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To the Reader:

The contents of this paper are based on a critical analysis of
the Report of the Survey of Income and Education (SIE). The SIE
survey was conducted in 1976 by the Bursau 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-
ticnalized population. A separate study was done on persons in
institutions. The report on the instituticnalized population is the
subject of a separate paper by the authors of this paper. The infor-
mation is based on data collected from persconal 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 identifying the developmentally
disablad population as éefined in the DD Act as amended in PL $5-602,
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 nationwide survey
that attempts Lo assess the extent of various specific impairments
experienced by children and adults who are limited in their major
life activity by & chronic disorder. Thus the survey addresses, at
least obligquely, the criteria of chronicityv, substantialitv, and
functional impairments, in work, mobility, self~care and independent
living. I% 2lso provides data from which inferences can be drawn
about communicaticn, learning and self-direction for perscns of
various ages.

Although the interviews included a gquestion 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
srevalences are provided, we have been able to make inferencess about
what proportion of persons who are reported as disabled in the adult
age groups have been disabled since before age 22. There are other
limitations on the accuracy of this data that are discussed in the
text. Some of them are related to self-reporting. We are dealing
with estimates, not with clinically verified individual cases. Thus
no assumption of abkbsclute numbers is made as a result of this paper.
ficwever, because of the excellence of the SIE survey form, survey
procedure, and survey results, the authors ¢f this paper believe that
the information is the most reliable source now available for esti-
mating the developmentally disabled population in the Unitad States
under the terms of functional limitation in the seven maior 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 authcrs would like to thank the staff members of the
Bursau of Develcopmental Disabilities for their review of the original
draft and their helpful comments. Every attempt has been made o
incorporate each comment 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 1378 Amendments to
the Developmental Disabilities Assistance and Bill of Rights act,
one must take a briaf look at the historical eveolution of this
legislation. The DD legislation in 1970 replaced legislation
enacted in 1863 as 2 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
30 percent of the people who used the service housed in the facil-
ity would be mentally retarded. 1In practice, it was found that
such facilities were usually built to accommodate persons who
were moderately, severely or profoundly recarded. Those mildly
retarded persons who were among the candidates for use of these
facilities usually were those who had additional other handicaps
of a physical, sensory or emotional nature. Even at that time,
the large ccmponent of mildly retarded persons were more ganerallvy
accommedated in buildings and preograms which were at lesast par-
tially integrated with other people. The mildly rstarded prcgram
needs tended to be more adegquately covered either by the sduca-
ticnal system or by the vocational rehabilitaticn sys:tesm. At
that time, the systsms were not addressing the needs of the most
severely handicapped. The mental retardation planning amendments
of 1963 addressed the needs cf those persons who, because of their
mental ratardation and related disorders, would benefit from on-
going programming involving different agencies and professioral
services,

Mental retardation is, by definition, a disabling concdéition
which begins early in life. It is a developmental disorder, inter-
fering with normal development. There are, of course, a variety

of other handicapping ¢onditiocns experienced by childran which
interfere to some extent, either directly with their development
or indirectly with their schooling and social experiences as
children. Not all of these handicapping conditions persist as
substantial handicaps into adult life.

It has hecome apparent that the conditions which centribute
to the disability of an adult and which are of early ¢nset are
quite different from those conditions experienced by adults who
become disabled after they are adults. This fact is confirmed
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.r Furthermore, i1t is alsoc appar-
ent that the conditions which contribute mest to adult disabili-
ties originating in childhood are mental retardation, cerebral
palsy, epilepsy, and various childhocod psychoses.
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These major diagnoses just mentioned acceount for between
75 and 80 percent of persons who become entitled to Social Secur-
ity benefits as a result of disabilities originating in childhocod.
Bach individual who gualifies 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 freguently 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 1870 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 witheout limitation
by age, discipline, or service system. The individuals, whethex
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
target group had a uniguely 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 communities in which they lived or even in the segregated
residential institutions to which they were often sent.

