RACE, NATIVITY, CITIZENSHIP, AGE, AND RESIDENCE
OF 1,000,000 RECIPIENTS OF OLD-AGE ASSISTANCE*

FroM AN analysis of the data! on more than 1
million persons accepted for old-age assistance by
States 2 in selected periods of 1936-37 and in
1937-38, it is possible to present a picture of this
group in terms of race, nativity, citizenship, age,
and residence, and to place these findings in per-
spective by relating them to similar characteristics
of the general aged population in the United
States as shown by the 1930 census.  All compar-
isons with census data must, of course, be con-
sidered approximate because of the lapse of time
since the last enumeration and the lack of exact
information on changes which have occurred sinco
1930.  The salient findings for this group of aged
recipients are shown in chart I.

Race

The representation of major racial groups
among recipients of old-age assistance does not
correspond closely to the proportions these groups
comprised of the total population 65 years of age
and over in 1930.  Among recipients accepted in
both 1936-37 and 1937-38, the proportion of
Negroes was large in relation to the total number
of Negroes 65 and over, as shown in table 1. Of
the 586,000 aged persons accepted for assistance
in 1937-38, 78,900 or 14 pereent were Negro,
whereas that racial group accounted for only
about 5 percent of the total population aged 65
and over in 1930.  On the other hand, the 502,800
white persons approved for old-age assistance in
1937-38 represented somewhat less than 86 pereent
of the total number accepted, although white
persons comprised almost 94 percent of the total
aged group.

Although the proportion of Negro recipients
appears large in relation to the proportion in

*Trepared in the Boclal Data Section of the Division of Public Assistanco
Research, Bureau of Research and Statistics. The previous articles In the
series, of which this is the Nfth and Iast, were published In the Bulletin in
November and December 1038 and February and March 1039,

' From annual reports made to the Soclal Sccurlty Board by States admin-
Istering old-age nssistance programs under plans approved by the Board.
In 1636-37, 43 States administered old-ngo assistanco programs under plans
approved by the Boclal £ecurity Board, but only 42 States reported informas
tion on this subject. For the perlod covered In the different States sco
Second Annual Report of the Soclal Sccurity Board, 1937, p. 142, In 1937-38,
80 8tates administered approved plans.

!The term “State” Is used to Include the District of Columbia and the
Territorles of Alaska and lawall.
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tho aged population, it must not be inferred that
tho incidence of old-age assistance for this group
is high in relation to need. Nogroes as a group
constitute a less privileged portion of tho popula-
tion, and it is extremely unlikely that the number

Chart 1.—~O0ld-age assistance: Characteristics of recipi-
entsaccepted during the fiscal year 1937=38 in all States !
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! Exclusive of Virginia which had no plan for old-nge assistanco in 1037-38;
ago distribution does not show reciplents 60-64 yoears of nge, 0.5 porcent of
total; residence distribution is exclusive of Now Kngland Btates, where
definitlons of urban and rural are not applicable.

aided is disproportionate to the number of aged
Negroes requiring public assistance to maintain
a minimum standard of living.

As shown in table 1, the proportion of Negroes
accopted was more than 2 percent highor in 1937~
38 than in 1936-37. This rise is attributable
primarily to the inauguration of old-ago assistance
programs in 1937-38 in several States with large
Nogro populations—Georgia, North Carolina,
South Carolina, and Tennessee. Table 2 shows
the percentage of Nogroes among recipients in
the 20 States in which Negroes constitute 2 per-
cont or more of the total population 65 years and
over. In these 20 States Negroes comprised
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Table 1.—Old-age assistance: Race of recipients ac-
cepted during selected periods of the fiscal year
1936-37 and during the fiscal year 1937-38, and of the
population 65 years and over in 1930, in all States
with plans approved by the Social Security Board

Population

Total reciplents accepted
65 years and

Raco over (1930
1936-37 1937-38 census)
Number
477,132 585,877 6, 527,700
418,720 502, 708 6, 124, 800
83, 357 78, 801 347,215
15,058 14,188 55, 580
Percent
Total. 100.0 100.0 100.0
Whito..__.. 87.7 85.8 93.8
Negro.. 11.2 13.5 5.3
Other_ . .. ... 1.1 .7 .9

! Includes 132 reciplents for whom information concerning race was
unknown.

1 Includes 26 reciplents for whom Information concerning raco was
unknown,

25 percent of tho persons approved in 1937-38
as compared with 20 percent in 1936-37. Negroes
comprised about 12 percent of the total aged
population in this group of States in 1930. It is
unlikely that a marked shift in the racial distri-
bution of the aged population in the country as
a whole has occurred sinco 1930, but for particular
States migration during the past decade may
have altered considerably the racial distribution,
ovon though younger persons have probably
accounted for a largo sharo of the migration.
For this reason, comparisons with the census
have not been made for individual States.

Persons of races other than white and Negro
who were granted old-age assistance in 1937-38
numbered only 4,200 or 0.7 percent, whereas 1.1
percent fell within this classifieation in the pre-
vious ycar. Theso figures are not strictly com-
parable to the 1930 census inasmuch as Mexican
recipients are included with the white group in
tho social data whereas the census includes Mexi-
cans with other races.

