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Census data on disability by Congressional district

(compiled by Doug Kruse, Rutgers University, from Census web site)

Sorted alphabetically by state

All with work disability,
mobility impairment, or

Population [seif-care limitation
State District age 16+ Total Percent
u.s. 186,751,909] 27,386,287 14.7%
Alabama State 3,029,409 558,405 18.4%
Alabama 1 425,512 77,439 18.2%
Alabama 2 419,197 77,242 18.4%
Alabama 3 433,676 83,949 19.4%
Alabama 4 444278 95,607 21.5%
Alabama 5 439,855 69,706 15.8%
Alabama 6 446,985 57,609 12.9%
Alabama 7 419,906 96,853 23.1%
Alaska State 364,009 34 519 9.5%
Arizona State 2,719,742 393,499 14.5%
Arizona 1 468,181 51,350 11.0%
Arizona 2 418,738 70,729 16.9%
Arizona 3 460,381 74,706 16.2%
Arizona 4 478,445 56,386 11.8%
Arizona 5 460,942 67,817 14.7%
Arizona 6 433,055 72,511 16.7%
Arkansas State 1,756,072 349,551 19.9%
Arkansas 1 433,466 95,963 22.1%
Arkansas 2 438,197 75,519 17.2%
Arkansas 3 450,048 84,925 18.9%
Arkansas 4 434,361 93,144 21.4%
California State 22,150,392 3,017,301 13.6%
California 1 413,840 67,188 16.2%
~ California 2 426,528 78,195 18.3%
California 3 423,785 63,865 15.1%
California 4 421,034 59,597 14.2%
California 5 428,097 70,185 16.4%
California 6 442 885 54 609 12.3%
California 7 425,955 64,653 15.2%
California 8 483,747 77.373 16.0%
California 9 443,918 68,871 15.5%
California 10 437,264 43,704 10.0%
California 11 408,782 65,409 16.0%
California 12 462,437 54,572 11.8%
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Colorado
Colorado
Colorado
Colorado
Colorado
Colorado
Colorado

State

13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
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24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42
43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
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436,240
458,703
453,993
416,870
402,297
393,797
416,090
368,669
399,970
435,842
417,313
459,845
414,241
421,191
452,748
432,963
498,369
429,428
413,766
445499
391,335
416,335
403,996
468,944
389,254
432,070
442,893
396,903
403,132
392,062
403,082
422,582
458,692
411,996
446,257
405,884
439,428
388,380
435,158
415,897

2,445,696
425,504
418,375
410,886
404,061
373,692
413,178

54,823
46,024
45,670
51,266
52,598
63,550
64,679
65,706
65,085
55,183
50,571
46,284
44,661
52,697
61,971
52,246
62,266
69,366
57,295
75,754
59,645
57,323
72,823
48,736
68,790
61,244
48,223
62,684
44,792
53,691
52,438
74,233
49,391
50,110
41,740
44,480

56,695

61,985
44,729
57,633

307,267
68,265
42,560
59,900
50,727
44,148
41,667

12.6%
10.0%
10.1%
12.3%
13.1%
16.1%
15.5%
17.8%
16.3%
12.7%
12.1%
10.1%
10.8%
12.5%
13.7%
12.1%
12.5%
16.2%
13.8%
17.0%
15.2%
13.8%
18.0%
10.4%
17.7%
14.2%
10.9%
15.8%
11.1%
13.7%
13.0%
17.6%
10.8%
12.2%

9.4%
11.0%
12.9%
16.0%
10.3%
13.9%

12.6%
16.0%
10.2%
14.6%
12.6%
11.8%
10.1%
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Connecticut
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Delaware
DC
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2,554,293

426,596
412,225
433,492
432,694
421,219
428,067

505,196

483,644

10,102,159

400,479
413,769
396,163
428,106
462,899
420,856
445,090
432,306
452,395
460,994
433,103
425,546
468,460
459,061
443,071
454,412
398,565
459,575
469,005
445,597
431,785
493,221
407,701

4,781,098

409,769
405,398
438,485
459,226
447,686
450,729
441,511
428,785
446,967
439,564
412,978

312,033
55,514
50,778
55,150
51,400
49,369
49,822

70,106
80,899

1,658,584
68,948
72,867
88,323
60,122
89,510
75,566
62,649
52,477
70,588
86,981
69,124
75,490
83,407
74,898
69,504
72,834
72,855
71,032
70,335
60,624
50,097
87,254
73,099

762,524

70,822
91,037
66,348
45,613
76,221
33,800
74,219
78,928
76,337
71,195
78,004

12.2%
13.0%
12.3%
12.7%
11.9%
1.7%
11.6%

13.9%

16.7%

16.4%
17.2%
17.6%
22.3%
14.0%
19.3%
18.0%
14.1%
12.1%
15.6%
18.9%
16.0%
17.7%
17.8%
16.3%
15.7%
16.0%
18.3%
15.5%
15.0%
13.6%
11.6%
17.7%
17.9%

15.8%
17.3%
22.5%
15.1%

9.9%
17.0%

7.5%
16.8%
18.4%
17.1%
16.2%
18.9%
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793,800
411,223
382,577

714,299
366,272
348,027

8,613,005
432,392
417,649
451,817
396,534
474,357
445,552
420,250
431,695
467,220
416,090
425,102
421,095
422,323
415,370
430,434
425,730
431,798
427,975
432,385
427,237

4,160,097
414,232
423,029
411,354
406,348
410,333
416,534
420,960
428,125
413,781
415,401

2,082,645
419,911
414,844
420,320
417,874
409,696

96,698
48,199
48,499

103,590
57,239
46,351

1,155,237
84,667
70,026
59,949
62,429
61,858
40,884
82,159
34,183
61,599
35,198
53,672
70,319
30,968
39,106
53,425
48,675
63,698
59,055
76,036
67,331

592,380
62,105
66,061
54,002
52,765

59,685

44,120
55,087
64,255
63,563
70,737

291,197
49,370
59,483
62,518
58,063
61,763

12.2%
1.7%
12.7%

14.5%
15.6%
13.3%

13.4%
19.6%
16.8%
13.3%
15.7%
13.0%

9.2%
19.6%

7.9%
13.2%

8.5%
12.6%
16.7%

7.3%

9.4%
12.4%
11.4%
14.8%
13.8%
17.6%
15.8%

14.2%
15.0%
15.6%
13.1%
13.0%
14.5%
10.6%
13.1%
15.0%
15.4%
17.0%

14.0%
11.8%
14.3%
14.9%
13.9%
15.1%



Kansas
Kansas
Kansas
Kansas
Kansas

Kentucky
Kentucky
Kentucky
Kentucky
Kentucky
Kentucky
Kentucky

Louisiana
Louisiana
Louisiana
Louisiana
Louisiana
Louisiana
Louisiana
Louisiana

Maine
Maine
Maine

Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland
Maryland

Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
Massachusetts
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1,813,689

454,620
438,214
466,270
454,585

2,762,681

456,724
445,821
473,610
459,346
456,352
470,828

3,021,571

453,554
431,626
427,495
420,334
436,150
433,812
418,600

926,594
466,699
459,895

3,628,972

453,123
460,775
459,022
450,285
446,738
448,107
449,463
461,459

4,712,265

463,723
460,960
465,412
465,122
448,758
472,853
489,335
498,896
475,444
471,762

248,619
66,288
67,081
49,965
65,285

521,150
94,684
78,163
75,671
77,467

121,282
73,883

543,484
70,555
90,173
74,864
91,093
76,218
68,766
71,815

146,901
67,839
79,062

480,870
60,683
56,399
66,428
56,842
47,204
55,568
97,474

40,272

605,723
61,702
63,368
59,848
59,224
54,753
59,378
58,878
65,879
64,059
58,634

13.7%
14.6%
15.3%
10.7%
14.4%

18.9%
20.7%
17.5%
16.0%
16.9%
26.6%
15.7%

18.0%
15.6%
20.9%
17.5%
21.7%
17.5%
15.9%
17.2%

15.9%
14.5%
17.2%

13.3%
13.4%
12.2%
14.5%
12.6%
10.6%
12.4%
21.7%

8.7%

12.9%
13.3%
13.7%
12.9%
12.7%
12.2%
12.6%
12.0%
13.2%
13.5%
12.4%



Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan
Michigan

Minnesota
Minnesota
Minnesota
Minnesota
Minnesota
Minnesota
Minnesota
Minnesota
Minnesota

Mississippi
Mississippi
Mississippi
Mississippi
Mississippi
Mississippi

Missouri
Missouri
Missouri
Missouri
Missouri
Missouri
Missouri
Missouri
Missouri
Missouri

Montana

State
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State
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6,979,501
431,943
422,458
419,219
436,043
429,464
436,915
424,805
440,927
431,713
444,201
454,203
454,222
450,994
425419
430,192
446,783

3,256,263
404,865
395,987
411,408
418,502
435,352
386,959
400,231
402,959

1,864,382
385,790
357,023
375,682
378,278
367,609

3,782,656
427,771
427,860
435,215
410,442
434,890
424,512
436,271
424,374
421,810

583,913

1,069,772
70,060
62,255
53,583
66,941
71,016
63,421
67,687
53,292
66,454
61,456
49,557
62,681
54,646
88,364

110,502
67,857

407,257
52,040
53,878
34,326
52,240
61,809
34,226
55,644
63,094

380,897
76,070
81,484
72,431
79,791
71,121

541,788

76,137
39,781
60,468
69,601
68,960
62,925
74,839
90,708
58,858

86,566

15.3%
16.2%
14.7%
12.8%
15.4%
16.5%
14.5%
15.9%
12.1%

- 15.4%

13.8%
10.9%
13.8%
12.1%
20.8%
25.7%
15.2%

12.5%
12.9%
13.6%

8.3%
12.5%
14.2%

8.8%
13.9%
15.7%

20.4%
19.7%
22.8%
19.3%
21.1%
19.3%

14.3%
17.8%

9.3%
13.9%
17.0%
15.9%
14.8%
17.2%
21.4%
14.0%

14.8%



Nebraska
Nebraska
Nebraska
Nebraska

Nevada
Nevada
Nevada

NewHampshire
NewHampshire
NewHampshire

NewJersey
NewdlJersey
NewJdersey
NewJersey
Newdersey
Newdersey
NewdJersey
NewdlJersey
Newdersey
NewdlJersey
NewdJersey
NewdJersey
Newlersey
NewJlJersey

NewMexico
NewMexico
NewMexico
NewMexico

NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork

State
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W ~NOO A WN

A
W N -0V

WN -

O ~NOOSAE WN 2

[ G G |
A W20 0

1,154,729
393,503
375,777
385,449

912,501
463,545
448,956

842,761
420,937
421,824

6,015,414
443,755
451,965
451,817
453,185
462,299
472,549
473,904
469,355
490,384
454,519
467,176
459,301
465,205

1,084,419
376,383
354,183
353,853

13,895,055
441,398
447,796
466,880

461,144/

469,771
445101
478,746
488,908
474,911
426,316
428,977
431,753
457,389
919,442
433,505

149,649
49,721
44 537
55,391

123,972
68,658
55,314

101,605
50,981
50,624

779,824
63,280
67.644
57,643
64,925
45,432
57,008
50,687
67,681
63,093
84,453
41,074
40,769
76,135

159,834
50,999
53,653
55,182

2,003,388
46,980
50,011

45,800

51,461
49,653
76,581
75,846
72,187
75,972
88,734
77,484
81,524
63,087
99,071
93,165

13.0%
12.6%
11.9%
14.4%

13.6%
14.8%
12.3%

12.1%
12.1%
12.0%

13.0%
14.3%
15.0%
12.8%
14.3%

9.8%
12.1%
10.7%
14.4%
12.9%
18.6%

8.8%

8.9%
16.4%

14.7%
13.5%
15.1%
15.6%

14.4%
10.6%
11.2%

9.8%
11.2%
10.6%
17.2%
15.8%
14.8%
16.0%
20.8%
18.1%
18.9%
13.8%
11.5%
21.5%



NewYork
NewYork

NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork
NewYork

NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCarolina
NorthCaroiina
NorthCarotina
NorthCaroiina

NorthDakota

Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio
Ohio

State

State

State
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17
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22
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400,813

443,141
475,693
433.701
434,433
456,961
434,218
432,623
414,578
443,825
449 459
435933
445114
447,784
449,090
429,652

5,004,418
405,585
422,695
398,266
433,694
434,852
436,319
347,446
402,915
432,150
431,677
438,036
420,785

460,370

8,181,531
425,920
424,857
431,325
420,866
420,927
428,783
419,619
425,893
431,333
442,889
433,202
425,720
424,749
442,445
440,675

98,522
82,280
56,734
45,515
49,219
60,467
55,089
63,049
59,375
57,373
59,902
52,273
57,896
62,329
70,058
65,751

809,300
91,184
68,536
67,924
46,194
73,016
59,086
60,246
68,290
52,042
64,901
80,860
77,023

58,051
1,251,102

73,144
57,322

66,751

62,905
58,107
83,465
63,791
59,678
65,285
67,666
88,741
59,853
53,062
65,700
54,328

24.6%
18.6%

L 1.9%
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11.3%
13.2%
12.7%
14.6%
14.3%
12.9%
13.3%
12.0%
13.0%
13.9%
15.6%
15.3%

16.2%
22.5%
16.2%
17.1%
10.7%
16.8%
13.5%
17.3%
16.9%
12.0%
15.0%
18.5%
18.3%

12.6%

15.3%
17.2%
13.5%
15.5%
14.9%
13.8%
19.5%
15.2%
14.0%
15.1%
15.3%
20.5%
14.1%
12.5%
14.8%
12.3%




Ohio
Chio
Ohio
Ohio

Oklahoma
Oklahoma
Oklahoma
Oklahoma
Oklahoma
Oklahoma
Oklahoma

Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon
Oregon

Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylivania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylivania
Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania

Rhodeisland
Rhodeisland
Rhodelsland

SouthCarolina
SouthCarolina

State

State

State

State

State
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426,685
437,843
431,577
446,223

2,319,550
394,382
388,636
393,012
367,006
394,656
381,858

2,156,119
433,600
427,019
435,649
435,144
424,707

9,203,547
421,666
446,153
440,444
440,812
434,321
441,517
446,169
428,950
430,427
435,033
444,484
439,196
438,736
451,543
440,664
422,736
432,582
455,217
436,371
443,813
432,713

779,538
391,812
387,726

2,563,542
407,815

61,280
73,596
76,863
59,565

403,139
54,809
80,916
83,580
59,021
55,415
69,398

340,541
55,051
72,387
71,556
76,269
65,278

1,392,400
100,144
90,537
79,198
69,252
60,259
66,321
50,684
45,329
69,809
69,962
75,184
76,931
47,945
77,964
55,409

45,065

54,941
69,872
51,112
72,322
64,160

116,927
57,700
59,227

435,184
58,916

14.4%
16.8%
17.8%
13.3%

17.4%
13.9%
20.8%
21.3%
16.1%
14.0%
18.2%

15.8%
12.7%
17.0%
16.4%
17.5%
15.4%

15.1%
23.7%
20.3%
18.0%
15.7%
13.9%
15.0%
11.4%
10.6%
16.2%
16.1%
16.9%
17.5%
10.9%
17.3%
12.6%
10.7%
12.7%
15.3%
1.7%
16.3%
14.8%

15.0%
14.7%
15.3%

17.0%
14.4%



SouthCarolina
SouthCarolina
SouthCarolina
SouthCarolina
SouthCarolina

SouthDakota

Tennessee
Tennessee
Tennessee
Tennessee
Tennessee
Tennessee
Tennessee
Tennessee
Tennessee
Tennessee

Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas
Texas

State

State

State
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417,948
445,437
447 417
426,269
418,656

498,173

3,649,377
427,462
426,614
418,122
416,178
418,212
410,149
393,234
400,654
398,602

12,311,442
423,089
408,461
431,370
423,501
410,296
423,948
426,400
421,726
420,395
432,619
375,960
414,876
409,597
414,346
387,088
386,157
408,914
419,982
413,252
388,385
421,834
410,502
387,119
405,092
418,895
433,976
392,322
392,664
394,531

58,197
76,335
72,272
75,646
93,818

69,308

572,633
81,264
69,150
74,918
85,880
58,320
60,287
55,386
74,668
72,610

1,702,790
81,040
78,176
34,575
66,807
69,296
33,819
31,040
41,468
61,837
44,491
62,904
63,261
68,156
62,391
61,746
53,329

70,109

71,356
50,326
60,348
52,199
37,780
51,882
57,415
49,544
31,275
59,965
69,380
63,026

13.9%
17.1%
16.2%
17.7%
22.4%

13.9%

15.7%
19.0%
16.2%
17.9%
20.6%
13.9%
14.7%
14.1%
18.6%
18.2%

13.8%
19.2%
19.1%

8.0%
15.8%
16.9%

8.0%

7.3%

9.8%
14.7%
10.3%
16.7%
15.2%
16.6%
15.1%
16.0%
13.8%
17.1%
17.0%
12.2%
15.5%
12.4%

9.2%
13.4%
14.2%
11.8%

7.2%
15.3%
17.7%
16.0%



Texas

Utah
Utah
Utah
Utah

Vermont

Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia
Virginia

Washington
Washington
Washington
Washington
Washington
Washington
Washington
Washington
Washington
Washington

WestVirginia
WestVirginia
WestVirginia
WestVirginia

Wisconsin
Wisconsin
Wisconsin
Wisconsin
Wisconsin
Wisconsin
Wisconsin
Wisconsin
Wisconsin
Wisconsin

State

State

State

State

State

State

30

S, O W oo ~NOOER WON =

—_
N W oo ~NO O A WN-=

w N

O 00 N O WN

414,145

1,134,816
371,830
390,318
372,668

422111

4,593,907
411,677
347,252
401,969
405,793
439,369
438,924
431,487
437,913
443,346
418,296
417,881

3,623,143
405,442
395,710
401,099
391,816
401,327
393,198
448,825
399,616
386,110

1,384,904
466,812
459,611
458,481

3,658,887
405,340
416,703
404,654
416,832
399,922
403,592
403,521
403,769
404,554

63,849

137,344
45,695
44,096
47,553

47,736

629,094
54,153
39,993
78,616
66,232
74,566
67,297
47,331
40,232
89,156
40,937
30,581

511,973
41,970
56,594
64,107
62,570
63,560
66,578
62,792
40,738
53,064

287,860
84,624
87,745

115,491.

457,249
50,497
43,268
52,251
51,896
62,250
50,877
55,892
49,828
40,490

15.4%

12.1%
12.3%
11.3%
12.8%

11.3%

13.7%
13.2%
11.5%
19.6%
16.3%
17.0%
15.3%
11.0%

9.2%
20.1%

9.8%

7.3%

14.1%
10.4%
14.3%
16.0%
16.0%
15.8%
16.9%
14.0%
10.2%
13.7%

20.8%
18.1%
19.1%
25.2%

12.5%
12.5%
10.4%
12.9%
12.5%
15.6%
12.6%
13.9%
12.3%
10.0%



Wyoming State 319,524 34,479 10.8%



The SAS System 17
08:57 Wednesday, Novemcer 29, 1995

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY DISAB

DISTRICT DISAB
frequency |
Percent | %0}%
Row Pet | -
Col Pct | 1} 2| Total '
--------- PP R
1 59123 | 364413 | 423536

| . R
|l 81.65 |l 1.92 D,- g/ﬂ/} /6b sz, \74 Zé” <
6.06 - '
2.22 | 1.88 |
|

e 2 CD

2| 6374
| 0.29 | 1.64 ] 1.93
| 14.98 | 85.02 | :
| 2.39 | 1.87 | .
......... bemmmmeodecnnaet
3| 56626 | 364031 | 418655

I I

| 0.25| 1.65] 1.90

| 13.05 | 86.95 | -

| 2.05| 1.88 | P 2_,_/ _
* +

374235 | 427008

I | - AN
CEITRIT e Dis aBky (s
l | ' - ’

1.98 | 1.93 | .
------------------------- +
S | 61701 | 359832 | 421533 Qéll C b
| 0.28| 1.63] 1.9
| 16.64 | 85.36 |
| 2.32] 1.8 |
--------- PO T LR TR T TR RL
6| 49008 | 395340 | 464348
| 0.22] 1.80] 2.02
| 11.03 | 88.97 | )
| 1.8 |  2.04 | <gc
--------- $mmcevecsdponcanss o s.
7| 56425 | 365610 | 421835 E—— 2. 2.8
UNIQUE P ’ 8 o &
| 0.26| 1.66] 1.92 EOPLE s T
| 13.38 | 86.62 | Q 73 S
| 2.12} 1.89 | © Z
--------- P L LR R RL o o Fb‘
o S v
Total 2662487 1.936E7 2.202E7 O = <
12.00  87.91 100.00 -2 3
—
(Continued) ?3 5‘
aQ
. VOTING PROJECT =.
2.
A PIOIECT OF COMMUNITY PaRTNERS o
O
' ]
P AARP/VOTE 601 E Street. NW » Washingtor. DC 20049 . - =757 Sooe

AARPIVOTE is the nunprofit, nonpartisun roter education programn of the American Association of Retired Persons desigmed to vicld
an informed electorate about matlers of concern (o older persons. [t will neither fund nor promote mdmndual pulitical candidates.



The SAS System 18
08:57 wecnesday, November 29, 1995

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY DISAB

DISTRICT D1SAB
Frequency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pct | 1 2| Total
8 | 68961 | 412234 | 481195
| 0.3t 1.87 ] 2.19
| 14.33 | 85.67 |
[ 2.59 | 2.13 |
......... bemmemae gt -
9 | 61722 | 385517 | 447239
| 0.28 ] 1.75| 2.03
| 13.80 | B86.20 |
| 2.32 | 1.99 ]
10 | 39229 | 392467 | 431696
| 0.18 | 1.78 | 1.9
| 9.09 | 90.91 ]
| 147 2.03 |
11 | 58030 | 346843 | 404873
{ 0.26 | 1.58 ] 1.8 .
| 14.33 | B85.67 |
| 2.18 | 1.79]
--------- 0--------¢---7----¢
12 | 4B395 | 4DBD62 | 456457
| 0.22 | 1.8 | 2.07
| 10.60 | 89.40 |
| 1.82 ] 2.1}
--------- LR SRRt
13 | 48931 | 377316 | 426247
| 0.2 | 171} 1.94
| 11.48 | 88.52 |
| 1.84 | 1.95 |
......... Mecemecsedancenmaat?
14 | 40526 | 416483 | 457209
| 0.18 | 1.89 | 2.08
| 8.8 | 91.14 |
| 1.52 | 2.15 |
--------- D L L LR TP RS

Total 2662687 1.936E7 2.202E7
12.09 g7.91 100.00

(Continued)
AARPNVOTE 601 E Street. NW » Washington. DC 20049 . 200 o o
OT": ARPNOTE is the nonprofit, nonpartisan roter education program of the Amenican Association of Retred Fersons desioned 1o yield

N an mionmed cloctorate about muiters oF concem (o older personss. 11 weit! neither fund nor promote individual poltical candidaics.




