RELIEF STATUS OF ONE MILLION RECIPIENTS
ACCEPTED FOR OLD-AGE ASSISTANCE

ANNE E. GEDDES and AGNES LEISY *

The trend of public welfare in recent years has
been toward the increasing specialization of wel-
fare services. Both Federal and State logislation
has been enacted to provide assistance for special
groups of dependents, such as the able-bodied un-
employed, the aged, the blind, dependent children,
and youth. For purposes of welfare planning it is
important to determine the extent to which special
programs arc displacing generalized services, thus
representing a shift of the financial burden, and the
oxtent to which they are tapping new reservoirs of
need that have previously been unmet by public
or private agencies.

Some light is shed on this problem with respect
to the old-agoe assistance program by annual reports
made by State agencies to the Social Security
Board for the fiseal year ended June 30, 1938, and
for selected periods of the fiseal year ended June
30, 1937.'  In 1936-37, 43 States ? were operating
old-age assistance programs under plans approved
by the Social Security Board, and in 1937-38 the
number was increased to 50.  The annual reports
of these agencies 3 supply information concerning
the previous relief experience of more than 1
million old persons accepted for old-age assistance
in these 2 years and also provide data on other
rolief to bo reccived concurrently with old-ago
assistance.

Majority of Recipients a New Group of Public
Dependents

It is evident that the majority of old people
who are being aceepted for old-age assistance are
not being transferred from other services and have
not been benefiting from other types of aid, ecither
directly or as members of relief households, for at
least 2 years prior to the time of investigation to
dotermine their eligibility for old-age assistance.
With little doubt, a substantial portion of the aged

*Burean of Rescarch and Statistics, Division of Public Assistance Research.

t For porlod covered In different States, seo Second Annual Report of the
Social Security Ioard, fiscal year endod June 30, 1937, Washington, U. B.
Government Printing OfMice, 1037, p. 142

1 The torin ““Stato’ Is used in this article to includo the District of Colum-

bla, and the Torritorios of Alaska and llawail,
¥ In 1930-37 only 41 of the 43 Btates reporting supplicd data on this subject.
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persons who are being added to the old-age assist-
ancoe rolls comprise a new group of public depend-
ents. This fact has far-reaching social significance.
It should be pointed out that the fact that an
applicant has not received reliof at a prior date
does not necessarily imply that he has not been
proviously in nced, since in some localities and
States public and private relief funds for meeting
oxisting need have been either inadequate or
wholly lacking.

Chart 1.—0ld-age assistance: Relief status within 30
days and within 2 years prior to investigation of
recipients accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38,
in all States with plans approved by the Soclal
Security Board
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Tho relief status at the time of investigation
and in the 2 yoars prior to investigation of the 1
million individuals accepted for old-ago assistance
in solected poriods of 1936-37 and in 1937-38 is
summarized in table 1.  The time of investigation
was interproeted as any time within 30 days of tho
investigation date. Of 586,000 persons added to
the old-age assistance rolls in the second period,
about 338,000, or 58 percent, had neither received
institutional care nor benefited from outdoor relief
within 2 years of the time of investigation; 54,000,
or 9 percont, had received no aid within 30 days
but had benefited from some form of assistance
within 2 years; and 176,000, or 30 percent, were
being aided at the time of investigation. The relief
status in the 2-year period prior to investigation
is unknown for 17,000, or 3 percent, who are known
to have received no assistance within 30 days. The
distribution according to prior relief status of these
586,000 individuals is shown in chart I.

Since Federal funds for old-age assistance first
becamo available carly in 1936, in 1936-37 the
old-age assistance programs in most Stutes were
in & comparatively oarly stage of development.
Novertholess, only 26 percent of the 471,000 indi-
viduals accepted for old-age assistance in seloctod
periods of this year received aid within 30 days
of the timo of investigation. The corresponding
porcentage in 1937-38 was 30.  Actually, tho re-
liof status of some of these persons dates back
only to the time of application for old-age assist-
ance. In somo States applicants for old-age
assistance may be placed on general relief pending
investigation and approval.

Dotailed figures for individual States for 1937-38
aro given in table 2 and chart II. Thero is a
wide variation in the soveral States in the per-
centage of individuals who were receiving aid at
the time of investigation. In seven States—
Washington, Ilawaii, Novada, New Meoxico, North

Table 1.—O0ld-age assistance: Relief status and type of assistance received within 30 days prior to investigation,
Jor recipients accepted during selected periods of the fiscal year 1936~37 and during the fiscal year 1937-38, in
all States with plans approved by the Social Security Board

Reollef status and type of assistance

Total reciplonts accopted . oo o L.