Over three-fourths of the recipients of other
races were Indians, one-cighth were Chinese, and
the remaining eighthincluded Japanese, IHawaiians,
Koreans, Filipinos, Hindus, Malayans, Siameso,
and Samoans. The proportion of other races
varied considerably among the individual States,
inasmuch as Indians, who constitute the majority
group, are concentrated in certain States. Any
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person of mixed whito and Indian blood has been
considered Indian unless the percentage of Indian
blood is very small or unless he is regarded as g
white person in the community in which he liveg,

In Hawaii, Alaska, Nevada, Montana, and
South Dakota the proportions of other races to
the total recipients accepted during the year were
93, 48, 19, 14, and 7 percent, respectively, Ag
shown in table 3, in all of the 11 States, except
Hawnaii, approving more than 100 recipients of
other races, the great majority were Indians, In
Washington and California more than 5 pereent
were Chinese and in IHawaii 49 percent were
Chinese, 20 percent Japanese, 12 percent Hawaiian,
and 11 percent Korean.

Nativity and Citizenship

Of the 6.5 million persons aged 65 or over who
resided in the United States in 1930, 1.7 million,
or about onc-fourth, had been born in foreign
countries.  Among recipients approved for old-age
assistance in 1936-37 and 1937-38, however,
forcign-born persons were under-represented in
relation to their proportion in the population
aged 65 and over in 1930. In 1936-37, 16 porcent

Table 2.—O0ld-age assistance: Percent  of  Negroes
among recipients accepted during sclected periods
of the fiscal year 1936=37 and during the fiscal year
1937-38, in all States and in States in which Negroes
constituted 2 percent or more of the population 65
years and over in 1930

Percent of Negroes among
reciptents nccepted

|
Stato ‘I
|

1036-37 1937-38
Al States oo oL L. i 1.2 13.5
Lot L e §
Total, 20 States. ... .............. ... | 200 | 25.1
Alnbama. oo, ‘ 452 0 42.6
Arkansas. ..o ... 16.9 27.9
Delawnro. . .. e e ! 20,9 23.8
Distefct of Colmmbin, ..o .. . .. ... 61.5 59.2
Flordda. ... 29.3 30.3
Qeorgla. [O) 35.2
Kansas. . [0} 4
Kentieky. 13.0 13.0
Toulsiana_ ... .. ... . 40. 4 30.7
Maryland. oL, .0 30.2
Mlssisslrpl .................................... 4.4 40.6
Missonri. ... .- 6.6 59
Now Jersoy._.... .- 11.8 12.6
North Carolina_ . (1) 33.8
1] (I 5.9 7.1
Oklahoma. 7.4 9.1
Bouth Caro m 54.2
‘T'onnessco. . ) 212
Toxas_ . _..... 27.3 20.4
Wost Viegindu. ..o ... .- 5.6 6.0

1 No approved plan for old-ago assistance In 1036-37,
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Table 3.—O0ld-age assistance: Race of recipients, other
than white or Negro, accepted during the fiscal year
1937-38, in all States! and in States with more than
100 recipicnts of ‘‘other races”

Reciplents, other | Percent of reciplonts, athor
’I‘nltnll thm;qwhlm or tlmnmwlillo or Negro, of
reelpt- epro spoclfied raco
Stato entsne- [ !
cepted
Number| Percent | Indlan | Chineso| Other
[ S
All States. .| 085,877 14,162 0.7 6.6 12.6 12.0
Alaskf. . ooooonoo. b4 268 48.4 1000 | ... .| eeo....
Arlzona, ..o .. 6, 510 160 2.4 00.6 3.8 5.0
Californla__._._.._ 47, 004 315 W7 02. 4 0.4 1.2
Hawall..o..oooo- 015 880 03,1 L 48.9 151.1
Michigan.._..__.._] 41,323 113 .3
Montana. ... 3,216 434 13.5
North Carolina___.| 33,000 133 .4
Novada_.... 2, 145 400 10.1
Oklahoma... 7,442 152 2.0
Bouth Dakotn__.__ 8, U88 028 7.0
Washington._____. 0, 858 142 1.4

1 Exclusive of \'hrlnln, which had no plan for old-ago nssistance in 1037-38.

1 Includes 499 reclplents In 30 States where number was too small for sig-
nificant percentage distribution; 9 other States had no reclplents other than
white or Negro.

VIncludes Jupanese, 20.0 percent; Hawnilan, 11.7 percent; Korean, 10.8
pereent; other, 8.0 pereent,

of tho persons approved were born in foreign
countries.  As shown in table 4, the same pro-
portion of the recipients accepted in 1937-38 were
of foreign birth, while 25 percent of the aged
population were foreign-born3® It is a matter of
conjecture ns to whether the proportion of foreign-
born in the population 65 or over has declined
sinco 1930, The total foreign-born population is
probably smaller than in 1930, There has been
practically no immigration in recent years to offset
deaths in this portion of the population. This
group, however, is much older, on the average,
than the native population.  In 1930 more than
14 percent, of the total foreign-horn population
were between 55 and 64 years of age, whereas only
6 percent of the native population were persons
who, if they survived, would attain age 65 within
the present decade.  IKven though the proportion
of foreign-born in the aged population may ho
substantinlly the same as in 1930, the movement
of the population in the past decade may have
altered significantly this proportion in particular
States.

