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To the Reader:

The contents of this paper are based on a critical analysis of
the Rep'ort of the Survey of Income and Education (SIE). The SIS
survey was conducted in 1976 by the Bureau of the Census acting as
collection agent for the Department of Health, Education,and Welfare.
It was conducted on a scientifically selected representative sample
of households in the United States, and did not include the institu­
tionalized population. A separate study was done on persons in
institutions. The report on the institutionalized popUlation is the
subject of a separate paper by the authors of this paper. The infor­
mation is based on data COllected from personal interviews conducted
by skilled interviewers. Thus it represents impairments and other
information reported, by the person affected or a member of his or
her immediate family.

It is important to point out that the SIE survey was not con­
ducted for the singUlar purpose of identifyi~g the developmentally
disabled population as defined in the DD Act as amended in PL 95-602,
Sec.102, yet the SIE survey is timely and useful to consumers and
providers with responsibilities for planning for persons with devel­
opmental disabilities because it is the only recent nat~onwide survey
that attempts to assess the extent of various specific impa~rments

experienced by children and adults who are limited in their maJor
life activity by a chronic disorder. Thus the survey addresses, at
least obliquely, the criteria of chronicitv, substantialitv, and
functional impairmen~s, in work, mob~lity, selr-care and ~ndependent

l~v~ng. It also prOVides data from which inferences can be drawn
about communication, learning and self-direct~on for persons of
various ages.

Although the interviews included a question about the prior
duration of the disabling condition, the data accessible at this
time are not presented by age at onset. However, because age specific
prevalences are provided, we have been able to make inferences about
what proportion of persons who are reported as disabled in the adult
age groups have been disabled since before age 22. There are o~her

limitations on the accuracy of this data that are discussed in the
text. Some of them are related to self-reporting. We are deal~ng

with estimates, not with clinically verified individual cases. Thus
no assumption of absolute numbers is made as a result of this paper.
However, because of the excellence of the SIE survey form, survey
procedure, and survey results, the authors of this paper believe that
the information is the most reliable source now available for esti­
mating the developmentally disabled population in the United States
unde= the terms of funct~onal limitation in the seven major life
activities. Since service planning should reflect remediation
strategies related to functional impairments, this analysis of the
population should improve approaches to needs assessment at the
state level.

The authors would like to thank the staff members of the
Bureau of Developmental Disabilities for their review of the or~ginal

draft and their helpful comments. Every attempt has been made to
incorporate each corrment into this revision of the paper.

This paper was typed by Phyllis Berlin.
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In order to understand the definition of developmental
disabilities which was incorporated in the 1978 Amendments to
the Developmental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights Act,
one must take a brief look at the historical evolution of this
legislation. The DD legislation in 1970 replaced legislation
enacted in 1963 as a result of recommendations of President
Kennedy's Panel on Mental Retardation. The 1963 legislation
provided federal assistance for the construction of facilities
"primarily for the mentally retarded." In regulations, "primarily
for the mentally retarded" was interpreted to mean that more than
50 percent of the people who used the service housed in the facil­
ity would be mentally retarded. In practice, it was found tha~

such facilities were usually built to accommodate persons who
were moderately, severely or profoundly re~arded. Those mildly
retarded persons who were among the cand~dates for use of these
facilities usually were those who had additional other handicaps
of a physical, sensory or emotional nature. Even at that ti~e,

the large component of mildly retarded persons were more generally
accommodated in buildings and programs which were at least par­
tially integrated with other people. The mildly retarded program
needs tended to be more adequately covered either by the educa­
tional system or by the vocational rehabilitation system. At
~,at time, the systems were not addressing the needs of the most
severely handicapped. The mental retardation planning amendments
of 1963 addressed the needs of those persons who, because of t~eir

mental retardation and related disorders, would benefit from on­
going programming involving different agencies and professional
services.

Mental retardation is, by definition, a d~sabling concition
which begins early in life. It is a developmen~ai disorder, inter­
fering with normal developmeht. There are, of course, a variety
of other handicapping conditions experienced by children which
interfere to some extent, either directly with their development
or indirectly with their schooling and social exper~ences as
children. ~ot all of these handicapping condit~ons persist as
substantial handicaps into adult life.

It has become apparent that the conditions which contribute
to the disability of an adult and which are of earlv onset are
quite different from those conditions experienced by adults who
become disabled after they are adults. This fact is confir~ed

by the Social security Administration which has had over 20 years
of experience in examining the disabilities of adults who are
entitled to Social Security benefits because of the chronicity of
their disability since childhood.' Furthermore, it is also appar­
ent that the conditions which contribute most to adult disabili­
ties originating in childhood are mental retardation, cerebral
palsy, epilepsy, and various childhood psychoses.

\ ~- \



•

These major diagnoses just mentioned account for between
75 and 80 percent of persons who become entitled to Social Secur­
ity benefits as a result of disabilities originating in childhood.
Each individual who qualifies for an adult disabled child's ben­
efit has received a diagnosis of his work disability against a
national norm. It is also apparent that these disabilities
do not always occur as discrete entities but frequently occur
together or in combination with other impairments and disorders
such as hearing deficits, speech problems, visual problems,

• other orthopedic problems, and emotional complications •

•
Thus, in 1970 when the term "developmental disabilities"

was first introduced into federal law, the mentally retarded were
perceived as a major portion of a larger popUlation whose substan­
tial, continuing handicaps originating early in life necessitated
a coordinated and ongoing programmatic approach without l~~itation

by age, discipline, or service system. The individuals, whether
as children or adults, would need special attention from health
agencies, education agencies, agencies concerned with employment,
dependency, housing, and social services. Thus, persons in this
targe~ group had a uniquely urgent need for interagency planning,
coordination, and continuity. They also had a need for certain
types of direct services which were very frequently unavailable
in the comm~~ities in which they lived or even in the segregated
residential institutions to which they were often sent.

The atta~t to write a definition of this population suit­
able for incorporation in legislation has been fraught with dif­
ficulty and controversy. In 1975 the Congress asked for a special
study to develop a definition which would be "appropriate." An
expert panel of approximately 50 people, many of them directly in­
volved in DO planning and service delivery,proposed a so-called
noncategorical definition which placed emphasis upon the criteria
of chronicity, early onset, multiple impairment, and need for on­
going services involving a mUltiplicity of service providers; in
order to emphasize the complexity and "substantiality" of the dis­
abling conditions to be addressed by the DO program, the task force
proposed that persons who were to be considered as part of the pri­
mary target group of the program would be impaired in at least
three major life activities among seven enumerated. Specifically,
the definition adopted by Congress and incorporated in Sec.102(7)
of the Developmental Disabilities Act as amended is as follows:

The term 'developmental disability' means a severe, chronic
disability of a person whicb-

(A) is attributable to a mental or physical impairment or
combination of mental and pbgsical impairments;

(8) is manifested before the person attains age t~enty-t~o;

(ei is lixely to continue indefinitely;
(D) results in substantial functional limitations in three

or more of the following areas of major life activity; (i) self­
care, (ii) receptive and expressive language; (iii) learning;
(iv) mobility, (Vi self-direction, (vi) capacit~ for indepen­
dent living, and (vii) economic sufficiency; and

(E) reflects tbe person's need for a combination and sequenc9
of special, interdisciplinary, or generlc care, ereat~ent, ar
other services which are of lifelong or extended duration and
are individuallg planned and coardi~ated.
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The concept~ of substantiality and severitv are critical
to t..'lis definition. The tasl< force appeared to equate severity
qf disability for purposes of this Act with the presence of
several limitations related to different specific life
functions. Thus, there is general agreement that uncomplicated
deafness or blindness are severe disabilities but the task force
did not intend that the so-called normal deaf and normal blind
should automatically be included. On the other hand, persons
having a combination of other impairments with these conditions
could qualify. Moreover, a single condition could produce
multiple limitations. For example, a severe speech impairment
may be sufficiently pronounced to bring about substantial limi­
tations, not only in communication, but also in work and learning,
the combined effect of which is a severe disability •

Defining substantiality in the case of a particular indi­
vidual requires a clinical approach. Estimating the numbers of
persons who might be considered to be members of the primary
target popUlation under the DO Act requires other kinds of ap­
proaches. Based on its collective experience, members of the
task fOrce estimated that at least 2 million persons in the age
range from birth to death would meet their definition. The task
Loree also noted that the proportion of children appropriately
considered developmentally disabled would be somewhat higher than
among adults, because the test of chronicity (expected to continue
indefinitely), would be somewhat less reliable when applied to
children. Thus, some children in the DD popUlation might even­
tually overcome their disability. The members of t..'le task force
did not have access to anyone survey that dealt with the full
age range and the full range of impairments mentioned. The re­
sults of the Survey of Income and Education conducted by the
Bureau of the Census in 1976 first became available in 1978.

Even the SIE survey is not ideal for the purposes of
identifying the developmentally disabled population. There are
definite limitations on the pres~~ptions of accuracy of any
su--vey which depends on a sampling technique. The Bureau of
the Census has been extremely careful in its own doc~~ents to
report on the range of possible errors and reliability of its
data. Persons who are partiCUlarly interested in this aspect
of the data gathering are referred to the original documents
available from the Bureau of the Census. 1)

There are serious problems associated with the process
of obtaining data by household interviews. For example, it is
well known that young adults who are mentally retarded but who
are attempting to achieve social and economic independence in
the community, are very reluctant to report themselves as men­
tally retarded. Similarly, there is still a fair amount of
hidden epilepsy. Persons who have several impairments are

1] Original docu:nents of the SIE survey prepared by the Bureau of the
Census are coc:tained in Part ~ of this paper.
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likely to report themselves as belonging to the category that
is. e~ther most obvious or most socially acceptable. It is a
matter of common observation that persons who have learned to
live a long time with a handicap, particularly those who have
never known what it is like not to be handicapped, perceive
themselves as less handicapped than other people, including
members of their f~~ilies, may so perceive them. The under-

, statements of prevalence resulting from self-reporting may be
viewed as an advantage in the context of planning since it is

J wise to plan services against prospective utilization rates
• rather than against theoretical prevalence rates .

•
The SIE survey attempted to secure in=ormation about

speech impairment and hearing impairment, both of which are
clearly associated with problems of expressive and/or receptive
communication, about mental retardation (which is by definition
a problem of learning and adaptive behavior), about mobility
and so on. These are impai~ents in activities necessary to
normal living and working rather than diagnoses in the usual
medical model. The data reported in the SIE survey tends to
give prevalence rates which are lower than the estimates that
are frequently made by professional and consumer organizations
relevant to the total popUlations with which they are respec­
tively concerned. An examination of the cross correlations
with other life activity reported by the respondents for the
people with these various impairments indicates that in fact
those who are reported in this survey are among those who are
the most substantially handicapped. For example, the reported
prevalence of men~al retardation by age group varies but never
exceeds 6/10 of 1 percent. Thus we feel confident in concluding
that, for statistical purposes at least, all of those who are
reported as mentally retar~ed in the SIB survey are in fact
subs~antially handicapped.

The percentage of people in each age group who are re­
ported as mentally retarded declines steadily from age 17 to
old age. This can be attributed to a combina~ion of causes.
It is generally understood tha~ people with severe handicaps
were more likely to die in infancy if they were born prior to
1940. In addition, persons who grow up with handicaps have a
lessened life expectancy as adults. Since, by definition, no
one becomes mentally retarded after he grows up, all the retarded
of all ages reported in the survey are counted as developmentally

I disabled.

In contrast, the data for speech impairment, hearing im-
: pairment, and crippling conditions, among others, as repor~ed

in the SIE survey include persons who acqUired these impairments
after age 22 as well as those who have had them since childhood.
Apparent prevalence increases with age. Thus some method must
be found to correct for age at onset. Although the SIE survey

IV-d



•

protocol included questions on the prior duration of impairment,
the data accessible to us at this time does not oermit direct
identification of those whose disabili~y originated before age
22 except for those identified as mentally retarded. It has
been necessary, there=ore, to draw some conclusions from the
prevalence of these impairments reported in the 18 to 21 year
old age group or the 18 to 25 year old age group. The methods
by which conclusions were reached are discussed in the text.

Briefly, we believe that our method probably overesti­
mates prevalence in the older adult age grouo and overco~~cs

persons with senso~ orthopedic handicaps:--c>n-the other-­
hand, our esc~ates ~ncorporate-s~understatementas a result
of underreporting by respondents in the SIE interviews, partic­
ularly among those with hidden handicaps.

Table 1 in Part 1 of the paper summarizes on a national
basis the estimated prevalence of persons who have since child­
hood exhibited functional limications among the seven major
life activities listed in the Act. Figures have been rounded
to represent the maximum degree of accuracy which can be assumed
on the basis of the variety of assumptions and manipulations to
which we have subjected the original data. It should be noted
that we do not believe our national estimates (see Table 2) can
be made closer than ~~e nearest hundred thousand or ~wo signi­
ficant figures. This rounding should serve as a guide for persons
using other specific estimates and tables included in this report,
excepting where the data has been taken directly from the SIE
survey, in which case the SIE estimates of reliability are ap­
propriate. In Table 2 and subsequent tables we have included
digits in excess of those that are significant in order not to
introduce additional ro~~ding errors into computations.

Because of the many assumptions and manipulations that we
have performed in the SIE basic data, the resulting figures must
be regarded as estimates for planning purposes. Users are
cautioned against overinterpretation of the accuracy with which
these data can be applied to ~~e developmentally disabled popu­
latinn. In some states, more accurate information may be avail­
able locally than the state data presented in Part 5 of this
paper. In cases where better state data are available, the
state data should be used for plannL~g efforts and activities.
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Part 1

The SIE data is particularly revealing in its examination
of the concurrent presence of various impairments in life activi­
ties and their relationships to chronic conditions affecting work,
mobility, self-direction, communication and so on. As we know
from ~~e definition contained in the DD Act and quoted earlier,
in order to be considered a member of the primary target popula­
tion we call developmentally disabled, an individual must have a
"substantial functional limitation" in three or more of the
following areas of major life activity:

(i) self-care
(ii) receptive and expressive language

(iii) lea=ing
(iv) mobility

(v) self-direction
(vi) capacity for independent living

(vii) economic sufficiency

In order to estimate the prevalence of these various sub­
stantial functional limitations and to estimate their concurrence
in those who are most severely handicapped, it is necessary for
us to make some translations and interDretations of the SIE data.
The SIE interview schedule looks to ce~tain criteria of hearing,
mobility, self-care and so on. The specific assumptions made to
estimate the impact of these impairments on each of the seven
major life activities are described later in this report.

Table 1 summarizes our conclusions as to the estimated
prevalence of persons with functional limitations having early on­
set in each of the seven listed major life activities. In Table 1.
no atta~pt has been made to estimate the number of persons who
have concurrent impairments in three or more of these activities.

TABLE 1. ESTIMATED PERCENT AND NUMBER OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS
3 YEARS OF AGE AND OVER WITR FUNCTIONAL LIMITATION WHICH !iAD ONSET BEFORE
AGE 22 IN THE SEVEN MAJOR LIFE ACTIVITIES LISTED IN THE DD ACT AS "''!ENDED
IN PL 95-602 SECTION 102(7)

!'.ajor life
activitv

Percent of population
3 years of age & over
with a substantial
functional limitation

Millions of individuals
3 years of age & over
with a substantial
fU"~';~M' Hm;.,H~"*

,

Capacity for independent
living

Learning

Economic sufficiency

Receptive and expressive
language

Self-direction

Mobility

Self-care

*** (See next page)

1. 90** 3.8

1.60 3.2

1.49** 3.0

1.22 2.5

.56 1.1

.38 .8

.37** .8
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Part 1

* Based on 1976 non-institutionalized population 3 years of age and over of
202,462,000. (All population numbers used in this report are based on the
1976 non-institutionalized population since this is the year of the SIE
survey. )

**Based on actual data of the population aged 18-64 in the SIE survey and
inferred to the age group 3 years of age and over.

Estimating the Non-Institutionalized Develoomentallv rrisabled
populat~on

It must be understood ~~at the DD community has not had
sufficient time to analyze the interrelationships of the func­
tionally limiting conditions in major life activities. As the
DD community gains experience in understanding the interrelation­
ship between the functionally l~~iting conditions for persons
with developmental disabilities we will be able to adjust the
magnitUde of the potential population.

For the purposes of this paper, we have assumed that the
potential DD population can be divided into four groups of
individuals as follows:

0-2
3 - 17

18 - 64
65 & over

Infants
School age
Adults
Senior citizens

The use of these four age groups provides the best utilization of
~~e statistical information contained in the SIE survey as well as
t~e experience which the community has had with individuals who
are potential clients under the new definition of developmental
disabi li ties.

Table 2 shows the estimated population 1."'1 the four age groups
and the total estimated non-institutionalized DD population derived
as a result of the analysis of the SIE data.

TABLE 2. ESTL'lATED DD POPULATION IN FOUR AGE GROUPS DERIVED FROM THE SIE DATA

(Numbers in thousands)

Total population

Major activity

DD as % of population

No. in DO population

Infants

Age
o - 2

11,027

3.0

331

School Adults

Age Age
3 - 17 18 -64

56,113 124,628

LEAR.'lDlG WORK

1.87 1.49

1,053 1,858

Senior
citizens

Age
65 olus

21,721

.5

108

Estimated
total
population

213,488*

1.57

3,350

*Based on 1976 non-institutionalized population of 213,488,000 of all ages
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Part 1

INFANTS: 0 - 2

The age group 0 - 2 is not contained in the SIE survey. ;>'
There are no major life activities which explicitly apply to in-.
fants in the new definition of developmental disabilities. How­
ever, non-specific developmental delay, at least in the first
months of life, is known to be prognostic of conditions which
will subsequently be identified as developmental disabilities.

It is estimated that about 3 percent of the population
under 3 should be considered "high risk." There are infants who
are developmentally disabled who do not survive early Childhood
who would not be reflected in the next age group .

Members of ~~is age group who may become developmentally
disabled and who are candidates for early intervention/prevention
are not always readily identifiable. Therefore those to be served
by the Developmental Disabilities Program include but are not to
be limited to those infants with identifiable health conditions
such as mental retardation, cerebral palsy, spina bifida, epilepsy,
autism, various other congenital defects and genetic disorders, etc.
Although these conditions usually generate substantial functionally
limiting conditions in three or more of the seven major life acti­
vities identified in the definition of developmental disabilities
in PL 95-602, children with non-specific delay in development may
also be at risk.

SCHOOL AGE: 3 - 17

The major life activity of children and youth aged 3 through
17 is learning or school. The SIE survey presents data on the
number ~f individuals with health conditions which might prevent
an individual from attending and participating in the learning
experience without special assistance.

For ~~e purposes of identifying the children and youth with
health conditions which might substantially i~terfere directly _
with learning without special intervention, we assume that the
following conditions are intrinsicly functionally limiting wi~~

respect to learning.

Mental retardation
Hard of hearing
Deaf
Speech impairment
Serious difficulty seeing
Seriously emotionally disturbed
Crippled

The SIE data indicates that there are approximatelY 1.0 million
children and youth who have one or more of the above conditions. The
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Part 1

1.0 million represents an unduplicated count. This number is
1.87 percent of the total population aged 3 through 17. Indi­
v:iduals not included in this total may have "other health con­
ditions" which interfere with attendance at school but not with
learning per se. If they do not also have any of the conditions
above, we do not include them in our estimates.

