Impact of Disability on the Family Structure
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The 1972 survey of the disabled and nondwsabled
provides comparetive data on the two groups that
ecan be used lo assess the effects of disability on
the family structure Although the disabled iwere
about as Likely to have married as persons in the
peneral population, the atability of thewr marriages
was more limited The extended famalies of disabled
persons generally provided no grealer support
through financial or household assistance or visits
than duld the relatives of healthy persons Within
the nuclear family, contraction of activities—rather
than compengatory shifts wn sed roles—and de-
creased participetion in most aapects of hving were
the majror consequences of disability

A LONG-TERM DISABILITY that hmits the
ability to work has an impact on more than the
individual’s health and economic status The social
environment, the living situation within which
the disabled person exists, 1s also affected by an
extended 1llness or a chronic health impairment
This setting 1s usually the family, for 7 out of
every 10 disabled persons are currently married !

The Social Security Admimstration survey of
the disabled and nondisabled m 1972 provides
data on the self-reported behavior of the two
groups that are useful 1 exammmg the impact
of disability upon individuals and their families 2
For the first time 1t 1s possible to contrast the
behavior and the family patterns of these two
segments of the population

This article focuses on the married household
In the 1972 survey, 18 percent of the disabled and
9 percent of the nondisabled were widowed,
separated, or divorced and the respective propor-
tions of those who were never married were 11
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percent and 12 percent The family arrangements
and adjustments of the latter groups are not
within the scope of this report

FAMILY FORMATION AND TERMINATION

Although the disabled are about as likely to
have married as are persons in the general popu-
lation, their marriages—particularly those of dis-
abled men—more often have been postponed to
a later age ® (The survey data do not indicate the
marriage rate—that 1s, the number of marrages
for each group The proportions of disabled and
nondisabled persons still married at the time of
the 1972 survey, however, were 71 percent and 79
percent, respectively )

More marriages end through divorce or separa-
tion for the disabled than for the nondisabled
The severely disabled are more likely to be widows
or widowers Among the disabled, therefore,
family formation has occurred later and ended
earlier—an 1ndication that such marriages are
less stable than those between persons with better
health status

Virtually all married persons (997 percent)
m the 1972 survey sample, however, indicated
that the spouse was present in the household
How do various members in the families of the
disabled adjust to health impairments? Is the
Liability of poor health, and its resulting limita-
tion on the resources of these family groups,
distributed in a discernible pattern? Do other
family members compensate by taking over the
afflicted person’s customary role functions? Does
the family lower 1ts living standard below the
level accepted by those who enjoy normal health{
Answers to these questions emerge from an ex-
amination of the survey data for all married
respondents The disabled—those with severe and
occupational 1mpairments and with secondary
work limitations—and the nondisabled—both
those who have recovered and those who were
never disabled

*Ibid



GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF MARRIED
PERSONS ‘

Men and women were represented about equally
among the married survey respondents (table 1)
Most disabled persons and their spouses, how-
ever, were older than their nondisabled counter-
parts About two-thirds of those mn families with
disabled members were over age 44, and a third
were older than 54 Conversely, among nondis-
abled respondents and their spouses, more than
three-fifths had not reached age 45, and only a
seventh had attamned age 55

TapLe 1—Selected general characteristics of marned dis-
abled and nondisabled Percentage distmbution of nominsti-
tutionalized U S population aged 20-64, by disabihity status,
summer 1972

¥

Currently Non-
Charscteristic disabled disabled
Total number (in thousands) ... . ... 11 066 71 362
Age of respondent
Total pereent .. . . . . e eemm - 100 0 100 0
2024 ____ ___ - e e o an 4 mm e = 44 97
258 .. . .. . e e e e eee - - 11 289
3544 .. ... - - - e e aa e ome o 18 4 239
4549 . .. . .. . - - e - - 159 11 &
S0-54 . . . - o - - 16 0 113
5559 . ... - . . . e e ee e - 16 2 87
R - f e e e e . - 20 0 59
Medlan age. ... - e e e am - . . 51 89
Age of spouse
Totalpercent . .. . . . .. . - 100 O 100 O
Under25 .. . ¢ & & « o« o« - 49 10 0
25-34 _ . e e e e e e . . 107 275
B5~44 .. L. i i o e e e e e e 16 3 24 1
549 . - . . . . .. - - - 13 9 120
80564 - . ... . e emee - - - PR 170 0 4
55-50 .. . e e e e - - 15 7 82
60684 . e e e e e e e e m e e - - 11 4 47
65andover . ... . . . . . - - . 95 25
Median age. . —— ha s w ames em s &1 40
Sex
Totalpercent . . _ . . . e - e - 100 0 100 0
Men.. . - .. - e e e e e e - 48 0 49 3
Women. . . e e e em e e e e e s 52 0 507
Age of youngest chald in houschold
Total pereent - . . - - 1000 100 0
None .. - ... - O 541 31
Under age 6 _. - ee - J 14 7 317
e e m e 158 6
12-15 cel & C - el 4 o 4 e - e - - 935 10 4
b e ee . 58 42
Race
Total percent.. . . mee em ee = e = e 100 0 100 0
White.... - . ... . e e am . - 8% 3 915
Black .o . . - Ll ie - 4 - ae e e 102 73
Other.,__ . . . . _ _ - . ... - - 4 10
Education

Total percent. .. .. __c. - co ceeee = en 100 0 100 0
Elementary (including none} . . .. oo . oo . 318 131

High school (in years)
S 2090 15 8
L 825 43 0
Collego.. ... . PO - . 143 27 4

TABLE 1 —Selected general characteristics of marmed dis-
abled and nondisabled Percentage distribution of noninsti-
tutionahzed U S population aged 20-64, by disabnlity status,
pummer 1972—Continued -

i
Currently Non-
Characterlstic disabled | disabled
Geographie location
Totalpereent . .. . .. - . . . ... 100 0 100 0
Northeast ____ . .. ... .. . . . 190
North Central . R, % 6 g ‘;’
Bouth e e em s e e e e - owa - 374 a0 1
West ... _. e e mm o m e = ome veds 168 17 8
Area and size of community
Total percent.._ . .. . ... . e 300 O 100 0
Rual _ . . __ _ _ _._ . . o L - . 21 171
Urban, under 100,000. ... ... e e - ke o oa 439 43 2
City, 100,000 ormore . . . . .. .. . - - 23 8 25 0
8aburb. . .. .. . . . . .. . - a7 108
Area and type of residence
Total perecent... . . o oo seve cn ee - 100 0 100 O
Urban
Centerclty ... - - . . - . e cceee 255 275
Fringe. . _. . o eiae o i - 4 eea . 188 23 8
Other . e o em e ee e e e e e e me 12 4 130
Rural
Nonfarm ._. - e e oo e aae o - 23 2 201
Farm_ _ e e e e e e e e e 48 36
Not reported ... - . - . - - PR 148 12 2
Veterans' status, men
Total number (in thousands)_._. . . - . 5 310 35,203
Totalpercent.. .. .. . _. . . .. . .. 100 0 100 0
Nenveteran. .. - PR (PO 53 0 46 2
Veteran . _. . _ - 46 7 53 4
Vietnam Era__. . _ - 38 i1 4
Korean Conflict..... . - 76 11 4
WorldWarII.____ . . . .. . . _ - a2 6 226
Peacetine..oo. oo 0 oo vm ar ar m oee ae - 20 72

The age of the youngest child in the house-
hold reflects the difference between the two groups
m predominant hife stages One-sixth of both the
disabled and the nondisabled families had adoles-
cents aged 12-17 More than half the families
with a disabled member, compared with a third
of the other families, had no children under
age 18, however These proportions were reversed
for those famihies with children under age 12

The age difference between members of the two
groups was also consistent with differences in
the period of military service among respondents
who were veterans A greater proportion of non-
disabled than disabled men had been m the Armed
Torces The nondisabled were also more likely
to have served in the Korean and Vietnam con-
flicts World War IT nevertheless predommated
as the war during which the majority of those 1n
both groups served

The proportion of disabled persons who were
black was greater than the proportion among the
nondisabled The disabled also had less formal
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education ‘Almost a third, compared with less
than an eighth of the nondisabled, had only an
elementary school education, proportionately
fewer completed high school or had gone to
college

More families with a disabled person lhived n
the South They were more likely to hive in rural
areas and less likely to reside i the suburbs ot
the urban fringe Therefore, the disabled were
older, less well-educated, and resided 1n the less
affluent geographical areas of the United States

FAMILY COMPOSITION AND LIVING
ARRANGEMENTS

Among both the disabled and nondisabled, the
survey respondent was either the head of the

household or his wife, not another household
member (table 2) Among the severely disabled,
the survey respondents were wives more often
than they were household heads