The requirement by a majority of the States of
citizenship as a condition of cligibility limits the
number of foreign-born persons accepted for old-
age assistance, but the fact that under-representa-
tion is found in most States which do not require
citizenship, as well as in all States having such a

—_—
3 Percentages based on number of whito persons of foreign brth, For the

880 group 65 years and over, the census does not contain data on nativity

of other than whito persons. The number of such persons is very small,
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requirement, indicates that othor limiting influ-
onces, such as the difliculty of proving age or
residence, may also be operative. In table 5 the
States with approved plans in 1937-38 have beoen
grouped according to citizonship requirement as
a condition of eligibility.* 1In 27 of thoe 28 States
requiring citizenship, 15 porcent of the recipionts
approved were of foreign birth as compared with
26 percent of the population aged 65 and over.
On the other hand, in 19 of the 20 States not re-
quiring citizenship, 17 percent of the porsons ac-
cepted for old-age assistance wore foreign-born,
whereas 23 percent of the aged population in these
States were of foreign birth. In gonoral, thore-
fore, the extent of under-roprosentation is sub-
stantially larger in States requiring citizonship.
The proportion of foreign-born recipionts ac-
copted during 1937-38 was smaller than their pro-
portion in the population 65 years and over in all
States except Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and
Washington. The over-representation of foreign-
born persons approved in 1937-38 in Pennsylvania
and Washington probably resulted from the re-

Table 4.—~0ld-age assistance: Nativity of recipients
accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38 and of the
population 65 ycars and over in 1930, in all States!

Population 68 years
Reeiptonts accepted and over (1030
Nativity census)
Number | Percont [ Number | Iorcont
Totnl_. oo oo..... 1 684, 378 100.0 @, 617,127 100.0
Natlved_ . 401, 403 81.1 4, R62, R21 74.0
Forelgn-born 4, 02,823 15.0 | 1,054,300 25.4

t Exelusive of Alnska and 1awail, and of Virginla, which had no plan for
old-ngo nsslstanco In 1037-38,

# Includes 152 reciplents for whotn Information concornlng nativity was
unknown; these cages wero omltted In computing porcontagos.

3 Includes forelgn-born of Negro and other races, 1For the ngo group 68
yoars nnd over, census datn on natlvity aro avallable only for whito porsons.

¢ Forelgn-born white only,

moval of the citizenship requirements in these
States in July 1937 and June 1937, respectively.
In Rhode Island, which has a very high proportion
of forcign-born in the aged population, 20 yoars
continuous residence in the Unifed States is per-
mitted in licu of citizenship.

The range in tho proportion which porsons of
foreign birth comprised of the total number of

¢ Comparlsons with consus dnta cannot bo made for Alnska and Hawall
beenuse the terrltorlal consus does not includo data on nativity for porsons
65 years and over. Iowa and Bouth Dakota are listed soparatoly. Iowa
grants assistanco to nny person othorwise eligiblo who has rosided in the

Unltod States 25 years and belioves himsolf to bo a citlron, while South Dakota
approves grants to applicants who havo taken out their first papers.
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recipients approved during 1937-38 was wide. In
North Dakota 67 percent of the persons approved
were born In foreign countries, and in Rhode
Island, Minnesota, Massachusetts, and Washing-

Table 5.~0ld-age assistance: Foreign-born white
among recipients accepted during the fiscal ycar
1937-38 and in the populationn 65 years and over in
1930, according to citisenship requirement in each
State!

Foreign-horn Percent

white of foreign-
Total {)?tml

. ota whito In

Btates Mlt_?qslmgmgg&mzenshlp reciplents popula-

N accepted Num- tion 65
ber Percent | years and
over (1030

census)
All States_ ... - 581,378 02,823 15.0 25.4
Not requiring citizenship 2. - 250, 481 12, 867 16.5 23.3
Arkansas_.......... -- 8, 060 ]2 1.2 3.3
Florida.___.__ --- 21,082 1,250 a1 12.1
QGeorgin_........ 36, 700 118 .3 1.4
Kansas._....... 21, 516 1,899 8.8 17.2
Tounisfana._..__. . 8,479 214 2.5 8.0
Maine_......... - 10, 350 1. R85 16.0 18.1
Michigan____. ... 41,323 14,925 a6.1 8.6
Minnesota 3. .. . 8,R55 4, 286 48, 4 0.0
Mississippl.._ 1,002 6 .3 1.4
Missourf_._..__. .l 20.m2 1,022 6.0 12.4
Montana._____. ae- 3,216 083 29.6 37.3
Nobraska.._.._. 3.510 881 25.2 a6. 8
Neow Mexico.._. 1,002 44 4.4 0.4
Ponnsylvania__. .. 20, 266 6, 337 3.3 21.3
Rhode Island ¢_. . 2, 58% 1,417 5.8 10.4
Tennesseo. - ... - 24,647 100 .4 2.0
Utah. ... . 7,585 2, f68 35.2 43.90
Washington. __... . 9. 858 3,010 10,1 a8
Wyomlngs_ . ... ... ... 531 122 23.0 2.5

