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The True Tax Rates Confronting
Families With Children

Children: Marriage and Child Well-Being, Princeton - Brookings, Vol. 15, No. 2, Fall 2005. First three bars assume family resides in
Pennsylvania has two children under age 13, and filed as head of household in tax year 2004; fourth bar mixes in one- and two-parent
families as there are fewer one-parent families.
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