The predommant hiving pattern was the nuclear
family, composed of the married couple and their
children The larger proportion of children aged
18 and over among the families of the disabled
appears to be a function of the age of the survey
respondent and of the Iife-cycle stage Few of the
respondents resided with their parents or other
relatives The size of the living unit for the dis-
abled, Iikely to consist of two or three persons,
was smaller than for the nondisabled Two-fifths
of the severely disabled hved only with their
spouse, compared with three-tenths of the recov-
ered and those in the other currently disabled

TasLE 2 —Famly characteristics of marmed disabled and nondisabled Percentage distribution of nonmstitutionalized popu-

lation aged 20-64, by disallty status, summer 1972

Currently disabled Nondisabled
Characteristlc
popu Ocop- | Becondary Re- Never
lation Total] Bevere pational | 1 nﬂgﬁ(jﬂ Total eovered disabled
Total number (in thousands). . .. . . _ 82,429 11 (66 5,116 2,641 3,300 71,362 7,463 63,899
Relationship of reapondent fo horusehold kead
Total pereent.  _ . _ . . - .. . . 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 1% 0 100 O
Head . . . .. . .. . e ..-’_ . 480 41 2 M9 49 4 48 1 50 2 47 9
Wife of head fe o e e mm e e e e s 511 581 44 7 i 7 50 9 48 4 512
Other relative ..._. o, B 3 4 [} 8 8
Household composition

Total pereent . _. . .. . oo coees - 106 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 1000 1000 100 0 100 0
Bpouse and children under age 18, ... oc. . .. . _.| 36 66 3 859 63 7 69 0 47 712 752
Other relatives .__ e e e e e e e e o 257 328 327 36 0 30 4 24 6 273 24 3
Adult ehildrenonly . . . - . ... - 186 232 217 2 0 23 3 179 207 175

Adult children and—
Parents _ . e e em e eee e mm - - 8 7 ] 2 11 8 7 8
Brothers and sisters, no parents ... .. _ _ .. 1 1] 1] 1 0 ) NN 1
L) - o ie eee ee em am 13 31 40 31 186 10 15 10

No adult child but—
Parents . c e e e o e wmm am aae . 30 32 29 12 38 249 29 29
Brothers or sigters, no parents . ... . _.___. - 6 4 4 8 4 [i] 5 [i]
T e o e e e e ee em mme e n me w—m - 14 21 20 48 2 13 ) 13
Nonrelatives only - ... . .. =+ e - wv oo e ur & 9 13 3 7 [ 13 5

Number in family
Total pereent_ .. .. oo oo ce o oes oam oen - o 100 O 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
) S e e er = s emamem s me e e e o 2 1 1 0 0 2 4 2
2. ... e e e e e e e mmm m owa s mm me 26 1 36 3 429 307 306 245 30 3 238
L - - . e e = e mm e e e em 207 218 219 85 30 20 2 20 6 20 2
4ol L L h h e et s e e e e e ee - 231 16 9 147 18 1 18 3 241 24 43
[ S . em emm e e = = e mmoane e e 14 ¢ 106 82 12 0 122 15 6 13 4 159
Bormore .. _ . L .. . el o - oee eme e ee- 150 12 4 12 3 10 6 140 15 4 127 157
Number of children of respondent under age 18
Totalpercent _. .. . . .. ... [, 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
None .. .. wi ev 0 ol ool i e s . e 36 8 541 617 50 3 45 4 341 42 0 331
Y o e e o i ah eat 4 ee me e e e e 205 172 14 8 199 189 210 19 9 211
..... P . - e . .o = 20 1 140 1nli 15 2 17 4 211 183 21 4
2 121 68 48 73 94 14 0 103 133
40rmore ... ... .. S, 10 4 79 T7 72 90 108 87 111
See footnote at end of table
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TABLE 2 —Famly characteristics of marned disabled Percentage distribution of nomnstitutionalized population aged 20-64,

_ by disability status, summer 1972—Continued

b [ ' H ' ! ' Currently disabled Noundisabled
Characteristic 1
popu- Oceun- | Seondary Re- Never
atlon Total Severe work Total
pational |y ton covered disabled
T
Extended family of rexpondent N
Total percent. mcae cv coe & coe me mn wee wewes 100 0 100 0 1000 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
No relatives in or ontside household ... ... - .. . 8 7 7 5 1 i} 9 8
Relatives in or outside housshold !. .. .. . ... . .. 99 4 99 3 9 3 99 5 99 3 99 4 91 29 4
Parents .. . . ccee ce soc mm 2 mmer me = ae |0 nz 5l B 425 53 3 65 0 42 67 2 Wl
Father __ . o0 cccm cccce - & an an e e 45 2 278 201 267 39 6 49 2 42 8 49 9
Mother __ .. - - & ccoec cn ¢ oo cn e em 64 6 45 5 36 2 446 5 58 9 67 4 59 6 68 6
Parents-inlaw ... . .. . o0 0 am - eas e ames 681 47 0 38 2 50 3 8 0 71 4 637 723
Brothersorgisters ... .- . . . . an e .- - - 89 4 82 87 2 92 90 6 89 4 87 b 89 6
Own children. __ - _— - R 46 3 66 3 19 (L] 579 43 2 55 ¢ 41 8
Under age 18 outside housshold_. _. . .. .. . - 48 55 51 60 49 47 59 486
JBOT OFElerr moe oo o oo = o me e en = me we 43 4 a3 7 69 4 63 1 55 4 40 2 51 4 38 9
Other. co. o e e oo m v - Lem mm mm mmm e = a1 5 66 2 52 7 519 60 3 623 89 5 8246
Relatwes tving within hour of travel
Totalpercent.. .. oo o0 o0 oo oo mcn = am ae o 100 0 1000 100 0 100 0 100 0 000 100 0 100 ¢
NOD@. oo war ton o e mn s = o+ mm omm omme e o 158 157 143 137 19 3 15 8 148 15
Relatives within hour .___ .. (.. . a¢ cocece ad o] 84 2 842 855 86 3 80 6 842 852 81
Relatives geen ot least once a month

Totalpereent, ..o oo cco oo cu coe am en s =m 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 O 00 1000
NONOoeee cv v v o ce o = mee em e mea ams 181 204 21 8 177 205 177 177 177
Relotives 06D .ran coe cee cee vr ces 4 cammeaceecmea B 9 794 778 82 2 94 822 82 0 82 3

1 Percentages do not add to total because household members may be ¢counted in more than one category

groups and with one-fourth of the general mar-
ried population

Virtually all (99 percent) of the entire popu-
lation had relatives m or out of the household
For the vast majority—about 8 out of every 10—
a relative was living withm an hour of travel
time and was seen at least once a month Differ-
ences 1n hife-cycle stage again were reflected m
the composition of the extended families of the
disabled and nondisabled The disabled were more
likely than the nondisabled to have children,
usually adults, living outside the household (70
percent, 1n contrast to 45 percent) and less likely
to have living parents (50 percent, compared with
75 percent) as well as parents-mn-law or other
relatives In both groups, about 90 percent had
brothers and sisters

EXTENDED-FAMILY RELATIONSHIPS

Did the families of persons with chrome and
multiple health problems have a different rela-
tionship to their extended families from that for
the general population? Did they recerve more
household help, greater financial contributions,

or social support from those relatives living out-
side the immediate uit? Table 3 indicates that
there were few differences i the behavior of the
extended families of the disabled and nondisabled
Most received no household help from relatives
Living outside the household

Though about 9 out of 10 neither gave nor
recerved any financial support outside the nuclear
family, about 1 1n 12 said that they assisted a
relative residing outside the household For the
small proportion of the entire population that did
recelve 1ncome (approximately 2 percent) the
median amount was about $900 Severely disabled
men received much less, approximately $200,
severely disabled women received considerably
more, about $1,500

About 1 1n 12 of the currently disabled, com-
pared with 1 1n 20 of the nondisabled, did not
see neatby relatives regularly The responses of
the severely disabled differed shightly A fifth
reported seeing therr relatives less than they had
before the onset of disability, and an eighth said
they saw theirs more Such persons were also
somewhat more hkely to receive help from rela-
tives, usually mn the form of household help This
assistance, however, was recelved by only a small
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" proportion’ of the severely disabled—about a
seventh

Additional resources to compensate for the
loss of health usually were not provided by the
extended family The pattern of relationships
and reciprocity remamed similar to that for the
general population Thus, the burden of adjust-
ment and coping with poor health remamed
within the nuclear famly umt