Further analysis of the SIE data and experience with the
individuals having one of the above conditions indicates that
the 1.0 million individuals would also have a substantial func­
tional limiting condition in at least two other life activities
such as receptive and expressive language, self-direction and/or
self-care, and/or mobility, and that these conditions are usually

" chronic. Therefore it is estimated that there are approx~~tely

•
J 1.0 million individuals aged 3 through 17 who would be eligible

for services under the Developmental Disabilities Program.

ADULTS: 18 - 64

The major life activity of individuals as adults is work.
The SIE survey presents data on the number of adults who are
2revented from working because of a disability and those adults
who were limited in working in 1975 because of a disability. For
the purposes of this study, the first group and part of the second
group were added together and considered to have a substantial
economic sufficiency limitation.

The definition of work disability as used in the SIE survey
is: "A person is defined as having a work disability if he (she)
has a long-term health condition that limits the kind or amount of
work he (she) can do. The health condition may be physical, mental,
or emotional. Kind of work is defined to mean the type of work
the person would usually perform. Amount of work can refer to
actual time the person is able to work, or the quantity of work
produced." Clearly, not all such persons are severelv disabled
or even substantially limited in economic sufficiency.

The SIE survey defines "PREVENTED FROM WORKING" as: "if his
(her) limiting health condition has made,or will make it impos­
sible to work at any job at all for a long period of time."

The number of individuals who were prevented from working
or worked less than 16 weeks in 1975, after adjustment for onset
of condition prior to 22 years of age, is 1,858,000. This number
represents 1.49 percent of the adults between the ages of 18 and
64.

It is assumed that if a person has been disabled since
childhood to this extent he/she not only has an impairment in
economic self-sufficiency put also has two other substantial
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limitations in other life activities such as lL~itations in
capacity for independent living, learning, receptive and ex­
pressive language, and/or mobility. For example, the SIS data
confirms that of those aged 18 to 24 who are prevented from
working 37.76 percent also need assistance in self-care and
34.91 percent need assistance in getting about outside the house.
Therefore we estimate there are 1,860,000 adults who would be
eligible for services under ~~e Developmental Disabilities Program.

SENIOR CITIZENS: 65 PLUS

The number of individuals over 65 who are non-institution­
alized and eligible for programs under the Developmental Disabil­
ities Act is difficult to estimate. If the same proportion of
seniors as adults under 65 were developmentally disabled it would
indicate approximately 1.5 percent of this population. However,
experience has demonstrated that mortality of the developmentally
disabled is high even prior to age 65. Also, it is an observable
fact ~~at many older individuals who are developmentally disabled
are institutionalized because they no longer have families or
they were placed before community alternatives were developed
and are less likely than younger persons to move out.

Therefore it is estimated that approximately .5 percent of
the non-institutionalized population over 65 years of age would
be eligible for programs for individuals with developmental dis­
abilities. Th~s percent represents approximately 108,000
individuals age 65 and over.

Combining ~~ese four overall estimates, we arrive a~ an
estimated non-institutionalized population of approximately 3.4
million developmentally disabled individuals based on the data
contained in the SIE survey.

In order to emphasize the substantiality of the cumulative
effect of a disability in each of the people who are qualified in
the DO Act it is important not to overestimate the population.
However, even without knowing the numbers of individuals who have
multiple COmbinations of particular impairments, planning for
service can go forward on the basis of the need for services to
address each impairment. For example, if one knows that there
are 2.5 million people disabled before age 22 who have language
problems one can immediately proceed to estimate the need for
services directed to ~~is communication problem without knowing
how many of those particular people have mobility problems.

It must be kept in mind that the DO community has not had
sufficient experience tracing multiple functionally limiting con­
ditions for individuals with developmental disabilities. These
numbers are only estimates. These estimates are based on the
most factual information now available and can be used with a
degree of confidence sufficient for planning of services.

I v- I 3



•
•

•

Part 1

IMPLICATIONS ANO INTERPRETATIONS

Prevention/Early Intervention

The 3.4 million total estimated non-institutionalized
population includes an estimated 330,000 infants which the 00
Program should serve in order to PREVENT the substantial lim­
iting conditions from occurring in high risk infants and pre­
school age children. One of the problems with a functional
definition based on limiting conditions is that the person must
have the functional deficit for program qualification. The 00
Program must remain attentive to the fact ~~at prevention pro­
grams and early intervention programs have the highest priority
for infants and pre-school children who may not yet be defined
as individuals who are developmentally disabled under the new
definition and for ~~eir families. Even ~~ough these infants
do not yet manifest three substantial functional limitations
relative to their age peers the priority for addressing their
needs is legitimated by the fact that "prevention and early
intervention" is one of the four priority areas of service for
00 Programs specified in PL 95-602, Sec. 102.

It is hopeful that we can serve every individual who
already has the substantial limiting conditions and also use
our technology and resources in intervention and prevention in
order to reduce the numbers of individuals who potentially may
become developmentally disabled. On the basis of prevalence of
"limiting heal~~ conditions" in children 3 to 5 years of age, it
is estimated that from one to three percent of children under 3
would be legitimate candidates for early intervention programs.

Age ~ifestation of Various tmoairments

One of the peCUliarities of a definition of developmental
disabilities based on functional limitations in the seven major
life activities is ~~at ~~e need to demonstrate these activities
is not equally distributed throughout all of the ages of an
individual's life. Although most severe developmental disabili­
ties are manifest by age 10 or so, there may be a gradual increase
in prevalence with age up to age 22. Moreover, the various major
life activities whose limitation is the basis for part of the
definition differ in the period of life at which they can be
directly observed. For example, one area of functional limitation
is economic sufficiency. Of course, this is an adult measurement.
The SIE survey measures this impairment in those aged 18 to 64.
Figure 1 shows the age at which each of the seven areas of major
life activity are usually directly demonstrated in our society.
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Figure 1. Age of Demonstration of the Seven Major Life Activities Listed in
the DD Act: as Amended by PL 95-602 Usually Required by Society

Onset Prior to Age 22

The definition of developmental disabilities requires t~at
the disability of the person "is manifested before the person
attains age twenty-two." The information from the SIE survey
provides information on disabilities present in each age group
without reference to age of onset. The data on persons over 22
needs to be corrected for onset before age 22 in order to cor­
rectly identify the estimated developmentally disabled population.
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Figure 2 shows the total number of individuals which are
identified in our translation of the SIE survey data according
to their functional limitations in each of the seven major life
activities. The portion of individuals whose functional limita-.
tion is assumed to have been manifested prior to age 22 are
separated in Figure 2 from those individuals whose limitation
is manifested after age 22 for each of the seven major life
activities •

•
•

I I Onset before age 22

~ Onset after age 22

Major life
activity

64)
ool'

