Social Security Surveys of the Disabled Population

During the past decade the Social Security Administration has conducted a number of surveys
to obtain information on the nature and duration of the limitations of the disabled, their medi-
cal care needs and costs of care, and factors assoclated with their living arrangements and social
relationships. Analysis and data from these disability surveys are used in the development and
administration of the disability insurance program. The findings are especially useful to those
who determine policy and recommend legislative changes and improvements in the program. The
information obtained from the surveys is also of interest to persons in a wide range of Govern-
ment and private agencies who are responsible for the care and rehabilitation of the disabled
population.

The surveys include:

SOCIAL SECURITY SURVEY OF THE DISABLED: 1966—Data were collected from more than 8,000
noninstitutionalized adults aged 18-64. The survey findings were published in 24 separate re-
ports, several of them in the Social Security Bulletin, between 1967 and 1974. Not all the
reports in that series are currently in print, but a compilation of the 1966 survey findings is
in preparation and planned for publication in fiscal year 1976.

SOCIAL SECURITY SURVEY OF INSTITUTIONALIZED ADULTS: 1967—Data were collected from 6,000
patients in long-term medical care institutions Complete findings from the survey were pub-
lished in The 1967 National Survey of Institutionalized Adults, 1974, available from the U.S.
Government Printing Office, Washington, D C. 20402, Stock number 1770 00244 ($1.95).

FOLLOWUP SURVEY OF DISABLED ADULTS: 1963—Data were collected from about 4,000 noninsti-
tutionalized adults disabled less than 10 years in 1966 Preliminary findings and data from
the 1969 survey are being published by the Social Security Administration in a series of num-
bered reports that focuses on changes for the period 1966-69 in the extent of disability,
functional hmitations, health and use of health services, current work experience, labor-force
status, income and assets, and need for personal care The reports also will provide longi-
tudinal information on changes in disability and income support programs and estimates of
recovery, death rates, and changes in program entitlement for the disabled population.

BURVEY OF RECENTLY DISABLED ADULTS: 1971—Data were collected in perssnal interviews with
about 1,400 noninstitutionalized adults identified as disabled in a 1971 mail screening. About
500 of those interviewed reported their onset of disability occurred between October 1969 and
March 1971. Major analyses from the study are based on data obtained from these recently
disabled individuals, and include examination of the factors associated with the development of
disability, the immediate effects of and adjustments to it, and the economic and social conse-
quences for the disabled person and his family, The accompanying article, “Income of the
Newly Disabled,” is the first report in a series presenting findings from the 1971 survey.

FOLLOWUP SURVEY OF DISABLED ADULTS: 1872—Data were collected in pers ‘nal interviews with
disabled, nondisabled, and previously disabled noninstitutionalized adults. Of the 18,000 per-
sons interviewed, 11,700 were disabled in April 1970; 5,000 were nondisabled, but some had
health impairments; and 1,300 were recently disabled persons interviewed in 1971. Fieldwork
was carried out by the Bureau of the Census in June-September 1972 Analysis of the data
will appear in a planned series of reports, with initial issues scheduled for publication in
fiscal year 1976 The study will seek to cetermine the extent to which disability affects the
labor-force activity of working age adults and examine the effects of disability on the dis-
tribution of income The data will offer a base for comparing the antecedents and effects of
disability. -

As preliminary findings and data from the 1969, 1971, and 1972 surveys become available, they
will be published in the form of numbered reports, some of which, like the accompanying article,
will appear in the Bulletin. The Office of Research and Statistics will make available, upon re-
quest, the complete series from each survey. Libraries, agencies, and individuals desiring to be
included in this continuing disability research data distribution should address requests to: U.8.
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Social Security Administration, Office of Research
and Statistics, Publications Staff, 1875 Connecticut Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20009,
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Income of the Newly Disabled: Survey of

Recently Disabled Adults

According to the 1971 reports of recently
disabled persons, their incomes were more
" likely to have decreased than increased since
the onset of their disability. Severely dis-
abled and nonmarried persons had lower in-
comes and married women had higher in-
comes than the other recently disabled.
Earnings were by far the most important
source of income among the recently dis-
abled, with the severely disabled and the
nonmarried having the least earnings. Public
tncome-maintenance programs were the next
important source of income— especially
social security bemefits. An inverse relation-
ship existed between the receipt of earnings
and payments from public income-main-
tenance programs: As income from earnings
decreased, income from these programs
tended to imcrease. Social security benefi-
ciaries generally had lower incomes, received
less of their income from earnings, and re-
ceived more from public income-maintenance
programs than others in the study.

IN THE SUMMER OF 1971, the Social Security
Administration conducted a survey of persons
aged 18-64 as of April 1970 who had recently
become disabled. These persons were identified in
the spring of 1971 from a mail questionnaire sent
to households reporting nondisabled adults in the
1970 Decennial Census. Data on persons reporting
themselves as disabled in response to the question-
naire were obtained through subsequent household
interviews with the disabled person. Because the
focus of the survey was on the recently disabled,
only persons reporting themselves as becoming
disabled from October 1969 to March 1971 were
studied.

*Division of Disability Studies, Office of Research and
Btatistics.
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The objectives of the 1971 survey were to ex-
amine the factors associated with the development
of disability and the immediate effects of and
adjustments to it. The study also examined the
immediate impact of disability on the disabled
person and his family in terms of income and
medical consequences. In the present report
amounts and sources of income received in 1970
by the recently disabled and the effects of dis-
ability upon this income are examined. Income
data were collected for the disability unit and for
the family. The disability unit included the dis-
abled person and his or her spouse and minor chil-
dren if they lived in the same household. For
most nonmarried persons the disability unit con-
sisted of the disabled person only. Family income
included the income of the unit plus the income
of other relatives in the household. The survey
methods, disability definitions, sample design, and
variability estimates are described in the Techni-
cal Note.

EFFECT OF RECENT DISABILITY ON INCOME

As one would expect, many of the recently
disabled—two-fifths of the persons in the study—
reported that the onset of their disability was
followed by a decrease in unit income, compared
with one-eighth who reported an increase and
about one-half who reported no change (table 1).2
The proportions reporting an income loss were
higher for the severely disabled and for the non-
married than for other recently disabled persons—
an indication that the effects of disability ﬁp\on

! Although there are no exactly comparable data for
the general U.S. population, the fact that the median
income of families and unrelated individuals in the
United States rose from $8,017 in 1969 to $8,385 in 1970
suggests that more people had an Iincrease than & de-
crease in 1970, See Bureau of the Census, Consumer In-
come, “Income in 1970 of Families and Persons in the
United States,” (Series P-60, No. 80) October 1971, table
1.



TaBLE 1.—Change in disability unit income since onset of
disability, by severity of disability, marital status, and sex:
Percentage distribution of recentiy disabled adults aged

18-64 !
Married Nonmarried
Change in income Total
Men |Women| Men |Women
All units
Total number (in thou-
88NA8) o eeeaaeeen 1,786 | . 885 727 180 280
Total percent......cocnen... 1000 1000) 1000 1000 100 0
Increased. . . ..oovoecveuenreoo. 130 15 2 121 81 141
Decreased. .. 398 43 2 M40 49 3 41,7
No change... 461 40 3 52.4 40 6 43 3
Not reported......coeeeeeeenn... 14 138 1.5 20 10
, Beverely disabled
Total number (In thou-
SANAS) v e ciicennaan 861 231 400 80 142
Total percent........ceeeun.. 1000 1000] 1000 1000 100 0
Increased .. .....covoeecncmncnns 83 150 46 [.oaanuan 129
Decreased... e 49 8 53 5 78 78 4 817
No change_ .. weee] 41,9 s 57 6 21 6 25 4
Not reported......ooooororeeefencacaacenccancfoccnnea]oveccceatanens

1 Recently disabled persons includes those aged 18-64 as of April 1970 {n
all tables,

income were greater for the severely disabled and
for the nonmarried. This finding was substanti-
ated by most of the income data in the study.
The fact that fewer married women reported a
decline in income and that the proportion of
severely disabled married women who reported
such a decline was not significantly higher than
for all married women suggests that married
women are less affected economically than other
persons by disability and by the severity of their
disability.

Examination of the amount of income received
by the recently disabled also indicates that they
had less income on the average than the non-
disabled. The median family income of the re-
cently disabled in 1970 was about $7,400 and the
mean was $8,740 (table 2). Comparable measures
of family income for the total U.S. population in
1970 show figures from $1,000 to $2,000 higher.?
One might assume that the loss of income would
be greater for the long-term disabled than for
the recently disabled. Evidence from the 1966
Social Security Survey of the Disabled, in which

* The median income for primary families and primary
individuals in 1970 was $8,605, but this amsunt included
the income of persons aged 65 and over. Mean income for
families and unrelated individuals aged 14-64 was
$10,658 See Bureau of the Census, Consumer Income,
op. cit., tables 18 and 17.
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the median duration of disability for the disabled
population was 8 years, showed a larger propor-
tional difference between income of the disabled
and nondisabled, although the difference in dollars
was comparable to the 1970 difference.