No assistance within80days._.. ... . .......__...... e ..
Nonewlthin 2years. ... ... _........ I
Some within 2years._ _ ... .. .. .. .. ... ... __... e
Unknown whether recelved withln 2 years.__.._ ... ... __.._... ...

Some assistance within 30days. . ... .. . ...

Publle..ceoaaoo...

Qoneral rellel.__......
Other public assistance.
Works Program earnings
Institution_...._....
Home for the a
Qeneral hospital. .
Other public hosplital___

Other publle Instltution. ... ..o .o Lo
D 38 1 0217 DU
Home fortheaged ... . ... ... . iiiceieaaaa.

Other private Institution........_....... ... .. o
Assistance from a private agency. .. ... ... ...

Reciplonts accopted
Percent of those recely-
Number Percont of totat accopted] Ing asslstance within
30 days
Selected . Selected o ) Belected ) N
poriods P;;)‘:?Yg"‘" porlods h‘"gﬁ;gr periods P;é';ﬂg:r
1036-37 1 - 1036-37 1 1936-37 ¢
2 470, 527 3 585,877 100.0 100.0 | ool
347,000 408, 607 71.0 L N O
¢ 337, 640 é‘g BT 7 feee e iiien
& 83,7927 0 L4 0 2 RN (R
4) 17,2068 Q)] 3.0 [
$122,108 3176, 301 $20.0 $30.1 4100.0
117,512 172,319 25.0 20.4 X
120,816 22.2 73.7
99, 627 18, 980 } 212 3.2 108
13, 034 16, 005 2.8 2.7 . 0.1
4,051 7,449 1.0 1.3 4.1 42
, 320 4,836 0.5 0.8 . 2.7
885 0.1 0.2 . 0.5
419 500 0.1 0.1 X 0.3
1,572 1,170 0.3 0.2 L3 0.7
5, 004 7,000 11 2| | 40
671 1,201 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.7
347 00 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.4
3,076 5,030 0.9 0.9 3.3 2.9

1 For period covered In different States, see Second Annual Report of the Social Security Board, Washington, 1037, p. 142,
1 Includes 429 reciplents for whom information concerning assistance recelved within 30 days prior to investigation was unknown. Theso cases wero omitted

in computing percenta

es,
$ Includes 969 reclpronts for whom Information concerning assistance received within 30 days prior to Investigatlon was unknown. ‘These cases were omitted

in computing percentages.
¢ Not reported.

# The number and percent recolving asslstance does not equal the suin of those receiving each s‘mcmed type of assistance since some recipients had more

than I type. Distribution according to type of assistance was reported on)

for indlviduals recelv

ngltypo. It was assumed that the same distribution

applied to the data for 2 or more types of nssistance. The number of {ndlviduals receiving 2 or mnore types was vory small,
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Table 2.—O0ld-age assistance: Relief status within 30 days and within 2 years prior to investigation of recipients
accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38, in cach State with a plan approved by the Social Security Board