FAMILY DIVISION OF LABOR

Over the past 30 years, shifts have occurred
i the traditional marital role of the husband
as the sole economic provider for the family

unit and the role of the wife as the unassisted
housekeeper The 1972 survey provides baselme
data on how members of the general married pop-
ulation are currently apportioming the marital
roles of economic contribution and participation
in household tasks within the family umt Once
these norms are established, the behavior of the
disabled can be contrasted with that for the gen-
eral population to determine the extent of any
compensatory balancing to offset the losses 1n
health

ECONOMIC PARTICIPATION

The great majority of all married men were
m the labor force and currently employed (table

Taere 3 —Extended-family characteristics of married disabled and nondisabled Percentage distmbution of nonmstitutionahized

population aged 20-64, by disability status, summer 1972

‘ Al

Currently disabled Nondisabled
Characteristic
opu Ocen- | Secondary Re Never
ation Tatal Bevera pational llxggtklon Total covered | disabled
Total nymber (in thousands) 1 _ - 81,732 10,942 5,050 2 624 3,273 70,785 7,871 63,413
Help in household from relatives
Total pereent... . - - - -« - -« - - - 100 0 100 © 100 @ 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 O
None .. ... . . o - & co = 4 “ 878 856 B2 3 80 0 87 3 88 2 86 5 B8 4
Help from relatives .. . . .. - - + « <« .- 119 141 16 9 108 123 1145 113 0 11 4
Not reported . - - 3 3 2 4 3 5
Financial support o/from relatives outsrde household
Total PErcont.. .. oo - + - = =e e we o= 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
None.... . . e r e mm e em ae e uu ae 90 4 B9 3 901 88 8 88 4 8086 g1 908
Support
rom relativesonly .. .. . s e ee e = 11 17 29 4 10 10 10 8
Tao relatives only .. . . - - - - 79 81 58 48 102 78 79 78
To/from relatives. . . _ ... . v 1 7 - ) N (RO [ [,
Not reported..... e e e e e e = e L} 2 11 11 3 -] 10 5
Contact wath relatives
Total number.. .. . .. .. - [P 82,429 11,066 5 116 2 641 3,309 71,362 7 463 63,899
Total percent . .o oo oo co 2 o ee - cu s 106 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0
No relatives outside household . . .. .. ... . e 8 11 13 7 11 8 12 B
Relatives outside household . . . .. .. . -. - - 92 98 9 987 893 98 0 99 2 98 8 8% 2
No relatives near, no contact .. . . . . . .. 12 0 115 120 101 120 121 15 12 2
Relatives near, no contact ... - - -- 64 82 92 74 74 49 63 49
Relativesseen, nohelp ... .. . . ... . - 68 9 641 59 2 70 8 66 & 89 7 67 4 80 9
Help from relatives .. . - oo cx oe & oo - - 123 14 6 17 8 10 8 125 120 140 18
Inhome.... _ . . _ .. e e e ee e - 113 128 14 0 10 4 11 4 110 121 109
BUPDOTE o = cr e e 4 eem o m e = = ae 6 ki 12 1 3 Li] 12 5
Both in home and support . _ —— - 5 11 17 3 7 4 8 3
Not reported ... e e e e a e amee - 5 5 5 4 5 5 5 &
Comparison of 1872 relatives’ matty with pre-onset visily
Total number..._._. P R U 10 947 5,050 2,624 3% ) SO (VIR
Total pereant. .. . oo cecese cocees o s e - e 100 0 100 0 100 © 100 0 |um a e ce|m om aeeee
Less. O, 14 6 208 12 2 60
MOTE oo - = b v ce o v ee mee man e mm wommme| . = e 82 12 5 44 44
Bameasbefore . - . . ... .. I IR 68 2 621 720 739
Not reported..aoone. . e e em me em mem = mame — . . 9 46 102 46

Bee fpotnote at end of table
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Tasre 3 —Extended-famly characteristics of married disabled and nondisabled Percentage distnbution on nonmstitutionalized
population aged 20-64, by dizability status, summer 1972—Continued

- i et Currently disabled Nondlsabled rr
Characteristie '
opu- Ocen. | Becondary ¢ Re- Never
! ation Total Bevere pational lhlﬂgtion Tatal "covered | disabled
Moen 3
Income from contribuions ,
Totalnumber._____ .. .. «. . oo aian el an 40,513 5,810 2,136 1 480 1694 35,203 2 810 31,993
Total PEroent. ceeeeceecmeare ceemn = oo mem s aod 100 0 1000 100 0 100 0 10 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
NODG.eh an e e coe e ee - & o ammas mee aas 9% 3 98 6 98 2 99 2 98 6 98 1 99 7 981
Income from contributiona.. - .. .. .. ... .. . 17 14 18 8 14 17 3 19
Median (for those with ¢ontributions)uaee - cowee caces 2592 $602 2204 #1384 #8315 + 8528 802 #9381
Women

Total number. ...... o cn emmmrem wm ome = 41,916 5,756 2,980 1,161 1,615 36,160 3,654 32,506
Total pereent . __ _ueevecrce eoc cce amr ae ree 1000 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 ¢ 00 0 100 0
Nobe.__ .. . .. . oo & ol ol b ced mee en een 77 87 0 97 4 98 1 955 a7 8 98 8 av
Income from eontributions .. - . .. . .. .. 23 30 24 19 45 22 14 23
Median (for those with eontributions)...... .. .. .. 2882 818 1,484 $884 2668 #ai0 588 $950

1 Excludes those without extended family

4) The exceptions were the severely disabled, a
finding that 15 consistent with the survey defini-
tion of severe disability—that 1s, inability to work
or to work regularly About 7 out of 10 such
persons were not currently employed but had
been previously In contrast, about 50 percent of
all married women except the severely disabled
were 1n the labor force; five-sixths of the latter
were not employed or looking for work Most
women had worked at some tume, however Un-
employment—the mability to find a job—had
only a shght bearing on the labor-foree status of
either men or women, sick or well

In terms of male/female economic roles, the
predommant pattern continues to be that most
men make the principal economie contribution to
the family as measured by labor-force participa-
tion The major change during the past genera-
tion has been 1n the proportion of married women
who are employed outside the home The labor-
force participation rates of married women rose
sharply between 1950, when 23 percent of those
with their husbands present were in the work
force, and 1974, when 43 percent were so situated *

The major changes 1n labor-force status be-
tween 1970 and 1972 occurred for the severely

¢ Department of Labor, Manpower Administration,
Meaenpower Report of the Prestdent—I975, 1975

disabled when they dropped out of the labor
force * Among the severely disabled, fewer men
than women were out of the labor force 1n either
year and more were employed both times, but
more men than women dropped out of the labor
force during the 2-year period The ratio of male/
female labor-force participation was about 2 to 1
for most groups, but for the severely disabled
employed 1n both years, 1t was about 3 to 1 This
finding suggests that severely disabled men may
feel more pressure to continue employment

Among the nondisabled population, 8 out of
every 10 men were employed i both 1970 and
1972 For every 10 women, 3 were employed 1n
both years, 1 became employed, 1 was no longer n
the labor force or was unemployed, and 3 were not
1n the labor foree in either year

About half the wives of the currently disabled
men were employed, a proportion similar to that
for the nondisabled population (table 5) Yet
twice as many families of the currently disabled
men as families of the recovered—1 in 6, com-
pared with 1 1 12—included a member who
started work or increased the hours of work after

® Because the 1972 survey was based on a subsample
of the 1970 Decennial Census, data for the 2 years were
available for an analysis of changes in such characteris-
tics a8 occupation, income, and labor-force status among
the disabled and nondisabled
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‘the onset of disabihity Approximately five-sixths
of those 1n the latter group indicated that they
would have gone to work anyway; the same pro-
portion of those m the former group said that
they 1increased outside employment because of
the disability It was four times more likely that
the wife worked than that any other family
member did The median annual income for the
working wives of the currently disabled was about
$3,900, almost $400 less than the amount for other
working wives Since the wives of disabled men
indicated that their mcreased Ilaber-force parti-
cipation came as a response to 1llness rather than
other factors, such women appear to have shifted

their role to offset the economic loss caused by
Ulness

Although more than ¢ out of 10 husbands in the
general population were employed, the number
was closer to 8 out of 10 for the spouses of cur-
rently disabled women Fewer of these men held
full-time, full-year jobs

The reduction 1n economic contribution was es-
pecially apparent for the husbands of severely
disabled women The median earnings of these
men were approximately $7,200 a year, about
$1,500 lower than the earnings of spouses 1n the
other two groups of currently disabled women
In contrast, median earmings for married men m

