First Findings of the 1972 Survey of the
Disabled: General Characteristics

In 1972, the Social Security Admunistration snter-
vcwed 18,000 diwsabled and nondisabled persons
aged 20-64, seekwng data about demographie, eco-
nomic, socwl, and health characteristics—ito deseribe
those with o disabedity and contrast them with the
nondigabled It was found that 156 mallion persons
in the nomnsivtutionalized population were dis-
abled These disabled persons were older, poorer,
with fewer years of schooling than the nondis-
abled, and somewhat more hkely to be black, to live
e the South, und to have a rural resudence, and
more lihely to be dworced, separated, or widowed—
even at the younger ages Musculogheletal or car-
diovascular conditions were most often reported as
major dizabling conditrons About four fifths of the
diwsabled had at lcast one physical achivety Limila-
tion The median age at onset of disability vas 41
and the medien duration of disability v as 5 years
Partly because they were older, the dwabled were
much less Likely to hive in a nuclear famuly 1wuth
spouse end chaldren. The two groups were sumlar
in number of reletives hwing near them The dis-
abled reported getéting help from relalives only
ghightly more often than did the nondizabled
Changes between 1966 and 1372 were pansmal, dut
in 1072 a sliphtly weaker association of disability
with poverty indiwcators was emdent

SLIGHTLY MORE THAN 1 1n 7 persons i the
crvilian nonimstutionalized population aged 20-64
considered themselves disabled mn 1972 because
of a chromic health condition or impairment
Approximately 77 million of these adults were
severely disabled An additional 8 5 million adults
were unable to engage in their usual occupation,
and 44 milhon were otherwise limited in the
nature or amount of work that they could per-
form The figures in the adjoming column from
the Social Security Admumstration 1972 survey
of disabled persons show how many of the men
and women fall mn each of the disability categories

The 1972 survey collected 2 wide range of -
formation on the economie, medical, and social
circumstances and consequences of work-hmiting
disability—including available economic resources,
reliance on 1ncome-maintenance programs, usge of
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medical care and rehabilitation services, family
relationships, work adjustments, and specified
Iimitations 1 functional capacity This article
presents the first findings from the survey, includ-
ing data on demographie, social, and health char-
acteristics of the noninstitutionalized population
m relation to disability status and severity The
survey methods, sample design, and estimates of
sampling varmability are described 1n the technical
note, pages 33-37

This 18 the second major national survey of
the disabled conducted by the Soctal Security
Administration The first was the 1966 Survey of
Disabled Adults, data from which will be included
1n this report where comparisons are relevant *

Total Mean ‘Womsen
Disability status Num- Num Num
ber (in| Per |ber (in]| Per |ber (In| Per-
thou- | cent | thou cent | thou- | eent
sands) gands) ssnds)
‘Total U 8 popula
tien . . 108 268 | 100 0 | 50 414 [ 100 0 [ 55 854 100 0
Disabled . [ 15,550 48| 7038 14 0| 8514 152
BSavere ... 7T 781 2972 50] 4745 85
Qceupational - - 3,478 331 1,910 38] 1554 28
Secondary work
Hmitations. 4 360 41F 2145 431 225 40
Nondisabled . . 90,718 85 4 | 43,377 86 0 | 47,341 84 8

The samples of the disabled and the nondisabled
civilian population for the 1972 survey were
selected separately from households in the 1970
Decennial Census 5-percent sample (which con-
tamed questions on work-related health con-
ditions) Both samples were selected by area
probability sampling methods to represent the
noninstitutionalized civilian population aged
18-64 as of Apr1l 1970 The sample of nterviewed
persons 1 1972 consisted of 8,633 persons who
considered themselves as disabled and 9,364 who
said they were nondisabled Included among the
nondisabled were 1,745 persons who had been

1¥or full presentation of the 1966 survey data, see
Reports Nos 1-24 from the Bocial Security Survey of
the Disabled 1968, Office of Research and Statistics,
1967-74
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disabled previously but were recovered at the
time of the interview, the data for that category
will be analyzed separately in another report
Smce the sample of persons selected m 1970 was
2 years older 1n 1972, persons aged 6566 i 1972
(about 1,200) were excluded from the analysis m
order to limig the population to those of working
age who were age-eligible for disability insurance
benefits under the social security program

Survey Definition of Disability

For the purposes of the disability insurance
(DI) program, disability 1s defined m the Social
Security Act as the mability to engage in any
substantial gainful activity by reason of any
medically determinable physical or mental im-
pairment that can be expected to result 1n death
or has Iasted or can be expected to last for a
contmuous period of not less than 12 months For
purposes of the survey, disability was defined as
a limitation m the kind or amount of work (or
housework) resulting from a chrome health con-
dition or impairment lasting 3 months or longer
On the bases of the nature and extent of the
resulting work himitation, disability was further
classified into three categories of severity (1)
severely diwsabled—unable to work altogether or
unable to work regularly, (2) occupationally dis-
abled—able to work regularly but unable to do
the same work as before the onset of disabnhty
or unable to work full time, (8) with secondary
work lunitations—able to work full time, regu-
larly, and at the same work, but with hmitations
1in the kind or amount of work that can be per-
formed Women who have limitations 1n keeping
house but not with respect to pard work are con-
sidered as having secondary work himitations

Tt should be noted that the existence of dis-
ability and 1ts severity was categorized on the
basis of the survey respondent’s self-assessed
capacity for work as reported in a set of work-
qualification questions It would be possible
therefore for two individuals with the same 1m-
patrment to fall into different disability cate-
gories An mndividual who changed jobs even
long ago as a result of some medical condition
would, for example, be classified as occupationally
disabled, a fellow worker with the same 1mpair-
ment who had always worked at the same job and
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knows he could not do any other work would be
classified as secondarily disabled It should also
be noted that the survey defimition of disabihity
1s more melusive than that used for cash disability
benefits under the soctal security program The
“severely disabled” group in the survey might be
considered to be roughly equivalent to the group
covered under the DI program

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS

Age and Sex

Somewhat more women than men considered
themselves disabled in 1972—152 percent and
14 0 percent, respectively A greater proportion
of women (85 percent) than men (59 percent)
also classified themselves as severely disabled
(table 1) This finding 18 similar to one reported
in the 1966 survey of the disabled i the popula-
tion and may be explained by sex differences in
health, perception of disability, work motivation,
and the need for and availability of work.?

Age 13 clearly an important variable i explam-
mg the prevalence of disability as well as its
severity Table 1 shows that the proportion of
people who considered themselves disabled rose
sharply with ncreasing age Thus about 7 per-
cent of those under age 45 reported that they
were disabled, compared with 19 percent of those
aged 45-54 and 29 percent of those aged 55-64

Similarly, the relative number of severely dis-
abled increased sharply with age From the group
aged 20-34 to the group aged 35-44, the propor-
tion of disabled who had a severe disabihity more
than doubled, at ages 45-54 the proportion was
four times that of the youngest group and at
ages 55-64 the proportion was about nine times
as great Although the proportion who had an
occupational disability or secondary work hmita-
tions generally became greater with age, the m-
crease was not steep and not all differences were
statistically significant

The data on age digtmbution 1 table 2 show
that the disabled were older than the nondisabled,
and the median age mcreased with the severity
of disability The severely disabled were, on the
average, 15 years older than the nondisabled, and

8ee Lawrence D TFaber, “Disability, Work and In-

come Maintenance,” 1966 Survey of Disabled Adults,
Office of Research and Statlstles, Report No 2, May 1068
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TasLE 1 —Selected demographic charactersties Number and
20-64, by disability status, summer 1972

percentage distribution of noninstitutionahzed population aged

Percentage distribution
Total
U8 Disabled
Characteristic pop(gatlon
n Non-
thousands) Total Occupa Becondary | disabled
Total Severa Hoapt [ work lim{-
tations
Totall. ... ce m amme ma mmmm e e e e emmemn e 106,268 100 0 14 6 73 33 41 85 4
Age
234 maee e n vmmmew e = me s see = em = e me e 41,770 100 O 72 22 18 33 02
B4 L L e ees o e e mmm e e = e e e m 009 100 O 73 50 23 38 891
554 0. & aee ce e e e mam e s se be e = ome mm ea 23,608 100 ¢ 159 3 56 51 54 807
s . ee e = 18 982 100 20 4 190 58 48 08
Sex
Mel. .. ei ci i reme ee a e e e mm ke e m oom mm e mmame 50 414 100 0 149 59 38 43 85 0
WOMBHaans 2o 24t 08 2e 2n se cn = o = er eee = s 55,854 106 0 152 85 28 40 B4 8
Ruee
White oo . eo . oro oo . o - . .. . PO 94,420 1 40 88 3z 41 86 O
BIBOK wovee vt me n & cr s ee e e e e e e e e e een 10,156 100 0 208 121 44 43 752
Other__civie o bod coman & o 4 2 L eeee me mn = = = s 1,178 1000 10 4 68 21 14 89 6
Mouarttal status
Marrlod. cee ee ce v o en e e e ommme mm e e e e . 82 134 632 32 40 8 6
Widowed ... . | el el e e ee e o an [ 3, 100 O 24 2 38 43 70 4
Divorced, separated._., _. e m e e me ems wm ome m omms ee 4, 1000 238 121 55 82 62
Nevermarrled . ... o0 ce en - an oo . e m - - - 12 934 100 0 132 74 23 35 86 8
Fducation (years of achool)
Elementary
Less than 8 _.__ e e e m mmee .- - 8,019 100 0 38 2 245 70 87 618
R, 1,070 100 ¢ 2141 150 43 47 %8
High school
- - 17,321 104 0 90 10 2 42 48 (3]
Bern i i cit me e me cme mmmme o me wm mm v m— v omm = e 450 100 0 10 8 43 24 40 89 2
College
e 15,297 100 ¢ 79 24 28 29 021
4 ormora.. ... f e 4 cem ee cmmmmem e e e e e 13,337 100 T4 22 21 31 928
Geographic location
Northeast. .. .. wee wv oo ww os owx o o o e mm e e 25,202 100 O 12 65 27 30 )
North Central. .. e e e em e e 29, 100 0 141 61 34 48 85 ¢
Bouth__... _ .. _. e ee e me e em e e 32 978 000 17 6 94 38 46 82 4
T 2 18,275 100 0 13 8 63 34 41 80 2
Area and #ize of community
Rural .... .. _ .. 17,844 100 0 ia1 10 2 34 45 819
Urban, under 100,000 45 069 100 0 14 4 64 3s 4 4 85 6
City, 100,000 or more... - 29,189 100 0 149 76 38 38 851
Buburb ... _. PO 10,028 100 ¢ 98 48 19 31 902

1 Includes unknown race, education, geographic Jocation, and area and size of pommunity

persons with secondary work limitations were 6
years older Half the severely disabled were
aged 5564

The age distributions for disabled men and
women are generally similar The greater fre-
quency of disability among men 1n the 60-64 age
group, however, meant a higher median age of
55 for all severely disabled men and 52 for women
No clear-cut differences between the sexes were
evident m the proportions for the two groups
less severely disabled These findings are similar
to those of the 1966 survey *

®Kathryn H Allan and Mildred E Cinsky, “General
Characteristics of the Dizsabled Population,” Soctal Scou-
rity Bulletwn, August 1972, pages 24-37
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The 1ncreases m the prevalence and severity of
disability with msing ages have been noted 1
other surveys of the disabled, including the earlier
Social Security Admimstration surveys It 1s
Likely that the patterns described above reflect
the relationship between increasing age and the
occurrence of chromic diseases These patterns
probably also reflect the decreased Iikelihood of
obtamning or returning to work as age increases

