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This Census Issue focuses on the
distribution of householdsacrosscensus
tracts within the 10-county ARC
region. Households are defined as the
set of people who occupy a housing
unit — “a house, an apartment, a
mobile home, a group of rooms, or a
single room occupied ... as separate
living quarters’ (U.S. Census 2003: B-
14). Household are classified by their
size (the number of people living in
them) and by their type (the
relationships among the members of the
household). In*“family” households, at
least one additional household member
isrelated to the “householder” by birth,
marriage, or adoption. “ Nonfamily”
households include those with only one
person and those where the
householder is not related to any other
household member.

As anatura extension, this report also
examines the distribution of population
by marital status, using individuals
rather than households asthe base. The
report illustrates patterns for 2000 and
compares them to those for 1990.
Because the boundaries of many census

tracts changed between 1990 and
2000, geographic comparisons across
years are not always exact.

Household Size

About 24 percent of households in
both Georgia and the Atlanta
metropolitan region contained only
one person in 2000, up about one
percentage point since 1990 (Table 1).
Fulton county stands out for its large
number of one-person households.
DeKalb, Cobb, and Clayton counties
follow, with percentages near the state
average. One-person households are
least common in Fayette, Henry, and
Cherokee counties. Indeed, they are
strongly concentrated inside the
Perimeter and along 1-75 and GA-400
north of the Perimeter (Map 1).

About 32 percent of the householdsin
the state and 31 percent of thoseinthe
region contained exactly two people,
with little variation among the
counties. On the other hand, only 37



percent of the households in Fulton county
contained three or more people, 7 to 8
percentage points below the state and regional
percentages of 44 and 45, respectively. DeKalb
and Cobb percentages are near the state
average, but 49 percent or more of the
households in the remaining counties have at
least three members. The distribution of larger
households is ailmost the mirror-image of one-
person households. they are most common
farther outside the Perimeter and south of 1-20
and east of 1-85 inside the Perimeter (Map 2).

The average number of people in a household
has been quite stable in Georgia, falling only
from 2.66 to 2.64 between 1990 and 2000.
Averagehousehold sizewas nearly identical for
the Atlanta metropolitan area, but showed
dight growth (Table 2). The average
household in Fulton county had 0.2 fewer
people than the state average, but the average
household in the most suburban counties
(Cherokee, Fayette, Gwinnett, Henry, and
Rockdale) was 0.2 larger than the state
average. Gwinnett and Clayton counties
showed the most growth in household size
Douglas county, the most decline. Map 1
shows that the smallest households are
concentrated north of 1-20, close to I-75, 1-85,
[-285, and GA-400. Thelargest householdsare
typically in the outlying areas, and inside the
Perimeter south of 1-20.

Household Type

Threerelationship typesaccount for over three-
guarters of Georgia households. About 25
percent of households contain married couples
living with their own children under age 18, 27
percent have married couples without children
under 18, and 29 percent are nonfamily
households (Table 3). Figures for the Atlanta
metropolitan region are quite similar, except
that married couples without children are
somewhat less common and nonfamily
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households are somewhat more common than
in the state as awhole.

As might be expected from the household size
statistics, Cherokee, Fayette, Gwinnett, and
Henry counties have the highest percentages of
married-with-children households; each is at
least 10 percentage points above the state
average. Fulton and DeKalb counties are well
below the state average, with fewer than 20
percent of their householdsincluding amarried
couple with children. The distribution of
married-with-children households resembles a
doughnut, with the Perimeter marking the
doughnut hole (Map 4). Households of this
type declined as a percentage of al households
in the 1990s, by over 2 percentage points for
the state as a whole and somewhat slower in
the Atlanta region. The percentage of
households containing married couples with
children actually grew slightly in Fulton county
as a whole and in the portions of Fulton and
DeKab countiesinsidethe Perimeter, especially
north of 1-20 (Map 5). Otherwise, this pattern
was seen primarily at the outer boundaries of
the region.

Fulton, Clayton, and DeK ab county households
are also less likely than others to include a
married couple without children under 18.
Cherokee, Fayette, Henry, and Rockdale
county households are well above state
averages in their shares of such households.
The share of households fitting this pattern fell
in al Atlanta metropolitan counties, with the
sharpest decreases in Clayton and DeKalb
counties. Fayette county showed almost no
change.

Unsurprisingly, Fulton and DeKab counties
have well-above-average numbers of nonfamily
households, and Fayette and Henry counties
have quite small shares of such households.
Nonfamily households are concentrated inside



the Perimeter and along the major arteriesnorth
of the city (Map 6). This household type grew
in al Atlanta metropolitan counties, but
Douglas county showed the most rapid growth,
at over three times the regional rate.

Households headed by women living with their
own children comprised 8.3 percent of all
Georgia households and 8.1 percent of
households in the Atlanta region. They
comprised 13 percent of Clayton county
households and nearly 10 percent of DeKab
and Fulton households but remain fewer than 5
percent of Cherokee and Fayette households.
Such households are concentrated in the
southern half of theregion (Map 7). During the
1990s, female-headed householdswith children
grew by 0.6 percentage point statewide and
somewhat more rapidly (0.8 percentage point)
in the Atlanta region. Growth was most rapid
by far in Clayton county (4.8 percentage
points). The share of such households actually
fell in Fulton county, where they had been most
prevalent in 1990.