TaeLE 4 —Labor-force characteristies of marned disabled abd nondisabled Percentage distmbution of nomnstitutionahzed

population aged 20-64, by disability status and sex, summer 1972

Currently disabled Nondisabled
Characteristic
pu Occu- | Secondary Re- Never
ation Total Bevero patlonal lhggtkion Total covered | dlsabled
Men
Current labor-force status
Total number (In thousands).. .. .. .. .. .. 40,513 5,310 2,136 1,480 1,694 35,203 3,820 21,393
Totalpereent . _. . . . - — - - 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 O 100 0 100 0 1000 1000
Notinlaborforee . . . . . . er e e o 59 329 737 58 51 18 8 19
Never worked . _.. R, - - . 2 8 20|. . - _. 1 1 1 1
Previously employed._ e e o e e e . 57 321 n7 B8 50 17 8 17
In labor force t e e me m e emae - 940 66 6 25 2 941 7 91 991 93 0
Currentlyemployed.. . . . . . - 92 5 63 2 227 #7 80 4 9% 9 98 0 9 8
At work i ee e - - . — - 83 6 52 135 819 Bl 4 881 87 4 88 2
Full tume_ e e ee ee em e = e a 51 43 5 50 65 7 27 98 e B0 O
Part tlme . __ T2 101 83 159 73 67 70 67
With job not af work. 89 90 92 ¢8 79 89 w7 88
Unemployed.. ... 15 34 25 25 54 12 11 12
Women
Tetal number (In thousands) .. - - — 41 916 5,756 2,980 1,161 1,616 36,160 3,854 32 506
Total percent ... . _ __ e = = s oas s 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 O 100 ¢ 100 & 100 0 100 0
Not In labor force. . - e e e = e aa 518 68 7 87 0 512 47 4 41 4410 50 ¢
Never worked .. .. e e e m o am e oam 85 120 185 35 97 80 41 84
Previouslyempleyed... . . . . . . . . 43 3 5 7 705 47 7 376 412 a9 41 6
In lahor foree ). .. __ - . e e e e 48 0 305 12 2 48 7 51 3 50 8 48 4 49 8
Currently employed_._ - - - - 451 28 2 10 3 44 4 49 8 47 8 85 7 47 0
At work e em e e e e e me e 38 3 24 5 71 40 2 45 4 40 5 47 3 39 7
Fulltime . _ _ . .. .. ... . . o - 24 5 ni 10 113 29 5 2% 6 276 26 5
Parttime .. . . __ . . . . ... . - 133 x13 2 59 28 1 158 133 198 12 6
With job, not at work ... e ee e e e aw 69 EX) 32 42 42 74 84 73
Unemployed. . . .ec «© 02 o am - 4 ee . 28 24 19 43 17 29 27 29
Men
Change in labor force status, 1976-72

Total number...... m abee e em e mem = am 40,513 5,310 2,136 1 480 1,694 25,203 3,810 31 393
Total pereent_ .. . .. oo oo oo o - 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 O 100 0 100 0 30 0
Not in labor foree either year. ... _ - oo = - sv == 24 13 2 312 3 18 ' 2 8
Nolongerinlaborforee . . _ _ . .. _ . . 26 1“1 39 38 18 8 5 9
Became unemployed. .o caeee oo -a e e e eme . ] [ 16 18 49 7 7 6
Becames employed... _ - - e . - 42 40 246 46 35 42 53 41
Remalned employed both years ... - _. . . . 770 49 6 177 751 67 5 811 823 80 9
Remained anemployed both yeats .. . .. . .. - 4 8 7 7 4 3 4 3
Not reported..... e e e e e am e e - - . 128 159 158 1ng 20 3 121 10 5 12 3

Bee footnote at end of table
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TaeLe 4 —Labor-force characteristics of married disabled and nondisabled Percentage distmbution of nonnstitutionalized
populatior aged 20-64, by disability status and sex, summer 1972—Continued

i

B

. Currently dlsabled ! Noddisabled
Characteristic
pu- Occu~ | Becondary Re Never
ation Total Bavers pational | | mm);mn Total covered dissbied
Women < -
Current labor-force status—Continued
Total number o oo .. coool oo cr e e ae- 41,918 5 756 2,980 1,161 1,615 36,160 8,654 32,506
Total Ppercett_ . covee ceeme wew P 100 O 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 000 100 0 100 0 100 0
Not In labor force either year 3 4 47 3 57 4 36 3 36 4 3448 279 854
No longer in labor force._ 88 106 1435 60 62 85 748 38
Became unemployed. . 10 7 11 3 4 10 16 10
Became smploye . e 10 6 8B 36 14 ¢ 139 10 0 M7 10 5
Remained employed both years._. - 281 16 3 61 187 29 0 300 345 295
Remained unemployed both years __.. .. .- .. . 12 11 4 24 14 13 8 14
Notreported..oae cne cs e = com o cmcice an mmea - 139 15 2 16 9 14 6 127 13 6 131 137
Men
Current occtipation
Total number {in thousands)._.._ .. ... .. - 387,480 8,856 486 1,357 1,514 34,124 3,734 30,380
Total percent_. ... «c.- am e me emumas 100 0 1000 100 ¢ 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 1000 100 0
Professional and managerial e = eememmmas . 325 23 3 28 4 243 207 4 208 339
Clerical and sales. . __ .. o - = <2 - + ss cun 11 8 138 89 149 M5 118 123 15
Craftsmen and operatives ... . .o - o0 oo oo oo M5 376 316 a5 8 3 7 45 9 30
Farmers and farm laborers . e mam e 41 93 17 3 ;. 88 72 3t 348 35
Household service and laborers_.... - - 113 15 3 123 159 155 109 82 113
Not reported.eaeae. vin av cescce sme weesmasavssassmesss] 7 ] 4 3 9 7 1 8
' Women
Total number {(in thousands).... - 18,920 1622 306 615 801 17,208 2,034 15 264
Total percent. . - .. - . - 1000 106G 0 100 0 1000 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Professional and managerial ceue « ca em cee e am mas 200 192 12 3 14 8 24 6 201 152 207
Clerical and sales__.__ e 440 30 4 27 278 312 445 3 w07 45 9
Craftamen and operatives oo we oo e oo = o - - 16 3 158 54 92 236 16 4 208 158
Farmers and farm laborers__  _. .. . . cn ae as aeus| 18 47 70 83 16 15 13 16
Housshold service and 1aDorer8. .em-e 2 = oo roceee - 176 293 426 a7 191 16 5 20 8 159
NOt reported.accece con ae on sevse 22 mee semmmems =n 3 9 [ 24 1 2 12 1

1 Percentages o not add to total because housshold members may be counted in more than one category

the general population were about $9,850 This
disparity reveals the reverse side of compensatory
shift Because, under the survey defimition, work
includes housework as well as paid employment,
some disabled women are housewives limited i
their capacity to do regular household tasks Men
whose wives were too 11l to fulfill the traditional
housekeeping functions may have hmited their
outside employment The reduced labor-force par-
ticipation of the husbands of severely disabled
women might also be a function of their bemg
older than their own wives (and the wives of
disabled men) and thus more likely to be retired

Among the disabled and nondisabled men, the
current occupational distributions m table 4 show
that the disabled were less likely to be profession-
als or managers and more likely to be farmers,

10

farm laborers, household service workers, or la-
borers Disabled women were less likely to be
employed 1 elerical or sales Jobs and more likely
to be household service workers or laborers The
occupations i which the disabled clustered re-
qure less education and permit mtermittent em-
ployment and more flexible scheduling, but they
also yield lower earnings More than three-fifths
of the less severely disabled men and four-fifths
of the nondisabled men earned more than $5,000
m 1971 Less than a fifth of the severely disabled
earned this much; the majority were unemployed

The general earnings level of women was about
stx-tenths that of men More than half the women
1 the general population employed m 1971 earned
more than $3,000 The major exceptions, severely
and occupationally disabled women, earned much
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less Half of those who were working earned less  ployment-based defimition, they were either unable
than $2,000 . - to work or to work regularly The spouses of such

The severely disabled suffered the greatest eco-  persons were at an economic disadvantage both n
nomic hardship because, under the survey’s em-  the amount of time available for labor-force par-

| .
TapLe 5 —Family emcf)loyment characteristics of marmed disabled and nondigabled Percentage distnbution of nonimstitution-
ahzed population aged 20-64, by disabhty atatus, summer 1972

