. Effect of Vocational Rehabilitation on
Employment and Earnings of the Disabled:

State Variations

Analys:s of followup data in linked records of
the Social Becurity Admimstration and the Reha-
bilitation Services Admamstration shows wide vari-
aton by State wn 1972 employment and earnings of
rehabilitants compared with those for other dis-
abled persons u hose cases were closed by State
vocational rehahilitation agencies wnm fiscal year
1971 These State differences win the effect of reha-
bilitation occur for both men and women When
the Statcs are ranked by the magnitude of the
rehabilitation effect, a reasonable consistency 18
found among the rankings under the various meas-
ures of effect Under the nmost valud measure uged—
employment percentage difference belween reha-
bilitated and not rehabtlitated clients—twn patterns
emerge (1) The effect of rehabilitation among the
Statcs wncreases proportionally wn South to North
and West to Fast dwrections and (2) the relatwe
effect favors women tn more States than it does
men and wn more States than under the other
measures

A FOLLOWUP STUDY of all disabled persons
whose cases were closed by State vocational re-
habilitation agencies 1 fiscal year 1971 reveals
that rehabilitants had a better employment and
earnings record in calendar year 1972 than per-
sons who were not rehabilitated and those re-
ferred but not accepted for services.! Further
study has also demonstrated that the more favor-
able experience of successful clients cannot be
accounted for by known selection factors such
as work capacity or previous earnings but appears
to reflect the effect of rehabilitation per se 2

* Davision of Disability Studies, Office of Research and
Statisties, Social Security Administration Aaron Krute
and Barry DBye offered valuable suggestions for data
analysis and Florence Buffington prepared the tabula-
tions William J Nelson, Division of Statistlcs, managed
the statistical operations

! See Joseph Greenblum, “Evaluating Vocational Re-
habilitation Programs for the Disabled National Long-
Term Followup Study,” Socwal Sccurity Bulletin, October
1975

? Joseph Greenblum, The Effects of Vocational Rehabali-
tation on the Barmngs of Theabled Persons {Staff Paper
No 27), Office of Research and Statistics, Soclal Security
Administration, 1977
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by JOSEPH GREENBLUM*

This study builds on previous research by ex-
ploring geographic differences 1n the effect of
services on the employment and earnings of dis-
abled persons It reveals wide variations by State
. the postclosure performance of rehabilitants,
compared with that of other clients

State vocational rehabilitation agencies provide
services to persons referred from a broad variety
of agencies, mmeluding the Social Secunty Ad-
minstration To qualify, such persons must dem-
onstrate to an agency counselor both a substan-
tial vocational handicap and a potential for re-
habilitation Those who successfully complete an
mdividual plan for guidance, restoration, and
traming services and a brief pertod of employ-
ment?® are considered *rehabilitated” when their
cases are closed The cases of unsuccessful chents
who had hbeen accepted for services are closed
as “not rehabilitated,” and those of all other per-
sons referred to the agency are closed as “not
accepted ”

The focus here 1s on State vanations 1n post-
closure employment and earnings of rehabilitants
and the other two types of cases Is the superior
employment. and earnings record of rehabilitants
reflected 1 every one of the States? In which
States do rehabilitants maintain and even in-
crease the advantage found in the Nation as a
whole, and mm which States does the difference
dimimish and perhaps disappear? How do the
States vary in rehabilitation impact, and what 1s
their relative ranking 1n this respect ¥ Since post-
closure work experience of men and women may
differ, do these State variations occur for both
sexes or for only onef

SOURCE AND LIMITATIONS OF DATA

The findings presented here, as well as those 1n

the reports cited above, are based on analyses of

*The period was 1 month In fiscal year 1971, it has
since been lengthened



data 1n the linked records established by the So-
cial Securtty Admimstration and the Rehabihta-
tion Services Adminustration to aid in evaluating
vocational rehabilitation programs for the dis-
abled A detailed description of the objectives
and methods of the data lmk and definitions of
terms used 1n the study appear in the technical
note at the end of this article

Before the records link was established, only
data on employment and earnings at the time of
closure were available and these were obtained
largely for rehabilitants In the absence of more
valid mdicators, such data and State rehabilita-
tion rates have been used as criteria to determine
program success* Followup studies of former
vocational rehabilitation agency clients mn which
earnings data were obtamed by questionnaire
have been conducted 1n some States ®

Such studies, however, encounter severe prob-
lems 1n locating and eliciting information from
respondents Moreover, because they involve un-
coordinated efforts, 1t 1s difficult to relate the find-
1ngs 1n one State to those 1 others The employ-
ment and earmings data 1n this report, which are
based on information in social security records
that 15 legally mandated and routinely reported
across the Natiwon, are available for all types of
closures and facilitate comparisons among States
as well as with national results

This report compares States rather than State
vocational rehabilitation agencies Many States
have a vocational rehabilitation agency for the
blind 1n addition to a general vocational rehabili-
tation agency, 1 the other States, all cases are
meluded 1 a single voeational rehabihitation
agency To make the data comparable across
States, cases m the agency for the blind have
been combined with those in the general agency

Six States were excluded from the analysis be-

¢ goe Alex Hawryluk, “Rehabilitation Gain A Better
Indicator Needed,” Journal of Rehabihifation, September-
October 1972, pages 22-25, and £ A IHefferin and A H
Katz, “Issues and Orientations in the Evaluation of Re-
habilitation Programs A Review Article,” Rehabilitation
Literature, March-April 1971

& For details on ongoing studies in Michigan, see R D
Struthers, “MVRS TFollowup BStudies—Questions An
swered,” Journal of Rehabihitation, July-August 1976,
pages 30-34 See also H E A Tinsley, R G Warnken,
D J Wess, et al, A Followup Study of Former Clients of
the JMwnnesote Dwiswon of Vocational Rehabilitation,
(Mimnnesota Studies in Vocational Rebhabilitation, Bulle
the 50) Industrial Relations Center, University of Min-
nesota, 1969
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cause 1t was not possible to obtain earnings n-
formation for rehabilitated persons In New Jer-
sey, North Carolna, and Washington, general
vocational rehabilitation agency records on reha-
bilitants, as well as on persons accepted for serv-
1ces but not, rehabilitated, could not be matched
with social security records New Jersey’s agency
did not submit any records In Colorado, Mon-
tana, and Utah, classification problems precluded
wdentification of almost all rehabilitated cases
from both general and bhnd agencies The re-
maining 44 States, the District of Columhia,
Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands are
mmcluded 1 this report

METHODOLOGY .

Data for two measures of effectiveness—the
percentage employed and mean earmings of the
employed 1n 1972—are analyzed and presented
here Doth variables are mdicators of vocational
performance during a period beginning at least
one-half year after closure by the vocational re-
habilitation agency The employment varable re-
fers to any involvement in remunerative work
during the year, regardless of the amount of
earnings or the length of the work period It
therefore does not take account of the stability
or continmty of employment throughout the year
The variable on mean earnings among the em-
ployed 15 based on actual reported earnings up
to the social security maximum taxable amount
of $9,000 1n 1972 The degree of underestimation
resulting from this lunit 18 minor, since only 3
percent. of the study population had earmings be-
yond 1t

For each State, rehabilitants were compared
with those who were not rehabilitated and those
whose cases were not accepted by computing the
difference 1n the percentage employed (rehabili-
tants minus each of the other closure types) and
the mean earnings ratio (mean earnings of em-
ployed rehabilitants divided by the mean earnings
of the employed among each of the other types)
Two comparisons are possible 1n each State for
each of the two variables of employment and
earnings (1) rehabilitated clients and those not
rehabilitated and (2) the rehabihitated and those
not accepted for services

The principal analysis compares rehabilitated

SOCIAL SECURITY



clients with those who were not rehabilitated,
with respect to employment This comparison 1s
more valid as a measure of rehabilitation impact
than the other three Employment tests the sue-
cess of vocational rehabilitatton more directly
than the amount of earmings It 1s a elearer indi-
cator of the restoration of work capacity and the
reduction or ehmination of work disabihty—
prime goals of the rehabilitation program
Amount of earmings, on the other hand, often
reflects type of occupational and educational
background rather than work capacity

The comparison of rehabilitated clients with
those not rehabilitated relates two groups with
substantially sumilar degrees of disability sever-
ity Members of both groups were judged by
vocational rehabilitation agency counselors to be
substantially handicapped m work but able to
benefit from services Furthermore, clients 1n both
groups, by agreeing to the individual rehabilita-
tion plan at the time of acceptance for services,
had thereby sigmified at some time an interest in
services The comparison of rehabilitants with
those not accepted for services, on the other hand,
relates two disparate groups The latter group
has the widest varration of severity—those too
severely handicapped to benefit from services as
well as those with no substantial disability More-
over, this group includes a relatively large num-
ber of persons with consistently low motivation
for utilizing services

The size of each of the employment differences
and earmings ratios represents a measure of the
gap between rehabilitants and others in subse-
quent vocational performance and 1s used mn com-
paring and ranking the States by rehabilitation
effect The consistency of the rank numbers as-
signed to the States under the various measures
of rehabihtation impact 15 determined by means
of Kendall’'s Tau ®

The intergroup difference or ratio 1s a more
nearly adequate measure of effect than the em-
ployment and earnings of rehabihitants alone It
15 possible that the latter figures could be approx-

¢The general interpretation of this correlation tech-
mque 18 that if any two States are drawn at random
from a group of States, the difference between the proba-
bility that they will have the same order on any two spe-
cifiec impact measures and the probability that they will
have a different order is equal to the value of Tau See