The SAS System 19
08:57 Weanescay, November 29, 1995

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY DISAB

DISTRICT DISAB
Freguency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pct | 1] 2] Total
1S | 40045 | 404579 | 444624
| ©.18 ] 1.84 | 2.02
| 9.01 | 90.99 |
| 1.50 | 2.09 |
......... woeemaecedocceneanu
16 | 47388 | 361599 | 408987
| 0.22 ] 1.6 | 1.86
| 11.59 | 88.41 |
| 1.78 | 1.87 |
17 | 46738 | 373950 | 420688
| 0.21 | 1701 1.9
| 11.11 ) 88.89 |
| 176 | 1.93 |
--------- decaccccodoncsoncnd
18 | 55208 | 336111 | 391319
| 0.25{ 1.53{ .1.78
| 14.11 | 85.89 |
| 2.07 | 174 |
--------- 4eccccerevhacecccns
19 | 54627 | 350107 | 404734
] 025} . 1.59 | 1.84
| 13.50 | B86.50 |
| 2.05 | 1.81 |
--------- #ecmccmceboncance-t
20 | 60902 | 312535 | 373437
| ©0.28{ 162 1.70
| 16.31 | 83.69 |
| 2.29 | 1.6 |
......... beemeeccoenceccnnt
21 | 55745 | 342304 | 398049
| 0.25 | 1.55 | 1.81
| 14.00 | 86.00 |
| 2.09 | 1.77 |
--------- weceeeceganaaaens
Total 2662487 1.936E7 2.202E7
12.09 87.91 100.00
(Continued)

P e T
7‘ V7 E --Hf\_’P/l"()TE i the nonprofit, nunpartisar toler cducadion progrdm of i American Association of Retired Persons desimed to yicid
PS an informed electorate aboud metlers of concer o older persons. 1t will neither tund nor promote indicdual political cendidatcs.



The SAS System 20
08:57 Wednesday, Novemder 29, 1995

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY DISAB

DISTRICT DISAB
frequency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Petr | 1] 2] Total
22 | 48861 | 394495 | 463156
| o©0.22| 179 =2.00
| 10.98 | 89.02 |
| 1.83 | 2.04 |
......... DO Y
23 | 43697 | 369354 | 413051
| ©0.20| 1.68 1] 1.8
| 10.58 | 89.42 |
| 1.66 | 1.91 ]
--------- P L S R R Y
24 | 40188 | 410726 | 450914
| ©0.18| 1.87 | 2.05
| 8.91 | 91.09 |
|15t 2.2 |
--------- deermeceabscccsannd
25 | 41267 | 373842 | 415109
| 0.19 ) 1.70| 1.8
| 9.94 | 90.06 |
| 1.55 | 1.93 |
--------- demccmccodoavnacond
26 | 48144 | 362036 | 410180
] 022 ] 1.6 1.8
| 11.74 | 88.26 |
| 1.81 | 1.87 |
--------- #ecccecncbosnnncnnd
27 | 55359 | 390404 | 445763
] 0.25 | 177 ] 2.02
| 12.42 | 87.58 |
| 2.08 | 2.02 |
......... deccencenhancasaacs
28 | 46971 | 376320 | 423291
| 021 | 17| 1.9
| 11.10 | 88.90 |
| 1.76 | 1.94 |
- -

Total 2662687 1.936E7 2.202E7
12.09 87.91 100.00
(Continued)

J AARPNVOTE 601 E Street. NW » Washington. DC 20049 & .- =7 Z . -7

P e
‘ U"r'—l__ AARPVOTE i the nonprofil, nonpartisan roler vducatton prouram of the American Association of Ketired Persons desimed 1o
< ' an informed electorate ubout matiers of concern to older persons. 11 will nether fund nor promote individuai political cand”



The SAS System 21
08:57 Wednesday, November 29, 1995

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY DISAB

DISTRICT DISAB
Freguency |
percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pct | 1] 2| Total
29 | 55216 | 441937 | 497153
| 0.5 | 2.01] 2.26
| 1.1 | 88.89 |
| 2.07 | 2.28 |
e =trecccen P wemmreeo- +
30 | 63677 | 352230 | 415907
| 0.29| 1.60| 1.89
| 15.31 | 84.69 |
| 2.39.] 1.82 |
--------- #ecemerreprocaccae
31 | 53458 | 349834 | 403292
| 0.2 ] 1.59] 1.83
| 13.26 | B6.74 |
| 2.00} 1.8
--------- P L LR R PR LY 4
32 | 66929 | 368599 | 435528
| 0.30 | 1.67 ] 1.98
| 15.37 | 84.63°]
| 2.51 ] 1.90 |
--------- #recccsaapracccsand
33 | ST24B | 327224 | 384472
| 0.26 ] 1.49} 1.75
| 14.89 | 85.11 |
| 215 | 1.9 |
--------- P L LR Y
34 | 51627 | 350898 | 402525
| 023} 1.59] 1.8
| 12.83 | 87.17 |
| 1.96 | 1.81|
--------- deemmcsachecanroncd
35 | 66158 | 322962 | 389120
| ©0.30 | 1.47 ] .77
| 17.00 | 83.00 |
| 2:68 | 1.67 |
Total 2662487 1.936E7 2.202E7
12.09 B7.91 100.00
(Continued)

J AARP/VOTE 601 E Street. N\V « Washington. SR

20049 S DL
AARPZ o A
P et ‘O ? L"_ : AARPYOTE is the nonprofit, nonpartisan voler cducation prodrdm of (i mnerican Assuciation of Ketrred Persons designed to picid
P ™ Yo N

an iformed clectorate about matters of concem o older persons. 1t will neither und nor promote mdividual political cendiduates.



The SAS System 22
08:57 Wednesday, November 29, 1995

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY DISAB

DISTRICT DISAB
Frequency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pct | 1 2] Total
36 | 41727 | 420970 | 462697
| 0.19 ] 191 ] 2.10
| 9.02 | 90.98 |
| .57 | 2.7 |
......... Hemececbeccnennny
37 | 62983 | 312098 | 375081
| 0.29} 1421 1.70
| 16.79 | 83.21 |
| 2.37 | 1.61 ]
38 | 54288 | 381202 | 435490
| o0.28{ 1.73 | 1.98
| 12.47 | 87.53 |
| 2.06 | 1.97 |
--------- 4mcccococponcncense
39 | 41976 | 388744 | 430720
j 0.9 1.77 ] 1.96
| 9.75 | 90.25 |
| 1.58 ] 2.01 |
--------- decrrncaadoncencnnd
40 | 52779 | 354996 | 407775
| 0.2 | 1.61] 1.8
| 12.94 | 87.06 |
| 1.98 | 1.83 |
......... .
41 | 42166 | 358036 | 400202
| 0.19 | 1.63 | 1.8
| 10.54 | 89.46 |
] 1.58 | 1.85 |
--------- L Rt R KR
42 | 47462 | 333459 | 380921
| ©6.22 | 1.5 | 1.73
| 12.46 | 87.54 |
| 178 | 1.72 |}
--------- decccscacpacnncnand

Total 2662487 1.936E7 2.202E7
12.09 87.91 100.00

(Continued)
J AARP/VOTE eet. NW = Washi Q049 L T s
AARP OTE 601 E Street. NW = Washington, DC 20049 © .-~ .07 0 -
e o :
‘ O""' "E AARPAOTE is the nonprofit, nonpartisan voler education program: of the American Association of Retired Persons desumed 1o vield

am miormed clectorate about matters of concem to older persons. L will neither tund nor promaote individual political candidutcs.



The SAS System 23
08:57 Wednesaay, November 29, 1995

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY DISAB

DISTRICT DISAB
frequency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pct | 1] 2| Total
......... deeemcne s
43 | 46509 | 354460 | 400969
| 0.21] 1.61| 1.8
| 11.60 | B8.4D |
| .75 ] .83 |
......... 4emeeece gty
44 | 58247 | 358895 | 417142
| 0.26 | 1.63] 1.8
| 13.96 | 86.04 |
| 2.19 1 1.8 |
......... et
45 | 43803 | 406971 | 450774
| 0.20 | 1.8 | 2.05
| 9.72 | 90.28 |
| 1.65 ] 2.10 |
......... Hoccccc e
46 | 46146 | 359220 | 405366
| 0.21 ] 1.63 ] 1.8
| 11.38 | 88.62 |
| 1.73 | 1.86 |
--------- $ocmcccaccqhannnencnd
47 | 34916 | 407201 | 442117
| 0.16 ] 1.85| 2.01
| 7.90 | . 92.10 |
| 1.31] 2.10 ]
......... s
48 | 36179 | 390517 | 426696
| 0.16 | 1.77] 1.9
| 8.48 | 91.52 |
| 136 ) 2.02 |
--------- 4eccreccchaccenccns
49 | 47872 | 432070 | 479942
| 0.22] 1.96| 2.18
] 9.97 | 90.03 |
| 1.80 ] 2.23 |
--------- #ecccccncprmcrccoct

Total 2662487 1.936E7 2.202E7
12.09 87.91 100.00
(Continued)

J AARP/NNVOTE 601 E Street. NW » \\ashmgton DC 20044 . Tl T

AARP=== |
’w ‘ 737""- AARPVOTE s the nonprodil, nompartisun voler education program of the American Association of Ketred Persons desianed 1o uicid
um bormed clectorate about matters of concem to older persons. 1t will neither wnd nor promote indiridual political cundidutes.



The SAS System 24
08:57 Wednesday, Novemoer 29, 1995

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY DISAB

DISTRICT DISAB
frequency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Cot Pct | 1 2| Total
......... Wty
50 | 56148 | 341969 | 398117
| 0.25 | 1.55] 1.8
| 14.10 | 85.90 |
| 2.11 ] 1.77 |
......... demecenmateenaaeant
51 | 36716 | 395891 | 432607
| 0.17 | 1.80 | 1.96
| 8.49 ] 91.51 |
| 1.38 | 2.05 |
......... wemccsenabmaneeanat
S2 | 50155 | 365249 | &15404
| 0.23| 1.66| 1.8
| 12.07 | 87.93 |
] 1.88 | 1.89 |
--------- 4oecmmcccsposcnsccad

Total 2662487 1.936E7 2.202E7
12.09 87.91 100.00

J AARPNOTE 601 E Street. NW » Washington, DC 20049 .- Lw07 200 o7

AARP.

" 70 AARPAOTE 15 the nonprofit, nonpartisan volter education program of the American Association of Retired Persony desiomed to ueid
Uil e an infurmed clectorate about matters of concem o older persoes. I will neither iund nor promote mdividual political candidates
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The $AS System :
13:29 Thursday, Febeuary 1, 1996

TABLE OF OISTRICT BY AGECAT

DISTRICT AGETAT 1' 4.

! 0 4+
frequency | g
/s

Percent |
Row Pet |
col Pet | 1] 2| Total
......... emvme bt
1] 28266 | 30857 | 59123
| 1.96 ] 116 2.22
| 47.81 | 52.19 |
12,151 2.28 !
--------- 4recccccopocccncece
2] 28290 | 35426 | 63714
{ 1.cé6| 1.33| 2.3
| 46,63 | 55.60 |
fo2.16 | 2.52 ;
......... woritarsepesancancs
3 | 25965 | 28438 | Sua2L
] 0.98 ] 1.08] 2.03
| 47.54 | 52.46 |
| .98 2.12 |
PYERTETE Y TR EERR 31 $moemecces &
& | 25742 | 27031 | 52775
| 0.97 | 1.02| 1.8
| %8.78 | S1.22 |
| 1.9 | 2.00 ]
emcanmccsdasvrosvsdrrmosnoony
50 31305 | 30396 | s1707

| 118 1.6 2.32
i 50.7¢ | 49.26 |
| 2.39 | 2.25 |
Ceopmonon fommmeaan -
| 24126 | 26882 [ 49008
| 0.91] 0.93| 1.8
Yoo 9.3 sa.r7 )
|
|
|
!
!

1.84 | .8t ]

28828 | 27597 | 5é4z5
1.08 1 1,06} 2.i2
51.09 8.9 |
2.2} 2.0+ )
Tatal 1312243 1330444 2562487
46.23 £C.72  100.09
(Continued)

1
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FEB-95-1996 8:35 CEMNSUS EURERU HHES DiLI |

The SAS System 2
3129 Thursday, February 1, 1966

TABLE OF DISTRiCTT BY AGECAT

Haak PPN

SISTRICT AGECAT
Frequency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pet | 1 2 Toral
--------- deveemc oo acand
8 | 32850 | 361t1 | £891
| 1.23 | 136 | 2.59
| 47.854 | 52.36 |
| 2.50 ] 2.67 |
......... B
9 | e98S6 | 31886 | &1722
| 112 ] 1.e0 ] 2.32
| 48.37 | 51.63 ]
| .28 2.36]
------ sPoupresTIETOIIPITIIE O s
10 | 18193 | 21036 | 39229
| ©.68 [ 0.79 | 1.47
| «&.38 1 S53.82 |
| 1397 1.%6 |
--------- decccaccabncns oo
11| 277264 | 30306 | 58030
] 104! Y le | 2,18
| 47.78 1 52.22
|20 2.2
......... esrvesmrbmenaaaas
12 1 19525 | 28870 | 4B39S
| C.73 | 1.08| 1.82
| 4C.35 | 59.645
| 169 | 2,16 |
......... $ecemmccshannncaees
15 | - 24295 | 24636 | 489?
| 691 | 90293 1.8
L7 wm.s3 | 50.38 |
’ | 1.8 | .82
sercsncan Peccmcnas $occccsns - -
14 | 19085 | 21481 | 40525
| €72} D0.81| 1.5
| &7.06 | 52.96 |
| 3.45 ] 1.59
Total 1312043 1350446 2652487
49.28 50.72 100.00
{Centirued)
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The 3AS Systerm 3
13:29 Thurscay, rfesruarvy &, 1994

TABLE OF DISTRICT 3Y AGECAT

JISTRICT RGECAT

Freaguency |
Percent |
oW Pct |
lel Pex | 1) 2! Toral
......... e teeedeeonens
15 ] 18614 | 21637 | 4C043
| C.70 | 0.8 | 1.30
| 46.48 | 53.52 |
| 162 ] 1.59 |
--------- L LR R SRR 4
16 | 26068 | 27320 | 47338
| 0.98] 0.8 ! 1.78
| 55.01 | 44.99 ]
| 1.99| 1.58 |
teseesens [ - $mmvemcann
17 | 23560 | 23478 | 44738
| 0.88] o0.37| 1.7
©S0.41 | 49.59 |
| 1.80 ] 1.72
--------- dececrcoaprmsammcnd
18 | 24573 | 28435 | 552¢8
| 100 1.c8} 2.67
| 48.13 | $1.87 |
[ 203} 2.12)
--------- D LA LT TR
19 | 2103 | 28526 | 54627
| 0.98 | 1.07 ] 2.0%
| 47.78 ) S2.22 |
| 199 ] 2.1
--------- EL R R Y TR EERY
2 ! 31920 | 29782 | 60002

!
o117 ] 112 ] 2.29
Z: 0 51,00 48.90 |
’ | 2371 .21 |
21| 26789 | 28956 | 55745
P11 1,091 2.00
| 48.06 | S1.96 |
Io2.04 ] 2.%6 |

Total 1312043 133044 2662487
L9.28 $C.72  100.3¢
(Centinued)

e



SZB-35-19% £8:30 CEN3US EURZIAMU HHES LI

The SAS System ‘o
13:29 Thursday, Fecrucry 1, 1996

TA3LE Of DI!STRICY 8y AGECAT

DISTRICT AGECAT

frequency |

Percert |

Row Pet |

2ol Pct | 1] 2} Toral
......... Gomerenaode s

22 | 23621 | 25C40 | a6
| 0.89 | 92.94 | 1.8
| 48.54 | $1.66 !
| 1.80 | 1.85 |

--------- D LR L R

23 ] 1507 | 22150 | 43697
| 0.81 | 0.83 | 1.5
| 49.22 | 59.78 |
| 1,66 | 1.66 |

--------- P R LRy 3

26 | 17697 | 22491 | 40183
| 0.6 0.8 | 1.57
| 46.04 | 53.96 |
| 135 | .67 ]

cesecrepacasaaan PO .

25 | 20996 | 20271 | 41267
| 079 | ©6.76 | *.58
| 50.88 | 49.12 |
[ 1.60 ] .53

--------- Pececccenproncacnny

26 | 26122 | 22022 | +48iks
| ©c.981 0.8 ] 1.8
| 56.26 | &5.76 |
[ 1.99 ] 1.63 |

..... “scedtoecccccchomcnncand

27 | 268C2 | 305587 ] S53%9

[ 3.93] 1.15 | 2.08

.| 64,80 | 55.20 |

o 189 2.2 |
------- IR R R AL TR YT -

28 ) 207B2 | 368 | 469
Y0.78 | C.e8 | 1.7%
| 46.24 | 55.76 |
| 1.58 ] .64 |

--------- D bt LR I

Total 1312043 1350444 2442487
45.28 $0.72 107.0C
(Zontinuad)

1

N



SEB~-35-199% £6:2o CENSIUS EUFERU HHES DIULT ]

Tre SxS System 5
13:29 Thurscay, february 1, 1695

TABLE OF DISTRICT BY AGECAT

DISTRICT AGECAT

Fregquency|
percent |
Row Pct |
col Pet | 1 2| Total
ceceleesegenetacenbonaannnn .
29 | 21673 33543 | 55216

f
+
|
0.8 | 1.26 | z.07
|
|
]

|
!
I
30 | 37042 | 26633 | 3677
l
I
I

1.39 | 1.00 | 2.39
58.17 | 41.83 |
2.82 1 1.97:
ensitsrradracomecn Gmmcseman +
31 | 2r7s4 | 257c4 | 53458
| 1.4 | 0.7 2.0
| 51.92 | 48.08 |
1212 1.50 |

snsrsvsrmduccssnnnapancacmnad
32 | 32467 | 36162 | 64929
| 1.22] 1291 2.5

48.51 | 51.49 |

|
bo2.477)  2.55 |
......... descavncadecennenod
31 ] 34211 | 23C37 | S7248
| 1.28| 0.87] 2.15
| $9.76 | 4G.2 |
| 2601 1.7
......... wesscrramepecncacecd
3t | 25586 | 26041 | $1627
| 0.9 | 0.98| 1.9
£ | 49.56 | 50.44 |

d | 1.95 ] 1.63

e eeemeedeenemeeebraceecnat
35 | 37328 | 28830 | 646158
| 1.0} 1.08] 2.48

| S6.42 | 43.58 |

| 2.88 { 2.13 |

et mmeaaaa,
Total 1312043 1350444 2662(87
49.28  50.72  130.03

(Continued)
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The SAS Svstem

13:29 Thurszay, ‘ebruary I,

TABLE OF DISTRICT B8Y AGECAT

DISTRICT AGECAT
Frequercy |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pcr | 11 21 Taotal
......... hemmeeamagecneanne,
36 | 18581 | 23146 | o177
| 9.ro | 0.87 | 1.57
| 44,53 | $5.47 |
| te2 | 1wmd
cassvscecdpmaccccaadeccranen®
37 [ 3588C | 27103 | 62983
| w3 | 1. | .37
| 56,97 | 43.03 |
| .73 | 2.01 |
......... Goecmeccebosasnanne
383 | 25769 | 28519 | 54288
| 097 ) .07 | 2.04
| &7.47 | 52.33 |
| 1.9 | 2.71
peecccanm $revoncacwen PR XY
39 | 19680 | 22376 | 4197¢
i 0.74| 0.8 | 1.58
| 46.69 | 53.31 |
| 169 | 1.66 |
“retstsevpeccnnane dosoms ceve
40 | 234697 | 29CB2 | S2TT9
' D.89 | 1.09 | 1.98
| 44.90 | 55.1C |
| 1.81; 2.15 |
..... teas@rssesememencaonnnd
41 ) 25233 | 16733 | 42166
] 0.95 !~ 0.6 | 1.58
£ . | 59.84 | 40.16 |
4 | t.92 | 1.25]
--------- G L LA R XY .
42 | 25284 | 22198 | 47462
| 0.93| 0.83 ]| 178
| 53.23 | 6.7
| 1.63 ) 1.64 ]
e etieravedocceaecobeana e
Total 1312063 1350446 2662487
49.28 50.72 10C.X0
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TABLE OF DISTRICT BY AGECAT

OISTRICY AGECAT
Frequency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pet | 1} 2| Tozal
ceeeiieeedanoanan PR vees
63 1 6566 | 21965 | 4esC9
| 9.92 1 0.8 ]| 1.7
| S52.77 | 47.22 |
| 1.87 ] 1.6% ]
........ ewesmeree b caae oot

4 | 25139 | 33108 ! SBWT
| 0.9 | t.26| 2.19
43.16 | S6.8% |
1.92 | 2.45 |

1.00( 0.73§ 1.73
57.63 | 62.37 |
| 2.03 | 1.645 |
........ Y
47 | 156BB | 19228 | 34916
| 0% o0,72] 1.7
| 46.93 | 55.97 |
| 120} 142
—emsettsodecncaren P LT
8 | 17482 | 18657 | 34179
j 0.66] 0O.70! 1.3
| 48.32 | 51.68 |
P 1,33 1.8 |

........ PR XE

|
|
......... deveccococbanvenonnd
4S | 206473 | 23330 | 43803
| 0.77 | 0.8 ] 1.65
| &6.76 | 53.26 |
Lovse | .73 |
Sreemenaa decsassanprnccvavad
46 | 26592 | 19554 | 46146
|
I

49 | 236% | 24758 | 47872

| 0.89 | 09.91] 1.80

| 49.33 | $0.47 |
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Total 1312063 1350444 2662457
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TABLE C7 DISTRICT BY AGECAT

CISTRICT AGECAT
Frequency |
Percent |
Row Pct |
Col Pet | 1 2| Totel
cieseanen —meaame PO .
SO | 29847 | 26337 | 55148
| 112 o9, 2.1
| 93.15 | 46.85 |
| 2.22 | 1.95 }

P R LY T

51 | 16622 | 20094 | 36718
I 0.62 ] 0.75 | .32

[ 45.27 | 54.73 |

| 1.27 ] 1.49 |

......... boeen e baasannan
52| 23578 | 26577 | 50153
| 0.89| 1.06) 1.8 -

| 47.01 | $2.9 |

| 1.8¢ ] 1.97:
Tctal *312043 1350444 2662487
45.28 50,72 100.09
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PERM ABS VOTERS

CDS VOTERS HOUSEHOLDS PHONES
01 3112 2422 1452
02 4235 3604 2586
03 1683 1515 1149
04 1915 1668 1257
05. 19€5 1773 1220
06 10661 8166 6685
07 5036 4530 2890
08 13068 11658 7369
09 4666 4209 2432
10 5435 4773 3375
11 2504 2255 1500
12 8029 6990 4344
13 3062 2677 1510
14 2000 1851 1258
15 1407 1281 796
16 762 707 462
17 ' 866 775 549
18 3430 2591 1412
19 4670 4246 3031
20 2598 2370 1746
21 1181 1070 826
22 2318 2094 1586
23 2014 1675 879
24 1085 985 602
25 568 539 377
26 602 557 337
27 1240 1157 779
28 831 786 537
29 1571 1470 993
30 629 596 376
31 571 533 366
32 1254 1151 772
33 346 329 202
34 668 625 444
35 1454 1208 830
36 930 867 615
37 552 516 352
38 1217 1143 730
33 1926 1733 1129
41 380 339 235
43 . 2293 2020 1534
44 3922 3420 2815
45 2924 2649 1838
46 1843 1672 1053
47 3864 3487 2477
48 1284 1124 785

TOTALS 118581 104806 70452
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Siate Democratic Condidates Repubjican Candidates Ratine
' AR-03 TIM HUTCHINSON 65%. Solic Rep
; AR-04 Jay Bradford, St. Sen., '94 nominee (3) JAY DICKEY 52% Likely Rep
ag CALTFORNTA (Filing deadline TBA; primary TBA)
‘ CA-01 ~ FRANK RIGGS* 53% Lean Rep
% CA-02 WALLY HERGER 64% | Solid Rep
§ CA-03 VIC FAZIO 49% Lean Dem
é‘ CA-04 JOHN DOOLITTLE 61% Solid Rep
:; CA-05 ROBERT MATSUI 68%  Solid Dem
o CA-06 LYNN WOOLSEY 58% Solid Dem
j CA-07 GEORGE MILLER 70%  Solid Dem
;
% 4 CA-08 NANCY PELOSI §2% Solid Dem
{g i CA-09 RONALD DELLUMS 72% Solid Dem
0 CA-10 BILL BAKER 59%  Solid Rep
;‘; CA-11 RICHARD POMBO 62% Solid Rep
9-; : CA-12 TOM LANTOS 67% Solid Dem
%‘; g CA-13 FORTNEY "PETE" STARK 64% Solid Dem
‘3 CA-14 ANNA ESHOO 61% Solid Dem
: © CA-15 NORMAN MINETA 60% Solid Dem
% CA-16 ZOE LOFGREN* 65% Solid Dem
CA-17 SAM FARR 52% Lean Dem
: CA-18 GARY (_ZONDIT 65% Solid Dem
CA-19 GEORGE RADANOVICH*= 57% Likely Rep
1 CA-20 CALVIN DOOLEY 565 Solid Dem
‘ CA-21 BILL THOMAS 695 Solid Rep
\/CA-22 Walter Capps, UCSB professor. ANDREA SEASTRAND* 49%  PToss Up
; ‘94 nominez (3) -
CA-23 ELTON GALLEGLY 66% Solid Rep
CA-24 TONY BEILENSON 49% Lean Dem
CA-25 HOWARD "BUCK" McKEON 65%  SolidRep
7 CA-26 HOWARD BERMAN 63% Solid Dem
- @
63 . COOK &
February §, 1995 The Cook Political Report an(r?calenﬁE!
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CA-27 . CARLOS MOORHEAD 52% Lean Rep
CA-28 - DAVID DREIER 67%  SoligRep
CATé'g'Ij-:_' WAXMAN - - %% " Solid Dem
CA30 ; XAVI:ERBECEN‘RA 66% Solid Dem
CA;31 1"":.'MATrH'Ew MARTINEZ 59% Solid Dem
A2 N DIXON 8% Solid Der
CA-33 LucmLe ROYBAL-ALLARp 81%  Solid Dey
Ca-34 ESTEBAN TORRES 6% Solid Dem
CA-35 MAXINE WAERS 78% Solid Dem
CA-36 JANE HARMAN Susan Brooks, frmr Rancho Palos Verdes 48% Toss Up
mayor, '94 nominee (3) '
CA-37 WALTER TUCKER 78% Solid Dem
CA-38 STEVE HORN 59% Likely Rep
CA-39 ED ROYCE 66% Solid Rep
CA-40 JERRY LEWIS 71% Solid Rep
CA-41. JAY KM 62% Solid Rep
C;A-42 GEORGE BROWN, Jr. | 51% Toss Up
CA3 ' KEN CALVERT 55%  Likely Rep
CA4 SONNY BONG S6%  Likely Rep
CA4s DANA ROHRABACHER 69% Solid Rep
CA-_46 BOB DORNAN 57% Likely Rep
If Dornan retires:
Dan Young, Santa Ana mayor (3)
CA47 CHRISTOPHER Cox 72% Solid Rep
CAs RON PACKARD 73% Solid Rep
CAw9 BRIAN BILBRA Y 49% Lean Rep
CA-50 BOB FILNER 57% Solid Dem
CA.51- RANDY “DUEKE” CUNT\TNGHAM 67% Solid Rep
CA-52 DUNCAN HUNTER 64% Solid Rep
COLQRADQ (Filing deadline TBA; Pnimary Auyeysr 13)
co.0) PAT SCHROEDER 60%  Solid Dem
———
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Labor force activity of persons with disabilities: Data from the 1994 Survey of
Income and Program Participation (SIPP)

e Inlate 1994, about 30 million persons ages 20-64 were classified as being disabled,
about one out of every five persons in that age range. The disabled were split almost
evenly between those with moderate and severe disabilities. (See Table A.)