' Currently disabled Nondisabled
Characteristic 3
- Becondary
. Occu- Re- Naver
! ki n Total Bovere pational ll.r:i(g;ﬁon Totat covered | disabled
Men
Employment experience of spouse in 16871
Total number {in thousands)_.. . _... . .. .... 40,513 5,310 2,186 1,480 1,604 35,203 3,410 31,393
Total percent.....e. -... am mm mm me e mm e e 1000 100 0 000 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 & 100 O
Notemployed In 1971, .. .. .. - - 4 7 46 6 4% 5 45 1 47 2 44 4 40 0 44 0
Elnploged inlorid . . ... 611 49 2 491 43 0 50 4 51 4 55 0 510
Full time all year (5052 weeks! 219 215 249 199 185 220 26 5 215
Full time (26~49 weeks).._ 95 &9 76 11 0 118 94 71 97
Part time (26~52 weeks).._ 10 4 86 81 81 93 107 14 3 10 3
Intermittent ___ ___ _ .. ___ _. 92 44 85 80 108 a2 71 85
Fulltime.. _.. .. ccceee ve we -n 48 58 45 45 88 47 37 48
Part time. _ oo oo i emmmee ccsmann mes ae 44 35 40 45 20 448 34 47
Not reported..____.... .. rm mm mm v e — e oaen 42 42 44 59 24 42 50 41
‘Women
Employment eXperience of spouse in 1071
Total number (In thousands) _.._.... .. o e e 41,016 5,756 2,980 1,161 1,615 35,160 8,054 82,506
Total percent_ .. . coc cco se vmm < oo sm me oee 100 O 100 0 100 0 100 © 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 000
Notemployed In 1971 ... 0 cec o o r cmmas 8 B 147 W7 112 82 &2 78 49
Emplo inl%m _____ e = mrm mmm wa em memmw 918 829 kel B9 190 8 63 2 206 025
Full time all year (5052 weeXs).... . amm— e - 76 2 80 0 50 2 658 740 748 747 702
Full timo (2649 weeks).. ... . cee cooooe or o 10 5 13 3 148 128 108 101 11 6 89
Fart time (25-52 weeks) . .. oo .. o e e man 22 35 34 42 33 20 19 20
Intermittent , ., ... . ... .a. . e = amEe ae- 28 a0 92 41 18 23 24 23
Fulltime. .. cc. coe oo cecenee oo secvmcen aos 22 47 %] 33 15 18 19 18
Parttime ______ ___ ... e e o= am me wm i3 14 23 8 2 1] 5 &
NOLPBDOTOA . ceee ver eor eem mr erm on smmewmmmne s 18 24 27 20 20 17 19 17
Men
Employment atatus of family member after disability
Total number (In thousands) .uee ve o cocee oo 9,120 5,310 2,136 1,480 1,604 3,810
Total pereent ... ccoe - o cocemce or cn eeee - 100 0 100 0 1000 100 0 100 0 100 0
No member Increased hours of WOrko oo oo weeer woce 84 5 806 752 818 86 1 809
Intreased hoursof work ... ____ __ ... . ... ... 145 18 7 24 18 1 120 88
Bpouse . - 127 16 2 21 0 16 4 99 77
Idren.. - 28 40 62 30 22 7
Parents. 2 [ 1 1 3
Other. __ 2 1 1 i 2 3
Not reporte 1 1 2
Not reported . - 11 7 4
‘Women
Employment status of fomily member after dirability
Total number (In thousands}._.. .. cceceue ve .. 9,410 5,766 2,880 1,161 1,615 3 854 3,654 0
Total pereent. .ooee ces cain saccecen coes R 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 W000] eomsmann o
No member increased hours of work. Bl 4 208 88 5 925
Inereased hours of work oo ... 80 75 102 74
Bpouse .ooen aeeenn - 39 50 71 61
Chifidren._._, 20 28 238 21
Parents .. ... ....... - 1 1 2 O P
e wr  memcmmeemc 4 wtawsmem= am ammam =  mc am= 1 . e ee b I ORI [
Not reported. . __oo. eee . - 1 1 3 PO I
Notreported.... ooooe oomeere en aea e ee e e 286 19 14

8ge focinotes at end of table.
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ticipation and in the wages received for their ef-
forts An obvious cost of chrome i1llness has been
the reduced capacity of the family to generate eco-
nomie¢ resources to meet 1ts own needs

PARTICIPATION IN HOUSEHOLD ACTIVITIES

In the nondisabled population, almost everyone
helped in some way with household tasks (table
6) Sex differences in the proportion of those help-
mg with shopping, hght and heavy household

chores, and money handling were apparent (table
7) Shopping and lLight household chores were
performed by 19 out of 20 women About half the
men shopped for family needs and two-thirds
assisted with light household chores Men were as
likely as women to do the heavy household chores,
with 7 out of every 10 persons reporting partici-
pation Seven out of every 10 women and 6 out of
every 10 men handled family financial affairs
About 25 percent of the men participated in two,
three, or four types of activities, but about 50 per-
cent of the women participated in all four and

TasLe § —Family employment characteristics of married disabled and nondisabled Percentage distribution of nommstitu-
tionahzed pepulation aged 20-64, by disability status, summer 1972—Continued

Currently disabled Nondisabled
Characteristic
popit Oce. | Secondary Re Never
lation Tatal Bevere pational L u?l?;fion Total covered disabled
Men
Reason family member started or increased work
Total number (In thousands)..... . en oaa e mes 9,120 5,310 2,136 1,480 1,694 3 810 3 810 0
Total percent. .. .. o <n o wr o oo comeee oo 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 1000 | vorae we ==
No member increased homrs of work .. - .. .. .. . 845 8086 75 2 19 81 89 9 809 . .
Increased hours of work ! e e mm e e e 145 18 7 24 4 18 1 20 B8 86 . e
Bpouse? . .- . e e e = uw mas 127 16 2 21 0 16 4 99 77 T70 en camem
Worked regardless of respondent’s disability.. . .. 11 15 15 24 7 69 69 __ . .
Worked because of respondent s disabiiity 10 8 137 18 4 13 3 81 . [ [,
Other faraily member? . . . .. - 30 42 82 32 24 13 131, . ae
W orked regardless of respondent 3 disability . .. ] 13 B il 20 5 5l. - ...
Worked because of respondent s disability____ . 19 29 54 21 3 5 .. - -
Not reported....... .. R A, 11 7 'S I 90 15 150 e er e .
‘Women
Rearon femuy member started or dnereased work
Total number (In thousands)... .. ... - - - 9,410 5 756 2 980 1,161 1,815 3,654 3 654 0
Total percent._ .. R, 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ W0 .. . .eaees
No member Increased hours of work oo oo o wee . 8l 4 80 6 88 5 925 931 35
Increased hours of work 1. e e e ee - - 80 15 10 2 74 28 22
Bpouse®. . . _ e e s . 39 50 71 61 4 8
Worked regardless of respondent s disability . 3 2 3 4 1 5
‘Worked because of respondent 8 disabiilty._ 26 36 59 21 3 12
Other family member2. | __ . . .. - 21 27 ag 22 24 13
Worked regardless of respondent s disability .. .. 11 11 7 12 17 11
Worked because of respondent s disability.. . - [} 9 9 11 [ 1
Notreported . . . e e ce e mmoe e eem 26 190 14 1 41 38
Men
Total earnings of spouse
Total number (in thousands}... . . .- .. - o- 40,513 5,310 2,136 1,480 1,604 35,203 3,810 381,393
Totalpercent . . . _. .. .. . oo oo e . 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 O 000 100 0 1000
None.___. e e ae e e e e e = e e 49 3 515 50 7 494 543 489 44 3 495
Earnings _..... .. __ B, 507 48 5 493 50 4 457 511 85 7 505
$1-99 . _ _ . . | e e e e b9 59 717 85 30 70 70 70
LO00-1 899 . . | & . h ee e e oem e 57 78 61 66 1nq 53 66 52
Rt 55 52 60 66 32 55 890 54
S000-4 990 __. .. oh . . e e e . - 11 9 119 12 5 15 89 119 1m0 119
50006999 .. . ___ . c——— 94 06 109 813 90 04 89 95
7,000-9 990 | . . . o ol oo o 68 50 42 44 66 71 99 68
18,000 or more. ... e e e e ee = e 46 30 20 35 38 48 53 47
Medlan earnings ... . ce- .. ee rr v emmmmm—— 24,831 43,890 $3.79¢2 83,760 81,058 £4,888 84,818 34,279

Bee footnotes at end of table
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TasLE 5 —Family employment charactenstics of marred disabled and nondisabled Percentage distmbution of noninstitu-
tionalized population aged 20-64, by disability status summer 1972—Confanued

+

v f Currently disabled Nondisabled v
e Total
Characterist! Us
racteristic pu- Ocey- | Becondary R Never
. ation Bevere cou work i
pational limitation covered digabled
3
9 Women .
L8
Total earnings of spouse
Total number (In thousands) _ . - .. -, .. . 41,016 5,756 2,980 1,161 1,815 36 160 3,654 32,508
Totalpercent_. _ . . . . . . . .. 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Es