The attempt to write a definiticn of this population suit-
able for incorporation in legislation has been fraught with dif-
ficulty and contzoversy. In 1975 the Cecngress asked for a special
study to develop a definition which would be "appropriate.” An
expert panel of approximately 50 pecple, many of them directly in-
volved in DD planning and service delivery,proposed a so-called
noncatagorical definition which placed emphasis upon the criteria
of chronicity, early onset, multiple impairment, and need for on-
going services invelving a multiplicity of service providers; in
order to emphasize the complexity and "substantizlity" of the dis-
abling conditicns to be addressed by the DD 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.l02(7)
of the Developmental Disabilities Act as amended is as follows:

The term 'developmental disability' means a severe, chronic
disapility of a perscn which-

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

(B) is manifested before the person attains age twenty-two;

(€) is likely to continue indefinitely;

(D) results in substantial functicnal limitations in three
or more of the follewing areas of major life activity; (i) self-
care, (il) receptive and expressive language; (i1ii) learning;
{iv) mopility, (v) self-direction, (vi) capacity for indepen-
dent living, and (vii) economic sufficiency; and

({E) reflects the person's need for a combination and seguence
of special, interdisciplinary, or generic care, treatment, or
cther services which are of lifelong or extended duration and -
are individually planned and cocordipated.
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The concepts of substantialitv and ssverity are critical
to this definition. The task £force appeared to sguate severity
of 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 axe severe disabilities but the task force
did not intend that the so-called normal deaf and normal blind
should automatically be inciuded. On the other hand, persons
having a combination of other impairments with these conditions
could qualify. Moreover, a single condition coculd producs
multiple limitations. For example, a sesvers speech impairment
may be sufficiently pronounced to bring about substantial limi-
tations, not c¢nly in communication, bhut also in work and learning,
the combined effect of which is a severe disability.

Defining substantiality in the case of a particular indi~
vidnal requires a clinical approach. Estimating the numbers of
perscons who might be considered +o be members of the primary
target population under the DD Act raquires other kinds of ap-
proaches. Based on its collective experience, members of the
task force estimated that at least 2 million persgns in the age
range f£rom birth to death would meet their definition. The task
force 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 scmewhat less reliable when applied to
children. Thus, some children in the DD population might even-
tually overcome their disability. The members of the task forece
did not have access to any one survey that dealt with the full
age range and the full range of impairments mentioned. The re-
sults of the Survey of Income and Zducation conducted by the
Buresau of the Census in 1876 first became available in 1878,

- Even the SIE survey is not ideal for the purpcses of
identifying the developmentally disabled population. There are
definite limitations on the presumptions of accuracy of any
survey which depends on a sampling technigque. The Bureau of
the Census has been extremely careful in its own documents 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.l

There are serious problems assogiataed with the process
of cbtaining data by household interviews. For example, it is
well known that young adults whce are mentally retarded but who
are attempting to achieve social and econcmic 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] Originsl docuzents of the SIE survey prepared by the Buresu of the
Census are contained in Part U of this paper.
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likely to report themselves as belonging to the category that
is. either 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 te be handicapped, perxceive
themselves as less handicapped than other people, including
members of their families, 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
wise to plan services against prospective utilization rates
rather than against theoretical prevalence rates.

The SIE survey attempted to secure information 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 impairments 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 thev are respec-
tively concerned. 2An examination of the cross correlations
with other 1ife activity reported by the respondents for the
people with these various impairments indicates that in fact
these who are reported in this survey are among those who are
the most substantially handicapped. For example, the reported
prevalence of menctal retardation by age group varies but never
exceeds 6/10 of 1 percent. Thus we feel coniident in concluding
that, Zor statistical purposes at least, all of those who are
reported as mentally retarded in the SIE survey are in fact
substantially handicapped.

The percentage of people in each age group who are re-
ported as mentally retarded declines steadily £rom age 17 to
old age. This c¢an be attributed to a combinacion of causes.
It is generally understood that pecple with severe handicaps
were mors 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 suzxvey are counted as developmentally
disabled.

In contrast, the data for speech impairment, hearing im-
pairment, and crippling conditions, among others, as reported
in the SIE survey include persons who acguired these impairments
after ace 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 conset. Although the SIE survey
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protocol included questions on the prior duration of impairment,
the data accessible to us at this time does not permit direct
identification of those whose disability originated before age
22 except for those identified as mentally retarded. It has
been necessary, therefore, toc draw some conclusions from the
prevalence of these impairments reported in the 18 to 21 year
0ld 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 group_and overcounts
persens with sensory or orthopedic handicaps. ~On the other
nand, our estimates ‘ncorporate Some understatement as a result
of underreportlng 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 functioconal limitations among the seven major
life activities listed in the Act. Figures have been rounded
to represent the maximum degree c¢f accuracy which can ke assumed
on the basis of the variety of assumptions and manipulations to
which we have subjected the c¢riginal data. It should he noted
that we do not believe our national estimates (see Table 2) can
be made closer than the nearest hundred +thousand or two 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 subseqguent tables we have included
digits in excess of those that are significant in order not o
introcduce additiconal rounding 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 the developmentally disabled popu-
lation. 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 planning efforts and activities.
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Part 1