~
(Age 18-64) [944,000]*

~
(Age 18-64) [1,136,000]*

~ (Age 3-6; plus) [1,300,000]*

(Age 3-6; plus) [;,364,000]*

@§:S§§8&~~
(Age 3-6; plus)
[7,1;9,000]*

(Age 18-64)
[8,397,0001*

~~~~s;m-~~70~to

Self-direction

Self-care

Mobility

Capacity for
independent
living

Econom:l.c
sufficiency

Receptive and
expressive
language

Learning

•
o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Population
(In Millions of People)

8 9

o Figure 2. Number of Individuals with Functional Lim:l.tation in Each of the Seven Major
Life Activities from the SIE Survey for Age Groups for which these Functional
Limitations were Identified

*Numbers of individuals represent an unduplicated count
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It is assumed, first of all, that the methodology of the
SIE survey separately identifies persons whose condition is
chronic and that all persons under 22 who meet the other criteria
discussed earlier can be counted as developmentally disabled.
However, the SIE reports on adults do not separate those who had
been disabled as children from ~~ose who became disabled as
adults. The following method was used to correct the data for
onset prior to age 22 for our purposes. The percentage of in­
dividuals who had functionally limiting conditions in each of
the major life activities in the age group 18 to 24 years or
the percentage of individuals who had a functionally limitIng
condition in the age group 22 to 34 years, whichever was less,
was applied to older age groups up to age 65. --- ----

It is assumed the same percentage of individuals have the
functionally limiting condition which had onset prior to age 22
for each age group 25 years and older as that percentage of in­
dividuals who have the functionally limiting condition in the
18 to 24 group. The exception to this is in those age groups
where percentage of individuals having the functionally limiting
condition in the age group 22 to 34 as reported in the SIB survey
was less than those who had such a condition in the age group
18 to 21 years. Where the older group has a lower prevalence
rate, we interpret this to mean that an allowance must be made
either for recovery or for a higher death rate.

The total numbers of individuals in each age group regard­
less of age onset of disability are also reported in this paper
to allow states to see the magnitude of services necessary to
assist the total population of individuals who have functionally
limiting conditions in each of the seven life actiVities. This
permits us to estimate the proportion of persons with develop­
mental disabilities who need independent living services as part
of the larger population eligible for that program, for example.

Title VII of PL 95-602, the Independent Living Program, is
designed to pruvide assistance for those individuals who are sub­
stantially disabled in major life activities and whose disability
had its origin both before and after age 22. Figure 2 provides
statistical evidence that the population of adults needing
assistance in independent living, economic sufficiency, learning,
and receptive ~~d expressive language ranges nto many millions.
Many of these become disabled after mid-life, however.

The services for individuals with developmental disabilities
are in some cases different from those required by individuals who
have the same functionally limiting condition acquired later in
life, such as the older person who loses his hearing. The dif­
ferences in services are caused by the fact that the initial
developmental cycle was interrupted in an individual with de­
velopmental disabilities, which is not the case for individuals
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whose functionally limiting condition occurred after age 22.
For this reason it is important to maintain the 00 Program as
an independent program and to ensure that those habilitation
programs that are unique to this population are provided at
the time of need.

However, there are programs which will be the same for
the two groups. Program activities and capacities should be
designed for the entire population who have functionally lim­
iting conditions when it is appropriate to do so. A program
which lends itself to utilization by both groups is trans­
portation since it is reasonable to assume that those adults
who have a functionally limiting condition in mobility will
need the same type or similar transportation equipment and
assistance.

Table 3 shows an intermediate step in the process of
translating the SIE data into parameters specified in the
00 definition. For each impairment it shows the percent and
number of individuals who have substantial functional limita­
tions by age group where there is corresponding SIE data, thus
only those age groups for which relevant impairments were
listed in the SIE study are contained in Table 3. It is be­

1ie17e<3 hy the authors +-hat this utilization o.i_i;h~ data presents
the most reliable info~~ion from the census report.
. ---- ----._._. _... -.. - - .__. ..

The percent of individuals who as adults have functional
limitations in economic sufficiency, mobility, self-care, and
independent living were each obtained from SIE data for the
age groups between age 18 to 64 years. The information which
was interpreted by the authors to reflect self-direction,
receptive and expressive language, and learning was contained
in data presented for the age groups between age 3 to 65 years
and over. However, in Figure 1, only the information for the
age group from 3 through 17 was used to identify that group of
individuals with a disability in learning. Since we know more
about the child pcpulation having health conditions which
interfere with learning, we believe the presentation of those
health conditions to be the most reliable use of the survey
information. Likewise, the information on economic sufficiency
(work) was used for the age group between 18 and 64.
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TABLE 3. ESTIMATED PERCENT AND NUMBER OF NON-IllSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS
ACCORDING TO AGE GROUPS WITH ON! OR MORE StJllSTliliTllL FWCTIONAL LL"lITATIONS
WICH OCCURRED PRIOR TO 22 YEARS OF AGE IN llAJOR LIFE ACTIVITIES AS LISTED
L~ THE DD ACT AS AMENDED BY PL 95-602 SECTION 102(A) BY AGE CATEGORIES

(Numbers in thousands).
Major Age group 3 - 4 5 - 17 I 18 - 64 65 plus Total
Hfe

Total pop.l.] 6,390 49,723 I 124,628 21,721 202,461actj,vity

Number 182 ] 2542 ] 4253J [Mobility
Percent .28 .51 .34

Self-care Number 461
Percent .37

Self-directj,on Number 16 320 740 51 1,135
Percent .24 .64 .59 .28 .56

Receptive Number 42 819 1,435 181 2,476and expres-
Percent: .65 1.65 1.15 .83 1.22sive language

Economic Number 1,851
sufficiency Percent 1.49

Lea=ing Number 55 1,000 1,913 264 3,230
Percent: .86 2.01 1.53 1.21 1.60

Capacity for
NUlIlber 2,364independent
Percent 1.90living.

•

•

•

~] Non-institutionalized populatj,on 3 years of age and over of the United
States June 1, 1976.

2] Based on the presence of an orthopedj,c condit:ion in primary data.

3] Based on the need for assistance to get around outside the house.
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Conceptual Proaram Definitions

A state is required to develop an operational definition
of a substantial limiting condition for each of the seven major
life activities for the State Plan. The ooerational definition
is also needed to determine consumer membership on the State
Planning Council. The following is a discussion which might be
helpful in formulating such operational definitions.

•
The term "severe, chronic c.isability" means a disability

which is the result of a person having three or more substantial
limitations in the seven major life activities. The person must
have a substantial limitation in three or more of the following
major life activities: self-care, receptive and expressive
language, learning, mobility, self-direction, capacity for
independent living. and economic self-sufficiency. The total
effect must also Fesult in severe c.isability.

A "severe, chronic disability" is one which is likely to
continue indefinitely and results in the need for a comb~natjo~

and sequence of special. interdisciplinary. or generic care,
treatment. or other services which are individually planned and
coordinated.

A limitation in anyone of the seven major life activities
is one which limits the individual in the performance of that
activity in comparison to his or her peers. A subs~ant~al limi­
tation is one which effectively prevents him/her from perform~ng

or requires that he/she receive frequent assistance from other
persons or requires the use of devices which are expensive to
~intain or replace. The personal or mechanical assistance
either cannot compensate for the impairment or. if it does
compensa~e, it is expensive to maintain on an ongoing basis.
The significant ongoing maintenance to permit the ~ndiv~dual

to perform the life activity as well as his or her peers perform
them may be expressed in percent of time or money in excess of
that which is normally required.

A substantial limitation in anyone of the major life
activities is defined as the amount of time. the person's time
or the time of another person. and/or the amount of money re­
quired to overcome or aid the person in performing that life
activity on a continuing basis in comparison to the amount of

, time or investment required by a person who is not impaired to
perform the life activity.

~ An example of the above would be an individual who takes
two hours to dress himself or herself. He/she would have a
substantial limitation in self-care. The time required to per­
form the life activity is significantly in excess of that amount
of time necessary for a peer to perform the same task.
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For example, an individual with a v~s~on problem which can
be corrected by the purchase of glasses does not have a substantial
limitation in learning because the amount of money required to pur­
chase glasses is not of a significant magnitude. However, a person
who has a vision problem which requires a reader in a learning sit­
uation is substantially disabled because of the time and/or amount
of money required to assist ~~at L~dividual in learning.

Another example: an individual with a physical or sensory
impairment which can be corrected by the purchase of a cane to assist
in mobility is not substantially disabled. However, a person who is
physically impaired to the extent that the person needs an electric
wheelchair for mobility outside the home is substantially limited
because of the cost of purchase and maintenance of the electric
wheelchair.

A person who, because of a health condition such as uncon­
trolled seizures, is denied a driver's license regardless of his
or her ability to learn to drive, has a substantial limitation in
at least one, mobility, and possibly three of the major life func­
tions: mobility, independent living, and economic sufficiency.

An individual who, because of his or her mental disability
needs occasional counseling ~~d encouragement, a friend advocate,
in order to manage his paycheck or care for his home, would not
have a substantial limitation. However, if this person required
supervision more than half ~~e time (the time refers to the time in
which the person is engaged in these activities) in performing tasks
required to maintain his home, manage his finances, etc., that
person would have a substantial limitation in self-direction.

Suggested Ooerational Definitions

1. SELF-CARE

The de=inition for an individual who has a substantial
functional limitation in SELF-CARE is:

A pe~40n who ha4 a iong-te~m cond~t~on wh~ch ~equ~~e4 that
pe~40n to need 4~gn~6~cant a44~4tance to ioo~ a6te~ pe~40nai

need4 4uch a4 600d, hyg~ene and appea~ance. S~gn~6~cant a4­
4~4tance may be de6~ned a4 a44~4tance at iea4t one-ha!6 06 the
~me 60~ one act~v~ty o~ a need 60~ 40me a44~4tance ~n mo~e

than one-ha!6 06 aii a~t~v~t~e4 no~mai!y ~equ~~ed 60~ 4e!6-ca~e.
~

2. RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE

The definition for an individual who has a substantial func­
tional limitation in RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE is:

A pe~40n who ha4 a !ong-te~m cond~t~on wh~ch p~event4 that
pe~40n 6~om e66ect~veiy commun~cat~ng w~th anothe~ pe~40n

w~thout the a~d 06 a th~~d pe~40n, a pe~40n w~th 4pec~a!

4~~!i o~ w~th a mechan~cai dev~ce, o~ a iong-te~m cond~t~on

wh~ch p~event~ h~m/he~ 6~om a~t~cuiat~ng h~4 thought4.
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3. LEARNING

The definition for an individual who has a.substantial
functional limitation in LEARNING is:

A pe~~on who h~~ ~ long-ze~m cond~z~on wh~ch ~e~~o~~ly ~n­

ze~6e~e~ w~zh cogn~z~on, v~~~~t o~ ~~~~l comm~n~c~z~on, o~

~~e 06 h~nd~ zo zhe exzenz zh~z ~peci~l ~nze~venzion o~

~pec~~l p~og~~m~ ~~e ~eq~~ed zo ~~d zh~z pe~~on ~n te~~n~ng.

•
4. MOBILITY

The definition for an individual who has a substantial
functional limitation in MOBILITY is:

A pe~~on who h~~ ~ tong-ze~m cond~z~on wh~ch ~mp~~~~ zhe
~bi~~y zo ~e 6~ne ~ndlo~ g~o~~ mozo~ 4k~lt~ to zhe exzenz
zh~z ~4~~z~nce 06 ~nozhe~ pe~~on ~ndlo~ ~ mech~n~cat dev~ce

~~ needed ~n o~de~ 60~ zhe ~nd~v~d~~t zo move 6~om pl~ce zo
pt~ce.

5. SELF-DIRECTION

The definition for an individual who has a substantial
functional limitation in SELF-DIRECTION is:

A pe~~on who h~~ ~ tong-ze~m cond~t~on which ~eq~~~eo th~t

pe~60n to ne~d ~66~6z~nce ~n be~n9 ~bte to m~ke ~ndependent

dec~~~on6 conce~n~n9 60c~~t ~nd ind~v~d~~t ~ctiv~tie; ~ndlo~

in h~nd~n9 pe~on~l 6~n~nce~ ~nd!o~ p~otect~ng h~~/he~ own
~ et 6-.<.nte~ut.

6. C~ACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

The definition for an individual who has a substantial
functional limitation in CAPACITY FOR INDEPE~DENT LIVING is:

A pe~~on who h~o ~ tong-te~m cond~t~on th~t tim~t~ the pe~oon

6~om pe~60~m~ng no~m~t ~ociet~t ~ote~ o~ wh~ch m~ke6 it ~n~~6e
60~ th~t pe~~on to t~ve ~tone zo ~~ch ~n extent th~t ~6oi6t­

~nce. o~pe~v~o~on o~ p~e~ence 06 ~ oecond pe~oon ~; ~equ~~ed

mo~e zh~n h~t6 zhe z~me.

•

7. ECONOMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY

The definition for an individual who has a substantial
functional limitation in ECONOMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY is:

A pe~oon who h~o ~ tong-te~m cond~z~on wh~ch p~evento th~t

pe~oon 6~om wo~k~n9 ~n ~e9ut~~ emptoymenz o~ wh~ch t~m~to h~o

o~ he~ p~cd~ct~ve c~p~cizy to ouch ~n extenz zh~t ~t io in­
ou66ic~enz 60~ o~t6-o~ppo~t.
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The above definitions, although not intended to be clinical,
are intended to be sufficiently descriptive to provide planners and
administrators with a rule of ~~umb by which they can differentiate
between eligible and ineligible 'consUlllers" at the administrative
level.

Although the SIE survey addressed activity limitations and
impairments of various sorts with considerable specificity, these
do not correspond in all aspects to the criteria by which ~~e de­
velopmentally disabled population is defined. In order to make use
of the excellent survey data to A5tim~~~~~_~umbersof p~op~e at
va£:l.OUS ages who snciii'la"Oe planned for under the DD banner ,it is
~e'cei~~a~f to_];rit;~oduce a variety· 9.j...:r.rj"E..~~ons, interpretations
ana some assumpt:l.ons. _ . ..
. _- ---" _.- - _ . .

Inevitably some arbitrary distinctions have been made; some
result in overestimation, some in underestimation. In other parts
of this report we give the reader insights into these ass~~ptions

as well as giving some of the original tables from SIE so that
persons with a more ~~an passing interest in these details may
review or refine these approaches if they wish.

~
We begin by' establishing a set of equivalent criteria through

which we link each of ~~e seven substantial functional limitations
to data elements reported from SIE. In some cases, the survey
q estions and information dictated the equivalent criteria. In
other cases, the equivalent criteria dictated the specific numbers
which were extracted from the survey report/ The following is a
listing of the criteria used to interpret each life activity in
SIB terms. Following the presentation of all seven criteria is a
discussion of some of the ass~~ptions which went into the selection
of criteria. The selection of these criteria as indices for statis­
tical purposes is not intended to suggest clinical measures for
selection of individual DD clients in a service setting.

The "Equivalent" Criteria

1 . SELF-C."'RE

The criterion for an adult who has a substantial functional
limitation in SELF-CARE is:

A pe~~on who ~~ ~epo~ted to h~ve ~ tong-te~m he~tth cond~t~on

~o ~ ~eo~tt 06 wh~ch th~t pe~~on needo hetp to too~ ~6te~

pe~~on~L needo 6~eq~entLy o~ occ~~~on~tty. (nR~~eLyn ~o

not co~nted.n)

The criterion for a child who has a substantial functional
limitation in ... ..:::. I mobility is:

A pe~4on ~nde~ 18 ye~~4 oLd who ~o ~epo~ted to h~ve ~n

o~thoped~c hand~cap.
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2. RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE

The criterion for an individual who has a substantial func­