AMOUNT OF INCOME

Family income is defined as all income received

by the disabled person and any spouse or other.

relatives living in the household. Family income

of the severely disabled averaged $1,000 less than
the figure for the total group, and married per-.

sons’ incomes were several thousand dollars more
than those of the nonmarried (table 2).

Disability unit income, which excludes the in-:
come of relatives other than a spouse or minor

children, is perhaps more accurate than family
income as an indicator of a disabled person’s
economic situation. The mean 1970 unit income
for all persons in the study was almost $7,700
(table 3). The amount varied with the severity
of the disability. As the tabulation that follows
indicates, persons whose disability was severe

Severity of disability

Income characteristics s d
. econdary

Bevers Oceupa- work
tlonal |y itations
Total number (in thousands)..... 861 367 509

Percent with— o

Less than $1,000. ... .oeeeeeooonne. 51 74 10
$15,000 OF MOTe. et e seemcaccnee 72 101 17 6
Median fRCOMenn oo $5,527 $6,160 $7,740
Mean 1Reome. ..o 6,672 7,537 9,342

averaged about $1,000 less than the total group,
and persons with only secondary work limitations
and with mean income a little above $9,300 aver-
aged about $1,600 more than the income of the
total group.* : ’ o
Because unit income includes spouse’s income,
the amount varied considerably with marital

*The median 1965 family income of the disabled was
$5,270; for all families of comparable age in the general
population it was $6,817. See Idella G. Swisher, Family
Income of the Disabled (Report No. 18, Social Security
Survey of the Disabled: 1986), Office of Research and
Statistics, October 1970, pages 1-2.

* See the Technical Note, page 17, for a definition of
the three degrees of severity. '
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TaBLE 2.—Total 1970 family income, by severity of disabilitf’. married women, whose unit income usually in-
marital status, and sex: Percentage distribution of recently

disabled adults aged 18-64 cluded the earnings of a nondisabled husband,
had a mean income of about $9,300—several
R veuly | Mamied | Nonmarried hundred dollars higher than the mean for married
income Total | "4 I differed li f d
oo | Men |Womenl Men |women  Men. Income differed little for men and women
among the nonmarried, although more men than
Totaloumber ™™ | 17s8| se| sss| 77| 10| 20  women had no income or very low income.
ol sl wol ool 100 Disability unit income in 1970 averaged about
7 I R I $1,000 less than family income for the recently
23l s lwel 38| 5% disabled, with the differences greater for the non-
S5 4% wil ¥ 23 married than for the married, as seen in the
w2 Bal By B2 A7 following figures. This finding means ‘that the
211 29 213 18 2 96
83 173 18 8 38 27
Median income._....... $7,376 | 96,631 | 38,357 | $8,387 | $5,816 | $4,208
Mean income........... 8,740 | 7,774 9,748 1 0,941 | 6,301 5,284 Lo
Disability | porne
‘ . Marital status and f;ex m‘g;:; . income
status and sex. From 10 to 20 percent of the AL O e §7,082 38,740
nonmarried but almost no married persons had  Mgrea: 8,756 0.748
less than $1,000 in unit income, and the mean of  Women......-.. 9,321 0,541
the nonmarried at just undgr $4,000 was less than Men oooeeeaoneeeoneeas Trerriisisee g:g%g ’ g:g
half the mean of the married. Recently disabled

B

s

TasLE 3.~—Total 1970 disability unit income, by severity of proportlon of .the .famlly income consisting of
disability&imarital status, and sex: Percentage distribution of ~ income of relatives in the household (other than

recently disabled adults aged 18-64 spouses and minor children) is larger for the
. Married | Nommarried nonmarried than for married persons. Among the
Amount of income Total 618,000 recently disabled with other relatives in
Men |Women| Men |Women  the household (or one-third of all the recently
All units disabled) the disability unit income made up less
than one-fourth of the family income for more
17| sss| 72| 10| 20  thantwo-fifths of the nonmarried men and almost
100l 100l 100l wool 1wo  one-fifth of the nonmarried women. These figures
12 1 22 indicate that at least three-fourths of the family
i 881 2% income for these persons was from other relatives
- 135l 3% in the household, but relatives’ income was not
e X% %% that important for any of the married persons
17.2 185 124 ‘
157 6.1 1.7 (table 4'.). ‘
15,000 or more.... 108 129} 158 f.cuua.o. .7 '
Median income... .| s8.20 Jis | $3,218 I o
Mean income..-. sg.682 sg' ‘3,829 TaBLE 4~Disability unit income as a percent of 1970
family income, l:ﬂ severity of disability, marital status, and
bled sex: Percentage distribution of recently disabled adults aged
18-64 with other family members in household
ge1| 281[ 400 80 142 ' Se- Married Nonmarried
Percent of family Total verely
100 1000 1000 1000] 1000 income dis-
3 " abled | Men {Women| Men jWomen
2.3 Tiaw] 58
17 28 89 Total number (in
26| 7iE[TEE] 2ve| 172 thousands)..... e8| 22| 184 109 88| 10
84| 59| 1o| 19| 253
194 191] 189] 122| 820 1000 1000 1000| 1000 1000 1000
86| 102{ 28| 33| 51
163| 122 287| 213|....... BL| BB |ieeeee|oreeens 07) 4.4
45| 207| 85| 33100 7.8 | 127 (1IN ozl 18
15,000 or more. . 72| 12| 90|........ i3 17| 18| idE[iE0| 87| =7
212| 218| 282 210| 194] 147
Median NCOMennoaeeeeeennnnn $6,527 | $6,282 | §7,148 | $2,216 | $2,808 12| 1.3 208| 144f 35| 23
Mean HCOMEnnrnenoreseeseseeeos , 8,163 | 8,136 | 8,435 [ 2,747 36| 320| 38.6| 6| 27.5| 194
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SOURCES OF INCOME

Earnings

Earnings were by far the most important
source of income for the recently disabled in
1970. Almost 7 out of 8 disability units had earn-
ings, twice as many as had income from any other
source (table 5). For those with earnings the
mean amount was $7,200, more than three times
as much as the mean from any other source (table
6). More than half of all recently disabled per-
sons received almost all (90 percent or more) of
their income from earnings (table 7). And four-
fifths of the mean unit income of all the recently
disabled was from earnings, with only a fifth from
all other sources combined.

Why are earnings of such preponderant im-
portance in the income of persons who have work
limitations? One might assume the reason was
that the partially disabled, who are more capable
of employment than the severely disabled, are
included in the figures quoted above. But even
among the severely disabled, more than four-fifths
had unit earnings and three-fourths of their total
income came from this source. The recency of dis-
ability might be a factor. The following tabulation

Severity of disability
Date of onset i o Seeondl:ry
ccupa- | worl
Total | Bevere tional limita-
tions
Total number (in thou-

T 1o ) S 1,736 861 367 509
Total percent................ 100 0 100 O 100 0 100 0
Jan -Mar, 1871 ... 138 191 82 88
Oct.-Dec. 1970.... - 181 18 7 17 4 210
July-Sept. 1970_. - 221 217 206 239
Apr.-June 1970____ - 18 6 181 23 3 161
Jan -Mar, 1970___. - 107 66 18 2 123
Oct,~Dec. 1069 ... .. .coe... 167 17 8 123 180

makes it clear that many of the persons in the
study were not disabled during all of 1970. The
1966 disability survey showed almost the same
proportion with earnings, however—79 percent of
the total group and 59 percent of the severely
disabled—although the median duration of dis-
ability was 8 years.

®Idella G. Swisher, Sources and Size of the Income
of the Disabled (Report No. 18, Social Security Survey

of the Disabled, 1966) Office of Research and Statistics,
July 1971, table 8.

