, 2000;
Kennedy & Bumpass, 2008). Divorce may reduce parents’ ability to help children and
increase parents’ need for help in old age (Furstenberg, Hoffman, & Shrestha, 1995).
Remarriage may further weaken the family safety net. Step-children are less likely than

Longit Life Course Stud. Author manuscript; available in PMC 2015 August 28.



1duosnue Joyiny 1duosnue Joyiny 1duosnuen Joyiny

1duosnuep Joyiny

Schoeni et al.

Page 3

biological children to live with or provide help to older parents (Pezzin, Pollak, & Steinberg
Schone, 2008; Seltzer, Yahirun, & Bianchi, 2013). Americans feel less obligation to care for
step- than biological parents (Coleman & Ganong, 2008) and parents who have both step
and biological children receive less help overall than do parents who have only biological
children (Eggebeen, 1992; Pezzin & Steinberg Schone, 1999).

The recent Great Recession and the economy’s slow rebound in many parts of the United
States may impair the ability of many parents to finance not only their on-going needs, but
also their ability to help finance their adult children’s education and home ownership. Using
PSID data, Lovenheim (2011) found that the rise in housing values during the first part of
the 2000-10 decade significantly increased college enroliments, with the largest effects
among less wealthy households. These results suggest that the more recent housing bust
associated with the recession may reduce college attendance. Parents, particularly those in
the hardest hit localities, who might have helped finance their children’s college education
by drawing on the equity in their homes, now find themselves with far fewer resources than
they believed they had just a few years ago.

Disruptions in parents’ lives are likely to affect their children’s lives as well. As is well
documented with PSID data, economic success is correlated across generations (Solon,
1992; Lee & Solon, 2009; Charles & Hurst, 2003). Estimates of the intergenerational
correlation of economic attainment range from 0.3 to 0.7 depending on dataset, sample, and
measures (Harding, Jencks, Lopoo, & Mayer, 2005). But understanding the mechanisms that
produce these correlations is less developed. Theories of intergenerational transfers (Becker
and Tomes, 1979) imply that parents invest directly in the human capital of their children
and use inter vivos transfers of wealth to enhance their offspring’s wealth and capacity to
produce it. Evidence of nonlinearities in the intergenerational elasticity of earnings suggests
that variation in parents’ circumstances affects the magnitude and mechanisms that
contribute to the intergenerational transmission of economic wellbeing (Bratsberg et al.,
2007). However, isolating the influence of these forms of parental transfers is complicated
by the lack of information about the incidence and amounts of different types of transfers
and the lack of information about exogenous factors which affect parent’s ability to provide
them.

To summarise, U.S. families are at a unique historical juncture, with the huge Baby Boom
cohort facing retirement in uncertain economic times. This is a cohort for whom the family
context was radically different than for their parents’ generation. They experienced more
family disruption, reduced fertility and smaller families but more step-kin, and the increased
labour force participation of women. They raised their children during a period of rapidly
rising income inequality in the U.S. (Autor, Katz, & Kearney, 2008). This trend, coupled
with the growing socioeconomic divide in family stability (McLanahan, 2004), may magnify
family effects on the wellbeing of the next generation. The high level of persistence in
economic circumstances across generations may make it difficult for those at the bottom to
live healthy and secure lives in retirement, and they are unlikely to have children who are
able to provide them with additional resources.
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Questions that can be addressed

Data from the new PSID sub-study will allow researchers to investigate how parents and
offspring use the scarce resources of time and money to alleviate economic distress. The list
of scientific questions that can be addressed is long, particularly when these new data are
combined with the rich array of social, economic, and health data on individuals and their
family members that have been collected during the prior 45 years of the PSID. Because
respondents and their family members have been interviewed in the past and will continue to
be interviewed into the future, the new sub-study data provide new opportunities to
investigate how past circumstances influenced large transfers for schooling and housing and
how family characteristics and behaviour reported in the 2013 sub-study influence
subsequent social and economic outcomes.

These new data allow researchers to describe the intergenerational structure of American
families both within and across households and the transfers that family members make to
one another across adult ages — something that, to our knowledge, is not possible with any
other nationally representative dataset. These data also allow researchers to investigate how
health and economic circumstances of parents and children are correlated with transfers and
whether these patterns differ by life stage, demographic characteristics such as education,
race, and marital status, and intergenerational family structure. The inclusion of questions on
transfers for schooling and housing in an intergenerational study allows for a deeper
understanding of how these transfers shape the intergenerational transmission of economic
advantage. Furthermore, researchers can compare family transfers in 2013 with data on
transfers collected in the 1988 PSID to see if intergenerational support has changed along
with changes in family structure and economic circumstances.