G V Glass and J C Stanley, Statfistical Methods in
Education and Psychology, Prentice-Hall, 1970, page 178
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mmated in the other types of closure The gap

between rehabilitants and others may thus be
mimimal, even though the employment or earnings
of rehabilitants 1n a given State may be among
the highest in the Nation Conversely, a relatively
low employment or earnimgs level for rehahbil:-
tants 1n a State may result 1n a large gap 1f 1t 18
accompanied by extremely low levels for other
types of closure Distinctive labor-market condi-
tions or chient characteristics 1n a State may af-
fect 1ts employment or earnings levels regardless
of status at closure Measures relating the employ-
ment or earnings of rehabilitants and of other
closure types rule out such effects

Although the relative size of the employment
difference or earnings ratio 15 a better measure of
rehabilitation effect, a word of caution 15 1n order
It 13 possible that selection factors could account
for the differences or ratios found within a State
The earlier study of such factors? focused on the
national level, but 1its findings make 1t reasonable
to assume that intrastate differences generally
reflect the 1mpact of the rehabilitation program
Another gualification flows from the nature of
the followup data Because employment and earn-
mgs data were available only through 1972, it
cannot be determined whether the State patterns
found 1n this analysis have persisted mn subse-
quent years

FINDINGS

State Variations

Data for each State are presented in tables 1
and 2 by type of closure Table 1 portrays the
percent employed and table 2 the mean earmings
of the employed Generally, the earnings differ-
ences 1n these tables are positive and the ratios
are above 1, indicating some effect of rehabilita-
tion

Wide varations are evident among the States,
however The smallest differences or ratios are
sufficiently low to suggest little or no 1mpact of
rehabilitation 1n some States With respect to the
proportion employed, the differences between the
rehabilitated and those accepted but not rehabili-
tated range from a high of 40 6 percentage points

T Joseph Greenblum, “The Effects of Vocational Re-
habilitation on the Earnings of Disabled Persons,” op eit
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TasLe 1 —Number of persons with cases closed by Btate vocational rehabihtation agencies in fiscal year 1971 and percent em-

ployed 1n 1972, by type of closure, sex, and State

Number of cases in study 2 Percent employed *
State 1 Eehabtlitated minng—
° Not Not
Rehabili o Not Rehabilt- Not
Total rehabii Total rehabili-
tated tated accepted tated tated accapted rl;rk?:- Not
bilttated | Becopted
Total 4

Total 4%eee - o0 & an . 812,228 216 795 73,313 422,120 541 85 3 451 48 6 2 2 187
Alabama ... . ———— 10,104 5§ 050 1,424 3,630 510 58 2 371 46 2 211 120
Alaska .. 988 339 175 474 40 69 3 54 9 61 4 14 4 19
Arfzona . 5,185 1 426 440 3,309 63 3 60 48 4 597 27 6 163
Arkansas .. . 9 034 4,284 790 3 960 55 8 62 4 501 520 12 3 10 4
Catifornia .. .. . .- -cos 76 124 13,632 13,281 48,911 519 8 4 46 1 48 8 223 19 6
Connecticut ar me mm mem - 5,002 2 205 793 2,054 85 0 a8 7 41 & 45 5 2712 23 2
Delaware . . . - __ .. _. 1241 878 179 383 56 0 84 4 441 40 7 20 3 177
Diatrict of Columbia. .. .. -- 5,355 2 261 734 2 360 50 3 590 33 e 457 204 13 §
Florlda - . .. .. . ... 42 776 12 582 5 206 24 898 65 0 186 47 8 43 2 238 23 4
GOOTEIB vevee cr v v comome 19,534 9,368 1,881 8,285 595 67 9 40 538 239 14 3
GQuam .... . . . e .e . 1 37 10 59 425 59 5 40 0 322 19 5 27 3
Hawall creee o cucecnes . 122 92 116 48 7 721 315 40 3 406 3 6
Idsho __ . 695 82 404 a9 9 % a7 720 30 27
Illinols 27,700 9,718 1022 16 960 50 @ 44 4 4 0 4316 04 208
Indlana 8 505 2,550 702 3,253 840 729 48 0 60 4 24 § 125
Iows. . 8,666 3 865 1,537 3,574 66 B 686 54 1 62 8 225 140
Kansas .. .. . 2 947 1,303 494 150 86 4 75 851 58 7 22 4 188
Kentucky o wom - oo oo aa 14,877 8,340 1 380 6,157 490 8 54 6 37 6 45 2 170 94
LoulSlang . . cuu ww ce - s 049 4,216 1 200 3,633 &5 @ 58 3 49 4 546 80 37
Mame . .. _ . .. . - 1,748 652 236 860 53 9 617 46 6 501 n1 18
Maryland .. _ .. .. .. 9 345 4,446 1 230 3,660 58 3 66 3 46 2 527 01 138
Massachusetts .. .. . 8,073 3 415 935 3,723 54 0 a2 2 42 4 49 5 19 8 127
Michigan .. . e e e mee 16,5633 6,460 2 258 7,825 55 8 69 7 43 2 48 1 %5 21 ¢
Minnesota .. .. .. . - -. 10,273 4,340 1,055 4,878 o0 2 04 40 8 LER) 301 160
Misstssippl o a0 oo ceeen 12,524 4,926 746 6,852 453 571 86 6 878 205 193
Missourl .- - . - - 11,439 4,424 1,116 5,905 58 8 a7 & 5 0 53 9 17 5 138
Nebraska . .. e em ow 2,710 1412 500 798 68 5 758 57 8 623 18¢ 136
Nevada . . R 898 170 85 833 521 500 47 4 53 4 26 -3 4
New Hampshire, - 1,285 527 121 837 o7 74 4 47 1 520 273 22 ¢
New Mexico . .. _ . oo .. 2,556 @51 320 1,585 56 8 66 8 54 4 63 2 12 4 136
New Yotk . .. ... . 30 34 9,101 6,200 18 093 50 & o4& 40 ¢ 45 7 23 6 18 8
North Daketa _ __ _ _ .. 2,139 1,125 251 763 58 0 68 6 43 4 40 8 25 2 188
Ohio. - - o . e v - o 17,824 6,093 1,834 9 897 48 1 61 6 305 41 4 221 20 2
Oklahoms ., .. _.. . . 13 242 7013 1 4,579 60 6 621 514 617 105 4
OTEON we wem oo oo o amamee 4 771 1,091 1,216 2 465 60 4 751 83 5 57 4 216 177
Pannsylvanis .. .. .. caevrs 80,960 19 659 8,373 94,928 50 6 65 9 397 441 26 2 18
Puerto Rico ., ... . _ccuae 3,879 1,872 203 1,804 43 5 48 0 45 309 135 81
Rhbode Istand. . 2,224 1,195 118 811 a7 3 59 9 381 56 4 218 35
Bouth Carolina 22,637 9,067 1,988 11,582 56 2 88 7 43 4 48 5 25 3 202
Bouth Dakola 1,666 735 254 667 63 4 w1l 41 3 64 7 28 8 54
Tennesse.... 12,781 5,443 1,258 8 080 . 537 85 2 a7 48 0 245 19 2
Texas .. . - 46 278 17,251 8,706 22,321 84 3 84 4 49 2y , 48 0 15 2 16 4
Vermont . oo mon ar cveee- 1,413 700 3 710 ("3 B2 4 g) 49 6 ) s 28
Virgin Islands . .. .. - . 33 10 & 18 Y U] ) ® €50 0 33
Virginla .- .. . .. . . 23 502 11,035 1,271 11,196 50 5 87 0 41 6 64 1 25 5 129
West Virginia, . ... . caeee 8,129 2,978 434 4,717 42 7 53 4 a9 36 3 135 171
Wiseonsln . . . . .. .. 18,259 7,379 2,049 8 831 M7 66 3 49 1 46 3 17 2 200
WYOIDIOE ve vevcvsn mam we o= 741 257 78 405 85 0 720 85 7 62 5 14 3 05

Beo fpotnotes at end of table

in Hawau to a low of 26 pomts in Nevada In
a fourth of the States, differences are less than
171 percentage pomts, but 1n the fourth wath the
greatest effect the percentage differences are more
than 253 pomnts When rehabilitants are com-
pared with unaccepted clients, the range of differ-
ences 18 from 316 percentage ponts m Hawan
to —3 4 1n Nevada, with the latter figure indicat-
g a shightly higher percentage of employment
among the rejected cases In & fourth of the
States, differences are less than 113 points, m
the fourth showing the greatest impact, differ-
enceg are more than 19 7 points

6

‘When rehabilitants are compared with clients
who were not rehabilitated, the mean earnings
ratios range from 180 in Michigan to 110 m
Lousiana, with the latter figure indicating that
average earmings are only 10 percent highe:
among rehabihitants Earmings of rehabilitants do
not exceed those of nonrehabilitants by more than
28 percent 1n a fourth of the States, but 1n the
fourth with the largest effect earmings are more
than 52 percent higher When rehabilitants are
compared with those whose cases were not ac-
cepted, the highest ratio (1 51) 1s in Hawan and
the lowest (098) 1s in West Virgima The latte

