
Notes and Brief Reports in 1967 for children under age 14 was 31 percent 
higher than the number issued for that age group 
in 1966. The rise is attributable for the most part 
to the issuing of numbers for nonprogram pur- 

TABLE l.-Social security numben issued, 1937-67 

Social Security Numbers Issued, 1967” 

More than 5.9 million social security account 
numbers were issued during 1967, and the total 
for all numbers assigned since the social security 
program began reached 175.8 million. There were 
more than half a million fewer numbers issued 
in 1967 than in the preceding year. The sharp 
drop reflected the expected falling off in appli- 
cations for account numbers for the purpose of 
acquiring eligibility for hospital benefits under 
health insurance for the aged (Medicare). 

There were no major changes in the old-age, 
survivors, disability, and health insurance 
(OASDHI) program that affected the issuing of 
account numbers in 1967. That year may thus be 
considered the beginning of a “normal” period- 
one during which the majority of requests for 
social security numbers come from young persons 
entering the labor force. The taxpayer registra- 
tion program for the young and enrollment of 
those aged 65 and over for Medicare purposes 
are, however, expected to have a continuing effect 
on the total. 
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2.0 50.4 38.0 7.8 1.8 
1.7 55.4 27.7 11.0 4.3 
2.0 66.9 19.1 7.9 4.1 

15.7 58.9 10.5 6.7 8.2 
12.0 62.4 9.8 3.2 12.4 
17.5 65.8 11.4 3.2 2.1 

Annual data: 
1960..-~-... 2.0 77.2 15.2 4.2 1.4 

2.0 76.5 15.1 5.0 1.5 
2.3 66.9 13.3 7.2 10.4 

22.0 50.5 9.0 8.1 10.4 
17.0 65.3 10.5 4.1 3.1 
11.9 63.0 9.7 3.1 12.3 
12.2 61.9 10.0 3.4 12.5 
17.5 65.8 11.4 3.2 2.1 

Qu&!rly data: 

January-March.. 
April-June..-.. ..~ 
July-September..... 
October-December. 

1966: 
January-March. ~. 
April-June... ~. 
July-September.... 
October-December. 

1967: 
January-March.. 
April-June.. _. ~. 
July-September...- 
October-Deeember. 
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Age of individuals Receiving Numbers 

The age distribution of persons to whom social 
security numbers were issued in 1967 bears a close 
similarity to that for 1964 but, for the age groups 
under 14 and 65 and over, differs significantly 
from the pattern in 1965 and 1966. In 1964 and 
1967-the years immediately before and immedi- 
ately after the opening Medicare enrollment 
period, relatively few numbers were issued to 
persons aged 65 and over. In 1967 the total for 
this age group was only 123,000, in sharp con- 
trast to the 1.4 million issued to persons aged 65 
and over from July 1965 to June 196~the 
initial Medicare enrollment period. 

The total for social security numbers issued 

- 

* Prepared in the Division of Statistics, Office of 
Research and Statistics. 
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poses, including taxpayer registration and student 
identification. As in past years, persons aged 
14-19 accounted for the largest proportion of 
social security numbers issued. 

‘I‘hBLE Z.--Social security numbers issuett to men, lDXi-O’T 

Explanatory Notes 

,hount nuuhers that identify individuals in 
soc~ial rwurity records are issued uuder a number- 

‘I’.lBLE: :s. --Social security numbers issued to women, 193747 
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_--- 

100.0 4.5 44.8 38.2 9.2 
10Q.o ? 14.4 
loo.0 3:; 

12.3 il.‘? 
54.5 30.9 8.3 
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100.0 2.8 81.8 11.2 
100.0 3.1 76.7 10.9 
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Qm;;;frly data: 

January-MarcIlL ~. 
April-June.. ~. ~. 
July-September... 
October-December.. 

1966: 
January-March. ~. 
April-June.... ~~~~ 
July-September... ~. 
October-December.. 
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January-March. 
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.6 

.6 

.R 

Quarterly data: 
1965: 

Januarv-March.. 
April-.iune.. .~ ~. 
July-September...- 
October-December. 

1966: 
January-March.. 
April-June. _ ~. ~. 
July-September... 
October-December.. 

1967: 
Jannsry-March.. 
April-June....~.~~~ 
July-September--.~ 
October-December.. 

15.6 8.0 
10.i 4.4 
10.3 3.x 
9.8 4.5 

12.0 G.Y 
X.8 4.1 

13.3 4.i 
14.7 1 6.1 

- * Less than 0.05 percent. 

20 SOCIAL SECURITY 



TABLE 4.-Social security numbers issued, by type of application used, 1962-67 

Percentnge distribution 

Axe in year of issue Age in year of issue Applicetion used and period 
-. 