The SIE data is particularly revealing in its examination
of the concurrent presence of varicus impairments in life activi-
ties and their relationships to chronic conditicons affecting work,
mobility, self-direction, communication and so on. As we know
from the definition contained in the DD Act and guoted 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:

(L) self-caxe )

(ii) receptive and expressive language
(iii) learning

(iv) mobility

(v} self-direction

(vi) capaecity for independent living
(vii) economic sufficiency

In order to estimate the prevalance 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 scme translations and interpretations of the SIE data.
The SIE interview schedule loocks to certain criteria of hearing,
mobility, seif-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 functicnal limitations having early on-
set in each of the seven listed major life activities. In Table 1,
no attempt 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 WITH FUNCTIONAL LIMITATICN WHICH ZAD ONSET BEFORE
AGE 22 IN THE SEVEN MAJOR LIFE ACTIVITIES LISTED IN THE DD ACT AS AMENDED
I§ PL 95-602 SECTION 10Z2(7)

Percent of population | Millions of individuals
3 years of age & over | 3 years of age & over

Major life with a2 substantial with a substantial
activity functionzal limitatiom | Sfuncticnal limiraticn®
Capacity for independent
living 1.90%% 3.8
Learning 1.60 3.2
Economic sufficiency 1.49%* 3.0
Receptive and expressive
language 1.22 2.5
Self-direction .56 1.1
Mobilicy .38 .8
Self~care ' . 37%% .8

x -
*% (See next page) IV-5



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 Develcvmentallv Disabled
opulation

It must be understood that 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 limiting conditions for persons
with developmental disabilities we will be able to adjust the
magnitude of the potential populatiocn.

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

o - 2 Infants
3 - 17 School age
18 - 64 Adults

65 & over Senior citizens

The use of these four age groups provides the best utilization of
the statistical information contained in the SIE survey as well as
the experience which the community has had with individuals who
are potential c¢lients under the new definition of develcpmental
disabilities.

Table 2 shows the estimated populaticn in the four age groups
and the total estimated non-instituticnalized DD population derived
as a result of the analysis of the SIE data.

TABLE 2. ESTIMATED DD POPULATION IN FOUR AGE GROUPS DERIVED FROM THE SIE DATA
(Numbers in thousands)

Infants School Adults Senior Estimated
citizens total
Age Age Age Age population
0 -2 3 -17 18 -64 65 olus
Total population 11,027 56,113 124,628 21,721 213,488%*
Major activity LEARNING WORK
DD as % of population 3.0 1.87 1.49 .5 1.57
No. {n DD populatcion 331 1,053 1,858 108 3,350

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

iv-10 )
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Part 1

INFANTS: O - 2

P
The age group ¢ -~ 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 prognestic of conditions which
will subseguently 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 this age group who may become developmentally
disabled and who are candidates for early intervention/prevention
are not always readily identifiable. Thereforsa those to be served
by the Developmental Disabilities Program include but are not to
be limited to those infants with identiZfiable health condictions
such as mental retardation, cerebral palsy, spina bifida, epilepsvy,
autism, various other congenital defects and genetic disorders, etc.
Although these conditions usually generate substantial functionally
limiting conditicns in thrse or more of the seven majcr life acti-
vities identified in the definition of developmental disabilities
in PL 95-602, children with non-specific delayv in development may
also be at risk.

SCHOCL AGE: 3 - 17

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

For the purposes of identifying the children and youth with
health conditions which might substantially interfere directly
with learning without special intervention, we assume %that the
following conditions are intrinsicly functionally limi=ing with
respect to learning.

Mental retardation

Hard of hearing

PeaZf

Speech impairment

Serious difficulty seeing
Seriously emotionally disturbed
Crippled

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

Iv=11 -
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1.0 million represents an unduplicated count. This number is
1.87 percent of the total population aged 3 through 17, Indi-
viduals 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 alsc 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 alse 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 mcbility, and that these conditions are usually
chronic. Therefore it is estimated that there are approximately
L.0 million individuwals 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 azre
prevented 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 cendition that limits the kind or amount of
work he (she) can do. The health condition may be physical, mental,
or emotional. ZXind 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 o work, or the guantity of work
produced." Clearly, not all such persons are severely disabled
or even substantially limited in economic sufficiency.