« Only about 26 percent of people ages 20-64 classified as severely disabled were
working. (This is properly presented as an employment rate, or employment-
population ratio, of 26 perceat, NOT an unemployment rate of 74 percent.) This
compares with nearly 82 percent of people with no disabilities, The labor market
activity of persons the same ages with moderate disabilities was similar to that of

nondisabled persons.

« The unemployment rate for persons ages 20-64 with severe disabilities was 10.9
percent -- about 3 times that of persons without disabilities.

Table A. Labor force activity in 1994 of persouns ages 20-64 years by disability status

(numbers in thousands)

Labor force status No disability | Moderate disability | Severe disability
Population 123,042 15,569 14,350
With labor force activity 103,942 12,708 4229
Percent of population 84.5 1.6 29.5
Employed 100,338 11,939 3,767
Percent of population 81.5 ~ 767 26.3
Unemployed! 3,604 T>769 < 462
Unemployment rate? 3.5 6.1 10.9
Nat in labor force. - 7 19,100 ~=2,861 30,121
Percent of population 15.5 18.4 70.5

1The unemployed are defined as those with no job but who looked for work or were .
on layoff at Jeast part of the month. - L

a job but looked for work or were on layoff at least part of the month.

Note: These estimates differ from "official" labor force estimates from the Current Population

N
AN

\"/.;_

N

Survey because of differences in concepts, survey methodology, and reference period.

Source: Survey of Income and Program Participation, Sept. -- Dec., 1994

Bureau of the Census

ccscad d
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Concepts and Definitions

Labor Force

* Population Noniastitutional population ages 20-64
+ Employed Worked any time during one-month reference period
+ Unemployed Did not work but looked for work or was on layoff during

reference period
« Not in labor force Did not-work or look for work during reference period

e Employment rate (or employment—populatxon ratio) Employed as a
percent of a group's population

e With labor force activity Sum of the employed and the unemployed

» Unemployment rate Unemployed as percent of those with labor force activity

Disability Status -

A person has a disability if he/she:

» uses a wheelchair, cane, crutches, or walker (i.e., mobility aids);

¢ has difficulty with activities such as seeing, hearing, or clumbing stairs;

e has difficulty getting around inside the home, dressing, eating, or preparing meals;
» has alearning disability, or any mental or emotional condition;

« has a condition that limits the type or amount of work performed; or

» is under age 65 and receives Supplemental Security Income (SSI) payments or
Medicare.

An individual has a severe disability if he/she:
» is along-term user of a mobility aid;
* is unable, or needs assistance, to seg, hear, or climb stairs;

*» is unable, or needs assistance, to get around lnSIde the home, dress, eat, or prepare
meals, or

 is under age 65 and receives SSI payments or Medicare

ccrEB d coLresks 0L 8611 612 282 H0d07 1d3d SN ¥4 8r:vl Bues 82 odd



Measuring disability status in the Survey of Income and Program Panicipation

Identifying people with disabilities in the context of a house-
hold survey such as the Survey of Incotne and Program Par-
ticipation (SIPP) is by no means easy. The main challenge is
to achieve some level of consistency across respondents.
That is, different respondents with similar conditions or
problems should answer the same questions similarly. The
specific questions that are asked, of course, depend on the
definition of disability that is adopted.

Definitions of disability can be categorized into four broad
conceptual areas;'

1. A specific condition (active pathology) that interferes
with normal, everyday life,

2, An impairment that involves:
a. A specific condition. (See item 1)
b. Residual losses or abnormalities that remain
after the condition is controlled or eliminated.
c. Losses or abnormalities not associated with any
specific condition.

3. A funetional limitarion that affects the way in which
an individual functions, such as a limitation in the ability
to see, hear, walk, or lift something heavy, like a bag of
grocerics.

4. An inability or limitation in performing a social role or
task, such as working at a job, obtaining an education, or car-
ing for oneself.

The sipp uses both the functional limitation concept and
the concept of inability or limitation in performing a social
role or task in forming its definition of disability. This leads
to some problems, however. Using the second of the two
concepis to identify persons with disabilities introduces an
element of uncertainty, especially over time. An individual
who has a disability in one period due to an inability or
limitation in performing a social role ot task may not be
disabled in a different period if some change takes place in
his or her condition or environment. On the other hand, it is
reasonable to assume that the first of the two concepts—of
a functional limitation—would consistently identify people
with a disability. That is, individuals with a specific func-
tional limitation (say, visual impairment) are likely to be
identified as members of the appropriate universe both on a
current basis and over time.

The step disability topical modules collect information
regarding both functional impairment and inability or limi-
tation in performing a social role or task, which is then used
to determine one’s disability status. The types of informa-
tion collected are, in general outline, as follows:

1. Whether a person uses a wheelchair, a cane, crutches,
or a walker.

2. Whether the person finds it difficult or is unable to:

a. Sec words and letters in ordinary newspaper print.

b. Hear what is s2id in a normal conversation with
another person.

. Have his or her speech understood.

. Lift and carry a full bag of groceries.

. Climb a flight of stairs without resting.

Walk three city blocks,

3. Whether the person finds it difficult or is unablc to use
the telephone.

4. Whether the person has difficulty with, or needs the
help of, another person with;
a. Getting around inside the home.
b. Getting in and out of bed or a chair.
c. Taking a bath or shower.
d. Dressing.
e, Eating.
f. Using the toilet, including getting to the toilet.
g. Going outside the home to shop or visit a doctor’s
h
i
J

™ a Qo

office.

. Keeping track of money and bills.
Preparing meals,

. Doing light housework, such as washing dishes or
sweeping the floor.

5. Whether the person has any of the following conditions:
a A learning disability.
b. Mental retardation.
c. Any other developmental disability.
d. Alzheimer’s disease, senility, or dementia.
e. Any other mental or emotional condition.

6. Whether the person has a condition that limits the kind
or amount of work that he or she can do and whether the
person is prevented from working at a job.

7. Whether the person has a condition that limits or pre-
vents work around the house.

8. Whether the person receives supplemental security in-
come (SSI) payments and whether the person is covered by
medicare. (If the person is under 65 years, he or she must
have qualified for these programs on the basis of having a
disability,)

In the SIPP, a petson js considered to have a disability if
any of the following conditions is met:

(2) The person has difficulty with one ot more of the

cesratd
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Persons with Disabilities

Continued—Measuring disability status

activities mentioned in items 2, 3, 4, 6, and 7 of the (b) The person needs the help of another person to
preceding list. perform one or more of the activitics mentoned
(b) The person has one or more of the conditions listed in item 4 of the preceding list,
in item S. (¢) The person has mental retardation, another devel-
(c) The person uses a wheelchair or is a long-term user opmental disability, Alzheimer’s disease, senil-
of a cane, crutches, or a walker, ity, or dementia.
(d) The person is under 65 years and receives $sl or is (d) The person uses a wheelchair or is a long-term
covered by medicare. user of a cane, crutches, or a walker.
(e) The person is under 65 years and receives ssi or is
A person is considered to have a severe disability if any of covered by medicare.

the following conditions is met:
(a) The person is unable to perform one or more ! See Saad Nagi, “Disability Concepta Rovisited: Implications for Pre-
vention," in Andrew M. Pope and Alvin R. Tarlov, cds,, Disability in

of the activities mentioned in items 2, 6, and 7 of  anerim, Ryarda Natiral agenda Br Brevertin(Washington, be, Na-
the preceding list. Honal Academy Press, 1991), appendix A. '

Fax-on-demand available

Users of data from the Bureau of Labor Statistics can request a fax of news releases,
historical data, and technical information 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, from the
Bureau’s fax-on-demand system.

Users can receive news releases of major econotnic indicators (see schedule on back
cover) at 8:45 a.m. on the morning the data are released. The number to obtain data
from the national office is:

(202) 606-6325)

Use a touch-tone telephone and follow the voice instructions for entering document
codes and your fax telephione number. The fax-on-demand catalog, convaining a list of
available documents and codes, can be obtained by entering code 1000, You may re-
quest up to four documents with cach call. Faxes are sent immediately following the
request. If your fax line is busy, the system atternpts to send the requested material four
times before disconnecting,

12 Monthly Labor Revlew September 1998
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_Chartbook on Work and Disability in the United States Infolse, 1998

How many working-age people in the United States have a disability?

According to the Survey of Income and Program Participation (SIPP), 32 million
working-age people (ot 18.7% of the population age 15 to 64) have a disability.
The SIPP provides an opportunity to examine disability and work using a
definition of disability consistent with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA).

Compared to information from the National Health Interview Survey of the
Current Population Survey, the SIPP definition of disability is more broad-based,
covering a variety of limitations that may or may not be related to work. The
SIPP definition clearly includes people who have reported being limited or
unable to work as well as those who have qualified for a Social Security program
based on inability to work. But the SIPP definition also includes people who use
wheelchairs, report functional limitations or have other specified conditions, but
may be fully employed and report no limitation in the amount or kind of work.
Using the SIPP definitions, 18.7% of the working-age population 15-64 (32 million
people) report a disability. Severe disabilities were reported by 8.7% (15 million);
non-severe disabilities account for the other 10% (17 million).

-

Almost twenty percent of people ages 15-64 report some level of disability.

Severe disability
8.7%

Non-severe
disability
10.0%

No disability :
81 .30/0 . v

Source: McNeil (1997), Americans with Disabilities: 1994-95. .
http:/ /www.census.gov/hhes/www /disable.html ¢
Survey: SIPP, 1994-95.
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. InfoUse, 1998

Chartbook on Work and Disability in the United States

What percentage of people with a disability are employed?

People with a disability are less likely to have a job or business than people with

no disability. For people ages 21 to 64 with no disabili

ty, the likelihood of having

a job or business is 82.1%. For people with a non-severe disability, the rate is
76.9%; the rate drops to 26.1% for those with a severe disability.

The rates are lower for women than for men, regardless of disability status.

Employment is lower for people with a disability and much lower
for those with a severe disability.

100% 89.8% —y
| 8% 85.1% O Both sexes
[7,]
£ 80% ! 74.5% OMen
g 700/0 _L 68-40/6 [ | Wome-rl
-

S 60% 1
=
2 50% 4

T
= 40% 1
2 309 26.1% 278% 5459,
=
g 20% 1
g
B 10% 4

0%
No disability Nonsevere Severe
disability disability

Source: McNeil (1997), Americans with Disabilities: 1994-95.
http:// www .census.gov/hhes/ www/disable html
Survey: SIPP, 1994-95.
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Chartbook on Work and Disability in the United States Infollse, 1998

How many people have a work limitation?

According to the National Health Interview Survey (NHIS), 16.2 million
working-age people have a work limitation (10.5% of the population, 18-64 years
of age). ' .

The NHIS measures the relationship between disability and work in a way that
differs from the SIPP definition, and therefore yields different estimates of the
numbers of working-age people who are disabled. The traditional measure of
disability employed by the NHIS is based on questions about limitations in one’s
major activity due to a chronic health condition. For people 18 to 69 years of age,
the major activity is defined as working at a job or business. Although the NHIS
also asks questions about limitations in other activities, such as activities of daily
living, instrumental activities of daily living, and needs for personal assistance,
the questions about limitations in working at a job or business are most directly
relevant to the topics of this publication, work and disability.

Over ten percent of working-age people report work limitation.

With a work
limitation
10.5%
Limited in
activities other
than work
3.6%

With no activity
limitation
85.9%

Source: LaPlante & Carlson (1996), Disability Statistics Report 7, Table 2, p. 66.
Survey: NHIS, 1992.

6
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Infollse, 1998 Chartbook on Work and Disability in the United States

How many peo'ple have a work disability or a severe work disability?

The Current Population Survey (CPS) asks people whether they have a work
disability (a condition that limits the kind or amount of work they can do) or a
severe work disability (a condition that prevents them from working). According
to this definition, 17.4 million people, or 10.2% of the 1997 working-age U.S.
population ages 16-64 years, had a disability that prevents or limits work.

The CPS classifies persons as having a severe work disability if (1) they did not
work in the survey week because of a long-term physical or mental illness that
prevents the performance of any kind of work, (2) they did not work at all in the
previous year because of illness or disability, (3) they were under 65 years of age
and covered by Medicare, or (4) they were under 65 years of age and a recipient of
Supplemental Security Income (SSI). '

It is estimated that 11.3 million people of working age (16-64) have a severe work
disability. Those with a severe work disability comprise 64.6% of the 17.4 million
people with a work disability as measured by the CPS.

Nearly two-thirds of all work disabilities are severe.

Non-severe work
disability
35.4%

Severe work
disability
64.6%

Source; U. S. Bureau of the Census Website, Table 197.
http:// www.census.gov/hhes/www/disable/ cps
Survey: CPS, 1997.
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Chartbook on Work and Disability in the United States Infollse, 1998

How does employment status differ for people with different disabilities or
functional limitations?

The likelihood of employment varies significantly among people with different
disabilities and different functional limitations. The SIPP includes information
about whether a person uses a wheelchair, has used a cane, crutches or walker for
at least 6 months, or has a mental disability. Functional limitations as measured
by the SIPP include the ability to perform specific sensory and physical activities
such as seeing ordinary newspaper print, hearing normal conversation, having
speech understood, lifting or carrying 10 pounds, walking a quarter of a mile
without resting, climbing a flight of stairs without resting, getting around outside
or inside, or getting into and out of bed.

Among people with no disability, 82.1% are employed. The percentage employed
drops sharply for people with different functional limitations and other
disabilities. Of those with mental disabilities, 41.3% are employed. The percentage
employed is even lower for people with mobility impairments, including those
who use a cane, crutches, or walker (27.5%) or a wheelchair (22%).

Among people who have any functional limitations, 32.2% are employed. There
is great variation in employment, depending on the type of limitation, with
lower rates in mobility-related impairments. People unable to walk 3 city blocks
have 22.5% employment. Employment for people unable to climb stairs is 25. 5%;
for those unable to lift or carry 10 pounds, 27%; for people with visual

impairments (unable to see words or letters), 30.8%; and for those unable to hear
conversation, 59.7%.

10
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Chartbook on Work and Disability in the United States

Employment is lowest fo; people with mobility impairments.

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% S50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

Percent Employed

With no disability

82.1%

disability
Any functional
limitation
Uses cane, crutches
or walker

Uses a wheelchair

With a mental R

blocks
stairs

10 pounds

Functional Limitation

conversation

Unable to walk 3 city
Unable to climb
Unable to lift/carry
Unable to see

words/letters
Unable to hear

22.5%
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0% 10"/ 20% 30/ 40‘7 50/o 60°/ ' 70% 80% 90%
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27.0%

59 7%

d
——

Percent Employed

Source: McNeil (1997), Table 2.

Survey: SIPP, 1994-95.
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Chartbook on Work and Disability in the United ‘States Infolse, 1998

How many people with a work disability are in the labor force?

Most of the population with a work disability are not in the labor force. Of the
17.4 million people between the ages of 16 and 64 who have a work disability,
only 33.1% (5.7 million people) are in the labor force, and the unemployment rate
among those in the labor force is 13.6%. In contrast, of the 153.2 million people
with no work disability, 81.9% (125.5 million) are in the labor force, while the
unemployment rate is only 5.3%.

More than two-thirds of people with a work disability are not in the labor force.

Not employed
P °,°Ple 0'52 %o A Not in labor force
with a 4+ 6.8%
wnrtl :
disabilj Employed
7 19% —
’—Not in laber force é
16.3% >
People
with no Not emg/lay‘!é,,,,
work 3.9%
disability
Empl
Hythe
Work Disability No Work Disability |
‘Number Percent of Number Fercent of
Total Total
Not in Labor Force 11,655,318 66.9% 27,732,096 18.1%
In Labor Force 5,766,682 33.1% 125,483,504 81.9%
Employed 4,982,692 28.6% 118,895,616 77.6%
Unemployed 783,990 4.5% 6,588,288 4.3%
Total 17,422,000 100.0% 153,216,000 100.0%
Unemployment Rate 13.6% 5.3%

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census Website, Table 297.
http:/ /www census gov/hhes /wwy / disable/cps
Swrvey: CPS, 1997.
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How many working-age people with disabilities say they would like to work?

In 1986 and 1994, the National Organization on Disability (NOD) commissioned
Louis Harris and Associates to conduct polls on the attitudes and experiences of
Americans with disabilities. In those polls, an overwhelming majority of

working-age people with disabilities who were not working indicated that they
wanted to work.

The number of working-age people between 16 and 64 years of age with
disabilities who indicated in the Harris Survey that they want to work increased
from 66% to 79% between 1986 and 1994. In the age group between 16 and 44
years, 84% say they want to work.

Among those who report they are unable to work due to their disability, two-
thirds say they would like to have a job.

More than three-quarters of working-age people with disabilities who are not
currently working would like to work. .

100% T
- 90% T
80% r
70% +
60% 1
50% |
40%
30% |
20%
10% |
0% -

& Want a job
8 Do not want a job

1986 1994

Source: National Organization on Disability (1994a, 1994b).
Survey; Louis Harris & Associates, 1986, 1994, commuissioned by National Organization on
Disability.
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Persons with Disabilities

Labor market activity, 1994

Persons with disabilities—especially those with severe
disabilities—had lower rates of labor force activity,
were more restricted in their choice of occupation,
were less likely to work full time, and were less likely
to work in higher paying occupations,

than their counterparts with no disabilities

ccording to the Survey of Income and
AProgram Participation (siee),' only 29.5

percent of persons aged 20 to 64 years
with severe disabilitics participated in labor
market activity—that is, they either had worked,
had looked for work, or were on layoff from a
job—during the month before the survey was
administered. (See table 1.) This proportion was
far below that for persons in the same age group
with no disabilities (84.5 percent) and for those
with moderate disabilities (81.6 percent).? This
pattern of similar market activity rates between
those with moderate and those with no disabilities,
conmasted with sharply lower rates for those with
severe disabilities, appears across many major
demographic groups. The relative severity of the
disability probably explains much of this dif-
ference, but other factors—notably, age and edu-
cation—also may have some impact. (See box on
pages 11-12 for disability statuses.)

Persons with severe disabilities tend to be
older, on average, than the other two groups, and,
of course, older people are less likely to be ac-
tive in the labor market than are younger ones.
Among persons aged 20 to 64 with severe dis-
abilities, almost one-third were 55 to 64 years
old. This figure compares with only about 10
percent of persons with no disabilities and 20
percent of persons with moderate disabilities.
The implication is that a significant proportion
of those with severe disabilities are in an age
group in which many people have already re-

c9c@9ske 0L 8617 612 CBe

tired. Nonetheless, when the labor miarket activ-
ity rate of persons with no disabilities is com-
pared, age for age, with the rates of those with
moderate and those with severe disabilities, it
becomes clear that the last group consistently has
lower rates than the other two groups.
Education, too, is another factor that is wel]
known to affect labor force activity. Pecple
with lower educational attainment generally
do not do as well as their better cducated coun-
terparts in regard to employment, unemplov-
ment, and earnings. Among persons 25 to 64
years old, those with severe disabilities are
about 3 times as likely as those with no dis-
abilities to have left school before completing
high school and less than a third as likely to
have completed 4 years of college. As with
age, though, when labor market activity is
compared across educational levels for the
three disability status groups, those with se-
vere disabilities consistently have signifi-
cantly lower rates than the other two groups,

Disability and demographics

For both men and women, labor market activity
rates were about the same for persons with no
disabilities as for those with moderate digabili-
ties. And, as is typical with broad measures of
labor force activity, the men's rates were substan-
tially highet than the women’s rates. For persons
with severe disabilities, however, the overal] rates
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Persons with Disabilitas

m Labor force aclivity of persons 20 to 84 years oid, by sex and daabilty status, September 1894 to December 1994
[Numbers in thousands]
Characiertaic Wih no With moderata Wah sevars
dlabiity dbabiity dkapary
Total 123,042 15,669 14,350
Percant .......... 100.0 100.0 100.0
With 1abor foree 2etV_Y ..o ser s 84.5 81.8 20.8
With no labor forewm acivity 15.5 18.4 70.5
With labor force activity:
NUMDBAE ....coieureiiiiiiiisicn e ressressss st sessssassssn s iee e corsorserer seaens 103,042 12,708 4,229
Parcant 100.0 100.0 100.0
Workad during month ] 93.9 80.1
Full time 82.3 756 59.2
Part time 14.2 188 29.9
Workad and looked for wark or on layoff part of month ............eecmeene 11 1.0 2.3
Did not work during month and looked for work or on layof ............... 3.5 6.1 109
Mon 61,077 7.042 6,181
Parcant 100.0 . 100.0 100.0
With Iabor force activity 924 89.9 318
¥ith no labor force activity 7.6 10.1 88.2
With labor forca sctivity:
Number ......c.cvevveerener 56,432 7.140 1,967
Parcont .....,... 100.0 100.0 100.0
Worked during menth 96.3 94.2 88.4
Full ime 89.5 83.2 €38
Part ime 6.9 11.0 246
Worked and lookad for work of on layoff part of month ..... 1.1 2.0 34
DId not work during month and lookad for work or on layef ..., kN4 5.8 11,8
Nemen v srsmnesetas 61,965 7,627 8,160
PAITBIL .. es it sk 0c oo s erne 0t a1 08B EE O 0RS hhmemereer s ersomenneansnnsseraseesen 100.0 100.0 100.0
WHR labor force activity 76.7 73.0 27.7
Whn no laber forea satlvity 23,3 27.0 723
With labor force activity:
Number ... 47,510 5,568 2,282
Parcant 100.0 100.0 100.0
Worked during momh 96.8 83.6 as.7
Full time .. 73.8 85.6 58.2
Partime 229 28.0 346
Worked and looked for work or an Iayoff part of Mot e 1.1 1.9 1.4
0ld not work during month and looked for work or on [ayofl ............ 3.2 6.4 10.3
Sounce:  Survay of Income and Program Participation, Bureau of the Cansus.

were fat lower, and the difference between men’s and women's
rates narrowed. Among those with no disabilities, for example,
92.4 percent of the men and 76.7 percent of the women reported
that they had labor force activity during the month before the
survey, a difference of about 16 percentage points. Among per-
sons with severe disabilities, by contrast, only 31.8 percent of
the men and 27.7 percent of the women had labor market activ-
ity, a difference of about 4 percentage points,

With regard to those in each disability group who were in the
labor force, men were more likely to work full time than were
women. (Once again, this is typical for the work force as a
whole.) Among those with no disabilities, 89.5 percent of the
men and 73.8 percent of the women were full-time workers.
These proportions were somewhat smaller for those with mod-

4 Monthly Labor Review September 1998
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erate disabilities and substantially smaller for men (63.8 per-
cent) and women (56.2 percent) with severe disabilities.