Some of the relationships between age and dis-
ability may, however, reflect the work-related
definition of disability. Regardless of health,
many people begin to work less in their late
fifties and early sixties as a mode of preparation
for “retirement” Several recent studies have
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shown that early retirement 1s a result of both
health and financial considerations that are highly
mteractive The availability of social security
benefits reinforces the effects of 11l health mn en-
couraging retirement *

The data for the 1972 and 1966 surveys are not
directly comparable because the 1972 sample was
aged 20-64 and that for the 1966 study was aged
18-64, but the disabled are shightly younger in
1972 The biggest difference 13 found for men
with secondary work limitations who had a
median age of 43 in 1972 compared with age 47
m the 1966 survey

Race

Black persons were about one and one-half
times more lkely to be disabled than whites
Thus, 21 percent of the blacks and 14 percent of
the whites reported that they were disabled to
some degree 1 1972 (table 1)} Furthermore,
blacks were twice as likely to be severely disabled
Twelve percent of the blacks, compared with 7
percent of the whites, were clasmified in that
category

Although only 11 percent of the United States
population aged 20-64 were members of races
other than white, 14 percent of disabled persons
were other than white (table 2) Nearly 16 per-
cent of the severely disabled were black Of the
total population of 106 million, 13 milhion were
disabled whites and 2 million disabled blacks
Since the occurrence of disability has long been
assoclated with poverty and the low-income un-
skilled occupations, the higher percentage of dis-
abled who are black mught be anticipated The
racial difference 1 the prevalence of disability
may lessen m the future as the blacks move more
readily into white-collar and managerial jobs,

The black disabled are a younger group
Although the largest numbers of severely disabled
for both racmal groups were mn the oldest age
group (55-64), the difference between propor-
tions was not quite sigmificant For the occupa-
tionally disabled and those with secondary work
Limitations, the difference was more marked, with
32 percent of the white occupationally disabled 1n

‘For a summarization of these studies, see Alice
Munnell, The Future of Social Security (unpublished
report prepared for the Brookings Institution), March
1976, chapter IV
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TaBLE 2 —Selected demographic characteristics Percentage
distribution of noninstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by
disability status and sex, summer 1972

Disabled
Bec- [Nondis
Characteristic op- Oc- |ondary| ablea
atlon | Total | Bevere | cupa | work
tional | limita
tions
Total
Total number (in
thousands) (106,288 | 15,550 | 7,717 | 3473 | 4 380 | 90,718
Age
Total percent 1000 00| WO| 1000| 1000 100 0
20-24 . .- 14 3 87 35 42 138 15 %
2534 o b enn . - 249 125 LE:] us 18 1 271
a4 . ... o . 206 15 4 14 2 14 6 18 2 21 5
4540 - .- . 11 2 46 121 20 1 14 6 106
5054 - . . 11 148 150 14 8 14 4 10 4
55-60 . . - - 86 16 4 19 2 169 1z 834
6084 . e e 82 198 2716 13 0 97 63
Medianage.. . 40 50 53 48 44 58
Sez
Totalpercent .. | 1000| 1000 | 1000] 1000} 100 O 100 0
Men _ - - 47 4 do 2 385 353 49 2 47 8
Women. - - - 52 6 54 8 6165 4 7 50 8 522
Ruee
Total pereent.____ 1000 10000 1000| 1000 | 1000 100 0
White - . 88 9 85 2 82 8 86 3 887 89 5
Black . - . 96 13 6 159 129 101 89
Other . - 11 ] 10 7 4 12
Not reported - 3 4 3 1 8 5
Education
(yeors of achool)
Total percent___ 100{ 10000( 1000( 1000(| 1000 100 O
Elementary
Less than 8 84 219 28 4 17 8 137 61
o T 22 67 10 2 40 27 14
57 . . . 57 131 151 131 96 44
8 .. 75 123 15 5 100 86 67
High school
-3 . .. 163 212 29 210 18 2 1558
4 . . Mo 296 23 8 313 387 417
College
-3 . . 14 4 78 47 135 10 2 155
4 0r mare 128 64 39 81 04 128
Not reported . 9 9 10 3 11 ]
Geographic location
Total percent. . 1000] 1000 1000 1000 1000 100 0
Northeast .- 238 19 7 2 2 19 4 17 2 245
North Central ._._ 77 28 7 232 285 313 279
South - - 310 a7 3 403 34 2 34 5 30 0
West .. . .. . . 17 2 16 2 15 0 177 171 17 4
Notreported . . . 3 2 3 1| .- 3
Area and eize
of community
Total percent ... 1000 10000 000 1000 1000 100 0
Rural . - 16 8 205 232 17 4 182 159
Farm or ranch 51 72 73 82 63 47
Nonfarm . . . 115 133 159 92 118 112
Urban_.. - - 42 4 41 8 878 458 45 0 42 6
Under 25,000 . . 25 1 26 8 24 0 305 28 0 28 0
26,000-100,000 . 16 3 15 2 13 8 15 3 17 9 186 6
City, 100,000 or more 276 230 28 B 208 25 4 27 4
Suburb ... - - 94 63 62 58 70 100
Notreported . . .. . 41 34 i1 17 36 42
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Tanre 2 —Selected demographie characteristics Percentage
distribution of nonnstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by
disability status and sex, summer 1972—Confinued

TasLy 2 —Belected demographic charactenstics Percentage
distribution of nominstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by
disability status and sex, summer 1972—Continued

Disabled Dissbled
See- |[Nondls- Bec- [Nondis-
Charactaristic Oc |ondery| sbled Characteristic Oc¢- jondary| sbled
Severe | cupa | work Total | Bevere | cupa | wor
tional | Umita tional | Hmita
tions tions
Men Women
Total number (in Total number {in
thonsands) 7,036 | 2,072 1919 | 2,145| 43,577 thousands) 8514} 4,745 | 1554 | 2215 47,341
Age Age
Total percent . 000] 100¢| 1000( 1000 | 1000 100 0 Total percent .. 1000 1000 1000 1000 100 ©
20-24 | . 132 B 4 34 75 181 141 20-24 _ 54 36 23 11 5 172
25-34 - - 25 4 19 61 127 19 2 27 8 25-34 . 130 1009 167 170 26 8
544 - - 211 144 137 137 16 3 222 3544 - - 16 3 14 § 15 8 202 177
4540 _  _ [ 111 15 4 122 28 13 2 10 4 45-49 139 120 16 7 16 0 107
50-54 12 12 6 13 3 13 0 113 108 50-54 - 16 6 16 0 17 1 17 4 00
b5-59 - - . 986 67 17 9 1R 8 133 83 55-50 . 182 200 40 91 84
0004 - - 838 2086 a3 b 18 107 63 . 18 6 239 16 5 88 03
Medlan ago. . 49 1) 48 48 28 Median age .. 50 52 49 45 238
Race Race
Total percent._. .. 10067 1000 1000 100 0 Total percent ... 1000 1000 | 1000 1000 100 0
White - 84 7 ] g8 9 89 8 White . 84 4 8156 872 28 8 89 2
Black. . - 11 131 107 87 Black 14 3 171 128 g5 80
Other - - L] 11 2 10 Other ] 18 2 6 18
Not reported . . L} 2 2 6 Not reported 4 1 13 4
Education Education
(years of school) (yeara of school)
Total psresnt . 100 ¢ 1000] 1000 1000 100 0 Total percent .. 1000 1000 1000 1000 100 0
Elementary Elementary
Lossthan 8 . . 96 231 8 323 20 4 14 8 73 Less than 8 . T3 20 4 259 147 12 8 48
-4 - 25 70 118 47 246 17 14 - 19 85 93 3z 27 10
57 .. . 65 140 16 5 149 07 53 &7 . - 50 12 4 14 2 09 98 3
8 R} 125 15 8 10 2 100 19 8 . . 65 122 15 4 97 73 55
High school High school
1-3 - 151 19 0 10 2 04 18 4 145 1-3 17 4 22 9 25 2 20 180 16 4
4 . . 34 4 26 6 218 27 30 357 4 45 0 320 24 7 369 443 47 3
College College
1-3 . 15 § 98 59 146 10 ¢ 16 4 1-3 . 13 4 51 40 78 g6 147
4 or more _ 158 73 g 84 11 0 17 2 4 or more 948 56 858 76 79 103
Not reported . 10 11 11 3 20 10 Not reported . 9 7 10 2 3 [
Geographie Jocation Geographic location
Total percent._ 100 ¢ 100¢( 1000| 0O | 1000 Total percent._ .. 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
Northeast . 240 18 8 19 3 170 249 Northeast - 207 207 196 17 3 24 2
North Central_._. . 280 241 271 328 281 North Central ... a5 ¢ 23 6 30 3 30 0 277
Bouth - - 30 8 42 2 359 330 29 4 South . 870 891 322 358 30 4
West . - . 171 147 178 17 4 17 3 West 16 1 15 2 17 8 16 8 17 b
Not reported . . 2 2 1 1 3 Not reported 3 4 1 -- 3
Area and gize Area and size
of community of community
Total percent. - 000 0007 1000 1000 1000 Total percent.... | 1000 1000 00| 1000 1000| w000
Rural. - 17 7 232 200 23 3 170 Rural 158 190 23 2 141 13 2 150
Farm or ranch 59 85 07 80 514 Farm orranch.._ 44 58 60 52 45 41
Nonfarm 118 47 94 15 3 116 Nonfarm 12 131 16 8 89 87 108
Urban.__ . 413 416| 429/ 438 41 2 Urban . - 34 411| 3B1| 494 481 43 8
Under 25,000_. 25 % 251 28 8 26 8 25 3 Under 25000 . .. 2 6 265 23 3 325 202 26 6
25 000-100 000 15 8 185] 141 168 15 8 25,000-100,000 | 7| 148| wus{ 188| 19| 171
City, 100,000 or more 27 8 24 6 300 2210 232 City, 100,000 or more 27 2 300 a4 201 276 267
Buburb . . 90 48 53 67 96 Buburh . 88 70 71 40 74 10 3
Not reported 4] &7 18 34 41 Not reported 41 3o 31 156 anv 43
Veterans' statua
Total percent 000 0| 1W000) 1000 100 0 .f h
Nonvteran w02 wyl w1 ms| w3 the aged 55-64 group and 19 percent of t. E
eteran 40 4 3
Vicinom £ 0 & 24| 3| 41y ns blacks and with 23 percent of white persons wit
orean Confliet | .
oroan Capfiiet. 29 9| sg| mof s secondary work limitations in the older grﬁup
Peacetime 5 /
Servtos ot reported H HER 5 ¢ and with only 9 percent of blacks More than
Not reported 4 3 2 ! *  half the blacks with secondary work limitations

were under age 35
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These figures support the general hypothesis
that disability as a social phenomenon 1s asso-
clated with poverty, race, and age and that 1t
therefore relates to other factors such as educa-
tional level and geographical location The factors
of unemployment and underemployment are, per-
haps, even more highly associated with disability.
There 15 evidence, also, of a relationship between
unemployment and an increase 1 apphcations for
cash disability benefits under the social security
program ®

Marital Status

In general, the disabled were not as likely to
be married as the nondisabled population {71
percent and 79 percent, respectively) The severely
disabled were even less hkely to be married, as
they were older and more hkely to be widowed
or divorced or separated Two-thirds of them
were married, compared with about four-fifths
of the nondisabled (table 3) In comparing men
and women by age, the sex difference was found
to be similar to those m the general population

