Recipients of Old-Age Assistance:
Thetr Housing Arrangements

As part of a nationwide study of recipients of old-age assistance
sponsored by the Bureau of Public Assistance in early 1953, the
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State agencies administering the assistance programs collected
information on the housing arrangements of the recipients.
No attempt was made to measure adequacy; only objective
elements—space, for example, and the number of persons in

the household—were considered.

Y N 1953 the Bureau of Public As-
sistance sponsored a nationwide
study of the requirements, incomes,

resources, and social characteristics

of recipients of old-age assistance. All
but four jurisdictions—Alaska, Puerto

Rico, Vermont, and the Virgin Islands

—made such a study on a sample

basis and in accordance with the plan

developed by the Bureau.!

In response to many requests, data
about the housing characteristics of
recipients were included in the study
plan. Subjective judgments about the
adequacy of housing were not at-
tempted. It was considered feasible,
however, to secure information re-
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ance: Personal and Social Characteristics”
(April 1957); and Saul Kaplan, “Old-Age
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garding the number of rooms in the
home, number of persons in the
household, and the absence or pres-
ence of such facilities as electricity,
running water, and telephone, as well
as some data on the availability of
cooking, refrigeration, and sanitary
facilities.

Other aspects of the study have
indicated that recipients of old-age
assistance are, on the average, not
only past the minimum age of 65
required for eligibility but that they
are about 10 years older. Women
outnumber men in the group by al-
most 3 to 2, and, as might be an-
ticipated, a great many of the women
are widowed. It was also found that
the recipients of old-age assistance
live to a greater extent in small
towns and rural areas than does the
total population or the general aged
population. All these basic charac-
teristics affect the kinds of housing
occupied by recipients.

For a comparison to be most mean-
ingful, the housing of aged recipients
of assistance would be considered in
relation to that of the total aged
population. Such a comparison is
not possible, however, because only
limited information is available re-
garding the housing of the total aged
population. For this reason, the fol-
lowing analysis is based on compari-
sons of the housing characteristics
of recipients of old-age assistance not
in institutions with those of the gen-
eral population of the continental
United States, as recorded in the 1950
Census of Housing. The regions for
which comparisons are made cor-
respond with the geographic divi-
sions used by the Bureau of the Cen-
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sus.?2 The data on recipients’ housing

are for old-age assistance recipients

not in institutions in 47 of the jur-
isdictions in the continental United
States; Vermont did not participate
in the study, and data on recipients’
housing were not available in Mary-
land.

Size of Households

Recipients of old-age assistance live
alone much more frequently than
persons in the general population. At
the time of the study, nearly a third
of the recipients (31 percent) lived
in one-person households, compared
with 9 percent of the general popula-
tion.3 Both proportions showed con-
siderable variation among different
parts of the country, but they were
lowest in the South Atlantic and East
South Central States. In general, the
data indicate that recipients live
alone most frequently in the regions
where income levels of the general
population are relatively higher and
assistance payments are relatively
closer to adequacy.

Households consisting of two per-

2 These divisions and the States compris-
ing them are as follows-—-New England:
Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New
Hampshire, Rhode Island, and Vermont;
Middle Atlantic: New Jersey, New York,
and Pennsylvania; East North Central:

Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Ohio, and
Wisconsin; West North Central: Iowa,
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,

North Dakota, and South Dakota; South
Atlantic: Delaware, District of Columbia,
Florida, Georgia, Maryland, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, Virginia, and West
Virginia; East South Central: Alabama,
Kentucky, Mississippi, and Tennessee;
West South Central: Arkansas, Louisiana,
Oklahoma, and Texas; Mountain: Arizona,
Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New
Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming; Pacific:
California, Oregon, and Washington.

aIn 1953 about a sixth of the general
aged population lived alone or with non-
relatives only. The greater frequency of
one-person households among aged re-
cipients probably refle¢ts the greater ex-
tent of widowhood among aged recipients
and the fact that childless aged individuals
have a higher probability of receiving
assistance than do aged parents.