Labor market activity also varies by age. Typically, people in
older and younger groups are less likely to have any sort of
labor market activity than are those in central age groups (25 to
54 years old). As shown in table 2, persons aged 20 to 64 years
with no disabilities or with moderate disabilities conformed to
this pattern, but persons with severe disabilities did not. For those
with severe disabilities, the labor force activity rate was highest
(roughly 37 percent) for those 20 to 24 and 25 to 44 years of
age. The rate declined somewhat among those 45 to 54 and fell
sharply, o just 18 percent for the 55-to-64-year age group. The
steep drop is not too surprising in view of the fact, noted earlicr,
that many in this age group have already retired.
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Persons with Disabilities

Labor force activiy of persons 20 1o 64 yeam old, by selacted characteristics and dsability natus, September 1994
o Decamber 1984
Nin percent]
Tonal Men Women
Characierhstic Wih Wih Whh Wih win WRh Wih Wih Wath
no  |moderata | severe no moderate | savers no modorate |  savere
dhabity | dsabiy |dbabilty | dsabiity| dhabilty | dhabiy | dixabiiy | disablity disa ity
Percem with labor farce activity
Years of achool completed by persans 25 to 64
yesrs ola:
Less Lhan 4 years of high school ................. 75.2 744 17.3 80.2 892 203 58,9 571 14,8
Four ysars of high schaol, no collage . 84.7 81.2 31.2 94.5 80.2 33.0 75.9 72.4 30.0
Some college 87.3 85.7 39.1 4.6 91.1 40.3 80.8 80.2 38,4
College graduats 50.0 86.4 524 94.8 90.1 57,7 848 824 47.8
Marital status:
Marred 84.1 80.8 29.1 95.3 91.6 31.8 73.4 68.4 27.0
Unmarried 85.1 82.8 20.8 as.o 87.1 319 82.2 788 28.3
Racs and athnidity: .
White 84.9 821 31.0 93.1 80.4 34.6 778 731 28.2
BIBCK L 1invinisitsnscecmemceecrereassesmerisnssissen oo erereees 823 79.4 241 87.2 85.7 20.7 78.2 74.9 26.4
Hispanlc .,,...... 79.8 77.9 24.4 92.1 84,4 24.1 66.5 62.3 24.8
Percant with |abor force activity
who worked fuif time
Year of school completed by persons 25 t 64
ysars old:
Less than 4 years of Righ achodl ................. 80.4 729 §5.1 84.9 79.2 &d4.4d 7.2 61.2 45.8
Four years of high school, no collage ........... B34 74.0 £8.6 92.0 02.4 816 73.7 63.7 565.6
Some college 84,0 79.7 82.1 82,4 a7.s 76.1 75.2 70.2 523
College gradunta 87.4 8.7 701 93.4 91.0 87.9 79.7 127 728
Marital status;
Marred .. © 839 77.8 65.9 84.0 87.8 76.7 71.5 82.1 56.0
Unmarried 79.8 2.6 33.3 820 75.8 51.9 773 89.5 5.5
Racs and sthnidty:
White ... 82.8 76.2 59.7 90.8 83.7 85.6 732 68.0 54.2
Black 79.9 - 68.7 57.3 82.2 77.3 §3.2 77.8 61.7 59.6
Hispanic 823 €9.3 61.7 87.2 75.7 89.7 75.0 60,1 §5.7
Sousce!  Survay of Income and Program Participation, Bureau of the Census.

no disabilities, though, the effect of increased education was
much more apparent: about 59 percent of those with less than a
high school education had labor market activity, compared with
84.5 percent of those with at least 4 years of college. Among
these with severe disabilities, education had a much greater
positive impact on labor market activity: whereas only 20.3 per-
cent of men with severe disabilities who had less than a high
school education also had labor market activity, 57.7 percent of
those who had completed college participated in the labor mar-
ket. For women with severe disabilities, the proportions wete
14.8 percent and 47.8 percent, respectively,

With regard to persons with severe disabilities, it is not
clear from these data whether education alone affects labor
market activity or whether a common set of variables—in
this case, disabilities—affects borh education and labor mar-

6 Monthly Labor Review September 1998
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ket activity. To be classified as having severe disabilities, an
individual must have one of a number of conditions or limita-
tions. (See box on pages 11-12.) Some of these conditions or
limitations may impede acquiring an education, while others
may make labor market activity difficult. Still others may cre-
ate problems in both endeavors.

By and large, more education translates into higher full-time
employment tates for both men and women across al] three dis-
ability groups. For example, among men with no disabilities
and with less than 4 years of high school, 85.9 percent who
reported labor force activity worked full time, compared with
93.4 percent of those who were college graduates. For women
with no disabilities, the proportions were 71.2 percent and 79.7
percent, respectively. Among persons with severe disabilities,
however, the difference was far smaller, with 64.4 percent of
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men who had not completed high school working full time,
compared with 67.9 percent of those who had completed col-
lege. For women with severe disabilities, 2 college education
had a considerably morc dramatic effect on labor market out-
comes: just 45.6 percent of the wormen with less than 4 years of
high school worked full time, as opposed to 72.6 percent of the
college graduates.

Marita] status—or rather, the lifestyles associated with dif-
ferent marital categories—appears to affect the labor force
activity and full-time employment rates among both those
with no disabilities and those with moderate disabilities.
Marricd men in these categories were more likely to have
labor force activity and to work full time than were unmar-
ried men. For women, however, the situation was reversed:
married women were less likely to have labor force activity
or to work full time than their unmarried counterparts. These
differences by gender and marital status are probably linked
to family roles. Despite the sweeping changes in family life
that have occurred over the past three decades, married
women still retain much of the responsibility for child care,
while married men continue to be much mote oriented to-

ward labor market activity, Unmarried women, on the other

hand, must support not only themselves, but, increasingly,
their children as well.

In contrast, the marriage gap—that is, the differences in
labor market activity and full-time employment by marital
status noted earlier—virtually disappeared among women
with severe disabilities. It remained, however, for men with
severe disabilities who worked full time.

Looking for work or on layoff

Persons with disabilities were more likely than those with no
disabilities to report that they were looking for work or that
they were on layoff. (See table 4.) Among those with modet-
ate disabilities who had some labor force activity, 8.0 per-
cent® were looking for work or were on layoff, as were 13.3
percent of those with severe disabilities. These proportions
compare with 4.6 percent for persons with no disabilities.

Among those with no disabilities or with moderate dis-
abilities, men and women showed very little difference in the
proportions who looked for work or were on layoff, Men with
severe disabilities were somewhat more likely than women
with severe disabilities to be looking for work or to be on
layoff. Persons who were 20 to 24 years old were more likely
to be looking for work or to be on layofT than were persons in
any other age group, whatever their disability starus,

For all three disability categories, the incidence of unem-
ployment or layofF tended to decrease as the number of years of
school completed rose. This circumstance, however, did little
to ofTset the impact of disability: among those with less than a
high school education, persons with severe disabilities were

ccsLl'd
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Percont of persons 20 1o 64 years old with [abor
force activity who were looking lor work or who
wars on layofl, by selected characteristics and

diabillty status, September 1994 1o Decombar
1994
{In parcant]
With Whh With
Characterimic no modarata sovers
disabdiiity | disabliity disability
4.6 8.0 13.3
4.8 1.8 15.0
4,3 8.2 1.7
Age
20 to 28 yaars _,,, 9.2 14.8 205
25 m 44 years 43 8.2 17.0
45 to 54 years ......eeeeeeeceenees an 5.9 9.6
5510 B4 yaam ... 34 4. 6.6
Yean of school complatad by
persons 25 to B4 years okd
Less than 4 yeam of high schodl .., 8.3 11.9 16.2
Four years of high school, ne
eollaga ........oiiiensssnneenens 4.4 8.0 10.8
One o 3 yaars of college ........... 3.3 5.0 15.4
Four or more yaars of eollego .... 23 4.3 10.1
Source:  Survey of Income and Program Participation, Bureau of the
Cansus.

about twice as likely as those with no disabilities to be looking
for work ot to be on layoff. The relative gap was even greater
for those who had completed at least 4 years of college: those
with severe disabilities were more than 4 times as likely as those
with no disabilities to be looking for work or to be on layoff.

Occupation and industry

To a certain extent, the lower levels of education of persons
with disabilities may affect their choice of occupation. For
example, these individuals were more likely than those with
no disabilities to be ecmployed in service occupations and as
operators, fabricators, and laborers—occupations that gener-
ally require less education. (See table 5.)

For workers employed in white-collar—managerial, pro-
fessional, technical, sales, or administrative support—occu-
pations, disability status made very little difference to the
proportions that worked the entire month. By contrast, among
workers in the remaining major o¢cupation groups, those clas-
sified as having a severe disability tended to be less likely
than those with no disabilities to work the full month. For
instance, 95.3 percent of workers with no disabilities who
were in service occupations worked the entire month, com-
pared with 88,7 percent of those with scvere disabilities,

Workers with severe disabilities who were in professional
specialty and technical occupations were about as likely as
those with no disabilities to work full time, These, however,
were the exceptions; across most occupations, persons with

Monthly Labor Review September 1998 7
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Persons with Disabllitias

m Employed persons 20 lo 84 yaars old, by disability status, occupation, and industry, September 1994 1o Decembar

1994
Whh no disabiy Whh modersie dhablity With severs dbabiky
Percemn Parcent Percam
o o d who woarked— who worked— who warked—
ccupal and ustry Toeal Total Toasl
Emtro Ful Endre Ful Emvire Ful
momh | dme momh tima month e
Occupaton
Total ....., 100.0 56.9 85.6 100.0 83.5 81.4 100.0 51.2 €6.8
Executtive, adminisirative, and managerial ..., we| 127 | 987 93.9 89 | sas 90.8 83 7| o979 84.3
Profesaslonal spedialty .......... 1541 97.8 86.0 111 95.3 839 8.6 96.9 8z2.3
Techniclans and related suppon ..... 4.4 97.8 88.1 44 97.4 87.3 2.2 100.0 89.2
Sales workers 10.4 06.8 78.6 10.1 85.3 70.8 95 92.2 60.9
Administrative support, Including clerical .................... 17.3 97.0 829 15.7 93.7 80.9 17.0 84,1 69.2
Service occupations 124 853 71.6 16.7 82.3 64.0 21.8 88.7 43.5
Pracision praduetlen, ¢raft, and repalr 107 96.0 95.9 12,2 $4.3 92.4 8.8 89.1 78,2
Oparators, fabricators, and laborery ............. 15.8 85,2 89.8 200 89.3 ar.o 21.2 879 86.7
Farming, forestry, and fishing 1.3 97.2 86.0 19 | 883 82.7 27 78.3 54.3
Indystry and clana of worker
Total " 100.0 96.8 85.3 100.0 939 © BO.S 100.0 91.3 86.3
Agriculture (wage and salary and selfemployed ................... 1.2 97.8 88.0 1.3 857 81.2 1.8 90.0 71.7
Nonagricultural ,, 98.8 96.8 85.3 8.7 94.0 80.5 984 813 66,2
Wege and $alary ... rvarereren 73.0 96.4 85.3 70.8 93.0 80.9 72.4 90.8 €5.6
Mining . : .8 88.2 97.8 7 95.1 100.0 .5 833 88.9
Conslruction 4.3 91.5 80.7 4.4 86.8 80.7 24 85.2 Bs.2
Manufacturing . 17.3 97.0 85.7 175 94.1 924 18.2 89.8 80.8
Transportation and public utliities 5.1 97.8 91.0 50 94,3 81.2 35 as.1 713
VWNOIBERIO B ......c.oomramiserissiesisereeeerecersreressesesesssess. 3.7 37.8 93.49 35 95.8 89.9 28 88.5 779
Retal] rade . 13.7 96.7 727 14.3 814 6£.6 16.8 81.1 51.2
Financa, Insuranca, and real 05tate .......e..v.vrenereennenrns 6.0 88.0 89.8 kR | 97.9 84,5 4.5 94.0 78.6
Servica . 223 96.4 79.8 21.T 93.2 73.0 258 91.8 58.9
Private housahold - 4 95.9 60.7 g 91.3 40.0 1.2 82.2 20.0
Service, excopt privam ROUSBNOKS ........c.ceemvarssnsessssanese 219 96.4 80.1 21.0 93.3 75.0 246 92.3 80.8
Seltomplayed 103 97.4 834 13.0 97.3 753 104 92.2 64,0
Government 16.5 98.1 86.3 14.9 95.8 83.6 15.5 82,5 70.6

Source:  Survey of Income and Program Participation, Bureau of the Caneusa.

m Mean memhly eamings and eamings ratios of wage and salary workers 20 to 84 years old, by 38x and daabilty
siolus, Sapiamber 1994 to December 1994

(In nominal gollars)

Wamen's eamings a3 a
Wah Wih Wih percant of mon's samings
no moderate savern
disablity dhabity disabily
Labor force snnars Workary | Worken | Worken
with ho with with
dhabimy|Modarata severe
Men Women | Men | Women | Men | Women dbahiity dhnbiy
Total ..... we| $2,633 | $1,737 | $2,244 | $1.482 31,663 | §1.228 . 880 B8.0 738
With job entira MoAth ... sreraes [R—— 1,780 2,283 1.618 1,715 1,244 86.2 68.5 725
Worked ail waeka ....... 2,877 1,781 2,228 1,552 1,775 1,294 66.5 66.6 729
Usually full time 2,800 2,036 2,508 1,854 2,262 1,668 72.7 74.0 737
Usually part time 936 869 824 752 464 636 92.8 91.3 137.1
Miasad some woeks 1.280Q 693 892 724 681 413 54.1 81.2 60.6
Usually full ima 1,452 962 951 1,002 an 553 66.3 105.4 63.5
Usually part time 602 356 563 433 248 304 59.1 78.5 122.6
With job durng pan of month 938 §56 927 488 600 552 §9.3 52.8 92.0
Usually full ime 1,082 818 1,048 648 865 770 754 61.8 79.8
Usually part time 362 298 322 7 201 39 823 705 188.7

Sounce:  Survey of Income and Program Parlicipation, Bureau of the Cansus.
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Labor force estimates derived from the Survey of Income
and Program Participation (siPP) cannot be compared with
those derived from the Curtent Population Swvey (cps),
which is the primary source of official Government labor
force data on demographic groups. This is because the ques-
tions determining labor force status that are included in each
of the two surveys are very different and because the refer-
ence periods—those to which the questions refer—also are
different.

Respondents to the CPS are asked a battery of questions
to determine whether they are employed, unemployed, or
not in the labor force, concepts that are quite precisely de-
fined. For example, employed persons are (a) thosc who,
during the reference week, did at least | hour of work as
paid employees, worked in their own business of profes-
sion or on their own farm, or worked 15 hours or more as
unpaid workers in an entcrprise operated by a member of
the family and (b) all those who were not working, but who
had jobs or businesses from which they were temporanly
absent. Unemployed persons are those who had no employ-
ment during the reference week, were available for work,
except for temporary illness, and had made specific efforts
to find employment sometime during the 4-week period
ending with the reference week. (Persons who were wait-
ing to be recalled to a job from which they had been laid off
need not have been looking for work to be classified as
unemployed.)!

The sier does not use the same standards as the ¢ps in
determining labor force status. In the case of employment,

—

Labor force concepts: Survey of Income and Program Participation
vemus CumentPopuli ton Survey

for instance, the SIPP asks whether the person had a job or
business, full time or part time, even if it was for just a few
days during the reference period. (Those in the military are
counted as employed in the SIPP, but are not included in the
universe of the Cps.) If the respondent answers that ke or she
did not work, the survey instrument asks whether the re-
spondent looked for work or was on layoff,

The refercnce periods of the two surveys also differ. The
CPs questions focus on respondents’ activities during the
week containing the 12th of the month. sirr questions, how-
ever, are directed at the 4 months preceding the survey: re-
spondents are presented with a calendar and asked to report
their labor force status for each week over the 4~month ref-
crence period. The analysis presented in this article uses
data only from the month before the survey, however. Thus,
persons with labor force activity spent some time working,
seeking work, or being on layoff in the previous month,
Data are shown separately for those who worked (etther
full time or part time) the entire month, those who worked
part of the month and either looked for work or were on
layoff part of the month, and those who did net work, but
looked for work or were on layoff, the entire month.

! For more information on the CPs, sen Emplayment and Earnings (Bu-
reau of Labor Statistics, January 1998), pp, 225-28, For more information
on the SIPF, sex Constance F. Citro and Graham Kalton, eds., The Future of
the Survey of Income and Program Participatfon (Washington, oc, Na.
donal Academy Press, 1993); and the two Bureau of the Census reports,
Americans with Disabilities: 1991-92, Seties P70-33, and Americans witk
Disabilities: 199495, Saries P70-61. Or visit the Web sjte <htrp://
WAWW Sipp.census.gov/sipp/>,

disabilities were less likely than persons with no disabilities
to work full time.

Perhaps surprisingly, there were only relatively minor dif-
ferences in the overall distribution by industry and class of
worker between those with disabilities and those with no dis-
abilities, Although workers with severe disabilities are not
excluded from any particular industry, the occupational em-
ployment data suggest that these workers may have some-
what limited occupational opportunities within industries.

Mean monthly earnings

While not much difference is apparent in the extent of labor
market activity between those with no disabilities and those
with moderate disabilities, mean monthly earnings are lower
for persons with moderate disabilities and are Jower still for
those with severe disabilities, (See table 6.) For instance, men
with no disabilities earned $2,633, whereas their counterparts
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with moderate disabilities and with severe disabilities earned
$2,244 and 81,663, respectively.

Undoubtedly, the educational and occupational differences
across disability groups affect earnings. Even so, some of the
earnings differences—particularly those relating 1o persons
who worked something other than full time all month—may
have to do with the way the data are aggregated, because earn-
ings tend to vary with the amount of time worked.

As measures of time spent at work, the concepts of full time,
part time, and part month are not very precise. For example, full
time is defined as 35 hours a week or more. Thus, someone who
works just 35 hours a week is classified as a full-time worker, as
is someone who works 60 hours a week. Likewise, a part-time
worket can work from 1 to 34 hours a week. And similarly, part
month means any period of tirne less than a full month. Hence,
there can be quite a large difference in the number of bours
worked even between two individuals who are in the same
work-time classification.

Monthly Labor Review September 1998 9
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Persons with Disabilitias

Men generally made more money than women, whatever
the disability category.* The lone exception was women with
severe disabilities who usually worked part time. These
women had higher mean monthly earnings than those of men
in the same category. This distinction may be partly due to
the fact that male part-time workers tend to be younger than
female part-time workers and younger workers have lower
carnings.*

THE EFFECTS OF A DISABILITY on the work activity of indi-
viduals are pervasive and, in a global sense, negative. This ig
particularly evident in labor force activity rates: persons with
severe disabilities participated in the labor market at dra-
matically lower rates than did persons with no disabilities or

'Footnotes

with moderate disabiliries. Moreover, persons with disabili-
ties tend to be less educated and, therefore, to be restricted
occupationally, Also, the likelihood of persons with severe
disabilities working full time was considerably lower than
that of persons with no disabilities. This reduced likelihood
of working full ime contributed to the fact that the eamnings
of those with severe disabilities were substantially lower than
the camings of individuals with no disabilitics. In addition,
persons with severe disabilities were consistently—and con-
siderably—more likely than persons with no disabilities to .
be looking for work or to be on layoff. Even relatively high
levels of educational attainment (which has a profound im-
pact on most facets of labor market activity) do not change
these relationships in any significant way. |

! The Survey of lncome and Program Participarion is a household sur-
vey sponsored by the Bureau of the Census and is designed to help meet
the statistical needs of many Federal agencies. SIPP collects core data on
employment, on income, and on participation in certsin Federal Govern-
ment programs (primarily means-tesied programs, such as the food stamp
program, the Women, Infant, and Children's (wic) supplemental nutrition
program, and the Supplementary Social Insurance (ss1) and other cash as-
sistance, medicaid, and housing assistance programs), [t also collecs peri.
odic data on charactcristics, such as disability, that are televant fo ona's
eligibility for, and swrus in, such programs, (See box, pages 1112, for the
kind of information that is used to identify pervons with disabilitics.) The
dat in this article are based on information collecred by siee between Oc-
tober 1994 and January 1995,

8IPP began in October 1983, with the collection of dats for the 1984 pancl,
Houscholds in a sier panel (conmining 20,000 houscholds) are visited svery
4 months and are asked core questions about their statug during \he previous
4 months, The original survey design called for cight interviews at $-month
intervals for households in 2 given panel. The ofiginal dewign was modified
for some panels, largely becauss of budgetary problems. New pancls were
introduced each year, so that 3 any given time, beginning with the inooduc-
tion of the 1985 pancl, data collestion would be ongoing for more than one
panel. This overlap fearure meant that cross-seconal estimates could ba
based oo two panels instead of onte. The introduction of the 1996 pane! marked
8 majot change in the design of strp. The new design is intended to enbance
the value of the survey for Jongitudinal analysis and calls for 12 visits at 4
month inmrvals with a panel of approximately 37,000 houssholds, The new
design does not include an overlap feature: the next scheduled panel will
begin in the year 2000,

10 Monthly Labor Review September 1998
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For addidanal information about the sipr, visit the Web site <http://
W sipp.census.gov/sipp/>. Readers may also wish to see Constance F.
Citro and Graham Kalwon, eds.. The Future of the Survey of Income and
Program Parlicipation (Washington, o¢, Natonal Academy Press, 1993).
The Bureau of the Census has published two reports using disability data
from SIPE: Americans with Disabilities: | 991-92, Series P70~33; and Ameri-
cans with Disabilities: 198495, Seties P70-61. sipr disability data are also
available at the Web site <hetp//www.ccnsus. gov/hhes www/disable hani>,

! The swriking similarity in the labor market activity rates berwoen per-
sons with no disabilitics and those with moderte disabilities is difficult to
interpret, because those who are claszifled as having moderate disabilives
include 8|l individualy with disabilities who have not beon determined 1o
have a severe disadility. It Is likely, thereforc, that the group with moderate
disabilities ranges from persons with virtually no disabilitics w0 those with -
disabilities that are close o severo,

? This percentage and the related ones that follow are not uncmploy-
ment rates, The SIPP questions and reference period do not allow for the
construction of uncmployment rates similar to the official rates produced
by the Bureau of Labor Statistics using the Current Population Survey,
Alsv, the percentages are a share of the pepulation, rather than a share of
the labor force, which ig the basis for the official unemployment rate. (See
box on paga 9.)