Inclusion of spouse’s income in unit income is
obviously a factor—spouse’s mean earnings were

TaBLE 5.—Source of 1970 disability unit income, by severity
of disability, marital status, and sex: Percent of recently
disabled adults aged 18-64 with income from specified source

Married Nonmarried
Source of incoms Total
Men |Women| Men [Women
Al units
Total number (in thou-
SaNdS) oo 1,738 538 727 180 280
12 .79 PO 51 22
86 3 90 4 895 758 78 2
70 9 88 3 54 2 76 8 82
45 7 a9 b ) (R I
39 39 83 |ceeanan 7
23 2 295 227 12 2 196
Public income-maintenance
0T+ €Y o . R 48 43 9 4311, 488 4086
Social insurance and related
Programs. .o uvceuecccax 31 38 8 379 389 396
Social security._.. 176 101 21 88 32.8
Railroad retirement. 7 24 |eacaceferenece|eacannas
Veterans’ Payments_.- 56 58 41 101 [
‘Workmen’s compensation 568 79 47 78 21
Government employes
pensions or benefits_.... 28 39 13 46 3.7
State temporary disability
benefits .. _.._._..... 32 48 27 18 29
Unemployment compen-
satlon. ... .......... 79 91 85 122 1.8
Public assistance.... 99 73 90 142 142
PTD-AB..... 344 ... 50 681 43
AFDC........... 40 25 37 54 a7
Other .. ....ocoooan 31 47 7 40 47
Private employer-union pen-
slons or benefits... 88 1n2 97 52 50
Other private source 12 8 158 78 177 17.8
Private insurance. 58 106 22 78 43
Relatives.__.. 42 29 17 88 103
Other income. 29 23 36 1.1 87
No report on— .
Assets or public assistance.. 37 17 52 L7 4.3
ANY SOUICO.c e nrnnnnnannnn 11 29 [ 3 P
Beverely disabled
Total number (in thou-
8and8) . i i nennnane 861 231 400 80 142
50 U PO (R . 43
81,1 86 8 88 0 629 64 4
60 8 83 0 46 6 629 64 4
48 8 49 7 783 [commcace]rocaaaen
37 24 (1. 20 (R E
t 211 325 15 2 17 9 218
Public income-maintenance
PrOgrams. . ____..ocoec--- 511 56 9 44 4 613 54 8
Social insurance and related
PrORTBIMS . e oeeecma 39 2 45 0 35 5 42 3 40 3
8ocial security..._. 207 171 196 175 32 4
Railroad retirement. 8 b 25 1N U RN F,
Veterans’payments. 45 80 26 338 48
‘Workmen's compensa.
[574) « GO, 50 78 26 13 42
Government employee
pensions or benefits... 40 80 18 102]........
State temporary disa-
- bili{y beneitits ......... 30 48 23 38 2.0
nemployment compen-
tpi v 85 69 100 o oeeeo...
16 0 13.8 144 190 21 4
80 [..eo. 90 41 85
83 48 61 121 66
er. 48 88 |ecauaan 58 92
Private employer-union pen-
108 138 123 71 438
Other private source 121 107 90 278 153
Relatives...___. 47 22 26 197 67
Private insuran 43 74 11 79 65
Other income. .. 31 1.1 62 |cecnennn 20
No report on—
Assets or public assistance._. 3.7 31 56 [-cecunan 20
Any B0Uree. ... .o.oooooao-.. I 13 PO F 0 IR PO
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gher than th e earnings of the dis-
abled person, and spouse’s earnings provided a
slightly larger share of total unit income than
those of the disabled person. Seven out of 10 of
all the recently disabled had personal earnings
that averaged about $4,200, however, and three-
fifths of the severely disabled had personal earn-
ings averaging about $3,200 (table 8). Almost
two-fifths of the average total income of all the
recently disabled came from the earnings of the
disabled person (table 6).

cgngiﬂerably hicher than the earnin

TaBLE 8.—Source of 1970 disability unit income, by severity
of disability, marital status, and sex: Percent ofy recently
disabled adults aged 18-64 with income, mean amount, and
percent of total income from specified source

Total Severely disabled
Sg.lrce of P ¢ P?rtc&ntl P ¢ Percenlt
come ercen’ [ al| Percen of tota:
Mean Mean
with income | with income
income [30URt | “rom | income {BTROUDE| “grory
source source
Allunits
Total number
(in thousands).{ 1,786 {......._|._...... 861 | o ]eaaeas
All source, total....] 98 8| $7,773 | 1000 98 9 | $6,834 100 0
arnings._ ... ...... 86 3| 7,213 810 811 6,341 760
Disabled person...... 70 4,181 386 60 8| 3,166 28 &
POUSe o eeeeen 45 7| 7,086 42 2 48 8 6,564 47 4
8888 i ecaaen 23 2| 1,008 30 211 1,080 33
Public income-mainte-
nance programs....] 448} 1,501 93 511 1,808 187
Boclal insurance._.... .1 1,502 74 392 1,720 100
Soclal security..... 1761 1,685 39 2071 1,740 53
Public assistance_.... 99| 1,417 18 16 01| 1,562 37
Private pensions....... 89| 1,95 23 1081 2,164 34
Other private source,
except relatives._... 86| 1,097 12 741 1,841 16
Relatives..._____.._.._. 42| 2,303 13 47| 1,427 10
Not reported. . ......._. o ) 19 ™ 1 9
Married men
Total number
(in thousands). 2130 (R I b1 W IR S
Allsource, total.._._.{ 99 5] $8,794 | 1000 | 100 0 | $8,163 100 0
rnings 90 4 7,795 80 8 86 8| 7,008 75 5
Disabled 88 3 5,856 5 0 830 4,726 48 1
8po! 41 9 ,436 212 49 7| 4,479 273
Assets 29 5 784 26 325 386
Public income-mainte-
nance programs.... 439 1,672 84 56 9| 2,066 14 4
Boctal insurance....... a8 3 634 72 4501 2,002 116
Social security..... 101 1,680 18 171 1,762 37
Public assistance__.. 73] 1,456 12 136 2724 20
Private pensions....... 112 2,619 33 13 8| 3,017 51
Other private source,
except relatives_.._. 129 1.1 85 790 9
Relatives..... . ....... 29} 3,611 12 22| 2,112 .8
Married women
Total number
(in thousands). k2 PO R L LN DR D,
All source, total_._.| 100 0 | $9,321 { 1000 | 100 0 | $8,136 100
89 5| 8,989 86 3 88 0| 7,605 83
54 2| 3,031 176 46 6| 2,462 14
78 4| 8,128 68 4 763 7,348 68
227 23 15 2 n7 1

8ee footnote at end of table.
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T aBLE 6.—Source of 1970 disabliity unit income, by severity
of disability, marital status, and sex: Percent of recently
disabled adults aged 18-64 with income, mean amount, and
percent of total income from specified source—Continued

Total Severely disabled
Shncome. Percent ot toal | Percent il
come ercen of total | Percen oftota
with | 2480 |income| with | Me82 [ income
fncome |[**“V*H*] from | income [**VHMY from
source source
Married women—continued
Public income-mainte-
nance programs._ .. .| 431! 81,660 77 44 41 31,754 26
Social insurance. | 3879 1,514 61 3685 1,837 |eueaenn-n
Bocial security..... 201 | 2,019 44 19 6 | 1,968 47
Public assistance..... 00| 1,504 15 14 4| 1,625 29
Private pensions._...... 97| 1,682 18 123 1,774 27
Other private source,
except relatives.._.. 58| 1,617 10 64| 2,42 19
Relatives............... 17 568 1 26 425 .1
Not reported........... (0] ® 8 O] ® 1.1
Nonmarried men
Total number
(In thousands). p: {1 I (T N 80 |iucccaaafonmnrnen
All source, total._..| 94 9| $4,145| 1000 | 100 0 | $3,435 100 0
Earnings_.............. 58| 3,762 27 629 2,710 49 8
ASSetS .o iiciineennn 122 176 5 17 9 234 12
Public income-mainte-
nance programs....| 48 8| 1,328 16 5 613]| 1,735 30
8ocial insurance. . 389 1,196 118 4231 1,759 21.6
Social security . 88| 1,287 28 17 5] 1,379 7.0
Public assistance.....| 14 2] 1,204 47 190} 1,682 93
Private pensions....... 52| 2,18 29 711 2,433 50
Other private source,
except relatives..... 89 1,469 33 791 1,250 27
Relatives. cocuovennooens 88| 1,828 41 1971 1,828 108
Nonmarried women
Total number
(in thousands). 280 |ocoeeie e 142 1 et
Allsource, total..._| 97 8 | $3,915 | 100 0 95 7 | $2,870 100 0
Earnings. . ... oveceuene- 782 2,882 58 9 64 1,613 379
ASSetS. . . ..oiienns 13 6 2,195 1 2 216 2,803 197
Public income-mainte-
nance programs.... 40 6 | 1,480 193 54871 1,503 318
Bocial insurance... ... 39 61 1,422 147 403) 1,474 21,5
Social security.....! 323 1,299 108 324 1,442 170
Public assistance._.... 1421 1,232 48 21 4| 1,317 103
Private pensions.__..._ 50 416 .5 43 607 10
Other private source,
excopt relatives..... 72 809 16 86 925 28
Relatives ... .. ..... 103 | 2,617 71 67| 1,488 37
Not reported........... o (O] 141 O O] 31

1 Data not available

These figures indicate that the majority of the
recently disabled had personal earnings in 1970
despite their disability, and these personal earn-
ings made up a substantial part of their total
income. The personal earnings of the recently
disabled were affected, however, by their disability.
Persons in the study who had earnings averaged
about $1,800 less in personal earnings in 1970
than did persons in the general population. This
difference was about $2,300 for men and $350 for
women. The recently disabled were also more
likely than the general population to have low
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TaBLE 7.—Percent of total 1970 disability unit income from
earnings, by severity of disability, marital status, and sex:
Percentage distribution of recently disabled adults aged 18-64

Married Nonm'arﬂed
Percent of income Total -
Men |Women| Men |Women
Allunits
Total number (in thou-
sands) 1,736 535 727 180 280
Total percent...... dcmecaee 1000| 1000| 1000{ 1000 100 0
96 105 24 2 218
36 29 57 11 8
60 64 28 106
74 65 13 4 156
190 128 37 7
54 4 60 8 50 2 32 4
80 5 86 3 727 589
Severely disabled
Total number (in thou-
L0 ) I 861 231 400 80 142
Totalpereent. .._......_._.. 1000} 1000( 1000 1000 100 0
18 9 13 2 12 0 371 35 6
60 20 53 10 2 12 4
80 75 87 64 82
84 6 8 66 71 17 0
137 26.0 110 8 2 2.8
45 0 4 5 5 3 30.9 24.1
Mean percent. .. .coeeeaanccnan- 2 760 %5 83 2 49.6 879

earnings despite considerable employment. Six-
teen percent of the disabled, compared with about
half as many of the general population, worked
full time for at least 26 weeks in 1970 but earned
less than $3,000.