Porcent rocelving no asslstance within 80 days of
Porcent re- investigation
Total colvllng 80Ime
Roglon and State recipionts assistance
accoptod within 30 Unknown
days of in. Totnl Nono within | 8ome within| whether re-
vestigation 2 years 2 years colved within
2 years
Totnl ..ol e e ! 585,877 30.1 69.9 57.7 0.2 8.0
Roglon I:
ConNBCL I . L e ceeeieeeaan 2,797 27.0 73.0 090.6 84 |,
10, 350 30.3 09.7 48.8 2.7 0.2
Massachusotts 19, 660 18.5 818 00.3 7.0 8.2
Neow Hampshire 087 30.9 69.1 87. 4 6.0 8.7
Rhodo Island. _ 2 45.1 54.9 47.4 0.8 .7
VOrmont. ...l ieieeiiioio- 2,052 6.2 93.8 80.7 (2% U PO
Reglon I1:
Now York 23, 423 40.6 59.8 55.2 4.0 .3
Reglon 111t
Deolawaro e 147 18. 4 81.6 78.2 X 1 OUR
NOW JOrsoy . .. i .- 0, 928 44.9 86. 5 10.0 .7
Ponnsylvanin. ... ... .. ... . 20, 260 30. 4 09.6 59.9 6.1 3.6
Reglon 1V:
District of Columbla. ... . 087 33.8 00.2 40.1 1S W IR,
Maryland. ... ... ..o .. . 4, 052 14.9 85.1 71.8 12.2 1.1
North Caroling. .. ... .. . 33,000 31.0 00.0 50.7 7.1 2.2
West Virginda ... ... .. ool - 4,408 19.2 80.8 70.7 4.0 .1
Reglon V:
Kentucky .. ................_. 8, 757 0.8 00.6 78.8 12,0
Michigan 41,323 41.7 68.3 40.8 8.8
OMO.ceaenn i 19, 020 32,3 07,7 (O] (O]
Region VI
1inois 25,133 38.1 01.9 54,8 7.4
Indlan 9,108 24.4 75,0 09,3 6.3
Wiscons 9, 209 211 78.9 60.4 12.8
Reglon VII:
Alabama._ . . ..o ... 0,470 6.3 03.7 82,1 9.2
Florlda. .. J 21,082 20.3 73.7 02.1 10.8
Qoorgla. ... ... ... ... 30, 700 37.8 062.2 53.2 8.1
Mississippf. ... ... ... 1,902 6.1 93.9 73.2 15, 4
South Carolina. .. _._._...... 24,415 0.7 93.8 62.5 30.8
DO OSSO0 . . i e e iaaan 24, 047 11.0 59.0 46.3 11,7
Region VIII:
0 14,310 2.1 72.9 (U] m
Minncsota. , 83 21.9 78.1 64.2 . 8
Nebraskn_...._... .. 3, 510 21.1 78.9 (U] ™
North Dakota_. ... 1,480 87.8 42,7 29.0 13.6
South Dokota... ... 8,088 34.2 65.8 30.7 34.3
Reglon IX:
Arkansas. ... ... 6,000 10.2 80.8 76.8 3.6
Kansas. .. .. 21,610 50.0 41.0 28.9 11,8
Missourl.. 20,012 17.7 82.8 7 3.3
Oklahoma. . 7,432 22.3 7.7 61.3 14.2
Roglon X:
Loulsiana. .. 8,479 15,2 84.8 78.0 8.4
Now Moxico PO 1,002 1.0 38.1 20.7 11. 4
Texns ... 16,034 17.3 82,7 67.6 15.1
Roglon X1I:
AT ZON e ieiaaieacaiceaaaaa. 4, 540 51.7 48.8 ® (O]
Colorado. I 11,833 16.0 84.0 75.8 7.7
Idaho. ... 1, 846 27.9 72.1 62,2 18.8
Montana. 3,210 37.0 63.0 55.6 7.3
Utah...._. 7,688 22.8 1.8 68,6 8.9
Wyoming 831 35.2 64.8 50.9 13.9
Roglon XI11:
California 47,054 18.4 81.6 77.4 4.2 oo
Nevadn. ... . ... 2,148 65. 5 34.8 20.3 3.8 1.4
OrogoN ............ . ... ... 7,160 48.0 82.0 43.9 8.0 .1
Washington. . ... el 9,858 77. 5 2.5 10.8 2.7 .6
Torritories:
AR . i 54 40.1 50.9 80.4 .2 .3
Hawall e e emeaeeiaemaaeaiaean- 045 00.8 33.2 27.8 1.0 3.8

V Includos 009 recipionts for whom Information coneorning assistance recelved within 30 days prior to Investigation was unknown. These cases were omitted
in computing percontages.

3 Porcontage not significant bocatise of large nuinber of rocipients for whom information concerning assistance within 2 years was unknown.

1 Loss than 0.1 porcont.
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Dakota, Kansas, and Arizona—more than half of
the individuals accepted for old-age assistance
were being aided. In some States the high
proportion is accounted for by the fact that appli-
cants on relief rolls were given priority over other
applicants. On the other hand, the low propor-
tions in some States reflect a practice of giving
precedence to applicants receiving no other type

Chart I1.—Old-age assistence: Relief status within 30
days and within 2 years prior to investigation of
recipients accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38, in
each State with a plan approved by the Social
Security Board
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of reliof over those already benefiting from some
other type of aid. In five States—Kentucky,
South Carolina, Alabama, Vermont, and Missis-
sippi—less than 10 percent of the persons added
to tho old-age assistance rolls were recruited from
rolief agencies or institutions.

Types of Aid Received at Time of Investigation

The agencies which were aiding the aged at the
time of investigation include general relief agencies,
the Works Progress Administration, other un-
specified public agencies, private relicf agencies,
public and private homes for the aged, hospitals,
and other institutions. Among the public agencies
which were not specified in the reports are agencies
administering statutory aid to veterans, subsist-
ence payments to farmers, aid to dependent
children, and aid to the blind. An applicant for
old-age assistance was considered to bo receiving
aid whenever he was granted assistanco directly
or shared in assistance provided for some other
member of the housechold.