* Sev "Usual Weckly Bamings of Wage and Salary Workers; First Quarter
1998, in News, uspL 98148 (Bureau of Labor Smtistics, Apr. 20. 1998),
table 1.

3 Jbid., tablc 2,
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Measuring disability status in the Survey of Income and Program Panicipation

Identifying people with disabilities in the context of a house-
hold survey such as the Survey of Income and Programn Par-
ticipation (siPP) is by no means eesy. The main challenge is
to achieve some level of consistency across respondents.
That is, different respondents with similar conditions or
problems should answer the same questions similarly. The
specific questions that are asked, of course, depend on the
definition of disability that is adopted.

Definitions of disability can be categorized into four broad
conceptual areas:’

1. A specific condition (active pathology) that interferes
with notmal, everyday life.

2. An impairment that involves:
a. A specific condition. (See item 1.)
b. Residual losses or abnormalities that remain
after the condition is controlled or eliminated.
¢. Losses or abnormalities not associated with any
specific condition.

3. A functional limitation that affects the way in which
an individual functions, such as a limitation in the ability
to see, hear, walk, or lift something heavy, like a bag of
groceries,

4. An inability or limitation in performing a social role or
task, such as working at a job, obtaining an education, or car-
ing for oneself.

The sipp uses both the functional limitation concept and
the concept of inability or limitation in performing a social
role or task in forming its definition of disability. This leads
to some problems, however. Using the second of the two
concepts to identify persons with disabilities introduces an
element of uncertainty, especially over time. An individual
who has a disability in one period due to an inability or
limitation in performing a social role or task may not be
disabled in a different period if some change takes place in
his or her condition or environment, On the other hand, it is
reasonable to assume that the first of the two concepts—of
a functional limitation—would consistently identify people
with a disability, That is, individuals with a specific func-
tional limitation (say, visual impairment) are likely to be
identified as members of the appropriate universe both on a
current basis and over time.

The sIPP disability topical modules collect information
regarding both functional impairment and inability or limi-
tation in performing a social role or task, which is then used
to determine one’s disability status. The types of informa-
tion collected are, in general outline, as follows:

1. Whether a person uses a wheelchair, a cane, crutches
or a walker.

2. Whether the person finds it difficult or is unable to:

3. Whether the person finds it difficult or is unable to use
the telephone.

4. Whether the person has difficulty with, or needs the
help of, another person with:

5. Whether the person has any of the following conditions:

6. Whether the person has a condition that limits the kind
or amount of work that he or she can do and whether the
person is prevented from working at a job.

7. Whether the person has a condition that limits or pre-
vents work around the house,

8. Whether the person receives supplemental security in-
come (ssI) payments and whether the person is covered by
medicare. (If the person is under 65 years, he or shc must
have qualified for these programs on the basis of having a
disability,)

In the SIPP, a person is considered to have a disability if
any of the following conditions is met:

A

a. See words and letters in ordinary newspaper pant,
b. Hear what is said in 2 normal conversation with
another person.
. Have his or her speech understood.
. Lift and carry a full bag of groceries.
- Climb a flight of stairs without resting.
Walk three city blocks.

o an

[

. Getting around inside the home.

b. Getting in and out of bed or a chair.

c. Taking a bath or shower.

d. Dressing.

c. Eating.

f. Using the toilet, including getting to the toilet.

g- Going outside the home to shop or visit a doctor’s
office.

h. Keeping track of money and bills.

i. Preparing meals.

J. Doing light housework, such as washing dishes or

sweceping the floor.

a A learning disability,

b. Mental retardation,

¢. Any other developmental disability,

d. Alzheimer’s disease, senility, or dementia.
€. Any ather mental or emotional condition.

(a) The person has difficulty with onie or more of the

ccs12d
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Persons with Disabilities

Continued—Measuring disability status
activities mentioned in items 2, 3,4,6,and 7 of the (b) The person needs the help of another person to
preceding list. perform onc or morc of the activities mentioned
(®) The person has one or more of the conditions listed in item 4 of the preceding list.
in item 5. (c) The person has mental retardation, another devel-
(c) The person uses a wheelchairorisa long-term user opmental disability, Alzheimer’s disease, sepil-
of a cane, crutches, or a walker. ity, or dementia.
(d) The person is under 65 years and receives ss1 or is (d) The person uses a wheelchair or is a long-term
covered by medicare. user of a cane, crutches, or a walker.
(¢) The person is under 65 years and receives ssi or is
A person is considered to have a severe disability if any of covered by medicare.
the following conditions is met:
(a) The person is unable to perform one or more vm'ﬁos:ensl:’i :d“gwa'“:;"?::“;’lpv':l R{“:;m:"’ lmzﬁﬂgqﬂsbf_ﬂ;; Pre-
of the activities mentioned in items 2, 6, and 7 of Amed:é:bmdanmimfpgaﬁira mextin (Washin sl':: n;:ny:
the preceding list. tional Academy Press, 1991), appendix A.
Fax-on-demand available

Users of data from the Burcau of Labor Statistics can fequest a fax of news releases,
historical data, and technical information 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, from the
Bureau’s fax-on-demand system. '

Users can receive news releases of major economie indicators (see schedule on back
cover) at 8:45 a.m. on the morning the data are released. The number to obtain data
from the national office is:

(202) 606-6325)

Use a touch-tone telephone and follow the voice instructions for entering document
codes and your fax telephone number. The fax-on~demand catalog, containing a list of
available documents and codes, can be obtained by entering code 1000. You may re-
quest up to four documents with each call. Faxes are sent immediately following the
request. If your fax line is busy, the system atternpts 10 send the requested material four
times before disconnecting, '

12 Monthly Labor Review September 1998
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PRESIDENT'S

COMMITTEE
ON EMPLOYMENT
| OF PEOPLE
8 WITH DISABILITIES
July 5, 2000

MEMORANDUM
TO: Chairman Coel
FROM: Paul Hippolitus/W
VIA: John Lancaster

SUBJECT: New Census Data

As you know, for some time we have been waiting for the U.S. Census Bureau to release
their report on the 1997 Survey on Income and Program Participation (SIPP). These data
offer us an updated comparison to the last SIPP (1994). Attached is our press release on
the 1994 SIPP’s findings (enclosure #1). The good news of this press release was an
increase, over time, of the employment rate for persons with severe disabilities.

Last week, Jack McNeil, of the Census Bureau, released the 1997 SIPP figures (enclosure
#2). His report indicates a significant drop in the employment rate of persons with severe
disabilities. The core finding of his report is that the employment rate of persons with
severe disabilities fell from 34.1% in 1994, to 29.4% in 1997. His report was just posted
on the Census Bureau’s web site www.census.gov/hhes/wwwi/disability.html (see the paper
titled, “Employment Earnings and Disability”).

While Jack McNeil cautions the reader about the incomparability of the 1994 SIPP with
the 1997 SIPP, when measuring employment trends over time (see “NB” on page 16), he
~ in the next paragraph -- makes this comparison.

It’s only a matter of time until this report is noticed by the media and others and
questions will be asked about this apparent drop in employment participation (a 4.7%
decrease in the employment rate of persons with severe disabilities from 1994 until
1997).

One response, given the complexity of Jack McNeil’s report, is to ask the Census Bureau
and others (e.g. Mitch LaPlante at the Disability Statistics Center), to better explain these
findings. Maybe a more consumer friendly analysis will better context or explain the
apparent decrease?

However, even with a more understandable packaging, there will be those who will use
these data to promote the headline, “ADA isn’t working for the employment of persons

o e P
with disabilities. 1331 F Street, NW. 202-376-6200 (Voice)

Washington, DC 20004-1107 202-376-6219 (FAXY)
202-376-6205 (TDD)




We need to be prepared to respond.

One possible response centers on the employment disincentives facing people with severe
disabilities. Perhaps their drop in employment should be considered as added momentum
and a further imperative to State Governors to support the full and aggressive
implementation of TWWIIA?

With ADA’s 10" anniversary just around the comner, it might be better if we take the
initiative and release this bad news in the proper light. If we wait, the story may be

entirely negative.

Your reaction, please?



I3‘3] F Strecet, N.W.
Washington. DC  20004-1107
202-376-6200 (Voice)
202-376-6205 (TDD)
202-376-6859 (Fax)

President’s Committee on Employment
of People with Disabilities

NEWS RELEASE

Contact: Dina Dorich
202-376-6200

Jack McNeil, Census Bureau
301~ 457-3225

Philip Rones, BLS
202-606-6378

EMPLOYMENT RATE OF PEOPLE WITH DISABILITIES INCREASES UNDER THE
AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT

(Washington, DC -- July 22, 1996) Newly released data from the
U.S. Census Bureau reveals improving employment trends for people
with disabilities. According to the Census Bureau's Survey of
Income Program and Participation (SIPP), the employment
population ratio for persons with severe disabilities increased
from 23.3% in 1991 to 26.1% in 1994.

This means that approximately 800,000 more severely disabled
individuals were working in 1994 than in 1991 -- a 27% increase.
Historically, people with severe disabilities have had the
hardest time gaining employment, even through economic upturns.

This increase comes during the initial years of the Americans
with Disabilities Act (ADA), a national law passed in 1990 which,
among other things, prohibits workplace discrimination based on
disability.

Tony Coelho, Chairman of the President’s Committee on Employment
of People with Disabilities and an early supporter of the ADA
when he was a member of Congress, welcomed the release of the
data as "the first true measure of the ADA’s impact on the
employment of people with disabilities."

Coelho said, "While it‘s still too early to see the ADA’'s

enormous potential to the nation in terms of social and economic
gains, these early measures are encouraging."

-more -



-2 -

Data previously released from another Census Bureau survey showed
no gain in the percentage of persons with disabilities who were
employed. Those data were based on the March Supplement to the
Current Population Survey (CPS).

Although the CPS data have been widely guoted, according to
Katharine G. Abraham, Commissioner of Labor Statistics in the
U.S. Department of Labor, “"Neither the guestions in the regular
monthly CPS nor those in the March Supplement to the CPS are
designed to provide a comprehensive count of persons with
disabilities. Disability status is complex and requires a
detailed set of questions to be identified properly, something
done in the SIPP disability surveys, but not the CPS."

Last year, during the 5th anniversary of the ADA, many
organizations used the March CPS data to argue that the ADA had
had little or no impact on employment.

With a more comprehensive employment count of people with
disabilities now available, it is evident that the employment of
people with severe disabilities is on the rise.

"It appears that the ADA is making a positive difference," said
Coelho. "We must renew our confidence in this unalterable
assertion of human rights and move vigorously ahead with the
implementation of the principles of the ADA in the workplace."

paul Steven Miller, Commissioner at the U. S. Equal Employment
Opportunity Commission (EEOC), which is charged with enforcing
the ADA, agrees. "I am pleased to see that we have moved forward
as a country in employing people with disabilities," he said.
"Although these numbers are encouraging, we clearly have a long
way to go before ADA’s vision of inclusion, empowerment and
independence is realized."

The Census Bureau and the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) will
further analyze and report on this (1994) SIPP survey data, with
the results to appear in a future edition of the BLS "Monthly
Labor Review." ;

The Census Bureau is expected to take another count of employment
of people with disabilities late next Yyear.

-30-



SIPP Data
Census Bureau
(Working Americans -- 21 to 64 years of age)

Note: In 1994 there were 29.4 million working-age persons with
disabilities. Of that number, 14.2 million had severe disabilities.

1991 1993 1994

Persons with
Severe
Disabilities*
Employed

Percent of Population 23.3% 25.0% 26.1%

Number 2.91 million 3.45 million 3.71 million

Al]l Persons
with Disabilities
Emploved

o\°
o\°

Percent of Population 52.0 52.4 52.3

o\°

Number 14.26 million 15.11 million 15.39 million

Persons with
Non-severe
Disabilities**
Employed

o\°

Percent of Population 76.0 77.7

o\

76.9

o\°

Number 11.35 million 11.66 million 11.68 million

All Persons
Employed

o\®

Percent of Population 80.5 80.6

o\®

82.1

o\®

Number 93.90 million 96.25 million 98.49 million

* A person with a severe disability is one that is unable to perform
one or more activities of daily living; or, has one or more specific
impairments; or, is a long term user of assistive devices such as
wheelchairs, crutches, and walkers.

**) person with a non-severe disability is one that has difficulty
performing functional activities such as hearing, seeing, having
one’s speech understood, lifting and carrying, climbing stairs and
walking; or, difficulty with activities of daily living.
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This paper reports the results of research and analysis undertaken by Census Bureau staff. It
has undergone a more limited review than official Census Bureau publications. This report is
released to inform interested parties of research and to encourage discussion.



Introduction

This paper seeks to address four issues: (1) In the context of a household survey, does there now exist
an appropriate method for measuring changes in the employment status of individuals with disabilities?
(2) based on data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation, what have been the recent
changes in the employment rate of individuals with disabilities? (3) what are the relationships between
disability, employment, and participation in the major programs that are designed to provide benefits to
individuals with disabilities?, and (4) does disability status appear to affect the likelihood that individuals

will participate in programs that are not identified as ‘disability’ programs?

The data for this paper come primarily from wave 5 of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and
Program Participation (SIPP). The wave 5 interviews were conducted during the period August to
November in 1997. An extensive set of disability questions were asked both in wave 5 of the 1996
panel and again in wave 11 (collected in August-November 1999) but the wave 11 data are not yet
available. Similar sets of disability questions have been asked periodically since wave 3 of the 1991
panel and wave 6 of the 1990 panel (data collected October 1991-January 1992). Disability data were
also collected in earlier SIPP panels, but the earlier question sets were somewhat abbreviated

compared to the later sets.



Measuring changes in the employment rate of individuals with disabilities: the current state of

affairs

An analysis of this issue must be concemed with several critical sub-issues: (1) how is disability defined?
(2) which question or questions in a household survey provide a valid and reliable measure of disability
status?, and (3) what design features would make it possible for a given household survey to serve as a

vehicle for measuring changes in the employment status of individuals with disabilities?

The first critical sub-issue has to do with the definition of disability. The Americans with Disabilities Act
of 1990 defines disability as ‘a physical or mental impairment that substantially limits one or more major
life activities' (the definition goes on to include those individuals who have a record of such an

impairment or who are regarded as having such an impairment).

The ADA definition provides a certain foundation for those who seek to devise a disability question or
set of questions for a household survey. It would seem evident, for example, that the survey must
address possible limitations in major life activities. But it is far from clear how best to do this. An

approach that simply adopted the wording of the ADA , that is, an approach that simply asked if the



sample person had a physical or mental impairment that substantially limited any major life activities
seems very unlikely to be successful. Many respondents would be uncertain as to what was meant by
‘a physical or mental impairment’ and many would require some clarification of what was meant by

‘major life activities.’

The disability measurement approach used in the SIPP calls for questions about the ability to perform a
number of specified ‘major life activities.” The activities covered in the SIPP will become apparent as
SIPP data are introduced. It can be argued that asking about limitations in a number of individual
activities provide; the most accurate measure of the aggregate number of individuals with a disability,
but it is also true that there is interest in the number and characteristics of individuals with limitations in

specific activities.

The second critical sub-issue concemns validity and reliablility. The SIPP disability questions have a |
certain face validity. The data have been examined by a wide range of data users and those users have
generally accepted the appropriateness of the disability concepts. But there are questions about the
reliablity of the SIPP data. The design of SIPP has produced data files that nﬁke it possible to examine
the consistency of individual responses from one point in time to another. For example, the same set of
disability questions that were asked in wave 6 of the 1992 panel and wave 3 of the 1993 panel were

asked again one year later in wave 9 of the 1992 panel and wave 6 of the 1993 panel.

Data on the relationship between responses in time 1 and responses in time 2 are shown in Table Al.



Data are shown for certain individual activities as well as for some summary measures. The tables
cross-classify time 1 and time 2 responses and show the employment rates for time 1 and time 2 for
each of the classification categories. A certain amount of disagreement between time 1 and time 2
responses is to be expected; the status of individuals does change over time, and a year is not a trivial

peniod of time. Nevertheless, the great amount of change between time 1 statuses and time 2 statuses -

—

suggests a substantial reliability problem. For example, of the 461,000 (weighted) individuals who were

classified as unable to see the words and letters in ordinary newspaper print in time 1, only 117,000 had

the same classification in time 2.

o

The summary measure shown on the last page of Table Al exhibits a higher level of consistency. Of the

11.4 million with a severe disability in time 1, 8.4 million had a severe disability in time 2.

The data in Table Al show that at least some SIPP disability estimates are seriously affected by
reliability problems. For example, an estimate of the employment rate of individuals with a severe vision
impairment is based on a vision impairment question that is not answered consistently over time. When

an overall measure of disability status is used, the reliability problem is diminished.

Our final critical sub-issue has to do with the design of the household survey. If a household survey is to
measure change, a basic requirement is that the same questions be asked over time. There are also
considerations of sample overlap, attrition, and time-in-sample bias. Attrition refers to the increase over

time in the number of noninterviewed sample units. Time-in-sample bias refers to the tendency for



respondents to answer questions differently depending on the number of times they have been
interviewed over time. In the absence of attrition and time-in-sample bias, it would be efficient to
measure change by asking, over time, the same set of questions of the same set of sample persons.
Short and McArthur £1987) examined data from the 1984 SIPP panel and found that attrition bias
existed for a number of demographic and economic measures. There is also clear evidence of the
existence of time-in-sample bias. Studies of the rotation group data from the Current Population
Survey have shown that the measured unemployment rates for rotation groups that have been in sample
for a period of time tend to be lower than the measured unemployment rates for rotation groups that are
new to the sample (Bailar, 1975). In fact, a great merit of the design of the CPS is the fact that the
effect of this bias is eliminated by a rotation group scheme that keeps the average time-in-sample
constant over time. In contrast, the SIPP has been viewed primarily as a panel or longitudinal survey,
and the design of SIPP reflects this purpose and makes the survey Lable to the effects of attrition and

time-in-sample bias.

The CPS is designed to measure changes in employment status, but there are no questions in that survey
that are intended to identify individuals with disabilities. It is true that there are questions each month
that identify individuals who are reported to be not in the labor force because they are disabled, and
there are questions each March that ask if anyone in the household has a condition that prevents them
from working or which limits the kind or amount of work they can do, but these items were not intended
to, nor do they, identify the population that would be considered to have a disability under the ADA

definition.



When SIPP is viewed as an instrument for measuring changes in the employment rate of individuals with

disabilities, certain weaknesses are apparent. First, as described above, there are questions about the

reliability of the disability data obtained in SIPP. It is most unlikely that this problem is unique to SIPP,
but it is a problem that affects SIPP data. Second, because SIPP was designed to provide panel or
longitudinal estimates, SIPP estimates of change are subject to time-in-sample bias. Finally, the 1996
panel introduced significant changes to the questionnaire. The disability topical module that was

included in the 1996 panel is very similar to those included in earlier panels, but the changes to the core

questionnaire in the way that work disability status was determined raise serious questions about data

comparability. These changes will be discussed below. The 1996 panel also marked the introduction

of computer-assisted interviewing. Interviews in earlier panels were conducted by marking responses

on a printed questionnaire.
Recent changes in the employment rate of individuals with disabilities

Table 1 shows disability and employment rate data for four time periods. Data for the first period,
1991/92, come from wave 6 of the 1990 panel and wave 3 of the 1991 panel. Data for the second
period, 1993/94, come from wave 6 of the 1992 panel and wave 3 of the 1993 panel. Data for the
third period, 1994/95, come from wave 9 of the 1992 panel and wave 6 of the 1993 panel. And data

for the fourth period, 1997, come from wave 5 of the 1996 panel.



Individuals were considered to be employed if they worked at a job or business at any time during the

month preceding the interview month.

The data in table 1 are arranged so that the disabilility measures that are constant for all 4 time periods
are shown first. That is, the first section of Table 1 shows the number of individuals with a limitation and
their rate of employment for specific physical functions, specific ADLs, specific IADLs, and certain

other specific measures.

Because a rather small percentage of the population is identified by many of the individual measures, it is

not surprising that the estimates of the number with a given characteristic and, of course, the
employment rate of those with a given characteristic, tend to be somewhat volatile. What is surprising,
L =

however, is the very noticeable decline in the number of persons identified as having difficulty seeing or

hearing. In 1993/94, 5.2 million persons (in the 21 to 64 age group) were classified as having difficulty
seeing, and 5.7 million were classified as having difficulty hearing. In 1997, the number with difficulty
seeing was 3.5 million and the number with difficulty hearing was 3.4 million. The decline took place in
two stages; from 1993/94 to 1994/95 and from 1994/95 to 1997. There is no obvious explanation in
terms of the way the questions were asked. Although there was what appears to be a very slight
change in the seeing and hearing questions for the 1996 panel, the questions asked in earlier panels were

identical.

The first summary disability measure is based on individual items other than work disability or program



participation and 1s labeled ‘Definition 1'. The overall employment rate for individuals 21 to 64 was
higher in 1997 than in 1994-/95, but Definition 1 shows that the employment rate of individuals with a
disability of any severity was lower in 1997 than in 1994/95. The employment rate of those with any
disability was 50.4 in 1994/95 and 48.1 in 1997. For individuals with a severe disability, the
employment rate was 34.1 in 1994/95 and 29.4 in 1997. For those with a nonsevere disability, ﬁle

rates were 61.6 in 1994/95 and 63.9 in 1997.

The next estimates in Table 1 show the number of persons with a work disability and the number

participating in two major programs. It has been the convention in SIPP disability reports to classify

individuals who are under 65 years old and who are covered by Medicare or who are receiving

Supplemental Security Income (SSI) payments as having a severe disability. For individuals under 65

years, benefits from these programs are available only if the individual has a disability that prevents

gainful employment.

When compared to earlier estimates, the 1997 data on the number of individuals with a condition that
limits the kind or amount of work that can be done are remarkable. In 1994/95, 20.3 million individuals \/ *H

had a work disability; 8.6 million were unable to work an@ﬁﬂ]jon were able to work. In 1997, /1

¢
the number with a work disability was 16.]1 million; the number unable to work was 9.4 million, and the Y 0%

number able to work w@hou The method of asking the traditional ‘work disability qﬁestion

— e

changed greatly in the 1996 panel, but the huge difference in results could not have been anticipated. In

e T, N

earlier panels, a core question about limitations in the kind or amount of work that could be done was
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asked for all working-age individuals at the beginning of the panel. There were no further core
questions about the existence of a work disability. At the time of the disability topical module, a
verification question was asked for those who had been identified in the beginning of the panel as having
a work disability. The work disability question itself was asked for those who had not been identified in
the beginning of the panel as having a work disability. In the 1996 panel, a question about limitations in
the kind or amount of work that can be done is asked each wave unless the individual has already been
identified who is not in the labor force because of long-term illness or disability. There is some evidence
that a time-in-sample effect exists - tabulations have shown that the number of individuals classified as

- —

having a work disability fell sharply from wave 1 to wave 2. But any time-in-sample effects would
R

appear to explain only a small portion of the total decline.