Requiring citizenship or first

| 4115 010] o R 23,304 5 314 22.8 30.0
Towa® ... 14,316 2,188 16,1 27.1
Bouth Dakota. . ___........... 8, 088 3,150 351 41.3
Requirine citizenship 7. ___. ... 301,500 | 44,642 1.8 20.3
Alabamna_ . ___ ... ... ... 6,470 10 .0 2.6
............... . 6. 510 613 0.8 11.2
............. 47,654 R, 581 17.0 20. 4
............. 11,433 1, 010 16. 4 251
__________ 2,707 814 20.2 30.0
............. 117 11 .5 1.1
087 21 2.1 12.8
1,516 232 15.0 25.2
25,133 f, 403 25.8 357
Indlana__ ... _.._..... 9, 166 386 1.2 0.1
Keontucky. .. ........... 5,757 3 .6 4.0
Maryland .. ... ... 4,052 6% 54 13.6
Massachusotts. ..__.____ 19, 550 7,803 40.2 41. 5
Novada.__....._..._.... 2, 145 269 11.0 28.7
Now lampshlre........ 047 214 217 20,1
New Jersey ... _........ 6, 928 1,713 24.7 37.6
New York.. 23,423 7,244 30.9 40. 1
North Carolina......_.__. 33,060 3 1 .8
North Dakota_._.._..._._. 1,486 R4 57.1 86, 4
Ohlo. oL 10,020 1,R03 0.5 17.6
Oklahoma. 7,432 187 2.5 8.3
Oregon__._... 7.169 1,014 1.1 260.7
Bouth Carolina. 24,415 35 1 1.1
exns._._.__. 16, 934 b2 3.3 9.0
Vermont. _. 2,052 207 1.5 18.0
West Virginla__._........_.... 4,408 0 1.3 4.5
Wisconsin_ ___________.____.___ 9. 209 3. 030 32.9 47.9

1 Exclusive of Alaska and Hawall, and of Virginia, which had no plan for
old-age assistance In 1037-38.

3 Exclusive of Hawail for which data aro not avallable on percent of foreign-
born white in population 85 years and over.

8 Noncitizens must have resided in the United States 25 yeara,

¢ Noncitizens must have resided in the United States 20 years.

¥ Noncitizens must have resided in the United States 15 years.

& Grants ald to a person, resident in the United States 25 years, who in
good falth helleves self to be a citizen,

? Excluslve of Alaska for which data are not available on percent of foreign-
born white in population 65 years and over.
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Table 6.—Old-age assistance: Place of birth of foreign.
born recipients accepted during selected periods of
the fiscal year 1936=37 and during the fiscal yeqr
1937-38, in all States with plans approved by the
Social Security Board

Foreign-born reeiplonts

1936-37

Placo of birth 1937-38

Number [ Percent | Numbor | Percent

e e

Total ... ... .. 176, 699 100.0 | 04,243 100,0
e - T mery

= | === ema =

Furope. -« oceee 89.6 77,049

Northwestern 38,278

Contral ... _. 25,219
Eastern. .. 7,410
Southern.

Other. ... il

1 Includes 69 forelgn-born reciplents for whom information concerning coun.
try of birth was unknown; these cages were omitted {n corputing pereentages,

t Includes 101 forefgn-born recipients for whom information concerning
country of birth was unknown; theso cases wero omfitted {n computing
percentages,

¥ Jess than 0.1 pereent.

¢ Exclusive of possessions of the United States.

ton more than 40 percent were forcign-born. In7
southern States which have very small foreign-
born populations—Alabama, Georgia, Kentucky,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, and
Tennessee—less than 1 percent of the recipients
approved in 1937-38 were of forcign birth.  Chart
II shows the percentage of foreign-born among re-
cipients accepted in 1937-38 and among the popu-
lation 65 years and over for States in which for-
eign-born white persons constitute 5 percent or
more of the aged population.

Almost 90 percent of those approved in 1936-37
were born in Kurope, and 82 pereent of those
approved in 1937-38. As shown in table 6,
almost half the Xuropean-born accepted in 1937-38
originated in the northwestern part. Northwest-
ern Europe is composed of ngland, Scotland,
Wales, Ireland, Norway, Sweden, Denmark, the
Netherlands, Belgium, Switzerland, and Irance;
central Turope consists of Germany, Poland,
Czechoslovakia, Austria, IHungary, and Jugo-
slavia; eastern Europe comprises Russia, Lithu-
ania, ¥inland, Rumania, and Turkey in Iurope;
and southern Europe includes Greece, Italy, Spain,
and Portugal,
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Seventeen percent of the foreign-born persons
gpproved in 1937-38 wero from other North
American countries, with over 15 percont from
Canada; in 1936-37 only 9 percent were from
other North American countries. The small
proportion from Asin—about 1 percent in 1937-
38—may be accounted for by the fact that Cali-
fornia, the State with the greatest number of per-
sons of Asiatic birth, requires citizenship for
cligibility and such persons are not eligible for
citizenship.

The location of foreign-born recipients parallels
the geographic distribution of different nationali-
ties in the total population. Recipients born in
northwestern and contral Kurope are widely dis-
tributed throughout the United States, while those
from southern Europe have remained in the north-
castern States.  Although recipients from Canada
aro found in considerable numbers in many States,
thoy have for the most part become residents of
tho northern Now Ingland States and of Michigan.