20-49 65 and 
ow?r 

Total Total 

rrider 14 14-19 5044 

I- 
12.1 6F.3 11.1 4.0 6.5 

2.0 X.6 14.6 4.9 1.9 
13.9 64.1 10.9 6.0 5.1 
l?.Y 69.9 11.2 3.7 2.2 
11.5 63.6 9.x 3.0 12.0 
Il.9 82.1 10.0 3.4 12.5 
17.4 66.n 11.4 3.2 2.1 

‘!I:: 
10.8 
11.1 

62.4 
78.0 
64.3 
47.5 

13.1 
8.5 
s.x 

10.0 

3.7 
1.7 

13.4 
28.1 

12.9 
P.5 

13.5 
15.i 

52.0 

Qi% 
83.7 

61.1 
72.9 
AG.6 
59.6 

10.9 4.i 
7.5 2.7 

10.6 2.x 
13.4 4.0 

19.5 
18.0 
3.7 
3.2 

19.1 
13.6 
li.6 
21.1 

12.: 
9.1 

11.5 
13.5 I 

5.1 

5.1 
5.1 
4.9 
35:; 

2.0 

3.8 i 

4.4 
2.6 
?.6 
3 .5 

2.8 
1.7 
1.7 
2.3 

33,051 4,006 21,904 3,669 1,3li 2.137 

3,908 i8 
5,iiW 802 
4 977 
6:O!?i 

643 
690 

6.466 x9 
5,8YS I ,024 

2,993 
3,iO0 
3,478 
3 833 
41012 
3,888 

5c9 
630 
559 
591 
64X 

I 

I 
G72 

193 i3 
349 296 
185 111 
133 7‘5 
21 810 
186 12 

181 706 148 
160 1,332 ’ 145 
17X 1,063 1,144 
171 i32 154 

54 
42 
36 
51 

ii 
220 
433 

1,525 
2,347 
1,514 
1.076 

1,319 
1 ,HX9 
1,510 
1,176 

196 7Y2 
200 1,482 
205 1,052 
169 8% 

16,5 
Iii 
161 i 
144 

805 
1,377 
1,005 

700 

029 

‘2-3 
650 
193 
27 
16 1 
!I 

1 

167 
173 
li3 
159 

213 

31 
145 
32 
4 
1 

(‘1 

1 

2 
63 
43 
43 ~ 

5x 
49 

297 
422 
;; 

37 
32 
26 
L’i 

4,236 

3’3 
41 

531 

129 
3,YL’ 
44 
3 
1 
1 

2 

1,071 

39i 
598 
66 
5 
2 
1 

?I 

610 
2,839 

647 
77 
40 
?4 

27 

loo.0 

IOU.0 
100.0 
100.0 
lUO.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

21.9 

3.9 4.6 
38.5 22.9 
48.3 29.8 
49.4 35.1 
51.3 39.3 
55.2 37.7 

3.8 3.8 

12.5 25.2 

21.2 65.2 
12.4 21.1 
6.A 10.2 
3.9 6.5 
2.0 4.0 
2.7 2.5 

7.7 80.8 
- 

100.0 
too.0 
lOO.0 i 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 1 
1oo.o j 

100.0 
IUU.0 
100.0 ~ 
100.0 

100.0 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

100.0 

I 24 , 
1,092 ~ 

312 
3, 
21 
13 / 

- 
’ Less than 500 persons. 

fornt ttsed to register Federal civil-service annui- 
tants are similar to the M-5, but neither of these 
forms requested information on race. Kumbers 
issurcl for t ltese 1)urposes are no different from 
other social security numbers and may be used for 
social security lmrposes. 

ing system established at the beginning of the 
program. ITntil June 30, 1963, the Railroad 
Retirement Board issued account numbers to 
railroad employees, and these numbers may be 
used for social security purposes. The, data in the 
accompanying tables, however, do not include 
the 2.8 million numbers issued by the Railroacl 
Retirement Board. The tables do include those 
issued under the IRS taxpayer registration pro- 
gram (Form 35%) and through the special form 
used in 1965 for issuing numbers to Federal 
civil-service annuitants. 

Procedures for issuing socid security wmhers. 
-The customary procedure for applying for a 
social security number involves the use of IRS 
Form 233-5, on which the applicant enters his date 
of birth, sex, race, and other identifying infor- 
mation such as place of birth and the names of 
both parents. The special IRS Form 222’7 and the 
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Z’of~tf tuttttbet* i.wued.-Since some persons ob- 
tain ttiore thatt one number, total issuances over- 
state the actual number of individuals with social 
security numbers. The data are not adjusted to 
exclude account-number holders who have died. 
‘l’liey include numbers issued to persons in areas 
outside the 1-nitcd States with employment COV- 

ered under the program. Because of processing 
lags, some quarterly totals contain a carryover 
from a previous quarter. 