Definition 2 brings information on work disability and program participation into the disability definition.
The new definition leads to the same conclusion about recent changes in employment rates by disability
status; the 1997 employment rate for individuals with a disability was lower than the 1994/95 rate. For
those with a severe disability, the 1997 rate was lower; for those with a nonsevere disability, the 1997

rate was higher. Under Definition 2, the employment rate for individuals with a nonsevere disability was

at least as high as the overall employment rate for each of the four time periods.

Definition 3 is based on a disability definition that includes the activity of taking prescription medicines in
the right amount at the right time. The prescription medicine item was first asked during the 1994/95

time period.
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Definition 4 incorporates the prescription medicine item as well as three measures that Wcre not asked
prior to the 1996 panel. The new items concem the use of hands and fingers to grasp objects, whether
mental symptoms have seriously interfered with everyday activities, and an item which asked if
individuals had a condition that made it difficult to remain employed or to find a job. This last item was
included because disability advocates have long argued that the traditional work disability question - are
you limited in the kind or amount of work you can do - lacks face validity. To answer the traditional
question, an individual must declare that he or she is either limited or not limited, regardless of any
consideration of the environment that he or she faces. The reality is that many individuals would be
limited under some environmental conditions, but not limited under others. The new work disability
question has the merit of allowing an individual to report that a condition has caused employment

problems without reporting that, regardless of environmental considerations, he or she is ‘limited.’

When Definition 4 is used as the measure of disability status, the employment rate of individuals with
disabilities was 50.2; the rate for those with a severe disability was 31.1, and the rate for those with a

nonsevere disability was 82.0.

Definitions 5 and 6 are included to show how wide a definition of disability is possible using data from
items that were introduced in the 1996 panel. Definition 5 is based on a disability definition that
considers an individual to héve a disability if he or she has difficulty moving a large chair, standing for

one hour, sitting for one hour, stooping, Or reaching. Definition 6 considers an individual to have a
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disability if he or she is frequently depressed or anxious or has a lot of trouble getting along with others,

concentrating on tasks, or coping with stress.

The final section of Table 1 presents data on disability status cross-tabulated by a measure of availability
for employment. The measure shown in the table considers individuals to have a reduced availability for
employment if they participated in a major program (Medicare, SSI, and Social Security), o} if they had
been identified as having a disability that prevented them from working. The data show that the number
of individuals who had a disability and a reduced availability for employment was 10.2 million in
1994/95, and 11.7 mullion in 1997. The employment rate for members of this group was 6.8 percent in
1994/95 and 9.8 percent in 1997. The number of individuals with a disability and without a reduced
availability for employment was 19.2 million in 1994/95, and 14.8 million in 1997. The very large drop
in this figure reflects the very large reduction in the estimate of the number of individuals with a work
disability which did not prevent them from working. The employment rate of individuals with a work
disability and without a reduced availability for employment was 76.6 percent in 1994/95, and 80.2
percent in 1997. For those in this category with a severe disability, the employment rates were about
the same for the two time periods - 75.5 percent in 1994/95, and 75.1 percent in 1997. For those with

a nonsevere disability, the 1994/95 rate was 77.0 percent, and the 1997 rate was 81.8 percent.
Disability, employment, and participation in major programs

Table 2 offers additional data on the employment status of individuals with disabilities. The disability
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definition used for Table 2 is the definition that is labeled Definition 4 in Table 1. Of the 17.3 million
individuals with a severe disability, 6.9 million were covered by Medicare or received SSI payments.
Of the remaining 10.4 million, 1.2 million received Social Security payments But were not covered by
Medicare. So the number of individuals with a severe disability who participated in a major program
was 8.1 million, and the number who did not participate was 9.2 million. The employment rate for the
9.2 million who did not participate in a major program was 47.3 percent. The 9.2 million can be further
divided into those who were classified as prevented from working (3.3 million) and those who were not
(5.9 million). The employment rate for the 5.9 million who were not classified as prevented from

working was 73.5 percent.

The above paragraph suggests that substantially increasing the employment rate of the 17.3 million
individuals with a severe disability might prove to be a challenging task. The 8.1 million individuals who
are currently covered by Medicare or who are receiving SSI or Social Security payments would
presumably need transition assistance if they were to leave these programs. And the 3.3 million persons
who are classified as prevented from working but who are not receiving benefits from the above
programs may have to be convinced that changes could be made to the environment that would make it

possible for them to work.
Disability and welfare

Table 3 contains annualized estimates of eamings and the value of selected welfare benefits for the
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population 21 to 64 years of age and shows the large impact disability status has on both earnings and
welfare. Overall, individuals 21 to 64 years of age had $3.6 trillion dollars in eamnings and received
$14.6 billion in Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF) payments, $17.6 billion in SSI
payments, $13.3 billion in food stamps, and $50.7 billion in Medicaid benefits. Individuals with a
severe disability received 2.9 percent of aggregate eamings, 34.2 percent of TANF benefits, 100

percent of SSI benefits, 33.1 percent of food stamps, and 66.9 percent of Medicaid benefits.

Table 4 shows that the total value of the four types of welfare was $96.2 billion. Of the total, $61.0
billion went to individuals with a severe disability. Only for the youngest age group did the amount of
welfare received by those with a severe disability make up less than half the total. Individuals 21 to 34
received $37.7 billion in welfare benefits and $15.9 billion of this amount went to those with a severe
disability. Individuals 35 to 44 received $27.7 billion in welfare benefits, $17.3 billion of which went to
those with a severe disability. For the population 45 to 64, welfare benefits totaled $30.8 billion and

benefits to those with a severe disability totaled $27.8 billion.

It can be argued that the data in Table 4 should not be surprising since, for the universe being examined
here (age 21 to 64 years old), SSI is a program specifically for individuals with a severe disability.
Table 5 shows data similar to Table 4 but the definition of welfare has been changed to exclude SSI
benefits and the value of Medicaid benefits received by SSI recipients. The data in Table 5 show a
reduced impact of disability status, but the role of disébility is still substantial. Of the $51.2 billion

received as benefits, $15.9 billion went to individuals with a severe disability. If attention is focused on
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the group that usually receives a good deal of attention, unmarried women with children, Table 5 shows
that there were 10.0 million individuals in this category, and 3.6 million received welfare benefits worth
$27.2 billion (keep in mind that these are selected benefits). The table also shows that 1.4 million of the
10.0 mullion women in this category had a severe disability. Of the 1.4 million, 860,000 received

welfare benefits worth $6.4 billion.

Finally, Table 6 presents the results of a logistic regression in which the receipt of TANF benefits is the
dependent variable. The universe for the regression is unmarried women with children under 18 years

of age.

The first set of variables is comprised of three age categories. The middle age category is the reference
group, and the coefficient is positive for the younger age category and negative for the older. That is,

there is an inverse relation between age and the likelihood of receiving TANF.

Education categories make up the second set of variables. The reference group is high school graduates
and the coefficients of the other groups show that there is an inverse relationship between educational

attainment and the receipt of TANF.

The third set of variables are race and ethnicity categories. The reference group is comprised of white,
not Hispanic origin individuals. The coefficients for those who are Hispanic origin or who are Black, not

Hispanic origin are positive, and the coefficient for those who not of Hispanic origin and who are neither
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white nor Black is not significant.

Categories of number of children make up the fourth set of variables. The coefficients show that the

number of children is directly related to the receipt of TANF.

The fifth set of variables show that women who were never married were more likely to receive TANF

benefits that women who had been married previously.

The sixth and final set of variables are disability categories. Women with no disability are in the
reference group. The coefficient for women with a nonsevere disability is positive and the coefficient for

women with a severe disability is also positive and even greater.
Conclusions

1) The SIPP is the only household survey that obtains regular information on employment status and

periodically collects information on disability status in a way that is roughly consistent with the ADA

definition of disability. There are, however, problems in using SIPP to measure changes in the

employment rate of individuals with disabilities. These problems have to do with (i) an apparent lack of

reliability for many individual measures of disability status, (ii) the fact that the SIPP was designed as a

panel or longitudinal survey and is subject to attrition and time-in-sample bias, and (iii) the fact that e N @

changes in the 1996 panel to core questions on work disability status have produced work disability
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estimates that are clearly not comparable to estimates from earlier panels. We note here that the sample
design of SIPP has changed over time and is likely to change again. Weinberg (1999) has noted that if
SIPP is to become the official source of income and poverty statistics, SIPP will have to be redesigned

to minimize the effect of attrition and time-in-sample biases on time-series estimates.

2) If the problems noted above are set aside, the SIPP data from wave 5 of the 1996 panel suggest that
the employment rate of individuals with a disability declined from 1994/95 to 1997.

Definition 1 (see Table 1) is the disa_biljty definition that is based on measures that are most comparable
over time. _Under that definition, the employment rate for individuals with a disability was 50.4 percent

in 1994/95, and 48.1 percent in 1997. For those with a severe disability, the comparable rates were A/ .@

34.1 percent and 29.4 percent.) Among those with a nonsevere disability, the 1997 rate (63.9 percent)
was higher than the 1994/95 rate (61.6 percent). Definition 2 adds the criteria of work disability and
program participation to Definition 1. The 1994/95 to 1997 changes in employment rates have the
same pattern under both definitions. The pattern changes when a measure of availability for employment
is introduced. The data show that the employment rate of individuals with a disability who did not have
a reduced availability for employment was 76.6 percent in 1994/95, and 80.2 percent in 199.7.
Individuals who did not have a reduced availability for employment and who had a severe disability
category had an employment rate of 75.5 percent in 1994/95, and 75.1 percent in 1997; and those with

a nonsevere disability had an employment rate of 77.0 in 1994/95, and 81.8 percent in 1997.

3) The major conclusion of this paper regarding the measurement over time of the employment status of



18

individuals with disabilities is that there is currently no satisfactory vehicle for producing such a measure.
In fact, a Presidential Order dated March 13,1998, established a “National Task Force on
Employment of Adults with Disabilities,” and instructed the Bureau of Labor Statistics and the Census

Bureau, in cooperation with other selected Federal agencies, to “design and implement a statistically

reliable and accurate method to measure the employment rate of adults with disabilities.”

4) Although SIPP may not be an adequate vehicle for measuring changes over time in the employment
rate of individuals with disabilities, SIPP data on individuals with disabilities may be very useful for
cross-sectional studies. A major conclusion from the data presented in this paper is that the relationship
between disability and welfare should not be ignored. Of course, the relationship between disability and
the receipt of SSI and Medicaid benefits is obvious, but the data suggest that disability plays an

important role in determining whether individuals become TANF recipients.
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TABLE 1. DATA ON DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT: 1991/92, 1993/94, 1994/95, AND 1997
(From the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

1991/92 1993/94 1994/95 1997
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
(thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd
Age 21 to 64 144,075 75.1 | 148,244 75.1 | 149,369 76.2 | 152,886 78.2
Used a wheelchair 495 18.4 582 209 685 22,0 874 219
Used a cane, crutches,
or walker (not a
wheelchair) 1,484 25.2 1,840 29.2 1,609 27.5 2,173 24.8
Difficulty secing 4,567 45.5 5,155 45.5 4,002 43.7 3,484 422
Severe 563 25.6 623 24.7 568 30.8 487 30.6
Not severe 4,004 48.3 4,532 48.4 3,435 45.9 2,997 44.1
Difficulty hearing 5,222 63.7 5,650 654 4,489 64.4 3,416 62.4
Severe 321 58.7 405 53.3 358 59.7 227 48.5
Not severe 4,900 64.0 5,245 66.4 4,131 64.9 3,189 63.4
Difficulty 'with speech 1,340 35.0 1,351 34.1 1,019 274 1,276 36.9
Severe 122 24.4 167 246 119 273 252 24.1
Not severe 1218 | 36.1 1,184 354 900 274 1,025
Difficulty walking 7,672 315 8,600 319 8697 | 335 9,129 |
Severe " 3059 | . 208 3754|220 #3547 | 225| 3907,
Not severe 4512 | - 390 | 4846 | 1306 5150 |- anr| 5222 )
Difficulty with stairs 7,803 30.1 8,584 316 | - 8517 339 9,420
Severe 3,487 20.5 3,948 231 3,736 | 255 | 2,325 19.2
‘Not severe 4,316 379 4,637 388 4,781 40.5 7,095 | 401
Difficulty lifting 7,548 32.1 8,149 34.5 8,026 348 7,232 30.0
Severe 3,001 224 3,429 233 3,017 27.0 3,297 20.1
Not severe 4,547 384 4,720 42.7 5,010 394 3,935 38.2




TABLE 1. DATA ON DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT: 1991/92, 1993/94, 1994/95, AND 1997
(From the Survey of Income and Program Participation)
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1991/92 1_993/94 1994/95 1997
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
(thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd
Difficulty w 1+ ADLs 3,313 253 3,820 26.8 3,640 27.1 4,008 26.2
Needs personal asst. 1,455 18.1 1,729 21.7 1,515 20.6 1,664 16.8
Asst. not needed 1,859 309 2,091 31.1 2,125 318 2,344 329
Get around inside 1,245 13.9 1,479 19.1 1,290 19.8 . 1,459 15.2
Needs personal asst. 555 10.3 638 16.8 553 19.1 662 9.3
Asst. not needed 691 16.8 841 20.8 738 20.2 796 20.1
Get out of bed/chair 2,313 25.1 2,700 28.1 2,472 26.7 3,020 26.3
Needs personal asst. 841 17.9 967 21.6 820 214 1,078 17.0
Asst. not needed 1,472 293 1,733 3 l.7l 1,653 29.3 1,942 314
Take a bath/shower 1,527 16.4 1,819 19.3 1,628 19.9 2,053 19.7
Needs personal asst. 856 12.8 973 15.5 828 183 1,015 134
Asst. not needed 670 21.1 846 237] 8001 . 215 1,038
Dressing 1,269 184 1416 190| 1378 22| 1601
- Needs personal asst. - | #4739 | : - 161 | - ~833 | -+'18.0 | 738 . 19.7 | .-899
“Asst notneeded | T s30 | 218 | sea| 208 | Fedo | 2sa | Ame2 ] fRE83)
Eating “a0s| 217| so3] vasil| o aso] 274 ers | NN
Needs personal asst. 138 15.8 174 15.4 162 21.0 250
Asst. not needed 266 || 24.7 329 302 288 310 368 29.5
Toileting ' 68_6 17.7 838 16.0 720 214 864 13.1
Needs personal asst. 363 | 133 455 13.8 356 17.3 500 9.2
Asst. not needed 324 22.7 384 18.5 364 253 365 18.5
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1991/92 1993/94 1994/95 1997
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
(thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd
Difficulty w 1+ IADLs | 4,811 29| 5315 254| 52712 260| 5620| 240
Needs personal asst. 3,385 194 3660 213| 3601| 234| 4113 19.9
Asst. not needed 1426 | 312 ims| 3a1| s8] 321 | 1508 354
Go outside the home 2,745 151 | 3,174 173 | 3,085 194 | 3413 15.9
Needs personal asst. 1,888 130 2108 142] 2060 179 2374 13.1
Asst. not needed 857 197 1066| 23s5| 1025]| 225]| 1040| 223
Keep track of money 1,464 195 | 1633] 242| 1501 259 2052| 206
Needs personal asst. 1,263 174 | 1399 | 225| 1421 249 1642 208
Asst. ot needed 201 325 233 | 344 170 | 340 a0 | 200
Prepare meals 1,576 145| 1,820 195| 1604 205| 2399 14.6
Needs personal asst. 1,237 143 | 1,428 194 1337 205| 1102| 108
Asst. not needed 338| 152 392 | 198 268 | 207 | 1,296
Do light housework 2452 173] 3004 208 2949 239 2797
Needs personalasst.* | . 1,686 | 154 | 2021] 2011 = 1900 > 200 | 1,936} %
Asst. notneeded - 766 | ans|  es2) 222 0e9 | 309 | - is61 | i526)
Use the telephone 1041 ] 286 04| 277 s | 24| -ess i
~ Not able 334 271 359 | 186 293 | 189 37| 297
Able 707 | 293 746 | 321 s28 | 244 617 | 392
Dif. wADLsorIADLs | 5850 | 268 | 6433| 201| 6359 200| 6754 279]
Needs personal asst. 3704 | 212 4021 231 | 3974 240 4379) 207
Asst. Not needed 2146 | 364 | 2412 300 | 2385| 373| 23715| 412
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TABLE 1. DATA ON DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT: 1991/92, 1993/94, 1994/95, AND 1997
(From the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

1991/92 1993/94 1994/95 1997

Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
(thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd

With 1+ sel. éonditions 4,484 42.8 5,173 42.5 5,521 428 6,403 38.8-
Learning disability 1,941 57.2 1,885 55.9 1,811 54.5 2,760 52.0
Mental retardation 860 30.8 932 344 890 34.5 1,223 293
Alzheimer's, sen/dem 104 316 152 21.0 137 339 642 23.5
Other mental cond. 2,524 29.8 3,097 340 3,563 35.8 3,569 29.3
With a develop. disab. 1,060 31.8 1,149 33.6 1,104 353 1,501 30.7
With a housework dis. 9,312 © 322 ] 10,080 332 | 10,536 34.7 9,571 27..9
Unable to do houswk 1,193 13.8 1,472 18.5 1,316 14.7 1,965 124
Able to do houswk 8,120 349 8,608 35.7 9,219 37.5 7,606 319

Limited in kind or - R

amount of work 17,143 426 | 18293 403 | 20312 433 | 16,081 34.1
Unable to work 7,327 -| 8419 - | ss -| 93 -
Able to work 9,816 743 | 9,874 746 [/11,601) 753 ( 1{‘7‘;\ 818

N

Had Medicare or SSI 4,437 94 | 5381 104 | 5728 121 | 6,677 124 |
Covered by Medicare | 2,397 57| 278 711 2,819 75| 3923 11.1
Received SSI 2,503 122 | 3,62 130 | 3,497 158 | 3,627 12.9

&%
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TABLE 1. DATA ON DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT: 1991/92, 1993/94, 1994/95, AND 1997

(From the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

1991/92 1993/94 1994/95 1997

Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent
(thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd

Difficulty taking

prescribed medicines na '~ na na na 1,171 27.5 1,635 217
Needs personal asst. na na na na 929 249 1,201 19.7
Asst. not nceded ni na na na 242 37.6 434 27.2

Dif. using hnds/fingers na pa| ma| m|  na na
Severe na na na na na na
Not severe na na - npa na na na 3,362 39.2
With mental problems
that seriously interfere _
with everyday activities na na na na na na 4,706 29.8
With condition that has
made it dif. to remain
emp. or find a job na na na na na na | 10,680 20.9




TABLE 1. DATA ON DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT: 1991/92, 1993/94, 1994/95, AND 1997
(From the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

1991/92 1993/94 1994/95 1997
Number | Percent | Number | Percent Number | Percent { Number | Percent
(thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) emplyd | (thous.) emplyd<J (thous.) | emplyd

Dif. moving large chair na na na na na na | 11,253 39.3
Severe na na na na na na 5,894 278
Not severe na na na na na na 5,359 52.0

Dif. standing na na na na na na | 10,295 37.2

Dif. sitting- na na na na na na 5,416 374

Dif. stooping na na na|  na na na| 12352 446

Dif. reaching na na na na na na| 5517 36.0

Frequently depressed na na na na na na | 10,018 463
Trouble getting along na na na na na na 2,183 354
Trouble concentrating na na na na na na 3,814 311
Trouble coping na na na na na na 6,122 39.1
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TABLE 1. DATA ON DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT: 1991/92, 1993/94, 1994/95, AND 1997
(From the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

1991/92 1993/94 1994/95 1997
Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent { Number | Percent
(thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd | (thous.) | emplyd

Disability status
(Definition 2) by
availability for
employment

With a disability and
participated in a major
program (Medicare,
SSI, or Social Security)
or was prevented from

working 10,175 83| 10,986 9.1 10,234 6.8 1 11,726 9.8

With a disability, did

not participate in a

major program and was ‘

not prevented from

working 17,307 77.8 | 17,899 79.1 19,209 76.6 | 14,785 80.2
Severe disability 3,292 74.0 3,792 754 3,986 75.5 3,511 75.1
Not severe disability | 14,015 78.7 | 14,107 80.1 15,222 770 { 11,274 81.8

No disability 116,593 80.5 | 119,359 80.6 | 119,927 |- 82.1 84.4

126,376



TABLE 2. DISABILITY STATUS, EMPLOYMENT, AND ANNUAL RATE OF EARNINGS: INDIVIDUALS 21 TO 64 YEARS OLD

(August -November 1997 data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation. Numbers in thousands.)
Note: Items marked with an (x) are not part of the disability definition.

Employed Median earnings Mean earnings
Total Number Percent Value Std. err. Value Std. err.
Both sexes 152,886 119,616 . 78.2 $22,941 $151 $30,155 $358
DISABILITY STATUS
With a disability 27,721 13,922 50.2 $17,667 $425  $23,402 $735
Severe 17,318 5,393 31.1 $13,234 $653 $18,582 $806
Covered by Medicare,
or received SSI 6,920 909 13.1 $4,944 $671 58,8136 $849
Covered by Medicare 3,051 399 13.1 $5,324 $940 $9,490 $1,321
Received SSI 3,138 443 14.1 $5,207 $1,215 $9,187 $1,266
Not covered by Medicare and
did not receive SSI 10,399 4,484 43.1 $15,521 $677 $20,559 §939
Received Social Security 1,186 124 10.5 $4,982 $1,828 $7,713 $1,747
Prevented from working 865 0 0.0 . . . .
Not prevented from working 321 124 38.7 $4,982 $1,828 §7,713 $1,747
pid not receive Social Security 9,213 4,359 47.3 $15,928 $670  $20,925 $961
Prevented from working 3,279 0 0.0 . . . .
Not prevented from working 5,934 4,359 73.5 $15,928 $670 $20,925 $961
Not severe 10,403 8,529 82.0 §20,469 $508 $26,449 $1,078
Received Social Security 499 197 39.6 §$7,009 $975 $9,015 $1,466
Did not receive Social Security 9,905 8,332 84.1 $20,623 $515  §26,862 $1,101
No disability 125,165 105,694 84.4 $23,645 $157 $31,045 $393
Received Social Security 2,019 718 35.6 §7,726 §723 $10,955 $1,462
Did not receive Social Security 123,145 104,975 85.2 $23,766 $157 $31,182 §$396
SEEBING/HEARING/SPEAKING
With a disability 7,211 3,717 51.5 $20,631 $791 -$25,727 $1,341
Severe . u 1,204 393 32.6 $17,326 $1,429 $23,497 $3,124
Not severe 6,007 3,324 55.3 $21,160 $843 $25,991 $1,453
Difficulty seeing letters in newsprint 3,484 1,470 42.2 $16,835 $981  §21,553 $1,233
Severe ‘ 487 149 30.6 $16,058 $1,351 §19,326 $4,079
Not severe B 2,997 1,321 44.1 §17,080 $1,267 $21,804 $1,292
Difficulty hearing normal conversation 3,416 2,133 62.4 $23,346 $1,012 $28,983 $2,137
Bevere 227 110 48.5 $20,037 §3,525 $26,869 §4,422
Not severe 3,189 2,023 63.4 $23,561 $993 $29,098 $2,241
. Difficulty having speech understood 1,276 471 36.9 $14,957 $1,548 $17,957 $1,686
Bevere 252 61 24.1 $3,084 $7,294 $10,712 $3,837

Not severe 1,025 411 40.1 615,473 $1,576 619,027 61,818 °

WALKING/USING STAIRS

o~ Lo
37.8 .- 617,078 - .. §22,039

with a disability e . . 11,988 B 5
__..Bevere . ., e R 5,997 . . 25.6 - % $20,142
N¥ot severe .. - . BT 5,991 ;% T 49.9 $23,013

33.9 )

; “s™ $21,028 "
22.5 - §14,783 7%

Difficulty walking . - . . 9,129 028
S '¥:$18,289

Severe 3,907

Mot severe ' 5,222

: 42.4 $17,175 " $22,113

Difficulty climbing stairs 9,420 3,292 34.9 616,204 $20,917
Severe 2,325 . 447  19.2 $11,656 $18,109
Mot severe 7,095 2,845 40.1  $16,664 $21,358
Used a wheelchair 874 191 21.9 §21,857 $268,793

pid not use a wheelchair, but used a cane,
crutches or a walker 2,173 539 24.8 $17,358 $2,477 $21,119



TABLE 2. DISABILITY STATUS, EMPLOYMENT, AND ANNUAL RATE OF EARNINGS: INDIVIDUALS 21 TO 64 YEARS OLD

(August -November 1997 data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation. Numbers in thousands.)
Note: Items marked with an (x) are not part of the disability definition. )

SBLECTED PHYSICAL TASKS
With a disability
Severe
Not severe
pifficulty lifting and carrying 10 pounds
Severe
Not severe
pifficulty grasping objects
Severe
Not severe
Difficulty woving a large chair (x)
Severe
Not severe
pifficulty standing for long periode (x)
pifficulty sitting for long periods (x)
pifficulty crouching (x)
pifticulty reaching overhead (x)

ACTIVITIES OF DAILY LIVING
with an ADL limitation
Needed personal assistance
Did not need personal assistance
Difficulty getting around inside
Needed personal asgistance
pid not need perscnal assistance

pifficulty getting in or out of bed or a chair

Needed personal assistance
pid not need personal assistance
pifficulty taking a bath or shower
Needed perscnal agsistance
Did not need personal assistance
. pifficulty dressing
.. Needed personal assistance
Did not need personal assistance
Difficulty eating i
Needed personal assistance
. Did not need personal asgistance
pifficulty getting to/using the toilet
Needed perscnal assistance
pid not need personal assistance

Total

8,964
3,422
5,542
7,232
3,297
3,935
3,628
265
3,362
11,253
5,894
5,359
10,295
5,416
12,352
5,517

4,008
1,664
2,344
1,459
662
796
3,020
1,078
1,942
2,053
1,015
1,038
1,601
899
702
619
250
368
864
$00
365

Employed
Number Percent
3,092 34.5
709 20.7
2,383 43.0
2,167 30.0
662 20.1
1,505 38.2
1,403 38.7
87 32.8
1,317 39.2
4,427 39.3
1,640 27.8
2,787 52.0
3,831 37.2
2,027 37.4
5,505 44.6
1,986 36.0
1,052 26.2
280 16.8
772 32.9
222 15.2
62 9.3
160 20.1
793 26.3
183 17.0
611 31.4
404 19.7
136 13.4
268 25.8
309 19.3
145 16.1
164 23.3
130 -21.1
22 8.6
109 29.5
114 ‘13.1
46 9.2
€7 18.5

Median earnings
Value Std. err.