tional limitation in RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE is:

A pe~40n Who ~4 ~epo~~ed ~o h~ve o~e 06 ~he 60iiow~~g tong­
~e~m he~~h con~~on4: men~~! ~ez~~da~~on, ha~d 00 he~~~ng

o~ de~o, 4peech ~mp~~~menz, 4e~~oUA ~60~c~!zy oee~~g o~

b!~nd, o~ Oe~0~4 emoz~ona! d~4Z~~b~nce.

,
3. LEARNING

The criterion for an individual who has a substantial
functional limitation in LEARNING is:

A pe~40n who ~4 ~epo~zed zo h~ve ~z !ea4Z one 00 zhe oo!tow~ng

tong-~e~m he~!zh cond~z~on4: menz~t ~ez~~d~z~on,h~~d o~ he~~ng

o~ deao, opeech ~mpa~~men~, oe,~o~o d~oo~c~tzy oee~ng o~ b!~nd,

oe~~o~o emoz~on~l d~oz~~b~nce, o~ c~~ppled (o~zhoped~c h~nd~c~pl.

4. MOBILITY

The criterion for an adult who has a substantial functional
limitation in MOBILITY is:

A pe~40n who ~o ~epo~~ed to h~ve ~ !ong-ze~m healzh cond~z~on

~ Cl ~eo~.t 06 wh~ch th~t peMon needo ~oo~ot"nce zo get ~~o~'ld

o~o~de the home 6~eq~eltt!y o~ occ~o~onally. {"R~,tety"~.o

~epo~.ted ~n SIE ~o not ~nct~ded.l

5. SELF-DIRECTION

The criterion for a person who has a substantial functional
li~itation in SELF-DIRECTION is:

A pe~oon who ~o ~epo~zed to h~ve ~t te<lot o~e 06 the 60ttow~ng

!ong-te~m he~lth cond~z~on.o: ment~l ~ez~~d"t~on, "nd!o~

oe~~o~o emoz~o~,,! ~ot~~b~nce.

6. CAPACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

The criterion for an adult who has a substan~ial functional
limitation in CAPACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING is:

A pe~oon who ~o ~epo~ted to h~ve ~ long-te~m he"lth cond~t~on

which !im~to zhe pe~oon 6~om wo~k~ng ~~o~nd the ho~oe.

7. ECONOMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY

The criterion for an adult who has a substantial functional
limitation in ECONOMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY is:

A pe~40n who ~o ~epo~.ted to h~ve ~ tong-te~m he~t.th cond~t~on

which p~evento th"t pe~oon 6~om wo~k~ng ~n ~eg~!"~ employment o~

p~evento " pe~40n 6~om wo~~~ng mo~e th~1t 16 week4 ~It ~ny one ye~~.
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Amplification

SELF-CARE

"Assistance" is usually in the form of the intervention of
another person. In assessing "need for assistance" consideration
may be given to any or all activities involved in self-care in
which other persons of the same age do not need help. A person
may learn to do one thing, for example, feed himself or herself,
so as not to require assistance or intervention of another person
in that activity, yet he may still need help every day in dressing.

RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE

The concept of "language" encompasses comprehensive communica­
tion. This usually includes reading, writing, listening and spe~~L~g

as well as the cognitive skills necessary for receptive language.
The assumption is that when intervention of an outside person, or
special skill or mechanical device is needed for communication, ~~en

there is a functional limitation. There is also a limitation if the
person is unable even wi~~ help to understand what others want him
to ~,ow or do, or to make his own ideas and wants known.

LEARNING

A limitation in learning is assumed to have a cause that is
usually rooted in the child's health condition which may be mental
retardation, emotional disturbance, speech impairment,sensory
deficit, and/or physical disability. The authors selected the
above conditions because these conditions are usually connected
with ~~e need for special education including special education
technologies. Also, these conditions directly relate to cognitive,
communicative and kinesthetic modes of acquiring knowledge and skill.

MOBILITY

"Assistance" may take many forms: for example, the use of
mechanical devices, escort service, or seeing-eye dog. The amount
of assistance is relative to what other persons usually need. Thus,
using a car is not using a "mechanical device" unless it is needed
when others would walk or the car itself is especially equipped or
must be driven by another party. "Frequently need assistance" (more
than one-half of the time) can be applied to the range of action a
person should be able to do in society. For example, a person may
adapt to avoiding all the barriers to and fromwork but because of a
functional limitation in mobility not be able to travel adequately
elsewhere. This person's mobility would be restricted to a single
activity and thereby be a substantially limiting condition. There­
fore in estimating "frequency" it is appropriate to consider various
life activities.

SELF-DIRECTION

Limitation in self-direction usually involves problems in
social adaptation. Many times, intervention is needed in the form
of counseling or supervision by another person so that the impaired
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person may be able to develop self-advocacy, understand how to act
in his own interest or to avoid social ostracism. Some people lack
even this much capacity for self-direction. Handling of finances
and cons~~er roles seem to be basic in achieving social adjustment
and personal independence that would assist self-direction. The
reported conditions of mental retardation, serious emotional dis­
turbance seem to reflect these impairments most closely.

CAPACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

The term "independent living" has come to have special con­
notations among disabled adults. It is a complex concept drawing
on aspects of self-care and self-direction, and the ability to main­
tain one's own domicile. If help is needed in any of these areas a
functional impairment is considered to exist. SIE data is available
on "ability to do work around the house" and on need for "help with
personal needs." When assistance is required to perform basic tasks
required to maintain a house there exists a functional impairment in
capacity for independent living.

The capacity for independent living implies a more complex
operation and set of activities than functional limitations implied
in the above. The emotion, character, self-control and stability
to live without supervision are difficult to measure, however it is
important to realize that some individuals have impairments which
make it unsafe for them to live alone and must have supervision more
than one-half of the time. They would also be considered to have a
functional impairment in this capacity even though they can do
housework.

In addition, impairment in self-direction constitutes a
barrier to independent living and persons lacking self-direction
are a~so considered to be impaired in capacity for independent living.

The capacity for independent living does not reveal itsel=
in children and youth as much as it does adults. However, there
are assignments within the horne such as setting the table, washing
dishes, taking out garbage, cleaning one's room, etc. which are
indicative of maturation toward independence as an adul~. There­
fore, the continuum of ability to pe=form in this life activity can
be measured from an early age.

ECONOMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY

The SIE survey defines work disability as:

A person is defined as having a work disability if he (she) has a
long-term health condition that limits the kind or amount of work
he (she) can do. The health condition may be phYSIcal, mental,
or emotional. KIND of work is defined to mean the type of work
the person would usually perform. AMOUNT of work ca.~ refer to
actual time the person is able =0 work, or the quantity of work
produced. For example, a craftsman who can work 40 hours a week
but cannot produce as much as he could prior to an injury is
considered limited in the amount of work.
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This broad definition includes many people wbo can be self­
support~~g and was intended to include persons who might bave
suffered some reduction in work capacity from a level previously
attained. Typically, such persons suffer impairment after age 22.
The SIE survey further subclassified persons identifying themselves
as work disabled into the following categories:

Prevented from working
Not prev~~ted from working but not

able to work regularly
Able to work regularly

In order to estimate the number who bave a substantial limitation
in this activity, the au~~ors counted ~~ose who were prevented from
working and ~~ose most limited of those unable to work regularly.
For ~~ose individuals whose disability does not prevent ~~em from
working but are not able to work regularly we selected ~~e criterion
of not able to work more than 16 weeks in a year. Sixteen week cut­
off is arbitrary and merely an index of how much work would suggest
capacity for economic sufficiency. Any person whose maximum appar­
ent annual earnings capacity is below poverty level, regardless of
the length of tioe worked, should be considered to have a substan­
tial functionally limiting condi~ion in economic sufficiency.

In practice, children and yo~~g people be~ween the ages of
3 and 21 usually do not have to demonstrate economic sufficiency
~~at can be measured as it relates to a work situation. Therefore,
alternative measures may be used for this age group. In the
practical community situation the "medical listings" for SSI
children can be used as equivalent to a "·,.,ork disability."

The Me~~ing of a Comprehensive Develoomental Disabilities Program

The forego~~g laborious analysis of ~~e seven f~~ctional

limi~atlons can be destr~etive ~~d can lead to ~, inappropriate
dism~~ered view of both the popUlation and the DD Progr~~. That
the statutory definition is intended to have an integrative effect
on ~~e lives of the persons with disabilities arising early in
life is made evident L~ the final mandate in the requirement fo=
continuity, comprehensiveness and individualization.

The definition of developmental disabilities is meant to
identify ~~ose individuals who will need services for life or an
extended period of time. The program should not becooe a program
in which a person loses needed assistance arbitrarily especially
if that person is likely to become more impaired if disqualified
from program participation. Consistence ~,d continuity of ser­
vices must be an inherent part of the DD Program.

The individuals often cannot communicate for ~~emselves.

Society in its great technological advances many times runs so fast
that it forgets about ~~ose who cannot run or even walk. It would
be a severe disservice to the individuals with severe disabilities
if those who a~~nister programs let checklists overrule human
need. However, it would be equally as much of a disservice if the
Developmental Disabilities Program does not concentrate its re­
sou=~es and e==orts for the benefit of t~s most severely involved
individuals in our society.
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Introduction

•

The following tables show the derivation of the infor­
mation in which the figures in Part 1 are based. The data
were taken from the SIE report and put into tables which
reflect the definitions in each major life activity presented
in Part 2. The original tables used from the SIE report are
found in Part 4 of this paper •

• 1. SELF-CARE

TABLE 4. NUMBER AND P&~CENT OF NON-nlST!TUTIONALlZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN Tl!E AGES
OF 18 TO 64 ""'!Tli A WORK DISABILITY WHO ALSO FREQUENT!.Y OR OCCASIONALLY NEED HELP
LOOKING Al"l:J:..~ ?ERSONAL NEEDS WIT!! ONSET BEFORE AGE 22

(rr be th d ), um rs l.n ousan s
Total Total number vith I Total number vith Total number with

popuJ.ation a vork disability a vork disability a work disability
Characteristics wIlo frequently or who frequently or who frequently or

occasionally need occasionally need occasionally need
help looking afte> help looking after help looking afte,
personal needs personal needs personal needs
(onset before 22 (onset after 22
years of age) years of age)

Number I " Number I " Number I " llumber I "" " " "
Persons 18 to 124,628 100 461 .37 484 .39 944 .76
64 years of age. .

Age

18 to 24 years 27,123 100 99.5 .37 - - 99,5 .37
25 to 29 years 17,410 100 64.4 .37 11.9 .07 76.3 .104
30 to 34 years 14,026 100 51.9 .37 6.0 .04 57.9 .41
35 to 44 years 22,797 100 84.3 .37 46.5 .20 130.8 .57
45 to 54 years 23,464 100 86.8 .37 157.5 .67 244.3 1.04
55 to 64 years 19,808 100 73.3 .37 261.9 1.32 335.2 1.69

, llumbers appearing in box have been corrected for age of onset.

The survey reports persons who need help frequently,
occasionally or rarely. The numbers of individuals who indi­
cated they needed help frequently or occasionally were used.
The entire population in the age group from 18 to 64 years of
age was 124,628,000 of whom .37 percent are assumed to have
self-care limitation with onset prior to age 22.
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2'. RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE

TABLE ,. !lUMBER AND F'EB:C'EI'r ot HON-IlfSTI'r'JTIOJfALIZZO DmIV!Dt1ALS FROl.f AGE 3 tEARS Ai1D OVER Wil0 An::: !·u:rrrAL.LY nE"fARl>ED •
KA-JU) OF S:EA.RING. DEAF. S?E!C1t IMPA.!?.ED. !fAV% A SERIOUS DIFFICULTY S!EING. oft SERIOUSLY EMOTIONALLY 1.JtS1URB.ED .. '".1{!ca
COH1lInOft S'rAJm:l) P!llOR 1';) OECO= 22 n:AIlS OF AGE

( Numbers in thousand•
.l.ot.a..L Meut.a.lly ll&rd or Speech Serious Seriou.sly Total :lum._

Character- popula.tion retlU'd.ed beuiDg De&t im:pairment difficulty e:motion&l.l1 ber of i:1-
isties seeing disturbed dindll8.1 s

lIwll"or I • 'UllI...~ % lIumber I ~ Numberl % Number I • 9umber I • !lumber I ~ ~umht-~ •, , , -
?er~aa 3 202."61 100 865 ."3 563 • .28 175· 184· .09 ~19 • .21 270· .13 2,416·1.;2
yr.Q~ age
&o.er

Age

3 &: 4 Tr. 6.390 100 1'.2 .22 10.9 .17 1.2 .16 8.4 .13 5.7 .09 1.4 .02 41.13 .~5

: t.o 13 yr. 32,962 100 142.T .43 161.2 .1&9 46.2 .l!4 69.9 .21 91.5 .:5 52.2 .15 ;63.1 1.71
:4 to 17 yr. 16.761 100 98.5 .59 57.8 .34 20.8 .12 15.8 .09 35.8 .21 26.6 .16 255.3 1.52
18 to 21 yr. 16,048 100 Q2.0 .57 36.0 .23 14.8 .09 13.6 .08 32.0 .20 2Ll .1' 200.< '."
22 to 34 yr. 42.510 100 235,] .55 I"", ....

:~~
••. ? .VI 24.d .00 81.5 .19 55.2 .13 '524..~ 1.21

35 to 54 yr. ,,6,262 100 199.3 .431'05.6 32. 4 .07 27.4 .06 89.9 .19 60.1 .13 ;llo.( loll
55 to 59 yr. 10,615 100 36.0 .34 24.2 .23 7.4 .07 6.3 .06 20.6 .19 13.8 .13 10803 L02
60 'to 6~ yr. 9.193 100 15.4 .17 I 21.0 .23 6.' .07 5.4 .06 17.9 .19 ~.9 .13 ,~~.~ .35
65 yr.& oyer 21.12.1 100 32.5 .15 \49.5 .23 15.2 .01 12.9 .06 l.L2.2 '" , " ,; ".

I I ! !

•

•
•

.. Undu:i1l.iea:ted. <:oun.t. and -:orr~ted for '5.ge o~ onset.. 1hmb@rs app~a.ring in box bave b~ eorreeted !or ag~ or ons~1..

~CT!: The number ot individuals vitb limiting conditions presented in Table 5 represent art unduplic&ted number.
The sa r~port presents the number a{ ind.1v1dWlls vbo had more than one impdrme'Ot. '!'he individ.uals who
b&li mon than one impairment a:t"e orUy CQunt,ed once in the table. The sou.re~ used from the sn: nudy for
the above purpose \I1lS Table No. 12 vbieh is reproduced. iII. ?s.r~ 4 o£ t.his r~rt.

,

It is ass~~ed that the six health conditions reported as:
Mental retardation
Hard of hearing
Deaf
Speech impairment
Serious difficulty seeing
Seriously emotionally disturbed

would cause comm~~ication problems. Experience shows that there
is the need for social intervention in each of the above condi­
tions to facilitate communication. Therefore~ese figures have
been used to derive the number of individuals who may have a
substantial functional limitation in receptive and expressive
language.

1'1-29



•

Part 3

3 • LEA:RNING

'J:ABLZ: 6. lIUMBEB AIID ?iJl= OF llON-=OIW.IZZl) !l!DIVIIlt1ALS !1lOM AGE 3 rzAllS AIID OVER "110 ARE ME!t'tALLY RETARDEll.
IlAllD OF lIEAltIllO. DEAF. SPEECl! DlPUllZll. HAV;: A SElllOUS Dlrn= SEEING, SERIOUSLY EMOTIONALLY DIS'l'lIllBED OR ?.AVE IJI
Oll'l'!lOPEllIC lWlDlCAP IillIGR COlfl)ITION STAlm:ll PlIIOR TO llECO>!IllG 22 '!EAllS OF AGZ

{'Wllbl!!::-S in t • I -
T.<&J. Kent.&l.l1 aan or Peat Speeeh ::ierl0US Ser~ou.ly Crippled. !,o'ta.l ~

Chara.cter- population ret&l'cied hear1.ac 1Iopa1r- d1rrl- ematioa- (ertho- 'bet' ot in-
!stice =...~ cult,. all7 0:115- ped1. d1viduals

-, ,

HWIlbel" I ~ Number I % Humber I % N...ber! S 1fumbur % RUlllberl % HWllberl % NWDber I ~ N •• I •

Persou 3 202.461 100 865 .43 563" .2<l 175" .0') 181&- .09 419" .21 1 2700 .13 754- .37 3,230 1.60
yr. ot &p
, onr

;4-
3 • 4 yr. 6,390 100 14.2 .22 10.9 .17 1.2 .02 6.10 .13 5.7 .09 1.10 .02 12.9 .20 54.7 .66
5 t. 13 yr. 32.962 100 142.7 .43 161.2 .109 46.2 .110 69.9 .21 91.5 .26 52.2 .16 95.5 .29 659.2 2.00
110 to 17 yr. 16,761 100 96.5 .59 57.8 .34 20.8 .12 15.8 .09 35.8 .21 26.6 ~ 64.6 .50 ;.;~.~ ~.~~18 tQ 21 yr. 16,olI8 100 92.0 .57 36.0 .23 '4" .09 13.6 .06 32.0 .20 ~.; .1 61.3 .36
22 to 34 yr. 42.510 100 235.3 .55 97.1 .23 30.51.07 210.6 .06 81.< . ,. .13 163.0 .36 687.10 1.62
35 to 54 yr. 46.262 100 199.3 .43 105.6 .23 32.10 .O! ~:T.~ .06 ~.9 .19 60.1 .13 177 .4 .38 692.1 l.50
55 to 59 yr. 10,615 100 36.0 .34 210.2 .23 7.10 .07 6.3 .06 20.6 .19 13.6 .13 100.7 .38 1109.0 1.100
60 to 610 yr. 9.193 100 15.4 .17 21.0 .23 6.4 .07 5.· .06 17.9 .19 1l.9 .13 35.2 .38 ;g:~ 1.2365 yr.&: over 21,72.1 100 32.5 .15 49.5 .23 15.2 .07 12.9 .06 42.2 .19 28.2 .13 83.3 .20 2 1.21

\

• tTnd..1:lp1.1eat.ed. eo~:t. &no. o::~ectect tor q:e ot onaet. lfumbers &ppearing in box ha.ve been corrected tor &ge of onset.