It can be seen that 1 regard to marmage, dis-
abihity had more effect on men than on women
An examination of persons who had been married
at any time shows, for example, that young (under
age 35) nondisabled women were more likely to
have married than young nondisabled men (79
percent and 73 percent, respectively), but among
the disabled the proportions are 74 percent for
women and 64 percent for men The difference
holds true for the group aged 35-44 but ceases
to exist for the older group This difference does
not appear for the older group, undoubtedly be-
cause most older persons became disabled after
marriage The social requirements for married
men to be wage-earners are most likely to account
for the difference between the sexes in marrying

An mteresting fact about the disabled concerns
the high proportion who were divorced or sepa-
rated 1n all age groups except those aged 35-44
Almost 11 percent of the disabled fell in this
category, compared with 6 percent of the non-
disabled The proportions were about the same
for the severely and occupationally disabled, as

® Mordechai E Lando, “The Effect of Unemployment
on Applicatlon for Disability Insurance,” Proceedings
of the American Statistical Association, Business and
Economic Statistics Section, 1974
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well as for those with secondary work limitations

IDisability may cause strains in marnage that
result in divorce The disability of one’s spouse
may also be a strong factor mn the likelihood of
widowhood, perhaps m some way not yet under-
stood The study shows that the disabled person’s
spouse 18 more likely to have died than the spouse
of the nondisabled individua! When the disabled
and nondisabled were compared 1n two combined
age categories (under 44 and 45-64), m both
groups, the disabled had a higher proportion who
were widowed

Education

Lack of education 1s assoclated with disabihty
A low level of educational attamnment constitutes
an 1mportant part of the lower socioeconome
status of the disabled, which inecludes greater
poverty and more unemployment and under-
employment than 1s present among the non-
disabled

The disabled, especially the severely disabled,
were less educated than the nondisabled popula-
tion (table 2) More than two-fifths of the former
had 8 or fewer years of education but only one-
eighth of the latter Less than one-tenth of the
severely disabled had some college education but
only three-tenths of the nondisabled

In part, these differences may be explamed by
age differences As this survey found, the disabled
were older than the nondisabled and older adults
tend to have less education than younger adults
Another analysis, with controls for age, found
that increased education was assoclated with
lower levels of disability and that differences mn
educational attainment were a major factor
explamning racial distribution among the disabled ®

As the tabulation that follows shows, among
those aged 60-64 whose disability began i the
4 years before the survey, 9 percent of the severely
disabled had gone to college, compared with 25
percent of the occupationally disabled and 33
percent. of those with secondary work limitations
Health status would have had little or no direct
effect on educational attamment for this oldest
group of the disabled, yet a relationship 1s appar-

® 8ee Mordechar B Lando, *The Interaction Between
Health and Eduecation,” Social Security Bulletwn, De-
cember 1975
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Disabled 1
Ape at onset o Secondl?ry
ceupa wor

Total Sovere tional | Hmuta-

tions
Under 18 . 205 58 550 289
18-34 .. - 179 10 4 253 14 4
549 . - - 127 8 4 16 5 17 7
50-58... - - 90 83 15 85
60-64 . . 138 93 24 5 831

1 For comparison purposes 29 percent of the nondisabled had some college
E'fte%??:lnm' the average age for this group I8 12 years younger than the
3able

ent that 18 evidently part of a total employment-
education-disability correlation

The nature of the major disabling condition
may also explam educational differences Mental
and nervous system disorders, which affected one-
tenth of the disabled (table 4), are likely to have
onsets in childhood that result in 1ntellectual
mmpairment and mimimal schooling Musculo-
skeletal disorders, which acecounted for more than
one-third of the disabled, may also cause problems
m physical ability to attend school

A 1968 law requires schools and colleges to
builld and remodel their facilities to facilitate
access for the disabled—by addmg ramps, curb-
cuts, wider doorways, ete ™ For thig reason, it 18
mteresting to compare 1966 and 1972 data with
respect to educational levels Because of the
presence of 18- and 19-year-olds in the 1966 sur-
vey, high school graduation figures from the 1966
and 1972 samples are not comparable A compari-
son of the college attendance among the disabled
with onsets i childhood, however, showed an
merease from 17 percent in 1966 to 21 percent 1n
1972 How much, 1f any, of the educational in-
creases result from physical environmental 1m-
provements and how much from other programs,
such as government aid to disabled veterans or
equal opportumty support, cannot be determined
from the survey data

Regional Differences

The proportions of persons reporting that they
were disabled varied substantially with geo-
graphic areas of residence Thirty-one percent of
the total US population resided 1n the South,

TPublic Law 94-80, Public Buildiing—Handwapped
Pergons (enacted August 12, 1968)
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but 37 percent of the disabled lived there (table
2) Of the severely disabled, 40 percent lived
the South In contrast, the Northeast contamed
24 percent of the total population and 20 percent
of the disabled Regional distributions showed
men living 1 the South to be overrepresented

TasLz 3 —Mantal status and age Percentage distrbution of
nonmstitutionahized population aged 20-64, by disabihty
status and sex, summer 1972

Disabled
’II}“BM B Nondl
ec ondls-
Age and mariial status }mpu- Oo- |ondary | sbled
atlon | ‘Total | Severs | cupa | work
tional | Hinita
tions
Total
Al ages
Total number (In
thousands} 106 268 | 15,650 | 7,717 | 3,473 | 4.360 | 90 718
Total pereent 1000 1000 1000 10006G| 1000 100 0
Married - e 712 66 3 70 758 a7
Widowed 34 69 100 40 35 28
Divoreed - 44 69 72 a5 87 40
Beparated - 21 a7 36 45 32 19
Never marned . 12 2 1no 125 87 10 2 12 4
Not reported 4 4 4 2 4 4
Under 8§
Total number {in
thousands} 41,771 | 2 94 923 683 | 1,387 ] 38,776
Total percent .. 1000) 1000 1000( 10000} 1000 100 0
Marrled . 700 57 2 46 2 58 1 64 0 e
Widowed .. - - 2 8 19 b 1
Diverced a7 59 52 63 61 35
Beparated 18 52 21 95 52 17
Never married 238 30 4 431 8 25 6 23 ¢ 23 4
Not reported - 3 5 8 4 3 3
35-44
Total namber (in
thousands) 21 609 | 2,308 1,005 508 795 | 19 511
Total poreent ... 1000 W000[ 1000 1000 1000 100 0
Marrled . - 86 2 57 705 ™1 80 8 87 4
Widowed i4 35 47 4 39 12
Divoreced 50 72 76 69 69 47
Beparated . 20 31 27 20 42 L9
Never martjed - 50 99 13 4 11 4 40 44
Not reported 4 6 11 2 1 4
4554
Total number (in
thousands). 23,606 | 4586 | 2080 1211 1266 19 040
Total percent . .| 100¢| 1000 | 1600 | 1000 | 1000 100 0
Marr{ed .- 840 75 720 Bi 9 B2 3 85 4
Widowed - i0 47 72 17 34 38
Divorced _ - 51 786 70 846 75 45
Beparated - 28 41 45 32 22 25
Never married.. . as 6 0 g1 24 44 32
Not reported 4 2 1 3 1 5
5564
Total number (in
thousands) 18,082 | 5,591 | 3610f 1,070 §11 | 13,391
Total percent... 1000| 1000 1000 1000( 1000 100 0
Marrled . 76 2 716 66 8 75 80 7 782
Widowed .. _ . 120 13 3 154 108 80 114
Divorced - 44 68 77 42 63 34
Separated - 19 29 38 18 7 15
Never married . 52 61 61 37 30 62
Not reported 3 3 2 1 12 3
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TasLe 3 —Marital status and age Percentage distribution of
noninstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by disability
status and sex, summer 1972—Continued

TasLE 3 —Marital status and age Percentage distribution of
nomnstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by disability

status and sex, summer 1972—Continued

Disabled Disabled
'{IMSM 8 Nondi %Otsal 8 Nondi
[ ondis ac- ondis-
Age and marital status popu O ondnry | abled Ape and marital status pu- Oc |ondary | abled
lation | Total | Bevere | cupa [ work tion | Total | Bavere | cupa | work
tional | imita tlonal | limita
tions tions
Men ‘Women
Al apes All ages
Total number (in Totel number (in
thousands) 50 414 | 7,036 1 2,072 | 1,010 2 145 43 377 thousands) 55 854 | B 514 4,745 1,554 (2,215 47,341
Total percent . 1000( 1000 1000 W000| W00 100 0 Total percent... 000! 1000 10000 1000 JUOO 100 ¢
Marrled . 803 755 71e 771 789 Bl 1 Married . . i) 87 6 62 8 47 28 76 4
Widowed .. . 10 24 45 11 5 7 Widowed_.. ... &6 106 135 75 65 47
Divorced a3 51 62 44 43 30 Divoreed __ .. 54 B4 78 91 20 48
Heparated 15 28 21 48 21 12 Separated . . - 28 45 46 44 44 24
Never married . . 13 § 13 7 14 8 12 3 13 5 13 4 Never married.. .. no 87 o 42 71 11 4
Not reported & L} 5 4 8 4 Not reported 3 2 3 1 1 3
Under 85 Under 85 ,
Tatal number (in Total number (in
thousands) 19 504 | 1,426 281 389 767 | 18,077 thousands). 22 267 1,568 842 205 631 | 20,699
Total percent ... | 1000 1000 | 1000) 1000) 10O 100 0 Total percent.. 1000( 1000 W00 W00 (1000 100 0
Married - 69 0 5541 442 501 62 3 701 Marrled .. .- 709 588 471 63 7 861 719
Widowed . . 1 4 Widowed - 3 15 25 -l 11 2
Divoreed _ - 22 35 33 11 41 21 Divorced _ 50 83 60 13 2 84 48
Beparated P, 1 50 12 87 48 12 Beparated .. . .. . 23 58 24 04 59 21
Nevermarrjed.. . 21 0 37 50 5 a9 4 28 4 26 3 Never married.. _. 211 256 409 786 18 5 20 8
Not reported . 4 8 & 8 5 4 Not reported 3 & 10). . - 2 2
85-44 35-44
Total number (in Total number (in
thousands) 10,626 1 1,007 406 262 349 9,609 thousands) 11,284 | 1 382 689 246 447 9 002
Total percent. . 1W0¢) 10000 1000 1000 1000 100 O Totalpercent . | 000] 1000¢] 1000] 1000 (1000 100 0
Marred . 87 8 754 67 45 B9 7 891 Marrfed . . . ... ] 8486 750 745 810 739 857
Widowed .. . .. 3 & 4 Widowed __. P 24 59 71 89 20
Divorced __ 42 60 94 30 7 42 Divorced - . 57 84 85 0o 118 53
Beparated . . 13 11 12 8 13 13 Beparated . 27 45 37 34 [i 3] 24
Naver marrled 54 16 8 23 2 2 79 4 4 Never marrled - . . 44 47 82 20 9 44
Not reported 7 13 20 3 3 6 No$ reported 1 PN I - 2
46-54 46-64
Total number (In Toetal number {in
thousands). 11,232 | 1970 758 686 526 9 262 thousands). 12374 2598 1331 525 740 9,778
Totalpercent .. . | 1000 1000 1000 1000 | 10X 0 100 0 Total percent. 1000 10006 1000] 100006 [1000 100 0
Married (Including Marriled . 811 70 70 8 81 4 784 828
Apousa absent). 871 808 45 82 2 87 9 88 & Widowed.... . . 61 68 80 35 53 60
Widowed .. 18 19 42 4 T 15 Divorced.. - . 60 80 70 11 8 88 53
Divoreed .. . 40 59 56 63 56 36 Beparated - 36 40 47 27 37 a4
Separated . 19 42 43 71 2 15 Never married_. 28 52 77 8 a7 22
Never married.. 48 71 11 4 38 55 43 Not reported. - 3 2 2 2 1 3
Not reported [ 2| - 4 2 8
5564
§5-84
Total number {in
Total number {in thousands) 9,938 | 2,068 [ 2,083 488 807 8,962
thousands) .| 9 0e2| 2623 | 1,527 582 514 6,420
Total percent._. 1000 100¢| 1000 1003 ;1000 100 ¢
Total percent___ 1000 1000 1000( 1000 1000 100 0
Marrled - - 658 619 58 7 66 5 727 67 5
Maurrled - - 878 82 4 778 90 4 87 0 ] Widowed.... . 20 2 209 219 20 16 8 1w
Widowed.. . - 29 47 65 a0 12 22 Divoreed . _ - &0 78 88 36 72 38
Divoreod .. - 37 57 81 47 546 29 Beparated . - 27 44 54 31 8 290
Beparated. . . . 11 12 15 T 7 10 Never married. . 59 48 48 68 25 LR}
Never married _ _. 44 56 79 10 33 40 Not reported 4 2 3| -- -] .- 5
Not reported. 3 & 1 2 21 2