$16,301
$13,811
$16,935
$15,861
$13,440
$16, 764
$16,268
$17,226
$16,189
$17,914
$15,610
§19,223
$18,346
$18,214
$18,483
$15,059

§14,935
$8,731
$17,330
$10,857
$2,474
$13,552
$14,493
$9,965
§15,593
§11,530
§9,991
$12,376
$14,245

' 10,062
" $17,992
614,934 . -
$31,865.

612,286
$11,559

$8,218
$12,080

$893
$1,854
$939
$1,171
$1,946
$1,212
$1,467
$7,762
$1,509
$737
$1,137
$846

$826

$1,215
$668
$1,288

$1,974
$3,340
$2,136
$3,218
$1,466
$3,686
$2,201
65,263
$2,332
$3,401
§7,664
64,192

Mean earnings

Value

$20,634
$20,048
$20,809
$20,249
$19,030
$20,785
$20,723
$31,985
$19,979

$22,565

$20,944
$23,519
$23,424
$21,358
$22,996
$20,077

$21,527
$16,985
$23,175
$17,437
$8,122
$21,022
$21,366
$17,892
$22,406
$20,737
.$19,661

$4,066 -

$5,039

618,087

std. err.

$843
$2,007
$917
$997
$1,703
$1,222
$1,226
$10,579
$1,088
$1,017
$1,381
$1,394
$1,343
$1,077
$859
$1,139

$1,734
$3,040
§2,073
$3,206
$3,066
$4,091
§2,059
$3,604
$2,439
62,653

. $5,135
- $3,033
- $3,715



TABLE 2. DISABILITY STATUS, EMPLOYMENT, AND ANNUAL RATE OF EARNINGS: INDIVIDUALS 21 TO 64 YEARS OLD

{August -November 1997 data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation. Numbers in thousands.)
Note: Items marked with an (x) are not part of the disability definition.

Employed Median earnings Mean earnings

Total Number Percent Value Std. err. value Std. err.

INSTRUMENTAL ACTIVITIES OF DAILY LIVING
With an IADL limitation 5,798 1,428 24.6  $11,906 $1,383  $18,515 $1,354
Needed personal assistance 4,211 852 20.2° $10,055 $1,444 $16,516 $1,793
Did not need personal assistance 1,587 576 36.3 $16,433 $2,046 $21,467 $2,024
pDifficulty going outside the home alone 3,413 543 15.9 $9,054 $1,778 $15,639 $1,929
Needed personal assistance 2,374 310 13.1 $4,964 $2,433 $13,741 $2,705
Did not need personal assistance 1,040 232 22.3 $14,608 §3,4137 $18,176 $2,642
pifficulty keeping track of money/bills 2,052 423 20.6 $5,548 $1,339 $11,188 $1,737
Needed personal assistance 1,642 341 20.8 $4,506 $912 $9,395% $1,791
pid not need personal assistance 410 82 20.0 $11,999 $4,841 $18,636 $4,497
Difficulty preparing meals 2,399 350 14.6 $9,119 $2,888 $15,976 $2,454
Needed personal assistance 1,102 119 10.8 $4,211 $4,858 $13,432 $3,472
Did not need personal assistance 1,296 230 17.8 $10,335 $2,590 $17,292 $3,244
pifficulty doing light housework 2,797 531 19.0 $12,159 $2,635 $19,589 $2,350
Needed personal assistance 1,936 302 15.6 §12,993 $3,562 §20,620 $3,333
Did not need personal assistance 861 229 26.6 $11,339 $3,813 §18,231 $3,210
Difficulty taking prescription medicines 1,635 354 21.7 $7,016 $1,857 $12,231 $1,976
Needed personal assistance 1,201 236 19.7 $5,002 $2,182  §$11,939 $2,655
Did not need personal assistance 434 118 27.2 $10,020 $2,743 $12,814 $2,631
Difficulty using the telephone 988 352 35.6 $18,547 $2,776 $24,979 3,421
Unable to use ordinary phone 371 110 29.7 §16,018 $8,951 $23,631 $7,813
Able to use ordinary phone 617 242 39.2 $19,758 $3,242  $25,593 $3,481

MENTAL :
With a disability ¥ 8,950 3,309 37.0 $13,537 $709 $20,409 $1,662
With one or more selected conditions 5,350 2,200 41.1 $13,291 $781 $21,176 $2,407
A learning disability 2,460 1,352 55.0 $16,054 $1,372 $25,701 $3,821
Mental retardation ‘1,064 334 31.4 $5,581 $1,706 $8,253 $1,120
Alzheimers, senility, or dementia 618 141 22.8 $11,610 $3,545 $12,932 $2,341
Other wmental/emotional condition 2,592 759 29.3 $10,673 $1,587 $15,507 $1,303
With one or more selected symptoms 12,387 5,890 47.5 $16,357 $617 $21,770 $955
Frequently depressed or anxious 10,018 4,634 46.3 . $15,925 §709 §21,671 $1,107
Trouble getting along with others 2,183 774 35.4 $12,930 $1,520 §17,101 $1,307
Trouble concentrating 3,814 1,186 31.1 $11,499 $1,368 $17,140. §1,745
Trouble coping with stress 6,122 2,395 39.1 §15,254 i $951 $19,823 61,503
Bffect on everyday activities: :
Seriously interfered 4,706 1,404 29.8  $12.592. 1,183 $18,091 $1,211
pid not seriously interfere (x) 7,681 4,486 s8.4 $17,401 $685 §22,921 . $1,193
R > ¥~ ¥ A

Difficulty keeping track of money/bills 2,052 423 20.6 . $5,548 61,339 $11,188

.

WORKING AT A JOB :
Has experienced employment . S
problems related to disability 17,475 6,079 34.8 613,799 $605 $19,083 6649

Has had difficulty remaining employed or ..

finding a job . ’ 10,680 2,228 20.9 $7,824 $758 $13,751 6898
Limited in kind or amount of work that ' :

can be done 16,081 5,487 34.1 $13,889 $599 §19,216 $920

Prevented from working at a job ) 9,371 0 0.0 . . . .
Not prevented from working at a job 6,710 5,487 81.8 613,889 $599 §$19,216 $920



TABLE 2. DISABILITY STATUS, EMPLOYMENT, AND ANNUAL RATE OF EARNINGS: INDIVIDUALS 21 TO 64 YEARS OLD

(August -November 1997 data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation. Numbers in thousands.)
Note: Items marked with an (x) are not part of the disability definition.

Employed Median earnings Mean earnings
Total Number  Percent Value Std. err. Value Std. err.
WORKING AROUND THE HOUSE
Limited in kind or amount of housework
that can be done 9,571 2,669 27.9 $14,117 $1,098 $19,336 $1,003
Prevented from doing housework 1,965 244 12.4 $10,184 $4,017 $14,650 $2,464
Not prevented from doing housework 7,606 2,425 31.9 $14,644 $1,204 $19,807 $1,073
PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
Covered by Medicare or
received SSI 6,920 909 13.1 $4,944 $671 $8,836 $849
Covered by Medicare 4,330 536 12.4 $4,493 $716 $8,215 $1,033
Received SSI 3,627 466 12.9 $4,737 $1,037 $8,808 $1,218
SPECIAL AIDS _
Used a wheelchair 874 191 21.9 $21,557 $6,174 $28,793 $4,598
Did not use a wheelchair but used a cane,
crutches, or a walker 2,173 539 24.8 $17,358 $2,477 $21,119 $1,968
Had used for 6 months or more 1,675 337 20.1 $15,449 $3,435 $19,202 $2,287
Used a hearing aid (x) 914 539 58.9 $22,958 $2,905 $32,347 $3,103
Had diffiéulty hearing 357 214 59.9 $22,018 §3,213 $28,851 $3,341
pid not have difficulty hearing ) 558 328 58.3 $25,178 $4,685 §$34,645 $4,626
NEED FOR PERSONAL ASSISTANCE
Number of ADLs or IADLs for
which assistance was needed .
1 or more 4,470 936 . 20.9 §9,856 $§1,356 $16,499 $1,680
1 ! 1,824 499 27.3 $11,456 $1,600 $18,989 $2,557
2 960 186 19.3 $10,989 $3,619 $14,039 §2,471
3 or more ’1,686 252 15.0 $4,105 $1,936 $13,388 $3,077
Number of ADLs for which assistance ’
~was needed .
1 or more ' 1,664 280 16.8 $8,731 $3,340 $16,985 $3,040
1 ' 583 118 20.3 $9,885 54,344 $19,674 $5,147
2 367 78 21.2 §$3,296 $3,232 $8,534 §2,952
3 or more 714 84 11.7 $11,847 §10,404 $21,032 $6,062
fumber of IADLs for which assistance :
wass needed ’ .
1 or more 4,211 852 20.2 $10,055 §1,444 616,516 §1,793
1 1,954 516 26.4 612,112 $1,647 619,675 $2,541
2 1,022 177 17.4 ' §9,187 $4,167 12,562 _SZ,:QOT

-§3;864 -

3 or more 1,235 158 12.8  §2,366 770 $10,653



TABLE 2. DISABILITY STATUS, EMPLOYMENT, AND ANNUAL RATE OF EARNINGS: INDIVIDUALS 21 TO 64 YEARS OLD

(August -November 1997 data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation. Numbers in thousands.)
Note: Items marked with an (x) are not part of the disability definition.

Employed Median earnings Mean earnings
Total Number  Percent Value Std. err. Value Std. err.

PERCEIVED HEALTH STATUS (x)

All disability statuses 152,886 119,616 78.2 $22,941 §151 $30,155 $358
Excellent 48,827 41,870 85.8  $25,527 $276  $33,237 $484
Very good 53,070 44,361 83.6 $23,459 $246 $30,666 $748
Good 15,793 27,119 75.8  $20,275 $287  $26,775 $637
Fair 10,557 5,399 51.1  $16,233 $477  $21,089 $792
Poor 4,639 867 18.7 §13,765 $1,514 $17,361 $1,536

No disability 125,165 105,694 84.4 $23,645 §157 $31,045 $393
Bxcellent 46,650 40,289 86.4 $25,695 $281 $33,370 $486
Very good 48,391 41,046 84.8 $23,650 $257 $31,094 $804
Good 27,091 21,972 8l1.1 $20,837 $315 $27,325 $703
Fair 2,856 2,259 79.1 $18,385 $906 $25,326 $1,575
Poor 175 127 72.5 $17,721 $3,816 §22,598 §3,305

Disability, not severe 10,403 8,529 82.0 $20,469 $508 §$26,449 " §1,078
Excellent 1,334 1,131 84.8 $22,915 $1,634 $31,489 $4,390
Very good 2,879 2,455 85.3 $22,824 $868 $27,264 $1,172
Good 4,073 3,246 79.7 $19,733 $885 $27,312, $2,142
Pair 1,881 1,523 '81.0 $17,104 $1,169 $20,459 $1,057
Poor 236 174 73.5 . $§15,672 $1,761 $18,518 - $2,564

Severe disability 17,318 5,393 31.1 $13,234 $653 $18,582 $806
Excellent 843 450 53.3 $14,630 $2,506 $25,694 $3,595
Very good 1,799 859 47.8 $16,136 $2,317 $19,938 $1,379
Good 4,629 1,901 41.1 $14,135 $1,012 §19,504 §1,724
Fair ' ' 5,820 1,617 27.8  $11,413 $1,015  $15,763 $984
Poor ! 4,228 566 13.4 $10,699 $2,304. $15,832 $2,068

’

DISABILITY DOMAINS

With a disability in one domain 16,921 9,782 57.8 $18,614 $506 $24,491
Communication 1,959 1,640 83.7 $24,769 $1,010 §$31,412
Physical 12,219 6,488 §3.1 $17,685 $598 $22,893
Mental 2,743 1,653 60.3 $14,709 $1,119 - §23,897

With a disability in two domains 7,371 2,964 40.2 $15,763 $738 $20,655
Communication and physical 3,181 1,677 §2.7 §18,498 §1,557 §23,580
Communication and wental . 495 245 45.5 $9,546 $2,633 $13,199
Physical and wmental 3,695 1,042 28.2 612,681 $1,250 $17,704

With a disability in three domains 2,017 368 18.2 613,231 $2,576  $17,209

Domain(s) not identified - 1,413 608 57.2  $16,154 $1,892 - §23,114
‘o disability 125,165 105,694 . 84.4  §23,645 6157  $31,045




TABLE 2. DISABILITY STATUS, EMPLOYMENT, AND ANNUAL RATE OF EARNINGS: INDIVIDUALS 21 TO 64 YEARS OLD

(August -November 1997 data from the Survey of Income and Program Participation. Numbers in thousands.)
Note: Items marked with an (x) are not part of the disability definition.

Employed Median earnings " Mean earnings

Total Number  Percent Value Std. err. Value Std. err.
CONDITIONS REPORTED AS THE
CAUSE OR ONE OF THE CAUSES OF
ACTIVITY LIMITATIONS .
Alcohol or drug problem 368 104 28.2 $12,124 $4,423 §14,873 $2,525
AIDS or AIDS related condition 166 70 42.1  $19,869 $6,316 §22,621 $4,307
Arthritis or rheumatism 5,886 2,791 47.4 $17,742° 5884 $22,730 $1,046
Back or spine problems 9,593 5,017 52.3 $18,270 $623  §23,166 $914
Blindness or vision problem ' 1,280 627 49.0 $20,284 $2,070 $23,844 $2,397
Broken bone/fracture 944 507 53.7 §15,745 $1,942 $18,811 $1,805
Cancer . 791 324 41.0 $17,712 $3,090 $24,028 $3,503
Cerebral palsy 179 42 23.3  $17,623 $11,708  $22,178 $7,925
Deafness or hearing problem 1,873 1,409 75.2 $23,652 $1,083 $31,650 $3,176
Diabetes ' 1,891 797 42.1 $17,052 $1,146 $21,557 $1,736
Epilepsy 468 151 32.2 $9,477 $3,285 $13,079 $2,345
Head or spinal cord injury 699 289 41.3 $12,490 $3,733 $17,212 $2,165
Heart trouble or hardening of arteries 2,586 979 37.9 §18,751 $1,270 $23,000 $1,502
Hernia or rupture 407 217 53.4 $17,122 $3,814 $26,138 $4,561
High blood pressure 1,760 840 47.7  $§15,537 $§1,085 §$23,128 $3,431
Kidney problems 521 151 29.0 §17,969 $4,366 $22,082 $3,442
Learning disability , _ 605 166 27.5 $7,635 $2,314  $10,450 $2,305
Luang or respiratory problems ! 2,135 944 44.2 $17,256 $1,297 $21,035 $1,376
Mental or emotional problems 2,210 861 25.4 $9,472 §1,512 $14,822 $2,030
Mental retardation p 746 220 29.5 $4,774 $2,001 $7,545 $1,292
Missing legs, arms, feet, hands, or fingers ’ 308 66 21.3 $20,375 $4,039 $24,305 $4,648
Paralysis . . 421 162 38.5 $16,123 §3,259 $18,326 $2,807
Senility, dementia, Alzheimers 51 10 19.2 $19,590 $20,131 $30,850 $13,143
Speech disorder 179 115 64.5 $19,922 $4,175 $23,144 $3,328
Stiffness or deformity of legs, arms, :

feet, or hande 2,377 1,257 $2.9 $19,632 $1,427 $23,705 $1,416

gtomach/digestive problems 820 387 47.2 $16,673 §1,697 $23,070 $3,016
stroke ’ 688 © 130 19.0 619,214 $2,676 $48,864 $31,023
Thyroid preblems . 194 113 58.4 $12,39%4 $3,547 $20,313 $3,965
Tumor, Ccyst, or growth 284 126 44.5 615,065 $2,422 $23,081 $4,597:

Other 7,033 4,310 61.3 ' $20,028 6680‘23624,649 “§73S




TABLE 3. DISTRIBUTION OF EARNINGS AND BENEFITS 14
RECEIVED BY INDIVIDUALS 21 TO 64 YEARS OLD BY DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave S of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)
Earnings TANF SSI Food Medicaid
stamps

AMOUNT (billions)
All disability statuses $3630.5 $14.6 $17.6 $133 $50.7
With a severe disability 103.8 50 17.6 44 339
With a nonsevere disability 227.5 1.5 * 1.1 2.0
No disability 3299.2 8.1 * 7.8 14.8
PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
All disability statuses 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
With a severe disability 29 342 100.0 331 66.9
With a nonsevere disability 6.3 103 * 83 39
No disability 90.9 55.5 * 58.6 29.2
NUMBER RECEIVING EARNINGS OR
BENEFITS (thousands)
All disability statuses 118,939 2,984 3,627 6,378 10,172
With a severe disability 5,495 1,077 3,627 2,884 5,694
With a nonsevere disability 8,398 281 * 440 571
No disability 105,046 1,627 * 3,055 3,907
MEAN AMOUNT OF EARNINGS OR
BENEFIT PER RECIPIENT (annual rate)
All disability statuses $30,524 $4,883 $4,863 $2,080 | - $4,987.
With a severe disability 18,886 4,600 4,863 1,538 5,961
With a nonsevere disability 27,091 5,296 . 2,415 3,440
No disability 31,407 4,999 . 2,543 3,795

* Individuals undcr 65 years old who received SSI benefits are considered to have a severe disability.

Note: The dollar value of TANF, SSI, and food stamp benefits are reported directly by survey respondents. The dollar
value of Medicaid benefits were estimated by using a rounded version of administrative data on per capita Medicaid
outlays. The rounded values were $8,000 for Medicaid recipients who were also covered by SSI, and $2,000 for other
adults. Adults who were covered by Medicaid and who had children were assigned $1,000 in benefits for each child.



10

TABLE 4. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave 5 of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Eamnings Received benefits from one or
(thous.) more programs including
TANF, SSI, Food stamps, and
Medicaid
Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | eamings | earnings | (thous.) | value of | value of
earnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits
(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual
bill.) rate in rate)
bill.)

Age 21 to 64 152,886 | 118,939 | $3630.5 | $30,524 12,382 $96.2 $7,770
With a severe disability 17,318 5,495 103.8 18,886 6,480 61.0 9,409
With a nonsevere disability 10,403 8,398 227.5 27,091 729 4.5 6,190
With no disability 125,165 | 105,046 3299.2 31,407 5,173 30.7 5,940

Age 21to 34 53,477 43,511 1036.6 23,823 5,073 37.7 7,427
With a severe disability £ 3,160 1,371 19.0 13,848 1,570 159 10,137
With a nonsevere disability 2341 | 1,953 39.1 20,031 339 23 6,872
With no disability 47,976 40,187 978.4 24,347 3,164 19.4 6,142

Age35to 44 44,198 '36,216 1198.7 33,100 3,474 27.7 7,974
With a severe disability _ 4,304 1,637 30.7 18,737 1,854 173 9,326
With a nonsevere disability 2,658 2,272 | 62.5 27,498 | © 202 14 6,737
With no disability 37,236 32,307 1105.6 34,221 1,418 90| 6,381

Age 4510 64 55,211 39,212 1395.2 35,581 | .3,835 30.8 8,040 | |
With a severe disability 9,854 2,487 54.1 21,761 3,056 27.8 9,086
With a nonsevere disability 5,405 4,173 125.9 30,175 188 0.8 4,380
With no disability 39,952 32,552 1215.1 37,329 591 22 3,799
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TABLE 4. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave 5 of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Earnings Received benefits from one or
(thous.) more programs including
TANF, SSI, Food stamps, and
Medicaid

Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | eamnings | eamings | (thous.) | value of | value of

earnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits
(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual
bill.) rate in rate)
bill.)
ALL DISABILITY
STATUSES
Married male with children 25,893 | 24,095 | $1028.4 | 42,681 1,012 $5.7| $5,675
With children under 5 yrs. 10,566 9,988 3859 | 38,643 465 25 5,174
Married male, no children 19,710 16,231 660.7 | 40,709 468 3.6 7,715
Other male with children 2,503 2,148 63.9 | 29,765 258 1.8 7,106
With children under 5 yrs. . 874 746 160 1| 21,380 87 0.7 6,918
Other male, no children 27,007 21,196 603.3 28,464 2,450 19.4 7,936
Married female with children 25,808 17,874 3982 | 22,281 1,496 10.3 6,879
With children under 5 yrs. 10,403 6,562 1346 | 20,507 772 5.1 6,373
Married female, no children 21,546 .14,626 3549 1 24,263 623 4.2 6,700
Other female with children 9,958 7,266 1399 19,255 3,665 314 8,582
With children under 5 yrs. 3,404 2,115 315 14878 1 —1,714 15.7 9,064

Other female, no children 20,642 15,503 381.1 | 24,580 2,409 19.7.) = -8,161
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TABLE 4. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave S of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Eamings Received benefits from one or
(thous.) more programs including
TANF, SSI, Food stamps, and
Medicaid
Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | eamings | earnings | (thous.) | value of | value of
earnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits
(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual
bill.) ratein [  rate)
bill.)
WITH A SEVERE
DISABILITY
Married male with children 1,348 615 $17.3 | $28,091 380 $2.8 37,464
With children under 5 yrs. 318 170 44 26,020 94 0.7 7,726
Married male, no children 2,290 682 19.6 28,798 351 33 9,508
Other male with children 292 111 22 19,936 112 1.2 10,534
With children under Syrs. . 106 46 1.1 24,634 38 04 10,257
Other male, no children 4,159 1,201 17.1 14,283 2,066 18.3 8,875
Married female with children 1,552 663 9.6 14,553 339 35 10,226
With children under 5 yrs. 416 182 2.8 15,305 112 1.0 9,336
Married female, no children 2,761 705 12.6 17,910 406 35 8,668
Other female with children 1,355 501 7.7 15,445 967 10.6 10,984
With children under 5 yrs. 400 98 13 13,601 =~ 319 39 12,264
Other female, no children 3,562 1,016 17.5 17,188 1,859 17.7.] . 9,507
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TABLE 4. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave 5 of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Eamings Received benefits from one or
(thous.) more programs including
TANF, SSI, Food stamps, and
Medicaid
Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | earnings | eamings | (thous.) | valueof | value of
eamnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits
(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual
bill.) rate in rate)
bill.)
WITH A NONSEVERE
DISABILITY
Married male with children 1,381 1,259 $48.1 | $38,220 62 30.3 $4,832
With children under 5 yrs. 491 448 13.8 30,816 30 02 5,591
Married male, no children 1,791 1,516 534 | 35219 19 - 2,153
Other male with children 176 165 40| 24,048 11 - 4,503
With children under 5yrs. . 50 42 0.7 16,163 11 - 4,503
Other male, no children 1,512 1,327 335 25,235 75 0.2 2,857
Married female with children 1,337 949 215 22,695 139 0.8 5,457
With children under 5 401 251 43 17,094 68 0.4 5,535
Married female, no children - 1,893 1,311 292 | 22,286 41 0.1 2,989
Other female with children 726 550 9.6 17,471 293 27 9251}
With children under 5 ' 210 127 13 §.897 . 145 13 9,079
Other female, no children 1,587 1,322 282 | 21,350 8| 03] 3542}
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TABLE 4. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave 5 of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Earnings Received benefits from one or
(thous.) more programs including
TANF, SSI, Food stamps, and
Medicaid

Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | earnings | eamings | (thous.) | value of | value of
camnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits

(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual

bill.) rate in rate)

bill.)
WITH NO DISABILITY

Married male with children 23,164 22,222 $963.0 | $43,338 570 $2.6 $4,572
With children under 5 yrs. 9,757 9,369 367.7 39,246 361 1.6 4,473
Married male, no children 15,629 14,033 587.7 | 41,880 99 02 2,407
Other male with children 2,035 1,871 57.7 30,854 135 0.6 4,469
With children under 5yts. 718 659 14.2 21,487 51 0.2 4919
Other male, no children 21,335 18,668 552.7 29,606 309 0.9 2,884
Married female with children 22,920 | 16,262 367.1 22,571 1,018 6.1 5,959
With children under 5 9,585 6,129 127.5 20,801 616 3.6 5,926
Married female, no children 16;893 12,610 | 3130 24,824 176 0.5 3,047
Other female with children 7,877 6,215 122.6 19,720 2,404 18.1 7,533
With children under 5 2,794 1,890 28.9 15,278 1,265 104 8,255
Other female, no children 15,312 | 13,164 3354 | 25475 | ) 461 '1.7_ 3,622
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TABLE 5. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave 5 of the 1996 pane! of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Eamnings Received benefits from TANE,
(thous.) Food stamps, or Medicaid
(excludes Medicaid benefits
received by SSI recipients).
Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | earnings | earnings | (thous.) | value of | value of
carnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits
(thous.) ratein | rate) (annual | (annual
bill.) rate in rate)
bill.)