SOCIAL SECURITY



TasLe 1 —Number of persons with cages closed by State vocational rehabihitation agencies m fiscal year 1971 and percent em-

pleyed 1n 1972, by type of closure, sex, and Btate—Continued

Number of cases in study 3 Percent employed *
State 1 , Rehabilitated minua—
a
Not Not
- Rehabilf- Not Rehabili- Not.
Total rehabill Total rehabili-
tated tated aceepted , tated tated sccepted rl;rlt]): Not
. 3 bilitated | 8ocepted
Men
Total® . .. - .. 372 7h4 118,142 48 060 206,552 531 743 40 4 527 2409 218
Alabamsa.. ....e.a. v emean] 5,650 2 577 568 2,205 58 1 70 1 395 513 80 6 18 8
Alaska . . _ . ia er aeee 590 178 109 303 60 8 781 59 6 68 & 185 95
ArZona .. L. aae . . oaw d 3,220 752 240 2 228 66 9 83 4 521 62 9 313 20 5
Arkensas . . . e oee 5,305 2,104 549 2,748 62 4 {747 54 6 51 6 20 1 20 1
California - em ee = eam b2 985 9,248 9,420 34 317 8 7 73 4 49 9 52 & 23 5 209
Conneeticut . .. .. .ceeees 3,069 11 259 505 1,302 59 9 e 45 0 43 2 329 29 7
Delaware J 634 a7 111 206 61 8 t 748 43 2 51 ¢ 34 229
District of Columbia . ... 2 948 1,165 384 1 399 550 65 7 45 1 48 ¢ 20 6 16 8
Florida .. .. . .. . ... 23,91 6,115 317 14 659 58 7 ;78 4 51 4 52 1 270 26 3
Georgia . . . ere - s eoe 9,988 4,200 1,121 4,607 85 0 ) 47 2 58 0 301 19 3
GUam . . aece o . e 79 26 7 i 48 Y] + 615 M 348 M 26 7
Hawall.. .. o - oo oo - 195 65 63 47 t 613 kR a3 43 3 436 31 6
t t

Idaho o . v we o ee aew 455 141 43 21 752 837 349 1l 48 8 3]
Ilinows . .. ..cea . am memm 17 113 5 183 681 1 239 55 0 720 48 2 47 8 238 24 4
Indiana T, 4 0 1,545 452 12,087 ' 67 9 799 5 9 62 8 290 171
Iowa e me ww e —m 5,723 2,253 1,114 12,356 728 84 0 58 8 638 3 25 2 ~ 16 7
Kansas _ 1927 825 320 782 7 835 60 3 63 ¢ 231 2 198
Kentucky - 8,568 4,284 806 3,378 58 7 68 2 40 9 516 27 3 lo §
Louisiang . . 5,660 2 440 786 2,434 62 8 68 5 56 7 59 4 128 91
Malne . - - 1,133 360 s 187 606 5910 (725 50 3 53 3 222 19 2
Maryland . . 5,600 2,406 794 2 36 63 4 747 , 404 b6 4 25 3 18 3
Massachusetts I 5 086 1,8 505 12 492 59 3 06 40 4 53 5 25 2 17 1
Michigan . mm 10,379 33 1 429 5,177 61 0 el 47 9 523 299 255
Minnesota .. .. .. . . .. 6,729 2,694 710 1332 651 774 r 46 5 59 1 309 18 3
Mississipp! = - . eo ceeeow 6,560 221 400 13,040 49 7 66 4 305 43 26 9 25 1
Missouri . . __ - —aom 6,830 2,401 694 3 68 83 5 76 0 52 7 57 3 23 3 187
Nebraska .. .. ea an 2 aa 1,653 829 334 ;490 T8 86 0 64 4 66 5 218 19 5
Nevada  ._ . e meaee = 527 96 65 376 66 0 54 2 50 9 67 2 33 -30
New Hampshire .. . . ... B51 328 f 82 , P44l 86 4 811 54 9 b7 6 20 2 235
New Mexico.. . . .. .- 1756 392 242 11,122 615 74 2 58 7 577 15 & 16 &
New York J 18,435 5 038 3 361 10,036 6d 8 1 #“1 , 502 270 20 9
North Dakota .. _ - 1,440 738 161 i 511 64 8 76 3 41 ¢ * b6 2 34 4 201
Ohie . . _ . .. ... H 475 3 622 1,205 6,648 528 69 8 430 45 3 20 8 246
Oklahoma . . .. .. . 6,499 3,024 997 2,478 702 7o 3 67 & 67 8 18 8 85
Oregon . . ave w ce cq os 3,1 723 838 '1 585 . 858 81 3 58 7 62 5 22 4 18 8
Pennsylvanls . ... .. . .. 87,121 10,807 3,933 22,331 851 743 436 47 7 307 26 6
Puerto Rico  __ .. . oceee +2,555 1133 : 144 1,278 47 4 53 3 98 431 137 10 2
Rhode Island .. .. . ... .. 1,227 588 74 565 61 5 89 6 , 851 56 6 35 130
South Carolina . . ... ... 12,639 4,705 1,240 6 694 62 5 B8 477 537 311 251
South Dakota . .. - ... b 4 121 a 730 B0 8 498 7l 4 812 ¥4
TOINessee __ o - - - - 7 284 2,762 822 3 700 599 , 75 6 45 51 4 301 24 2
Texas N [, 27,929 9,437 4,587 13,903 61 1 BT + B4 9 53 2 20 8 256
Vermont .. . J— 855 391 3 401 Q] 611 8 54 7 M LK

Virgin Islands __ 19 7 3 63 2 O] 7 t 556 ] (M
Virpinia - .. 12,780 5,586 81% 8,875 66 8 78 0 L4 2 597 ala 18 3
West Virginia &,061 1,271 286 3 504 46 0 86 7 i 46 9 38 5 14 8 28 2
W Isconsmn. . 12 213 4 732 1,524 5,957 58 4 720 52 6 44 0 19 4 230
WYOMINE wevee coe ce comeee 449 139 3 . 260 737 B4 2 56 0 715 28 2 12 7

Beo footnotes at end of takle v

figure reflects shghtly lower earnings among re-
habilitants The ratio 15 less than 116 in the
fourth of the States with the smallest effect; 1n
the fourth where the 1mpact 15 greatest, the ratio
1s more than 130 Note that the highest and low-
est effects among the States are frequently regis-
tered by Hawan and Nevada, respectively

These tables also show that States vary widely
in the impact of rehabilitation on employment
and earnings for both men and women The
amount of interstate variation, as indicated by
the interquartile range in table 3, 15 greater for
women than for men, however
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This range encompasses half the States—the
fourth with impact values immediately below the
median value for all the States plus the fourth
with values immediately above 1t The percentage
point difference i employment for rehabilitated
men and those not rehabilitated, for example,
ranges from 218 to 309, a spread of 91 points,
the employment percentage difference between
women wath similar types of closure varies from
112 to 22 3, a spread of 111 points This pattern
of greater interstate variations for women ap-
pears to be more pronounced with respect to
earnings ratios The relative effect of rehabilita-

7



TasLE 1 —Number of persons with cases closed by State vocational rehabihitation agencies mn fiscal year 1971 and percent em-

ployed 1n 1972, by type of closure, sex, and State—Conlinued

Number of cases in atudy * Percent employed ¥
. . Rehabilitated minus—~
ete Total Rehabili- rai]i':%tlll Not Téota] Rehablli mtllqnlljatili Not
tated tated accepted tated tated Beoepted Not Not
rehs b
bilitated | 8ccepted
Women
TRl fcaran v cn maas 224 312 02 753 23 200 108,353 407 5510 373 ;418 1717 13 4
H +
Alsbama .. .. .. ou ool . 4,200 2,501 535 1,363 42 5 44 5 343 M9 122 Ta
Alaska . e e e e - 370 151 63 156 543 80 2 47 6 51 3 127 90
Arizona e mm e v ae eew 1,842 (571 187 1,003 538 68 5 46 0 54 4 228 14 2
Arkansas “ s mome e wen 3,469 2 100 ¢ 225 1,144 49 3 81 40 9 47 6 10 2 85
California . ... . . . coee 21,559 4,415 3,588 13,556 4497 590 370 05 220 185
Cennecticut ... . .- . ... 1,704 787 263 654 <48 6 59 8 35 4 40 4 24 4 19 4
Delaware . .. _ . 332 63 161 50 9 55 7 460 42 9 a7 12 8
District of Columbia . . , . 2,209 1,000 s 326 833 L 4s 7 548 a1 427 25 11 ¢
Florida . .. .. o . o0 oo 17,89 6197 1,985 9,713 &7 65 & 42 7 42 9 228 226
Georgia —. . crr o cr cee - 8 280 4 878 732 3,570 ' 53 8 80 2 29 8 47 ¢ 20 4 123
Guam ., ..... e e ceemen 24 L] 3 12 [ 44 4 Y] 16 7 [\ 277
Hawail .. ... .. . . .. 128 66 28 4h | 492 671 9 269 391 410 28
; i
Idsho . . ... 21 76 17 122 80 0 56 8 529 631 37 -85
Ilinots . . .. 10,011 4 288 300 5§ 416 i 44 7 56 3 a2 39 191 20 4
Indiana . .. 2 155 890 217 1,048 1567 61 2 42 4 55 7 18 8 ! 55
lowea .o .. 2,690 1,185 3983 1,112 87 627 42 3 5L 6 - 21 4 121
Kansas . 934 444 157 333 570 67 3 4“4 8 48 ¢ 27 18 4
Eentucky 5,804 3 76l 443 1,690 38 5 417 312 833 05 84
Louisiansa . 3,061 1,816 367 1,078 43 2 43 5 376 4“4 7 59 T =12
Maine . .. t 587 276 64 227 45 1 49 3 301 41 0 10 2 T4
Maryland . ... 13,530 1,883 407 1,249 51 2 56 4 40 8 , 467 158 a7
Massachusetts . 2009 1,228 302 1,079 46 1 521 L8811 4 6 14 0 106
Michigan .. . 5 691 2,480 766 2,435 46 B 57 6 351 80 5 22 & 181
Minnesota ..... - . 3,201 1,486 308 1,407 50 9 o6 2086 4 3 511 1538
! '

