
Notes and Brief Reports TABLE 2.--Bverage nayments to concurrent recipients of 
OASDHI cash benefits and O-k-4 money payments and to 
nonbeneficiary-recipients of OAIA money paymrnts, specified 
months in 1951-i0 

Aged Persons Receiving Both 
OASDHI and OAA, Early 1970” Month 

and year Average 
OASDHI 

cash 
benefit 

August 1951.. mt. 85 $36.00 
February 11Kn.m 29. co 36.85 
Frbrua~y lY53.. 33.!JO 38.i5 
F~brunry 1!154. 33. !10 40.35 
February lY55.. 38.i5 3i.40 
Fe ,,“ary 1956.m 38.70 40.35 
February 1957-m 40.10 42.iO 
February lY58.m 4o.io 43.60 
March 1’3,5,!r-~... 43.85 43.80 
February 1060.. 43.30 45.x0 
February 1961.. 45.80 44.90 
Februal-y lY62.. 47.30 4l.'I5 
Felmary 1!163.. 4i. 75 44.10 
February 1!)64.. 48.80 4i.80 
February 1!165.. ('1 ('1 
February 1!166.. 52.75 4i.70 
February 1!167.. 52.95 56.75 
May 1868*..... 61.85 56.50 
February 1’360 3. 63.10 5'!.30 
February 1’970 3. 4 65.60 64.10 

In order to effectirely plan and evaluate old- 
age, survivors, disability, and health insurance 
(OASl>III) and public assistance programs and 
assess their changing relationship to each other, 
it is essential to have comprehensive data on 
aged persons who receive money payments from 
both programs concurrently. The latest report 
from the Kntionnl Center for Social Statistics 
of the Social and Rehabilitation Service inclicates 
that three-fifths of those receiving old-age as- 
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TABLE I.-Recipients of OAA money payments also receiving 
OASDHI cash benefits, all O:lA money payment recipients, 
and all OASDHI beneficiaries aged 65 or over, specified 
months in 1948-70 

-. 
1 Reporting rcquilement waived for 1065. 
2 Excludes Guam and Nevada;,data llot reported. 
3 Excludes Gums and the \%‘pln Islands; data not reported. 
4 This average was subseqwntly inclcascd by about 15 percent under the 

Tax Reform Act of 1X9, which increased social security brueiits by this 
percentage, eflmtive January l!l;O. lnaeases in benefit amounts, bowever, 
awe not paid to beneficiaries until April. 

Source: Xational Center for Social Statistics, Social and Rehabilitation 
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M onth and year sistance (OAA) under State-Fecleral public as- 
sistance programs in February 1970 also received 
cash insurance benefits mlder OASDHI in that 
month. 

These data have been gathered ammally from 
the States since 1948 and include figures on the 
incidence of concurrent receipt and the amount 
of snch monthly payments from the insurance and 
assistance programs. The most recent information 
presented here was taken from reports for Febru- 
ary 1970 submitted by State public assistance 
agencies administering or supervising the ad- 
ministration of approved plans for old-age as- 
sistance. They do not include recipients of medical 
assistance for the aged as they hare in some 
previous years. 

Early in 1970 more than 1.2 million persons 
aged 65 or over were receiving monthly income- 
maintenance payments both under old-age as- 
sistance and under old-age, survivors, disability, 
and health insurance. Persons getting both types 
of payments were only slightly more numerous 
than they had been in February 1969 and they 
represented about 7.4 percent of all beneficiaries 
aged 65 or over. For the first 3 of the past 5 years 

All 
IASDHI 

bene- 
ficiaries 
aged 65 
or OY-3 

All OAA 
IllOlXy 

payment 
ecipients 

Number 

June l!l48....-... 
September 1950.. 
August lY51...... 
February 10.52.. 
February 1053.. 
February lY54.. 
February 1’355. 
February lY56.. 
February 1!157.. 
February 1!158.. 
March 1!15Y..-... 
February 1’360.. 
February 1’361.. 
February 1962. _. 
February 1’363.. 
February lY64.. 
February 1965.. 
February lY66.. 
February lY6ie.. 
May 1!168. 
February 196’3 J.. 
February 1YiO 3.. 