The SIE survey defines "PREVENTED FROM WORKING" as: "if his
(her) limiting health conditicon has made,or will make it impos-
sible to work at any job at all for a long pericd 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 2 person has been disabled since

childhood to this extent he/she not conly has an impairment in
economic self-sufficiency but alsc has two other substantial
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limitations in other life activities such as limitations in
capacity for independent living, learning, receptive and ex~-
pressive language, and/or mobility. For example, the SIE 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 assistange in getting about ocutside the house.
Therefore we estimate there are 1,860,000 adults who would be
eligible for services under the Developmental Disabilities Program.

SENIOR CITIZENS: 635 PLUS

The number ¢f individuals over 65 who are non-institution-
alized and eligible for programs under the Develormental Disabil-
ities Act is difficult to estimate. If the same proportion of
seniors as adults under 635 were developmentally disabled it would
indicate approximately 1.5 percent of this populaticn. However,
experience has demonstrated that mortality of the develcopmentally
disabled is high even prior to age 65. Also, it is an observable
fact that 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-instituticonalized population over 65 years of age would
be eligible for programs for individuals with developmental dis-
abilities. This percent represents approximataly 108,000
individuals age 63 and over.

Combining these four overall estimates, we arrive at an
estimated non-institutionalized porulation of appreximately 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 pesople whc are gualified in
the DD Act it is important not to overestimate the population.
However, even without knowing the numbers of individuals whe have
multipls 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 this communication problem without knowing
how many of those particular people have mobility problems.

It must be kept in mind that the DD 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.
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IMPLICATIONS AND INTERPRETATIONS

Prevention/Early Intervention

The 3.4 million total estimated nen-institutionalized
population includes an estimated 330,000 infants which the DD
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 functiocnal
definition based on limiting conditions is that the person must
have the functional deficit for program qualification. The DD
Program must remain attentive to the fact that prevention pro-
grams and early intervention programs have &the highest priczrity
for infants and pre-school children who may not yet be defined
as individuals who are developmentally disabled under the new
definition and for their families. Even though 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
DD Programs specified in PL 95-602, Sec. 102.

It is hopeful that we can serve every individual who
alrsady has the substantial limiting conditicns and also use
cur technolegy and resources in intervention and prevention in
order to reduce the numbers ¢f individuals who potentially may
beccme develcpmentally disabled. On the basis of prevalence of
"limiting health conditions" in children 3 to 3 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 Manifestation of Varicus Impairments

One cof the peculiarities of a definition of developmental
disabilities bhased on functional limitations in the seven major
life activities is that *he need to demonstrate these activities
is not equally distributed throughout all of the ages of an
individual's life. Although most severe develcpmental 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
lifa zactivity are usually directly demonstrated in our society.
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Ages at which life activiey
is demonstrated

Legend:
AT Ages at which alternative
/
Life % measures are needed
activity
Self-care I
Mobility

U

Self-direction W I

Economic

sufficiency W l

Receptive and
expressive t l
language

Capacity for

Living 72 - |

L]

V] 10 20 30 40 50 &0 70+
Age of Demonstracicn

Figure 1. Age of Demonstration of the Seven Major Life Activities Listad 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 that
the disability of the person "is manifested before the person
attains age twenty-two." The information from the SIE survey
provides information on disabilities pPresent in each age group
without refersnce to age of onset. The data @n rersons over 22
needs to be corrected for onset before age 22 in order to cor-
rectly identify the estimated developmentally disablad population,

lv-15



Part 1}

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 Pigure 2 from those individuals whose limitation

is manifested after age 22 for each of the seven major life
activities,

Onset hefore age 22

SRS Onset after age 22

Major life

activitvy
Self-care % (Age 18-8L) [gkk,000]*
Mobility ﬁ (Age 18-6L) {1,136,000]%
Self-direction g (Age 3-65 plus) [1,300,000]%

Receptive and
expressive

langnage

Learnizg -

Economie

(Age 18-6L
sufficiency g )

(8,397,000)*% -

Capacity for
independent
living

(Age 18-64)
(9,028,000}

a Population
{(In Millions of People)

-~ Figure 2. Number of Individuals with Functiomal Limitation in Each ¢f the Seven Major
Life Activities from the SIE Survey for Age Groups for which these Functiomal
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 perscns under 22 who neet the other criteria
discussed earlier can be counted as davelopmentally disabled.
However, the SIE reports on adults do not separate those who had
been disabled as children from those who became disabled as
adults. The following method was used to correct the data for
cnset prior to age 22 for our purposes. The percentage of in-
dividuals whe had functlcnally 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 Lo age 65.