PSID as a vehicle for studying families and intergenerational transfers

The PSID is the premier dataset in the United States for studying how life course and
intergenerational processes contribute to individual well-being because of its prospective,
repeated measures of individuals” economic characteristics, health, living arrangements, its
genealogical design, its long life histories of linked family members, and its high wave-to-
wave response rates. Launched in 1968, the study follows individuals whether or not they
are living in the same dwelling as the original sample household or with the same people.
Children who grow up and leave their parents’ household become what PSID calls “split-
offs,” and these children continue to be followed and interviewed as they establish their own
households, have children themselves, and even when they sometimes move back in with
their parents. Interviews were conducted annually until 1997 when PSID moved to an every
other year schedule.

All individuals in households recruited into the PSID in 1968 are said to have the PSID
‘gene’. All individuals who are born to or adopted by someone with the PSID gene acquire
the gene themselves and therefore are followed and become members of the PSID sample
for the rest of their lives. This design feature implies that the study provides, at each wave,
data on a sample of extended families, or dynasties. Because it is longitudinal, the PSID
provides, across its waves, data on the households and members of multi-generational
dynasties at various points in their lives. To facilitate genealogic analyses in which parents
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and children, siblings, and three-generation families are linked, PSID provides the Family
Identification Mapping System (FIMS) tool to allow users to easily create inter- and intra-
generational samples.

Americans of all ages are captured by the PSID sampling strategy and then followed
throughout their lives. This design allows investigation of intergenerational transfers across
the entire life course, including assistance given/received during the years when critical
decisions are made about human capital investments, family formation, and homeownership.
This feature is particularly important for disadvantaged populations because they leave
home earlier, have grandchildren earlier, and experience significant health challenges earlier
than more advantaged populations. Surveys that focus just on older populations do not
measure these important events.

Despite the undisputed merit of its genealogical design, the fact that non-gened family
members, whose needs and resources affect the welfare of gened respondents, are not
included in the sample is a disadvantage. For example, if today a 25-year-old woman who is
a gened sample member gets married (and her husband does not have the PSID gene), the
PSID contains information on the health and economic status of her parents, because they,
themselves, are sample members, but not detailed information on the health and economic
status of her spouse’s parents. Information on both sets of parents’ needs and resources is
required to understand why an adult child’s family may give help to parents but not parents-
in-law. The 2013 Family Roster and Family Transfer sub-study addresses this shortcoming
of the PSID for studying intergenerational transfers (Bianchi et al., 2008).

When it began in 1968 the PSID had a sample of 18,230 individuals living in 4,802
households. The sample size has changed over time for a number of reasons including
mortality, attrition, births, addition of a sample of new immigrants, and dropping of a
portion of the sample due to budget cuts. In 2013, interviews were conducted with 9,107
households containing nearly 25,000 individuals. Since 1969, the wave-to-wave response
rate has been 91%-98%. The evolution of the sample size is described in detail in the PSID
User Manual.

A number of studies have examined the representativeness of the PSID and selective
attrition. The findings from these studies were recently summarised in this journal
(McGonagle, Schoeni, Sastry, & Freedman, 2012). Studies find that the PSID estimates of a
variety of socioeconomic characteristics of individuals are similar to estimates from
contemporary cross-sectional gold standard surveys. The correspondence between the PSID
and cross-sectional surveys is close even though attrition has been found to be associated
with characteristics of respondents; notably there is higher attrition among lower income
individuals. Nevertheless the PSID comparisons with other national survey data sources
suggest that the Roster and Transfer sub-study will provide estimates that are representative
of American families. An indication of its value as a survey representative of the U.S.
population is the PSID’s inclusion in the Cross-National Equivalent File, a major data
source for comparative research (http://cnef.ehe.osu.edu/).
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Instrument design, testing, and implementation

The battery of questions in the sub-study included a roster of parents and children age 18
and older. The questions identified biological and step relationships, and asked about
transfers to and from these family members regardless of where they lived.