among the disabled, especially the severely dis-
abled Again, interaction between socioeconomic
factors and geographic distribution was likely,
as the South has the lowest per capita income and
a higher proportion of blacks
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The geographic distribution of the occupa-
tionally disabled and those with secondary work
limitations was sumtlar to that of the severely
disabled except that the disabled with secondary
work hmitations tended to be located m the North
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Central region No differences between men and
women 1n these two groups of less severely dis-
abled adults were apparent

The representation of Southerners among the
disabled had dropped shightly since 1966 In 1966,
46 percent of the severely disabled men lived
the South, compared with 30 percent of the total
male population The comparable proportions
for Southern men m 1972 were 42 percent of the
severely disabled and 31 percent of the total
population -

Size of Community

A higher proportion of disabled persons (21
percent) than of nondisabled persons (16 per-
cent) lived 1n rural areas For both these groups,
about the same proportion (two-fifths) hived in
towns and small cities, and one-third lived 1n
cities and their suburbs Among the severely dis-
abled, a higher proportion of men than of women
Lived 1n urban areas of less than 100,000 popula-
tion, and more women than men lived mn city
areas where the population was 100,000 or more

The distribution of the disabled m 1972 by
size of community was similar to that of the
disabled mn 1966 The distribution by severity of
disability, however, showed an increase of nearly
51X percentage powmnts mn the proportion of the
occupationally disabled located 1n big cities and
a declme of more than 10 percentage points m
the proportion of the occupationally disabled 1n
rural areas

Veteran Status

More than two-fifths of the disabled men were
veterans, compared with about half the non-
disabled The largest group of disabled veterans
(3 1n 10) served m World War II (table 2)—
a reflection of the relationship, previously dis-
cussed, between age and disabahty

Among men, 12 percent of the veterans and 16
percent of the nonveterans were disabled The
lower prevalence of disability among veterans
1s probably due to the preselection of a healthy
population, combined with a relatively low rate
of war injuries durmng the precedmg 17 years
(1955-72) How much veteran disability 1s war-
related 15 not known, however The effect of
age upon disability 1s probably much greater than
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the effect of war The relatively high proportion
of World War II veterans who were disabled
(19 percent) largely reflects the fact that they
were the oldest men i the veteran sample In
comparing the World War II veterans with all
men aged 45-49 (the approximate 1972 age range
of the veterans), no differences are found n the
proportion disabled or the proportion severely
disabled

TasLe 4 —Disabihity characteristics Percentage distribution
of nomnstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by sevenity of
disabihty and sex, summer 1972

Severfty of disability
Total Bee-
Characteristic disabled Occu |ondary
Severe | pation-] worlk
al limita
tions
Total
Total number {in thousands) 15 550 [ 7,717 | 3 473 4,360
Diagnostic group of major
digabling condations

Total percent WoO0: 1000 1000 1000
Muaculogkeletal disorders .. ah 9 30 4 48 386
Cardiovascular diserders 208 24 8 198 147
Respiratory and related disorders 91 78 70 131
Dhgestive system disorders. .. 49 39 57 58
Mental disorders . 77 11 3 38 45
Nervous systemn disorders __ 27 e 14 16
Urogenital conditions - 20 20 23 18
Neoplasms  _ N . 22 28 24 8
Endecrine disorders . . 21 22 27 16
Other and unspecified conditlons . T 68 70 95
Not reported . 50 40 35 80

Age af onset

Total pereent 100] 1000 1000 1000
Under 18 - . 76 53 14 14 8
18-24 - 11 58 14 8 17 3
25-34 - la 7 13 8 201 15 5
3544 - 211 20 2 26 3 1848
45-49 . . 12 8 139 130 105
50-54 .. . 124 151 11 6 80
55-64 . 152 217 13 67
Not reported - 43 32 14 24
Median age . 41 48 a8 3

Duration of disabiility (tn years)

Total percent _ . 10000] 1000 1000 100 0
Less than 1 12 2 138 115 98
1 - - 33 40 84 18
24 .- . . 35 2 338 30 3435
58 - . 192 194 15 2 187
-14__. . - 10 0 10 4 107 88
15 or more . 60 154 14 8 18 1
Not reported . 42 31 13 83
Median years . ') ) b [}

Actioity mitations

Total percent . L] w00 W00 1000 100 ¢
None 21 4 108 238 38 2
With hmitations in one or more activities 786 89 2 76 2 618
Walking . 41 2 58 8 305 19 8
Using stawrs or inclines 42 3 59 8 319 106
Standing for long periods 50 1 65 0 43 0 27 5
Sitting for long periods. __ - 29 7 428 207 137
Stooping crouching, or kneeling 49 4 63 2 45 8 28 0
LAfting or carrying weightsup to 10 1bs [ 33 4 49 8 20 5 149
Lifting or carrying welghis over 10 lbs 89 2 75 2 513 37 2
Reaching . 289 43 2 179 126
Handling and fingering . 213 325 132 79
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TasLE 4 —~Disability characteristics Percentage distribution
of nonmstitutionahzed population aged 20-64, by severity of
disability and sex, summer 1972—Continued

TaBLE 4 —Disabihity charactensties Percentage distribution
of nonmstatutionahzed population aged 20-84, by severity of
disability and sex, summer 1972—Confinued

Severity of disability Severity of dfzability
Total 8ac Total Bec-
Characteristic disabled Ocen |ondary Characterlstic isabled Ocou- | ondary
Severe | pation | work Bevere | pation | work
Bl Hmita el Hmita-
tions tions
Total—Continued Men—Conlinued
Number of actwity lmitations af time Activity Hmitations
of intervicw Total percent Wo| woo| 00| 1000
Total percent W00 1W000] W00 100 0
None . . 26 107 273 415
None . - - - 21 4 10 8§ 288 382 With Hmitations in one or more activities 75 4 80 3 27 585
— - - . 125 58 15 & 219 Walking . . - 42 2 628 35 208
. —— 17 89 16 0 13 2 Using stalrs or inclines . — - 43 2 a6 3 332 201
3. . . . .- . 10 8 10 2 123 0o Standing for long perlods. . - . 48 2 66 7 371 261
4 e .. - 80 98 03 41 Bitting for long periods 284 46 0 181 132
Sormore _ . . .. . 357 64 & 230 125 Btooping, erouching, or kneeling - 487 64 5 49 1 28 4
Lifting or carrying weights up to 10 lbs 308 50 7 21 5 1ns
Mobiluty Hmatations ﬁmh}ﬁ or carrying welghts over 10 lbs. % g E g ig g llsﬁ 1
8 . 00 0 00 eaching - - - . - 13
Total peroent - v woo 000 100 0 Handling and fingering . 212 35 2 14 % 82
I‘Svtitnlg Hmitations . _ ?; g g 3 gg ? gg i Number of actiplty imdations at time
Need help for transportationonly .| 42 68 17 13 of inferview
Naeld1 help only to get around cutside 5 0 2 . Total percent . PR 000) 000) 100 100 0
ome - .
Need help to go outside home. ... 10 14 4 T None .. - 246 107 27 3 41 6
Confined to home . 81 119 7 2 .. - - - - 121 37 10 221
Not reported. . - . 12 15 4 13 2... . P . . - 99 79 123 97
3... - . . . 10 4 95 1148 1048
Eztent of functional lzmitations o - - - - .- - . 18 100 93 33
Total percent - - .. 000( 1000 1000 100 0 Sormore . . - 351 58 3 245 129
Noloss _ .. . . W1 47| se1| 525 Mobitity limitations
Minor logs _ _ . 23 5 w7 319 238 Totsl pereent . - . -| l000(| 00| 1000 100 O
Moderate loss... . - - . 15 5 17 4 16 8 108
Bevere loss . . . . . 16 9 24 4 11 0 88 None . - - e e . 8% 4 74 7 9 985
Funetionally dependent 12 4 22 2 86 20 With limitations ... - - 100 215 19 12
Not reported . - - 16 15 5 27 Need help for transportation only . . 39 81 8 7
Need help only to get around outside
home . P . e = & 12 2( .
Man Need help to go outside homa.... . [ 16 7 3
Conflned to home,.. . .. 46 1086 3 2
Not reported .. . . 1} 11 2 3
Total number {in thousands) . 7,036 | 2,972 | 10819 2145 Extent of functional limitations
Diagnostic group of major Total pereent . 1000[ 1000| 060( 1000
disobling conditions "o
4 _ No loss - - 319 1 8 39
Total percent 000 | 1000| 000 100 0 Minor lass . A 21 4 175 a3 208
Musenloskeletal disorders_ ... . 28 0 29 0 518 a8 4 oderate loss .. . 167 50 205 113
Cardlovescular disorders,... . . 212] 285( 181 137 Bevereloss . .. 10, 2787 127 20
Respiratory and related disorders ___ 10 8 86 90 15 8 Functiunailg dependent 1no 235 24 15
Digestive system disorders.... . .. 54 34 74 65 Not reported... - 11 12 3 17
Mental disorders. - N P 85 10 2 7 64
Nervous system disorders ... . . 31 49 11 24 Women
Urogenitai conditions - 4 7 2 2
Neoplasms - © e e . - b7 32 11 3
Endocrine disorders .. _ — 15 14 19 12 Total number {In thousands) 8514 ( 4745| 1,554 2,215
Other and unspecified conditions. . 758 71 67 &8
Not reported._. e . as 20 34 52 Diagnroatie group of mafor
dizabling conditions
Agye at onset Toial percent . . . 1000 1000 | 1000 100 0
Total percent . e e wo- | W00 1000| 1000 100 0
Musculoskeletal disorders .. 34 2 a1z 36 4 38 8
Under18. . _ . - - - a7 64 11 220 Cardjovascular digorders, ... 205 22 4 213 15 8
1824 .. . - - - 12 3 47 187 171 Respiratory and related disorders 76 18 46 035
25-84 _. . . e O 13 8 113 18 2 1338 Digestive systern disorders... . 44 43 37 51
8. ... ... .- - 207 19 2 2519 150 Mental disorders_. - - - 87 12 0 74 26
45-49... .. . - e - - 125 130 148 26 Nervous system disorders._ . 24 34 17 ']
-840 . - - . - _. . . 11 6 13 8 11 9 83 Urogendital conditlons . . LR 28 44 34
-— - - e . . 165 6 28 9 80 70 Neoplasmg. - 25 26 38 12
Not reported.... - - - - 29 28 13 46 Endoerine disorders _ . - 27 27 38 20
Other and unspecified conditions . 77 87 548 91
Medianage _ . . _ . . 41 47 29 81 Not reported . - 61 46 37 108
Duration of disahility (in yeore) Age ot onset
Total percent_. . L] 100} 10000] 1000 100 0 Total percent . . - . 1W000| WOO0| 1000 100 0
Lessthan 1. _ - e . 121 16 7 g8 78 Under age 18 e e a e . 58 42 17 80
- w ww —_— e - - - 28 47 24 5 18-24 . e e momem m = 101 66 101 176
..... - . P w0 854 |6 M7 25-34 . - 17 3 15 22 5 177
5. . - - - 18 6 171 207 187 3544 . - . - . 21 4 207 267 19 2
10-14 _ . - - - - - 98 88 107 10 4 4549 _ . . . .- 130 14 & 108 113
15 or more - - - - . . 179 148 16 5 23 3 50-54 .. . 130 16 0 11 3 77
Notreported- . . _ _ _._ - 28 28 12 46 5564 .. . . “o| 11| 155 64
Not reported. . _ 54 36 15 121
Medlan years ... . . - .- - & § & 7
Median age - - . 41 44 40 35
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Tanrr 4 —Disability characterstics Percentage distribution
of pominstitutionzhzed population aged 20-64, by sevenity of
disability and sex, summer 1972—Continued