It is assumed the same percentage of individuals have the
functicnally 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 functiocnally limiting
condition in the age group 22 to 34 as reported in the SIE 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
ratz, we interpret this to mean that an allowance must be made
either for recovery cor 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 populatiocn 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 diszbilities who need independent living services as part
of the larger population eligible for that program, for example.

Title VIXI of PL 95-602, the Independent Living Program, is
designed to provide 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 populaticn of adulis needing
assistance in independent living, econcmic sufficiency, learning,
and receptive and expressive language ranges into 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 regquired by individuals who
have the same functionally limiting condition acguired later in
life, such as the older person whe 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 conditieon occurred after age 22.
Feor this reason it is important to maintain the DD Program as
an independent program and to ensure that those habilitation
programs that are unigue %o 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 functicnally 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 egquipment and
assistance.

Table 3 shows an intermediate step in the process of
translating the SIZ data into parametars specified in the
DD 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 SI1E study are contained in Table 3. _It is be-

1i A h be authors that fhis utilization of the data presents

the most reliable information £rom the census report.

e e e A .-

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 Zor the age groups between age 3 tc 63 years
and over. However, in Figure 1, only the information for the
age group from 3 through 17 was used to identifv that group of
individuals with a disability in learning. Since we know more
about the child pepulation 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 econcmic sufficiency
(work) was used for the age group between 18 and 64.
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TABLE 3., ESTIMATED PERCENT AND NUMBER OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS
ACCORDING TO AGE GROUPS WITH ONE OR MORE SUBSTANTIAL FUNCTIONAL LIMITATIONS
WHICH OCCURRED PRICR TO 22 YEARS OF AGE IN MAJOR LIFE ACTIVITIES AS LISTED
I¥ 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 18 - 64 | 65 plus Total
life -
activity Total pop.i] 6,390 49,723 124,628 21,721 202,461
obilit Number 182/ 2542 4253
' ¥ Percent 28 51 .34

Number 461
Self-care Percent W37

Number 15 320 740 61 1,135
Self-direction .. one .24 .64 .59 .28 .56
laceptive  Number 42 819 1,435 181 2,476
16 expre Percenc .65 1.63 1.15 .83 1.22
sive language
Economic Number 1,851
sufficiency Fercent 1.49
: 1 Number 55 1,000 1,913 264 3,230
earning Percent .86 2.01 1.53 1.21 1.60
Capacity for o ber 2,364
independent Fercent . 1.90
living.

1] Yom-institutionmalized populatiom 3 years of age and over of the United
States June 1, 1975.

2] Based on the presence of an orthopedic condition ia primary data.

3] Based on the need for assistance to get around outside the house.
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Concevtual Program Definitions

A state is required to develop an operational definition
0of a substantial limiting conditien for each of the seven major
life activities for the State Plan. The operational definition
is also needed o determine consumer membership on the State
Planning Council. The following is a discussion which might be
helpful in formulating such operaticnal definitions.

The term "severe, chronic disahility” 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 cor more of the follewing
major life activities: self-cars, receptive and exprassive
language, learning, mobility, self-direction, capacity for
independent living, and economic self-gufficiency. The total
effect must also result in severe disability.

A "savere, chronic disability" is one which is likely to
centinue indefinitely and results in the need for a combinatiorn
and seguence of special, interdisciplinrary, or generic care,

treatment, or other services which are individually planned and
coprdinated.

A limitation in anv one 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 subsctantial limi-
tation is cne which effectively prevents him/her from performing
or regquires that he/she receive freguent assistance from other
persons or reguires the use of devices which are expensive to
maintain or replace. The personal or mechanical assistance
gither cannot compensate for the impairment or, if itc does
compensate, it is expensive to maintain on an ongoing basis.

The significant ongoing maintenance to vermit the individual

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

A substantial limitation in any one 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-
gquired to overcome or aid the person in performing that life
activity on a continuing basis in comparison to the amount of
time or investment reguired 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 seif-care. The time regquired to per-
form the life activity is significantly in excess of that amount
of time necessary for a peer to perZorm the same task.
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For example, an individual with a vision 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 bhecause of the time and/or amount
of money required to assist that individual in learning.

Another example: an individual with a physical or sensory
impairment which can be corzected 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 electsic
wheelchair.

A person who, because of a health cendition 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-
ticns: mobility, independent living, and economic sufficiency.