MisstssipPl .« cae cevnn an am 5 810 2 644 236 2,830 410 80 2 a6 832 168 170
Missourl a, oo & 0 - eenes 4,351 1,862 371 2,118 [ 57 & 46 6 . 490 109 85
Nebraska .oe. oo cnecee o - 948 522 149 27 57 5 . 61 & ; 45 0 i 165 48
Nevada. .. _ . ... . .a 450 3 ad 244 1469 43 8 410 48 8 28 -4 0
New Hampshire .. R 393 178 35 180 . 498 648 ; 28 8 88 9 360 257
New Mexico .. e m cems 720 240 70 410 47 9 ] 429 439 133 12 8
NewYork . ... . ... 10,690 3,508 1,556 5,538 , 43 2 55 9 355 371 20 4 18 8
North Dekota . .. . ... 656 58 234 47 6 541 48 3 37 2 58 169
QOhio . e e m e e e 5,782 2,212 580 2,990 ‘1393 49 2 a3z 6 a3 2 166 16 0
Qklahoms ., — . e 6,420 3 821 5% 2,003 619 517 431 59 86 -32
Oregon . L. oo we oo uu 1 625 353 349 823 60 7 63 6 427 48 6 208 1490
Pennsylvania . .. .. . .- 22,643 8,367 2,286 11,990 43 7 55 8 38 373 223 185
Puerto RICO . cveemmacnce ca ol 1,162 , 8o 50 472 38 5 433 240 335 193 98
Rhbode Island . .- - ... - - 634 38 811 530 50 9 44 7 57 4 42 -6 7
Bouth Caroling ... . .. ... 9 675 4 226 713 4,736 48 8 &8 3 36 3 41 8 20 16 &
South Dakota___ . .. .. ... 547 270 125 152 490 . 55 6 , 836 50 0 220 56
Tennessee.. . R, 2 2,678 416 2,262 45 8 54 7 320 381 227 16 6
Texas .. - - 17,197 7,43 1,008 7,855 45 1 51 4 388 407 128 <107
Vermont . . 50, 278 0 27 41 8 42 4] aae caeoo 410 ) av oy aeeee 14

Virgin Islands . - 1 3 2 4 N (Y] U] m (U] m
Virginia .. . - 10,135 5,163 416 4,556 5l 3 (i 332 47 3 231 g0
West Virginia . ™ 1,667 138 1,144 7. 43 9 25 4 30 4 18 5 12 5
Wisconsin .. .- 5,489 2,376 409 2,654 470 &6 1 39 2 40 8 16 9 16 8
Wyoming . 272 1l 25 7 529 58 2 80 0 47 4 «18 108

1 Data combined for general and blind agencies State distribution excludes 3 Reported In covered employment

New Jersey, North Carolina, and Washington because genera] agency records
for perwns rehabilitated and not rehabilitated could not be matched fo
soclal security earnings records alsoexcludes Colorado, Montana, and Utah
because almost sll rebabilitated cases appear to be ciassiﬂed as  type of
¢lgsure unknown "

1 Matched to social security earnings records, excludes cases with type of
closure unknown

tion 1n & State can be estimated by relating its
employment differences or earnmings ratios
tables 1 and 2 to the interquartile ranges and the
medians among the States presented in table 3

+ Table 4 assigns rank numbers to the States
and the other jurisdictions according to the size
of the employment percentage difference or earn-
1ngs ratio Since rank number 1 1s assigned to
the State with the greatest difference or ratio,

¢ Includes cases with sex unreported
“ 3 Total includes available data for States omitted trom the Btate distribu-

on

¢ Based on 10 or fewer cages jn closure status

T Data not available, fewer than 5 matched cases, data not availakle, fewer
than & matched cases for elther men or women, of data omitied to aveld
jdentification 0f individuals with given characteristics

larger numbers therefore indicate the decreasing
effect of rehabihitation Under the primary meas-
ure—the duafference 1n the proportions of rehabil-
tated and unrehabilitated clients with employment
—a tabulation by region reveals that Northeastern
-and North Central States tend to have small rank
numbers, Southern States the larger numbers, and
Western States both small and large numbers
(table 5) Among persons who had been accepted
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T apLE 2 —Number and mean earmings in 1972 of employed persons with cases closed by State vocational rehabilitation agencies

m fiscal year 1971, by type of closure, sex, and State

:

Employed persons
Mean earnings ¥
Siate! Number 2 T Ratfo of rehabilitated
atio of rehabilita
Amount t
Rehab- | Not Not Retab- | ot Not Not Not
. Total ilitated ﬁ?ﬁﬁa secopted Totsl flitated Ill?ttﬁgd accepted ﬁf{‘sﬁa accepted
h . - Total 4 -7
Total % oneen v om wmem 331,367 141,835 33 036 166,606 $3,277 $3,661 $2,647 $3 063 138 120
AlabsmB oo ... R 5 148 2,941 529 1,678 2,891 3,188 2 54 2772 123 115
AlBSEB - woomen ol mn e ma ad 622 235 291 3,406 3,845 3 066 3,084 129 128
Arlzond ... .. . - a2 - - 3 232 1082 213 1,977 309 3 740 2,902 2,756 129 136
Arkansas . . . _ - 5 132 2,675 ' 3% 2 061 3 154 3,501 2 736 2,785 128 126
California .. . 30,504 9 525 8,121 23,858 3 278 4 013 2,732 8,124 147 128
Connectieut . __ . I 2,778 1,514 32! 935 3,377 5,883 2 563 2 B45 152 136
Delaware - - S 605 437 78 179 3,416 3,757 2,962 2 785 127 135
Distriet of Columbia - 2,684 1,333 283 1,078 661 3 069 2,175 2,258 14 138
Florida .. _ .. . . o- .. 23 541 9005 2,529 12,007 280 3,264 2,488 2,892 131 113
GROrgla & oo et et mm eee e 11 62¢ 8,364 428 4,437 3,181 8,600 2 592 28313 135 124
GUAIM . . o e sacn & = 45 22 ! 4 2 671 3 07 2,817 2,220 8] 17 138
Hawsll, ... con v coeee ol 154 ,83 . 29 v 3,341 8,804 3,023 2,559 128 151
[ARHO0 weececn coon = mae - 486 mn i 24 291 3,623 4,274 3,136 3,280 1 30 130
Inois. caees = o or we = = 14 104 6,263 450 7,300 3 687 4,016 2 587 3 475 155 116
Indian® .o .. - o0 .« oo ua 4,163 1,860 as7 1,968 3,755 4 485 2,825 3,242 158 138
OWB —_ aa v wema = mom = == 5,762 2,723 , 831 2,238 3,628 4 065 2,604 3,188 151 128
Kansas . - 1,957 1,010 272 675 3,190 3,778 2 305 2 670 1 a4 141
Kentucky . . . - 7,408 4 557 519 2,330 3,008 3 260 2,427 2,012 135 112
Louislana._. — & 031 2,456 i 593 1,982 3 549 3,889 3 545 3 129 110 124
Maine . 943 402 i 110 431 3,044 3,477 2,388 2,808 I 46 124
Maryland . .. - PR, 5 450 2 648 568 1,934 3272 3,688 2,613 2,083 137 120
Masgsachusetts . o vun v . .. 4,363 2,124 396 1,843 3,408 3,837 2 B9B 3018 1382 127
Michigan . a4 = mumee 9,220 4 494 i 975 3,761 3,851 4,251 2,360 3,269 1 80 130
Minnesots .cov ve = - - cevs 8,185 3,077 i 430 2,678 8,533 3,770 2,454 3,435 1 54 s 110
Mississlppl .. . .« cccmemcaeo 5,877 2815 273 2,589 2,738 2 976 2,330 2,520 127 118
Migsoltri e oo & cemmmeea 6,728 2,988 855 3,185 2,088 3,392 2,195 2 748 185 1238
Nebraska .. . . . . ... . 1 857 1,071 239 487 3,485 3,764 8,306 2,090 114 128
Nevads ... - R 408 85 45 338 2 792 3,210 2,34) 2,748 137 117
New Hampshire ... .. . .. 780 392 &7 331 3,514 3,693 3 689 3,445 187 107
New Mexico .. 1,453 435 174 844 2,880 3 298 2,856 2,660 115 124
New York .... .. 15,852 5,866 2,127 7,350 3 581 3,087 2 876 3 453 1 38 118
North Dekota __ 1,261 772 109 380 3,544 3 809 2,134 3,411 178 112
Ohto .. = .. - 8,579 3,754 | 725 4,100 a3 537 3,848 2,601 3,402 143 113
Oklahoms .. _ . ... . . .. 8028 4,354 851 2 823 3,200 3,645 2,814 2 825 130 129
Oregon - _ . .. . U 2,884 819 850 1,415 3,270 4 (84 2,011 2,064 1 4 138
Pennsylvanla . .. .. .. . 30,871 12 951 2,533 15 387 3,634 4,252 2,692 3,270 158 130
.
Puerto Rleo _ovemeae = . o 1 688 \ B99 70 719 2,48 3,196 2,779 2,854 115 120
Rhode Island ... . ... .. 1,275 T16 , 45 514 3 681 4,129 2,311 3,177 179 s 1 30
South Carolina. _ . . .... 12,712 0,226 863 5,623 3 050 3,318 2 700 2,810 123 118
Bouth Dakota .. . . o oo 887 515 105 36 3,615 4 054 2,457 3,320 1485 122
TONNeSEe cvee = am = = - -« 6,850 3,548 512 2,799 a3 o7 8,255 2,840 2 B18 1 3% 118
X85 - . ‘25,128 11,108 3,300 10,720 2,805 3,184 245189 2,754 126 115
Vermont _. [Q] 367 (Y] 352 ™M 3 024 2,875 Q] 105
Virgin Islands . . ) Y] ) [ )] T Y] L §2 30
Virginia _____ - 13,974 7 300 528 £,056 2 908 3,221 2174 2 798 148 118
West Virgin 3 473 1,580 173 1,711 3 375 3,375 2 740 3,438 123 08
‘Wisconsin __ _ 9,087 L300 1,006 4 091 3,711 3 965 2,645 a3 670 1 50 108
Wyomlng ccoo o0 cv aceeaoo 482 185 [ 253 3,244 3,754 2,496 3,001 1 50 125
;