Comparison of 1970 personal earnings with
earnings in 1969, before most of the persons in
the study had become disabled, also shows that
their disabilities affected their earnings. Mean
earnings in 1969 were $1,000 more than in 1970—
$1,400 for those who became severely disabled
(table 8). The severely disabled also averaged
about $1,500 less in 1969 than those who developed
secondary work limitations and over twice as
many had no earnings. No data in this study bear
directly on why persons who became severely dis-
abled were less likely to have earnings and more
likely to have lower earnings before the onset of
disability than those less seriously disabled. The
tendency of disability to affect the work capacity
of persons of low skills to a greater extent than
persons of higher skills is perhaps part of the
answer. ‘

The fact that many of the recently disabled
were not disabled throughout 1970 lessened the
effect of disability upon their earnings and made
comparisons of the 1969 and 1970 earnings less

meaningful. The earnings of one-eighth of the
persons in the study were entirely unaffected by
their disability, which did not begin until 1971.
Only a sixth of the recently disabled had ‘been
disabled during all of 1970—a fact that makes
the differences between the earnings of the re-
cently disabled and the general population in 1970
(table 9) less than if the disability had existed
throughout the year.

Although earnings were of substantial impor-
tance in the income of most of the recently
disabled, examination of income data by degree
of severity indicates that earnings were less im-
portant in the income of the severely disabled
than of the less severely disabled. Fewer of the
severely disabled had earnings and the share of
total unit income received from earnings was less
(tables 10 and 11). An examination of the data by
marital status indicates that earnings were less
important in the income of the nonmarried than

TaBLE B.—~Amount of 1969 and 1970 personal earnings of
disability units, by severity of disability and sex: Percentage
distribution of recently disabled adults aged 18-64

Severlty of disabllity Bex
Amount of Second-
earnings Occu- | ary
Total | Severe | pa- | work- | Men |Women
tional | limita-
tions
1970
Total number (in
thousands)._... 1,738 861 367 509 723 1,013
1000 1000 1000| 1000 100 0
1 39 2 26 6 14.1 14 6 395
9 60 8 73 85 9 85 4 0 5
6 72 67 22 24 79
4 137 16 1 71 n7 127
. 0 150 147 1 8 18 15 6
. 4 11 17 5 211 18.1 138
. 7 6.6 72 16 7 16 7 4.7
- 9 365 68 161 123 47
. 3 36 41 88 108 14
15,000 or more...__... - 2 PR B 24 20 |iaeeeaae
Medwan, with earnings..| $3,461 | $2,324 | $2,922 | $5,006 | $4,877 | $2,843
Mean, with earnings....| 4,181 3,166 | 3,763 5,655 | 5,381 2,973
| 1969

1000} 1000| 1000} 1000 | 1000 100 0
27 9 31 28 0 15 8 110 400
67 4 59 5 67 3 80 8 83 0 56 3
28 43 13 12 21 33
78 82 12 2 73 37 106
98 109 79 93 67 12 0
150 126 205 15 2 158 14 5
138 125 92 19 3 181 1086
96 80 69 14 3 176 39
T4 456 80 120 16 0 14
15,000 or more.... 12 8 11 23 30 |
Not reported........... 47 54 47 34 60 37
Median, with earnings. .| $4,779 | $4,335 | $4,177 | $5,778 | $6,453 | $3,306
Mean, with earnings....| 5,184 | 4,582 4,012 | 6,099 | 6,715 3,574
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TaBLe 9.—Earnings and work experience in 1970, by sex:
Percentage distribution of recently disabled adults and of the
general U.S. population 1

TasLe 10.—Source of 1970 disability unit income, by severity
of disability: Percent of recently disabled adults aged 18-64
with income from specified source

Total Men ‘Women

Earnings and work

experience General] Re- [Generall Re- |Generali Re-
popu- | cently | popu- | cently | popu- | cently
lation 3|disabled| lation 2 |disabled| Iation 2 [disabled
Total number with
earnings (in
thousands)._..._.| 94,094 | 1,260 | 55,821 640 | 38,273 620

Total percent..____ 1000| 1000 1000 1000 | 1000 100 0

Earned less than $3,000.] 35 5 46 3 23 5 325 52 4 60 3
Intermittent em-

ployment (less

than 26 weeks)_..| 18 8 18 6 123 13 3 273 240

Part time (26 weeks

15 3 21 2 109 205 21 6 21
49 2 325 65 6 470 26 1 176

Mean earnings.......... $5,013 | $4,181 | $7,685 | $5,381 | $3,328 | $2,973

1 Recently disabled persons includes those aged 18-64 as of April 1970,
with earnings in 1970. General population includes those aged 14 and over
as of March 1971, with earnings in 1970.

3 Data from Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports (Series
P-80, No. 80), October 1971, table 52,

of the married, and especially less important for
those who were both severely disabled and non-
married. Fewer of the nonmarried had earnings,
their average earnings were lower (table 12),
fewer of them received most of their income from
earnings, and they received a smaller share of
their total income from earnings. The severely
disabled nonmarried were lower still on each of
these measures.

Among all the recently disabled, earnings were
most important in the unit income of recently
disabled married women, who had higher average
unit earnings, had a larger proportion with most
of their income from earnings, and received almost
seven-eighths of their total mean income from
earnings. The reason for the greater predominance
of earnings in the unit income of disabled mar-
ried women is, of course, spouse’s earnings, which
provided four-fifths of the mean unit earnings of
married women. In contrast, one-fourth of the
married men’s mean earnings came from spouse’s
earnings, although this proportion rose to more
than half for severely disabled married men.

Income from Public Income-Maintenance Programs

The second most important source of income
for the recently disabled was public income-
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Beverity of disability

Source of income Oc- Se:or;xd-

Total | Severe { cupa- | work

tional | limita-

tions
Total number (in thousands)....._.. 1,736 861 367 509

Percent with—
one....___ 12 11 25 038
Earnings. 86 3 811 875 941
23 2 211 216 279
Public income-maintenance programs. 48 511 411 370
Social Insurance. .. .. ci.oiiinoaean. 381 392 38 4 380
Public assistance......_... 99 16 0 39 41
Private pensions or benefits. 89 108 76 66
Other private source.......c.cccucaean- 128 121 156 19
No report on—

Assets or puble assistance........... 37 37 48 29
ANY SOUICE. .o eeeeececaccnenennen 11 .3 42 .-

maintenance programs (social security benefits,
railroad retirement pensions, workmen’s compen-
sation, unemployment compensation, Veterans
Administration (VA) payments, government pen-
sions, and public assistance). Almost half the
recently disabled received some income from one
or more of these programs, but the average
amount for those with income from this source
was only $1,600—Iless than one-fourth of the aver-
age for earnings. In addition, income from this
source made up less than one-tenth of the mean

TasLe 11.—Source of 1970 disability unit income, by severity

of disability: Percentage distribution of mean income of

gec(iantly disabled adults aged 18-64 with income from speci-
ed source

Severlty of disability

Source of Income Second~

Oc- ary

Total | Severe | cupa- | work
tional | limita-

tions
$6,762 | $7,537 | $9,342
1000 1000 100 0
76 0 810 870
2868 36 7 520
42 2 47 4 40 348
2 2 3 .2
30 33 186 38
Public income-mainte Prog - 93 13 7 72 50
Social insurance and related programs. 74 100 68 48
Socialsecurity oo oo 39 53 27 28
Railroad retirement. 1 1 3 1
Veterans’ payments ......... 9 12 .9 .6
Workmen's compensation... 8 8 .8 .3
Government pensfons....... 9 17 .4 2
State temporary disability..... 4 4 8 .1
Unemployment compensation. .8 ] .6 7
Public assistance..co.o.oceenn... 18 37 7 2
Private pensions.... 231 34 25 7
Other private source 25 27 45 11
Relatives 13 10 35 .3
Private insuranc 12 186 11 .8
Not reported..... 19 9 32 28
9



TasLr 12—Amount of 1970 disability unit income from earn-
ings, by severity of disability, mantal status, and sex: Per-
centage distribution of recently disabled adults aged 18-64

Married Nonmarried
Amount of income Total
‘ Men |Women| Men |Women
Allunits
Total number (in thou-
sands) ... ooooeeoooeen 1,736 535 727 180 280
Total percent.. ... .._..__ 1000 | 1000{ 1000 | 1000 100 0
13 7 96 105 42 18
86 3 00 4 89 8 758 82
33 12 18 23 118
79 70 31 14 4 186
95 97 55 14 8 156
137 10 7 116 273 159
138 18 4 138 83 94
7. 999 ... 151 159 20 4 53 70
10,000-14,999___. ... . 13 8 177 189 32|t
15,000 OF MOTe._ o e.eocmaenaan 92 100 LN 15 OGN PN
Median, with earnings........... $6,270 | $6,814 | $8,337 | $3,460 | 82,312
Mean, with earnings....ceoeo.... 7,213 | 7,795 | 8,080 | 3,762 2,882
Beverely disabled
Total number (in thou-
221 o Lo ) SR, 861 231 400
1000 ( 1000 1000
189 13 2 120
811 86 8 88 0
48 ). 33
101 100 43
11 4 130 78
95 90 98
12 8 18 6 139
138 109 28
133 192 17 4
59 61 90
Med:an, with earnings.. $5,804 | $6,232 | $7,684 | $2,148 | 91,420
Mean, with earnngse . caeeenua- 6,341 | 7,006 | 7,695| 2,71 1,613

total income, compared with four-fifths for earn-
ings. About 8 percent of the recently disabled
received 90 percent or more of their income from
public income-maintenance programs (table 13),
but more than half received 90 percent or more
from earnings (table 7).