Table 1.—~Households of old-age as-
sistance recipients! and of the
general population 2: Median num-
ber of persons in household and
median number of rooms in home

Median Median
number of number of
persons in rooms in
household home

Geographic region | 19 0ld-

2ee | oan |, 288 | An

AsSISt- | ~se- | A8SISE- [ Cce.
00 | holds | BBC¢ | holds

recip- recip-

ients ients
Total._____...__. 2.0 3.1 3.9 4.7
New England.__.____ 2.0 3.1 4.4 5.2
Middle Atlantic._.__ 1.8 3.1 3.8 5.0
East North Central.| 2.0 3.0 4.2 5.0
West North Central_ 1.8 2.9 3.8 4.9
South Atlantic._____ 2.4 3.3 4.0 4.6
East South Central.] 2.4 3.3 3.6 4.2
‘West South Central_| 2.1 3.0 3.9 4.2
Mountain___________ 1.8 3.0 3.4 4.1
Pacific. ..o ... 1.8 2.7 3.8 4.4

1 Continental United States, except for Maryland
and Vermont, for which 1953 study data are not
available.

3 Continental United States; based on data for
occupied dwelling units from 1950 Census of Hous-
ing.

sons were nearly a third again as
frequent among old-age assistance
recipients as among the general pop-
ulation, but households with three
or more persons were substantiaily
less frequent. Though fully two-thirds
of the recipients lived in households
consisting of one or fwo persons,
only slightly more than one-third of
the general population lived in such
households. Appreciable numbers of
recipients of old-age assistance, how-
ever, were members of relatively large
households. About 10 percent of the
recipients lived in a household of five
or more members and nearly 2 per-
cent in households with eight or more
members. These two proportions
were approximately doubled in the
South Atlantic and East South Cen-
tral States and were less than half
as large in the Pacific region.

Nationally, the median number of
persons in households in which old-
age assistance recipients lived was
2.0, or slightly less than two-thirds
the median size (3.1 persons) of all
households in the general population
(table 1).

Number of Rooms in Home

In the Nation as a whole, the
median size of homes in which old-
age assistance recipients lived was
approximately four rooms. One-room
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establishments were occupied by ap-
proximately 1 out of 10 recipients—
a finding that strongly suggests the
furnished room or similar accommo-
dation as a common type of housing
for the relatively high proportion of
recipients living alone. The propor-
tion of recipients living in one room
was higher in the Middle Atlantic
States than in any other section of
the country. At the other end of
the scale, more than 5 percent of the
recipients lived in homes with seven
or more rooms and more than 15
percent in homes with six or more
rooms. The sizable proportion of old-
age assistance recipients living in
larger homes reflects the fact that
relatively more recipients than per-
sons in the general population live
in rural areas and in small towns,
where homes tend to be somewhat
larger, in terms of the number of
rooms, than homes in urban areas.
Larger homes were most frequent in
New England, and they were least
frequent in the East South Central
region—one of the two regions where
the median number of persons in re-
cipients’ households was found to be
largest.

The median number of rooms in
the recipients’ homes was 3.9, or ap-
proximately 80 percent of the median
of 4.7 rooms for all households (table
1.) When the median number of per-
sons in the household (2.0 for recip-
ients and 3.1 for the general popula-
tion) is related to the median num-
ber of rooms, old-age assistance re-
cipients had somewhat more space—
more rooms per person—than did the
general population.

Electricity

Electricity is today generally avail-
able in the homes both of the gen-
eral population and of old-age assist-
ance recipients (table 2). For the
country as a whole, data from the
1950 Census indicate that 92 percent
of all households had electricity.
Among old-age assistance recipients
early in 1953, 88 percent were re-
ported to have this utility. The 4-
point difference between these na-
tional percentages is attributable al-
most entirely to the South Atlantic
and East South Central regions. Both
for the recipients and for the general
population, electricity was available
to a lesser extent in these regions

than elsewhere in the country. More-
over, in these regions the assistance
recipients fared substantially less well
in relation to the availability of elec-
tricity than did their neighbors. In
the East South Central region, 80 per-
cent of all households but only 68
percent of old-age assistance recip-
ients had electric power. In the South
Atlantic States the percentage for
all households was 87, and for the
assistance recipients it was 79. In
all other sections of the country the
proportions were about the same.

The type of community in which
a recipient of old-age assistance lives
affects the likelihood of his having
electric power. In 1953 the percent-
age of recipients having electric pow-
er in urban areas (communities of
2,500 or more) was 96. At the other
extreme, on farms, it was 68 percent.
In smaller towns and villages and
other rural-nonfarm areas the per-
centage was 83.