None____. e e mm e m mmme e = am o o oa 118 186 2286 17 8 11 8 107 122 10 5
Earnings .... - - - - a e e e e e ew a8 2 Bl 4 774 82 2 88 2 89 3 87 8 89 5
1-999 .. . _ - . . e - me - . e 16 36 &7 27 4 14 17 14
1000-1,009. .. _ _ SO, o e . 20 37 51 29 18 17 13 19
2 000-2,899 ... - . e e e e em - 18 30 50 12 L] 18 24 15
3,000-4 699 .. . . . . . . . o - - 63 82 81 86 82 80 64 59
0006909 . _ _. . . _._ .. - e - 12 0 13 8 lg; 6 147 13 8 118 95 120
7,000-9,999 .. . . . . e oes e . 230 21 3 17 3 191 30 2 232 24 1 231
10,0000 MIOT@ee = = oo e er a4 e e m e 41 3 26 8 2206 330 336 437 42 3 43 8
Moedian sarnings - . we sen . o - R #9,648 8,178 7,206 8,717 $8,848 $9,86% £9,807 39,869

1 Percentages do not add to total because household members may be
counted {n mors than one category

35 percent were involved with three Men there-
fore helped substantially with household work,
although the major responsibility for such tasks
was borne by women

Disalnlity limited participation n household
activities Currently disabled men were much
more likely than nondisabled men to help with
only one task or none at all Most affected were
severely disabled men, 1 1n 4 of whom did nothing

7 Excludes those not reporting

to assist The corresponding proportion for se-
verely disabled women was much lower—1 1 20
Although currently disabled omen reduced their
participation below the level of that for healthy
wives, they contributed more to the completion of
household tasks than did currently disabled men

Thus, the withdrawal rate under the pressure
of chromc poor health varied for men and women
along the lines of the traditional sex-role assign-

TaBLE 6 ~—Current participation of married disabled and nondisabled 1n household activities Percentage distnbution of non-
mstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by disability status and sex, summer 1972

Currently disabled Nondisabled
Number of activities 0
pu- Oceu- | Secondary Re Never
ation Total Severe pationsl i rxﬁgﬁon Total covered disabled
Men
Total number (In thousands) __... . .. - - 40,513 2,136 1 480 1 694 35,203 3 810 31,393
Total percent_ . . . e e e . 100 ¢ 1000 100 0 100 O 000 100 0 100 0
None ____. e et e v e e wm = = — e eme 51 245 80 28 40 68 34
o, e em ma = mmen . 12 9 22 3 18 4 138 120 81 12 4
- R e e e mmm e = - - 20 22 2 247 248 25 2 220 255
3 ol ae e et e e e = . — 272 196 25 8 27 2 278 218 28 2
4. . - e e eme - - s - - 258 B 6 140 20 8 275 27 2 274
Notreported... . . _ . ... . - = . . 40 29 il 107 34 p ] 27
Wotnen

Total number (in thousands) . . _ . . . .. 41,916 2,980 1,161 1,815 36,160 3 654 32,506
Total percent _ . . . . - . e o . o 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 O 100 O
None . .. oo - & 0 v o emee - - - 4 53 1 T] - eee - i
o e il ee et e mmam a e e . . 16 786 12 9 36 6 6 7
2. e e e mm e e e m - e - - 98 197 20 ¢ 102 195 83 93 82
- o e e . - a6t a9 9 42 2 401 35 3 a5 5 3 2 35
——— - ce e emm mem e me e camen ae 48 4 21 & 14 4 29 7 29 2 52 6 481 51
Not reported. ... .. e e ee mm e e e mm e 36 83 52 738 145 29 73 24
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TapLe T —Current participation of marmed nondisabled i1n
household activities Percentage distmibution of noninsti-
tutionahized U S population aged 20-64, by disability status
and sex, summer 1972

TanLe 8 —Change 1n participation of marned disabled in,
household activities Percentage distribution of nomnsti-
tutionalized U S population aged 20-64, by disability status
and sex, summer 1972 ‘

Nondisabled
Type of participatlon
Total Recovered dﬁ:gﬁ;d
Men

Total number (in thon
sands). ocecew - ar -- 35,203 3 810 31,303
Total pereent.. . - - ... 100 0 109 0 100 0
Notb... _ . —ov - - - 40 88| 36
Partieipation?_._.. . 93 0 812 941
Bhopping for family needs. 53 4 529 53 5
Heavy chores.... _. . 37 86 9 EX:]
Light c¢hores ...... o - 68 0 63 7 68 6
Money handling ... .. -z .. 68l & 55 3 62 3
Not reported . . e . 30 90 23

Women

Total number (In thou
$ands). oeeee woe - - 36,150 3,054 32,506
Total percent.. - . . . 100 0 100 0 100 0
None. .. .. - - - o eo]ee <« - - e- - - -
Particlpation? ... .. .- 97 5 628 98 0
Shoppiog for family needs . 05 7 02 95 2
Heavy chores.. . —— e 722 67 0 « 728
Light chores ... - 96 8 913 97 4
Money handling . . .. . 07 67 4 71
Not reported, .. - - . - 25 72 20

1 Percentages do not add to total because household members may be
eounted in more than one category

ment The data confirm the hypothesis advanced
by Greenblum m an earher study ® that sex-role
norms restrain exemption from prescribed ac-
tivity through claims to disability but sanction
withdrawal from nonprescribed activities Under
these predictions, men are not as exempt from
outside employment but can more readily with-
draw from family and social participation Con-
versely, women are not as exempt from home and
social activities, although they can more readily
withdraw from outside employment The 1972
survey data support these predictions on sex-role
response to disability mn the areas of economic
contribution and household participation

Fifty percent of the currently disabled women,
compared with about 30 percent of the men, said
that they were doing as much or more shopping
than before the onset of the current disability
(table 8) The proportions were very similar for
hght housekeeping More than half the women
and less than half the men were doing as much

¢ Joseph Greenblum, *“Proposifions on Soclal Disa-
bility,” International Journal of Health Services {(forth-
coming issue, 1977)

14

Currently disabled
Type of activity Total . | Oceu- Secondary
tal | Sevste | pational | otk
Men
Extent of change
Total number (in
thousands).. - 5,310 2,136 1,480 1,604
Total percent .. 100 0 100 0 100 O 100 0
Reduced none some -
partieapation . azs 173 323 53 2
Reduced some, stopped N
nons .. .. - - 122 : 108 15 4 11
Stopped some, continued
others, reduced none 20 4 19 9 2148 170
Stopped some, continued
others reduced some 47| 249 106 G4
8topped al] participa-
tlon .. - e - 93 205 29 8
Never participsted .. - 106 87 121 128
Women
‘Total number (in
thousands).. . 5,756 2,980 1,161 1,616
Total percent.. - . 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Reduced none, some
particlpation._..  _ 270 18 4 302 407
Reduced some, stopped
nons ... .. - . 163 15 4 197 15 2
Stopped some, continued
others, reduced none 177 15 2 230 181
Stopped sore, eontinued
others, reduced some 28 2 41 2 191 109
Btopped all participa-
tion . .. - .. 26 46 1 7
Never participated. 82 53 72 14 3
Men
Shopprag for fomily needs
Tatal number (in
thousands) . - 5,310 2,136 1,480 1,604
Total pereent ... . 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 O
Participation
More.. - e s 33 36 30 23
Bamae a3 before .. -... 285 202 825 356
Less.. oo un oo .- &9 126 53 36
Btopped .. . . ... 125 22 4 94 25
Neverdid - .. . 30 341 329 M8
Participation, not
reported if some or
less . _ oo oo . - 62 48 38 105
No participation, not
reported i stopped
OFr NeVel o e - 75 28 1019 107
‘Women
Total number {in
thousands) . 5,756 2,080 1,161 1 6la
Total percent ... .. 100 G 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0
Participation
More.. .. .« oon -- 31 20 31 50
Bame ag before -..—... 47 3 35 6 ] 80 9
8. i = me meam 22 2 23 9 19 0 103
Stopped . .. . - 13 8 21 6 71 36
Neverdid.. .. . ... 28 34 26 20
Participation, not
reported if some or
dess _ . oo . el 27 22 23 38
No participation, not
reported if stopped
Of ROV s  wrm wm =ae a2 53 73 143

SOCIAL SECURITY



TasLeE 8§ —Change 1n participation of marned asabled in
household activities Percentage distribution of nonnsti-
tutionalized U8 population aged 20-64, by disabihty status
and sex, summer 1972—Continued