In both years a large proportion of the persons
being aided were receiving publie relief in their
homes, either directly or as members of relief
housecholds. In 1937-38, about 74 percent of the
persons with relief status, comprising 22 percent
of all persons accepted for old-age assistance, were
receiving general relief. Those benefiting from
Works Program earnings comprised 9 percent of
the individuals being aided at the time of investi-
gation and 3 percent of the total mumber aceepted;
but only half of the old persons benefiting from
Works Program ecarnings were themselves em-
ployed on work projects. Relatively few persons
were being aided by private relief agencies or were
in homes for the aged or other types of institu-
tions.

Few Recipients From Almshouses

Approximately 1 percent of the persons accopted
in the 2 years camo from public and private homes
for the aged and less than 1 percent from hos-
pitals and other institutions. In 1937-38, Con-
necticut had the largest proportion of aged per-
sons who were drawn from public homes for the
aged—2.9 percent. Some of these old people
are known to have beon unable to adjust to an
unprotected environment, and to have returned
later to the institutions from which they were
drawn. In six States none of the individuals

Social Sccurity



who were accepted came from homes for the aged.

In order to determine the effect of the old-age
assistance program on the almshouses and other
public homes for the aged it would be necessary
to relate the number of persons selected for old-
age assistance from such institutions to the aged
population of these institutions. Unfortunately
no census of the inmates of almshouses and other
homes for the aged in the United States has been
taken since 1923-24.* In 1937-38 about 6,000 per-
sons accepted for old-age assistance were living
in public institutions other than hospitals at the
time of investigation; thus the number of porsons
drawn from almshouses was somewhat less than
6,000.

Table 3 shows, for individual States, the per-
centages of persons added to the old-age assistance
rolls for 1937-38 who were benefiting from different
types of aid at the time of investigation.

Although only about one-fifth of all persons
accepted in the 50 States were on general relief
when investigated, more than half of the persons
aceepted in four States—Washington, New Mexi-
co, Hawaii, and Kansas—were benefiting from
general relief; in 11 States the proportion was
more than one-third. Less than one-tenth of the
persons added in 10 States were on general relief.

In most States relatively few old people were
benefiting from Works Program earnings, but in
Nevada nearly one-sixth were reported to be em-
ployed on the Works Program or to be sharing in
earnings of another member of the houschold.
Five percent or more of all persons added were
benefiting from Works Program earnings in eight
States. But such earnings contributed to the
support of less than 1 percent of the aged indi-
viduals aceepted in nine States.

Assistance Received Simultaneously With Old-
Age Assistance

Information on other relief to be received in the
household simultancously with the old-age assist-
ance grants to these individuals is summarized in
table 4; detailed State data for 1937-38 appear in
table 5. Prior relief experience, discussed above,
includes both institutional care and assistance in
the home and is confined to aid granted directly
to the aged individual or aid in which he shares.
The following data on relief received simultane-

¢ U. 8. Bureau of Labor Statisties, Care of Aged Persons in the United States,
Bull. No. 480, 1020,
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Chart III.—Old-age assistance: Recipients who were
living in housecholds receiving simultancously another
grant of old-age assistance, some other type of assist-
ance, or no other assistance, accepted during the fiscal
year 1937-38, in each State with a plan approved by
the Social Security Board
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ously with old-age assistuncoe include all relief
received in the household of which the aged porson
is & member, whether or not he benefits.

In 1936-37 and in 1937-38, 27 and 24 percent,
respectively, of the persons nceepted for old-age
assistance were in households in which other aid
was to be received concurrently with old-age assist-
ance. This other aid was another grant of old-age
assistance in four-fifths of the cases in the first year



Table 3.—O0ld-age assistance: Type of assistance received within 30 days prior to investigation, for recipients accepted
during the fiscal year 1937-38, in each State with a plan approved by the Social Security Board

Percent of reciplents Percent of reciplents who roceived specified type of assistanco at timo of Investigntion
who at time of
{nvestigation
received— Publio Privato
Total
Region and State rg?:t';l' Care in publie institution
accepted Other
- Some Works
No General nblic Publle Home
assistance “f”“s"l‘ relfof fsslst- P;:)glr:]\n; Home | hospital | for aged Other
ance ance | °© & Total | ¢ Fived | or other
B¢ publie
institution
Total. e 1 585,877 69.9 30.1 22.2 3.2 2.7 1.3 0.8 0.5 0.2 1.0