A marked difference was found in
the extent to which white and non-
white recipients had electric power.
For 93 percent of the white recipients,
electricity was available; the propor-
tion rose to 98 percent for those in
communities of 2,500 or more and
dropped only to 79 percent for those
living on farms. In contrast, for the
nonwhite recipients the overall per-
centage was 67, with 86 percent of
those who lived in urban communi-
ties but only 41 percent of those liv-
ing on farms having electricity. These
differences may reflect the generally

Table 2.—Households of old-age as-
sistance recipients 1 and of the gen-
eral population 2: Percent with elec-
tricity

Percent with electricity
Gengraphic region Old-age

: All house-

assistance holds

recipients )
Total. ... .. 88 92
New England_.__...___.__ a7 06
Middle Atlantic. ... 95 07
East North Central. 94 95
West North Central 90 90
South Atlantic__.___ R 79 87
East South Central.....__ 68 R0
‘West South Central.__.__ 86 86
Mountain._______________ 90 o0
Pacifte ... 98 97

t Continental United States, except for Maryland
and Vermont, for which 1953 study data are not
available.

2 Continental United States; based on data for
occupied dwelling units from 1850 Census of Hous-
ing.
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lower level of living of the nonwhite
population; they may also be in part
attributable to the geographic loca-
tion of the nonwhite recipients, since
they were concentrated in the two
regions where electricity was least
often available for both recipients
and the general population.

Refrigeration

Electrical, gas, or other mechanical
refrigeration has become common
among households in the general
population. In the 1950 Census, 79
percent of all households were re-
ported to have such refrigeration, 10
percent used ice, and a slightly small-
er proportion had some other type
of cooling or had no refrigeration
available. Although mechanical re-
frigeration was less frequently found
in the homes of recipients of old-age
assistance, the extent to which it
was found was substantial. In the
country as a whole, 55 percent of
the recipients had mechanical re-
rigeration. Percentages were again
low in the South Atlantic and East
South Central regions, 44 percent
and 30 percent, respectively (table
3). In all other regions a majority
of the recipients had mechanical re-
frigeration; the proportion was larg-
est in the West South Central region
—62 percent. Ice was used as a
means of refrigeration by a somewhat
larger proportion of the assistance
recipients (16 percent) than of house-
holds in the general population. Re-

Table 3.—Households of old-age as-
sistance recipients ! and of the gen-
eral population 2: Percent with me-
chanical refrigeration

Percent with mechan-
ical refrigeration
Geographic region
Old-age All
assistance house-
recipients holds
Total ... 55 79
New England.___________ 61 85
Middle Atlantic_.________ 57 8%
East North Central_______ 61 85
West North Central_ ... 60 77
South Atlantie....___ 44 68
East South Central.._ 30 59
West South Central_ 62 68
Mountain___._.__ - 58 76
Pacific. . 58 83

! Continental United States, except for Maryland
and Vermont, for which 1953 study data are not
available.

2 Continental United States; based on data for
occupied dwelling units from 1950 Census of Hous-
ing.
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cipients used other types of refrig-
eration or had no refrigeration of
any kind about twice as often as did
the population in general; the pro-
portions were 21 percent for all re-
cipients and ranged from 11 percent
in the West South Central States to
36 percent in the East South Central
States.

Some kind of refrigeration was
more common for the recipients in
urban areas than for those in rural
areas. The range was from 65 per-
cent of the recipients on farms to 81
percent of those in urban communi-
ties. There was relatively little differ-
ence, however, between white and
nonwhite recipients in the extent to
which they had this facility.

Telephone

The 1950 Census of Housing did
not provide information on the extent
to which households in the general
population had telephones, but in-
formation on the availability of tele-
phone service to old-age assistance
recipients was secured in the 1953
study.

Many States recognize the need
for a telephone as a requirement of
recipients only in special circum-
stances, such as illness. It is there-
fore not surprising that telephones
are much less frequently found
among recipients than such facilities
as electricity and refrigeration. More
than a third of the recipients of old-
age assistance, however, either had
a telephone of their own or had ac-
cess to a telephone in the building
in which they lived. The prevalence
of telephone service among recipients
varied widely by place of residence,
with. 49 percent of the recipients in
urban areas but only 14 percent of
those living on farms having tele-
rhones. Telephones were more than
twice as common among the white
recipients as among the nonwhite—
40 percent and 18 percent, respective-
ly. A majority of the white recipients
living in urban communities (52 per-
cent) had a telephone. At the other
extreme, only 1 percent of the non-
white recipients living on farms had
telephone service.