Family roster

We designed a new roster of family members to list parents and parents-in-law, children,
step-parents, and step-children of PSID Heads and Wives!. As discussed above, the PSID’s
family-based following rules imply that the PSID already has substantial information about
respondents’ relatives because they have the PSID gene and are respondents themselves.
However, data are not available for relatives of PSID households that do not have the PSID
gene or for gened relatives who missed various waves and/or attrited from the study. For
example, among married couples in which one spouse does not have the PSID gene, the
non-gened spouse’s parents and children from prior unions (stepchildren to the PSID-gened
respondent) are not interviewed. Therefore, the roster obtained information about all current
living adult children, stepchildren, parents, and step-parents of Heads and Wives in the main
interview in 2013. Adult children were defined as those age 18 and older. For each adult
(step)child and (step)parent, we collected: name, relationship to head/wife, gender, date of
birth or age, marital status (including cohabitation for adult children), city and state of
residence, educational attainment (for adult children; education of parents already exists in
the PSID database), subjective general health status (excellent, very good, good, fair, poor),
homeownership, and employment status. For adult offspring we also asked how many
children they had. The total numbers of living siblings for the Head and the Wife also were
collected because siblings are an important determinant of whether the responding adult
child provides support to parents.

The roster includes the names of the full set of adult children and parents. When respondents
stated that they had given (received) a transfer, they were asked to (by) whom the transfer
was given (received). Interviewers had the family roster displayed on their computers,
allowing them to easily select the correct individual; therefore, not only do we know that the
respondent gave transfers to a child, we know which child, and the transfer can be linked to
the information about that child that is reported in the roster as well as information on the
child’s PSID family for those children who are living in interviewed PSID family units.

Family transfers

The 2013 transfers module had two parts, with reference to each PSID Head and Wife: part
one asked about recent transfers of time and money (over $100) given to and received from
parents and parents in-law and about transfers of time and money given to and received from
children and step-children in the last year; part two asked about large, life-cycle transfers of
money that the Head/Wife received from parents since age 18 and about large transfers of

1psID defines household headship as the Census did when the PSID began. In a husband-wife household the husband is designated
the Head, regardless of whether he has the PSID gene.
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money given to children and stepchildren since they were 18 years old. Table 1 outlines the
questions.

Recent transfers

Questions were asked about the incidence and amount of transfers of money and time given
and received over the last year. Respondents were asked about transfers with parents and
children and were allowed to report transfers with both co-resident and non-co-resident
parents and children. Similar questions have appeared in the PSID in the past. Table 2
outlines the transfer questions that were asked in a transfer module administered in the 1988
wave of the PSID and indicates when co-resident kin were included. As table 2 shows,
respondents were asked about transfers with parents and were asked a general question
about transfers with others. In both 1988 and 2013, respondents were asked enough
information about the person with whom they engaged in transfers to link these transfers to
specific individuals (including children). While maintaining as much comparability as
possible with the 1988 PSID, we improved the questions in 2013 by designing specific
questions about money and time transfers to children and stepchildren rather than relying on
the more general question about transfers with others utilized in 1988 and by uniformly
including co-resident family members. (See ftp:/ftp.isr.umich.edu/pub/src/psid/
questionnaires/q88.pdf for the 1988 questions.) If time transfers were reported in 2013, we
also asked which person, the Head or Wife, gave most of the time transfers. While money
transfers can be thought of as a transfer from one household to another, time transfers can be
assessed for individuals within households.

Long-term, life-cycle transfers

The sub-study includes questions about large transfers that the Head and Wife of a PSID
household each may have received from their parents (whether or not the parents are alive in
2013) and/or provided to their children since they/their children were age 18. The bottom
panel of table 1 outlines the long-term transfer questions that were asked and when amounts
were included. Two specific large life-cycle transfers were assessed—one for post-
secondary education and a second for help with the purchase of a home—along with a more
general question on large financial transfers between parents and their adult children. These
questions capture retrospective information about important and salient types of transfers.
For transfers to offspring, both whether assistance was provided and the amount of
assistance was assessed. However, for transfers from parents only yes/no was assessed
because of the potentially long recall period. Until 2013, the PSID had never asked these
types of life-cycle transfer questions.

The roster and transfer module, as well as the entire PSID instrument administered in 2013,
are available on the PSID website: ftp://ftp.isr.umich.edu/pub/src/psid/questionnaires/
q2013.pdf.