Beverity of disability
Total Bec-
Characteristic dlsabled QOcez |ondary
Beverse [ pation-[ work
al limits
tions
Women—Continued
Duration of disebiliy {in years)
Total percent - 100} 10007 1000 100 0
Lessthan1 . J 122 120 135 i1 6
—.n . . 37 38 438 30
. - - . 315 328 3% 6 M3
50... . . - 197 20 @ 17 8 187
10-14 . .- - 10 2 11 4 108 72
15 or mare 145 158 126 131
Not reported.. - - 54 35 15 120
Modian years_ . - & g & F)
Aetigity Limitations
Total percent .. 1000 1000| 1000 100 0
None . 18 8 109 195 851
With Hmitations In one ormors activities 8l 2 861 20 & 649
Walking - - 40 4 55 6 255 18 4
Using stelrs or inclines 41 8 55 8 30 4 19 0
8tanding for long periods. 533 856 50 4 28 ¢
Sitting for long periods___ a0 8 409 23 8 141
Btooping, erouching or kneeling 50 0 62 4 43 6 29 8
Lifting or carrying weighis up to 10 lbs 358 48 9 19 4 18 2
Lifting or carrying weights over 1ft 1bs 80 0 73 5 49 5 38 3
Reaching - . 07 427 17 9 139
Handling and fingering - 213 05 120 78
Number of activity Umitations at time
of interpiew
Total percent 1000 1W00] 1000 1000
None . . - - 18 B 109 195 a1
e - . . - . - 128 71 175 218
. e e - - . 132 48 193 16 8
. PR . - 108 07 13 2 85
- .. - 82 94 92 48
& or more - PR 362 523 213 12 3
Mobility lim#lations
Total percent W00 100G 1000 100 0
None - - - - 851 i7 6 o4 8 M2
With imitations .. - 133 W07 45 35
Need help for transportation only . 45 61 29 22
Need help only to get around outside
home . - 4 T 1 1
Need help to go outside home . 10 13 2 10
Conflned to homs . . 73 127 12 2
Not reported.__ - - . 18 17 1 23
Eztent of functional hunitations
Total percent - - 0| 1000 1000 100 0
Noloss _ - . -— 28 6 16 5 36 3 49 0
Minor loss . .. . 253 211 30 4 26 6
Moderate loss. .. . 144 17 0 123 106
Bevere logs .. .. - - 141 22 3 g0 76
Functionally dependent 13 6 21 4 51 28
Not reported . - 21 17 7 37

MEDICAL CHARACTERISTICS

Major Disabling Condition

Each disabled person surveyed was shown a
list of 39 conditions and asked 1f any of these
conditions or any other condition not shown was
the main reason for any work lumitations The
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reader must keep 1n mind, therefore, that the
following discussion of disabling conditions com-
pletely 1gnores other conditions existing at the
same time that may have contributed to the
mdividual’s disability Such data were not col-
lected 1n th® survey

Among both disabled men and women, musculo-
skeletal disorders were the most frequently named
disabling condition, occurring in about 36 per-
cent of ‘the disabled Twenty-one percent named
cardiovascular problems as the major cause of
therr disability Respiratory, mental, and diges-
tive disorders occurred much less frequently,
together accounting for 22 percent of specfied
conditions No sigmficant differences between men
and women were apparent in the proportions
reporting the above conditions Among the
severely disabled, mental disorders ranked third
m frequency for both men and women, with 11
percent reporting them Twenty-nine percent of
severely disabled men had cardiovascular condi-
tions, compared with 22 percent of the women

Among the occupationally disabled, men were
far more likely to report musculoskeletal dis-
orders than were women—5l percent compared
with 36 percent Cardiovascular disorders, with
a 20-percent frequency, occurred mm about the
same proportion for both sexes For men, the
next most frequent were respiratory and digestive
disorders, with 9 percent and 7 percent, respec-
tively In third place for women, however, were
mental disorders (8 percent), a condition that
accounted for less than 1 percent of the men

Thirty-nine percent of the disabled with sec-
ondary work limitations reported musculoskeletal
disorders, cardiovascular and respiratory dis-
orders were reported by 15 percent and 13 percent,
respectively Men and women did not differ m
the frequencies reporting any condition

Age at Onset

The median age at onset of disability among
all persons surveyed in 1972 was 41 For the
severely disabled, 1t was age 47 for men and 44
for women The greatest proportion of men
recognrzed the beginning of their disability, how-
ever, between the ages 55 and 64 For women 1n
this disability category, disability began most
frequently at ages 85—44
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The median age at onset among occupationally
disabled men was 3%, for women 1t was 40 Those
with secondary limitations reported onsets at
much. younger ages—31 for men and 35 for
women, nearly half were younger than age 34
(compared with 36 percent of the occupationally
disabled and 26 percent of the severely disabled)
It should be kept 1 mund that age affects the
disability category by its impact on obtamming
employment Of two persons with similar :ll-
nesses and functional difficulties, for example, the
older person would be more likely to be classified
as severely disabled because his age or combina-
tion of age and disability may have prevented
him from getting alternative employment

Despite the large concentration of mentally
retarded among those with onsets in childhood
(under age 18), most adults (55 percent) in that
category reported being only secondarily limited,
as the figures that follow indicate

Disabled
Percentage distribution
Age at onset Total

am&ber adary

n thon- |9econda
sands) Total | Severs oﬁg‘;gf' work lim-

itations
Total - - 15,550 100 0 45 6 23 280
Under I8. .. . . . - 1,17¢ 100 O 411 410 54 9
- v e ea 4 163 100 ¢ 36 4 29 2 344
..... _.-- 3,280 100 0 47 4 278 248
4554 . .. ... 3,907 100 0 57 4 219 207
B=B0__ . .. ..o . . 1 538 100 0 8 0 18 3 137
6084 __ . . e e 822 100 0 76 2 137 10 2

This 18 just one example of the complex rela-
tionships among age, disability, and unemploy-
ment, which find greater proportions of the
severely disabled with increasing age Additional
data on onset by age group showed few differ-
ences between men and women Among the
severely disabled, however, a higher proportion
of men (29 percent) than of women (17 percent)
reported onsets at age 55-64 That 18, men were
more likely te experience onset yust before retire-
ment age, but onset 1n women was more evenly
spread throughout all the age groups Among
those with secondary work hmitations, only one
difference 1s notable Men were far more likely
than women to have experienced onset of their
llness during childhood—22 percent compared
with only 8 percent

The proportion of disabled persons with mus-
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culoskeletal conditions had increased smce 1966.
36 percent of those surveyed in 1972 reported
these conditions, compared with 81 percent in
the 1966 survey Changes for the severely and
the less severely disabled were 1n the same direc-
tion and were smilar 1 size Cardiovascular
major conditions showed a dechine from 25 per-
cent m 1966 to 21 percent mn 1972 No change
was shown among the severely disabled with
cardiovascular conditions but the less severely
disabled who specified these types of problems as
the major disability dropped from 24 percent 1n
1966 to 17 percent 1n 1972

Disability Duration

For more than one-third of the disabled of both
sexes, the disability had lasted between 2 and 4
years, for nearly half, the duration was § years
or more Sixteen percent of the disabled reported
that onset occurred more than 15 years ago Only
mmor differences in duration were seen between
severity groups and between men and women

Functional Limitations

Activity Limitations —The data 1n table 4 show
that limitations m aectivities such as walkmg,
using stairs, standing, stooping, and lifting
weights were widespread among the disabled
About four-fifths of the disabled had limitations
In one or more of these activities

Functional himritations appeared to be closely
related to degree of disability The severely dis-
abled were more likely to report a greater num-
ber of limitations i physical activities than were
the less disabled, 9 in 10 of the former reported
at least one activity hmitation, compared with
almost 8 1n 10 of the occupationally disabled and
6 1 10 of those secondarily disabled More than
half of the severely disabled reported five or
more limitations as contrasted to one-fourth of
the occupationally disabled and one-eighth of
those with secondary work Iimitations

About three-fifths of the disabled reported a
Limitation 1 their ability to lift or carry weights
heavier than 10 pounds Two other activities re-
ported as difficult or impossible by about half
the disabled were standing for long periods and
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stooping, crouching, or kneeling Dafficulty with
wallking and with using stairs or inelines was
reported by more than two-fifths of disabled
respondents

Mobilaty luratations —The severely disabled
were also more likely to report a Iimitation on
their abihty to go outside therr home Twenty-
one percent of them reported some limitation, 1n
this area, compared with only 3 percent of the
occupationally disabled and 2 percent of those
with secondary work limitations Twelve percent
of the severely disabled were confined to the
home, compared with fewer than 1 percent of the
two less severely disabled groups Men and women
showed almost no differences i limitations
physical activities and mobility

Ewxtent of funotional limatations —Several ac-
tivity Limitations were combined 1n a scale rang-
g from no limitations to severe limitations
Limtations of mobihty and personal care were
added to the scale to develop the *index of func-
tional limitations ”#® On the basis of this index,
about 30 percent of the disabled and 45 percent
of the severely disabled were classified as having
a severe loss or bemg functionally dependent
The proportion with no Joss of functional himita-
tion ranged from 14 percent of the severely dis-
abled to 52 percent of those with secondary work
himitations

FAMILY CHARACTERISTICS

In the discussion on demographic characteris-
tics of the disabled 1t was noted that the disabled
had married 1n the same proportion and that
they were more often divorced, separated, or
widowed than nondisabled persons (As the dis-
abled are an older population, 1t can be assumed
that most of them married before onset of dis-
ability No data are available, however, on mar-
riage dates of the respondents in the sample )
Bemg married 1s particularly important to dis-
abled persons because the presence of a spouse
provides greater mcome and extra attention to
personal care needs It also provides the social