Cooking Facilities

Of all recipients of old-age assist-
ance who were not in institutions, 95
percent had some type of cooking fa-

Table 4.—Households of old-age as-
sistance recipients! and of the
general population 2: Percent with
cooking facilities

Percent with cooking
facilities
Geographic region
Old-age All
assistance house-
recipients holds
Total.___. .. ... __. 95 98
New England...__ _______ 92 98
Middle Atlantic.___ 88 98
East North Central. 94 08
West North Central 94 98
South Atlantic__..._ 98 98
East South Central_______ 97 98
West South Central..____ 98 98
Mountain.__..__________. 96 98
Pacifiec ... _____.___ 94 98

! Continental United States, except for Maryland
and Vermont, for which 1953 study data are not
available.

? Continental United States; based on data for
i);cupled dwelling units from 1950 Census of Hous-
g.

cilities; for all households in the
general population the percentage
was 98. The recipients with cooking
facilities included 9 percent who
shared them with other households
and 5 percent who had only the fa-
cilities provided in light-housekeep-
ing rooms. At least 4 out of every 5
recipients, however, had the exclu-
sive use of cooking facilities in quar-
ters other than light-housekeeping
rooms.

Cooking facilities tended to be
available slightly more often in small-
er communities and on farms, prob-
ably because there were fewer places
outside the home where cooked food
might be obtained, and they were
found slightly more often among
nonwhite than among white recip-
ients. The proportion of old-age as-
sistance recipients with cooking fa-
cilities varied from 88 percent in the
highly urbanized Middle Atlantic re-
gion, where larger proportions of re-
cipients lived in roominghouses,
boardinghouses, or hotels, to 98 per-
cent in the South Atlantic States
(table 4).

Running Water

The 1950 Census indicated that ap-
proximately 82 percent of all house-
holds had piped running water inside
the structures in which they lived
(table 5). The range in this percent-
age among different parts of the
country was wide—from 52 percent
in the East South Central region to
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Table 5.—~Households of old-age as-
sistance recipients ! and of the gen-
eral population 2: Percent with run-
ning water in home

Pereent with running
water in home
Geographie region
Old-age All
assistance house-
recipients holds
Total .o ... 68 82
New England__.._..___._. 94 04
Middle Atlantic._....__.. 92 94
East North Central_.___._ 73 86
West North Central___.__ 62 73
South Atlantic_._.__..__.. 49 70
East South Central..__.__ 31 52
West South Central .. ___ 61 69
Mountain...._.._........ 79 81
Pacific.__.______ . ... 96 95

t Continental United States, except for Maryland
and Vermont, for which 19583 study data are not
available.

* Continental United States; based on data for
occupied dwelling units from 1950 Census of Hous-
ing.

94 percent in New England and the
Middle Atlantic States and 95 per-
cent in the Pacific region. In the
country as & whole, the old-age as-
sistance recipients do not fare as
well as all households; the percent-
age with running water available
was 68.

Differences between recipients and
the general population with respect
to the availability of running water
varied greatly among different sec-
tions of the country. In the New
England, Middle Atlantic, Mountain,
and Pacific regions the percentages
of recipients and all households re-
ported to have running water were
approximately the same. In other
regions the differences were substan-
tial. The greatest differences were
found in the East South Central and
South Atlantic States. In the for-
mer States fewer than a third of the
old-age assistance recipients had run-
ning water, while more than half of
all households had this facility, In
the South Atlantic region, 49 per-
cent of the recipients and 70 percent
of all households were reported as
having running water.

The prevalence of this facility in
homes is related in substantial de-
gree, of course, to available com-
munity facilities. In urban commu-
nities more than 9 out of 10 as-
sistance recipients had running water
in their homes. Among recipients
living on farms, the percentage was
only 19. White recipients as a group
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had running water more than half
again as often as the nonwhite re-
cipients, and white recipients living
on farms had running water six
times as frequently as nonwhite re-
cipients who lived on farms. As in
the case of electricity, these latter
differences may reflect the generally
lower level of living of the nonwhite
population and may also reflect in
part the concentration of the non-
white recipients in regions where run-
ning water was generally less avail-
able for both recipients and the gen-
eral population.