B~: The number ot iDd.1vidua.ls with lim:1tinc con.ditions presented. in '!a.ble 6 represent an unduplies.ted number.
'!be SIt: nport presents the number ot indiv1clual.s vQo had. mere tb&n one 1!!l.pairment. The 1nd!vidU&ls vhQ
h&d. more than one 1JII.pe.1rment are oa.l1' eOWlted. once in th.e t.&b~e. The souree used trom ';.be SU stud1' for
the above ~pUl"'))Ose vu Tal>le lio. 1.2 vbieb is reproduced. in Part 4 or this repor't.

It is assumed that the seven health conditions reported as:

Mental retardation
Hard of hearing
Deaf
Speech impairment
Serious difficulty seeing
Seriously emotionally disturbed
Crippled

would cause intrinsic learning problems.
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4. MOBILITY

•
•

TAllLE 1. mJMBER AND PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS BET'''dJ.'l THE AGES 18 TO
64 WITH A WORK DISABILITY \/HO ALSO FREQUEtlTLY OR OCCASIONALLY NEED HELP GETTING AROUND
OUTSIDE THE ROUSE

(Numbe~s in thou a.nds l- s

To1;a.l To1;a.l number vith To~ number vith Tota: number with
population a 'o/Crk disabilit'.r a vork disability a vork disability

Characteris1;ics "bo frequently or "ho frequen1;ly or "ho frequently or
occasiona.lly need occasiona.lly need occasiona.lly need
help outside the help outside the help around the
bouse (onset be- house (onset af- house
tore 22 years of ter 22 years of. age) age)

Number I % Number I % Number I " Number I %I'

Persons 18 to
64 years of age 124,628 100 425 .34 711 .57 1,136 .91

Age

18 to 24 years 27,123 100 93.5 .34 - -* 93.5 .34
25 to 29 years 17,410 100 59.2 .34 24.2 .14 83.4 .48
30 to 34 years 14,026 100 47.7 .34 11.3 .08 59.0 .42
35 to 44 years 22,797 100 77.5 .34 58.2 .26 135.7 .60
45 to 54 years 23,464 100 79.8 .34 216.8 .92 296.6 1.26
55 to 64 yes:s 19,808 100 67.3 .34 400.9 2.02 468.2 2.36

•

*Obviously a fev people become disabled bet"een ages 22 to 24. The incidence in this
tva year age group is knovn to be lov; sta~istically and for ~lanning pu--poses this
approximation is not significant.

Nu:lbers appearing in box have been corrected for age of onset.

The survey reports persons who need help frequently,
occasionally or rarely. The numbers of individuals who in­
dicated they needed help frequently or occasionally were used.
The entire population in the age group from 18 to 64 years of
age was 124,628,000 of whom .34 percent are assumed to have
mobility limitation with onset prior to age 22.

IV-31



Part 3

5. SELF-DIRECTION

TABLE 8. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS AGE 3 'tEA.'lS
AND OVER WHO A..~ ME:rF.ALI,Y RETARDED OR SERIOUSLY EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED WHOSE
CONDITION STARTED PRIOR TO BECOMING 22 YEARS OF AGE

(Numb in th d 1ers ousan s

Total. Mentally Seriously Total. number
Cha.racteristics population retarded emotions.l.l:r who are ei-tffir

disturbed mentally re-
tarded or
seriously
emotione.J.ly
distur'::>ed

Number I " I Number/ " Number I " Nu.'Uber
,

",- ,-
I' f'

Persons 3 years 202,461 100 865 .43 27a.. .13 1,135* .56
of age 8: over

Age

3 and 4 years 6,390 100 14.2 .22 1.4 .02 15.6 .24
5 to 13 years 32,962 100 142.7 .43 52.2 .16 194.9 .59
14 to 17 years 16,761 100 98.5 .59 26.6 .16 125.1 .75
18 to 21 years 16,048 100 92.0 .57 21.1 .13 113.1 .70
22 to 34 years 42,510 100 235.3 .55 ".2 . .l.j 290.5 .od
35 to 54 years 46,262 100 199.3 .43 60.1 .13 259.4 .56
55 to 59 years 10,615 100 36.0 .34 13.8 .13 49.8 .47
60 to 64 years 9,193 100 15.4 .17 11.9 .13 27.3 .30
65 years 8: over 21,721 100 . 32.5 .15 28.2 .13 60.7 .28

•

•

*Unduplicated count and corrected for age of onset. Numbers appearing in box
have been corrected for age of onset.

NOTE: The figures presented in Table 8 are an unduplicated count in that the
individue.J.s vho are mentally retarded and seriously emotionally dis­
turbed are counted only once.

It is assumed that the two health conditions reported as:

Mental retardation
Seriously emotionally disturbed

, would cause problems in self-direction. Experience shows that
there is the need for social intervention in each of the above
conditions to aid the person in decision making and selecting
objectives. Therefore these figures have been used to derive
the number of individuals who may have a substantial functional
limitation in self-direction.
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6. CAPACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

TABLE 9· NUMBER •.urn PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED !1IDmDUALS BETWEEN TEE: AGES OF 18
TO 64 WITH A WORK DISABILITY WHO ALSO AIlE LIMITED AT WORKING ABomro 1';:,£ HOUSE

)NUlllbers in thouSMds

Total Total nUlllber with' Total nUlllber with Tota.l number vi.population a vork disability a vork disability a vork disabili-Charac-:'eristics Who a.re limit ed who are limited ·.ho are limitee
at working a.round at I{Orking around at. 'W'orking arOUl
the house (onset the house (onse": '::he house
before 22 years) after 22 Years)

Number -' % Number I " Number I " ~I=ber j "II II /'

Persons 18 to 124,628 100 2,364 1.9 6,666 5.3 9,:;28 7.2~.

of age04 :rears

Age

18 to 24 years 27,123 100 511.2 1.9 - - 511.2 1.925 to 29 years 17,410 100
[ "0.0

1.9 178.2 1.0 509.0 2.930 to 34 years 14,026 100 266.5 1.9 273.6 2.0 ;40.3 3.935 to 44 years 22,797 100 433.1 1.9 832.5 3.7 1265.6 5.61.; to 54 years 23,464 100 445.8 1.9 2110.3 9.0 2556.1 10.955 to 64 years 19,808 100 376.!:. 1.9 3270.8 1': - 3647.2 18.4--.,
!

•

•

- N~bers a;~eari~g in oox have been correc~e~ ~C~ age 0: onse~.

The survey reports persons who need help frequently,
occasionally or rarely. The numbers of individuals who in­
dicated ~~ey needed help frequently or occasionally working
around the house were used. The entire popUlation in the
age group from 18 to 64 years of age was 124,628,000 of whom
1.90 percent are assumed to have a limitation in capacity
for independent living with onset prior to age 22.
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7. ECONOMIC SUFFICIENCY

TABLE 10. NUMBER AND PERCENT OF NON-L~STITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN
THE AGES OF 18 TO 64 WHOSE HEALTH CONDITION ,,"RICH HAD AI'! ONSET BEFORE
AGE 22 PREVENTED THEM FROM WORKING OR pREVnrrED THE!! FROM WORKING MORE
THAN 16 WEEKS IN 1975

(Numbers in thousands)

Total Prevented ~ Worked less than
Characteristics population from workin~ , 16 weeks in 1975 Total

Number I % Number I % Number I % NumberI %,
I

Persons 18 to 64 124,628 100 1,584 * 1.27 279** .22 1,863 1.49
years of age I

Age

18 to 24 years 27,123 100 345 1.27 60 .22 405 1.49

25 to 29 years 17,410 100 221 1.27 38 .22 259 1.49

30 to 34 years 14,026 100 178 1.27 31 .22 209 1.49

35 to 44 years 22,797 100 290 1.27 50 .22 340 1.49

45 to 54 years 23,464 100 298 1.27 52 .22 350 1.49

55 to 64 years 19,808 100 252 1.27 44 .22 296 1.49

*The numbers in this column have been corrected to show onset before 22
years of age. It is assumed that the percent of individuals prevented
from working between the ages of 25 to 64 would be no more than the % of
those prevented from working between the ages of 18 to 24. Therefore the
ratio between the total number in the age 18 to 24 years group and the
number prevented working was compared to the total number in each of
the other age groups. The formulas used were:

27,123 345: : 17,410: X X = 221
27,123 345 :: 14,026: X X = 178
27,123 345: : 22,797: X X = 290
27,123 345: : 23,464: X X = 298
27,123 345: : 19,808: X X = 252

**This figure is derived from Table 2 of the SIE survey which shows' that
there are 1,259,000, or 58.6 percent of the individuals who are not able to
work regularly who were limited to 16 weeks of work or under in 1975.
It is assumed that the number of these individuals whose disability has
an onset prior to age 22 years is in the same proportion as the number
of individuals whose disability prevents their working and has an onset
prior to 22 years. Therefore the formula used is 7138 : 1259 :: 1584: X.
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SIE Survey Tables Used in the Development
of the Data for the Identific~tion of the
Developmentally Disabled Population in
the United States



Part 4 !!Qg: This infor:oation is a copy of selected parts of
the report prepared by the aureau of the Census and
is reproduced in its original form.

•

Sou:-ce of the cat,a. Tb.e estimates !er the $.1.......,-ey at Inccce sr.d. Educat::"~

CST:::) a:e based. t::l data ccllected trcc persco:al inter'V"iews conducted I:los-;'-Y

in p,ay c..":d. June at 1976 ..iith a small n\l!uber C¢01l!':'ing i.':l A<;ril c..":d. Jt.:l;;.

'!his su.ryey was oonducted by the a.reau at the Census aot.i."g as ccllectil::'l

callbacks, no ~e cc-.;.l:' be .tau::d at hO':1e. L~ add.itic:'l to the 159, 50~

i." Table J,-l.

liV"_"lg i."l pove:"t;r !a:::ilies at the ti.t!:s at the 1970 census. Sece st.::-a';.a
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Ea..~shire, R.lJode Island, and Ver.:lont) e..-ery PS"J was cade selt-represent::.g.

1.'1 the remainir.g States, the PS"J' 5 which were not se1.!-represer:t:L~.gwere

grouped :L"1to strata accordi."lg to regression esticstas. 1.'1 ~ach of these

strata, two PSU ' s were selected without replllcece::t. The-sa 51l.'l:?le PS"J's

!-~ called non-self-~p=esenti.~PSU's.

of hc'".ls=-~ t::..i-:.s e~'Derated in the 1970 Ce:'lS"J.s of Population e."d RC"..:s:"::.g

ioias selec-:'ed. I:: addition, a SC!I!?le o~ new eo~str..l:tio:'l :r..:.i.lc..~ ?e:":"~-:'s

was also selected to represe~.t the ur.its constr.,lc':.ed b 5..-eas un::'er the

~-:'s selectio=:.. Next, adjus't.::le~ts were made to aceO'Iol.~ to:" occt.,,?iec.

c~llacY.s no one co-.l.ld be round at hOl!le. This adj.:stl:le:rt 'Was cade

separately to households in different race of haad-residence-1970

census pove:-:'y level categories.

I V-36



Part 4

UNPUBLISHED DATA
Source . .aUUey; c:f -r"'c~,-.d Educ:a.~

Bure::.u of th:: Census
Dep::rt:ne!lt of Commerce
Washington. D.C. 20233 COIm:NTS

•
Text Tables Page

• A.
B.
C.
D.
E.
F.

Detailed Tables

Combinations of Multiple Responses to Type of Condition
for Persons 65 Years of: Age and Over With an Activity
Limit.ation••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
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7. ECONOMIC SUFFICIENCY

3. LEARNING

't'ublu 1. -- \lork Dl1lUbility St.alun of PCr90n:l 10 to 611 hur" of AUt)

(UUlIibora in thou:Utnds)

\lith u "ark diuuhiliLy
Total

Not. pruV'l;luled \lith no "orkroporting
I)revontetl (.'om f.'olO uorkiug ib)e to \lurk dl..bllilyCharacter! uti~9 'Colpl on "0 I~ 'rotal

uOI·kinlt hut not ubia to rocul.rlydhubi'ity
\.4m'k rc,'llarlyulut.; :J

NURlber rPlJrccnt Nwobor IPill'cell t JluUlbof rfurcenl Humber IPercent. Numbor IPercont

~
....

IlACE AIID SI'A11I:H1 OOIGIN
\lhite •.....••.•......•.......... J09,516 100,r ,2 13,',6] 12.6 5,On 5.] 1,6011
1I11.1ck••••••••••••••••••••••••••• lJ,OJ5 l:J,l ',11 2,500 J9. 1, 1,261 9.8 JI I12
Of Spunhh origin............... ' 5,015 5,'1.'0 6~0 12.1 J(i( 6.1, 96

YEAns Ot· SCIIOOL COHPLETt:o
Ur.tiur 0........................• 0,039 7.91~ 1.(61) ]0.5 1,910 2'1.0 ~12
o Lo 11 ••.•••••••••••••.••••.••• ~6.929 26"'(1'j '),U)2 21..0 2,662 10.0 0.7

.12 IUlt.l ovur •••••••••.•..••••.••• 09,659 O~, Ill! 7,71" 0:1 2,566 2.9 910
12••••••••••••••••••••••••• 110,591 ,,0,202 ~.909 10.3 1,797 J.7 625
13 to 15................... 22,~39 22,; )J I,OG9 0.1 535 2.~ 100
16 wltl oVor•..•.•..•.•••.•• 10,630 l6,~tll 9'15 5.] 2]~ I.} 90

2'/ ,123 26,0: 3 1,5011 5.6 ]"5 I.]
17,'110 17.J 7 1,192 6.9 ]]9 2.0
11',026 13.9(.1 1,135 0.1 371 '2.1
:.!J, "len 2;),6')5 2,1161 10.9 015 ].9
2],~6" ~l, ]<)6 ~, ]62 10.7 1,992 0.5
19,000 19,615 5,7/Ja 29.5 3.217 16.1,

<,
Vi

'"

l'tH'30.U) 16 to 611 yaura oC oglt... 1211,6~{) 12),1IJ7

AGE
10 to 2~ yuor3 ••••••••••••••••••
2) to 29 y~uru••••••••••••••••••
)0 to 311 yearu ..••••••...•..•.•.
35 to ~~ yGara •••••• ; •••••••••••
~5 Lo 5~ yeure •••••••••.••••••••
~5 lo U, yubru .•.•.•••.•••••••••

16,11~11 13.3 7,130 5.0 ~/1119

1',6
1"7
1GB
355
553
7/Ja

1.7 7,156 5.0 107,35" 06.7

0·5 1,011 ].0 25,3~5 91,.~

0.9 706 ~.1 16,125 93.1
1.2 591 ~.} 12,026 91.9
1.6 1,2] 5.5 20,220 09.1
2 • .11 1,816 7.8 10,99~ 01.]
~.O 1;(03 9·1 13,035 70.5

1.5 6,260 5.0 95,099 07.~
3.1, 797 6.2 10,365 /Ja.6
1.7 2]1, ~.O 5,0'/2 6"/.9

5·2 7~6 9.k ~,906 61.5
].1 2,112 7.9 21.,10] 79.0
1.0 ~,2')6 ~.6 Ill, 3'1~ 91.]
I.} 2,560 5.3 ~],2')2 89.7
0.0 1,006 ~.9 ::'0,1,811 91.9
0.5 (h3 }.5 17,560 9~.7
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7. ECONOMIC SUFFICIENCY

Table 2. -- Work Di30bility Stalu3 oC Civilians 10 to 6~ Yoora of Age by Solocted Labor Force Characteristic8

(Numbora in thoHoanda)

With ft work dioftbility

tlot revented fro~ ~orklng
Vith no \lork

Charactoristics Total Total PI'cvcnted from Not ablo to ibIs to vork dhobUit,
\lorking Toto1 \lork regularly rORUlarlv

Number IPorcent Numbor IPercent NWIlbor IPercent "WIlber IPercent Number IPorcont Humber IPorccnt

roroon. 16 to O. 1.or. or .8~... 123.536 16.395 100.0 7.135 100.0 9.260 100.0 .2.1~7 100.0 7.113 100.0 106.311 100.0

IUJOR ACTIVl','J lH rREVIOUS VEEK
AND JlIIllUIJt OF UOURS VOilKED.

Workulg •••••••••••••••••••••••• 76.572 5.656 3~.5 271 3.6 5.3~ 56.1 1',6 3~.1 ~.639 65.2 12.526 68.2
1 to 3~ bour••••.••..•••••• 16.267 1.636 11.2 1~ 2.3 1,673 16.1 ~11 22.0 1.201 16.9 16.3~~ 15.~
35 to ItO houri .......................... 35.717 2.172 13.2 0'3 0.9 2,101 22.6 111 1.9 1.937 27.2 33.359 31.~
1{1 hours and over•••••••••• 2~.566 1.6~8 10.0 I'B 0.6 1,60~ 17.3 10~ ~.O 1.501 21.1 22.823 21.5

Otber than vorking •••••••••••••• ~1,.90, 10.739 65.5 6.863 96.2 3,676 ~1.9 1.~02 65.3 2.~1~ 3~.0 33.191 31.6-
<: VEEKS VORKED IN 1975,

Non••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 29.635 0.103 1'9.9 5.13~ Ilo.~ 2"'~9 26.~ 995 ~6.3 1.I'5~ 2O.~ 21.136 19.9..
a 1 to 16 woak•••••••••••••••••••• 9.10' 1.10~ ·t.2 l/il ~1 822 8.9 2~ J2.3- 55lI 1.6 l!.~25 1.9

17 to 3~ yooks•••••••••••••••••• 10.759 1.38/ U.5 J~ 5.1 1.023 n.o )01 1~.0 122 10.1 9.301 8.1
35 to ~9 vooke •••••••••••••••••• 1~ ,lllo 1.512 9.2 21,6 ).~ 1.266 13.7 21'5 11.~ 1.021 1~.J, 12.~ 12.0
50 to 52 vooke •••••••••••••••••• 59.056 ~.029 25.2 ~20 6.0 3.101 ~O.O 3"2 15.9 3.359 ~1.2 5~. 51.~

~
....



4. ImJBILITY

.. .J

•

1'111110 A-'j. -- J'CI':IO,U1 IIJ t., f,·' Y"HI .• 11" A(:,' 111111 II \I"lk Di:U1l1ility by UIu:lI,cl' Ihlp la II .....J.-:,I to Go', Jh'oUllil OU\.:Iltlc t.ho lIomo

(Numuoro 111 thou6ondu)

"

\l1th a wod: diaouilHy Prevented frOiI \lorkiug

CharoclcrisUc8 Percent nceding hulp to Perco'it ,wcding holp to
'Tot.al I!'et. around I)utside the hOble Toto.1 not. arounti outaidu tho homfJ
number

Tot.oI Ifre(llIont.~ 00000100ally Inaraly
nunber

Tolal Ifraquont.ly IOcco,Sonallll nlJ,r~ ly

'"~...

Pernona 10 to 6~ yooro oC 0&0 ••• 16,11~11 6.(J ".0 ).0 1.0 1.1.JO 15.~ 6.) 5.5 1.6

AGE
16 to 2" )"00r8 ................................... 1.500 6.6 '•• 1 3fl .> ." .1tt5 21.1 15.1 5.1 1.~

25 to ~ yeors •••••••••••••••••• l.l9~ 1.1 "·1 2.) (J.1 ].\~. ;'(J.6 1).5 6.0 (J.5
30 to .1!1 yeols .•..••••.•..•.•.•• 1.135 6.1.1 2·9 2.) u.8 )"ji 1

"
.5 1·1 5 '. 1.6.~

35 to 4~ yoors ••••••••••••••.••• 2.~61 6.5 2.9 2.6 1.0 015 1~.1 1.6 5.0 1.)
115 to '>'1 yenrs ..................... ".362 0.0 ).1 3·1 1.2 1,992 1".0 1.6 5.] 1.9
55 to (,II years .•.••.••....•..•.• 5.,/00 9.2 ~.6 3·5 1.1 ),211 11'.1 1.6 5.5 1.6

"'"
RACE MID SPMlISIf ORIGIN

• IIhU............................ 1).16] 1.6 ~.O 2.6 0.8 5.8n 15.2 8.5 5.] 1.1,
I> 8Iock••••••••••••••••••••.••.•.• 2.500 9·9 ~.O 1,.0 1.9 1.261 16.) 1.2 6.6 2·5

Of Spnrish origin............... 690 1.0 )·1 ).2 0.9 )61 13.~ 6.1, 5.) 1.1

IF.A. > or SCIfOOL CctlFL~TEO

Undor £> •••••••••••••••••••••••• ).060 12.2 1.1 ).1 1.11 1.91ll 11.2 10.~ ~.O 1.9
o t. 11, ........................ 5,602 1-3 3.3 ).0 1.0 2,66; 1),1, 6. 5.1, 1.6
12 ~d ovor.•.••..••.••••••..••• 1.n" 6.1 3.3 2.6 0.0 2.56:, 16.0 0.5 6.1 1.~

1·......................... ~.909 6.1 3.2 2·1 0.0 1.791 15.6 1.9 6.) l.~

1 L to 15.••..••••••••....•• 1.009 '/.0 3." 2·9 0·1 53~ 11.1, 9·1 6.1 1.6
1: and ovor................. 915 6.1, ].) 2.0 1.1 2]'1 11·1 n.) 5·0 l.~



1. SELF-CARE

.. • .,
•

TalJlo A-6_ -- l'on:lonu 18 to 61, Yoal"U of AI~" \11th u WU"k UinulJillty by Yht:lhcl" lIo1p io Ilccdcd to Look Actol' rcrsnnul 1100118

(llunlbera in thou30ndr.)

Vith a "olk disability Prevented Cro. uorkillC

Chllract.eriBUclS POl'cent. neodine help to Porcent needing holp to
Total look after Do'"sonol IlCedfi Tolol look eft.or person@.-l need a

mUllboJ"
Total IFre'l\lolltly I00co31on811)' IRnrely nwober

Total IFrequently IOcc8s1 0 nolly IRarely

PerBon. 16 to 6~ years of age ••• 16.111111 6.0 ].2 2.6 1.0 1.1]0 12·1 6.4 4.1 1.6

AGE
16 to 211 yonrs .................................... 1,500 1.2 4.2 2.4 0.6 3115 22·1 15.] 5·9 1.5
25 to 29 years •••••••••••••••••• 1,192 1.6 4.1 2.] 1.2 ])9 20.0 1].0 4.1 2.]
30 to 3'1 years ............................. 1,1)5 5·0 2·9 2.2 0.1 III 14.2 1·0 5·1 1·5
35 to J.'I )'ooro ................................. 2."61 6.1 2.1 2.6 1.4 015 14.0 6.] 5.1 2.8
~5 to 5~ yeor8 •••••••••.•••••••• 4.]62 6.1 ].0 2.6 1.1 1.992 12.2 6.0 11.6 1.6
55 to 6~ yoors •••••••••••••••••• 5.100 6.1 3.0 2.0 0.9 ],211 10.5 4.9 4.] 1.3