146,000 6.1 10.0 
276,000 9.8 12.6 
377,000 13.8 ll.Y 
406,000 15.1 12.0 
426,000 16.3 10.7 
462,000 18.0 9.6 
487,000 19.2 86 
514,000 20.4 7. Y 
553,000 22.2 i.8 
596,000 24.2 7.1 
644,000 26.i 6.9 
669,000 28.5 6.6 
iOY,OOO 31.0 6.5 
744,000 33.i 6.4 
8Oi,OOO 37.2 6.5 
8i1,OOO 40.7 6.6 

2944,000 244.7 2 7.0 
l.OOi,OOO 48.7 7.1 
l,OY6,000 53.1 7.0 
1,154,ooo 57.2 7.1 
1,181,000 58.2 7.1 
1,243,ooo 60.4 7.4 

1,457,ooo 
2,1!92,000 
3,174,ooo 
3,404,ooo 
4,010,000 
4.801,000 
5,640,OOO 
6,490,OOO 
7,12i,OOO 
8,4M,OOO 
9,3iY,OOO 

10,135,000 
10,8iO,OOO 
11,668,OOO 
12,488,OOO 
13,123,ooo 
13,580,OOO 
14,246,OOO 
15,558,OOO 
16.144,000 
16,53Y,OOO 
16,YO3,000 

1 Estimated by the Social Security Administration. 
* Data on concurrent receipt of OAA and OASDHI payments estimated 

on basis of mtional ligum; State reporting waived for l%bruary lY65. 
s Excludes Guam and the \virgin Islends; data uot reported. 
Source: National Center for Social Statistics, Social and Rehabilitation 

Service. 

* Data from tabular release on Comwrent Receipt of 
PuSlic Assistance Jfo~~ey Payments and Old-Aye, Sumi- 
Ijors, and Disability Imurancc Cash Bcmfits by Persons 
Aged 65 or Over, 19/,8-70 awl February 1970 (Social and 
Rehabilitation Service, Xational Center for Social Sta- 
tistics), 1970. 
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the proportion of beneficiary-recipients rose at 
a rate of about 4 percent per year. For the past 
2 years, bon-ever, there has been only a l-21/~ 
percent increase. For the first time, beneficinry- 
recipients represented more than 60 percent of 
all 1)ersons receiving old-age assistance. 

The average monthly olcl-age or snrT-ivors bene- 
fit going to 1)ersons getting both types of pay- 

TABLE 3.--OAA money pagmrnt recipients also receiving 
OASDHI cash benefits, by State, February 1970 

OAA money payment recipients 
also receiving OASDIIl cash 

benefits 

state 

New Hampshire .._.............._.. 
New Jersey ._.. ~~._.~ . . . . .._.. 
New Mexico...- .._..... ~~~.~.~ .._.. 
New York . . . . ~~~~ _.............._.. 
North Carolina . .._........... .._.. 
North Dakota . . . . . . . . . . -..~_.- 

Oklahoma .._ .... .._ ............ .._ .. 
O*egOn...~..................-.~..- .. 
Pennsylvania--. .._ ........ ..-..._ .. 

Puerto Rico....~.................- .. 
Rhode Island .. _ .__..........__. ~_ .. 
South Caroline _...._._........._ .... 
South Dakota.- ...... __........_ .... 
TenneSSee...~........---.......- .... 
Texas.............-.-...........- ... 
Ctsh.-.~..........-............-- ... 
Vermont.......................- .... 
Virginia............-~..........- .... 
Washington.........~..........-- ... 

West Virginia ....................... 
Wisconsin...........-- .............. 
Wyoming ......... _._. ....... .._ _ .... 