Sanitary Facilities

it ;
Though the possibility of having

flush toilets and bathtubs is directly
related to the availability of running
water, by no means all households
with running water have these addi-
tional facilities. Nearly 68 percent
of the old-age assistance recipients
had running water in their homes,
but only about 50 percent had both
a flush toilet and a bathtub. An addi-
tional 5 percent had a flush toilet
but no bathtub. Eight percent of
the recipients who had water faucets
in the house had no other sanitary
facilities. The proportion of recipients
with flush toilets and bathtubs varied
greatly according to the size of the
community in which they lived. Only
8 percent of the recipients living on
farms in nonmetropolitan areas but
82 percent of the recipients living in
cities of 100,000 or more had both.

A substantially larger proportion
of households in the general popula-
tion (74 percent) than of the assist-
ance recipients’ households (56 per-
cent) had flush toilets (table 6). Ap-
proximately 90 percent of all house-
holds had flush toilets in the New
England, Middle Atlantic, and Pacific
States but only 43 percent in the
East South Central region. The per-
centage was nearly as high for the
recipients as for the general popula-
tion in the New England, Middle At-
lantic, and Pacific regions, exceeding
85 In each of these three sections of
the country, and dropped to the low
figure of 20 percent for the East
South Central region.

Some differences in the availability
of flush toilets and bathtubs were
found between recipients who main-
tained their own households and

Table 6.—Households of old-age as-
sistance recipients ! and of the gen-
eral population ?: Percent with flush
toilets

Percent with flush
toilets
QGeographic region
Old-age All
assistance house-
recipients holds
Total. ... ... 56 74
New England._____.__.._ 86 90
Middle Atlantie_.___.____ 85 90
East North Central ... .. 64 79
West North Central.__._. 47 64
South Atlantie.._._. 36 61
East South Central. 20 43
West South Central 47 54
Mountain.......... 64 69
Pacific. ... . ... ... 85 89

¢ Continental United States, except for Maryland
and Vermont, for which 1953 study data are not
available.

? Continental United States: based on data for
:)ccupled dwelling units from 1950 Census of Hous-
ng.

those who lived in the households of
other persons. Recipients who lived
in the household of a son or daughter,
other relative, or a nonrelative had
such facilities more frequently than
those who were still maintaining their
own homes.

Sleeping Rooms

An indication of crowded living
quarters is the extent to which sev-
eral persons are obliged to share a
sleeping room. Accordingly, data
were collected in the 1953 study on
the extent to which old-age assist-
ance recipients shared sleeping rooms
with others. Of all recipients, nearly
three-fifths (58 percent) were the
sole occupants of the room in which
they slept. More than a fourth (28
percent) shared the sleeping room
with the spouse only. Among 6 per-
cent of the recipients, a second per-
son other than the spouse shared
the sleeping room; 2 percent shared
the sleeping room with two other
persons; and 1 percent of the recip-
ients slept in the same room with
three or more other persons. The
presence in the sleeping room of a
second person other than the spouse
occurred most frequently when the
recipient maintained his own home
with relatives other than a spouse
or children as members of his house-
hold. It was found that the use of
one sleeping room by three or four
or more persons was most frequent

(Continued on page 16)
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Table 2.—~Contributions and taxes collected under selected social insurance and related programs, by specified period,
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{In thousands]

Retirement, disability, and survivors insurance Unemployment insurance
Perlod Fede{albinauraulce . g .

erio contributions axes on tate un- Railroad un-

cigf-(sig;‘:llc o carriers employment eI;‘];)d]e; alnlg]l:-t employment
Rett ¢ contributions 3 andltheir igsil{)ratxice . ax&; 5 lus%rance .