<:
I IUCE AlID SPANISH ORIGIN...

lIhite ........................... 1].16] 6.5 ].1 2.4 1.0 5,OU 12·5 6.4 4.5 1.6N
Bl.ck.•...••.•••••••......•....• 2.500 8.2 ],/, ].6 1.2 1,261 13.6 6.2 5.6 1.8or SpllnlBh origin .................. 690 1·5 ].2 ].4 0.9 )61 12.1 6.0 5.] 1.4

YEARS or SCIiOOL COMPLETED
Under 0 ............................. ],060 I2.~ 6.6 11.1 1.5 1.910 11.0 9.0 5·2 2.0°to 11......................... 5.602 6.0 2.] 2.1 1.0 2,662 10.6 I,.] 4.0 1.5
12 end over....................... 1.11

"
5·1 2.] 2.0 0.0 2.566 11,5 5.9 4.2 1.4

12........................... ".909 ".9 2.3 1.0 0.0 1.19'1 10.6 5.11 ].0 1.4
1] to 15 ••••••••••••••••••• 1.009 5·5 2.] 2.] 0·9 535 13.11 6.9 11.6 1.9
16 and oyor•••••••.•••••••• 975 5·0 2.2 2.] 0·5 2)11 11'.1 1.6 6.11 0.1

.... ~
....
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6. CAPACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

Table 1.-1. __ Persona 13 \.0 611 'XC'un~ of Al~o With n \lork Dis'MUl)' by Whethor Limited at. \lorking "round U10 1101100

(~umbor5 in tI, 'usnnd3)
~
....

\lith R \.Iork d

<,..
'"

Chnracteriat.1cs

Persona 10 to 611 yeura of Age •••

AGE
16 to 2~ yeors ••••••••••.•••••.•
25 to 29 yeors ..•.•..•••........
30 t.o 3~ ye8ra •••••.•••..•.•••.•
35 to J.1t yenrs •..••.•.••..••...•
~5 to 5~ ye.r•••••••••••••••••••
55 to 6'1 yeurs ...••.•...•...•...

IlACE AND SPANISII ORIGIN
\lhite ....••......•.........•....
Black ..........•••....... ..••..•
or Spani:Jh origin••.•••....••...

TEARS 01' SCllOOL COIIPLl:no
Under B••••••••••••••••.••••••••
8 to 11 ..
12 and over. ~ .••.•••......•••...

12 ..
13 to 15 .
16 nnd over••.••...•..•....

Total
number

16,11111•

1,508
1,1?2

.' 1,1.15
2.~67

",362
5,700

13.763
2,500

6?O

3,060
5,&>2
7;n~

~,909

1.lli:l9
975

Percent.
limited

at lJorking
around Uw

house

5~.9

)3-9
~2.7

"7.6
51.3
58.6
6J.1

55.1
5'1.6
5",)

6J.7
55.9
50.7
51.7
~O.O

50.1

snbility PreV'ented frolll lJorking

Percent flercent Percent.
not liwited Total limi led not. lllllit.ed
at. \lorking

nWllber
at ,",ul"king at lJorking

around the Bround the around the
houne house houDe

~5.1 7,1JO 11·2 22.0

66.1 J"5 67.3 )2.7
57.) JJ? 72.5 2'/.5
52." J7I 7].8 26.2
',0.7 8/5 7".7 25.3
u.~ 1,992 79.0 21.0
)6.9 3,217 78.0 21.2

1,11.9 5,811 70.~ 21.6
'15.1, 1,261 7J.1 2'/.9
~5·7 36'/ 72.2 2'1.0

)6.3 1,910 11.2 22.0
1.11.1 2,662 '16.6 23.~

"9.J 2,566 71-9 22.1
~O.J 1,797 n.J 22.7
52.0 535 78.1 21.J
"9.9 23" &:1.1 19.3
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5. SELF-DIRECTION

•• " " •

2. RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE

TllIble A-9. -- Persons J YNU"S oC Ace nud OVflr With lUI Activit.y Limitulion by Typo oC l.imllinc tlcnlth Condition

(tlumbtll,. in lhousond9)

TOld Pcrcrnl reporting ony of the honlth condit.iona Holed belDY.
'11th a

Ulln) uf hen ring Seriou,
Seriou31y Crippled Any otherCharncteristiCII 1imi ting MentoUy or dC'nr Speech difficulty emotionally (orthopedic he.Uhhe-filth l"el,arded Total I Dcaf

impairment in Bcoing disturbed handicap) condlt.ioncOJUli tion or blind

Persono J years of age and over ••• 26,155 ).1 7·2 I.) 2.2 7.0 2·5 6.5 82.6

AGE
3 and ~ yeare •••••.••••••.••.••••• 178 7·9 6.7 0.7 12.7 ~.6 I.) 10.2 69.~

5 to 13 yearo .••••.•••••...••..•.• 2,006 7.1 8.6 2.) 9.~ 6.8 ~.~ 6.7 65.0
14 to 11 years •••..•.•.•.•••..•.•• 1,217 8.0 5·2 1.7 ).5 ~.~ )·7 9.8 70.6

< 10 to 21 yeftr9 ••••.••••••••••••••• 919 9.9 I,.) 1.6 ~.O 5.2 J.9 9.1, 69.9,
'" 22 to )4 ycars •••••••••••••••••••• 3,01'1 7.7 J.5 1.0 2.2 ~.O J.9 10.1 7).0

'" 35 to 54 yeora •••••••••••••••••••• 6,6)6 2.9 ).7 0.6 I.) ~.) ).) 8.5 8).2
55 to 59 ye.r••••••••••••••••••••• 2,769 1.3 ~.6 0.6 1.ll ".9 2.2 0.5 86.7
6() to 64 yenrll •••••••••••••••••••• 3,05) 0.5 6.~ 1.0 1.0 5.7 1.~ 7.7 89.5
65 yeara and over••••••••••••••••• 6,1)5 o.~ 1).0 1.9 I.) 12.1 0·9 6.1 89.6

lUGE AND SPANIS\I OlllGlI'
\lhi te .•..•......•....••.......•..• 23,69~ 2.9 7.6 1.~ 2.2 6-7 2.2 6.6 6).2
Black •••..•.••..•••••••.•..•.••••• 3,960 11.0 5.1 0.6 2.) 8.~ ).8 7.~ 61.1
or Spanioh origin•••••••••••..•.•• . 1,0110 2.9 5·7 1.0 1.9 6.2 2.1 6.8 81.9

~...
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Table l~. -- C(ltlblnntiono of ~Iultil'le n.WIIOnOCti to Typu of Cundition for 1'.:r6oflB l Yellcn of AI:II '1I1d Uver \lith nn Activity Limit.nUon

(tJulllbero in tholltltl.mJa)

Tolol per:JOn~
Type:. of hfllllth condit1onu indico.ted

\.Ii lh IUl lIord of helldng Soriou5 Sorlouflly Crippled Arthritis
Dctlvily Hentally or dp"f Speech difficulty emol.ionftlly (orthopedic or

limitotion l'ct.nrdl'ld
Tutnl I beor

impnirmcnl in seeing dialurbed handicnp) rheUIDAtill.
ur blind

<,
"'"U>

Total penon8 \lith an activity limitat.ion ..
Ht'ntally retarded o .

IIltro of hearing or deaf u ..

Dcaf "" .
Speech impairment •••••••••••••••••••••••
50r10u3 difficulty in seeing or blind •.•
Seriously emotionally disturbed •.•••••••
Crippled (orthopedic handicnp) ••••••••••
Arthritis or rheUIJIl'lltislD•••.•••••...•••••
Trouble wi th back or spinn .
Any heart trouble•••......•..•......•..•
Chronic nervous disorder••..•.....•...••
Re~pir8lory disorder•.••••••••••••••••••
Digestive disorder•......•........•.....
Other •••••••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••

20,1~~
666

=',026
31'5
025

1,961
6'J)

2,)00
6,002
~.910
6,1~1

2,1'11
), )50
1,679
1,01,'5

0(,6
51, ~,o::?6

9 )('5 365
159 169 1'7 625
"0 1'10 62 61, 1,961
69 (,I 6 6) 66 69)
72 100 36 10l 176 ',8 2.300
20 7J5 100 n 58J 9~ ~88 6.002
)0 1121, 1,6 5~ 320 00 ~25 1.592
)0 5',6 71, 9) ~67 7) )05 1.501
61 2]1, 25 82 221 182 166 628
)0 )07 )) 66 222 67 176 700
16 2;l11 25 1'1 167 56 122 V.5
1 12 I, 7 20 1 9 17

~...



Table 18. -- Vork Disability Statua of Persons Aged 18 to 64 oy Stste and Se~

(Nucoers in thousanas)

Part 4

•
Total Percent ....it~ • \lork disa:'llJ. ty

Divisions, regions, TotaJ. reportlng Not j:lrevented.

lln~ States persons on \lork Prevented frot: 'olcrking, Able
disability Tot.al from 'out not a.ble to ...ork

status 'Jorki.."1g to ...ork rec=-Jlarl:.·
re~'~ a~""

Ur.ited States, total........ 124,628 1~3,797 13.3 5.S 1.7 5.e

?.EG!O:;S ;lID DIVISIO~:S

N:o~~e::.s't. .
Ne~ E~rl~~d ••••••••••••
Mic~l~ bt:a~tic••••••••

No~h Ce~t~e~•.•••••••••••••
East ::o:"t"l; Ce::'t.:"~ •.•••

SO".Jt:-••••••••••••••••••••••••
So~th Atl~~t:c•••••••••
East Soutn C;~~ral.••••
~est Scut~ Ce~tr~l•••••

.e~"'.. ••.•••••••••.••..••••••
MC~'t.2.l!'l•••••••••••••••

Feci;;,:: ••.••••..•••••••

ST;,::!3
}ie.; u.g:!::.:::

101...1ne••••••••••••••••••
New H&:psnlre ••••••••••
Ve!':=~t.••••••••••••••••
Massac~~set~s•.•.....••
n:.oo::e !~1.a.~~ ....••.•...
Co::.::.e::t.::.c1.i't. ••••••••••••

Mid=1e Atl~"l;tie:

Ne york .••••••.•••••••
Ne :c:"sey •••••••••••••
rel'l!'.s::l ....a..-:l is. •••••••••••

East ~orth C;=tr~:

01'::'0 •••••••••••••••••••
Inc.:.u.a •.••••••••••••••
Illi.!'loi! .
Hic!"llc:=':O .
·.isconsl:. .

'West North Cer.t:-al:
Hl .....nesots. •••••.••••••••
10:.'9. .

Mis'ou:-:. .
Nortn DaKota•••••••••••
South O~~ota•••••••••••
Nebrask~•..••.•••••••••
Kans.!! .

Sout.h J..t1~':::'lC:

Dela·..!>:-e •••••••••••••••
lo'.a=":,1~_"1e •••••••••••••••
Ois~~:c~ of ColU:~l~•.•
Vir&~:.!.••.••••••••••••
wes:' V:rglnl~ ••••••.•••
N~rth Ca~ll~a .
SOU~~ Ca:-o:ln~ •••••••••
~crt;:.=. .
r:o:-:.~; .

29,114
7,1!.r.9

21,965
33,2'~3

23,76­
9,439

39,762
19,915
7,787

12,057
2~,5:?

),6:::.:.
16,co7

606
Lo7S
~.c,.

3,:':".:1
535

1,8:.6

10,7e5
4,291
6,9':'9

6,233
3J obJ
6,"58
5,372
2,6-.2

2 ,-,
,~~

1,599
2,731

348
376
8(.2

1,298

3"5
2,41.. ..

1.36
3,013
1,06;
3,26:J
1,6-.:"
2,095
4,815

10 J 69:l
.. ,265
6,059

6,179
3,01.5
6,401
5,340
2,628

2 '.­,~"

1,59;
2,710

346
37·
858

1,293

3"2
2,419

")0
2,996
1,059
3.233
1,635
2,6>
1..7e:.

11.7
11.2
ll.c

12.7
12.:
15.5
15·2
17.8
14.7
1~.?
l~.o, - ,.. .:;: ....

13.7
1:.3
13·0
10.:
12.9
10.;

11.:
11. 7

12.;:

1).6
1... ·3
12.2
13·2
11. "

12.1
11.1
13.S
11. )
11.9

9.7
11.7

11.7
10.9
15.5
12.9
2l.J
15.6
15.7
19.0
2... 5

?~
"+.;:
5.5
;.1
5.­
4.;
7.0
7.1
S.l.
, 0
~'.

5·2-. ,
5.-

5.6, .-.., ,, '--.-

5.9
".9
5.2
6.. :
).7

4.0
3.9
6.1
3.5
).6
3.0
4.2

4.5
10.4
7.5
5.S

11.7
6.8
8.2
9.5
6.. 6

1.5
:".5

2.6

· ,
'"

·,.. ~

1.0
1..1

· '..-·'.. '

1.5

1.1,· ,.. ,
2.0, ...-
1.5
1.3
1.5

1."
1.6
2.5
l..E

- ,c ..

L.g.
; ...
:".3
;.~, ,, ..
~.l

6. ;
6.':'
6.:
6.6, ,,..
:..;, ,
" ,

;.:
c.:, ,
o' 0

, ,, ..
5."

Cl
5.5
5.5
;.!.
::. ~.'-- ,
5.9
5.5
~..
6.7
5.­
t. .. :.

6.7
6.7
5·9
7.: _, ­
~.
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Part 4

table :8. crk Disability Status ot Peraons Aged 18 to ~ or State ~~d Sex (Ca~t:~ue;)

(Nu=oers in tbousancs)

Total
Percent \11th • \lork aiu,bi:i ':oJ"

tlivisious, regions, Total :-epcn::"'"lg l;o~ p~ve:::t~

...,0 St.ates
on \I(Irk ?revl!:'1t.eo! fro: ..orki.~g, Ablo

persons d.1sa.bJl.ity Total !ro: but :,:c-t a~le to vo:"y.

st.atus vorki::.g to vo:-k '.1;'" _., •• \.- ----.'
r'!~=.rh·

.

ST.;'T!!:l (~onti:ue<:t)

E:~st Sout:l Ce:1t:-a.l:
Ke::"1'tucky......... '" ........ 1,9:'8 1,937 18.7 8.4 2.7 7.;
re~:.'!$,e~••••••••.•• ••• 2,1.80 ~,4i2 17.3 8. 4 2.3 0.6
Alaba.::la .................. 2,073 2,063 16.8 7.9 2.~ 6.6
M':'!siss:.::~:'................ 1,291 l,m 18.5 9.5 3·2 6.1.

\;"est. SO',lth Ce.-.t.:-al:
A:JC:~S2S ........................ 1,m 1,203 19.6 8.2 3·2 e.}
Louisiana••••••...••••• 2,1~~ 2,lO!.. 17.1 7.8 2.9 .'..-
OY.la.hO::4. .................... 1 ,5;~ 1,33& 16.5 6.2 2.4 8.c
Texas. "," ............... 7,171 7,135 12.8 4., 1.5 6.1

MO'J...::ta.~!'!. ;
Ho~tar.~ •••••••••••••••• 433 I..~l 14.0 5.0 1.5 7.4

!d:=..~o•..........•••.. • . 470 467 13.5 4.5 1.7 703
Vyo:::""1g ••••.•.•••••••••• 223 222 11.3 ;.7 1.2 6.:"

Co:o:'Sc.o •••••••.••••••• 1,5,8 1,5;'1 10.8 3·9 1.3 5.7

l'e\ol Mexico•.....•...... 659 657 13.1 6.3 1.7 S.C

A:,:.:o:::::~ ••• • •• •••••••• •• 1,30; 1,293 14.3 5.7 ..- 7.2
Ute::1•••••••••••••••• •• • 669 665 12.1 ].7 ' . 7.1_.j

rtevaea. •••••••••.••••••• 367 30:- " 0::: 3.9 1.6 6.3_."
;;~:::'~:'e:

,
Yashir.it~r.············· ~,o6£ 2,050 12.5 4.7 1.4 6.. !.

O:''l!gor..•••••••••• 'O •••••• 1,356 1,34 6 13.5 ' , 2.0 ;.:.-"
C~i~~~:.~ ••.•..•• ··••• 1~,752 12,666 12.5 5.5 1.5 5.2
Al<'l.SKl:l. ••••••••••••••••• 207 20" 7.5 2.1 0.8 •• 6
K~~ai1 •••.••.......•• ·• 507 5C2 9.2 3.5 1.1 4.6
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Table 19. - Persons 3 !ea:s o~ Age and. Over by Limi-:.a'tio::. of Activity S~atus

(Numbers in tbcus&.~d.3)

To~al With &
Regien, Division, repor'ti:1.g on li:iting heal th

lmll Stat. Total limitation eoncit:,on
or souvity

Nu:ber IPereen~ ,stat.us

Part 4

United States, total............... 202,461

RECIONS AND DIVISION
Northeas~ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Nev England•••••••••••••••••••
Middle Atlantic•••••••••••••••

Sorth Central ••••••••••••••••••••••
East North Ce~tral ••••••••••••
West North Central ••.•••••••••

South .••.......•.••..•..•.•..••••••
South Atlar.~ic •.••••••••••••••
Eas~ South Centr~l••.••.••••••
Vest South Cent~al••••••••••••

'West ..
Mou.~tain ••••••••••••••••••••••
Pacific •••••.•••••••••••••.•••

ST:,:r:::s
Rev E:ngland:

Ma.ine ••••••• ••••..••••••.••••
Ne~ H~?shir~.••..••..•••••..
Ve~o~t•••••••.•••••.••••••••
Mess6chuse~ts••••••••••••••••
~~oce Island•••••••••••••••••
Connecticut••••••.•••••••••••

Xiadle Atlantic:
Hev york•••••••••••••••• .'••••
Nev Je~sey •••••••••••••••••••
Pe~~sylvania•••••••••••••••••

East North Cent:al:
Ohio ••••.•••.•••..•••••••••••
!n~i£na••••••••••••••••••••••
Illirlois•••.•.••••••.••.•••••
Mie.iigl!:l •••••••••••••••••••••
Visconsin •••••••••••••.••••••

Vest No~h Central:
M~nnesota•••••••••••••••••••
Iowa•.•••••••••••..•.••.•••.
Missouri ••••••••••••••••••••
North Dakota••••••••••••••••
South Dakota••••••••••••••••
NebreskA.•••••••••••••••••••
JC6nsas••••••••••••••••••••••

South Atlantic:
DelAware••••••••••••••••••••
lIAr"/land ••••••••••••••••••••
District of Columbla••••••••
Virginia ••••••••••••••••••••
Vest Virginia•••••••••••••••
North Carolina••.•••••••••••
South Carolina••••••••••••••
Georg-la•••••••• ••...••••••••
Ooride....•..•••........••. .

46,m
11 ,616
35,361
54,485
38,706
15,780
64,9/6
3~,~58
12,86;
19,853
36,0~3

9,229
26,794

1,010
764
4"8

5,540
878

~,955

17,~19

6,935
1":,2:)7

10,"9
5,018

10,"86
8,699
4,383

3,71'
~,715

4,5~5

;92
642

1,460
~"36

55'
3,896

669
4,727
1,722
5,'59
~,66~

4,68(;
B,1S;

46.374
" ,4"5
34,9~9
53,7....
38,176
15,568
64, ,,6
31,815
12,'70'
'9,CGO
35,556
9,112
26,~5

',000
77"
4l.4

5,448
864

2,9
'
5

17,029
6,855

11,04 5

3,666
2,685
4,458

585
63"

1,438
2,103

54'
3,83'

656
",666
1,70"
5,070
2,633
4,645
8,070

5,937
, ,444
4,493
7,156
5,09/
2,059

10,t.o2
5,043
2,3:24
3,03;
4,6co
',179
3,481

139
;6
6'.:::.,.:,

0"

123
350

2,003
875

1 ,615

, ,410
661

1,348
1, '55

52"

480
32'
668
72
81

159
276

68
457
10~

65"
374
792
"26
887

1,283

12.8
12.6
12.9
'3.3
, 3."
13.2
16.2
1;.8
16. ;
, 5. 5
, 3. i
12.9
, 3.2

, 3.9
12.1.
'3.7
12.4
14.3
12.0

l' .8
12.8
14.6

'''.1
13. 4
1 3.1
'3.5
12.1

'3. ,
12.0
, 5.0
12.4
12.9
11.1
, 3. 1

1:.6
" .9
'5.5
14.0
21.9
'5.6
16.2
';.1
15.9
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Part 4

'taole 19~ - Per$ons 3 '!ears ot A.g~ s.ovj Over by Limitation o!' Activity Status (e=:r~i:lued)

(Numbers in thouse.nc!.s)

Tot.aJ. Vi~. jRegion, Division, reporting on li=iting health
anel St.at.e Tot.al limit.a.~ion eendlt.:.~:,:;

of activity
:;u=ber I Percent..

acr.r~ SEXES (Continue:)

STATES {Continued}
'East South Ce'llt::-al ~

Kent.uck} ...................... 3,229 3, '85 604 '9.0
'l'er..nesSee •••••••••••••••••••• 4,00) 3,94) 689 17.;
Alaba::la ..••••..•••.•••••••.•• 3,425 3,38; 620 '8.3Mississipp1•.•••••.••••.••••• 2,::08 2, '89 4.12 '8.8Vest South Ce~:t:oal:

Arkansas•••• ' •••••••••••••••• 2,034 2,007 405 2C.2
Louisia::.ao ••••••••.••.••••••• 3,555 3,;03 6::0 17.7
Oklahoma...................... 2,561 2,5

'
5 452 18.0

Tex!.! .......................... 11,703 11,571,. ',558 13. ;
MOU:ltain:

Mor:tan~..................................... 715 704 101 14."
!deho......................... 783 773 10; 1}.6
Vyocing•••••.•••••..•••...••. 358 352 42 11.8
Colorado .••.••.•••••••••••••• 2,l,.1{ 2,:90 272 11.;'"
Ne'J Mexico ...•...........•••. ',099 1,087 '38 12.7
J,.r:1.zoona .....••......••....••. 2.. '52 2,126 322 , ;.1
Uta.,o" ........................... "............ ',:29 '," 3 1'- ".8.<
Nevada........................ ;76 567 68 12.0

Pacific:
.ashingt.on..................... 3,342 3,293 443 '3.5Oregon .•.••••.•.•••.•.••••.•• 2,196 2,'66 310 14.3
Califom:.a...................... 20,~27 19,88'] 2,r;·~9 13.2
Uaskl!........................ 327 319 23 7.3
Ha\laii." ...................... eo, 787 75 9.6
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1'ublc 20. -- Limitat.ion of Activity SLotU;l of I'CI'SOIlO 5 feul'a of AI:o nod Ovor Ly :alllo tlnd Typu of Lilllitinc lIoolth Condition

(Numbcru in lhou:iundn)

Wit.h on llclivity lillli tution
Total

Divisions, r~gions,

nnd St&t~s

United SLall!II, totoL ..•.... 196,011 2'1,911 3.0 ",.2 1.3 2.2 7.0

Seriously
eOlolionolly
di slurllcd

2.5

Crippled
-(orthopedic

luuulicap)

6.1,

Arthritis
or

rheumat.i 011

21.7

Trouble
\lith

back or
BPine

17.6

<,
VI
o

I~GIONS AND DIVISIONS
Norlhcor.l •....•.....•.•.••. •

New England•.•..• o •••••

Niddle Atlantic ...... o.
I'orlh Central .•......•.•.•••

Eust North Centrol •.•••
W'e3t North Centrlll •.•••

Soulh ....................... •
South AthIllie .
Enat. South Cf'ntul .
Ucst South Centrol ...••

Wcst ••••••••••••••••••••••••
How,ttlin •...•• o ••••••••

l'tlei fic •.............•.

STATES
Neu Eng} and:

Hlline .••.•...••••••.•••
Neu lIomp:..hire •••. o •••••

Vcrolonl•.......•..•.•• •
Massochuset.ts .•...•.•••
Rhode Isl11nd ••.••...•••
COIUlccticut .••.......••

~5,605
11,215
3" ,)29
52,166
31,',61,
15,30~

62,6~~

31.265
12,'1115
19,1J]
3~,655
8,<]0'.

25,951

963
160
11311

5,)76
652

2,611

5.699
I,ll))
11,1,66

7.\15
5.067
2,0117

10. 3~5
5,016
2,J12
3,01'1
",616
1,110
),',',0

136
95
(i)

6"1
12j
3"5

2.6
2.6
2.6
3.1
3·1
2,9
3·5
3J.
3.1,
3.2
2. 11
2.1
2.5

2.6
3.1
j ..,

2.3
2.6
2.0

6.6
1.'·
6.~

7-3
7.3
7.2
7.6
7·3
7.6
6.5
6.5
"'·9
6.1

6,~

6.3
0.1,
7·9
7.5
7·0

1.1•
I."
1.3
1.3
1.2
1.~

1.2
1.3
1.1
1.1
LII
1.1,
}.II

1.5
1.5
2.1
1.9
1.6
1.6

1.8
2.6
1.5
2.2
2.2
2.~

2.~

2.3
2.5
2.6
1.9
~.1

1.6

1.2
2.3
2.11
3.6
I.~

2.0

6.2
7.0
5.9
6.6
6.5
6.6
6.2
6.~

6.2
6.0
5.6
6.6
5.5

6.3
7.3
6.6
7.1
5.6
7.~

2.7
2."
2.6
2.1
2.2
1.9
2.6
2.9
2.~

2.1
2. 11
1.6
2.7

3·7
2.1
3.~
2.2
2.6
2.3

7.4
6.9
·,.6
8.3
6.~

6.1
6.6
8.5
8.6
6.5
9.7
9.~

9.6

6.1
9.3
7.0
6.1,
7.6
6.6

20.1
17.6
20.9
21.5
21.(.
21.3
211.0
2~.9

2',.2
22.5
19.0
21.6
16.0

19.3
17.9
22.0
17.6
20.2
15·9

15.2
15.6
15·0
17.5
l7.6
17.3
17·5
18.0
16.2
1"/ .6
21.0
19.6
21.~

17.1
16.0
16.2
15. 1,
16.0
15.7

'<In
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Ttlble :.'0. __ Limitation of Activity Sl.nlus of POl":lOnS 5 Yenrs of A,:o ulid Over by Stole lind 1'YPil of tillliUng IIcollh Condition (Continued)

(Numhers in lhout.f1nds)

"'ith (lIl activity limitation
Totol

Divisions, regions,
porsona Pure"ut reporting lilly of t.ho hcnlth condit.ions listed below:

nlld Stutes
I) yeors

llun! of he"duG~ 5cdo1.l3 Trouble
of 0(;0 Totul Seriously Crippled Arthri tis

nnd over
Hcnlolly _ 01' detlf Sileech difficulty emot.ionally {orthopedic