Region It - -

Connecticut . ._.._..__..._......._. 2,707 73.0 27.0 19.1 N 2.7 3.6 2.9 .6 .4 L4

alne.......... -4 10,350 00.7 30.3 20.6 1.0 1.7 .2 .2 (O] (O] 2.3
Massachusetts. ... - 19, 650 81.5 18.5 13.5 .6 2.2 1.5 .3 1.2 .8
New Hampshire.. . 087 69. 1 30.9 28.3 .2 1.0 .8 .1 4 .2 .7
Rhode Island... - 2, 588 51.9 45.1 3.5 1.8 5.3 .7 ®) .7 (O] L7

Re lVerrrl}ont .......................... 2,052 03.8 6.2 2 B .7 .2 .1 .1 ) .3

glon IT:

Reglrggv;l{mk ......................... 23,423 50.6 40.5 3.4 .0 2.0 2.0 1.3 .7 .4 1.2
DOIAWATO. oo o ooeeeeecamnaanns 147 81.6 184 o, WA e
New Jersey....... 6,928 85. 1 44.0 380 2.3 2.8 1.4 K 1.3 .1 1.4

Rcﬂl’en{l‘s}ylvnnln 20, 206 60.6 30. 4 28.5 .5 3.3 2.0 1.8 .4 .8 .8
on :

District of Columbla..._.._....... 087 60. 2 33.8 20.2 .2 L9 1.4 L .2 19
Maryland....._.._. - 4,952 85. 1 14.0 10.5 2.4 L1 7 .1 .0 .1 .3
North Carolina... - 33, 060 9.0 310 26.1 A 2.1 .6 4 . A 2.2

Rogl‘(yr?s\t/'v"g'nm .............. - 4, 498 80.8 10.2 10.8 5.1 3.0 B R .1
Kentucky. o 677 90. 5 9.5 5.4 .3 1.0 4 .4 ® N 2.4
Michigan 41,323 58.3 41.7 37.8 .6 2.0 i .0 .3 .1 .8

mgggl%i: .......... 19, 020 67.7 32.3 20.7 3.9 5.5 11 7 -4 .1 1.4
NHnols. .. o 25,133 61.0 a8. 1 30.8 1 4.5 2.1 2.0 .1 ] .8
Indlana.. 0, 166 75.6 24. 4 1708 ... 3.0 1.4 1.3 N 1.5 2.1

I!og;‘:r{s%olu[?m 9, 209 78.0 211 16.0 .8 2.0 .8 .0 .2 .1 .3
Alabama. ... . ... 6,470 03.7 8.3 2.6 1.9 .7 .8 .0 .2 .1 .2

. 21,082 73.7 26.3 7.0 1.9 7.1 M) .3 .3 ® 1.3
R 3?;7;32 gg.g 3;.? 3:.5‘ 2.4 l.»; l'f 1.(1) o b . §'8
o o2n415 03.3 6.7 33| a 11 7 ] . ® 1.2
......................... 24, 647 59.0 41.0 25.1 7.4 3.4 1.6 .7 Y ® 3.0
.............................. 14,316 72.0 27.1 21.2 .0 3.3 1.4 7 .7 .3 .4
8, 855 78.1 21.9 16.3 .7 2.7 19 1.2 .7 .4 .3
3,510 78.9 21.1 13. 4 3.3 2.3 L5 .7 .8 .1 .6
North Dakota.... 1,486 42.7 87,3 30.0 11.1 0.9 L0 .2 .8 .1 ®

Regﬁ)(:\u?:‘c-nnkom ..................... 8, 988 65.8 34,2 10.9 17.6 5.0 .6 .2 4 -4 .3

Arkansas.__._.__._____._.__._..... 6, 908 80.8 10. 2 16.3 2.3 .3 [C) 2N P [C9 2N PR .3
21, 516 41.0 50.0 51.3 3.2 3.2 1.3 1.0 .3 .1 .1

20,012 82.3 17.Y 6.5 7.0 1.4 1.8 1.5 W .1 .0

7,432 7 22.3 12.7 2.9 5.2 1.2 1.0 .2 .1 .2

8,470 84.8 15.2 59 7.9 .4 ]