The distribution by citizenship status of persons
accepted for old-age assistance is, of course, in-
fluenced by the requirement in a majority of
States of citizenship as a condition of eligibility.
Furthermore, the States requiring citizenship in-
clude five of the six States with the highest per-
centago of aliens in the total white foreign-born

Table 7.—O0ld-age assistance: Citizenship of all recipi-
ents and of foreign-born recipients in all States,!
and of foreign-born recipients in States not requiring

citizenship, among recipients accepted during the
fiscal yecar 193738

l"or'ollgn-ho’rn
" Total foreign. recip ents in
\ . T'otal recipi- 20 States not
Citizenship status bhorn recipl-
entsnceepted requiring
entsaccepted citizenship

for eligibility

Number
Total .. ... ... 1 585,877 104,243 143,000
H68, 6N 77,208 27,518
3,301 3,394 2, 085
13,623 13, 623 13, 469

Percent
Total ... ... . ... 100.0 100.0 100.0
Citlzon ... .. ... 97.1 81.9 062.0
With first papers._ .. o.o.oeon .. 6 3.6 6.8
(3] TN 2.3 14.6 30.6

1 Exclusive of Virginia, which had no plan for old-ago assistance in 1937-38.

f Includes 170 rocipionts for whom information concerning citizonship was
unknown; theso cases were omitted in compuun? porcontogoes,

¥ Includes 18 foreign-born rocipionts for whom Information concerning citi-
gnghlp status was unknown; these cases were omitted in computing por-

ntagos.
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Chart I1.—O0ld-age assistance: Foreign-born white in
population 65 years and over in 1930 and among recip-
ients accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38, in
selected States?

PERCENT
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t Includes States in which foreign-born white constitute more than 8§ per-
cent of the population 65 yenrs and over, omitting Alaska and Hawall,

population 21 yecars and over.® According to the
1930 census about 50 percent of the aliens in the
United States aged 21 and over lived in Connecti-
cut, Massachusetts, Noew Hampshire, Now Jorsey,
Now York, and Rhode Island, all of which except
Rhode Island have citizenship requirements,

As shown in table 7, over 97 percent, or about
568,700, of the total number of recipients accepted
during 1937-38 were citizens; only 2 percent, or

8 Tho consus does not contain data on the number of allens 65 or more
years of age.
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approximately 13,600, were aliens; and less than
1 percent, or 3,400, had received their first papers.
Almost 82 percent of the recipients of foreign birth
had become citizens, 4 percent had takon out their
first papers, and 15 percent had remained aliens,

Recipients who had their first papers or who
were aliens were concentrated in the 20 States not
requiring citizenship. Iven in these States, how-
ever, the overwhelming majority of the persons
accepted were citizens. Table 8 shows that almost
94 peorcent of the recipients approved in this group
of States were citizens, 1 percent had their first
papers, and 5 porcent were aliens. Of the foreign-
born persons accepted in these 20 States, about
62 percent had become citizens, 7 porcent had ob-
tained their first papers, and 31 percent wore aliens.

As is indicated in table 8, Pennsylvania is tho
only State, with the exception of Hawaii, in which
aliens and persons who had their first papers com-
prised more than half the foreign-born recipients
approved in 1937-38. Aged persons lacking citi-
zenship first became eligible for old-age assistance
in Pennsylvania in July 1937. In Rhode Island,
Michigan, Washington, Maine, and Louisiana
more than one-third of the foreign-born recipients

approved in 1937-38 were cither persons who hag
obtained their first papers or aliens. szenshl
was required in Washington until June 1937, &nd
in Michigan this requirement had been ehmmamd
in July 1937.

Age

Under the Social Seccurity Act Federal fundg
may be used for old-age assistance to persons 65
or more years of age, although the States are freg
to adopt lower age limits for recipionts whoge
payments are met wholly from State or State and
local funds. Most States have established g
minimum age requirement of 65 years. Colorado
is the only State which has set a lower age limit;
assistance is granted to persons between 60 and
65 years of age if they have resided continuously
in the State for 35 years and are otherwise eligible.
Because a number of the State laws which were in
effect prior to the passage of the Social Security
Act specified an age requirement of 70 yenrs, the
act provided that plans might prescribe a mini-
mum age of as much as 70 years until January 1,
1940.  After that timo Federal grants may be
made only to States which provide for a minimum

Table 8.—0ld-age assistance: Citizenship of all recipients and of foreign-born recipients accepted during the
Siscal year 1937-38, in all States !t and in States with no citizenship requirements