An individual who, because of his or her mental disability
needs occasional counseling and 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 the 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 limitaticon in self-direction.

Suggested QOverational Definitions
1. SELF-CARE

The definition for an individual who has 2 substantial
functional limitation in SELF-CARE is:

A person who has e Long-term condiiion which Arequines that
person Lo need sdignigicani assistance to Lock after pensonal
needs such as food, hygiene and appearance. Signigicant as-
sistance may be defined as assistance at Leasit one-half of the
time {fon one activity orn a need for some assislance in monre
Zhan one-half of all activities noamally required for selg-canre,

2. RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE

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

A person whe has a Long-Zerm conditicon which prevenils that
person gfrom edffectively communicating with anothen person
without the aid 04 a thind person, a person with special
$hill on with a mechanical device, oa a Long-Zeam condition
which prevents nim/ner from arnticulating his thoughts.
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LEARNING

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

A penson who has a Long-term condiiion which serdiously in-
Lergenes with cognition, visual on aural commundication, on
use 04 hands o zthe extent that special intervention or
special programs are required f£o aid that pernson in Leasnding.

MOBILITY

The definition for an individual who has a substantial
funectional limitazion in MOBILITY is:

A penson who has a Long-team condition which impairs the
ability to uwse §ine and/on gross motor ski2Ls Lo the extent
that assdistance of anoiher person and/on a mechanical devdice
L& needed Ln oader fon the Lndividual %o move grom place 2o
place.

SELF-DIRECTION

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

A penson who has a Long-Zeam condition which requdires Zhat
person o nezd asslstance Ln beding able Lo make independenz
declsdions conceaning social and individual activities and/on
in handling personal j4inances and/cr protecting nis/fhen own
self-inferes k.,

CAPACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

The definition for an individual who has a substantial
functional limitation in CAPACITY FCR INDEPENDENT LIVING is:

A pernson who nas a Long-team condition that Limits Zhe person
from performing noamal societal rofes okr which makes LI unsafe
fon that penson to Live alone Zo such an exient Zhail assisi-
ance, supervisdlon Ooh presence o4 a second person L3 required
more than nalf the ZLime.

ECONOMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY

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

A person wheo nas a Zong-ferm condiflion whdich prevenis that
person 4nom wornhing Ln regufar employment oi which £imils hdis
or her preoductive capacity to such an exitent that L& L& 4in-
sugfieient 4on seli-suppont,
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The above definitions, although not intended to be c¢linical,
are intended to be sufficiently descriptive to provide planners and
administrators with a rule of thumb by which they can &iZferentiate

between eligible and ineligible "consumers" at the administrative
level.

Although the SIE survey addressed activity limitaticns and
impairments of various sorts with considerable specificity, these
do not corraespond in all aspects to the criteria by which the de-
velopmentally disabled population is defined. In order to make use
of the excellent survey dagg_;g__a;;mgte the number§ ot pﬁQpLe’B’
Vzrlous ages wno EEoEETT?’planned for under the DD banner Jit 1is

necessa*y to lnt*oduce a varlety o: EEan“latlcns, lnterpretatlcns
and ‘some as;umnt;ons.ﬂ -

- -

o —— e W

Inevitably some arbitrary distinctions have been made; some
result in overestimation, some in underestimation. In other parts
0f this report we give the reader insights into these assumptions
as well as giving some of the original tables from SIE so that
persons with a mors than passing interest in these details may
review or refine these approaches if they wish.

We begin by establishing a set of eguivalent criteria through
which we link each of the seven substantial functicnal limitations
to data elements reported from SIE. In some cases, the survey
questions and information dictated the equivalent criteria. 1In
other cases, the sgquivalent criteria dictated the specific numbers
which were extracted from the survey repcrt. The following is a
listing of the criteria used tc interpret each life activity in
SIE terms. Following the presentation of all seven criteria is a
discussion of some of the assumptions which went into the selection
of criteria. The selection of these criteria as indices Zor statis-
tical purposes is not intended to suggest clinical measures for
selection of individual DD clients in a service setting.

The "Eguivalent" Criteria

1. SELF-CARE

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

A person who L& teported 2o aave a Long-team healih condifion
as a resudt of which that person needs nhelp Zo Look agien
personal needs frequently on occasdionally. ("Rarely” L4

not counied.”)