Content that could not be included

The sub-study was constrained to including interview questions that totaled no more than 12
minutes on average across all respondents. This constraint was required by the Directors of
the PSID to avoid overburdening respondents, with an average interview length of 94
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minutes in total including other topics captured by the survey. Therefore, the project team
was forced to make some difficult choices. Two sets of questions were the most difficult to
exclude. First, the project team was hoping to include a roster of respondent's siblings,
including half and stepsiblings, and their characteristics, as well as questions about transfers
to and from siblings. Second, the team would have liked to have included additional
measures such as relationship quality, recent episodes of unemployment, health events,
intensity of time help, for instance hours of time help in each week, and changes in family
structure such as divorce or marriage. We chose to exclude the roster of siblings because
transfers of money and time help with siblings are much less common than transfers with
parents or adult children (Kahn et al., 2011; Schoeni, 1997). Our choice of characteristics to
measure for individuals included in the roster was based on findings from prior literature on
the most salient determinants of money and time transfers as well as evidence on which
characteristics could be accurately reported by a parent or adult child with only a small
number of questions. Another decision the investigators made based on timing estimates
from the PSID pretest was to shorten question stems by deleting explanations of types of
financial and time transfers to include in responses. The shorter question stems had the
advantage of making the module shorter and more conversational. But by excluding
examples, the questions may have elicited responses with more underlying variation in the
definitions that respondents used to inform their answers (Schaeffer & Presser, 2003).
Finally, the investigators chose to exclude amounts from questions about long-term transfers
received from parents or spouse's parents because of time constraints on the length of the
interview and pretesting for the pilot study suggested that respondents had difficulty
reporting amounts of long-term money received, particularly by their spouse. This finding is
not surprising given that many respondents had not married their spouse until well after such
transfers were received.

national sample

The roster and transfer module was tested on the June 2012 Michigan Survey of Consumer
Attitudes (SCA). SCA is a telephone survey of a national probability sample of U.S. adults
age 18 and older. The survey collected data from 495 respondents. Approximately two thirds
of respondents, 314, had adult children, and these parent respondents provided information
on 789 adult children. These data are expected to become available at the University of
Michigan’s Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social Research by August 2015.

effort

The roster and transfer questions were included in the 2013 PSID main interview. The
Survey Research Operations group at the Institute for Social Research, University of
Michigan, fielded the survey. The 115 interviewers were located throughout the United
States, and they were required to successfully complete in-person training prior to beginning
fieldwork. At training, interviewers were instructed on PSID specific terminology and
procedures, and they were required to pass an examination on this material before beginning
fieldwork.

Interviewing began in March and finished at the end of December. Interviews were obtained
with 9,107 family units. The re-interview response rate was 95%. Of the completed
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interviews, 97% were conducted on the telephone and the remainder face-to-face. A cell
phone was used by 80% of telephone respondents. The average number of calls to complete
an interview was 14.1, with a median of six. Nearly a quarter, 23%, of completed cases
required multiple sessions to finish the interview.

Various strategies were used to maximize response rates. Respondents were provided with a
$70 incentive, which was mailed to them after completing the interview. To compensate for
the use of paid minutes of phone time, respondents using a cell phone were offered an
additional $10. Interviewers who worked for PSID previously were assigned to cases they
had successfully interviewed in the past. Approximately six months before fieldwork began,
sample members were mailed a newsletter that provided short articles describing new
research findings based on the PSID. A postcard was also sent to respondents seeking
updated contact information. Respondents were sent a $10 check if they returned the
postcard with updated information.

Data access, ethical approval, and funding source

PSID data and documentation for all survey years are freely available on the PSID website:
www.PSID.org. Users can download all data for a particular year as one large file.
Alternatively, the PSID website will create customised cross-year extracts, with users simply
choosing the variables they require from each year. Among the thousands of variables are
characteristics of the interview process including interview length, number of calls to
complete the interview, mode of interview (telephone versus face-to-face), interviewer
identification number, date of interview, and a lengthy set of interviewer observations about
the interview process for each particular respondent.

An initial release of the 2013 transfer and roster data and documentation, along with a video
introduction to the sub-study, is available online at http://simba.isr.umich.edu/Zips/
zipSupp.aspx#RAT13. The final and fully edited version of the data is scheduled to be
released fall of 2015.

The University of Michigan Health Sciences and Behavioral Sciences Institutional Review
Board reviewed and approved the 2013 PSID data collection and distribution protocols and
survey instrument to ensure the rights and welfare of research participants were protected.

Funding for this sub-study was provided by the U.S. National Institute on Aging through a
program project grant (POLAG029409).