‘lye in yerrr of issue.-The account-number 
recipient’s age in the year of issuance is deter- 

21 



mined by tile date of birth give11 on the xppli- 
cation. The total for each period includes persons 
whose year of birt,h was not reported or not 
tabulated. Thc~ percentage dist ributions by age 
are based on t-he number wit11 age recorded. 

~Cwnmnr,y &&I.-The data in tables l-3 are 
groul)ed in periods that reflect significantly dif- 
ferent experience under 0~281>171. The major 
cwnt s affwting the issuing of social security 
nui~~bers ant1 suggesting the grouping of years 
llwtl here :IlY as follows: 

Beginning of Inwgrnm. 
So major changes in program. 
Major extensions of wrernge. 
Atlditionnl rorernge rstensions. 
Taxpayer registration program. 
Estnhlishrnent of Alrdicnre. 
So major (~h:lnp? in Inwgmm. 

(‘omparisoii of the total number of issuances ii) 
the several 1)rriods is diflicnlt bewusc of the large 
differenws ill the number of years in these intela- 
vnls. The analysis by age of enrollee and by type 
of applic:~tiou becomes more meaningful, how 
ever, b~llrll the data arc grouped iii this \\-a,~. 

Type of cxf)p(ictitio,n..-'~l~~ distribution in 
table 4 shows the effect of the special procedures 
and the issuing of social securit>y numbers for 
other than social security purposes. The break- 
downs bet ween issuance on Fornls SS-5 and 3227, 
beginning with the third quarter of 1965 and data 
on issuances to Federal civil-service xnnnitants 
for the last half of 1965 are based on a snml)le 
of approximately 1,000 cases a quarler. 

SOCIAL SECURITY ABROAD 

SOCIAL SECURITY CHANGES IN ITALY* 

On February 12, 196!), the Italian Go\-ernnient 
and the four largest labor unions reached an 
agrernlent to incwase l)ensions and nrodify certain 
so& I swiirity reform measures pronlulgnt et1 
last, year. This action brought Tao an end 3 nlonths 

* l’rrprrctl by Robert Weise. Intt~rnntiomll Staff, 
Office of Rwc:lwh an(l Statistics. 

of recurring strikes in which as many as 16 mil- 
lion out of il total of 20 million wage earners 
supl)ortetl !f nlillion pensioners by walking off 

tlleir jobs several times for 24-hour periods. The 
I)rovisions of the settlement. have been incorpo- 
rated in a C:~binet-approred-ed bill passed by the 
It;~linu Parliament on April 30, 1969. The new 
1:LW becanrc effective *June l? 1969, and certain 
benefits specified iii the inewsure are retroactive 
to ,Ixnuary 1, 1969. The dispute over social secu- 
rity pensions has been one of the major problems 
facing the new government, which was installed 
in I)ecember 1965. 

Background 

Mwh of the conflict over pensions grew out of 
tile 1968 reforni of the social security system 
(1)romulgated mlder Law No. 238 of March 9, 
l!Kx)) in whicBh small pension increases and a 
nnnlber of structural changes were introduced as 
the first steps in a projected series of reform 
measures.’ The new levels of benefits represent.ed 
the maximum the Government, felt it could grant 
at the time? but they were still considered inade- 
quate by union demands. The union negotiators, 
who hat1 called for raising the statutory minimum 
pension for qualified workers at. age 65 to 30,000 
lire :I ~uol~f11, contended that the 1968 pension 
increases, \vhicli brought the mininimn to L.21,900 
were inadequate to compensate for the rise in the 
cost of living that had taken place since mid-1965, 
when pensions were last adjusted. The unions also 
advocated repeal of two provisions of the 1968 
law that. had proven to be unpopular-the reduc- 
tion or el imitation of pensions for retired workers 
who chose to cant inue in remunerative employ- 
ment and the abolition of seniority pensions, 
wllicll permitted ret,irement, at any age after 35 
years of service. In addition, the unions de- 
manded tlint the Government increase its contri- 
bution to t 11~ social or minimum pension fund to 
replace the share now paid by workers and em- 
ployers (7.28 percent, of the payroll t,ax). The 
workers shaw would then be used to augment 
111e wage-related pension funds. Labor also asked 
that benefits be adjusted antomnt~ically for each 
5-pewent increase in t,he cost of living and that 
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