\llth

rolllr~li.ld Tot.ol l Ilnllf llllllllil"lllcnt in SOQ10g
or bock or

_ or Millli
dillLurbod handicap) rheulllot.ialll upino

~
....

<,
'"

STATES (Continued)
Middle At.lnnlicl

NI'\I york ..•••••••••• 0 ••

Nev Jersey •••••••••••••
}'cluHlylvt\llin ••••• o ••• _.

EMit tJorlh Central:
Ohio .
ludinno ..••....•..••.••
Illinois••.•..••...•.•.
Hiehighn•.....•••••.•.•
Ulsconsin •..•..••.••..•

Vcst. North Central;
Hll\fltHloLa ••••••••••••••

10\18•••••••••••••••••••

Missouri •.•......•....•
1I0l"th Ollkolo •••••••••••
Sout.h JlLlkuln •••••••••••
Nebrnska ..••..•......•.
Knllslts •••••••••••••••••

Sout.h Atlantic:
Deln\lnre ....••.•.......
Htll"YlD.ud ....•..••••..•.
Di~trict. of Columbia •••
Virgillia ...•.•...•.•.••
~O"t Virginift..••......
Uort.h Coro!inft ...•..••.
Sout.h Curollllu ..•..••••
Georgia .
1"101"11111 •.••••••.•••••••

16.131 1,992 3.5 5.6 1.1 1.2 5'l 3-3 8.0 22.9 15.7
6;/24 066 1.8 6.5 1.5 2.0 6.' 3.2 7·7 16.6 14.2

10,075 1,£,08 2.5 '/.3 }.1t 1.7 6.1 2.0 7.0 20.8 14.',

9.791 1,1105 3.1 6." 1.2 1.9 6.9 2.7 8.7 21. 11 18.6
4,0111 657 2.9 8.1 0.9 2.1 7·5 2.5 6.8 21.1 16.4

10,1(,0 I,H7 3.8 6.6 1.2 2.3 6.6 LJ. 6.3 22.6 16.3
0".1,1 1,1119 2.11 6.5 1.7 2.6 6.1 2.9 8.6 21.3 16.7
4,259 519 3.2 7.2 0.6 1.8 ).1 1.3 8.9 20.6 1'/.1

3.603 476 3.0 7·2 1.6 2.2 6.3 2.1 8.6 16." 20.2

2.626 po 3.7 7.6 1.9 1.9 '/.2 2.1 8.7 20.1 17.2

",395 665 3.0 6.1. 0.9 2.6 6.9 2.1 7.5 22." 13.9
5'1" '/2 ;'.0 6.7 1.0 loll 5·9 0.9 7.4 20.7 18.8
62J 60 2.7 6.0 1.1 3.0 5.0 1.2 7·7 22.9 22.2

1,1'09 ISO 2.6 6.0 1.3 3.6 6." L'I 9.6 21.5 1'/.')

2,0'/5 2'/6 2.5 0." 1.6 2), 7:/ 1.6 6. ') 24.6 18.6

513 (JJ 3·0 7.2 0.9 2.5 7.3 3.1 '/.5 19.2 15.6

3;/56 II");~ 2.9 7.0 1.7 2.3 7.1 3.1 8.6 ;>0.6 14.9
6119 un 11.11 1,;/ 0.3 1.8 7.0 3.1 9·1 25.6 15.1

11,5U5 6"}1 3·9 6.6 0.11 2.3 7.6 3." 9.0 22.9 1
"

.7
1,670 l'/2 3.2 0.9 1)1 2.0 0.1 3.2 9.1 26.5 111.8
5.017 '/69 ).'1 7·3 0.1, 2. ;~ 'I." 3:/ 0.2 20." 19.'1
;?,5'/1 112') 3.7 11.8 0.9 3.7 9.9 1.4 10.5 25.3 17.1.
II, ");>? Olll 5.3 10.7 ;).] 2.6 10.0 2.1 6.5 ~6.7 20.3
1,'l);~ 1.2/0 2.'/ ".9 }.II 1.') 11.6 ~.J 7.5 2J.0 18.5
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Tllble ~. -- Limitation of Act.ivity Status of rur:;ons 5 Ycnrs of Aco lind Over by Stnlo and Typo of J.ill1itlng lIealth Condition (Continued)

. (NumlJcro h lhou:illllda)

~

\lith an activity limitation
Totol - -

IHviaions, regions, perRons Percent l"tlportJng OilY of Lbo huolt.h conditions liSled belmu

Rnd Slates
5 )'OO)'S Ullrd of head UII i:iOrlOUS Troub)
of uCe Total Seriously Gripl)led Arthritis

and ovor Hent.nlly or deof Srecch difficulty
emotiuntll~y (orthopedic \lith

I"clonled I impuinumt in Moing or llack (l
1'ole.l DenC

n, hH ..,'
dinltu-bed handicap) rheU014thm ...1,-

<,
'"tv

STATE'S (Continued)
EObl South Ccntrol: ..

Kentucky ••••••..•••••••
1'enlles8cv••••••••••••••
AlubWQtI .
tliosiusippi .........•..

\h~st South Central;
Ark~'588•••••••••••••••
LouisituUl ••..•.•••.••••
OklaholDa •••••.••••.••••
Texds ••••••••••••••••••

Mountain:
Montona •••••••••••.••••
Idllho ••.••••••...••••.•
~yolDi"g••••••••••••••••
Colorodo•••••.•.•..••••
Neu Mexico•••••••••••••
Ari~onu••••••• ~ ••••••••
ULllh • ••••••••••••••••••
Nevodo. ••••••••••••••• 0.

Pociflc:
\Inshinglon ••••••••.••••
Oregon •..••••••••.•••• •
Cftlifonlia••••••.••••••
AJnskft •••••••••••••••••
UO\loii ••••..••••.••.•• •

3.113 £02 2.1 9.1 2.0 2.3 6.1 1.9 6.3 22.7 14.6
).660 667 ].7 7.0 0.6 ).1 6.1 2.7 0.9 22.0 19.)
3.312 614 1"5 7.3 0.6 1.6 0.5 2.6 0.] 26.0 15.0
2.132 409 4.0 7·7 1.6 }.) 0.1 2.~ 9.0 2

"
.9 1~.0

1.973 ',04 ).1 9.4 1.) ).1 6.7 1.4 10.) 27.2 20.1
),4}1 617 1,."7 7.~ 0.7 2.6 6.6 3.0 7.3 211.1 16.7
2,1102 1,119 }.O 9·6 1.2 2.0 0.0 1.~ 0.0 20.9 20.0

11,241 1,5"1 2.0 O.} 1.2 2.6 7.~ 1.6 6.5 10.9 16.2

691 100 2.} 0.7 1.5 2.3 7·0 1.2 9.0 22.0 3:>.1
75/1 101, 2.0 9.5 1.0 2.1 5·9 1.7 9.6 22.7 22.0
)',6 "1 2.) 0.2 1.} 2.0 6.7 1.1 11.1 21.0 19.4

2,3'10 ;rIO 2.2 0.1 1.1 1.'1 5·9 1.6 9.} 19.6 20.2
1.057 1)1 2.5 7.7 1.7 :!.6 6.0 2.2 0.7 24.5 17.0
2.000 ]Xl 1.0 "1. I 1.1 2.5 1.0 2.0 6.9 2" .2 19.0
1,0·,0 1JO 2.2 7.0 2.0 1.} 5·5 2.0 6.} 19.6 20.6

556 61 1.5 6.9 1·7 1.6 6.1 1.6 12.6 17.0 20.6

3,2)1) 1,111 2·5 8.2 1.7 2.(~ 5·2 1.6 9.1 19.} 2].7
2.126 )06 1.2 6.0 1. 1, 2."7 4.9 1.5 11.5 19.} 22·9

19,500 2,6c.)1 2.5 5·7 1. l, 1.6 5·7 ].0 9.6 17.9 21.0
)14 2 2.} 7.6 1.0 ].1 5·1 1.5 11.7 12. 1• 20.9
772 "I, 1,.6 1.J 1.5 1.9 4.6 1.5 6.] 6.9 16.0

'tl
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Part 5

Introduction

The following tables contain percents of individuals by
HEW regions and states for each of the seven life activities
contained in the Amendments to the Developmental Disabilities
Act of 1978, PL 95-602.

The percentages have been computed from the primary state
tables which are part of the SIE study. These percents have
been corrected to reflect onset before age 22 and have been
corrected to reflect an unduplicated count.

Five tables have been generated to aid State Planning
Councils, State Administrative Agencies and other interested
persons in ~~e DD community for estimating the current develop­
mentally disabled population and planning for services. The
purpose and use of each table is explained prior to the presen­
tation of the table. Also, for the convenience of the states,
the most recent estimated population for each state has been
included in this part of the paper.

Estimating the Develocmentallv Disabled Population

There are three suggested approaches which a state may use
in estimating its developmentally diSabled population for ~~e

purposes of planning for services and developing a comprehensive
service system. Since the DD community has not had experience
with the interrelation of the seven substantial impairments in
the seven major life activities, it is difficult to state which
approach is effective in producing the most accurate estimate of
the population. However, anyone of the following methods will
produce a sufficiently accurate estimate of the target population
which can be used in developing the required ~~ree year plan.

APproach Number 1

The population is divided into four groups by ages in this
approach and each age group is treated as an entity within itself
for purposes of enumerating the population. The four age groups
are:

o 2
3 - 17

18 - 64
65 - plus

Infants
School age
Adults
Senior citizens

The rational and estimates for this approach are contained
in Part 1 of this paper. It would appear to the authors that this
approach to estimating the state DD population would present a
reliable estimate. This approach also singles out individual age
groups for which priority services may be targeted.
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Part 5

Approach Number 2

A percent of the population is computed from existing
evidence such as the SIE survey and that percent is used to
infer the numbers of people with the specific limitation in the
other age groups.

For example, economic sufficiency is an adult activity and
• therefore we only have measurement of a limiting condition for

this major life activity from age 18 - 64. Therefore, if we wish
to know the number of individuals under 18 who potentially will
have a limiting condition in economic sUfficiency, then we would
mUltiply the percent of individuals in the 18 - 64 age group so
limited by the number of individuals in the age group 0 - 17 years.

After we had inferred the number of individuals with limit­
ing conditions in each of the seven major life activities, then we
must make some decisions as to ~~e relationship between the major
life activities since an individual must have a substantial limita­
tion in three or more of the life activities in order to be classi­
fied as developmentally disabled.

One suggested approach for this relationship is as follows:

ASSUMPTION 1

Th~t ~tt o~ ~tm04t eve~lf ~n~v~d~~t who h~4 ~ 6~nct~on~ttlf

t~m~~ng con~t~on ~n 4et6-ca~e w~tt ~t40 h~ve 6~nct~on~tty t~m~t­

~ng con~t~on4 ~n two o~ mo~e 06 the majo~ ~6e ~ct~v~t~eo.

As way of illustration of the above, a person who needs
assistance over 50 percent of the time in self-care will probably
need assistance in mobility, self-direction and/or economic suf­
ficiency.. The person will naturally have a functionally limiting
condition in the capacity for independent living if the person is
dependent on others for self-care.

ASSUMPTION 2

Th~t ~tt o~ ~tm04t eve~y ~nd~v~d~~t who h~o ~ 4~b4t~nt~~t

6~nct~on~tty t~m~t~ng cond~t~on ~n 4et6-d~~ec~on (who doeo not
h~ve ~ 6~nct~on~tty t~m~tIng condlt~on ~n oet6-c~~e' whIch ~n­
ct~deo be~ng c~p~bte 06 ~e4pon4~bte, ~ndependent ~ctIon, ~t40

w~tt h~ve o~bot~nt~~l 6~nct~on~ttlf t~m~tIng condlt~ono In economIc
4~66~c~enclf, te~~n~ng ~nd the c~P~c~tlf 60~ ~ndependent tlv~ng due
to the 6~ct th~t oucceoo ~n the4e m~jo~ ~6e ~ct~vlt~eo ~equl~eo

the b~4~C 4k~!t4 nece04~~y ~n 4et6-dl~ectlon.

ASSUMPTION 3

That ~tt o~ ~tmoot eve~y ~nd~v~du~t who h~o ~ oubot~nt~~t

6unct~on~tty tlmIt~ng condlt~on In exp~e4olve ~nd ~eceptlve

t~ngu~ge {wlth the except~on 06 lnd~vld~~to counted In A40umptlono
1 ~nd 2) wltt ~too h~ve 6~nct~on~tty t~mlting condltiono ~n te~~n­

lng, c~paclty 60~ lndependent t~v~ng and!o~ economlc 4u£6lclency. _
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Part 5

There are problems with the above approach since it
assumes that the individuals between the ages of 0 - 17 will
~ave limiting conditions in such life activities as economic
sufficiency and capacity for independent living. Also, the
above approach does not solve the problem of the infant popu­
lation as discussed in Part 1 of this paper. However, this
approach, when used, will produce a reasonable estimate of the
developmentally disabled population within a state.

It is recommended that if approach number 2 is used in
estimating the DO population, the population still be divided
into at least the four age groups listed in approach number 1
so that appropriate services may be planned in the magnitude
of need wi~~in the state.

Approach Number 3

A state may wish to use state specific data ~~at is
current and develop the estimated developmentally disabled
popUlation. That is, a state may be able to locate data on
the number of individuals who are impaired in learning from
school records and statistics. The state will be able to find
the number of individuals who are unemployed or did not work
in the last year. However, this data might not indicate the
number of individuals whose health condition prevented them
from working.

A state should use state specific data where it is avail­
able since it would probably be more reliable than the SIE data.
State data could be used in those areas where it is available
in either approach number 1 or number 2 in estimating the DO
population within the state.

. The authors of this paper encourage the use of state
data when available. However, the data generated by the SIE
survey is useful in those areas where state data is ~~available.

Therefore, the following tables are presented for the convenience
of the states and have been computed from the state data pro­
vided in the SIE survey. Each percent has been corrected for
onset prior to age 22 and presents an unduplicated count.

Table llpresents the percent of individuals who may be
eligible for programs for individuals with developmental disa­
bilities by major life activities. These percents have been
computed from the state data in the SIE survey.

The percents presented are computed for specific age
groups given in the SIE survey. These percents can be used
with confidence for the age groups indicated in each column.
The percents are used with less confidence for age groups other
than those indicated. These percents may be used in estimating
the state DD population using either approach number 1 or
approach number 2.
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TABLE 11. PERCENT OF INDIVIDUALS WilD HAY BE ELIGIBI.E FOR PROGRAMS FOR INDIVIDUALS WITII DEVELOPMENTAl. DISABILITIES

BY MAJOR LIFE ACTIVI'fIES FOR HEW REGIONS AND INDIVIDUAL STATES AS DERIVED FROM TilE SIE CENSUS SURVEY

<
I

VI
a.

-
Capacity for

~

MobiHtyl.earning Economic Expressive £. Self-direction Self-careindependent sufficiency receptive
IlEW liVing . language

REGION/STATE Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent ofpopulation population population population population population population18-64 years 3-64 years 18-64 years 3-64 yeara 3-64 years 18-64 years 18-64 yeara

Total-U.S. 1.90 1.64 1.49 1.22 .56 .37 .34
REGION I 1.61 1.49 1.16 1.11 .45 .32 .30

-Conn. 1.50 1.39 1.00 1.06 .43 .30 .27Maine 2.00 1.65 1.50 1.14 .56 .39 .35Mass. 1.54 1.42 1.14 1.06 .39 .31 .28N.II. 1.61 1.72 1.09 1.19 .47 .32 .39R.1. 1.84 1.59 1.38 1.19 .54 .37 .33Vermont 1.86 1. 78 1.37 1.38 .69 .37 .34-
REGION II 1.61 1.31 1.42 1.08 .51 .32 .29

•
N.J. 1.67 1.20 1.28 .89 .40 .33 .30N.Y. 1.58 1.37 1.43 1.17 .56 .32 .29Puerto Rico No information in survey
Virgin lB. No information in survey-

REGION III 1.89 1. 70 1.54 1.34 .59 .38 .34
Delaware 1.67 1.36 1.16 1.16 .51 .33 .30Dist. of Col. 2.21 1.68 1.98 1.43 .87 .44 .40Maryland 1.56 1.40 1.18 1.14 .49 .31 .28Penn. 1.84 1.57 1.48 1.27 .49 .37 .33Virginia 1.84 2.02 1.51 1.39 .72 .37 .33W. Va. 3.04 2.37 2.95 2.06 .96 .61 .55

~
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Table 1l (Continued)
- -Capacity for I --

ISelf-dlrection I Self cue I Mobility
Learning Economic I>xpress1ve &'indepeudent Su f fj c iency receptiveIIEW living

languageREGION/STATE Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent ofpopulation population population population population Population population18-64 years 3-64 years ,18-610 years 3-64 years 3-64 years 18-64 years 18-64 years
REGION IV 2.67 1.98 2.04 1.58 .89 .48 .42

Alabama 2.39 2.16 2.05 1.77 .99 .48 ./,4Florida 3.32 1.46 1. 78 1.21 .66 .42 .38Ceorgia 2.71 2.93 2.39 2.35 1.18 .54 .49Kentucky 2.67 2.12 2.20 1. 49 .54 .53 .48Miss. 2.68 2.31 2.51 1.91 .92 .53 .49N.C. 2.23 1.62 1.77 1.29 .77 .44 .40S.C. 2.24 2.16 2.02 1. 55 .80 .45 .41Tenn. 2.47 1.82 , 2.15 1.56 .81 .49 .31
REGION V 1.87 1.59 1.39 1.19 .52 .36 .33

-Illlnois 1. 74 1.54 1.34 1.19 .58 .35 .32Indiana 1. 76 1.48 1.29 :1.22 _.\.~}L p __ '" --..- .. :.~ ." -~---~_._-Michigan 1:80-- -- ----1':1>1'- ._--- -' -1:-54---- .--. - . .
1.21 .47 .38 .34Minn. 1.73 1. 79 1.06 1.28 .49 .3/, .31Ohio 1.94 1.68 1.51 1. 21, .58 .39 .35Wise. 1.66 1.32 l.01 .90 .44 .33 .30

REGION VI 2.09 1.73 1.56 1.42 .61 .42 • 38- -Arkansas 2.80 2.51 2.22 1.80 .72 .56 .51Louisiaua 2.44 2.34 2.10 1.89 1.08 .49 .44New Mexico 1.87 1.82 1.61 1.11 .43 .37 .34Oklahoma 2.36 1. 79 1.67 1.44 .62 .47 .43Texas 1.83 1. II, 1.07 1.05 .45 .36 .33
REGlONVll 1.55 1.46 1.26 1.19 .49 .35 .32

- f---Iowa 1.58 1.50 1.03 1. 26 .53 .32 .29Kansas 1.67 1. 39 1.12 1.11, .41 .33 .30MIssouri 1.97 1. 1,9 1.60 1.26 .56 .39 .36Nebraska 1. 38 1. 39 .80 .96 .35 .28 .25I

- ,
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'fable 11 (Con tin"",!)

Capacity for I teaming Economic I Expressive & Self direc t ion Self-care Mobilityindependent sufficiency receptive
/lEW living language

REGION/STATE Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent ofpopulation population population population population population population18-64 years 3-64 years 1,8-64 years 3-64 years 3-64 years 18-64 years 18-64 years

REGION VIII 1.66 1.49 1.03 .99 .35 .31 .31
-Colorado 1.54 1.56 1.03 1.06 .32 .31 .28Montana 2.00 1.80 1. 31 1.13 .41 .40 .36No.Dakota 1.61 1.29 1.05 .81 .29 .32 .29So.Dakota 1. 70 1.46 .99 .98 .42 .34 .31Utah 1. 73 ' 1.18 .98 .80 .35 .34 .31Wyoming 1.61 1.49 .97 .95 .30 .32 .43

REGION IX 1. 79 1.47 1.44 .91 .48 .36 .32
Arizona 2.04 1.52 1.43 1.08 .39 .41 .37Calif. 1. 78 1.48 1.48 .90 .50 .36 I .32Guam No information in survey
Uawaii 1.31 1.13 .9i .85 .49 .26 .24Nevada 1.68 1.69 1.07 .90 .27 .34 .31

REGION X 1.83 1.58 1.18 1.09 .35 .36 .33
Alaska 1.07 .76 .56 .49 .19 .21 .19Idaho 1.93 1.63 1.64 1.14 .37 .38 .35Oregon 1.97 1.44 1.21 .97 .25 .39 .36Washington 1. 78 1. 70 1.21 1.17 .42 .36 .:)3I

1

a
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Part 5
Economic Sufficiency

•

TableU presents the percent of individuals whose health con­
dition prevented them from workL~g and the percent of individuals whose
health condition prevented them from working sixteen weeks or less.
This information is presented for those states that may wish to define
a substantially limiting condition in economic sufficiency in a way
other than the one presented .

•

• • TABLE 12. PERCENI OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN THE AGES OF 18 TO 64
WHOSE HEALTH CONDITION WHICH HAD AN ONSET BEFORE AGE 22 PRE\T.lTED THD! FROM WORKING
OR PREVENTED '!'lin! FROM WORKING MORE THAN 16 WEEKS IN 1975 LISTED BY HEW REGION AND
STATE

(Numbers in thousands)

No information in study
No information in study

Puerto Rico
Virgin Is.

.
Total Prevented Worked less

HEW population from than 16 TotalREGION/STATE 18-64 years working weeks in 1975

I Number ? % I ? I %
! I

I I
ITotal U.S. 124,628 100 1.27 .22 1.49

REGION I 7,150 100 I .98 .18 1.16

Conn. 1,848 100 .86 .14 1.00Maine 606 100 1.23 .27 1.50
Mass. 3,412 100 .97 .17 1.• 14N.H. 478 100 .90 .18 1.09R. I. 535 100 1.17 .21 i 1.38Vermont 271 100 1.17 .20 I 1.37

!