Total reciptents ncceepted Foreign-born reciplents accepted
Percent having specified citi- Pereent having speetfted eitle
State zenship status 7«n~hl|v-lulus
Number ; i —| Numher |- e
vietgon | WEtH flrst \ Vittsan | With first
Citlzen |7 Hers Alien Citlzen l upers Alien
All 8tates 1 5R8, 877
Motal, 20 States. o e ieeiaeeiiians 4200, 420
ATROIISAS . oo eeaameaaccmeeeaeeceeaacmacemaanan 6, 068
Flortda - ... .. 21, 082 1 .1
Aeorgita e o 36, 700 1] .4
Hawall. .o . 0945 1 4
Kansas. ... iiiiiiiaeaia.. 21,510 8 .0
Loulslana_ 8,470 99.1 .1 .8 220 63. 0 1.1 32.3
Maino...._. 10, 356 03.7 .2 01 1, 660 60. 8 1.2 38.0
Michigan... 41,323 R4 4 3.4 12.2 15, (1)2 57.1 0.4 33.5
Minnesota. ... . ... _...... 8, 855 0.6 1.9 7.6 4, 230 R0 5 1.0 16.5
b KT E T £ ) O 1,002 1000 Joeomoeie e 80 | e
Missourl o o e eeeeeiaeeiaannn 20,012 09.0 .3 .7 1, 429 85.3 1.6 10.1
Montana. . 3,216 05.0 2.3 2.7 (113 834 7.7 8.9
Nobraska._.. 3, 510 5.7 1.9 2.4 K80 83.0 7.6 0.4
New Mexico.. 1,002 08.7 B 1.2 LI 2 3 PURSOR DU Ry
Ponnsylvania. 20, 200 83.8 1.4 14.8 6, 308 18.3 1.8 4.2
Rhodo Island. ... ..o iiiiaiiiiiaiaas e meaaeans 2, 588 75.3 1.2 23.6 1,428 55.3 2.1 2.6
Tennesseo. ... 24, 647 9. 0 O] L) 107 85, 0 R 13.2
Utah.___._... 7,585 02.3 1.9 5.8 2,082 78.3 5.4 10.3
Washington. . e 9, 858 83.6 3.2 13.2 3,078 .2 8.0 2.8
Wy OmIng e 531 03,1 2.6 4.3 126 70.6 1.1 18.3

1 Excluslve of Virginia, which had no plan for old-ago assistance In 1037-38.

¢ Includes 170 reciplents whoso citizenship status was unknown; these cases
wero omitted In computing percentages.

% Includes 18 reclplents whose cltlzenship status was unknown; these cases
were omlitted In computing percentages.
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4 Includes 156 reciplents whose eitizenship status was unknown; theso cases
wero omitted in ccmputing percentages.

$ Less than 0.1 percent

¢ Number 00 small for significant percentage distribution,
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age requirement of not more than 65 years. In
1937-38, Indiana, Missouri, New Hampshire,
and Ponnsylvania required a minimum age of
70 years.

Chart IIl.—O0ld-age assistance: Age, according to sex,

of recipients accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38
in all States!

—
40

-
©

~
o

PERCINY OF TOTAL IN 3(x GROUP

©

o

ACU 1N YLARS

1 Exelusive of Virginia which had no plan for old-ago ssslstanco in 1037-38.

Although the majority of all recipients accepted
during 1937-38 wero 70 or more years of age, the
G-year age group containing the largest number
of persons was that from 65-69 years. This age
group represents a larger proportion of the poten-
tially eligible population than any higher 5-ycar
group. As shown in table 9, about 227,200 01':'39
percent of the 586,000 persons added to the old-
age assistance rolls in 1937-38 were between 65
and 69 years of age. Approximately 354,200 or
60 pereent. were 70 years of age or over; of these
3t percent were between 70 and 74, 17 percent
between 75 and 79, and 12 percent {from 80 to
over 100. The remaining 1 percent consisted of
persons hetween 60 and 64 in Colorado and per-
sons who were at least 65 but whose exact age was
unknown. The age distribution of the total
number of recipients accepted in 1937-38 does not
differ markedly from the distribution for the
previous year. A somewhat higher proportion
are between 65 and 69 years of age—39 pereent
as compared with 37 percent in 1936-37.

Among all recipients approved in 1937-38 the
age groups beginning at 70 yecars are weighted
upward by the distributions in Indinna, Missouri,
New IHampshire, and Pennsylvania—States in
which the minimum ago for cligibility was 70
years. ‘These 4 States accounted for 10 pereent
of the total number of persons accepted during the
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year. In the 45 States with an age requirement
of 65 years, more than 43 percent were between
65 and 69, and about 57 percent were aged 70 or
more.

The length of time a State program for old-age
assistance has been in operation influences directly
the age distribution of the persons currently ap-
proved for assistance. After a program is estab-
lished the persons added will, to a considerable
oxtent, be those becoming eligible upon reaching
the minimum age required. In 31 States in which
the number of persons accepted during 1937-38
comprised less than 50 porcent of the total case
load as of June 30, 1938, 51 percent were 65-69
years of age, while in 8 States which acquired
their entire case loads in 1937-38 only 31 percent
were in this age group.