Interestingly, although men living with their
children but not their wives were only one-
fourth as common as women living with their
children but not their husbands, their share of
households grew morerapidly statewide (by 0.7
percentage point) and nearly as rapidly
regionwide (by 0.6 point). Such households
were most common in Clayton, Douglas, and
DeKalb counties, with the first two a so having
the most rapid rates of increase.

The Index of Dissimilarity

One way to quantify differences in residential
distributions istheindex of dissimilarity, which
iscommonly used in studies of racial residential
segregation and of gender segregation of
occupations. Here we use the census tract as
the unit of analysis. The index of dissimilarity
shows what percentage of households of Type

A would need to move to a different census
tract to havethe sameresidential distribution as
households of Type B, that is, for households
of Types A and B to comprise the same
percentage of every census tract.

Three household types have farly distinct
residential patterns: married couples with or
without children, unmarried individuals with
children, and nonfamily households. Married
people with and without children have similar
residential patterns; the index of dissimilarity
between them isonly 14.9. That is, only 14.9
percent of married-with-children households
would need to move to have the same census
tract distribution as married-without-children
households. Both differ markedly in their
residential patterns from single-parent-with-
children households. Female-headed
households with children have indexes of
dissmilarity above 40 with both types of
married-couple households.  Male-headed
households with children haveindexes closer to
34 with both married-couple household types,
but they their residential distributions resemble
those of female-headed households (their index
of dissimilarity is 24.5). Nonfamily households
differ most from married-with-children
households (their index of dissimilarity is39.4),
but their indexes are above 33 for all other
groups as well.

Marital Status

In this section we consider the marital status of
adults, using individuals rather than households
asthebase. Overall, 56.3 percent of Georgians
over age 15 were married in 2000, down 1.7
percentage points from 1990. Adults in the
Atlanta region were 2 percentage points less
likely than those statewide to be married, but
the rate of decrease was about the same as that
for the state (Table 4). Adults in Cherokee,
Fayette, and Henry counties were 10
percentage points more likely than those
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throughout the state to be married, while adults
in DeKalb and Fulton counties were 10
percentage points less likely than Georgians
elsewhereto bemarried. Censustractswiththe
highest percentages of married people tend to
be on the outer boundaries of the region; only
aminority of adults are married in most tracts
inside the Perimeter (Map 8).

In 2000, 27.3 percent of Georgiansweresingle
(never married), up 1.4 percentage points from
1990. Singlescomprised alarger percentage of
the population in the Atlanta region (30.7
percent), within numbers rising faster than
statewide (a 2.2 rather than a 1.4 percentage
point rise). DeKalb and Fulton counties have
disproportionately large shares of singles, while
Cherokee, Fayette, and Henry counties have
disproportionately small shares. Theresidential
pattern of singles largely reflects that of one-
person households (Map 9).

Widows and widowers comprised a declining
share of the Georgia population, 6.1 percent in
2000, down from 7.1 percent in 1990. They
are most common in Fulton county, least
common in Gwinnett.  Their residential
distribution resembles that of single people
(Map 10). The divorced comprised 10.3
percent of both the Georgia and Atlanta
regional populations, with numbersrising faster
statewide than in the region. The divorced are
especialy common in Clayton and DeKalb
counties, least common in Fayette County.
However, Map 11 suggeststhat the distribution
of divorced people is nearly random across the
region.

Single men and women tend to live in the same
neighborhoods -- their index of dissimilarity is
only 11.1. Divorced men and women have
similar residential patterns -- their index of the
similarity is12.7. Indeed, the divorced and the
singletend to live side-by-side, with anindex of
theonly 14.1. Themarried live most separately
from the single and the widowed (with indexes
of 27.3 and 26.5, respectively). The widowed
also differ from the single (with an index of
23.3). None of these patterns is as striking as
when children were considered in the previous
section.

Conclusion

The Perimeter remains an important boundary
interms of household type. Householdsinside
the Perimeter are typically smaller than those
outsidethe Perimeter, withfar moreone-person
and nonfamily households. Larger households,
especialy those comprised of amarried couple
and their children, tend to be located in
suburban areas. In the most striking trend in
terms of household type, however, married-
with-children households have been increasing
faster inside the Perimeter north of 1-20 than in
most parts of the region. Sizeable mgorities of
adults outside the Perimeter, but only a
minority inside, are married.

Single and divorced parents living with their
children comprise a third grouping, whose
geographicdistributionisdistinguished more by
[-20 than 1-285. Their housing patterns are
distinct from both married couples, with or
without children, and nonfamily (including one-
person) households.