Marital status and the degree of severity of
the disability had an opposite relationship with
public income-maintenance income from that with
earnings. More of the severely disabled and more
of the nonmarried received income from this
source, and the mean share they received was
larger than for the less severely disabled and for
the married. Severely disabled nonmarried per-
sons, for example, received almost a third of their
mean total income from public income-mainte-
nance programs, compared with 8 percent for all
married persons, and one-fourth of the severely
disabled nonmarried received 90 percent or more
of their income from those programs, compared
with 5 percent of all married persons. It should

be noted that, unlike earnings, the average
amounts of public income-maintenance payments
varied only slightly with severity of disability and
marital status, although the number receiving
such payments and the proportion of total income
did vary.

Social security was the most important source
among the various public income-maintenance
programs: 1 person out of 6 received social secu-
rity benefits, and income from this source made

TasLE 13.~—~Amount and percent of 1970 disability umt in-
come from public income-mamntenance programs, by severity
of disability, marital status, and sex: Percentage distribution
of recently disabled adults aged 18-64

Amount and percent Married Nonmarried
n )
of income Total
Men |{Women| Men |Women
Allunits
Total number (in thou-
19 010 1) N 1,736 535 727 180 280
Total percent .. .......o... 1000§ 1000 1000) 1000 100 0
Arlr&ount
(o) 11 550 56 1 59 49 6 50 4
$1-499 89 1056 74 150 62
500-999__ 89 10 4 82 38 108
1,000~1,9" 13 2 64 131 198 226
2,000-2,999_ 67 88 74 44 25
3,000-4,999. 62 57 62 59 76
5,000 or more 8 18 [ P IR
Not reported...........coneen.. 3 K O, 17 |eaeeene.
Median, wifth income. ... ....... $1,302 | $1,152 | $1,348 | $1,197 | 81,420
Mean, with income.. .......o-n.. 1,501 1,672 | 1,660 | 1,328 1,489
Total percent_.............. 100} 1000} 1000 1000 100 0
Percent,
NONG wcceccecrmecar ccnneann 556 570 57 3 512 50 4
1-24, . 207 271 20 3 172 18
2549 84 64 81 137 98
50-74 54 39 62 14 B8
75-89. 20 ]ac... .. 26 . 58
90-100.. 76 52 55 149 134
Not reported... 3 [ U ) B O SO
Mean, wiih income.. .. ......... 93 84 77 16 6 193
Beverely disabled
Total number (in thou-
sands) 231 400 80 142
Total percent 1006 1000} 1000 100 0
Amount
NONO. . incicnreciannnn 43 1 55 6 387 48 2
$1-499__ 115 51 107 103
9 11 66 29 94
1,000-1,999 56 19 8 27 8 18 8
2,000-2,999. 13 ¢ 57 66 32
3,000-4,999___. 108 67 13 2 129
5,000 0T INOTE. oecncmanccnnn 41 (i1 PR S,
Medwn, with income ..c...oen... $1,503 | $2,031 | $1,440 | $1,565 | $1,431
Mean, with income.. .co.nooae.n. 1,808 ,065 | 1,754 1,735 1,693
Totalpercent. .. ...coccceeee 1000{ 1000 1000| 1000 100 0
Percent
49 5 45 2 85 6 87 48 2
183 29 8 158 170 62
92 51 100 135 17
69 78 61 31 100
26 .. .... 46 ... 21
13 6 121 79 217 24 7
137 14 4 96 310 318
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up 4 percent of the mean total income of all
persons. In comparison, 1 person out of 10 re-
ceived public assistance and these payments made
up about 2 percent of the mean total income. The
importance of social security benefits in the total
income of recently disabled persons varied less
with severity and marital status than was the case
for earnings and the public income-maintenance
programs in general. Women were more than
twice as likely as men to receive social security
benefits, and single women received a higher pro-
portion of their total income from social security
than other recently disabled persons (table 14).
Public assistance payments, on the other hand,
increased in importance with severity and non-
married status. About one-fifth of the nonmarried
severely disabled received such payments, which
made up a tenth of the mean total income they
received. '

Other public income-maintenance programs
were of less importance in the total income
picture than the social security or public assistance
programs. Less than 1 recently ‘disabled person
out of 10 received income from the Veterans
Administration, from workmen’s compensation,
or from unemployment compensation, and less

TaBLE 14.—Percent of total 1970 unit income from social
security benefits, by severity of disability, marital status, and
i%)iﬁ fercentage distribution of recently disabled adults aged

than 1 in 20 from government pension or State
temporary disability programs in 1970. None of
these programs provided as much as 1 percent of
the total unit income.

Another way of judging the importance of dif-
ferent sources of income is by comparing the
percentages of persons who received a major part
of their unit income from such sources. These
comparisons (table 15) support the findings on
the relationships noted earlier between sources
of income and severity of the disability and mari-
tal status.

The proportion of the recently disabled re-
ceiving half or more of their income from earn-
ings was lowest for the nonmarried and for the
severely disabled. Spouse’s income was of much
greater importance for married women—seven-
tenths of whom recgive at least half their income
from their spouse—than it was for married men.
The severely disabled, especially the severely dis-
abled nonmarried, were more likely to receive the
major part of their income from public income-
maintenance programs than other persons; for
the two major programs in this group—the social
security and public assistance programs—the same
is true.

The evidence discussed above indicates that the

TasLE 15 —Source of 1970 disability unit income, by seventy
of disability, mantal status, and sex: Percent of recently

Married Nonmarried g’f?r?lsedé ;(fiitégsss ggf& 18-64 with 50 percent or more of income
Percent of income Total P
Men |Women| Men [Women
Married Nonmarried
All units Source of income Total
Men [Women| Men |Women
Total number (in thou-
sands) 1,736 535 727 180 280 All units
Total percent 1000 1000| 10600 | 1000 100 0
Total number (in thou-
82 4 89 9 99 9 2 67 7 [0 06 &) J R, 1,736 535 727 180 280
65 690 72 23 86
46 13 69 .o, 80
32 18 32 14 71 80 8 801 67 3 55 8
12 eeee . ) O 39 Disabled perso: 5 8 73 673 55 8
21 10 13 51 46 Spouse. - 15 3 700 |ommmcncaermennan
Puablic income-malintenance
39 18 44 29 10 8 Programs. ... ..cccccuenn- 150 91 14 2 16 3 280
Bocial security..... 665 28 60 65 156
Public assistance 51 35 53 72 6 4
Severely disabled
Beverely disabled
Total number (in thou-
[2:0 4 Te ) T, 861 231 400 80 142
Total percent.. .. ... 1000 1000 10001 1000 100 0 231 400+ 80 142
793 829 80 4 825 67 6
64 97 53 29 62 773 739 46 2 43 9
53 240 86 ... 48 51 2 I TN P,
31 31 13 31 81 173 {1 A R,
22| eeaea- 27 |ececaaan 61 Public income-maintenance
37 22 17 115 72 programs.... . 230 15 9 18 6 30 36
Social security 90 53 57 146 21 4
53 37 49 70 17 0 Public assistance 95 80 89 16 1
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TaBLE 16.—Source of 1970 disability unit income, by severity
of disability, earnings status, marital status, and sex: Percent,
of recently disabled adults aged 18-64 with income from
public income-maintenance programs or public assistance

Total Severely disabled
Source of income N N
0 0
earnings [ESMMINGS | oo pings | Earnings
Allunits
Total number (in thou-
b o ) SR 239 1,498 163 698
Percent with—

Publie income maintenance... 749 401 810 41
Public assistanee.............. 26 8 73 374 110

Married men

Total number (in thou-

155 15 . ) I 51 483 30 201

Percent with—
Public income maintenance... 647 41 6 100 0 5 7
Public assistance.............. 3l 4 48 53 3 75

Married women
Total number (in thou-

8aNA8) .. e ieiicnaaan it 650 48 352

Percent with—
Public income maintenance. .. 04 8 369 95 8 378
Public assistance.............. 24 6 71 35 4 116

Nonmarried men

}aTs &) J 44 137 30 51
Percent with—

Public income maintenance... 6l 4 453 700 529
Public assistance.............. 205 95 43 3 39
Nonmarried women
Total number (in thou-
88NA8) .t cenneeeaacns 61 219 51 91
Percent with—

Public Income maintenance_.. 73 4 429 66 8 473
Public assistance.............. 24 6 11 4 29 4 185

receipt of income from public income-maintenance
programs was related to severity and marital
status, but the more essential relationship appears
to be between these payments and earnings (table
16). Persons with no earnings are much more
likely to have income from public income-main-
tenance programs, especially public assistance,
than persons with earnings, regardless of the
severity of the disability or marital status.
Married persons with no earnings, for example,
were actually somewhat more likely to have such
income than the nonmarried without earnings and
the severely disabled without earnings were only
slightly more likely than all persons without earn-
ings; neither of these differences was significant,
however. The severely disabled and the non-

married disabled are less likely to have earnings—
an explanation of their greater tendency to have
income from the public income-maintenance pro-
grams.