1, 002 38.1 61.9 58.3 1.9 .9 .8

Reglon XI: 16, 934 82.7 17.3 10.8 1.8 3.7 .4 .2 .2 ® .8
Arlzona.. 8, 510 48.3 17 1.2 35.3 3.3 1.3 .2 1.1 .1 .5
Colorado 11,833 81.0 16.0 10.6 1.8 2.0 A .1 .3 (O] .3

aho.... 1,510 72.1 21.9 14.0 10.3 2.8 1.3 3 1.0 .1 .2
Montana.. 3,210 3.0 37.0 14.4 16.0 5.1 .7 .2 .5 .3 .6
Utah...__. , 685 7.5 22.5 9.9 0.9 1.8 .1 .1 (O] O} L3

my‘&";’z"ii‘-‘“ 1 64.8 35.2 25.4 7.3 2.0 .6 [ 35 PR R PR
California 47,051 81.0 18.4 1.6 1.1 2.0 3.0 1.9 1.1 .3 .5

evada.... 2, 145 34.5 65.5 32.3 18.6 15.4 I A PO, T, Y
Oregon. _.. 7,160 52.0 48.0 43. 5 2.5 1.6 .3 .1 .2 .1 .1

’I‘err‘l‘{gflllgr']gwn 0, 858 22.5 77.5 72.9 .2 2.8 1.0 .6 A .3 3
Alaska......_.. ... meecemecanena 5854 50.9 40. 1 3.6 P ¢ 2 P, 1.3 | ¢ 20 PO .2 .2
Hawall oo eeaaas 815 33.2 60.8 5.0 N . P N R .4 0.4 1.6

1 The percont receiving assistance may not equal the sum of percents receiving specified type of nssistance, since some recipients received more than 1 type.

Distribution according to type of assistance was reported only for Indlviduals recelving U type.

for 2 or more types of assistance.

1 Includes 969 recipients for whoin information concerning type of asslstanco rccelved within 30 days prior to investigation was unknown.

omltted in computing percentages.
3 than 0.1 percoent.

It was assumed that the same distribution applied to the data

These cases were
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and in three-fourths of the casesin thesecond. In
cach year very small numbers of the porsons ac-
copted for old-ago assistance were living in house-
holds which were also to receive other types of
assistance, such as general relief from public funds,
Works Program earnings, aid to dependent chil-
dren, aid to the blind, and private relief. Not all
the persons accepted for old-age assistance, of
course, were to live in houschold groups; in each
year about one-fifth of the old people taken on the
rolls were living alone and thus could not benefit
from relief granted to other persons.

The proportion of individuals accepted for old-
age assistance who were living in houscholds in
which other assistancee was to be received con-
currently with old-age assistance varied from 44
percent to less than 1 percent, as shown in chart
II1, which ranks the States according to the per-
centage of such persons,

State practices vary with respect to granting old-
age assistanco to more than one individual in a
houschold. To some extent the differences are
explained by the fact that in certain States joint
grants rather than scparate grants are made to
related individuals in the samo houschold. In
1937-38 some joint grants were made in 21 States;

but such grants represented only 4 percent of the
total approved for old persons added to the rolls,

In 1937-38 the proportion of individuals ac-
copted for old-age assistance who were living
in houscholds in which there were one or more
additional grants of old-ange assistance varied
from 34 porcent to less than 1 percent. In 20
States, from 20 to 30 percent were in houscholds
with another recipient of old-nge assistance. In
North Dakota, Utah, South Dakota, and Michi-
gan about one-third of the individuals accepted
for old-age assistance were living in such house-
holds.

In 40 States, less than 5 percent of the persons
accepted for old-age assistance were in households
reprosented on the genecral relief rolls; but in 4
States—Now Jorsey, New York, New Moxico,
and Kansas—from 10 to 15 percent of the aged
recipients wore members of households with con-
current grants of general relief.

A previous Bulletin article gives information
concorning the amounts granted to the 586,000
individuals accepted for old-age assistance in
1937-38.5 Later articles will deal with the living

§ “Analysis of Grants to 686,000 Recipients of Old-Ago Assistance,” Soclal
Security Bulletin, Vol. 1, No. 11 (November 1038), pp. 12-10.