Bee footnotes at end of table h

for services, a greater impact of rehabilitation
on employment 1s evident in proportionally more
States 1 a South-to-North direction and, 1n the
North, from the western to the eastern States

A scanning of the four columns 1n table 4 pro-
vides a quick method of determmmng, for each
State, the consistency of the relative effect of re-
habihitation under the various measures A lack of
consistency 1s apparent The rank number of the
States under the measure of employment percent-
age differences between rehabilitated chients and

BULLETIN, DECEMBER 1977

3

those not rehabilitated is reasonably, though not
highly, correlated with the rank numbers under
two of the other three measures Employment
percentage difference between rehabilitants and
those whose cases were not accepted and the ratio
of rehabilitants’ mean earnings to those of clients
who were not rehabilitated '

As the following figures show, the correlation
1s highest ( 88) with the rank numbers under the
measure of employment percentage differences be-



TanLe 2 —Number and mean earnings in 1972 of employed persons with cases closed by State vocational rehabilitation agencies
in fiscal year 1971, by type of closure, sex, and State—Confinued

Employed persons

Mean earnings?
Btata ¥ i Number ? A 4
; Ratio of rehabilitate
N Amount P
4
Not Not Not
Rehab- Not Rehab- Not Not
i Total {litated ﬂgﬁ’d accepted Total flitated ﬁfﬁl&i accepted ﬁf&‘ﬁ& necepted
. . Men .
i
Totalb. .. ... o oo .. 220,422 87,804 23 728 108,890 3671 4 188 2 897 3,424 1 45 122
Alabama . . . .. _ .. 3 282 1 BO7 343 1,132 1,478 3,719 2,039 3,162 129 120
Alaska . . - 412 139 Rit] 208 3 554 4 212 3 145 3,243 134 130
Arizona .. 2153 627 125 1 40t 3113 4,208 3,383 3 ory 124 138
Arkansas . .. 3,368 1,572 200 1 496 3 586 4 186 3 005 3,072 139 135
Califotnia . - 29 499 6,787 4 704 18 008 3 536 4,368 2 601 3an 147 129
Connecticut . __ - 1 837 081 227 4§29 3 613 4,111 2,780 3137 148 131
Delaware - - . 302 237 43 107 3 846 4 299 3050 3,201 141 ' 134
Dnstrict of Columa . .. 1 622 7 73 684 2,726 3 147 2 086 2 393 162 133
Flonda . - .. _ . 14 062 4 T80 1 633 T 633 3 480 3,803 2 818 3 3ah 139 118
Geotlf eeecee & . e . . 8,454 3,201 529 2,674 3,637 4 085 2 879 3,236 142 126
GUBIM . . . . eee aeme ] , Q] 16 2 926 ) 2,4%0 (9] 118
Hawsli . .. . ... . .. 100 5 21 29 3,500 4,389 3,760 3 159 117 139
Idahe . “ ... - . . 342 118 15 209 4 163 4,720 4,005 3 855 118 123
Illinogs e e e mm e mas 9,415 3 740 328 5,347 4,153 4 673 2,592 3,885 180 120
Indigna . am e em - 2,774 1234 230 1 310 4,206 5 060 3103 3 702 163 137
Iowa . . .. .. PR, 4 156 1,802 855 1,609 3 934 4 539 2,923 3 635 1 56 125
Kansas - . - - .- 1,382 689 193 300 3 524 4 238 2,551 2,846 168 151
Kentucky —— e = 5,033 2,920 Exf ] 1742 3 430 3 N 2 568 3,1.0 14 118
Louistana .. _ . 3 554 1,671 438 1,445 4 018 4,475 3,800 3,527 115 127
Mamne e ew — a ee 668 261 81 323 3,367 4 007 2 621 3043 1 53 132
Maryland . . . .. .. ... 3 557 1,841 392 1,324 3 3,956 2753 327 I 121
Massachusetts . .. .. .. 3014 1411 270 1,333 3,680 4,192 3 180 3 239 132 129
Miehlgan cee - o0 4 aen . 6,331 2,037 684 2710 4 007 4,703 2 670 3 591 176 13l
Minnesota - .. - . .. .eeo 4,379 2,0 350 1,965 3,309 4,221 2,609 3,799 162 11
Mississippl -« oo or ceeees 3,258 1 469 158 1 631 3,176 3,537 2,770 2891 128 122
Mussour] cocr wom 4 am oo . 4 340 1, 346 2,111 3 386 3 042 2356 3,075 167 128
Nebraska . - . - 1 204 713 215 326 3,992 4 276 3 8061 3 498 112 122
Nevada .. . . ... . 295 lir] 28 215 3 097 3 €02 2 568 3 044 140 118
New Hampshire _. .- 660 266 45 254 3,807 3979 2,734 3,817 146 104
New Mexlco .. - 1,080 2091 142 647 3 098 3,631 3 048 2 8% 119] | i2y
New York 4 10,107 3 582 1,483 5,042 3,86h 4 413 3 042 3,723 1 46 119
North Dakota 920 563 80 287 3 949 4,225 2 271 3 875 186 10%
Ohiv - . L. e ¢ en een § 057 2 580 518 3 0ug 3,954 4 365 2 949 3,780 148 115
Oklahoma - - am oee - 4 560 2,208 573 1,679 3,936 4 502 3,274 3,383 138 133
Oregon . “ e = ae e w 2 071 558 492 B4l 3,689 4,539 3 807 3 37h 137 13
Pennsylvanda, . __ . .. 20,440 8 Obo 1,713 10 662 4,071 4,876 3 009 3,633 1 62 134
Puerto Rico . . .. ... ... . 1,212 » 604 . 57 551 3,08 3,381 2 669 2 745 127 123
Rhode Island . . . - ... . 785 409 26 320 4,122 4 592 3 184 3,598 144 128
Bouth Caroling __._.. .. . . 7,895 3,700 592 3 597 3 483 3,847 3,008 3,189 125 120
South Dakots P, 97 358 €0 279 4,123 4,827 2 903 3,680 156 127
Tennessee_. . . -—caw . 4,365 2,088 374 1 903 3,374 3742 2 489 3,144 1 50 119
Texas . o ccece meo P 17,069 7.140 2,517 7,30 3 217 3 628 2,701 3133 13 116
Vermont .. .  _c. o o eee -n 239 ) 252 4] 3 471 1] 3,026 g) 116
Virgin leiands __ . aa 12 @] ) & 4 789 7 [ 2,703 ) Q]
Virginla, . . .. . .. 8 343 4 359 378 3 808 3 48 3,730 2,385 3,223 158 118
West Virginia . . . . 2 330 848 134 1,348 3 B2 4,081 2 94 3 814 138 107
Wiseonsin _. .. . . . ... 7,128 3,408 BO1 2,019 4 067 4,384 2,738 4 062 160 108
WYomng eeeee e - PO 331 n7 28 186 3,637 4,173 2,954 3,402 14 123
Beo Iootnotes at end ol table

'

tween rehabilitants and those with'cases not ac-

eepted

Measures

Correlation®

Employment percentage difference
Rehabilitated/not accepted —_____. —

Mean earnings ratio

Rehabilitated /not rehabilitated . .
Rehabilitated /not accepted oo ___

38

(Kendall's Tau)

1 Excludes jurisdicetions with data not available or with
0o more than 10 cases of the relevant type of closure

10

i

‘Almost no correlation ( 10) 1s found with the rank
numbers under the measure involving comparison
with the most disparate group (persons not ac-
cepted for services) under the more indirect 1nda-
cator of rehabilitation success—average earnings
Since a correlation of 30 1s considered to be a
reasonable agreement between two sets of rank
numbers considerable consistency is seen among
the first three measures 1 the relative impact of
rehabilitation in a given State -

SOCIAL SECURITY



TABLE 2 —Number and mean earnings m 1972 of employed persons with cases closed by State vocational rehabilitation agencies
1 fiscal year 1971, by type of closure, sex, and State—Continued

Employed persons

Mean sarnings ?
Btate! Number * Ratio of rehabilitated
atio of re B
\ Amount to—
Not Not Not
Rehab- Not Rehab- Not Not
Total rehab- Total rehab- rehab
flitated {litated | Becepted flitated flitated | accepted | pooiog | secepted
Women