Other Sources of Income

Other sources of income besides earnings and
public income-maintenance programs are assets
and private sources such as pensions and contribu-
tions. None of these sources provided more than
3 percent of the total mean income of the recently
disabled in 1970, and all of them combined pro-
vided about one-tenth of the total—about the same
proportion as that provided by all the public
income-maintenance programs together.

Nearly 1 out of 4 of the recently disabled
received income from assets, but the average
amounts were low—about $1,000. This income was
not generally affected by the severity of the dis-
ability. Single men received considerably less and
single women considerably more income from
assets than married persons. Single women, for
example, received a tenth of their total unit in-
come from assets, which averaged $2,200 or more.
Presumably, these women were widows receiving
income from assets accumulated before their
husband’s death.

Income from private sources was not generally
related to the severity of the disability. Married
persons were more likely than the nonmarried to
receive private pensions; single persons were more
likely than the married to receive contributions
from relatives. Mean shares were generally 5
percent or less except for contributions among
the nonmarried women, who received 7 percent
of their total unit income from this source.

EFFECT OF DISABILITY ON SAVINGS

About 3 out of 8 of the recently disabled re-
ported a decline in savings since the onset of their
disability (table 17). Slightly more than half
reported no change in savings and a few—7
percent—reported greater savings during this
period. Declines in savings were directly related
to the severity of the disability: The severely
disabled were most likely and persons with sec-
ondary work characteristics were least likely to
have less savings. Married men, especially if they
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Tasre 17.—Change in disability unit savings since onset of
disahility, hv sevenity of disability: Percentage distribution

of recent,ly disabled adults aged 18-64

- TasLE 18 —Source of disability unit living expenses other

of recently disabled adults aged 18-64

than income, by severity of disahility: Percentage distribution

Change In savings

8
Oscups- | “work

tonal imutations

Total Severe

Source of living expenses

g
Oceupa- oo lm-

Total Severe tianal |W
itations

ugnal

Total number (in thou-

n-
oy
o
=1
&9
<
=X
n
~]
=1

bullub) ................... W

Total percert. . ........ 000! 1000 100 0 100 0
Increased 87 30 10 2 90
Decreased . 370 452 321 26 6
No change__...._... . 520 45 4 521 63 0
Not reported- oo aceoacneaaaan 43 55 54 14

were severely disabled, were more likely to have
decreased savings than those in the other marital
groups, as the data that follow indicate. Severely

Allunlts Severely disabled
Marital Percent with Percent with
status | 10U | savings that— |, T0WL | savings that—
T et thog
ou.- ou-
In- De- In- De-
sands) | oreased | ereased | 52095) | creased | creased
535 53 42 5 231 22 60 0
7 57 343 400 56 398
Bllecccemacann 180 118 28 4 (0 I 46 3
Women........ 280 92 4“7 142 42 381

disabled women, regardless of marital status, were
ess likely than men to have lower savings since
the onset of their disability.

Persons in the study were asked if they had
used sawngs or had borrowed money to supple—

ment their income for 1 liv Lug eXpenses, rift ty- nine
percent reported no savings use d and no borrow-
inoe—ashont the same nronartion ac had rennriad
Ing—about the same proport as had reporied

no change or an increase in savmgs (table 18).
Thirty-three percent had used savings to supple-
ment their income and 11 percent had borrowed;
7 percent used both sources. Persons with sec-
ondary work limitations—the least seriously dis-
abled—were least likely to supplement their
income in these ways.

SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFICIARY STATUS
AND INCOME

A disability unit was classified as a beneficiary
if either the disabled person or his or her spouse
was entitled to social security benefits as of De-
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Total number {in thou-

sands) 1,738 8§81 367 509

Total percent . ... ... 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0

No savings and no loan....._... 59 58 2 51 9 68 8
Savingsonly_..ao. ... . 20 5 29 7 2.7 20 2
Savings and loan... [l ] 55 84 77
Loanonly.._..._... 46 48 69 21
Not reported. ... _o..o_.c.oooo.. 33 37 51 14
cember 1970, regardiess of whether or not benefits

had been paid at any time in 1970. Persons who

applied for benefits late in 1970 or in 1971 and
were paid retroactively for December 1970 or

n]{:c atfind ac hanafiniariaa hnt thav

ssified as beneficiaries, but they
would, of course, have received no social security
payment until 1971. The fact that all the persons
in thls study were recently disabled and many of
them had only recently applied for benefits ac-
counts for the large number of beneficiaries who
reported no income from social security benefits
in 1970. On the other hand, some disability units
actually having income from the social security
program in 1970 were classified as nonbeneficiaries
because their benefits had been terminated before
December 1970.

Disability units that included social security

£

a PR aa ~nf Manarnlann TO7N 1.3 PR,
ALCLLIUL a8 01 wLecelmoer 1viv uuu .lUWU.I'. 111'

s
comes than those that did not, although the mean
of the small group of disabled-worker
beneficiaries was about the same as the mean of
the nonbeneficiaries (table 19). Overall, however,
median income was more than $2,000 lower in
1970 for beneficiaries than it was for nonbene-
ficiaries; mean income was more than $1,000 lower
for the beneficiary group. As the data in the tabu-
lation that follows shows, married men benefi-

.
nia
rie
an

income

Median income Mean Income
Marital status and sex
Beneflel- | Nonbene- | Benefici- | Nonbene-
arles ficlaries aries ficlaries
$8,798 $6,888 312,633 $8,168
5,077 8,624 6,232 9,028
12,116 3,422 12,294 4,101
2,805 3,836 3,030 4,137




TasLe 19.—Total 1970 disability unit income, by severity of
disability and social security beneficiary status: Percentage
distribution of recently disabled adults aged 18-64

Severely
Allunits disabled
Amount of Beneficlaries

income Non- | gope. | Non-

bene- | “Foq." | bene-

Dlis- fiel- arfes fiei-

Total | abled | Other | aries aries

worker
Total number (In

thousands)..... 285 42 243 | 1,482 205 885
Total percent....... 1000| 1000 1000} 1000| 1000 100 O
None..ooeicaccacacccae]aecaans 16 eee 15
$1-099_.._. 44 2 30 61 34
1,000-2,999. 248 4 13 4 208 21 2
3,000-4,999 302 2 5 17 6 a3 4 151
5,000-6,999. . 16 7 76 171 185 15 8
7,000-9,9 87 55 19 2 61 195
10,000-14,999__ 78 60 17 4 45 178
15,000 or more.......... 99 99 10 106 60
Median income._.._.... $4,391 | $5,320 | $4,315 | $6,713 | $4,383 | $6,128
Mean nCOMEaecounne-- 6,606 | 8,071 { 6,460 ,876 | 6,560 8,825

ciaries were an exception; their incomes averaged
several thousand dollars higher than the average
for married nonbeneficiary men.