Tuble 4.—0ld-age assistance: Recipients in houscholds receiving cach type of assistance simultaneously with old-
age assistance, for recipients accepted during selected periods of the fiscal year 1936-37 and during the fiscal year
1937-38, in all States with plans approved by the Social Security Board

Other assistance in household

Total recipients necepted oo 0L

No other assistnnee tn household oo 0 o000 el e
Some other nssistance 1n household ... i iiieniiaaiaean

Another grant of old-agoe nssistance
General rollef.............
Works Program earning
Othor publie assistance. ..
Ald to dependent children. .
Aldtotheblind . ...l
Assistance from a privato agency

Recipionts ncoopted

) Percont of thoso ro-
Number l°'§g2§ ﬂ{,}]‘"“' colving other nssist-
1 anco  shmultancously

Solectod > Selectod B 8olected

Full year Full year Full yoar
periods s periods ). perlods
1036-37 1 1937-38 1936-37 t 1937-38 1930-37 103738

___________________ 1470,527 | 9 585,877 100.0 1000 | oo
.. 33, 170 442,242 73.4 (L DR P,
| v121,801 4142,022 €20.0 124.4 4100.0 4100.0
09, 700 105,021 21.2 18.0 0.7 73.0
16,430 20,031 3.4 3.4 12.7 14.0
wus| WY as) M) el E0
1,104 2,102 .2 N .9 2,0
808 1, 04 .2 .3 N L1
® 001 ® .2 ®» .6

1 For poriod covered in differont States, soo Second Annual Report of the Soctal Security Ioard, Washington, 1037, p. 142,
1 [ncludes 14,966 recipients for whaom information concerning other assistance received simultanocously was unknown. ‘T'hese cases wero omitted in comput.-

Ing !wrconluuus.

Includes 1,013 reetpients for whom information concerning other assistanco recolved simultancously was unknown. These cases were omitted in comput.

ing percontugos.

¢ T'he number and pereont rcmlvlns( somo other assistance does not oqual the sum of thoso recel ving each spocified typo of assistanco slnoo some rocipionts
a

)
live in housoholds roco(l\'lng more than

moro typos was vory small,
¢ Not roportcd.
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dditional type. Distribution accordin
1 ndditional type. It wai assumed that the same distributlon applied to the

ﬁ to t}'m of assistance was roported only for individuals in households recelving
atn

or 2 or moro additional types of assistance. 7T'he number receiving 2 or



arrangements, physical condition, and medical
care or supervision of the old persons accepted

for old-nge assistance, and also with their age,
sex, color, and nativity.

Table 5.—0ld-age assistance: Recipients in households receiving each type of assistance simultanecously with old-
age assistance, for recipients accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38, in cach State with a plan approved by the
~Social Security Board