REGION II I 15,056 100 I 1.22 I .19 1.42

I I I
IN.J. 4,261 100 1.06 .22
I

1.28N.Y. 10,765 100 I 1.25 .18 1.43

REGION III I 14,209 100 1.32 I .22
t 1.54I I

Delaware 345 100 .99 .18 1.16
Dist. of Col. 436 100 1.65 .33 1.98
Maryland 2,444 100 .97 .21 1.1SPenn. 6,909 100 1.28 .18 1.46
Virginia 3,013 100 1.28 .23 1.51W.Va. 1,062 100 2.57 .38 2.95

REGION IV 20,405 100 1. 73 .31 2.04

Alabama 2,073 100 1. 74 .31 2.05Florida 4,815 100 1.45 .33 1.78Georgia 2,898 100 2.09 .30 2.39Kentucky 1,948 100 1.85 .35 2.20Miss. 1,281 100 2.09 .42 2.51N.C. 3,260 100 1.50 .27 1.77S.C. 1,644 100 1.80 .22 2.02Tenn. 2,486 100 1.85 .30 2.15
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Table 12 (Contin ed)

No inforlllation in survey
100 .77 .14507

Guam
Hawaii
Nevada I ,_ 367 100 .86 .21 1.07

REGION X 4,099 100 .97 .21 1.18

Alaska 207 100 .46 .10 .56
Idaho 470 100 .99 .22 1.64
Oregon 1,356 100 .95 .26 1.21
Washingeon I 2,066 100 1.03 .18 1.21

-

u

Total Prevented Worked less
IlF.W population frolll than 16 Total

REGION/STATE 18-64 years working weeks in 1975

Number % % .. %I ~

REGION V 25,988 100 1.19 .20 1.39

Illinois 6,458 100 1.14 .20 I
1.34

Indiana 3,060 100 1.08 .21 1.29
Michigan 5,372 100 1.34 .20 1.54
Minn. 2,223 100 .88 .18 1.06
Ohio 6,233 100 1.30 .21 1.51
Wise. 2,642 100 .81 .20 1.01

REGION V! 12,715 100 I 1.27 .28 1.56
IArkansas 1,209 100 1.80 .42 2.22

Louisiana 2,122 100 1.72 .38 2.10
New Mexico 659 100 1.39 .22 1.61
Oklahollla 1,554 100 1.36 .31 1.67
Texas 7,171 100 .84 .23 1.01

REGION vn I 6,491 100 LOS .21 1.26

Iowa 1,599 100 .86 .17 1.03
Kansas 1,298 100 .92 .20 1.12
Missouri 2,731 100 1.34 .26 1.60
Nebraska 863 100 .66 .17 .80

REGION VnI 3,587 100 .86 .17 1.03..
Colo-.:ado 1,538 100 .86 .17 1.03
Montana 433 100 1.10 .21 1.31
No.Dakota 348 100 .77 .18 1.05
So.Dakota 376 100 .79 .20 .99
Utah 669 100 .81 .17 .98
Wyollling 223 100 .81 .16 .97

REGION !X 14,929 100 1.25 .19 1.44

Arizona I 1,303 100 1.25 I .18 I 1.43
Calif. 12,752 100 1.28 .20 1.48
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Mobility, Self-Care, Capacitv for Indeoendent Living

Table 13 shows the percent of individuals that have a limiting
health condition which affects their mobility, self-care, and/or
capacity for independent living for ~~e age group 18 - 64. These
percents have been adjusted for age of onset before 22 years and are
shown by HEW region and state .

..
• TABLE 13. PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN THE AGES OF 18 TO 64

WITH A WORK DISABILITY WHO ALSO FREQUENTLY OR OCCASIONALLY NEED HELP GETTING AROUND
, OUTSIDE THE HOUSE, ~~D/OR LOOKING AFTER PERSONAL NEEDS, AND/OR ARE L~ITED AT

• WORKL'lG AROUND THE HOUSE AND WHICH SUCH DISABILITY STARTED PRIOR TO AGE 22 LISTED
BY HE''; REGION AND STATE

(Numbers in thousands)

•

Total Percent "ith Percent "ith Percent with
HE',; population a work disa- a work disa- a work disa-

REGION/STATE 18-64 years bilicy who bility "ho bilicy who are
frequently or frequently or limited at
occasionally occasionally working around
need help need help the house
looking after outside the
personal needs home

Number 7- 7- I 7- i 7-

Total U.S. 124,628 100 .37 I .34 I 1. 90

REGION I I 7,150 100 .32 .30 1.61

Conn.

.I
1,848 100 .30 .27 t 1.50

Maine 606 100
,

.39 .35 I 2.00
Mass. I 3,412 100 .31 .28 I 1.54
N.H. 478 100 .32 .39 I 1.61
R. I. 535 100 .37 .33 I 1.84
Vermont 271 100 .37 .34 I 1.86

REGION II 15,026 100 .32 I .29 I 1.61
i

N.J. 4,261 100 .33 I .30 I 1.67
N.Y. 10,765 100 .32 .29 1.58
Puerto Rico No information in survey
Virgin Is. No information in survey

REGION III 14,209 100 .38 I .34 1. 89

Dela"are 345 100 .33 •30 1.67
DisLof Col. 436 100 .44 .40 2.21
}laryland 2,444 100 .31 .28 1.56
Penn. 6,909 100 .37 .33 1.84
Virginia 3,013 100 .37 .33 1.84
W.Va. 1,062 100 .61 .55 3.04
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Table 13 (Continued)

•

•

•

Total Percent with Percent with Percent with
HEw population a work disa- a work disa- a work disa-

REGION/STAtE 18-64 years bUity who bility who bllity who are
frequently or frequently or limited at
occasionally occasionally working around
need help need help the house
looking after outside the
persroal needs home

Number % % % %

REGION IV 20,405 100 .48 .42 2.67

Alabama 2,073 100 .48 .44 2.39
Florida 4,815 100 .42 .38 3.32
Georgia 2,898 100 .54 .49 2.71
Kentucky 1,948 100 .53 .48 2.67
M:l.ss. 1,281 100 .53 .49 2.68
N.C. 3,260 100 .44 .40 2.23
s.c. 1,644 100 .45 .41 2.24
Tenn. 2,486 100 .49 .31 2.47

REGION V 25,988 100 I .36 .33 1.81

Illinois 6,458 100 .35 .32 1. 74
Indiana 3,060 100 .35 .32 1. 76
M:l.chigan 5,372 100 .38 .34 1.88
M:l.nn. 2,223 100 .34 .31 1.73
Ohio 6,233 100 .39 .35 1.94
wise. 2,642 100 .33 .30

,
1.66

-
REGION VI 12,715 100 .42 .38 2.09

Arkansas 1,209 100 .56 .51 2.80
Louisiana 2,122 100 .49 .44 2.44
New Mexico 659 100 .37 .34 1.87
Oklahoma 1,554 100 .47 .43 2.36
Texas 7,171 100 .36 .33 1.83

REGION VII 6,491 100 .35 .32 1.55

Iowa 1,599 100 .32 .29 1.58
Kansas 1,298 100 .33 .30 1.67
M:l.ssouri 2,731 100 .39 .36 1.97
Nebraska 863 100 .28 .25 1.38

REGION VIII 3,587 100 .31 .31 [ 1.66

Colorado 1,538 100 .31 .28 1.54
Montana 433 100 .40 .36 2.00
No. Dakota 348 100 .32 .29 1.61
So.Dakota 376 100 .34 .31 1. 70
Utah 669 100 .34 .31 1. 73 -
Wyoming 223 100 .32 .43 1.61
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T bl 13 (C in d)a e ont ue

Total Percent with Percent with Percent vithHElJ Popu1.ation a work disa- a work disa- a work disa-REGION/STATE 18-64 years bllity who bility who bility who are
frequently or frequently or limiud at
occasionally occasionally vorking around
need help need help the house
looking after outside the
personal needs home

Number % % % %
, -REGION IX 14,929 100 .36 .32 1.79

Arizona 1,303 100 , .41 .37 I 2.04Calif. 12,752 100 .36 .32 1. 78Guam
I No information in survey

Havaii 507 100 .26 .24 I 1.3iNevada 367 100 .34 .31 1.68

REGION It 4,099 100 .36 .33 1.83
Alaska 207 100 .21 .19 1.07Idaho 470 100 .38 .35 1.93Oregon 1,356 100 .39 .36

I
1.97

Washington 2,066 100 .36 .33 1. 78

•

Learning, Expressive and Receptive Language. Self-pirection

Table 14 shows the percents from which the percents of individ­
uals who may have limiting conditions in learning, expressive and
receptive language and self-direction are derived.

The p~rcent who may be limited in learning is computed by
combining all the conditions as described in Part 1 of this paper.
Each percent has been adjusted for age of onset prior to age 22
and to present an unduplicated count.

The percent who may be limited in expressive and receptive
language is computed by combining all the conditions with the
exception of the orthopedically handicapped as described in Part 1
of this paper.

• The percent who may be limited in self-direction is computed
by combining those individuals who are mentally retarded and those
individuals who are emotionally disturbed. The combination of
these two groups of individuals is assumed to be the individuals
who are limited in self-direction.
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-rAllLE 14. PERC~lOF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS FROM 3-64 YEARS OF AGE wao ARE
MENTALLY RETARDED, HARD OF HEARING, DEAF, SPEECH IMPAIRED, HAVE A SERIOUS DIFFICULTY
SEEING, ARE EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED, OR ORTHOPEDICALLY HANDICAPPED, walCH CONDITION
STARTED PRIOR TO BECOMING 22 YEARS OF AGE LISTED BY !lEW REGION AND STATE

(Numbers in thousands)

•
i

",

T01:al popu- Men1:. Hard Deaf Speech DiU. Em01:. Or1:hop. T01:d
!lEW la1:ion 3-64 ret. of impair. se~ dist. handic.

REGION/STATE years' hear.

Number % % % % % % % % %

Total U.S. 181,8482]100 .433 ] .28 .09 .09 .21 .13 .37 1.60

REGION I 10,303 100 .33 .28 .10 .09 .19 .12 .38 1.49

Conn. 2,667 100 .32 .25 .09 .06 .23 .11 .33 1.39
Maine 889 100 .36 .26 .09 .06 .17 .20 .51 1.65
Mass. 4,906 100 .29 .30 .10 .11 .16 .10 .36 1.42
N.H. 700 100 .37 .24 .08 .11 .29 .10 .53 1.72
R.I. 769 100 .39 .33 .12 .05 .1.5 .1.5 .40 1.59
Vermont 399 100 .51 .21 .13 .13 .22 .18 .40 1. 78

REGION II 21,457 100 .36 .21 .07 .05 .24 .15 .23 1.31

N.J. 6,186 100 .24 .25 .09 I .08 .17 .16 .31 1.20
N.Y. 1.5 ,271 100 .41 .20 .06 .08 .27 .15 .20 1.37
Puer1:O Rico No informa1:ion in survey
Virgin Is. No information in survey

20,358 100 .44 .32
.

.08 .08 I .27 I .15 .36 1. 70REGION III

pelaware 503 100 .36 .28 .05 .14 .18 .15 .20 1.36
Dis1:. of Col.' 601 100 .69 .22 .02 .07 .25 .18 .25 1.68
Maryland 3,564 100 .35 .25 .09 .09 :22 .14 .26 1.40
Penn. 9,866 100 .38 .32 .09 .07 .30 .11 .30 1.57
Virginia 4,311 100 .54 .28 .05 .08 .26 .18 .63 2.02
W.Va. 1,513 100 .69 .59 • It; .08 .29 .27 .31 2.37

REGION IV 29,656 100 .62 .40 .10 .07 .22 I .17 .40 1.98

Alabama 3,056 100 .81 .41 .05 .03 .29 .18 .39 2.16
Florida 6,829 100 .42 .24 .10 .05 .26 .14 .25 1.46
Georgia 4,266 100 ~.02 .62 .20 .14 .21 .16 .58 2.93
Ken1:ucky 2,870 100 .40 .53 .17 .12 .13 .14 .63 2.12
Mj,ss. 1,962 100 .74 .44 .14 .11 .30 .18 .40 2.31
N.C. 4,671 100 .55 .34 .03 .04 .11 .22 .33 1.62
S.C. 2,435 100 .59 .44 .04 .10 .17 .21 .61 2.16
Tenn. 3,567 100 .63 .37 .05 .05 .28 .18 .26 1.82

REGION V 38,082 100 .41 .30 .08 .09 .20 .11 .40 1.59

Illinois 9,379 100 .51 .27 .07 .10 .17 .07 .35 1.54
Indiana 4,507 100 .39 .33 .05 .09 .23 .13 .26 1.48
Mj,chigan 7,914 100 .32 .35 .10 .10 .19 .15 .46 1.67
Mj,nn. 3,297 100 .38 .29 .11 .10 .29 .11 .51 1.79
Ohio 9,091 100 .43 .28 .08 .08 .22 .15 .44 1.68
Wise. 3,896 100 .38 .26 .03 .06 .11 .06 .42 1.32
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Tabla 14 (Continued)

I , ,Total popu- Ment. Hard Deaf Speech Diff. ElIlOt. Orthop. TotalHEW . letion 3-64 ret:. of :Impair. seeing dist. handic.REGION/STATE years hear.
Number % % % % % % % % %

REGION VI 18,820 100 .48 .39 .11 .10 .21 .13 I .31 1. 73
,

,
Arkansas 1,771 100 .61 .58 .12 .12 .26 .11 .71 2.51Louisiana 3,219 100 .82 .40 .05 .12 .24 .26 .45 2.34New Mexico 1,008 100 .32 .30 .10 .10 .18 .11 .71 1.82Oklahoma 2,240 100 .52 .52 .10 .10 .10 .10 .35 1.79Texas 10,582 100 .37 .34 .07 .05 .13 .09 .09 1.14

REGION VII 9,396 100 .39 .29 I .08 .09 .24 .10 .27 1. 46
Iowa 2,312 100 .43 .28 I .10 .06

I
.29 .10 I .24 1.50Kansas 1,865 100 .32 .34 I .10 .06 .23 .09 .25 1.39Missouri 3,943 100 .44 .29 .06 .11 .24 .12 .23 1.49Nebraska 1,276 100 .29 .27 .07 .12 .15 .06 .43 1.39

,
REGION VII! 5,312 100 .27 .29 .07 .06 .22 1 .08 .50 1.49

Colorado 2,220 100 .24 .28 .06 .06 .34 .08 .50 1.56Montana 643 100 .34 .38 .10 .06 .18 .07 .67 1.80No.Dakota 522 100 .25 .25 .06 .04 .17 .04 .48 1.29So. Dakota 561 100 .36 .31 .06 .12 .07 .06 .48 1.46Utah 1,040 100 .26 .28 .08 .02 .07 .09 .38 1.18WyOming 326 100 I .25 .29 .07 .06 .23 .05 .54 1.49

I I
,

1 j I
REGION IX I 22,477 100 .34 .20 .08 .05 J .10 .14 .56 1.47

Arizona 1,927 100 .27 .34 I .08 I .13 I .14 I .12 I .44 I 1.52Calif. 19,277 100· .35 .18 .08 .05 .09 .15 .53 1.48GuaIll No information in studyHa"aii 742 100 I .44 .20 .06

I .03

I
.07 I .05 I .28

I 1.13Nevada 531 100 .19 .25 .09 .04 .25 .08 .79 1. 69
REGION X 5,960 100 .26 .31 .10 .11 .22 I .09 .49 I 1.56

I
.Alaska 318 100 .18 .02 .01 .09 .18 .01 .27 •76Idaho 706 100 .28 .39 .11 .07 .20 .09 .49 1.63Oregon 1,945 100 .17 .26 .09 .11 .26 .08 .47 I 1.44Washington 2,991 100 .33 .33 .10 .11 .21 .09 .53 1. 70

•

•

••

1) All percents have been corrected for onset prior to age 22 and present an undupl~catedcounc.

2) State population bet"een ages 3-64 as reported in the SIE survey state tables "hich
Contain primary survey data by health condition listed by age group.

3) Percent of indiViduals with mental retardation is computed on the population from 3
years of age and over including the 65 years and older age group for each State. This
age groUD is included for this health condition only since mental retardation is de­
fined as' a condition which begins prior to age 22 r~gardless of the age of the individ­
ual. Therefore, it is assumed that the indiViduals who are mentally retarded in the
65 years and over group have had the condition all their life. (This assumption is
not true for the other health conditions listed in this table.)
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Table B shows the percent of individuals who may be limited
in. learning between the ages of 3 - 17 years. This table is in­
cluded for those states that may want to use approach numbe~ 1 in
estimating their DD population for planning purposes.

..
• •

•

TABLE 15. PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS FROM 3-17 YEARS OF AGE WHO ARE
MENTALLY RETARDED, HARD OF HEARING, DEAF, SPEECH IMPAIRED, HAVE A SERIOUS DIFFICULTY
SEEING, ARE EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED, OR ORTHOPEDICALLY HANDICAPPED, WHICH CONDITION
STARTED PRIOR TO BECOMING 22 YEARS OF AGE LISTED BY HEW REGION AND STATE

(Numb s' tho and), er Jon us s

Total. popu- Ment. Hard Deaf Speech DiH. Emot. Orthop. Total
HEW lation 3-17 ret. of iI:t)air. seeiI1g dist. handie.

REGION/STATE vears hear.

Number % % I % I % I %
, % , r. I r. I r.I

Total U.S. 56,113 100 .46 I .41 I .12 I .17 I .24 I .14 I .34 I 1.88I
I

REGION I 3,155 100 .48 / .38 .22 I .29 I .22 I .19 I .27 2.05
I

Conn. 793 100 .54 .33 .02 .19 I .20 .11 I .33 1.72I
Maine 283 100 .23 .38 .21 .16

I
.19 .19 I .20 1. 56

Mass. 1,495 100 .47 .40 .35 .38 .22 .24 I .20 2.26
N.H. 222 100 .56 .27 .15 .26 I .35 .03

I
.31 I 1.93

a.I. 234 100 .50 .48 .25 .15 .16 .28 .20

I
2.02

VerIllQnt [ 128 100 .72 .46 .04 .26 I .26 .12 i .30 2.16

I I I I I
,

I 11.73REGION II 6,400 100 .46 .36 .11 .13 .20 I .19 .28I I,

N.J. 1,895 100 I .35
\

.28 I .22 i .18 T .22 I .13 I .27 1
1 1.65

N.Y.
.

4,505 100 .50 .40 .06 I .12 .19 .22 .28 1. 77I ,
Puerto Rico No information in survey
Virgin Is. No information in survey

I
I

I I I i I I
.

REGION III 6,147 100 .54 .38 .11 .13 .30 .16 .25 1.87
,

I 1 IDelaware 157 100 .36 .25 I .23 .14 .16 .15 .24 1.53
Dist.of Col. 164 100 .99 .12 , .10 .21 .19 .08 .21 I 1. 90

I
I

"lary1and 1,120 100 .52 .29 .12 .21 . 30 .21 .21 1.86
Penn. 2,957 100 .53 .42 .13 .15 .24 .08 .22 1. 77
Virginia 1,298 100 .56 •36 0 .19 . 35 .26 . 30 2 .02
W. Va. 451 100 .56 .53 .21 .27 .65 .22 .37 2.81

REGION IV 9,251 100 .30 I .55 I .10 .17 .29 .18 .35 1. 94
I ,

Alabama 983 100 .44 .40
I

.16 .08 .34 .38 .28I 2.08
Florida 2,013 100 .20 .40 .11 .15 .29 .12 .31 1. 58
Georgia 1,367 100 .49 11.03

1

.15 .21 .21 .12 .42 2.6"
Kentucky 922 100 .52 .56 .15 I

.21 .32 .32 .19 2.27
Miss. 681 100 .45 .42 .12

I
.16 .34 .04 .30 1. 8;

N.C. 1,412 100 .25 .46 0 .15 .28 I .06 .46 1. 6<
S.C. 791 100 .57 .36 .07 .32 .42 .24 .28 2.2<
Tenn. 1,082 100 .39 I .70 .06 I .16 .20 I .28 .31 2.1C

I

.,
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1.52
1. 74
2.12

.74

1.61

1. 8S
1.83
1.48
1.50
1.15
1.87

1.66

1.92
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.27
8

.04 .27

.04 .26

.08 .25

.04 .19

.03 .19

.09 .40

.08 .40

.06 .52

.05 .47

.13 .41

.11 .22

.08 ! .61

.16 .45

.23
15

.13 .28

.12 I .09 .06I

.21 I .19 .36

.11 I .23 .35

.03 .06 .12

.11 .21

.08 .18 .30

.15 .13 .17

.01. .10 .23

.13 .26 .13

.17 .06 .11

.13 .19 .25

.21 .13 .22

.11 .24 .19.5i

.35

.38

.54

.37
.16
.28
.42

.30

100
100 i
100 I
100 I
100 I .30

100 .t.l
100 I .26
100 I .22
100 I .28
100 I .20
100 ',- .19,

682
210
175
185
371
103

624 100 .31

3,411 100 '--....:...=.2.:..7--+-.....:.....4:..:1:.....-.;.1_.:..:.0:..:6:..1---..:..:1=-2+...:.:.:2:.:1-l_':":'0:.:8~~..:..;:,27~+--,1:":'...;.4~2_
2,963 100 I .58 .44 I

1,726

6,365 100 .19

Texas

Iowa
Kansas
Missouri
Nebraska

Arizona

COlorado
Montana
No.Dakota
So. Dakota
!Jtah
Wyoming

REGION VII

Table 15 (Continued)

Total popu- Ment. Hard Deaf Speech Diff. I Emot. Orthop. TotalHEW 1ation 3-17 ret. of impair. seeing i dist. handie.REGION/STATE years hear.
Number % % % % % % I % % I %

REGION V 12,092 100 .54 .40 .09 .17 .21 " .11 .39 I 1.91
Illinois 2,920 100 .73 .35 .08 .19 .15 .06 .25 I

1.81Indiana 1,447 100 .45 .31 .11 .16 .24 .11 , .31 1 1. 69lI.1ehigan 2,540 100 ,'45 .36 .10 .16 .20 .15 I .58 1.80Minn. 1,073 100 .47 .35 .26 .24 .26 .15 .17 1.90Ohio 2,858 100 .47 .52 .07 .16 .30 .11 .39 2.02Wise. 1,254 100 .63 .48 a .38 .11 .08 .27 1. 95
REGION VI I 6,103 100 I .53 .44 i .08 .15 I .23 I .12 i .37 ! 1.92i

T I I I I

I I
Arkansas 562 100 .66 .31 I .06 .18 .21 .24 .57 2.23Louisiana 1,096 100 1.06 .51 .12 .22 .35 .18 .43 2.87New MeXic.o I

349 100 I .54 .17 .05 I .23 .16 .03 .32 I 1.50Oklahoma I 685 100 I .85 .69 .14 .24 .21 I .13 j .61 I 2.87I ,
I

REGION VIII

REGION IX

Calif. 5,386 100 , .15 .25 .22 .12 .22 , .4 1. 59Guam No information in survey
Hawaii 191 100

I .85 I .65 I .15 I .11
I

.17 I 0 I .19 I 2.12Nevada 164 100 .41 .51 .13 .13 .22 .10 .46 1. 96I

I \

-REGION X I 1,862 100 .54 I .38 .15 .21 .19 .20 .36 2.03
!l.laska I 112 100 .38 .44 .08 .19 .22 .18 .18 1. 67Idaho 236 100 .48 .31 .04 .21 .23 .06 .26 1.59Oregon

I
589 100 .41 .36 .06 .22 .22 .21 .46 1.94Washington 925 100 .65

I .41 .24 I .20 .16 .23 .35 2.21.-

,

••.-.
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and
Table 1.6

each state
shows the
for 1978.

estimated population of the United States

•."
-. !:'

Table 16.Provisional Estimates of the Resident !'llpulation of States, by Age: July 1. 1978
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