®* For derivation of the functional himitation index used
here, see Lawrence D Haber, “The Epidemiology of Dis-
ability II ‘The Measurement of Functional Capacity
Limitations,” Report No 10, 1966 Social Security Survey
of the Disabled, Office of Research and Statistics, Soclal
Security Administration, July 1970
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mteraction that 1s often difficult for the handi-
capped person to get—either because of hampered
physical mobility and psychological barriers or
prejudice on the part of others

Famaly composition —Comparison of the dis-
abled umit nueclear families? with nondisabled
nuclear families indicates that the disabled, being
older, are less likely to have mmor children—383
percent of the disabled, compared with 52 percent
of the nondisabled (table 5) About one-fourth of
the severely disabled lived 1n nuclear families and
about two-fifths of the less severely disabled

Eight percent of disabled women and 1 percent
of the disabled men lived with their mnor chil-
dren but without a spouse For the occupationally
disabled women, the proportion 1s even higher,
12 percent Approximately 637,000 disabled
women are living without spouses but with (and
usually supporting) mnor children

Physical handicaps may interfere with the
ability to care for or bear children Thus, one
would expect the existence of disability to nega-
tively affect the number of small children present
in the home of a disabled woman more than the
number 1n the home of a man The difference was
slight, however Eleven percent of the disabled
women and 13 percent of the disabled men had
children under age 6 (compared with 26 percent
and 27 percent of nondisabled), for severely dis-
abled women 1t was 6 percent, for severely dis-
abled men 8 percent In addition, fewer children
aged 6-11 were mn disabled units Teenagers were
present in almost as great numbers 1n disabled as
in nondisabled families, however Most disabihity
onset occurred after age 45, when families were
completed, and therefore did not greatly affect
the number of older children

Family size—As with the nondisabled, there
were fewer large families (five or six persons)
among the disabled i 1972 than in 1966 The
disabled both mn 1966 and 1972, however, lived
within smaller families than the nondisabled In
1972, 14 percent of the severely disabled lived
alone (compared with 7 percent of nondisabled},
and 36 percent of the severely disabled lived 1n
2-person umts (compared with 23 percent of non-
disabled) The modal (most frequent) size was
two persons for both disabled and nondisabled,

*The unit nuclear family consists of the sample re-

spondent and the spouse and miner children living in
the same household
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TasLE § —Family characteristics Percentage distribution of
nonmstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by disability

status and sex, summer 1972
Disabled
Total
Non
Us Bec-
Characteristic pu- Oceu Jondary a%ilzd
tion | Total [Bevere| pa- | work
tional [Minita
tions
Total
Total pumber {n
thousands) 106,208 (15,550 | 7,717 | 3,473 | 4,360 | 90 718
Compontion of family unit
Total percont 100010001000 1000|1000 ( 1000
Respondent only . 188 243 299 185| 188 17 9
Respondent and spouse no
minor children 284| 386 | 411 | 383 | 343 27
Respondent, 8pouse, and
minor ehildren 492 328 254 378 | 419 520
Respondent and minor
children, no spouse . 36 4 4 3 Y 54 49 34
Age of youngest child
Total percent 1000|1000 (100010001000 1000
No ¢hildren - . 474 630 71 0| 88| 531 47
Under 6 . . .- 43| 117 8 16| 1886 26 4
6-11 . . . 150 127 101 144 161 16 4
12-15 . .- - gé 78 74 99 86 87
1617 . . . 30 48 46 54 60 a7
Family size of sample persons
Total percent . 1000010001000 10001000 1000
1 persen . 77| 114] 139 g8 84 71
2 persons - 240 316] 357 288 266 227
3 persens - . 2002 217 208 2537 215 199
4 persons 210( 151 126 185 185 220
5 persons 130 %7 88 a4 18 139
6 Or mole persons - 143 113{ 107 1W02] 134 145
Family life cyele stage
Total percent __ . . 000 1000711000)1000{1000 | 1000
Dependent young adult _ 85 85 70 48 70 88
Dependent older adult . 18 37 59 18 15 13
Marred head or spouse... wo| 07| 658 757 VA2 7o
Young no children. 70 35 19 22 T4 76
‘With minor children. 487} 327| 264| 377 41 8 81 6
With adult children only 85 98 04 121 8 8 59
Qlder, no children - 1461 246 2901) 2361] 173 12 9
Nonmarried head. _ 123] 186 200)] 174 156 12
Young, no miner ehild. 39 28 19 32 41 41
Qlder, no minoer ¢hild . 54) 117 157 80 L] 43
‘With minor children._ 30 41 33 53 46 28
Dependent couple, any age 7 5 [ 3 7 7
Relatives oulside household
Percent with—
No relatives - 186 18 18 9 18 16
Relatives . 933 984 | 982 691 | 08 2 08 3
Parents. . B28| 446 353[ 409 67O 65 8
Father. - 419 249 176} 260 369 44 8
‘Mother B3] 385 200 442 N8B 59 4
Parents-in law_. 532] 837| 254 386 444 56 6
Brothers or sisters 868! BS55] 836 887 893 86 ¢
Own children . 352 524 STT7| H25| 428 322
Under age 18 538 69 51 85 53 53
Age 18 or gver 31 4| 487 B48| 47 5| 3086 28 4
Other relative 600 531 4867 | 548| 578 611
Not reported 1] .. - . 1
Contact with relatives
Percent with—
No relatives outside
househeld 18 148 18 Q 18 18
Relatives outside house
hold . PR3 | P84 | #E2| pO1| 982 98 3
No relative near, no
contaet.. 123 121 130 116 108 123
Relative near, no
contact .. . 54 79 90 71 87 44
Bees relative, no help 670 614 56| 667 674 68 0
Help from relatives . 131] 166 202| 133| 129 12 8
Inhome . 1wal 37| 159 117 114 108
Support . 10 16 23 12 & 9
Both in home and
support - 8 13 240 5 8 7
Not reported B 4 b 4 4 5
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TaeLe 5§ —Famuly characteristics Percentage distmbution of
nommnstitutionahized population aged 20-64, by disabihity
status and sex, summer 1972—Continued

Disabled
Total

US Bec- Non-
Characteristic }mpu Ocou- londary a?)ilaa.d

ation | Total [Severe| pa- | work

tional {Umits

tions

Men
Totsl number {in
thousands) 50 414 | 7,086 | 2,072 | 1,919 | 2,145 | 43,377
Composition of family unit -

Total pereent . 1000)1000(1000 (3000 (1000{ 1000
Respondent only . 188§ 2370 2740 223 190 180
Respondent and spouss, no

miner children 200 401 443 86| 367 27 2
Respondent, spouse, and

minor childien . - 513| 856 274 396| 429 53 ¢
Respondent and minor

children, ne speuse _ 9 7 10 5 5 9

Age of youngest child

Totsl percent.. - | WW0o|1000]1000]1000[1000] 1000
No children - 479 | 638 T17T| 599 587 45 2
Under - 238) 128 78] 131) 193 258
-1 158 113 82] 19| 152 16 5
12-15 . . - 87 78 86 99 49 B9
1617 . . . - 37 42 37 52 39 37
Family aize of sample persons

Total pereent . 000{1000[1000{1000|1000] 1000
1 person - - 71 04| 115) 115 80 R
2 persons . . 227 20| 384} 2066 281 22 4
3 persons . - 196 209 202 ) 229 199 187
4 persons . 220| 156] 120} 182 200 231
§ persons P 132 93 7T3) 122 a5 138
6 or more persons . . 40| 118 106} 106 1486 14 4

Family life cycle stage

Total percent..... 1000/ 1000) 1000|1000 1000| 1000
Dependent young adult 04 90 g0 81 112 LR
Dependent older adult. 15 38 68 24 11
Married head or spouse 793 150} TL4| 769 783 B0 1

Young, no children - 73 37 17 13 85 79
With minor children. 508 354f 274 305| 428 538
‘With adult children only B8] 103 106] 118 86 62
Older, no children - 146 256 316| 244 183 127
Neonmarned head . - 87| N7} 134 124 88 a2
Young, no minor child., . 47 asd 20 54 38 49
(der, no minor ehild_ 32 77| 108 656 49 24
With minor children 2 ] 8 4 3 1]
Dependent eouple, any age 10 & 5 2 7 11
Relatwes outside household
Percent with—
No relatives _ - - 16 20 24 11 23 18
Relatives . 982 930| 976 980 077 8 3
Parents . - e 6241 419 311 45 3 53 8 45 7
Father . e 414 22§ 164 205 329 44 4
Mother - 851 | 364 | 249 411 41 581

Parents in law__. 578) 308| 289 | 412 520 60 B

Brothers or sisters 868 86| 8390 801 BT 4 86 8

Own children . 340) 401 655 491 403 818

Underage 18 - &35 73 64 100 62 43
Age 18 orover - 204| 443) 511| 428 | 364 270
Other relative . . 588 618B| 47T7| 504 | 58 8 589
Not reported - 1] . .| - - 2

Contact with relalwes

Parcent with—
No relatives outslds
household 16 20 24 11 23 18
Relatives outside houise-
hold. . . . 68 2| 8O 976 089 | 677 98 3
No relative near, no
eontact .. . - - 1271 1170 30| 103 112 128

Relative near, no contact 59 B 6 89 91 76 54

Sees relative, no help - 675f B56) 687 | 7T10| 708 87 8

Help from relatives . 115} 1167 164 78 84 115

In home . . _ 87 9684 127 72 73 97

Buppaort .- 8 7 10 2 8 B
Both in home and

suppoert... - 10 13 24 4 3 10

Not reported . . [}] 5 5 6 3 ]
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TabLE 5 —Famuly characteristics Percentage distribution of
noninstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by diisability
status and sex, pummer 1972—Confinued

¢ Disabled
'%otsa\ 8 Non
Characteristic ge dis-
pu- Gecu- [ondary
antion Total [Savere| pa [ work | #pled
tional [limita
tions
Women
Total number {in
thousanda) . - 55 B54 | 8,514 | 4 745 | 1 554 | 2,215 | 47 341
Commporition of family unit
T'otal pereant .. 100[1000| 1000 | 1000|1000 3000
Respondent ong . . . 180 2479 315 138{ 179 17 8
Respondent and spouss, no
minot ehildren . 279 373 891 31| a21 26 2
Respondent, spouse and
minor ¢hildren. _. . 472 305 241 358 408 50 2
Respondent and minor
children, no spouse 60 75 53| 115 92 57
Ape of youngest child
Total percent W00[1000(1000(1000{ 1000 1000
No ehildren - 48609| 622 706| 52081508 44 2
Under6. . . 2471 W8 63 142 180 27 2
-1 . . . - -] WO} 39| 113] 1756| 170 16 3
1215 . . . B4 77 67 a8 82 85
18-17 . - 40 54 51 65 60 38
Family aize of sample persons
Total peteent.... - 00010001000 1000 |1000] 1000
1 person.. .. - 83| 123] 154 76 B9 75
2persons . .- 243 313| 341 314 253 231
Apersens . .. . . W4l 251 03] 821 231 01
4persons . . . 01| M7 130 68| 160 211
Spersonmd . . . R 127 83 64 a3 136 135
6 or more persons . 41| 110) 108 98| 122 148
Family life cyele stage
Total percent _. 1000100011000 ]1000[ 1000 1000
Dependent yonng adntt T? 45 64 7 30 82
Dependent older adult. 17 36 53 g 20 14
Married head or spouSs.-.. 746 671) B23 ) 749} 723 w0
Young, no children . . .. 68 34 20 35 83 74
‘With minor children.. . 4690 306( 242! 350 407 49 8
‘With adult children only 62 94 B6: 125 8¢ 56
Older, no children . .. 7| 238 274 227 164 13 3
Nonmarried head.. 156 42| 256 226 221 4 0
Young, no minor child. . 32 28 19 4 45 34
0Older, no minor child... 741 150 189 119 a8 60
‘With minor ehildren, . 50 70 48| 13| 88 46
Dependent couple, any age .J 4 5 5 4 L] 4
Relatipes outslde household
Percent with—
Norelatives . .. .. . 15 13 14 T 13 18
Ralatives ... . . PR3] o087 986 993 | GAY 98 3
Parents . e 632| 460 | 370| 556 601 651
Father _ - 424 | 268 183| az8| 407 45 2
Mother.. 574 402 316| 480 533 80 5
Parentsin law._. . 491 | 200 232] 354 | 370 82 7
Brothers or sisters RERY{ R4 83 9| 8G G| 912 8 9
Qwn children 362 551 502 667 451 329
Under age 18 43 47 42 67 43 43
Age 18orover . .. 332) 524 | 66| 532 427 297
Other relative - . 611] 542] 810 60 2| 560 62 3
Not reported - - 1 . . - 1
Contuct with relatives
Percent with—
No relatives outside
housshold - - 135 138 14 7 13 16
Relatives outside houss-
hold . - 98 3| 987 656 | 993 087 98 3
No relative near, no
tontact _ - 116 124 130} 131 10 5 118
Relative near, no contact 49 73 90 45 68 4 5
Bees relative, no help . 666| 679 | B36| 61 4] 845 68 2
Help from relatives _. . 146 207( 225| 201 173 13 6
In hora - . 128 170 178 171| 153 120
Bupport _ - 12 24 31 24 7 10
Both in home and
support.. .. 6 13 18 6 12 [
Not reported - 3 4 4 2 [} 3
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but nearly as many nondisabled lived in three-
and four-persen groups