. Porcont of rocipionts
in householdsrecoiving—

Percont of recipients In households recelving specified type of assistance

Total
Region and Stateo recipients Another
e ’ Assistanc
accopted | aro other | Somoother| grant of Qenoral P‘r‘og';]‘“?“ (loﬁégtggnl Add to I())l:;:ﬂl; elstan a
assistance | nssistance! I\F:)Sl[(slililllfl?'.‘o rolief oarnings childron the blind assistance V(I)lll;:lll!cn;y
Total - _ . .. aaaal 1 585, 877 75.06 24. 4 18.0 3.4 1.8 0.5 0.3 0.7 0.2
Reglon It
Connecticut. ... .. ... 2,707 70.3 20.7 20.0 6.2 2.6 .2 . .3 .7
. 10, 356 01.2 8.8 2.3 2.3 2.2 b .9 .5 .2
19, 5650 74.3 25.7 20.3 2.7 2.4 .3 .1 .3 2
087 83.4 16.6 9.9 4.4 1.2 b N .4 .3
-- 2, 588 60.0 40.0 206.0 0.8 4.8 .7 .1 .3 1.1
Vermont .. . . ... ..... 2, 052 7190 25.1 21.2 1.2 2.0 .3 .2 N .1
Region I1:
Now York. .. ... ......... 23,423 062.0 38.0 23.3 13.0 1.8 .5 .2 .5 .2
Region ITI:
Delawaro. ... ........... 147 72. 4 27.9 0.4 ... Lo [} 0 O
New Jersey . . .- - 8, 028 50.4 43.8 25.4 14. 4 3.2 1.3 .2 1.3 .9
Penusylvania 20, 266 73.4 20.6 15.2 0.2 3.5 .8 .0 .4 .4
Region 1V:
District of Columbia. __..._. 087 81.2 18.8 9.6 4.1 2.7 1.9 .5 .2 .2
Maryland............. -- 4, 052 78.2 21.8 17.7 .9 1.8 1.7 .2 ) B!
North Carolina e - 33, 060 87.4 12.8 7.6 1.8 2.3 .5 .3 .2 Bt
West Virginia_ ... ... 4,408 06, 4 3.6 .6 1.4 N} .1 Q) LR ®)
Region V:
Kentucky.................. 5,757 75.3 24.7 22.5 .2 L3 ) (O .7 1
Michigan. _ eene - 41, 323 61.9 38.1 30.8 53 1.4 .8 A W N
Ohio. ..o 19, 020 60.8 33.2 20.3 4.5 1.4 i) .2 .8 .1
Reglon VI:
Minofs.eoeooooo 25,133 8. 5 3.8 22.7 6.2 2.5 .1 .4 o4 .1
Indlana.... 9,160 75.6 20,4 18.7 4.0 1.8 Lu 4 ) .1
Wisconsin.._ ... ... ..., , 200 64.5 35.5 20.1 3.4 1.0 .9 4 a1 .1
Regilon VII:
Alabamn.. . 6, 470 08,7 1.3 .1 o) .0 1 [©) 4 I0)
Florida. .. .. 21, 082 75.4 24.6 19.5 .5 1.6 ") N .3 .1
Qeorgin. ... 36, 700 79.1 20.9 16.0 .8 1.9 N .2 .7 .1
Mississippl... 1,002 05. 4 4.6 .4 2.1 Lol ] .2
South Carolina e 24,415 06.3 3.7 2.1 .1 1.3 .2 N N} m
Tennesseo.................. 24, 647 95.9 4.1 ) .3 1.3 .5 .1l .6 .8
Reglon VIII:
Towa. ..ol 14,318 67.4 32.6 26.3 4.0 .0 .3 .4 .3 (O]
Minnesota. [ 8, 855 65.6 34.4 20. 6 4.2 2.8 .5 .2 1.1 .2
Nebraska_.._ ... ... ..... 3,810 63.3 36. 7 20.0 2.5 2.4 1.4 .5 1.7 .1
North Dakota . ... .. ... 1, 486 56.2 42.8 3.4 4.7 3.0 .3 .3 | D A DO
South Dakota_............ - 8, 088 58.8 41.2 31.3 1.2 2.6 .3 ) 7.0 Q)
Region IX:
Arkansas._._.........._.... 6, 000 99.4 .6 1 .1 .1 1 ™ 1 )
Kansas..._. 21, 518 82.1 17.9 3.2 10.3 1.6 .6 .1 K] A
Missouri. .. .- 29,012 76.0 24.0 19.6 2.1 R 1 .6 1.1 )
Oklshoma_.._.............. 7,432 75.1 24.9 20.6 R 2.3 1o .2 o )
Reglon X:
Louislana__ ... ... ... 8, 470 79.90 20.1 16.8 .3 ) .9 .1 1.1 )
Now Mexico. 1,002 85.6 14. 4 .3 1.6 .6 R 3% P, e
Texns. ... ... 16, 934 7.5 28.5 20,1 .4 1.2 1 Q) .6 .1
Region XI:
Arizona.__._. 6, 540 83.3 18.7 10.7 .3 .7 .h .3 1.0 .
Colorado. ... 11, 833 72.7 27.3 24.8 A 11 .4 ] .6 *)
Idaho....._ .. 1, 546 88.3 1.7 7.8 1 1.4 | .3 L 2 ISP
Montann___ .. 3,210 73.0 27.0 20. 1 1.8 2.3 Lof...o.... . 2.1 .1
Utah___._.__. - .- 7,685 63.3 36.7 34.3 .3 L0 ) .3 ) .1
Wyoming....._.... R, 531 02.8 7. 3.0 1.5 1.3 .8 .. .6 .2
Reglon XII:
Californin_ ... .. ... ... 47,054 72.1 27.9 21.2 3.3 1.9 A A R B
Nevada. _.. 2, 145 84,90 15.1 14.0 .1 7 .1 B 2 O,
Oregon__.._... 7,169 77.0 23.0 18.2 2.4 1.7 3 .2 .2 N
Washington X 68.7 3.3 22.0 6.1 1.6 1.3 .3 2 .2
Territories:
Alaska. ... ... 554 02.8 7.2 Gl | R - 1.1 .
HMawnil ... . ... .. ... 015 94.7 5.3 1.2 1.8 .7 l.a . .1

t The percent receiving some other assistance may not equal the sum of percents receiving each speeified type of assistance, since some reeipients lived in

households recelving more than 1 additionnl type.

additional type. It was assumed that the same distribution appiied to the data for 2 or more additional types of assistance.
? Ineludes 1,013 recipients for whom information concerning other assistance received simultaneously was unknown. ‘T'hese eases were omitted in computing

percentages.
¥ Less than 0.1 percent.

10

Distribution according to type of assistance was reported only for individuals in households receiving 1
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