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Figure 1: Households eviction rates, 1998 – 2011 
 

 
 
Source: Survey of Income and Program Participation: 1996 panel (wave 8), 2001 panel (wave 8), 2004 panel (wave 5), and 2008 panel (waves 6 and 9.)  
 
  

Risk of eviction is graded by income in the SIPP

Analysis by Sam Dickman, MD, Department of Medicine, San Francisco General Hospital,
UCSF





An artifact of measurement?

• OPM and SPM both find that women have higher rates of poverty 
than men

• But SPM narrows the disparity

• Does SPM get it right?
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Figure 1 Levels of Poverty and Hardship in 2011 

 
Trends in Consumption Poverty, Income Poverty, and Food Insecurity  
 
To visually represent trends over time, Figure 2 presents the percentage change since 2000 in 
annual rates of poverty by OPM, SPM, consumption poverty, and food insecurity. Since 2000, 
OPM and food insecurity follow similar trajectories, particularly in the run up to the Great 
Recession. OPM and food insecurity rise modestly from 2000 to 2004, increasing 12.4% and 
14.1%, respectively, and then shock upward after 2007. The change in food insecurity at the 
start of the Great Recession is somewhat sharper than for either income poverty measure.  
SPM rises gradually over the course of a decade, trending more smoothly in comparison to the 
sudden spike in food insecurity in 2008 and the steep increase in official poverty from 2007 to 
2010. In general, though, the three metrics tell qualitatively similar stories of trends over the 
study period. 
 
The trajectory of consumption poverty over the study period tells a markedly different story. 
Focusing on the baseline Meyer and Sullivan series (anchored in 1980), we find that between 
2000 and 2008, consumption poverty fell 42.6%--with steady declines in poverty in all but one 
year—departing from the modestly rising trends in income poverty and food insecurity. 
Furthermore, at the height of the Great Recession era in 2010, the Meyer-Sullivan consumption 
poverty series indicates that consumption poverty remained 26.2% lower than it was in the year 
2000. This would mean that households were markedly better off at the height of the Great 
Recession than in the year 2000, which is largely considered the very strongest year of the 
historic 1990s economic boom (Frankel, 2002). In contrast, food insecurity was 38.5% higher in 
2010 than in 2000. Thus, according to annual rates of OPM, SPM, and food insecurity, the 
years of the Great Recession were some of the worst in decades. According to the Meyer-
Sullivan series, they were some of the best. 
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Material Hardship as External Validation

Official poverty and supplemental poverty rates are in line with the 
rates of core metrics of material hardship



• Relative to men, women report:
• about 1.4 times the rate of poverty by OPM
• almost 1.2 times the rate of SPM, and
• a bit less than 1.2 times the rate of household food insecurity



• Adult women report higher rates of poverty and hardship 
than men

• This holds true by:
• Deep poverty, overall poverty, and near poverty;
• by the official and supplemental poverty measure—

although SPM narrows the disparity
• and by household food insecurity, which finds food 

hardship rates in line with SPM

• Stratifying by other characteristics such as race would likely 
offer a more nuanced story

• And it is unclear how the story might change if the 
institutionalized population was added



poverty.umich.edu

H.Luke Shaefer, Director
Lshaefer@umich.edu

734.936.5065