etiremen employees contributions contributions

and survivors | Pisability? Py
Fiscal year:
194142, e $895,619 |___._____.______ $190,498 $170,012 $1,003,900 $119,944 $84,738
1942-43 . e 1,130,495 334,278 ) 1,217,737 158,361 102,710
1043-44 i 1,202,122 445,951 267,065 1,353,272 179,909 121,518
104445 i 1,309,919 486,719 285,038 1,251,958 184,544 131,993
194546 _ e 1,238,218 528,049 282,610 1,009,001 179,930 129,126
194647 - i 1,459,492 481,448 380,057 1,001,504 184,823 141,750
194748 el 1,616,162 482,585 557,061 1,007,087 207,919 145,148
1948-49. ... 1,690,296 553,461 563,833 988,965 222,850 9,816
194950 - e 2,106,388 662,262 550,172 1,094,406 226,306 18,855
105051 . . e 3,120,404 - ,343 577,509 1,364,590 233,537 ,681
106152, . e 3,594,248 . 722,850 734,990 1,431,997 258,946 25,734
195253 - e 4,096,602 R 744,646 619,959 1,367,806 276,557 25,066
105354 . e e 4,589,182 - 464,363 603,042 1,246,230 285,135 27,656
1954-55 7. e 5,087,154 - 469,856 600,106 1,142,009 279,986 23,720
1955-56 7 e 6,442,370 - , 834,323 1,328,722 324,656 34,043
1956-57 8. e 6,639,887 | .. ... 1,170,998 616, 013 1,537,127 330,031 77,894
1956

________________ 45,100 53,751 12,140 1,204 2,698
- v 560,769 23,376 148,138 1,719 434
R 60,862 81,404 295,588 742 9,833
- 49,785 53,453 10,879 621 8,783
. 51,738 24,959 109,393 598 617
- 53,677 74,306 208,899 865 14,352
................ 52,326 64,580 12,033 699 7,731
________________ 63,435 21,165 80,086 40,242 336
$62,079 45,449 82,796 152,570 269,886 7,133
572,293 , ,066 49,861 15,155 10,166 11,402
632,911 31,249 45,650 14,939 169,528 1,511 562
1,141,249 122,338 67,058 83,134 322,447 1,400 12,048
"471.051 65,609 , 52,040 12,409 1,583 8,613

! Represents contributions of employees, employers, and the self-employed in
employments covered by old-age, survivors, and disability insurance (beginning
December 1952, adjusted for employee-tax refunds); from May 1951, includes
deposits in the trust fund by States under voluntary coverage agreements; be-
ginning January 1951, on an estimated basis.

2 Under the 1956 amendments to Title II of the Social Security Act.

3 Represents employee and Government contributions to the civil-service re-
tirement and disability fund; Government contributions are made in 1 month
for the entire fiscal year.

¢ Represents deposits in State clearing accounts of contributions plus penalties
and interest collected from employers and, in 8 jurisdictions, eontributions from

Floyees, excludes contributions collected for deposit in State teruporary dis-
abl ity insurance funds. Data reported by State agencies.
AﬁtRepresents taxes paid by employers under the Federal Unemployment Tax

ot.

¢ Beginning 1947, also covers temporary disability insurance.

7 Except for State unemployment insurance, as shown in the Final Statement
of Receipts and Expenditures of the U.S., Government.

8 Preliminary.

¢ Includes contributions from the Federal Government.

Source: Monthly Statement of Receipts and Expenditures of the U.S. Government
and other Treasury reports, unless otherwise noted.

OAA RECIPIENTS

(Continued from page 12)
when the spouse, among other per-
sons, was a member of the house-
hold. At least 1 recipient out of 6
who lived in the home of a son or
daughter or other relative shared a
sleeping room with persons other
than a spouse. In general, evidence
of crowding, as reflected by the pro-
portion of recipients sharing a sleep-
ing room with a person other than
a spouse or with two or more persons,
was most frequently found in South-
ern States.

Summary

Old-age assistance recipients gen-
erally live in households containing
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fewer persons than do households in
the general population. The median
size of households in which the re-
cipients live is 2.0 persons, and for
the general population the median
household size is 3.1. The number
of rooms in the home is also smaller
for old-age assistance recipients than
for all households, but the difference
is less than that in the number of
persons per household. For recipients
the average number of rooms is 3.9;
for all households, 4.7. The number
of rooms per person is actually great-
er for households of old-age assist-
ance recipients than for households
in the general population.

In most sections of the country,
old-age assistance recipients have elec-

tricity and running water to about
the same extent as the general popu-
lation. Relatively fewer recipients
are in households with mechanical
refrigeration and flush toilets, and
telephones are probably far less gen-
erally available to them than to the
general population. In southern sec-
tions of the country the facilities are
less available to the general popula-
tion than they are elsewhere; and
in the same sections the households
of old-age assistance recipients fare
substantially less well than those of
the general population. Several fa-
cilities are less generally available
to the nonwhite recipients of old-age
assistance than to the white recip-
ients.
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