Age 21 to 64 152,886 | 118,939 | $3630.5 | $30,524 10,152 $51.2 $5,039
With a severe disability 17,318 5,495 103.8 18,886 4,251 159 3,746
With a nonsevere disability 10,403 8,398 227.5 27,091 729 4.5 6,190
With no disability 125,165 | 105,046 3299.2 31,407 5,173 30.7 5,940

Age21to 34 53,477 43,511 1036.6 23,823 4,485 26.7 5,951
With a severe disability “ 3,160 1,371 19.0 13,848 982 49 5,019
With a nonsevere disability 2,341 1,953 39.1 20,031 339 23 6,872
With no disability 47,976 40,187 978.4 24,347 3,164 19.4 6,142

Age35to 44 44,198 36,216 1198.7 33,100 2,854 15.7 5,511
With a severe disability 4,304 1,637 30.7 18,737 1,234 53 4312
With a nonsevere disability 2,658 2,272 62.5 27,498 ) 202 14 6,737
With no disability 37,236 32,307 1105.6 34,221 1,418 90| .6,381]"

Age 45 to 64 55,211 39,212 1395.2 35,581 2,814 8.7 3,108
With a severe disability 9,854 2,487 54.1 21,761 2,035 57 2,789
With a nonsevere disability 5,405 4,173 125.9 30,175 188 0.8 4,380
With no disability 39,952 32,552 1215.1 37,329 591 22 3,799
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TABLE 5. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave $ of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Earnings Received benefits from TANF,
(thous.) Food stamps, or Medicaid
(excludes Medicaid benefits
received by SSI recipients).
Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | earnings | eamnings | (thous.) | value of | value of
eamnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits
(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual
bill.) - rate in rate)
bill.)
ALL DISABILITY
STATUSES
Married male with children 25,893 24,095 | $1028.4 | $42,681 905 $4.2 $4,627
With children under § yrs. 10,566 9,988 3859 | 38,643 465 22 4,685
Married male, no children 19,710 16,231 660.7 | 40,709 316 0.7 2,292
Other male with children 2,503 2,148 639 | 29,765 209 0.9 4,402
With children under 5 yrs. 874 746 16.0 | 21,380 87 04 4,287
Other male, no children 27,007 21,196 603.3 28,464 1,558 35 2,260
Married female with children 25,808 17,874 398.2 22,281 1,409 8.6 6,082
With childrcn under 5 yrs. 10,403 6,562 134.6 20,507 772 47 6,047
Married female, no children 21,546 .14,626 354.9 24,263 425 1.3 2,970
Other female with children 9,958 7,266 139.9 19,255 3,560 272 | 7,650
With children under 5 yrs. 3,404 2,115 - 315 14,878 1| 1,714 - 143 8,337
Other female, no children 20,642 15,503 381.1 24,580 1,770 47| 2678
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TABLE 5. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave S of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Earnings Received benefits from TANF,
(thous.) Food stamps, or Medicaid
(excludes Medicaid benefits

received by SSI recipients).

Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | earnings | earnings | (thous.) | value of | value of
eamings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits
(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual
bill.) rate in rate)
bill.)
WITH A SEVERE
DISABILITY
Married male with children 1,348 1 - 615 $17.3 | $28,091 273 $13
With children under 5 yrs. 318 170 44 | 26,020 74 04
Married male, no children 2,290 682 19.6 28,798 198 04
Other male with children 292 111 22 19,936 63 0.3
With children under 5yrs. . 106 46 1.1 24,634 26 0.1
Other male, no children 4,159 1,201 17.1 14,283 1,174 24
Married female with children 1,552 663 9.6 14,553 252 1.7
With children under 5 yrs. 416 182 2.8 15,305 89 0.6
Married female, no children 2,761 705 12.6 17,910 207 0.6
Other female with children 1,355 501 N 15,445 863 6.4
With children under 5 yrs. 400 98 13 13,601 § —. 305 2.5

Other female, no children 3,562 1,016 17.5 | 17,188 1,220 2.8
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TABLE 5. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave 5 of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Eamnings Received benefits from TANF,
(thous.) Food stamps, or Medicaid
(excludes Medicaid benefits
received by SSI recipients).
Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | eamnings | eamings | (thous.) | value of | value of
earnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits
(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual
- bill.) rate in rate)
bill.)
WITH A NONSEVERE
DISABILITY
Married male with children 1,381 1,259 $48.1 | $38,220 62 $0.3 $4,832
With children under 5 yrs. 491 448 13.8 30,816 30 0.2 5,591
Married male, no children 1,791 1,516 534 35,219 19 - 2,153
Other mﬁlc with childrén 176 165 4.0 24,048 11 -1. 4,503
With children under Syrs. 50 42 0.7 16,163 11 - 4,503
Other male, no children 1,512 1,327 335 25,235 75 0.2 2,857
Married female with children 1,337 1 949 21.5 22,695 139 0.8 5,457
With children under 5 401 251 43 17,094 68 0.4 5,535
Married female, no children 1,893 | 1,311 29.2 22,286 41 0.1 2,989
Other female with children 726 550 9.6 17,471 293 2.7 9,251
With children under 5 210 127 13 9,897 —- 145 13 9,079
Other female, no children . 1,587 1,322 282 | 21,350

89 03| 3542|
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TABLE 5. EARNINGS, BENEFITS, AND OTHER CHARACTERISTICS INCLUDING DISABILITY STATUS
(Data from wave 5 of the 1996 panel of the Survey of Income and Program Participation)

Total Earnings Received benefits from TANF,
(thous.) Food stamps, or Medicaid

(excludes Medicaid benefits

received by SSI recipients).
Number Total Mean | Number Total Mean
with | earnings | earnings | (thous.) | value of | value of
eamnings | (annual | (annual benefits | benefits

(thous.) rate in rate) (annual | (annual

bill.) rate in rate)

bill.)
WITH NO DISABILITY

Married male with children 23,164 22,222 | $963.0 | $43,338 570 $26 | $4,572
With children under 5 yrs. 9,757 9,369 367.7 | 39,246 361 1.6 4,473
Married male, no children 15,629 14,033 587.7 | 41,880 99 0.2 2,407
Other male with children 2,035 1,871 5771 30,854 135 0.6 4,469
With children under Syrs. 718 659 142 21,487 51 0.2 4919
Other male, no children “ 21,335 18,668 552.7 29,606 309 09 2,884
Married female with children 22,920 16,262 367.1 22,571 1,018 6.1 5,959
With children under 5 9,585 6,129 127.5 20,801 616 3.6 5,926
Married female, no children 16,893 12,610 3130 | 24,824 176 0.5 3,048
Other female with children 7,877 6,215 122.6 19,720 2,404 18.1 7,533
With children under 5 2,794 1,890 289 15,278 1,265 104 8,255
Other female, no children | 15,312 13,164 3354 | 25475 " 461 1.7 3,622




TABLE 6. LOGISTIC REGRESSION: DEPENDENT VARIABLE IS RECEIPT OF TANF; 25

UNIVERSE IS UNMARRIED WOMEN WITH CHILDREN UNDER 18

Frequencies (000's) Coefficients
and standard
All cases Receivd TANF erTors
Intercept -2.39(.10)
Age less than 25 2,015 448 0.34 (.09)
Age 251029 2,146 406 Reference
Age 30 and over 8,429 983 -0.38 (.07)
Not a high school graduate 2,895 754 0.40 (.07)
High school graduate 4,472 640 Reference
Some college 4,040 414 -0.21 (.07)
College graduate 1,183 30 -1.31 (.20)
White, not Hispanic origin 6,482 564 Reference
Black, not Hispanic origin 3,715 801 0.72 (.07)
Other, not Hispanic origin 385 43 -0.12 (.18)
Hispanic origin 2,010 429 - 0.61(.08)
One child 7,101 693 -0.53 (.07)
Two children 3,673 542 Reference
Three children 1,239 - 366 0.75 (.08)
Four or more children 577 237 1.18 (.10)
Never married 5,410 1,120 - 04107
Married previously 7,181 718 Reference
No disability 10,027 1,171 Reference
Nonsevere disability 916 185 0.86 (.10)
Severe disability 1,648 482 1.21 (.07)
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TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)

Number Employment rate
(thousands) Time 1 Time 2
Age 1610 63 (T1) 131,160 ' 74.0 74.6
Wheelchair
Used a wheelchair (T1) 503 20.3 210
Used a wheelchair (T2) 315 10.8 _ 13.2
Did not use a wheelchair (T2) 187 36.5 34.0
Did not use a wheelchair (T1) 130,657 74.2 74.8
Used a wheelchair (T2) 325 30.8 28.2
Did not use a wheelchair (T2) 130,332 74.3 74.9
Cane/Crutches/Walker
Used cane/crutches/walker (T1) .- 1,457 327 30.1
Used cane/crutches/walker (T2) ‘ 649 19.7 16.5
Did not use cane/crutches/walker (T2) | 809 432 41.1
Did not use cane/crutches/walker (T1) _ 129,703 74.5 75.1
Used cane/crutches/walker (T2) 770 434 . 359
Did not use cane/crutches/walker (T2) 128,933 . _ 146 753
Mental
With a disability (T1) 4,846 40.8 410
With a disability (T2) 2,677 32.6 31.9
No disability (T2) 2,169 509 sl
No disability (T1) 126,314 75.3 759
With a disability (T2) 2,453 50.1 475
No disability (T2) 123,861 75.8 76.5




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)
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Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Seeing
Severe limitation (T1) 461 24.2 259
Severe limitation (T2) 117 104 9.2
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 113 22.1 20.7
No limitation (T2) 231 323 36.9
Nonsevere limitation (T1) . 3,805 50.6 50.9
Severe limitation (T2) 148 227 243
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,029 36.3 36.2
No limitation (T2) 2,628 57.8 582
No limitation (T1) 126,894 74.9 75.5
Severe limitation (T2) 229 47.8 419
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,818 534 519
No limitation (T2) 124,848 75.2 75.9
Limitation in T1 or T2 6,312 T 494 49.1
Limitation in T1 and T2 1,407 316 314
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 838 304 300
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 117 10.4 9.2




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)
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Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Hearing
Severe limitation (T1) 330 57.8 61.6
Severe limitation (T2) 73 54.4 60.4
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 98 64.1 63.5
No limitation (T2) 160 55.5 60.9
Nonsevere limitation (T1) 4,379 68.3 66.4
Severe limitation (T2) 117 72.5 68.4
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,537 65.9 63.0
No limitation (T2) 2,726 69.5 68.3
No limitation (T1) 126,451 74.2 74.9
Severe limitation (T2) 130 51.8 54.5
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,847 65.0 66.0
No limitation (T2) 124,474 74.4 75.1
Limitation in T1 or T2 6,686 66.6 65.8
Limitation in T1 and T2 1,824 65.8 633
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 577 594 613
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 73 54.4 60.4




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1

29

AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION

(Time 1 1s October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)

Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Walking
Severe limitation (T1) 3,003 23.9 25.6
Severe limitation (T2) 1,415 13.5 12.6
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 676 26.1 25.8
No limitation (T2) 911 382 45.7
Nonsevere limitation (T1) 4,013 42.5 42.5
Severe limitation (T2) 671 273 233
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,279 34.7 334
No limitation (T2) 2,062 524 544
No limitation (T1) ; 124,144 76.2 76.8
Severe limitation (T2) 1,073 46.5 35.5
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 2,473 54.6 48.2
No limitation (T2) 120,598 76.9 77.8
Limitation in T1 or T2 10,562 404 38.3
Limitation in T1 and T2 4,042 24.6 232
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 4,748 29.5 27.5
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 1,415

13.5

12.6




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)
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Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Using stairs
Severe limitation (T1) 3,242 25.1 26.2
Severe limitation (T2) 1,474 13.8 14.0
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 725 239 240
No limitation (T2) 1,043 41.8 45.0
Nonsevere limitation (T1) 3,781 40.9 41.5
Severe limitation (T2) 699 25.8 237
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,109 339 30.5
No limitation (T2) 1,973 50.2 54.0
No limitation (T1) 124,137 76.3 76.9
Severe limitation (T2) 1,129 52.1 41.1
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 2,265 54.5 49.5
No limitation (T2) 120,743 76.9 71.7
Limitation in T1 or T2 10,417 40.1 384
Limitation in T1 and T2 4,007 233 221
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 ' 5,071 31.2 29.2
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 1,474 13.8 14.0




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)
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Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Lifting and carrying
Severe limitation (T1) 2,786 218 26.4
Severe limitation (T2) 1,009 13.6 12.8
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 693 19.7 21.4
No limitation (T2) 1,085 359 421
Nonsevere limitation (T1) 3,962 46.0 45.2
Severe limitation (T2) 483 249 23.7
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,226 36.2 333
No limitation (T2) 2,253 55.8 56.3
No limitation (T1) 124,412 76.0 76.6
Severe limitation (T2) 1,160 48.1 392
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 2,436 521 47.0
No limitation (T2) 120,816 76.8 77.6
Limitation in T1 or T2 10,344 417 39.9
Limitation in T1 and T2 3,411 24.6 235
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 4429 30.3 29.4
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 1,009 13.6 12.8




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)

32

Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Activities of daily living
Severe limitation (T1) 1,418 23.2 23.1
Severe limitation (T2) 559 16.9 13.9
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 180 21.1 16.6
No limitation (T2) 680 29.0 324
Nonsevere limitation (T1) 1,712 332 320
Severe limitation (T2) 181 6.0 3.0
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 460 18.3 19.0
No limitation (T2) 1,071 443 424
No limitation (T1) 128,030 75.1 75.8
Severe limitation (T2) 659 41.1 312
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,214 448 317
No limitation (T2) 126,157 75.6 76.4
Limitation in T1 or T2 5,003 343 30.7
Limitation in T1 and T2 1,380 16.5 - 14.5
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 2,258 27.1 23.8
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 559 16.9 139




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)
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Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Instrumental activities of daily living
Severe limitation (T1) 3,088 223 23.4
Severe limitation (T2) 1,568 14.0 14.5
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 235 16.8 14.7
No limitation (T2) 1,285 335 359
Nonsevere limitation (T1) 1,381 36.7 36.7
Severe limitation (T2) 259 16.7 17.2
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 283 220 209
No limitation (T2) 838 47.8 48.1
No limitation (T1) 126,692 75.7 76.3
Severe limitation (T2) 1,528 425 34.1
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 923 ~ 46.8 42.7
No limitation (T2) 124,241 76.3 77.0
Limitation in T1 or T2 6,919 329 31.0
Limitation in T1 and T2 2,345 15.6 15.6
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 4,874 284 26.4
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 1,568 14.0 14.5




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)
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Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Working at a job
Severe limitation (T1) 6,851 - 8.0
Severe limitation (T2) 5,373 - -
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,050 - 37.2
No limitation (T2) 428 - 36.6
Nonsevere limitation (T1) 8,576 75.0 71.2
Severe limitation (T2) 1,131 344 -
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 6,199 81.2 82.1
No limitation (T2) 1,246 80.7 814
No limitation (T1) 115,732 78.3 78.8
Severe limitation (T2) 1,041 36.6 -
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 2,927 74.1 73.5
No limitation (T2) 111,765 78.8 79.7
Limitation in T1 or T2 19,395 463 as4 |
Limitation in T1 and T2 13,753 394 399
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 9,023 85 6.1
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 5,373 - -




TABLE Al. DISABILITY AND EMPLOYMENT STATUSES IN TIME 1
AND TIME2: DATA FROM THE SURVEY OF INCOME AND PROGRAM PARTICIPATION
(Time 1 is October 1993-January 1994; time 2 is October 1994-January 1995)
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Number Employment rate
(thousands)
Time 1 Time 2
Overall disability status
Severe limitation (T1) 11,436 26.0 29.9
Severe limitation (T2) 8,386 15.5 15.9
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 1,747 504 65.3
No limitation (T2) 1,303 60.6 724
Nonsevere limitation (T1) 13,106 77.7 75.1
Severe limitation (T2) 1,863 62.2 46.5
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 6,146 79.4 79.7
No limitation (T2) 5,096 814 80.1
No limitation (T1) 106,619 78.7 79.3
Severe limitation (T2) 2,097 64.5 46.7
Nonsevere limitation (T2) 5,456 74.8 74.7
No limitation (T2) 99,067 79.2 80.3
Limitation in T1 or T2 32,093 57.9 57.1
Limitation in T1 and T2 18,142 453 - 454
Severe limitation in T1 or T2 11,436 *26.0 29.9
Severe limitation in T1 and T2 8,386 15.5 "~ 159
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Statistical Report: The Status of People with Disabilities

The census report Americans With Disabilities: 1991/1992, published January 1994, gives us
some in-depth data on the status of people with a disability who are not residing in an institution.
The Bureau of the Census defined an individual with a disability as a person having difficulty in
performing one or more functional or daily living activities, or one or more socially defined roles
or tasks. Persons who are completely unable to perform an activity or task, or who must have
personal assistance, were considered to have a severe disability.

In 1991-1992, 48.9 million Americans (or 19.4 percent of the total population of 251.8 million)
reported on the U.S. Department of Commerce s survey that they had a disability. This survey
sampled about 30,000 households between October 1991 and January 1992.

Who are the 48.9 Million Persons with Disabilities?

e underage 15: 6%
e between age 15-64: 60%
e between age 21-64: 56%
e 65 and over: 34%

e men: 22.9 million
¢ women: 26.0 million

People with severe disabilities: 24.1 million

e men: 9.9 million
e women: 14.2 million

Race and Ethnic Groups age 15-64

e Blacks: 4.1 million

e Asian and Pacific Islanders: 515,000

e Persons of Hispanic origin: 2.4 million

e Whites not of Hispanic origin: 22.6 million
e American Indian, Eskimo or Aleut: 285,000



What is the employment status?
Employed persons age 21 to 64:
Total: 108.7 million
People with disabilities: 14.3 million

e men: 7.9 million
e women; 6.4 million

Of 14.3 million people with disabilities, those with a severe disability: 2.9 million
e men: 1.3 million
e women: 1.6 million
What are the Leading Causes of Disability and Their Impact?

Over 27 million individuals age 15 and over reported having a limitation in a physical or daily
living activity, causing a disability. Following are the leading causes:

e arthritis/rheumatism: 7.2 million

e back /spinal problems: 5.7 million

o heart trouble: 4.6 million

e lung/respiratory trouble: 2.8 million

» high blood pressure: 2.2 million

o stiffness or deformity of the foot, leg, arm, or hands: 2.0 million

diabetes: 1.6 million

Those individuals age 15 and over reported the following:
Used a wheelchair: 1.5 million
e women: 919,000
e men: 575,000

Used a cane, walker, or crutches for six months or longer: 4.0 million



Even when wearing corrective lenses, had difficulty seeing words or letters in ordinary
newsprint: 8.1 million

Even when wearing corrective lenses, could not see the words or letters in newsprint at
all: 1.6 million

Had difficulty hearing a normal conversation with another person: 10.0 million

Could not hear what is said in a normal conversation: 924,000

What is the Health Care Picture?

The status of health care insurance coverage for 29.5 million Americans with disabilities
between the age of 15 to 64 showed:

People without a disability: 135.6 million
e Private insurance coverage: 80.0%
e Government plan coverage: 5.2%
* No coverage: 14.8%

People with a disability: 16.3 million
e Private insurance coverage: 74.1%
e Government plan coverage: 7.2%
e No coverage: 18.7%

People with a severe disability: 13.2 million
e Private insurance coverage: 48.1%
e Government plan coverage: 36.2%

e No coverage: 15.7%

October, 1994



President's Committee on Employment
of People with Disabilities

R & A8 1P IR A AL R4 T

Cultural Diversity Initiative

The President's Committee's Cultural Diversity Initiative seeks to improve employment
opportunities for minority persons with disabilities. In cooperation with the U.S. Department of
Education's Office of Special Education and Rehabilitation Services (OSERS) and key minority
organizations, a significant part of this project includes training minority individuals with
disabilities, who in turn will be able to educate others within their respective communities on the
ADA, disability employment issues, and competition for grants funded under Titles I through
VII of the Rehabilitation Act. Another aspect of the project involves working with the minority
organizations to develop strategies they can pursue to reduce the high unemployment rate of
minorities with disabilities.

The U.S. Census Bureau has revealed the following UNEMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
regarding working-age individuals:

e People with disabilities overall - nearly 48 percent
African-Americans with disabilities - 72.2 percent
African-Americans with severe disabilities - 85.5 percent
Hispanics with disabilities - 51.9 percent

Hispanics with severe disabilities - 75.4 percent