Total b s 104,793 51 054 8,663 45,076 2,448 2,74 1,866 2,202 140 12
Alsbama . .. . . o0 ool o 1825 1,111 184 8§30 2 105 2,215 1,959 1,926 113 115
ABSKS . . aeen - ae - 201 91 30 80 3 002 3,536 2,845 2,858 125 134
ATiZONA. | mes an ol an e - 1070 447 8b 546 2,480 8,105 2,20 2,012 14 1 b4
Arkansas .. .. .. ee em aa 1,710 1,074 92 544 2 203 490 1,013 1,908 130 125
California __ .. _ . . .o . 9,427 2 606 1,326 5,445 2,498 3,141 1,924 2,331 163 135
Connecticut o cm e - 828 471 93 264 2,888 448 2,103 2,166 164 159
Delawdre . v v v ve = = 283 185 29 69 2,825 3,037 2,929 2,214 104 137
District of Columbla . __ ___ 1,031 546 108 an 2,503 2,885 2,272 2017 127 143
Florida..  _.. .. PO 9 074 4 060 847 4,167 2,231 2 508 1,883 2 032 133 123
Qeorgia .. .. o0 o o . . 4,995 2,065 291 1,704 2 569 2,835 2,054 2,181 138 129
QUM .. ee eer cem wemnee Q)] 4 (Y] 2 M 2201 ) 2 m 24
Hawail. . ace ol ae eouee 63 38 7 18 2,505 8,174 1,215 1,502 2 81 199
Idaho - - 129 9 77 2,039 2 746 1 G688 1,686 "1 43 1863
Illincis 4,474 2,414 115 1,945 2702 2,988 2,568 2, 114 127
Indiana 1221 546 02 584 2 623 3 075 2 320 2,248 1 82 137
Tows.. - 1,497 761 162 574 2,361 2,810 1,800 1,924 158 146
Kansas __ - 532 299 * 70 163 2,314 2 812 1 508 2077 1863 126
Kentucky .. .. .. 2,270 1,570 138 562 2,321 2,418 2 006 2,128 121 114
Loulslana 1,323 703 128 482 2,288 2,493 2,383 1, 108 127
Maine . — 256 138 25 95 2,177 2,445 1,430 1,971 165 124
Maryland . .. .. . . . 1,811 1,062 166 583 2,802 2,058 2,183 2,351 138 126
Massachusetts.. ... .. . 1,204 640 115 449 2715 3,053 2,208 2,362 138 129
Michlgan e e e am e 2,665 1,435 269 961 2,814 3313 1,687 2,412 209 187
Minnesota . .. _. .. .. 1,630 901 21 838 2,654 2,740 1,913 2,383 14 118
Mississippl .. . & iu ecece- 2,380 1,328 113 939 2,144 2,351 1,798 1,891 13 124
Missourl ... . .. . .. 2,282 1,071 173 1,038 2,55 2,431 1,899 ,088 128 118
Nebraska _. . e == 545 321 67 157 2,309 2 1,628 204 1 58 126
Nevads __ __ — - - 167 32 16 119 2,324 2,810 2 062 2,283 127 14
New Hampshire .. . ... 185 115 10 70 21733 3012 2,054 2,243 102 134
New Mexieo we. .. . < oo 345 135 30 180 2,209 2 637 2131 1,901 124 138
New York.._ ... . __ ... 4,619 2011 552 2,008 2970 3,227 2,492 2 848 129 113
North Dakota _. . .. ceeee 312 197 28 87 2,332 2,637 1 689 1,848 1 56 143
Ohlo . . . oo ce am an - 2,270 1,089 189 992 2,426 2,830 1,090 2285 132 115
Oklashoma ... .. - e o 3,332 1,976 2567 1,100 2,344 2 638 1,732 1,800 1562 135
Oregomn.. v au we wee comeeen 773 224 149 400 2,163 2,931 1,658 1,921 197 153
Pennsylvania . - - 9,901 4,668 766 4,467 2745 3,181 2,018 2,414 158 1382
Puerto Rico .. . 447 277 12 158 2 689 2,863 3,404 2 831 84 123
Rhode Island . . 468 272 17 179 2,922 3 379 1,188 2,394 2 84 14
South Carolina 4 100 2,463 259 1,978 2,316 2,526 1,840 2,118 187 119
Bouth Dakota _ - 268 150 42 76 23 265 2,682 1,534 1,851 175 137
Tenhessee .. 2 406 141 133 862 2,317 2 A1 1,849 2,087 13 120
Texas. ... ... - 7,758 3,822 740 3,196 2,089 2,300 1,872 1,888 123 122
Vermont, .. e e e o« oame 211 um | .. - ... 93 2 277 2,158 | oo ol ca o 2,431 | cem sn ecen 89

Virgin Islands . ... .. ..... ) ) ) ’ M ) [ U] Q]
Virginla . .. . .. . .. .. 6,197 2,905 138 2,154 2,255 2,427 1 642 2,061 148 118
West Virginla.. .. . ... oo o 1,115 732 35 348 2 353 2,558 2,108 1,946 121 13
‘Wisconsin e oy omee m - = 2,581 1,332 180 1,069 2,708 2 B 2,118 2,576 ¥ a7 112
Wyomlng . . .. .. .. ... 144 15 2,290 2,891 1,605 1,856 1380 15

1 See table 1, footnote L
1 8ep table 1, lootnote 3

¥ Aggregate earnings divided by number with earnings in 1572

¢ See table 1, footnote 4

Variation by State and Sex

Is the effect of rehabilitation greater for men or
women within a State or 1s 1t simular for both
sexes{ Is the effect consistent for the four earnings
measures? Although men are expected to have
higher employment rates and earnmings than
women, regardless of status at closure, the rehs-
bilitation effect as expressed in the gap in employ-
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5 See table 1, footnote §
* Bee fable 1, footnote 6
T Bee table 1, footnote 7

ment and earnings between rehabilitants and
other chents could be similar for both men and
women or could be greater for women The gap
would be the same 1f the greater availability of
men for work or their higher earnings occur in
stmilar proportions among both types of clients,
1t would be greater for women 1f the higher em-
ployment rates or earmings of men occur 1n
greater proportions among nonrehabilitants.



TasLE 3 —Interquartile range and median among States
for employment percentage difference and mean earnings
ratio mn 1972 for persons with cases elosed by State voeational
rehabilitation agencies in fiscal year 1971, by sex *

Type of closure Total? Men ‘Women
i Percent employad
Rehabilitated minus—

Not rehabilitated

Interquartilerange.. .. _. ....] 171253 ] 21 8-30 9 1 2-22 3

Mediin,. ..  occcw o oo an mee- 27 26 8 87
Not aecopted

Interquartile TANES oo cwsennmcnn. 113-197| 16 6-24 2 8 0-17 0

Medlfh) ooeeee canncccnene mevan 15 2 19 4 122

Mean earnings ratio

Ratio of rehabilitated to--

Not rehabilitated
Interquartilerange ... .. .. ...] 128-1562] 1341506 127188
Median, - r e e em ee - 138 144 137
Not aecepted
Interquartilerange .. ... _] 115-130| 118131 1 21-1 39
MediBn an ee - e we oo —- 124 126 129

1 Tneludes data only for States with more than 10 cases In closure statug
3 Includes cases with sex unreported

This analysis compares a State’s ranking for
men with that for women under each measure of
rehabilitation effect rather than the size of the
difference or ratio for men and women 1n a State
A consistently greater difference or ratio for one
sex than the other may exist in each State As
table 1 shows, the employment percentage differ-
ences are greater for men 1n most States, reflecting
a large national average gap between the sexes
This 1s not the case for the earnings ratios shown
m table 2 The rank numbers of the States for men
or women relate the impact m a State to those 1n
other States These relative effects are compared
in table 6, which shows rank numbers for the
States according to the magnitude of the employ-
ment percentage differences and earnings ratios
for each sex

The extent of agreement between the rankings
for men and women on each measure 15 presented
1n table 7 Lattle agreement 18 found under either
employment or earnings measures that compare
rehabilitated and nonrehabilitated clients, but the
correlations are firm under the measures mvolv-
g persons not accepted for services Thus, a
greater probability exists mn a given State that the
relative 1mpact of rehabilitation differs for men
and women accepted for vocational rehabilitation
agency services

The relative effect of rehabihitation on employ-
ment was greater for women who were accepted
for services than for men Except under the prime
measure, the effect was the same or smaller for

12

~

women than for men Table 7 shows that in 27
States, women ranked higher than men with re-
spect to employment percentage differences in-
volving those accepted for services but not reha-
nhitated, 1n 18 States, they ranked lower Under
each of the other three measures, the number of
States 1 which women ranked lower than men
exceeded or was simmlar to the number m which
they ranked higher,

SUMMARY

Analysis of followup data on all disabled per-
sons whose cases were closed by State vocational
rehabilitation agencies i fiscal year 1971 shows
considerable State variation 1n the effect of reha-
bihtation on employment and earnings in calendar
year 1972 Furthermore, reasonable consistency
was found among the four measures used in the
analysig to compare postclosure employment and
earnings of rehabilitated and other clients

‘Wide variations among the States were found
under all measures, even when the data were con-
trolled for sex, although interstate variation was
greater for women TUnder the most valid measure
of rehallitation mmpact—employment percentage
difference between rehabilitated and nonrehabili-
tated clients—the magnitude of the effect among
the States tended to increase proportionally in
southern to northern and eastern to western direc-
tions The ranking of a particular State under this
measure was reasonably correlated with rankings
under two of the other three measures of rehabili-
tation impact The remaining measure 1s the least
vahid

Separate ranking of the States for men and
women under each measure reveals that the rela-
tive effect of rehalilitation in a State on both em-
ployment and earnings 1s different for men and
women who had been accepted for services The
rankings on the measures involving comparisons
with persons rejected for services show consider-
able agreement The differential impact does not
always favor men, however Under the employ-
ment comparisons of rehabilitants with persons
accepted for services but not rehabilitated, the
relative effect clearly favors women in more States
than 1t does men

These patterns of nterstate variation in the
effect of rehabilitation on employment and earn-

SOCIAL SECURITY



TasLE 4 —Rank number of States by magmtudeof employment
percentage difference and of mean earmmngs ratio in 1972 for
persons with cases closed by State vocationsl rehabilitation
agencies 10 fiscal year 1971 3

Rank by—
Percent employed, Mean earnings ratio of
Btate rehabilitated minus— rehabilitated to—
Not reha Not Neot reha Not
bilitated | accepted | bilitated | accepted