The ago distributions of white and Negro
recipients approved in 1937-38 differ markedly.
As shown in table 10, in the 45 States with a 65-
year age requirement, 45 percent of the white
persons accepted were between 65 and 69, while
only 33 percent of the Nogroes were in this age
group. This disparity did not obtain for the total
aged population in 1930. According to the census
of that year, 42 percent of the mmembers of eachrace
who were 65 years and over were in the age group
65-69. The relatively small proportion of Negro
recipients aged 65-69 may be explained partly by

Table 9.—O0ld-age assistance: Age of recipients ac-
cepted in selected periods of the fiscal year 1936-37,
and age and sex of recipients accepted during tho
Jiscal year 1937-38, in all States with plans approved
by the Social Security Board

Reeiplonts acceptod
1030-37 1037-38
Are
Percont
Number| Y% [Number

cont . Fo-

Total | Malo malo
Total. . .eo ... 477,132 | 100.0 | 685,877 | 100.0 | 100.0 100.0
60-04 years 10 (?) 2, 054 .8 .4 .8
056-09 ycars .-} 175,420 36.8 | 227,178 38.8 39. 4 39.2
70-74 years .| 154,455 | 32.4 | 181,700 | 81.0| 318 30.5
756-70 years 88, 251 18. 6 | 100, 533 17.1 17.3 12.0
80-84 years.. 40, 080 8.4 48, 250 8.2 8.3 8.2
85-89 years 14,074 2.0 18,100 3.1 3.0 3.2
00-04 yenrs........ 2,808 1] 3,083 .7 .0 .8
05-00 years .- 005 1 920 .2 .1 .2
100 ycars and over-....._. 472 1 087 .1 .1 .1

05 years and over, oxact

agounknown._......... 046 .2 1, 500 .3 .8 .2

1 No Btato had a minimum ago of less than 05 years In 1036-37; thoso cases
were acoopted in error,
1 Less than 0.1 pereont,
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the fact that most of these Negroes are in southern
States where it is more difficult to establish age
since the generally accepted proofs—birth certifi-
cates and school and other public records are
often not available.

Table 10.—O0ld-age assistance: Age and race of recipi-
ents accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38 in 45
States with an age requirement of 65 years and over,
and of the population 65 years and over in 1930 in
these States

Percent of specified age (n 45 States having ago
requiremeont of 65 years and ovor !

Ago Total reciplonts Population 65 years and
accepted over (1930 census)

Total | White | Negro | Total | White | Negro

Totnl....__.._.... 100.0 ) 100.0 ] 100.0 ) 100.0 | 100.0 100.0

6560 years_......_...... 43.3 45.1 32.8 41.8 41.8 41.06

70-74 years...._......... 27.7 27.1 31.7 20. 4 20.6 20.5

76-70 yenrs.__._._....... 16.6 10. 4 17.0 16.6 16.8 15.8

80-84 yenrs.__._.__...... a1 7.9 0.7 8.0 8.0 9.0

85-8) years.............. 3.1 2.7 5.2 3.1 3.0 4.0

00-94 yoars. ... ....... 7 .5 1.7 .8 .7 1.7

95-00 years. ... ... ... .2 .1 .0 .2 .1 .7

100 years and over...... 1 .1 .5 .1 m .7
65 years and over, oxact

age unknown_._...... .2 o1 [ 25 DU NS O,

1 Exclusive of Colorado, Indiana, Missouri, New IHampshiro, and Penn-
sylvania, where the minlmuin age Is other than 65 years, and also of Virginia,
which had no plan for old-age assistance in 1937-38.

1 Loss than 0.1 percent.

As shown in table 9 and chart III, there are only
small differences in the age distributions of men
and women accepted in 1937-38. The proportion
of women was slightly higher in the age group
65-69 and in all age groups from 85 to 99 years.

Residence

One of the conditions upon which Ifederal grants
to the States for old-age assistance are contingent
1s that aid must be made available in all political
subdivisions. This requirement was intended to
assure the availability of assistance to needy aged
persons on a State-wide basis. I&éxperience under
State laws prior to the passage of the Social Secu-
rity Act indicated that laws which were optional
with the political sub .ivisions generally resulted
in uneven development of the program within
States. The data on residence of recipients
accepted in 1936-37 and 1937-38 would seem to
show that State prograins under the Social Secu-
rity Act have reached the needy aged in rural as
well as in urban areas.

The definitions of urban and rural areas em-
ployed by the Bureau of the Census have been
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used to record the residence of recipients. Citieg
and other incorporated places of 2,500 or more
inhabitants are urban areas, and rural areas include
all incorporated places of less than 2,500 inhabi-
tants and all unincorporated areas.

As shown in table 11, in 1936-37 about 52 per-
cont of the persons approved in all States except
the six which comprise New England® lived in
urban communities and approximately 48 percont
in rural areas. In 1937-38 these proportions were
reversed, and a majority of the recipients ac-

¢ The Now England States are omitted in this discussion becauso the

deNnitions of urban and rural residence are not applicable to those States.

Chart 1V.—Old-age assistance: Residence of recipients
accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38 in selected
States?