TasLe 8 -—Change 1n_particrpation of married disabled 1n
household activities Percentage distribution of nominstitu-
tionalized US population aged 20-64, by disability status
and sex, summer 1972—Continued ‘

I Currontly disabled Currently disabled
Type of activity otal . Occu- Beoond;ry Type of activity otal . Ooon Seeont}{ary
otal avere wor 'otal evere wor
pational |y itacion patlonal | y;iation
w Men Women
Eleavy chores ' , Light chores—Continued
Total number (in Total number (in
thousands) . .. 5 310 2,136 1,480 1,694 thousands)....... 5,758 2,980 1,161 1,615
‘Total percent _. 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 100 0 Total percent ....... 100 0 100 O 100 0 100 0
Participation Participation -
More .. . . .. ... 23 10 261"’ 38 More .. . occcceoeo.| 56 37 67 82
Same as befora._.. 201" 78 234 327 Hame a3 before. — 48 0 377 648 622
8 . . 10 4 10 2 118 94 Logs ... 289 43 2 200 849
Stopped. . 3461, 55 0 27 2 15 2 Btopped_ - 47 81 4 15
Never did., .. .c. o .. 213 22 3 208 203 Neverdid. .. .. . - 3 4 ) 0 A
Participation, not ! Particlpation, not
reported ft goma or reported {t some or
less . - PR 38 11 32 78 less. ... . .. ... 21 14 4 48
No participation, not No participation, not
reported 1if stopped reported if stopped
ornever .. .. . - 76 28 110 07 OF NBVEr.. eccmunn B4 57 72 143
‘Women Men
Total oumber (in Money kandling
thousands). .. .. 5,758 2,980 1,181 1,615
Total number (in
Total percent ... . 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ thousands)._. . 5,310 2,136 1,480 1,604
Partlelpation Total percent .. . 100 0 1000 100 O 100 0
More - PR, 24 14 29 38
Bame as before . . .. 149 11 4 19 6 179 Participation
Less. .. .. . - 115 93 15 3 128 More... ._ a mume 17 21 19 12
Btopped. J 41 8 52 0 38 2 2586 Same 83 before. cie-..., 420 a6 1 46 3 457
Neverdid .... .. ... 196 197 151 27 . 50 74 49 20
Participation, not Btopped.. .. e. aeeewd 112 183 84 49
reported if some or Neverdid. ____.. .. ___ 25 3 20 8 257 27
less . . . .. .. 13 4 17 27 Participation, not
No participation, not reported ft some or
reported if stopped 088uuen o oo oo een 61 36 19 128
ornever. .. .. ... 85 58 72 14 6 No participation, not
reported 1f stopped
OF DBVEL-, nv oo —oc 77 29 110 108
Men
‘Women
Light chores
Total number (in Total number (in
thousands).. __ 5 310 2,138 1,480 1,604 thousands)... .. 5,156 2,980 1,161 1,615
Total pereente.... - 100 0 100 O 100 ¢ 100 & ‘Total percent __.___. 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Participation Participation
MOrfeces co an au « 49 85 59 22 MOre .. o ccmecoona 32 21 54 37
Same a3 before ..... 30 7 17 2 37 3 41 9 Bame as before. —_..-. 518 48 7 571 511
Less . .. .. .. o.- 129 18 7 13 8 46 - . 40 61 140 22
Btopped. . . .. ceeew 127 218 79 b 4 Btopped___ —ooooooaa 79 115 50 32
Newerdid. .. ... _ ... 23 8 26 21 8 23 2 Neverdid.... .. ccooan 219 29 20 4 200
Participation, not Participation, not
reported if some or reported i some or
less = . ... . 15 76 23 121 1688 ..  aeeeceen om- 32 18 a8 51
No participation, not No participation, not
reported if stopped reported if stopped
Or DBVEr. .. .o -. 75 27 10 1086 OF DEVEL e ene weemen 88 58 72 7

or more money handling Among the currently
disabled, more women than men had stopped
doing heavy household chores, however Currently
disabled men and women were both more likely
to have reduced or stopped engaging m heavy
household chores than money handling Shopping
and light housekeeping—the tasks that fall be-
tween heavy household chores and money hand-
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ling 1n terms of energy and mobility require-
ments—also fell between them 1n terms of with-
drawal by the currently disabled

Compensatory role shifting within the house-
hold rarely occurred under the stress of dimin-
1shed health resources Persons who were cur-
rently disabled seldom added to their household
responstbilities Only a small proportion, usually



TasLE 9 —Current participation of married disabled and nondisabled 1n social activities Percentage distribution of U8 non-

mstitutionalized population aged 20-64, by disability status and sex, summer 1972

o

B ' Currently disabled !
. 'II‘JotB&I ¥ Nendisabled
Type of activity
bu- Oceu- | Becondary Re- Never
tlon Total Bevere pational |, Jg;%on Total coverad disabled
Men
Total number (In thousands) .. ... ceeeaccomcceen 40,513 5 310 2,138 1,480 1,684 35 203 3,810 31,303
TOtal POroBtit. .. oo ceveeem me cer cw mmmem oa 00 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 ¢ 100 0 100 0 000 100 0
NONB.aeue moe cccem mce wee we mew coc  on  seseceeeee 46 142 259 74 54 32 28 L]
Actlvities in-—
TLOMIE Oy e e e = = = am mm oe —a 43 92 11 63 64 36 31 36
Outsideonly ... . _ .. . . .. . 101 16 1 18 9 177 11 2 g3 ®3 92
Homse and outside.. .cu wn an ce = —ae 1 52 9 38 4 58 5 86 4 T8O 7 kil g 81 3
Notreported... . o, . . oo eeecasm o 38 76 28 11 108 33 21 28
‘Women !
Total number (In thousands) eesees coc cac cee oo 41,916 5,755 2,880 1161 1,615 36,160 3,654 32,500
Totalpereent. .. . oo ccecan - ca 4en ae mae 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 1% 0 100 O 100 ¢ 100 0
NONB. —on ce coe coe com ccmcce mm e mmm cee wmu s 43 107 16 0 5O 50 32 20 34
Actlvitiss iIn—
Home ONbY . nuve wu com au soe sx em ma se es wee 34 72 95 53 42 28 44 27
Cutside onl¥ .. . col ol cad el cee oo e - 91 181 23 3 20 4 69 77 76 77
Home and outside.. oo .. o0 o0 oo o0 ae aos o %8 55 8 459 621 895 836 78 842
NoOt IODOItBA . ear e e e v arm oo me mmm em —ee 34 82 ] 72 13 24 T2 21

less than 5 percent, reported doing more shop-
ping, money handling, or light or heavy household
chores The proportions were similar for both
men and women

PARTICIPATION IN SOCIAL ACTIVITIES

Social activities are an 1mportant part of hiving
for the vast majority of persons in the nondis-
abled population (table 9) At the time of the
survey, about 80 percent of such persons were
socially active both outside and in the home and
almost 10 percent more were participating m out-
side activities only About 8 percent confined their
social activity to the home, and the same small
proportion reported no social life at all

Disabihity limited the extent of social partiei-
pation A direct relationship was evident The
greater the severity, the more restricted the par-
ticipation About two-thirds of the less severely
disabled men participated 1n activities both out-
side and 1 the home, but only a hitle more than
one-third of the severely disabled were this active
socially One m 15 of the less severely disabled
men had no social activities, compared with 1 n 4
of the severely disabled The pattern was similar
for currently disabled women

Sex-role differences were apparent among the
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severely disabled Men were more likely to do
nothing socially, which corroborates the hypothe-
s1s that women receive less sanction to withdraw
from their prescribed role of social leadership on
the basis of disabihty Differences between men
and women 1n social activity were not as dramatic
as those 1n household participation This finding
suggests that social activities are more margmal,
and therefore more expendable, than basic sur-
vival activities?