Beneficiaries had lower incomes than nonbene-
ficiaries because fewer of the beneficiaries had
earnings, and where there were earnings they
were lower than they were for persons not on
the beneficiary rolls. Beneficiaries also had fewer
and lower spouse’s earnings (tables 20 and 21).
The fact that the earnings test under the social
security program limits the amount of beneficiary
earnings undoubtedly explains most of this dif-
ference. Here again, married men beneficiaries
provided exceptions; they had the same propor-
tion with earnings as married men nonbenefi-
ciaries, somewhat more of them had spouse’s
earnings, and their average unit earnings were
higher, as the following tabulation and table 22
indicate. Earnings thus explain the lower incomes
of most beneficiaries but also explain at least part
of the higher income of beneficiaries among mar-

Beneficiaries Nonbeneficiaries
Marltgl status P ¢ P:I;%n{ Percent
and sex ercen 13 al | Percent of total
Mean Mean
with income | with income
earnings | MOt | “grom  |earnings | 2MOURE | “rom
earnings earnings
Allunits__._. 74 3] $5,080 60 4 88 6| $7,564 84 3
Married
Men._.._...... 93 0 8,635 70 0 80 0 7,663 83 8
Women._.._... 735 5,034 5 0 092 6 9,604 881
Nonmarried
[+ D, 47 & 1,927 521 789 3,881 837
Women..__..... 64 6 1,057 25 3 835 3,427 68 9
14

TaBLE 20.—Source of 1970 disability unit income, by severity

of disability and social security beneficiary status: Percent of

iieciiantly disabled adults aged 18-64 with income from speci-
ed source

Beverely
Allunits disabled
Source of Beneficiaries N N
income on- on-
bene- B‘fé}f' bene-
Dis- fiet- arles fic-
Total | abled | Other | arles aries
worker
Total number (in
thousands)..... 285 42 243 | 1,452 208 as5
Percent with—
) B PO, 1.8
2 88 6 723 83 8
65 9 19 65 5 5 3
31 7 48 6 336 53 8
30 5 41 29 39
Assets_... ..-| 358 26 4 87.4 207 330 178
Public income-main-
tenance pro-
Erams._ . ..c..ceen- 83 6 796 843 372 819 41.4
Soctal Insurance
and related
programs.......| 799 74 6 809 299 76 0 27.4
Social security...{ 747 627 76 8 64 719 46
Rallroad retire-
ment [T PO L1
Veterans’ pay
ments... 59 48 4.4
Workmen's
pensation.... 18 e 21 63 1.5 62
QGovernment
ensions or
enefits._.... 51 |ooceeee 60 24 34 4.2
State temporary
isability
benefits...... 10 [ 71 P 37 14 3.5
Unemployment
compensa-
tion_........ 81 57 87
Public assistance... 100 131 18 0
APTD-AB - 33 53 62
AFDC. 43 29 74
Other.. 30 48 48
Private emp
union pensions
or benefits_...._.. 249 36 0 229 57 2717 68
Other private source. 786 64 77 138 38 148
Private insurance.. 34 ... 40 63 23 49
Relatives..cco..o... P 3 27 48 .- 82
Other......oceaeee- 26 64 19 30 1.3 38
No report on—
Assets or public
assistance...... 26 |... 30 39 26 41
ANY B0UrCe .acuenna|emmmmccafemeanns]cameaens 13 [cecunnen

ried men. Apparently the small group of married
men beneficiaries included many who had been
disabled only part of 1970 (or not at all) and
had substantial earnings before qualifying for
benefits.

Earnings may have been generally less impor-
tant in the income of beneficiaries, but income
from public income-maintenance programs, from
assets, and from private pensions played a more
important role for beneficiaries than for non-
beneficiaries—both in the proportion having in-
come from these sources and in the amounts
received. These differences were especially true of
income from public income-maintenance programs
(mainly social security benefits): Almost one-
fourth of the total unit income of beneficiaries,
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compared with 7 percent for nonbeneficiaries,
was from this source. About one-sixth of the total
beneficiary income, compared with one-thirtieth
of the total nonbeneficiary income, was from assets
and private pensions. The tabulation that follows

Beneficlaries Nonbeneficiaries
Percent Percent | Percent Percent
Mearital with oftotal { with of total
status public income | public {ncomse
and sex income-! Mean from | income-| Mean from
mainte- | amount | publie | mainte-| emount | public
nance income- | nance income-
income mainte- | income mainte-
nance nance
80 2| $2,081 19 6 38 8 | $1,508 60
877 1,480 449 392 1,395 133
65 4 1,901 120 41 9 1,498 88
90 & 1,857 338 [ 1,445 57

indicates that income from public income-main-
tenance programs was especially important to

.

TasLe 21.—Source of 1970 disability unit income, by social
security beneficiary status and severity of disability: Percent
of recently disabled adults aged 18-64 with income, mean
amount, and percent of total income from specified source

Beneficlarfes Nonbeneficiaries
Source of Percent Percent
income Percent, Mean |oftotal|Percent] Mean { oftotal
with |amount|income| with [amount|income
{ncome from |income from
source source
All units
Total number

(in thousands). b2:1: % R I, 1,452 {ieoeeoe|receanns
All source, totel.._.| 100 0 | $6,606 | 100 ¢ 98 5| $7,088 100 0
74 3| 5,080 56 3 88 6| 7,564 851
65 6| 2,787 273 7181 4,429 40 4
31 4 6,183 28 9 48 6 | 7,202 44 4
38| 1,370 73 20 7 885 23

Public income-mainte-
nance programs....| 83 6| 1,861 23 2 32| 1,471 69
Socinl Insurance... .. 799 ] 1,85 222 209 | 1,314 5D
Soclal security..... 7471 1,558 17 4 64 1,987 186
Public assistance..... 94 758 11 100 ,B 20
Private pensions..._.... 24 9| 2,480 92 57| 1,518 11

Other private source,
except relatives._... 33 994 9 92| 1,286 13
Relatives....cceneeaea- 28| 6,343 23 46 1,870 11
Beverely dizabled
Total number

(in thousands). P (1 PR P L1 R P,
All spurce, total....| 1000 | $6,560 [ 100 © 98 6| $6,933 100 0
Earnings......cocuee... 23 5,134 56 8 83 8| 6,664 819
Disabled person...... 8561 2,571 25 8 53 8] 3,368 293
Spouse. . ueaeeaao- a3 6 8,052 310 53 6| 6,671 52 4
ASSELS_ i iiiiimnneeas a3 o 1,288 65 17 3 925 23

Public income-mainte-
nance programs.... 819 2,070 25 8 41 4} 1,650 100
Bocial insurance.. 70| 2,072 243 27 4] 1,400 56
Scelal security. 719 1,718 189 46 1,857 12
Public assistance.....|] 131 756 15 16 9| 1,757 44
Private pensions....... 27 7| 2,198 %3 55| 2,004 17

Other private source,

except relatives__... 36| 1,110 .7 86| 1,873 20
Relatives.coencoeeumeac]ocmeca e e 62| 1,420 13
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Tasre 22.—Source of 1970 disability unit income, by social
security beneficiary statue, mantal status, and sex: Percent
of recently disabled adults aged 18-64 with income from
specified source

Married Nonrmarried
Source of income and
beneficiary status
Men Women Men Women
Total number (in thou-
sands).
Beneficlaries............... 0 119 18 78
Nonbenefielaries.......... 464 608 163 202
Disabled person’s earnings
Beneficiarles....... B9 2 548 147 8 64 6
Nonbeneficiarles_ 88 2 M1 78 8 83 8
Bpouse’s earnings
Beneficlaries..... 50 7 [ 30 NSOG[N,
Nonbeneficlaries. . ........... 40 6 <130 I RN IR
Assets
Reneficiaries ... .cceoiu.-- 492 218 182 6 413
Nonbeneficlaries .. .cc.eooae 265 229 78 112
Private pension.
Benefleiaries. ... ..ccaooan.ae 383 3240 199 51
NonbeneficlarieS....cceccenaca. 71 53 47 50

t Based on less than 25,000 cases.

nonmarried beneficiaries, who received 45 percent
of their total income from this source, and to
women beneficiaries who received one-third from
this source.

Examination of the data on income of recently
disabled persons by beneficiary status supports the
conclusion, observed earlier, that even for the
disabled, earnings are the most important source
of income. As earnings decline, however, public
income-maintenance income rises (especially social
security benefits) and makes up part but not all
of the difference.

SUMMARY

Although about half of the recently disabled
in 1971 reported no change in disability unit
income since the onset of their disability, consid-
erably more of the remainder reported lower
rather than higher income, with about half of all
the severely disabled reporting decreased income
after onset.

The mean unit income of all recently disabled
persons in the study was almost $7,700, and the
mean family income was $8,740 in 1970. These
figures were $1,000-2,000 lower than the means
for the general population of comparable age.
The severely disabled averaged about $1,000 less
and married persons more than $1,000 above the
average for the total group with married women
averaging more than married men, and the mean
income of the nonmarried less than half of the
mean for the married.
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Earnings were the most important source of
disability unit income for the recently disabled:
7 out of 8 units had earnings and four-fifths of
the total unit income was received from this
source. Although spouse’s earnings accounted for
about half of all earnings, 7 out of 10 of the
recently disabled had personal earnings in 1970,
averaging about $1,000 less than the figure in
1969—before most persons in the study had be-
come disabled. Earnings were less important in
the income of the severely disabled and of the
nonmarried. Earnings were most important in the
income of disabled married women, largely be-
cause of spouse’s earnings.

Second most important as a source of income
in 1970 were the public income-maintenance pro-
grams. Almost half the recently disabled had in-
come from one or more of these programs, and
income from this source made up about one-tenth
of the total unit income. Persons with no earnings
or low earnings, such as the severely disabled and
the nonmarried, were more likely to receive such
income than persons with greater earnings. Social
security benefits and public assistance payments
were the most important of the public income-
maintenance programs. Examination of data on
income from earnings and from public income-
maintenance programs indicates that as earnings
decrease public income-maintenance payments
rise and make up part of the difference.