I 
Number 

1,243.000 

64,600 58.4 25.8 
1,000 64.9 21.1 
7,700 57.4 6.0 

28,100 49.1 14.R 
r‘Q,ooo 76.6 16.2 
21,100 61.1 13.8 
4,700 58.Y 1.9 
1.700 75.6 4.3 
1.400 48.7 2.7 

40,000 62.2 5.2 

52,800 56.9 18.8 
1,400 62.8 3.6 
2,300 66.0 3.8 

1!1,600 51.4 2.1 
11,400 68.6 2.6 
15,ioo 65.5 5.1 
6. ioo 48.0 3.0 

38,000 58.6 13. i 
72,700 al.9 32.9 

7,400 69.0 7.2 
3,500 4O.Y 1.5 

38,300 75.5 7.2 
22,400 5!l. 3 3.3 
1?.!l00 58.8 3.6 
42,300 58.5 24.8 
5Y, 800 64.3 13.0 

1,800 50.4 3.0 
3,500 43.3 2.2 
2.300 IV.2 Y.4 

3,300 75.Y 4.7 
Y.800 61.0 1.7 
3,YOO 42.1 7.0 

58, ioo 63.0 3.5 
16,500 43.6 4.7 
2,300 58.5 3.Y 

32 ( ioo 56.3 3.Y 
42,000 56.2 17. !I 
4,YOO 66.3 2.5 

24.800 51.8 2.3 

190 
3,100 
5,100 
2,400 

25,000 
139,000 

1,400 
3,200 
5,300 

15,600 

4,500 
11,200 
1,100 

.Y 
81.3 
26.8 
53.4 
47.3 
5Y.8 
38.4 
72.6 
44.1 
67.3 

3:; 
3.2 
3.3 
8.0 

16.1 

;:: 
1.7 
5.6 

35.3 2.7 
60.1 2.6 
65.4 4.1 

As percent of- 

0.4A 
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payment 
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ash bene- 
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7.4 

ments in February 1970 was $65.60, and their 
average OL% money payment was $64.10. For 
those receiving only an Ohh payment, the aver- 
age amount was $92.35 (table 2). 

Workmen’s Compensation Offset, 
1967-69” 

Ilt the end of 1969, nearly 19,000 disabled- 
worker families comprising more than 61,000 
social security beneficiaries were affected by the 
workmen’s compensation off set provision of the 
Social Security hct. The proportion of all dis- 
xbled-worker families and beneficiaries thus af- 
fected w-as relatively small (1.3 percent of the 
families and 2.4 percent of the beneficiaries). 
The ratio is growing steaclily, however, as more 
and more of the new axwclees have their benefits 
either partially or completely offset (table 1). 

Provisions of the 1965 nmemhents.--The work- 
men’s compensation off set, provision currently 
operative was enacted by Congress in 1965. Its 
purpose w-as to keep a clisabled worker from col- 
lecting benefits that exceed his “average current 
earniligs” or some specified percentage thereof. 
I-rider this provision, social security benefits 
would be reduced when the combined social secu- 
rity and State workmen’s compensation benefits 

TABLE l.-Benefits for disabled workers and dependents: 
Total and those partia!ly or completely offset as a result of 
workmen’s compensation offset, 1967-69 

I 
Disabled workers 

I 
Disabled workers 
and dependents 

Y&X 
Benefits par- Benefits par- 
tially or co*n- tially or com- 

Total pletely offset Total pletely of%?t 
number number 

Num- Percent Num- Percent 
brr of total ber of total 

Awards during year 

On the rolls at cod of year 

1 Data not availsble. 

1 Excludes Guam and the Virgin Islands; data not reported. 
Source: National Center for Social Statistics, Social and Rehabilitation 

Service. 
*Prepared by Wayne Long, Division of Statistics, 

Office of Research and Statistics. 
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