Life-Cycle Stage

The traditional progression of life cycles in
Western cultures 1s from child to dependent young
adult through “married with no children,” “mar-
ried with young children,” “married with adult
children,” and widowhood Most disabled mdivid-
uals progress through the same stages The dis-
abled are older, however, and therefore less likely
to have minor children and more likely to be
widowed

The most hkely life-cycle situation for both
disabled and nondisabled adults was that of
married head or spouse 1n a famuly with minor
children Thirty-five percent of disabled men and
31 percent of disabled women were m this situa-
tion, compared with 53 percent and 50 percent
among the nondisabled Among the severely dis-
abled, 25 percent were at this life-cycle stage The
disabled, being older, were twice as hikely as the
nondisabled to be in the Life-cycle stage “married
head or spouse, older, no children,” or with “adult
children only” The pattern has changed Mhttle
since 1966

Contact With Relatives

Although the data on Iife cycles and on martal
and parental experience mdicated that most dis-
abled persons Iived within the nuclear family,
1 m 10 disabled persons lived alone Among
severely disabled older women, 22 percent lived
alone

Some disabled persons, even though married,
recerved support—emotional and financial—from
extended families (relatives) Data are provided
n table 5 on the proportion with relatives outside
the household Two percent of both the digabled
and nondisabled had no relatives at all Most had
brothers, sisters, or children Differences between
the nondisabled and disabled were minor in most
cases, most can be accounted for by the older age
of the disabled group

More 1mportant 1s the question of whether dis-
abled persons have contact with relatives Disabled
persons were no more likely to see relatives than
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the nondisabled (about 80 percent 1n both groups)
and, when they did, were no more likely to get
any household or financial aid from them Eight
percent of the disabled had relatives living near
them but had no contact with them, compared
with 5 percent of the nondisabled The severely
disabled were somewhat more likely to get house-
hold or financial a1d from relatives than were the
occupationally or secondarily disabled, and women
were more likely to get help then men Eight per-
cent of the occupationally disabled men received
help from relatrves but as high as 20 percent of
similarly disabled women recerved help Most aad
was household help rather than finaheial support
Of the disabled who were given help, only 18
percent recerved finaneial support

Aside from financial support and household
help from relatives, emotional support and social
mteraction are affected by disability The disabled
were asked whether they saw their relatives less
(or more, or the same) after they became disabled
Two-thirds of both the men and the women re-
ported no change 1n visits from relatives Of those
reporting changes after onset of disability, the
proportion of persons who said they saw their
relatives less often was twice as large as the pro-
portion who said they saw them more often The
onset of disabihty for these respondents, of
course, may have been years before the survey

The greatest drop in relatives’ visits had oc-
curred among severely disabled men, nearly one-
fourth of whom reported a decline Because a
large proportion of occupationally disabled and
of those with secondary work limitations did not
report data on visits, 1t 15 difficult to compare
their situation with those of the severely disabled
It appears, however, that the group that suffered
the least soctal withdrawal was women with sec-
ondary work limitations, only 5 percent of whom
reported less contact after onset An overall find-
ing 1s that the severely disabled, more than the
less seriously disabled, reported a greater change
m both directions i the proportion seemg
relatives

Whether onset of a disability lessens social con-
tact because of psychological antipathy to 1llness
or fear of an additional financial burden can not
be determined from the data Another hypothesis
15 that decreased mobility of the disabled hampers
visits to relatives It should be kept in mind that
the subject’s answer to this question consists of
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perceived increase or decrease in visits There 1s
a possibility that the disabled person after dis-
ability onset is more sensitive to such defieits 1n
his Iife

SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFICIARIES

The disability benefit segment of the old-age,
survivors, and disability insurance (OASDI) pro-
gram was designed to help replace earnings loss
for those unable to work In summer 1972, 1.7
million disabled adults received disabled-worker
benefits Another 15 million mdividuals received
early (age 62-64) retirement or dependents’ bene-
fits under OASDI A substantial number of early
retirement beneficiaries were disabled also, but
for various reasons elected to claim retirement
rather than disability benefits

According to the survey data, 18 percent of the
77 milhon persons who were severely disabled 1n
the summer of 1972 were bemg paid disabled-
worker benefits under the social security program
(table 6). In addition, T percent were early-retiree
beneficiaries, and 8 percent were receiving sur-
vivor or dependents’ benefits

One-third of the severely disabled men and only
9 percent of the women were receiving benefits
because of their disability Twice as many severely
disabled men as women recerved benefits for early
retirement, and twice as many severely disabled
women as men received benefits as dependents of
dhsabled, retired, or deceased workers Women
beneficiaries were fewer than men because most
of them were married to employed men and they
were thus not dependent on their own 1ncome

As expected, fewer of the less severely disabled
(occupationally disabled and those with secondary
work limitations) received social security bene-
fits, and when they did, they received them as
early retirees or dependents The survey defini-
tion of disability provides a partial explanation
for this difference, since these two groups were
very often able to work and were limited only 1n
the amount or kind of work they could do

Technical Note

In carrying out 1ts responsibility for collectmg
and analyzing data on the disabled, the Social
Security Administration conducted a survey 1n
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TABLE 6 ~—~0QASDI beneficiary status Percentage distribution
of nomnstitutionahzed population aged 20-64, by disability
status and sex, summer 1972

Disabled
Total
Non
UR Beo
Beneficlary status dis-
pu Occn |ondary
Rnotlon Total |Savere work | 2Pled

pa
tional [limita
tions

Total

Tetal number (ln

thousands) 106 268 [15,550 | 7,717 | 3 473 | 4 360 | 90,718
Total percent. ... 1000|1000 (1000 20001000 1000
OASDT beneficlaries 47| 1923| 28| 59| so| 22

With disabled worker

benefit i4 96| 181 19
‘With reduced benefit for

early retirement 14 45 70 23 17 9
‘With survivor or de-
pendent’s beneflt 19 53 7T 17 38 13
Nonbeneficlarles. .. 653| 807 672 41| M0 b7 8
Men

Total number {in

thousands) 50 414 | 7,036 | 2,972 | L 919 | 2145 | 48 377
Total percent. 1000|1000 10001000 (1000| 1000
OASDI beneficlaries B39 227 465 56 49 9

With disabled worker

enefit. - 21 152| 334 31 g
With reduced benefit for
early retirement .. 14 58| 104 25 23 7
‘With survivor or de
pendent's benefit _ 4 17 27 1 17 1
Nonbeneficlaries _ - 91| 73| 535 44| 951 89 1
‘Women

Total number (in

thousands) . 55,854 | B 514 | 4 T45 | 1 554 | 2 215 | 47,341
Total pereent . - 1000000 [1000]|1000|1000| 1000
0 ASDI beneflelaries - 54 165 243 63 71 34

With disabled worker
nefit. . _
With reduced benefit for

eatly retirement 14 34 18 22 10 10
‘With survivor or de

pendent’s benefit 32 83| 108 36 59 23

Nonbeneficlaries __ 46| BIB| T57| 837/ 929 96 6

m1d-1972, using the 5-percent sample from the
1970 Decenmial Census to 1dentify both disabled
and nondigabled adults The 1972 survey was
designed primarily to update earlier estimates of
the extent and severity of disability in the popula-
tion derived from the earher general survey of
the disabled conducted by the Social Security
Administration mn 1966

In addition, the survey examied factors asso-
cliated with the development and duration of
disability by comparing persons who were cur-
rently disabled, previously disabled, and nondis-
abled The study focused on adjustments to dis-
ability and examimmed economic, medical, and
soc1al consequences of disability for the disabled
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person and his family The survey provides m-
formation on

—the severity and prevalence of disability by demo-
graphie, soclal, economie, and oceupational char-
acteristics,

—factors affecting eoping mechanisms and the nature
of adaptation to Impairment and disability—such
as work adjustments, rehabilitation, and dependency,

—factors affectmig application for and receipt of
wage-replacement and Income-maintenance benefits
from social security and other public and private
programs,

—evaluation of disahility program provisions and of
preposals for legislative and policy ehanges on dis-
ability and work experience reguirements

Study Design

The data were collected and processed by the
Bureau of the Census Survey estimates are based
on a sample of 18,000 interviewed persons selected
from the 1970 5-percent Census sample Of these
18,000 persons, 11,700 were selected as the dis-
abled sample from all those persons who indicated
they were disabled before October 1969 on the
1970 Census questionnarre A mail screening in
1971 of the remaining persons resulted in two
other sample groups—5,100 nondisabled persons
and 1,200 recent. onset cases

In addition, there were 2,850 nonmterviews
Thus the rate of “good responses” for the survey—
based on 18,000 interviewed persons out of 20,850
elizible for interview—is 86 percent The number
and reason for noninterviews were as follows

Nontnteriiew redson Number of persons

Total 2,850
Unabie to contact aeo .. 1,240
Temporarily absent oo 100
Refused e - 620
Moved outside 357 primary

sampling units o ___ 650
Miscellaneoas . ______ 240

In general, the sample was a stratified multi-
stage cluster design comprised of 357 sampling
areas that included every county and some 1n-
dependent cities in the Unted States The dis-
abled persons were selected from all 357 strata;
the nondisabled and recently disabled groups were
chosen from a special subset of 105 strata The
sample was designed to represent the nonmstitu-
tionalized civilian population of the United States
aged 18-64 as of April 1970
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Match With Social Security Records

To enhance the usefulness of survey data m
analyses focused on program issues, the informa-
tion obtained by interviews was combined with
selected data available from the master benefi-
ciary record mamtamed by the Social Security
Admimstration Data from both the interview
and benefit records were used to establish bene-
ficrary status for tabulation purposes