Alsbama_... . . .. 250 249 400 380
Alaska . . __ - 40 B 40 0 325 170
Arizona ___ — 60 22 0 325 30
Arkansas . | - 4 0 36 0 345 30 &
Califorma.. . . . . 210 12 0 160 170
Connecticut . - 80 40 110 80
Delaware - - 290 18 5 36 b 100
District of Columbla _.. 275 300 19 ¢ 80
Florida _ P, 17 0 30 00 40 5
Georgla ... . 16 0 240 215 245
Guam . ... .- . 132 0 20 42 0 50
Hawali . _. . aa- 20 10 M5 20
Idaho coee e we oo - - 30 46 0 26 0 125
Illinols . . .. . .. 27 5 80 85 350
Indiana . . ... -. . 140 a0 85 50
Tows .. .. - s 190 20 120 170
Kansas R, 20 0 16 0 50 30
Kentycky.. - - 30 |0 27 6 42 5
Lowmslana __ .. . ... 46 0 420 46 0 245
Maine . . . 390 350 170 M5
Maryland . 300 27 0 24 0 295
Massachusetts - 3l ¢ 320 29 0 190
Michigan . . . .. 40 70 10 12 5
Minnesota _._ __ .. . 40 230 0o 40
Mississippl P 260 130 356 315
Missonr] . - . 340 270 85 27 ¢
Nebraska . e 330 290 45 0 205
Nevada 47 0 48 0 240 330
New Hampshire. .. 70 50 240 6 0
New Mexico .. . . 43 0 27 9 43 & 24 5
New York _ - 18 0 160 21 § 30
Notth Dakoia - 130 16 0 30 42 5
Ohio . _ - 20 95 180 40 5
Oklahoma . .. .. 45 0 47 0 310 15 ¢
Otegon_ _ O, 24 0 18 5 200 50
Pennsylvania . .. . 100 g0 65 125
Puerto Rico_. _.. - . 415 300 43 5 295
Rhode island .. . . 230 430 20 125
Sonth Carolina . 120 95 40 0 315
South Dakota.. . . 50 41 0 40 280
Tennessee. _  .oooo 16 0 14 0 215 350
Texas . - - - a8 0 2190 380 380
Yermont __ _ . . * 450 & 47 0
Virgin Islands . - 11 0 44 () 247 0 110
Virginla - 11 ¢ a0 15 ¢ 380
West Virginia . - - 41 5 200 400 48 0
Wisconsin _ __ . 350 110 13 5 45 0
Wyoming.. . . .. 370 370 135 220

1 Largest difference or ratio I8 designated as rank number 1, smallest as
the highest rank number For negative differences the largest i designated
ag the highest rank number A midpoint rapk murmberis computed for States
with the same difference or ratio

t Baged on 10 or fewer cases in closure status

+ Data not avajlable, fewer than 5 matched cases data not avaflable, fewer
than 5 matched cases for elther men or women, or data omitted to avoid iden-
tifieation of individuals with given characteristics

ings may reflect exther social and economic condi-
tions 1n o State or program characteristics 1n the
vocational rehabilitation agencies that shape reha-
bilitation effects The smaller effect on employ-
ment 1n Southern States among persons accepted
for services, for example, may be related to the
relatively lower socioeconomic status of this re-
gron The analysis of such conditions and charac-
teristics, however, 15 beyond the scope of this arti-
cle Future studies will examine the influence of
gocial, economie, and program factors
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Technical Note

The Social Security Adrmnistration and the
Rehabilitation Serviees Admimstration both have
programs whose broad goals are to restore dis-
abled persong to productive, remunerative work
and to reduce economic dependence To md m
evaluating these programs, a linkage of their rec-
ord data was established that provides a longterm
followup system on all disabled persons whose
cases were closed by State vocational rehahlita-
tion agencies 1 the fiscal year 1971 The major
objectives of the data hink are to investigate the
impact of rehabilitation services on (1) subse-
quent employment and earnings and (2) subse-
quent receipt of social security disability insur-
ance benefits

Definitions

State vocational rehabilitation agencies provide
services to persons referred from various sources,
mmeluding the Social Security Adpumstration,
who have been evaluated by counselors as having
both a substantial employment handicap and “re-
habilitation potential”—that 1s, that rehabihita-
tion services may render them fit for gainful em-
ployment

Individuals whose cases are closed as “rehabili-
tated™ have successfully completed a plan formu-
lated with a counselor for gmidance, restoration,
and training services and have been employed for
at least 30 days Accepted cases are closed as “not
rehabilitated” 1f the individual 1s not able to meet
one or more of these critena Individuals whose
cases are‘closed a8 “not accepted” have been found

TarrE 5 —Regional ranking of States by, magmiude of em-
pl(erent percentage difference in 1972 between rehabilitated
and not rehabilitated persons with cases closed by State
vocational rehabhlitation agencies m fiscal year 1971

Number of States, by census region 1
Rank
Northeast C’gﬁﬁgl Bouth Wast
Total . .. = - 7 12 16 1]
111 .. .. . 3 3 2 3
12-22 2 & 3 1
2333 oo - 1 4 & 1
3444 .. .. oo . - 1 0 6 4

1 Excludes States with dats not available or with 10 or fewer tases in elosure
status Includes the Distriet of Columbia but excludes Guam, Puerto Rico,
and the Virgin Islands



Tanre 6 —Rank number of States by magmitude of employment percentage difference and of mean earnings ratio 1n 1972 for
persons with cases closed by State vocational rehabihtation agencies in fiscal year 1971, by rex !

Rank by—
Percent employed Mean earnings
State Rehabilitated minus not Rehabilitated minus not Ratio of rehabilitated to Ratio of rehabilitated to
rehabilitated acoapted not rehabilitated not accepted
Men Women Men Women Men Women Men ‘Women

Alabams..... .. - e e mee ce me 130 330 26 6 0 30 41 0 810 41 0
AlSSKS ceen - ar - meeem e == - 41 0 310 41 ¢ - @5 335 350 140 195
ANZONA amees vt & ¢ = ee a mewe = 80 B0 190 00 400 190 30 850
Arkansas .. .. ci ed ac cewees as a 370 65 20 5 41 0 290 300 50 300
Californds. .__ ... . < ecuna . 200 130 175 85 18 0 wo| ' 15 & 175
Connecticut ... .. e te oo e ome &0 40 20 g0 16 & 80 12 5 40
Delaware, _ e e mem - = 70 80 150 220 25 5 43 0 70 14 5
Dastriet of Columbia ... .. < .- 360 150 30 260 140 B5 106 95
Florida . .. - - - - 205 g0 80 4 0 200 260 380 a3 s
Georgla 145 18 & 240 235 240 208 20 23 6
Guam._. ® ™ 40 20 o™ O] 360 110
Hawaal 20 10 10 10 430 120 20 20
Tdaht. - ci - ece e am w mem 10 430 450 40 42 0 3100 250 30
IMnofs . . . ee & oo ce coeee am 280 210 119 80 20 40 ¢ 30 25 5
Indiana. ... .coew oo . ee am e wee 17 0 20 32 5 0 60 27 5 40 145
JOWB cv weeee & mm mem = we wn v e 26 5 16 0 370 20 120 15 230 80
K8NS88 oo oo ae oc smcee an - sam on o 73 229 00 40 100 10 280
Kentueky oo oo = 4 e b mmmew e 18 0 350 B0 a0 210 38 & 360 43 5
Lomisiana. . - oo ooy oo oo o coo 4 - 40 41 0 43 0 430 490 42 0 200 255
Maine. e memme am e m e = 330 365 250 370 130 70 10 § b
Maryland . .. .. w. cem - an =n mmee 250 28 0 300 al o 225 240 29 0 380
Massachusetts - 26 5 28 § 325 200 350 205 16 5 235
Michigan.. . 16 0 we 70 no 30 30 12 5 45
Minnesota . - . 110 30 30 ¢ 180 768 180 430 41 0
MisslsSIDDle cceen = o er menme semmes 225 25 5 B 5 120 30 29 0 27 § sl 8
MISSOUTE.. © cee o cn = e mm on = e 300 340 280 340 50 320 175 39 0
Nobrasks . oo on o comaee an come 340 270 23 0 00 40 125 25 280
svade. __ .. o mm mmmmm e 450 40 47 0 45 0 2710 83 5 30 43 5
New Hampshire .. .. . .. - ceeee- 24 0 20 130 30 195 44 0 470 196
Now Mexic0 o an & coem cn o= ce =me 420 300 36 0 235 410 3b ¢ 200 120
New YorKoooon oo ce o oo a2 = = 20 5 18 5 175 70 19 5 o0 335 45 0
North Dakota..... . 40 420 205 1290 10 145 40 95
hie . e = e 225 25 5 100 160 16 5 25 4 5 4l 0
Oklahoma.. .. 40 0 90 4410 440 310 640 80 175
Oregon- _ . . . 320 170 2 5 190 320 50 70 70
Pennsylvania . 120 1o &0 85 75 12 5 70 20
Puerto Rico ...._... 430 200 400 30 0 8|0 45 0 25 0 335
Rhode Island. .. . 30 40 0 380 470 225 10 17 5 11 0
South Caroling_. . .._ R 100 130 85 150 330 225 310 7o
Bouth Dakota. .o o e cames o ae o 840 130 420 3’0 110 LE] 200 14 &
TONNeSIEC.e ce or cevee = me - mm - - 14 5 756 120 140 lo 0 250 B35 36 0
Texas e e e v e o om e e 350 320 16 0 28 0 335 370 38 0 350
VEITONt. « covee cn e o on 2 ae w- = ('; (’; 46 0 420 {*) ()] 41 6 47 0

Virgin Istands .oeeo._. ————r e e = @ ( U] O] O] Q] ] ¢}
60 50 300 325 100 170 a0 0 380
38 0 230 30 21 0 290 38 & N 220
390 24 0 40 170 40 22 § 45 0 46 0
18 0 450 39 0 270 255 40 250 50