TABLE 1. DISTRIBUTIONS OF HOUSEHOLDSBY SIZE

One Person Two People Threeor More People

2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 Change

Cherokee 16.0 13.9 21 33.0 321 08 511 54.0 -2.9
Clayton 21.9 19.8 21 281 30.5 -24  50.0 49.7 0.3
Cobb 231 224 0.7 324 325 -0.1 445 45.1 -0.6
DeKalb 26.9 251 18 311 33.0 -19 420 42.0 01
Douglas 184 14.8 35 32.3 304 19 493 54.8 -5.5
Fayette 14.9 12.6 24 32.6 30.2 24 525 57.3 -4.8
Fulton 32.2 30.9 13 304 30.8 -04 374 38.3 -0.9
Gwinnett 184 17.7 0.7 29.7 31.3 -16  52.0 51.1 0.9
Henry 154 134 20 314 33.0 -16  53.2 53.6 -0.4
Rockdale 16.9 14.3 2.6 31.8 30.5 13 513 55.2 -3.9
Atlanta Region 24.3 234 0.9 30.9 31.7 -0.8 448 44.9 -0.1
Georgia 23.6 225 11 31.9 31.3 0.6 445 46.2 -1.7

TABLE 2. MEAN HOUSEHOLD SIZE

2000 1990 Change

Cherokee 2.84 2.86 -0.02
Clayton 2.82 274 0.08
Cobb 2.63 2.60 0.03
DeKalb 2.60 2.56 0.04
Douglas 2.78 2.89 -0.12
Fayette 2.87 2.95 -0.07
Fulton 243 243 -0.00
Gwinnett 2.87 2.76 0.11
Henry 2.87 2.89 -0.02
Rockdale 2.86 291 -0.05
Atlanta Region 2.65 261 0.04
Georgia 2.64 2.66 -0.02




TABLE 3. DISTRIBUTIONS OF HOUSEHOLDSBY TYPE

Married With Children Margj ithout Nonfamily

2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 Change

Cherokee 35.4 39.2 -3.8 32.9 33.9 -1.0 20.5 17.1 3.4
Clayton 25.1 30.5 -5.3 21.3 27.1 -5.8 27.7 25.1 2.6
Cobb 28.5 30.5 -2.0 27.0 28.6 -1.7 30.6 29.4 1.2
DeKab 19.8 22.1 -2.3 21.6 26.4 -4.8 36.6 334 3.2
Douglas 29.4 36.5 -7.1 30.4 32.2 -1.8 23.9 18.3 5.6
Fayette 375 42.6 -5.0 35.3 355 -0.2 17.4 14.1 3.2
Fulton 18.3 17.5 0.9 19.8 21.8 -2.0 41.6 38.9 2.7
Gwinnett 35.4 37.2 -1.7 27.0 28.8 -1.7 24.2 23.8 0.4
Henry 355 36.2 -0.7 32.2 36.9 -4.7 18.9 16.1 2.7
Rockdale 30.5 36.7 -6.1 325 335 -1.0 20.7 17.3 3.4
Atlanta Region 25.9 26.9 -1.1 245 26.9 -2.4 31.9 30.3 1.6
Georgia 25.2 275 -2.3 27.3 28.8 -1.5 29.3 27.1 2.2

TABLE 4. DISTRIBUTIONS OF POPULATION BY MARITAL STATUS
Single Married Widowed Divorced

2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 Change 2000 1990 Change

Cherokee 193 17.9 14 67.3 70.0 2.7 3.8 45 -0.7 95 75 20
Clayton 313 255 58 52.0 59.3 -7.3 4.2 4.4 -0.2 125 10.8 16
Cobb 277 253 24 58.3 60.8 -25 3.9 4.1 -0.2 10.1 9.7 04
DeKalb 375 324 51 46.7 51.6 -4.9 4.9 57 -0.8 10.8 10.3 0.6
Douglas 229 200 29 60.9 65.6 -4.8 4.7 5.0 -0.3 115 9.3 2.1
Fayette 194 18.3 11 69.1 721 -31 4.7 4.3 0.5 6.8 53 15
Fulton 375 36.0 15 459 457 0.2 6.0 73 -14 10.7 11.0 -0.4
Gwinnett 249 226 23 62.5 65.2 -2.6 34 33 0.1 9.1 8.9 0.2
Henry 195 18.6 1.0 66.4 68.5 -2.2 4.2 55 -1.3 9.9 75 25
Rockdale 229 204 25 62.1 65.7 =37 4.9 52 -0.3 10.2 8.7 15
Atlanta Region 30.7 285 2.2 54.4 56.3 -19 4.6 53 -0.7 10.3 9.9 04
Georgia 273 259 14 56.3 58.0 -1.7 6.1 7.1 -1.0 10.3 9.1 13




Map 1: Mean Household Size - 2000
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Map 2: Householdsthat Include Only One Resident - 2000

N 157 (137) N 15-25% (197)
T 25-35% (130) N =35% (100)
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Map 3: Householdsthat Include Three or M ore Residents - 2000
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Map 4: Married-with-children Households - 2000
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Map 5: ChangeIn Married-with-Children Households - 1990-2000
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Map 6: Non-Family households - 2000
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Map 7: Female Headed Households With Children - 2000
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Map 8: Percentage of Adults Currently Married - 2000
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Map 9: Percentage of Adults Never Married - 2000
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Map 10: Percentage of Adults Widowed - 2000
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Map 11: Percentage of Adults Divorced - 2000
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