Other sources of income were assets and private
sources, such as pensions and contributions. None
of these sources was as important as public income-
maintenance programs. Together these sources
provided about one-tenth of the total income—
about the same proportion as that provided by
public income-maintenance payments.

Except among the married men, beneficiaries
had lower incomes than other recently disabled
persons. Married men beneficiaries had higher
average earnings and higher average income than
married men nonbeneficiaries. Beneficiaries in
general received considerably more of their in-
come from public incomé-maintenance programs
and from assets and private pensions than non-
beneficiaries. Of these sources, public income-
maintenance payments were the most important,
representing about one-fourth of the total mean
income of beneficiaries. These payments were
especially important to nonmarried beneficiaries.
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Technical Note

In connection with its responsibilities for ad-
ministering the disability insurance program, the
Social Security Administration has a responsibility
for collecting and analyzing data on the disabled.
In carrying out this responsibility, the Social
Security Administration conducted a survey of
recently disabled adults in the summer of 1971,
using the 5-percent sample from the 1970 Decen-
nial Census 'to identify the disabled. Disability
was defined, as in earlier studies (1966 and 1969),
as a limitation in the kind or amount of work (or
housework) resulting from a health condition or
impairment lasting 3 months or more.

The 1971 survey focused on the recently dis-
abled—persons aged 18-64 as of April 1970 who
became disabled from October 1969 to March 1971.
The objectives of the study were to examine the
factors associated with the development of dis-
ability and the immediate effects of and adjust-
ments to disability. The study also examined the
immediate impact of disability on the disabled
person and his family in terms of income and
medical consequences. The survey provides infor-
mation on

—the incidence of disability by demographic, social,
economic, and occupational characteristics;

—factors affecting coping mechanisms and the nature
of the adaptation to impairment and disability—
such as work adjustments, rehabilitation, and de-
pendency ;

~—factors affecting application for and receipt of
wage-replacement and income-maintenance benefits
from social security and other public and private
programs ;

—economic and social consequences of work-limiting
disability.

Study Design

The data were collected and processed by the
Bureau of the Census. The sample for the Survey
of Recently Disabled Adults was a multistage
probability sample located in 105 sample areas
comprising 238 counties and independent cities.
The sample was designed to represent the non-
institutionalized civilian population of the United
States aged 18-64 as of April 1970. The sample
consisted of 28,000 households containing one or
more persons aged 18-64 who were identified as
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nondisabled in the 5-percent sample of the 1970
Census of Population.

A mail-screening questionnaire was sent to these
households in the spring of 1971 to identify per-
sons who had become disabled since the 1970
Census. Each household was mailed a reminder
card about 1 week after the first mailing, and all
nonrespondents received a certified mail follow-
up. These mailings yielded about an 85-percent
response. A subsample of nonresponses was then
followed up by telephone and personal contacts.

The mail responses were edited to identify those

persons reporting a limitation in their ability to

work because of a health condition. Recent onset
cases were classified by date of onset as “true”
recent onset cases (onset after March 1970),
“delayed recognition” disability cases (onset
between October 1969 and March 1970), and
response error cases (onset before October 1969).
Selected for personal interviews for the survey
were all the “true” recent onset and “delayed
recognition” cases and 1 in every 5 persons in
the “response error” sample group. About 1,700
persons were then selected for interview, and
interviews were conducted with about 1,500 dis-
abled persons in the summer of 1971. About 500
interview respondents reported onset-of-disability
dates from October 1969 to March 1971; the
remainder reported dates before October 1969,
Since the purpose of the study was to analyze
factors related to the onset of disability and the
immediate effects of the adjustment to disability,
the major analysis is based on data obtained from
the 500 persons disabled between October 1969
and March 1971. A methodological study of those
reporting work limitations starting before October
1969 is being conducted in cooperation with the
Bureau of the Census (a) to estimate rates of
response error regarding duration and prevalence
of disability as reported in April 1970, compared
with the 1971 response, and (b) to study factors
affecting response error in disability reporting.

Definition of Disability

Disability is defined in this study as a limitation
in the kind or amount of work (or housework)
resulting from a chronic health condition or im-
pairment lasting 3 months or longer. The extent
of incapacity ranges from inability to perform
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any kind of work to secondary limitations in the
kind or amount of work performed.

The disability classification is based on the ex-
tent of the individual’s capacity for work, as re-
ported by the respondent in a set of work-
qualification questions. Data on employment and
on functional capacities—such as mobility, activi-
ties of daily living, personal care needs, and func-
tional activity limitations—were also collected to
evaluate further the nature and severity of the
disability.

The severity of the disability was classified by
the extent of work limitations as—

Severely disabled—unable to work altogether or
unable to work regularly.

Occupationally disabled—able to work regularly but
unable to do the same work as before the onset of
disability or unable to work full time.

Secondary work limitations—able to work full time,
regularly, and at the same work, but with limitations
in the kind or amount of work that can be performed;
women with limitations {n keeping house but not in
work are included as having secondary work limi-
tations,

Reliability of the Estimates

Since the estimates in this report are based on
a sample, they may differ somewhat from the
figures that would have been obtained if all
recently disabled adults in the United States had
been surveyed with the same techniques used. As
in any survey, the results are subject to errors of
response and of reporting as well as to sampling
variability., The standard error is a measure of
sampling variability and indicates the amounts by
which the sample estimates may vary from the
universe values that would have been obtained
if all persons in the universe had been studied.

For interval estimates, the standard error is
used to construct an interval with a prescribed
confidence that the interval includes the universe
value or the average of all possible samples drawn
from the same universe. In about 68 percent of
the samples from a population, the population
value would be included in the interval from one
standard error below the sample estimate to one
standard error above it—referred to as the 68-
percent confidence or one-standard-error interval.
In about 95 percent of the samples from a popu-
lation, the population value would be included
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in the interval from two standard errors below
the sample estimate to two standard errors above
it—the 95-percent confidence or two-standard-
error interval. The 99-percent confidence interval
extends approximately two and one-half standard
errors above and below the sample estimate.

The standard error is also useful in testing the
significance of the difference between two sta-
tistics—that is, the confidence one can have that
the sample difference in means, percentages, or
estimates is a real difference and not merely due
to chance. To test this assumption, the standard
error of the difference can be calculated from the
square root of the sum of the squared standard
errors of each sample estimate. If the observed
difference is as large as one standard error of the
difference, it is statistically significant at the 68-
percent confidence level; if as large as two stand-
ard errors, it is significant at approximately the
95-percent level; and, if as large as two and one-
half standard errors, it is significant at about the
99-percent level. As a general practice in the
analyses presented in this report, differences in
estimates and percentages are considered statisti-
cally significant if the critical ratio equals or
exceeds 1.96 standard errors, the level at which a
predicted difference could be expected to occur by
chance less than 5 out of 100 times, or the .05
level of significance.

Table I gives approximate standard errors for
the total number of recently disabled persons esti-
mated from the sample to have certain character-
istics. Table IT gives the approximate standard
errors for estimated percentages. Linear interpo-
lation may be used to obtain values not specifically
shown. In order to derive standard errors that are
applicable to a variety of estimates, a number of
assumptions and approximations were required.
As a result, the tables of standard errors provide
an indication of the order of magnitude rather
than the precise standard error for any specific
attribute. The sampling errors of some selected

Tasie I—Standard errors of estimated number of recently
disabled persons

81ze of estimate Standard error

SREZEEBESos
2828888888

estimates are shown below to illustrate the use of
the tables.

Table 2 shows that 861,000 of the 1,736,000 recently
disabled persons were severely disabled. The standard
error of this estimate is about 55,000, indicating that
the number of severely disabled for 95 percent of all
possible samples would range between 751,000 and
971,000.

Data from the survey Indicate that considerably
fewer recently disabled women than men had per-
sonal earnings in 1970. Table 8 shows that 85.4
percent of a base of 723,000 men and 60.5 percent of
a base of 1,013,000 women had earnings, a difference
of 24,9 percent. The standard error of this difference
is about 3.7, indicating that a difference as large as
249 would be statistically significant at the 99-
percent confidence level.

On page 14, the statement is made that beneficiaries
were more likely than nonbeneficiaries to receive
income from assets. Table 21 shows that 35 8 percent
of the 285,000 beneficiaries and 20.7 percent of the
1,452,000 nonbeneficiaries received income from
assets, a difference of 15.1. The standard error of
this difference is approximately 5.9 an indication
that this difference is significant at the 99-percent
confidence level.

TasLg IL—Standard errors of estimated percentages of
recently disabled persons

Size of Estimated percentages
base
(in thou-
sands) 1or 99 3or97 50r95 | 100r90 | 250r 75 50
28 48 61 84 122 141
20 34 43 60 86 99
.. 13 21 27 38 54 63
.. 9 156 19 27 39 44
. 7 12 16 22 31 36
.8 11 1.4 19 27 31
2,000 ... 4 B 10 13 19 22
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