1 See table 4, footnote 1
t Bee table 4, footnote 3

mehgible for or have refused sarvwes: or have
dropped out before eligibility was determined
Disabled beneficiaries under the social security
program have severe employment handicaps
“Dnsability” 1s defined by the Social Security Ad-
ministration as mamhty to engage in substantial
gainful activity and 1s based on medical evidence
of physical or mental impairment that can be ex-
pected to result in death or to last for at least 12
months The termination of disability benefits be-
cause of restored capacity to earn adequate 1ncome
through employment defines “recovery” and gen-
erally follows a period of sustained employment

and earnings

14

4 See table 4, footnote 2

Sources of Data Link

Three sets of records are used for the data link,
two from the Social Security Administration and
one from the Rehabilitation Services Administra-

tion

Case Serpvice Report (RSA-300) —This statistical
record of clients identified under the reporting sys-
tem of the Rehabilitation Services Administration is
completed in State vocational rehabilitation agen-
cies for each referred person whose case is clesed
during the year It includes information on the re-
ferral and its outcome, the services provided, and
the personal background and disabling condition of

the client

SOCIAL SECURITY



TapLE 7 —Number of States with different ranking postion
for men and women under measures of employment
percentage differenee and of mean earmngs ratio i 1972 for
persons with cases closed by State vocational rehabilitation
agencies 1n fiscal year 19711

. | Percent employed, | Mean earnings,
| rehabilitated ratic of
mintls— rehabilitated to—
Ranking difference Not Not
(] 9
Not Not
retléaéggi accepted wtléatle)(iill accepted
Total number of States .. 45 46 42 46
Higher rank for women .. .. 27 20 17 18
Same rank, men and women . . 0 4 1 2
Lower rank for women._... _.- 18 22 24 28
Correlation between Btate rank-
fngs for men and women
{Kendall s Tau ) . 24 60 2” 4

1 Excludes States with no available data or with 10 or fewer cases of a closure
type under & measure

Barnwngs Summary Record (ESR)}--This record
provides a continuous history of wages and self-
employment income reported to the Boclal Becurity
Administration Earmings of more than 9 out of 10
employed persons in the Umted States are covered
Excluded are workers covered by the Federal civil
gservice and persons in some occupations such as
household or farm work who do not meet certain
conditions defined In the Soclal Security Act Earn-
ings beyond the maximum taxable lhmit are not
reporied

Master Beneficugry Record (MBR) —This benefit
payment record of the Social Security Administra-
tion for each beneficiary contsins Information about
monthly cash benefits under the old-age, survivors,
and disability insurance program Three categories
of disability benefits are distingmshed (1) Disabled
insured workers under age 63, (2) adults disabled
gince childhood who are dependent children of in-
gured workers, and (3) disabled widows or widow-
ers, aged 50 or over, of insured workers

Study Design

Two types of information corresponding to the
study objectives are followed up n the longitudi-
nal design developed to utilize the hinked data
These types of data are analyzed separately 1n
two sertes of reports

The study design for employment and earnings
data focuses on all persons with cases closed by
the vocational rehabilitation agencies Their em-
ployment and earnings history 1s traced from the
calendar year preceding the year of referral
(which varies by client) to calendar year 1972
(the year following closure) and to subsequent
years

The followup plan for benefit-status informa-
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tion focuses on persons who had been disabled-
worker beneficiaries Primary interest centers on
the proportion of those whose benefits were termi-
nated for recovery 1n the years followmg closure.
Data on employment ‘and earmings after closure
are also tabulated by benefit status

Employment, earnings, and benefit-status data
are cross-tabulated by closure status, and compari-
sons between rehabilitated clients and each of the
other two types of closed cases are made These
comparisons constitute the basic element of the
analytic plan Some comparisons involving add:-
tional variables 1n these cross-tabulations may be
restricted to “rehabilitated” and “not rehabil-
tated” cases because mnformation for some vara-
bles on “not accepted” cases 1s not available or
not required to be reported

Comparsons with data for persons who had not
been accepted for services must take into account
the fact that this category includes probably the
widest variations 1n severity of disability - Persons
whose handicaps are too severs for them to benefit
from services, at one extreme, to those who exhibit
no substantial vocational handicaps, at the other.
Uncooperative clients and persons uninterested 1n
agency services are also found frequently in this
closure category Thus, clients accepted for serv-
1ces, whether rechabilitated or not, represent an
optimum degree of severity and a relatively ugh
degree of motivation to use services

In computing various measures of earnmgs,
such as the mean, 1t was decided not to estimate
beyond the maximum taxable limit under the so-
c1al security program The proportions of persons
beyond the limit proved to be very small—3 per-
cent 1n both the prereferral year and i 1972 and
4 percent m 1971 By closure type, the figures
varied by only one or two percentage points. Fur-
thermore, the assumption underlying such estima-
tions—contmued work and earnings—is question-
able 1n a population that became disabled at some
time before referral for rehabilitation services and
thereafter was continually subject to a relatively
high risk of recidivism.

H
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Study Population '

The population of the study 15 the total number
of closures with available case records matchable



to social security records The degree to which the
total universe of closures wasg attained depends
largely upon the number of case records received
by the Rehabilitation Services Administration
from State agencies and the completeness of re-
porting the social security number mn these ree-
ords .

In fiscal year 1971, State agencies reported
824,699 closures Of these, 756,716 case records, or
92 percent of the total reported, were recerved by
the Rehabilitation Services Admimistration Some
of the records recerved (15 percent of the total
cases) lacked a valid social security number and
therefore were not matchable Seventy-seven per-
cent of all closures were linked About 636,900
cases were thus available for analysis Because the
basic analytic plan excluded cases with unknown
closure status, which constitute about 4 percent of
the total number matched, the study population
was reduced to 612,228 !

The success of the linking effort can also be esti-
mated by relating the number of cases matched to
the number of records received Of the total rec-
ords, 84 percent were matched, 14 percent
lacked 2 social security number, and 2 percent
had invalid numbers ‘

Table 8 indicates that distmbution by type of
closure among matched cases 1s essentially sumilar
to that among total reported closures It 18 also
similar to the distribution for all closures with
case records when the cases with unknown closure

TapLe 8 —Percentage distribution of persons with cases
closed by State vocational rehabilitation agencies m fiseal
year 1971, by type of closure and record status

I With case records
Total Not matched
'ota)
Type of closure {reporied 1 ,
. Total # | Matehed ? |y, snefal Igov;ﬂild
security gecurity
R number number
+ Totel number.. | 824,600 | 758,716 636,900 | 107,434 12,382
1 'Total percent_.. 000 100 0 100 0 00 0 100 0
Rehabilitated _ .. 35 3 28 8 HO| e o aaes 69 3
Not rehabilitated.. 17 98 nsl.. . . 92
Not accepted .. B0 45 5 80 6 18 20 4
Unknown .. ..-.) - -- .. 149 39 8L 5 11

! Cages reported by Btate vocational rehabilitation egencles to the Rehs
bilitation Services Administration Data derived from Caseload Stotistics,
State Vocatronal Rehabilitation Agencies, 1872, table 7, Rehabilitation Services
Administration

* REA-30 case tacords submitted to RBA by Btate vocational rehabilita-
tion agencies

* R3A~300 caso records matched to the Earnings Summary Record

H
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status are apportioned among the known closure
types The relatively large proportion of unknown
type of closure (15 percent) among all closures
with case records results from the fact that clo-
sure status could not be ascertained for more than
4 1n 5 of the unmst~hed records without a social
security number Type of closure was unknown
for 4 percent of the matched records All of the
remalming unmatched records without a number
are for persons not accepted for services—the
major difference 1n closure type when these rec-
ords are compared with the matched records

Table 9, which presents selected characteristics
of matched cases and unmatched cases that lacked
social security numbers, indicates that persons in
the latter category were more hikely to be women
and under age 20 at the time of referral to voca-
tional rehabilitation agencies Such persons were
also more frequently referred from educational
mstitutions, pubhe welfare agencies, and correc-
tional institutions, and much less often from So-
c1al Security Admimstration offices

TapLE 9 —Percentage distnbution of persons with ecases
closed by State vocational rehabilhtation agencies mn fiscal
year 1971, by selected charactenstics and record status

COase record
Characteristic Not mat;:hled,
no socls!
Matched ! security
\ number
Total nUmber.., cueee ccceee oo o « 636, 90¢ 107,434
Total pereent. o ceeec cceue vrccues 1000 100 0
Hex
609 541
308 445 7
25 «2
188 3|9
240 20 3
16 6 ! 122
18 8 126
. 16 2 107
68064, . - 33 3 27
85 and over... 13 20
UDKNOWT cove ror macee <ewen =cmm =ae 2 [
Source of referral
FEducationsl institations - . . . ... 07] -~ 217
Mental hospitals - . cconmane- - 68 88
Other hospitals... .. .. .. 586 a1
Heanlth organizations/agenclas. 448 57
Public wellare sgencles " e v e 107 139
Soclal Security Administration
Disability Determination Unit.._.._. 158 38
Distriet Office . . . .- . .. 8 4
‘Workmen's compensation.... - 13 15
Btate Employment Bervice . 50 24
Correctional Institutions . - 54 86
Private organizations/agencies... 20 14
Belfreferred .. . . .. . . 4 ace e 10 4 58
Physielan .- . oo eo & co mvmecmcannen 6a 60
Other individual 92 80
Other . . .. .. 42 35
TUHENOWH e v coe oo v woc an == mnms 12 18

1 Matched to soclal security earnings records

+ SOCIAL SECURITY