Allocations

To maximize the amount of useful information,
allocations were made for mssing-income and
medical-cost 1tems based on values obtained from
respondents with similar economic, medical, and
demographic characteristies Examples of medical
characteristics that were used are “days hospital-
1zed” and “number of doctor visits” FEconomic
characteristics mcluded “mcome” and other types
of assets An amount was assigned from the m-
formation for another person, systematically
chosen according to the order in which the records
were processed, who gave a good response to the
item 1n question

Definition of Disabihity

Disability 1s defined 1n this study as a limitation
in the kind or amount of work (or housework)
resulting from a chrome health condition or
impairment. lasting 83 months or longer The dis-
ability classification was based on the extent of the
individual’s capacity for work, as reported by the
respondent 1 a set of work-qualification ques-
tions Data on employment and on functional
capacities—such as mobility, activities of daily
Living, personal care needs, and functional activity
Iimitations—were also collected to evaluate fur-
ther the nature and severity of disability

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

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

Occupationally dizabled—able to work regularly but
unable to do the same work as before the onset of
disability, or unable to work full fime

Secondary work hmitettons—able to work full time,
regularly, and at the same work but with limitations
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in the kind or amount of work they ecan perform,
women with limitations in keeping house but not in
pald work are included as having secondary work
limitations

Reliability of Eshmates

Swmce the estimates m this report are based on
a sample, they may differ somewhat from the
figure that would have been obtamned 1f all dis-
abled and nondisabled adults in the United States
had been surveyed with the same techmiques used
As m any survey, the results are subject to
error of response and of reporting as well as to
the sampling variability The standard error 1s
a measure of sampling varability and indicates
the amounts by which the sample estimates may
vary from the umiverse values that would have
been obtamed 1f all persons in the universe had
been studied

For interval estimates, the standard error 1s
used to construct an interval with a prescribed
confidence that the mterval includes the universe
value or the average of all possible samples drawn
from the same unmiverse In about 68 percent of
the samples from a population, the population
value would be 1ncluded 1n the interval from one
standard error below the sample estimate to one
gtandard error above it—referred to as the 68-
percent confidence or one standard error mterval
In about 95 percent of the samples from a popu-
lation, the population value would be mcluded 1n
the mterval from two standard errors below the
sample estimates to two standard errors above 1t—
the 95-percent confidence or two standard error
mterval The 99-percent confidence mterval ex-
tends approximately two and one-half standard
errors above and below the sample estimate

The standard error is also useful in testing
the sigmificance of the difference between two
statistics—that 1s, the confidence one can have
that the sample difference i means, percentages,
or estimates 13 a real difference and not merely
due to chance To test this assumption, the stand-
ard 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 1s as large as one standard error of
the difference 1t 1s statistically significant at the
68-percent confidence level; 1f 1t 1s as large as
two standard errors 1t 1s significant at approxi-

35



TasLE I —Approximate standard errors of estimated number
of disabled persons

TasLe III —Approximate standard errors of estimated num-
ber of severely disabled persons

Estimated number Standard error
10,000 .. - - . = . 9 200
28000 . .. . .. . . . . R 14, 600
50 000___ - . a . 20,600
100 000._._ - - - . 29 200
250 (00..... . . 46,100
500000... . - - 85,000
1 000 000 - - 91 700
2 500 000 .- . - 143 000
5 000 000 - - 199 000
7 500 000... . - . . 240 000
10,000,000 . . .- - 272 000
12 500,000, - 295 000
15 000,000. .. - - - - 320 000
16 802 (X0, .. . - - 333,000

Tapre IT-—Approximate standard errors of estimated per-
centage of disabled persons

Estimated percentage
Bize of base
(in thousands) lor | 250r | Sor 16or | 250r 50
99 97 5 95 ] 75
100 - 29 48 64 88 12 6 148
250 18 29 40 55 80 92
500 13 20 28 39 56 85
1,000 - 9 14 290 28 40 46
2 500 - - ] 9 13 18 2% 29
5000 . . 4 [} 9 12 18 21
7 500 - . k] 5 7 10 15 17
10,000 - 3 5 6 9 13 158
12,500 - - - 3 4 6 8 11 13
15000 . . 2 4 5 7 10 12
16 802 - - 2 4 5 7 10 11

mately the 95-percent level, and 1f as large as
two and one-half standard errors 1t 1s significant
at about the 99-percent level As a general prac-
tice mm the analyses presented here, differences
between estimates and between percentages are
considered statistically significant 1f the critical
ratio equals or exceeds 196 standard errors, the
level at which a predicted difference could be ex-
pected to occur by chance less than 5 out of 100
times, or the 0 05 level of stgnificance

Tables I, I1I, V, VII, and IX give approxi-
mate standard errors for the total numbers of per-
sons 1n each disability category estimated from the
sample to have certain characteristics Tables IT,
IV, VI, VIII, and X give standard errors for
estimated percentages Linear interpolation may
be used to obtain values not specifically shown In
order to receive standard errors that are appl-
cable to a variety of estimates, a number of
assumptions and approximations were required
As a result, the tables of standard errors provide
an mndication of the order of magnitude rather
than the precise standard error for any specific
attribute The sampling errors of some selected
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Estimated number Standard error
10,000 . . . 8 900
25,000 . - - - . - 14 100
50 600 __ . 20 000
100 000 . - - - 28,200
250 000 .. - 600
800 000 - - - 63,000
1 000 000 - - 88 700
2 500 000, - . 139,000
5 000 000 . . 192 000
T 500 000 . . 231 000
8720000 __ .. - . 246 000

TasLE IV —Approximate standard errors of estimated per-
centage of severely disabled persons

Estimated percentage
Bize of base
(in thousands) lor | 250r| 50r [ Wor | 2er 5
9 97 5 05 o0 75
100 PR 28 44 62 85 122 141
250 - 18 28 38 54 77 80
600 - .- . 13 20 28 38 5 5 63
1 000 . ] I4 18 27 39 45
2 500 .- i} 9 12 17 24 28
5,000 - - 4 6 9 12 17 290
7 500 3 3 7 10 14 146
8 720 - 3 5 7 ] 13 15

TABLE V —Approximate standard errors of estimated number
of persons with occupational disability or secondary work
limitations

Estimated number Btandard error

10 000 . . 11 300
25,000 _ 18 700
000 .. 26 400
00 000 . 87,400
250 000 .. . 5% 000
500 000 . 83 400
1000 000 | 118,000
2 500 000 184,000
5 000 000 257 000
7 500 000 ._ 311 000
8 0B2 000 .. . 322 000

TaeLe VI —Approximate standard errors of estimated per-
centage of persons with occupational disability or secondary
work Lhimitations

Estimated percentage
Bize of base
(in thousands) lor | 2b6or | Kor | 100r | 250r &0
69 # 5 95 o0 75
100 . . 37 58 81 11 2 16 2 187
250 . - 24 a7 52 71 102 11 8
500 17 26 36 50 72 &4
1 000 P 12 18 26 35 51 58
2 500 - 1 12 18 22 32 37
5§ 000 - 5 8 12 16 23 28
7,500 4 7 9 13 19 22
8,082 4 8 2 12 18 21
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TasLe VII —Approximate standard errors of estimated num-
ber of nondisabled persons

TapLr IX —Approximate standard errors of estimated num-
ber of disabled and nondisabled persons

Estimated number Standard error Estimated number Btandard efror
50,000 - - I . - - 34 700 50 000.,.. - - e . - . . - 32 700
100 000.. . . C e e . 4% 000 100 000 - .- e em e e e . - 46 200
1000 000, _ - - R, 154 000 1000000 .. . . . - e . - - 148,000
2 500 000._ - . 242 000 20000, . ... .. . . e e - a 000
5 000 000, . .. I 238 000 000000, ..o . o..T . LD LJ. ol 318 000
10 000 003 _ . . 465 000 10 000 00D _ . - - - - . 441,000
20,000 000 _ e e e e e . 618 000 20 000 0OD___ . - . - . - 591 000
30,000 000 __ - e e e 706 000 30 000 000 .. . P - e amm m w as 683 000
40 000,000, . . I . 752 000 40 000 000_.. - - - - - . 737 000
50 000 000 __ - - . . 763 000 50 000 000, - - . - 763 000
80 000 000_ . . 742 000 60000000 .. . . .. . . .. - - . 763,000
70 000 000 _ - - 684 000 70 000,000_.. .. - . - - . 737,000
80 000 000... . . . 580 000 80000000 _ . . .- e e . - . 882 000
90 000 000, . .. 994 000 90 000 000 _. . C e - . el e e . 690 000
03 060 000.._ _ _ P 209 000 109 601,000... . - . em = - - 0

TasLe VIII —Approximate standard errors of estimated
percentage of nondisabled persons

Tapitr X —Approximate standard errors of estimated per-
centage of disabled and nondisabled persona

Estimated percentage Estimsated percentage
Bire of base Bize of base
{in thousands) lor [25erf Bor | 100r | 250r 50 {n thousands) 1or |28or| Bor | 100r | 250r |
] 975 85 90 75 9% 97 5 95 80 75
1,000 . ., 15 24 34 47 87 T8 1 000 . 15 23 32 44 43 78
2 500 - 10 15 21 219 42 49 2 500 .- - ] 14 20 2% 40 46
5000 .. 7 11 15 21 380 35 5 000 7 10 14 20 28 33
10 000 - . L} 8 11 15 21 25 10 000 . [, [ 7 10 14 20 28
20 000 - 3 5 8 10 15 17 20,000 P 2 ] 7 10 14 18
30,000 - 3 4 ] a 12 14 30 000 - - 3 4 8 B 12 13
40000 . - 2 4 5 T 11 12 40,000 . . - 2 4 & 7 10 12
50 000 . P 2 3 5 7 9 11 50 000 . 2 3 /] L] ] 10
80 000 .. - . 2 3 4 4 9 10 80000 . __. .. 2 2 4 [:] 8 4
70 000 . . - 2 3 4 [ 8 '] Wwe0 .. . 2 3 4 5 8 ]
o000 . 2 3 4 5 3 ] 80 000 . 2 3 4 & 7 8
90 000 . 2 3 4 5 7 8 80 000 . - - 2 2 3 & K B
93,000 . . . 2 3 4 5 7 8 109 901 - 1 2 3 4 3 7

estimates are given below to illustrate the use
of these tables

The tabulation on page 18 shows that only 59
percent of the men in the total US population
reported themselves 1mn 1972 as severely disabled,
but 85 percent of the women considered them-
selves severely disabled—a difference of 26 per-
cent The standard error of the difference between
these two figures 18 86 Since 26 1s more than
two and one-half times 086, a difference of this
size 18 statistically significant at the 99-percent
confidence level

Black persons were almost twice as hkely as
whites to be severely disabled (table 1)—I121
percent contrasted with 6 8 percent The standard
error of this difference of 53 15 16 (table IV),
significant at the 99-percent level, likely to have
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oceurred by chance less than once i 100 tumes

According to table 2,43 9 percent of the severely
disabled had 8 or fewer years of education The
standard error of this estimate, on a population
base of 77 million severely disabled (from table
IV), 1s 16 At the 953-percent confidence level,
the estimated percentage 1s within 3 2 percentage
points of the true proportion Thus, the trus pro-
portion could be anywhere between 407 percent
and 471 percent

Table 4 shows that, of the occupationally dis-
abled, men were much more Iikely than women
to report musculoskeletal conditions as their
major disabling condition (51 3 percent compared
to 364 percent) The standard error of this
difference of 149, using linear interpolation on
table VI, is 6 8, significant at the 95-percent level
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