Chronic 1illness does not appear to provide
more time for leisure and recreation These ac-
tivities do not expand as employment decreases
Although approximately 40 percent of the cur-
rently disabled reported doing as much or more
at home as before the onset of disability, about
30 percent said they did less or had stopped en-
tirely (table 10) About half the respondents
were domng as much or more outside the home,
about a third were doing less or had stopped
engaging 1n such activities Approximately 4 out
of 10 persons reported that there had been no
reduction 1n social activities The remainder re-
duced their participation or stopped engaging i
one or more type of activity

" Further differences between severely disabled men
and women {n the likelihood of men's particlpating in
home activities only and of women’s partieipating in

both home and outside activities are smignificant at the
level of one standard error (68 percent)

SOCIAL SECURITY



TasLE 10 —Change 1n participation of marred disabled 1n
pocial activities Percentage distnbution of US nonmstitu-
tionalized population aged 20-64, by disalility status and

sex, summer 1572

Hobbies are similarly affected by disability
(tables 11 and 12) The time devoted to such
activities appeared te dimmish rather than to
expand with the severity of disability Although

Currently disabled
Type of activity Becondary TasLe 10 —Change 1 participation of married disabled in
Total Severs Oow-] work social activities Percentage distmbution of U8 nomnstitu-
pational | yimitarion tionahzed population aged 20-64, by disability status and
sex, summer 1972—Continued
Men
Ettent of change - Currently disabled
Tota] nytnber (in - Type of activity
thousands).- . 5,310 2,138 1,480 1,694 T Oceu- | Becondary
otal Savers patlonal work
Total porcent ___ 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0 Hmitation
Reduced none, some Men
participstion __.__ 452 28 2 530 822
Reduced some, stopped 1901 2 4 178 _
none., . c.ee = =2 =
Btopped eiti.ger at l%:i)me 4 Ouride home
o ontside, continue Total number (in
Stoproq tath at home 1o 198 108 o4 thousands). .. 5,310 2,136 |« 1,480 1,604
Nev‘;?%:ﬂ'i;:il%:t:& o 85 167 43 18 Total percont. _.... 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ 100 ¢
not reported._. .. 13 2 118 141 142 Participation
Same 2 befors - ... ég zgg s 55
ame as before .. ... 59 5
Women Loss - o oo o 177 26 3 16 5 81
Neoad s ool B H3 83 18
Total number (in P;‘:ﬁ;j cm s o emes 8 78
pation, not
thousands) . __ 5,756 2 980 1,161 1,615 {eported t same or 25 -
es3 e e owe = ¢ 65
Total percent .. .. 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 ¢ No P"““'Eé‘?f% notd
Reduced none, 80mne report stoppe
participation.... .. - 45 sz 471 56 & OF DeVer.. .. .- 76 27 1no 108
Reduced some, stopped 2 5 23 28 2 -
NOTY .0 vecme =ce =n
Btopped sither at home Women
St matstde, contlnued 141 19 4 12 4 58
other . ... _ ..
" Total number (In
Stopped both &t home 77 120 43 25 thousands), 5,756 2 980 1161 1615
Never participayed or n1 02 80 19 Total percent... ... 100 0 100 0 100 0 100 0
Participation
Men More.. . . « .- 38 38 46 33
Bame ag before. .. . ;g ; gg é 56 9 {'{ 8
B8 - e e em a e 20 4
In home Stopped. - .. .. 1. 114 177 53 44
Total number (In Neverdid _ __ . . ...- 43 78 45 49
thousands} ... 5,310 2,136 1,480 1,604 Participation, not
reported if same or
Total percent. ... .. 100 0 100 O 00 0 100 © less. . ... . 25 24 5 43
No participation, not 4
Participati reported 1f stoppe
oreljff 0.1.1 O, 30 25 34 34 or never.. . P.. 82 52 72 143
Same as before ... 38 4 26 0 46 2 471
P 15 4 22 8 128 84
Btopped_ . wv - cean. 135 209 96 76 Men
Never did. -ceeemencman. 16 8 238 15 6 89
Partieipation, not
reported if ssme or 53 R 14 159 Time spent with spouse
ee o mw w—mewan 1
No participation, not Total number (in
‘r):pz:tepg if stopped thousands}....- 5,310 2,138 1,480 1,604
amm mmm wmmaa T8 28 1o 107
o never Total percent. ... 100 0 100 0 1000 100 0
Women Bpends—
Tess . % .. ... 44 57 48 24
More .o cecee o . .- 430 65 7 307 25 0
Total number (in Bame as before . ... 27 24 8 520 56 4
thousands) . .. 5,756 2,980 1 161 1,615 Not reported ... .. - 99 38 118 161
Totsl pereent. -.. . 100 0 1000 100 0 100 ¢
pe Women
Participation
MOT€.ne = - veevmne o 37 31 31 52
Sama as hefore ... ... 342 258 372 48 6 Total number (in
Yess. . ... - .. 230 2 1 237 159 thousands)_. . 5,756 2,880 1,161 1,815
Btopped _ ... - ... 158 220 126 61
Never did o am aeee 126 166 118 69 Total percent...... . 100 0 100 & 100 0 100 ©
Participation, not
reported if same or Spends—
o33, . cmee e mwe 240 10 34 20 Les8 . v ce ee wme - 89 98 77 80
No participation, not More .. ccuen e .o 355 23 2 15 8
reported if stopped Bamae as before .. ... B4 4 448 7 60 9 601
OT HOVEL. -~ a- smmes 85 59 72 148 Not reported... « —_uee 03 60 82 161
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TaeLe 11 —Participation of marmed disabled 1in hobbies
Percentage distnbution of nonmnstitutionahzed US popu-
lation aged 20--64, by disability status, summer 1972

TaBLE 12 -—Participation of marred nondisabled in hobbies
Percentage distmbution of nommstitutionahized US popula-
tion aged 20-64, disaility status, summer 1972

Currently disabled Nondisabled
Type of participation
Type of participation 8 d
Ocen econgary Total Recovered Nevor
Total Severely pational umvm-gon disabled
M
Men en
Total number (In thon
Total number (in sands)__._. ... ... . 35,203 3,810 81,303
thousands).. ... 5,310 2,1% 1,480 1,604
Total percent .a_.. ..o 100 ¢ 100 0 100 ¢
Total percent...... .. 1000 100 0 100 0 100 0
NOD8. omve o ceceeis aoe aes 216 206 27
Participation Some _____. .. .. . oo ... 753 0 4 %9
MOre - .. —oece e 46 43 42 48 Notreported .. .. oo oo 31 91 24
Same 88 before. 28 4 133 3 2 405
Less ... .. = 149 19 2 15 0 93
8topped.. .. .. .. .. 13 4 237 834 44 Women
Neverdid_ .. . .77 256 85 21 4 27
Participation, not
reported if same or Total pumber (In thou-
less . - .. .. . 55 4T 84 g4 8ande).eecenn -o. . 36,160 3,654 32,506
Ne B i stoppod Total t
Tepor stoppe o (11 100 0 1000 100 0
OF DOVET 4y we - - 78 30 13 108 per
%8 251 292
68 7 677 68 8
Women Not reported 238 72 20
“T'otal number (in
thousands).___.. 5,756 2,980 1,161 1,615
Total peroent ....... 1006 %0 o0 ™o directly to the level of severity. 66 percent of the
Pagtpation severely disabled men and 35 percent of the se-
6. - v e e 52 79 1n2 6 6
Bt Beire .. 53 193 B3 1 verely disabled women increased the time spent
B8cis cr cme mm e =
T M —— i i3 i £} with their spouses Disability apparently forces
aver —cmmma = == o
Do e otion: Tt married couples 1nto a stronger reliance on their
Teported t same or 67 52 82 s« Own Interpersonal resources and thereby places
No pacticipation, Dot s greater demands on the marriage relationship to
OF DeVer-... . -..- 86 60 73 143 supply social needs

more disabled women than men mcreased their
participation i hobbies, the rise was approxi-
mately 8 percent for the former and less than §
percent for the latter About a fourth of all dis-
abled persons did less or stopped such activity
These data support the hypothesis that for a
significant fraction of the disabled, disabihity re-
duces the potential time for work, social, and
personal activity £

With dimimished activity in personal develop-
ment and social interaction, the currently dis-
abled, especially men, increased the time spent
with the marmage partner, as table 10 1ndicates
More than 40 percent of the currently disabled
men, compared with 27 percent of the women,
reported spending more time with their spouses
Once again, the extent of this rehance related

* Walter Of, “Evaluation of Income Malintenance Pro-
grams for the Disabled,”"” Economics Department, Uni-
versity of Rochester, (mimeographed paper savailable
from the author)

CONCLUSION

Contraction, rather than compensation, emerges
as the major impact of disability on the family
structure Although the disabled were as likely to
have married as were persons mn the general popu-
lation, the duration and stability of their mar-
riages were more limited The educational, geo-
graphie, and economic resources available to these
families, especially those of the severely disabled,
were less abundant than for the general popula-
tion The extended family generally provided no
greater support to the disabled than to the healthy
population, so the nuclear family was forced to
cope with 1its problems as well as 1t could Men
and women withdrew at a slower rate from their
sex-assigned roles Decreased participation 1n
most aspects of living highlighted the patterns
of the disabled in their family setting Chronic
poor health impoverished not only those 1t af-
flicted, but also those living with them
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