The criterion for a child who has a substantial functional
limitation in ZE=¥=—smr—ro3 mohility is

A pernson under 1§ years old whe L4 neponted Zo have an
orthopedic handicap.
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RECEPTIVE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE

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

A person who is neported %o have one o4 the foflowding Long-
Zerm heallh conditions: mental retardation, hard o4 hearing
on deaf, speech impairment, senious difficully seeing oxr
blind, on sernicus emotional disturbance,

LEARNING

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

A person who {s repoated Lo have at fLeast one of the following
Zong-term health condiiions: mental relarndation,hand o4 hearding
on dead, speech impairment, serious difficuliy seeding orn blind,
serious emotional disturbance, on crdippled {oxthepedic handicap!.

MOBILITY

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

A penson who 45 repoxrted to have a Long-teram nealih condiZtdion
as a resuli of which that person needs assistance to get arcund

cutsdide the home frequently on occasiconally., ("Raxely" as
reporited in SIE 4s not included.)

SELZ~-DIRECTICN

The criterion for a person who has a substantizl functignal
limitation in SELF~DIRECTION is:

A penson whe Ls reported Lo nave at feast one ¢ the 4oflowding

Long-team healih conditions: mental retardation, and/on
sendous emozional diszunbance.

CAPACITY FTOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

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

A person who L& neported Zo have a Long-ferm healih condifdicon
which Zimits the person §aom working around the house.

ECONQMIC SELF-SUFFICIENCY

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

A penscn who 45 repoated 2o have a Zong-ferm health condition
which prevents Zhat perdon {rom working in regufar employment ox
prevents a person from workding more Zhan 146 weehs {in any one yean.
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Amplification

SELF=-CARE

"Assistance" is usually in the form of the intervention of
another perscon. In assessing "need for assistance” consideration
may be given To any or all activities involved in self-care in
which other perscns of the same age 40 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 speaking
as well as the cognitive skills necessary for receptive language.

The assumption is that when intervention of an cutside person, or
special skill or mechanical device is needed for communication, then
there is a functicnal limitation. There is also a limitatieon if the
person is unable even with help to understand what others want him
to know cor 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 the need for special education including special education
technologies. Also, these conditions directly relate to cognitive,
communicative and kinesthetic modes of acguiring knowledge and skill.

MOBILITY '

"Assistance" may take many forms: for example, the use ol
mechanical devices, escort service, or seeing=-eye dog. The amount
of assistance is relative t¢ 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. "Freguently 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 aveiding all the barriers to and fromwork but hecause of a
functional limitation in mobility not be able to travel adegquately
elsewhers. This perscn's mobility would be restricted to a single
activity and thereby be a substantially limiting condition. There-~
fore in estimating "freguency”" it is appropriate to consider wvariocus
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 tc act
in his own interest or to aveid social ostracism. Some pecple lack
even this much capacity for self-direction. Handling of financses
and consumer roles seem to be basic in achieving social adjustment
and personal independence that would assist self-directicn. The
reported conditions of mental retardation, sericus 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 %c 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 periorm basic tasks
reguired 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-centrol 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 alsc be cconsiderad to have a
functicnal 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
ara also considered to be impaired in capacity for independent living.

The capacity for independent living does neot reveal itsell
in children and youth as much as it deoes adults. However, there
are assignments within the home 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 perform in this life activity can
be measured from an early age.

ECONCOMIC SELr-SUFFICIENCY
The SIE survey defines work disabkility as:

A person ig 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 emoticnal. XIND 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 iIs able to weork, or the gquantity of work
produced. For example, a craftsman whe can work 40 hours a week
but cannot produce as much zs he could prior to an injury is
considered limitaed in the amount of work.

fv-28



wh

Part 2

This bxoad definition includes many peocple who can be self-
supperting and was intanded to include persons who might have
sufiexzad some reduction in work capacity from a level previously
attained. Typically, such persons suffer impairment after age 22.
The SIZ survey further subclassified perscns identifying themselves
as work disabled into the following categories:

Prevented from working

Not prevented from working but not
able to work regularly

Able to work regularly

In order to estimate the number who have a substantial limitation
in this activity, the authors countzd those who wera pravented frem
working and those most limitsd of those unable t¢ work regularly.
“or these individuals whose disabilisy does not prevent them from
orking but ares not able to work reqular vy we salagtzd the criterion
c* not able to work more than 16 weeks in a vear. Sixtesen week cut-
0ff is a=x bzt*ary and merely an index of how much work would suggest
capacity for esconomic sulficiency. Any persen whose maximum appaz
ent annual ea*nings capacity is helow poverty lavel, regardless of
the length of time worked, should be considered Lo have a substan-
tial functionally lzm;t*ng condizion in econemic sufficiency.