Iltem non-response

Tables 3 and 4 report un-weighted frequencies of money and time transfers between dyads
of parent units and children. We refer to ‘parent units’ because questions about transfers to
and from married (or cohabiting) parents did not distinguish between transfers to (from)
individual parents. The tables include the percentage of responses where the respondent
reported they did not know the answer to the question or refused to answer. The rates of
nonresponse are quite low, no higher than 4%. For example, table 3 shows that among all
child respondent-parent pairs, time help in the past year was given to parents in 32% of
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cases, time help was not given in 66% of cases and only 2% of respondent-parent pairs were
item nonresponse.

The top panel of table 4 reports the percentage of parent-unit-child pairs in which the parent
reported that they gave the child money for schooling, to buy a home, or something else
since the child was age 18. The bottom panels show the percentage of Heads and Wives who
reported receiving such help from parents since age 18. As for reports about short-term
transfers, there are low percentages of item nonresponse. This is especially notable because
the respondent reports about his or her own parents as well as the spouse’s parents, and
knowledge about long-term transfers to a spouse might be more limited than knowledge
about transfers from the respondent’s own parents.

Conclusions

There have been fundamental changes in the family, the economy, and the social safety net
in the United States over the last few decades. The new Roster and Transfers sub-study of
the PSID will allow researchers to document many of these changes, as well as examine the
impact of these changes on families and individuals.

The sub-study highlights the importance of ongoing longitudinal studies. By including the
sub-study in the PSID, researchers can draw upon the 45 years of information on
respondents and their families to more fully understand the causes and consequences of
intergenerational transfers. Moreover, as more and different data are collected in future
waves of the PSID, the data collected in the 2013 sub-study can be utilized in conjunction
with future data to assess the impact of intergenerational transfers.

The addition of this sub-study to the long-running PSID may motivate the addition of
similar modules to the ongoing panel studies in the other countries represented in the Cross-
National Equivalence File, including the British Household Panel Study (BHPS), the
Australian Household Income and Labor Dynamics Study (HILDA), the Korean Labor and
Income Panel Study (KLIPS), the Russia Longitudinal Monitoring Survey (RLMS), the
Canadian Survey of Labour and Income Dynamics (SLID), and the German Socio-
Economic Panel (SOEP). Inclusion in even a small number of these studies would enable
comparative research on how private transfers among family members complement or
substitute for public transfers or government support. The different institutional contexts
represented by these surveys, particularly variation in arrangements for postsecondary
schooling, child care, and old age support, would shed important light on explanations for
intra-family transfers of time and money. Even without the potential for new data to support
this comparative effort, the roster and transfer sub-study in the PSID is a valuable new
public resource for investigating the familial process that may contribute to inequality within
and between generations.
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Table 1

Summary of 2013 transfer questions

Type of Help/Transfer

Amount
Collected?

Panel A. Recent Transfers

Transfersin last year to/from parents/children of PSID Heads and Wives

Time Given

Time Received

Money Given ($100+)

Money Received ($100+)

Living Arrangementswith PSID HH:

Co-Residence
Panel B. Long Term, Life-cycle Transfers

Transferssince age 18 to/from parents/children of PSID Heads and Wives

Help with post-secondary education given to children
Help with post-secondary education received from parents
Help with home purchase given to children

Help with home purchase received from parents

Other large transfers given to children

Other large transfers received from parents

< < < <

N/A

z <X Z2 < Z2 <
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Table 2

Summary of 1988 transfer questions

Type of Help/Transfer Separatequestions  Did the other party residein or outside
for parentsvs. non-  the PSID family at the time of the 1988
parents? Interview?

Transfer with  Transfer with Non-parent
Parent

Time Given In or Outside Outside

Time Received In or Outside Outside
Money Given ($100+)

Money Received ($100+)

Outside Outside

< z < <

In or Outside Outside
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Table 3

Types of transfers in the last year and item nonresponse (%)

Page 15

Money Given Money Received

($100+) ($100+)

Time Given

Time Received

Children (N=11511)
Yes

No

DK/RF

29%
69%
2%

8%
91%
1%

28%
68%
4%

21%
76%
2%

Parent Units (N=12845)

Yes
No
DK/RF

14%
85%
1%

17%
82%
1%

32%
66%
2%

26%
73%
1%
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Table 4

Types of transfers since age 18 and item nonresponse (%)

Money for School

Money for Home

Money for Other

Children (N=11511)
Yes

No

DK/RF

18%
79%
4%

2%
97%
0%

10%
88%
2%

Head (N=9107)
Yes

No

DK/RF

20%
79%
1%

5%
94%
0%

17%
82%
1%

Wife (N=4638)
Yes

No

DK/RF

24%
76%
1%

6%
94%
0%

13%
87%
0%
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