PERCENT
o 20 40 60 80 100
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} Exclusive of Now LIngland States, where definitions of urban and rural
aro not applicable, and of Virginia, which had no plan for old-age assistance
in 1937-38.
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Table 11.—0ld-age assistance: Residence of 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 Sccurity

Doard

o
Reciplents accepted
Residence 1033-37 1037-3%
Number | Percent | Number | Iercent

R U S IR R e
Total. e 460, 211 100.0 547, B47 100.0
Urban 51.7 200, 184 47.8
Rural......- 48,3 | 247,303 52.5
Farm (¢)] 1566, 004 24,5
Nonfarm (O] 131, 209 21.0

1 Exclusive of New Englnnd States, where definitfons of urban and rural
aro not applicable,

1t Data not avallable,
copted lived in rural areas. This inerease for
the rural arcas is attributable to the Initiation of
programs for old-age assistance under the Social
Security Act in a number of predominantly rural
States—Gicorgin, Kansas, Nevada, North Caro-
lina, South Curolina, and Tennessco. In the
group of 36 States which administered approved
plans in both 1936-37 and 1937-38, exclusive of
the New Iingland States, the percentage of recip-
ients in urban areas increased from 52 to 63
percent,

Comparisons of the residence of persons ac-
copted for old-age assistance with the 1930 census
data on residence have not been made because
it is bolicved that the extensive shifts in population
brought about by the readjustments of the depres-
sion years would seriously limit their validity.

Somewhat more than half the rural recipients
accepted during 1937-38 were living on farms,
The Bureau of the Census defines a farm as any
tract of land on which agricultural operations are
carried on if it has three acres or more of land or
has produced during the year agricultural com-
modities worth $250.  One out of every four recip-
ients accepted during the year was living on such a
farm,

Among the States the proportion of recipients
who live in rural arcas varies greatly.  With the
exception of the District of Columbia, which is
entirely urban, New York had the lowest per-
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Table 12,—0ld-age assistance: Residence of recipients
accepted during the fiscal year 1937-38, in each State
with a plan approved by the Social Security Board!

I’ercent of recipients having specified
residence
Stat '1“0Itﬂll
Stato recipients
accopted Rural
Urban
Total Farm [Nonfarm

Totalt. . __.. 547, 547 47. 5 52.6 28.5 4.0
Alabama____.______. 6, 470 24.8 78.2 53.2 22,0
Alnska_ . 554 22,0 780 | ... 78.0
Arizona 6, 540 62.0 38.0 0.4 28.6
Arkansas. 6, 060 2.0 77.4 52.2 25.2
California 47,954 72.0 27. 4 10. 8 10.9
Colorado. .. .- 11,833 57.9 42.1 20,2 21,9
Delaware........_... 147 53.1 40.0 6.8 40.1
District of Columbia 087 L0, X 2 PR R R,
Florida.............. 21,082 40.0 654.0 20.7 27.3
Georgin. . 36, 700 27. 4 72.0 48.6 24.0
Hawall 045 41.7 58.3 5.0 652.7
Tdaho 1,546 37.9 62,1 23.0 38.5
Iinof 25, 133 70.5 20.6 11,6 18,0
Indlann 9,100 52.9 47.1 22.2 24.9
lowa... 14,316 40.0 53. 4 17.0 35.5
Kansas. 21,518 40.4 53.0 160.8 36.8
Kentucky 5, 757 27.3 72.7 55.9 10.8
Loulsiana. . 8,479 .1 5.9 41. 4 218
Maryland.. .- 4,052 59.8 40,2 15.6 24.0
Michigan....._...... 41,323 52,7 47.3 25.9 21. 4
Minnesota.._._._._. 8, 855 47.0 53.0 27.9 25.1
Mlsslssllrpi. 1,902 17.2 82.8 65.0 17.2
Missouri. .. 20,012 37.2 062.8 33.3 20.8
AMontana... 3,210 32,1 67.9 20.0 3R.0
Nebraska. 3,510 40.3 69.7 2.7 30.0
Nevada. . 2,145 35.8 04.2 0.6 54.6
New Jerse 6,028 73.2 20,8 2.9 23.0
New Mexico. . 1, 002 30.2 09.8 25.9 40.9
New York ... ... 23,423 74.6 25.4 0.8 15.0
North Carolina.___.. 33,060 27.3 72.7 80.2 22,5
North Dakota_.__.__ 1, 480 20.3 79.7 22.1 87.0
Ohjo. .. 19,020 69.8 40. 5 10.1 21. 4
Oklahon 7,432 42.3 87.7 35.4 22.3
Oregon... 7,169 0.5 43.6 20.3 23.2
Pennsyly 20, 260 02.5 37.8 14.3 23.2
South Carolina 24,415 28.0 75.0 57.1 17.9
South Dakota. 8, 088 15.9 84.1 48.5 35.0
‘I'ennesseo. .. 21, 047 336 60.5 47.2 19,3
Texas. .. . 16,934 42.0 68.0 35.9 22,1
Utah_o_o.ooo.... 7, 585 59.1 40.9 7.9 33.0
Washington._._..... 9, 858 60.0 30.4 15.9 23.5
West Virginia_.... . 4,408 24.4 75.0 28.0 47.6
Wisconsin.._.._..... 9. 200 48,0 52.0 25.3 26.7
Wyoming........... 531 36. 6 63.5 23.5 40.0

1V Exclusive of Now England States whore dofinitions of urban and rural aro
not applicablo.

centage of rural recipients—25 percent—and
South Dakota the highest—84 percent. Asshown
in table 12 and chart 1V, other States with moro
than three-fourths of their recipients living in
rural areas are Mississippi, North Dakota, Alaska,
Arkansas, West Virginia, and Alabama. More
than half the recipients accepted in Mississippi,
South Carolina, Kentucky, Alabama, Arkansas,
and North Carolina were reported as living on
farms.
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