In practice, children and young people between the ages of
3 and 21 usually do not have to demonstzate econcmic sufficiency
that can be measured as it relates €0 a work situation. Therefore,
al ernatlve measures may be used for this age groum. In the
practical community situation the "medical listings" for SsI
ghildren can be used as equivalent ¢o a "work disabiligy.”

The Meaning of a Comprehensive Develcpmental Disabilities Program

The Zoregeing laborious analysis of the seven functional
limitations can be destructive and can lead to an inappropriate
dismembersd view of both the population and the DD Program. That
the statutory definiticn is intended to have an integrative eifect
on the lives ¢f the persons with disabilities arising early in
lifs is made evident in the final mandate in the reguirement for
continuity, comprehensiveness and individualization.

The definition of developmental disabilities is meant to
identify +hose individuals who will need services for life or an
extended period of time. The program should not beccme a program
in which a2 person loses needed assistance arbitrarily especially
if that person is likely to become more impaired if disgualified
from program participation. Consistence and centinuity of ser-
vices must be an inherent pari of the DD Program.

The individuals often cannot communicate for themselves.
Society in its great technological advances many times runs so fast
that it forgets about those who cannot run or aven walk. It would
be a severe disservice to the individuals with severe disabilities
i those wno administer programs let checklistis overrule human
need. However, it would be egqually as much of a disservice if the
Developmental Disabilities Program does not concentrate its re-
sources and efforts for the benefit of the mosi severely involved
individuals in our society.

] Y "2-7
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TABLE L,

Part 3

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.

l. SELF-CARE

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF NON~INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN THE AGES
OF 18 TO 8: WITE A WORK DISABILITY WHO ALSO FREQUENTLY OR OCCASIONALLY NEED HELP
LOCKING AFTZR TERSONAL NEEDS WITH ONSET BEFORE AGE 22

(Jumbers in thousapds)

Total Total number with | Total number with | Total number with
populaticn a work disability | a work disability | 2 work disability
Characteristics who frequently or | whe frequently or | who freguently or
occasionally need | occcasionally need | occasionally need
help looking after] help loocking after| help looking after
personal needs Dersonal needs personal needs
(onset before 22 | (onset afser 22
years of age) vears of age}
Number % Number % Fumber 4 Number A
Persons 18 %o 1z2k,628 100 Ler .37 LgL .39 ghl .76
gk years of age _
Age
18 to 24 years 27,123 100 99.5 37 - - 99.5 .37
25 to 29 years 17,510 1c0 4.4 .37 11.9 eid 76.3 Jih
30 to 3L years 1k,026 100 51.9 .37 6.0 .0k 57.9 b1
35 to L4 years 22,797 100 8h.3 .37 LE,5 .20 130.8 .57
43 to 54 years 23,464k 100 86.8 .37 157.5 .67 2kh,3 1.0k
55 to 64 years 19,808 100 73.3 .37 261.9 1.32 |335.2 1.89

Humbers appearing in box have been corrected for age of onset.

The survey reports persons who need help freguently,
occasionally or rarely. The numbers of individuals who indi-
cated they needed help frequently or occasicnally were used.
The entire population in the age group from 18 to 64 vears 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

Par: 3

TABLE 5. NUMBER AND FERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIORNALIZED INDIVIDUALS FROM AGE 3 YEARS AND QVER Wil ARE MINTALLY RETARLED,
HARD QF HEARING, DEAF, SPEECE IMPAIFRED, HAVE A SERIOUS DIFFICULTY SIETING, OR SERTOUSLY EMOTIONALLY LUSTURNED, WHICH
CONDITION STARTED PRIOR TD 3ECOMING 22 YEARS OF AGE

{Numbers in thousands}

iokal Meatally HaT® of Speech Sericus Sericusly Total num~
Character- populztion retarded bearing Deat impeirment |difficulty | enctionally | ber of inw
igtics seaing disturbed dividuals
Bumber | 2 Number{ % |Funber|{ £ |NWumber|{ £ |Bumber{ % Isunberl 5 'Nunher I * xumpr 2
Paraons 3 202,561 100| 836% .k3|563* .28 115+ 184 # .09 | k1g L2321 | 2700 13| 2,476 L,72
yr.of age
% over
Age
3% 4 yr, 6,390 1og| k.2 .22 0.9 17| 1.2 .16 | 8.% 3| 5.7 .09 | L.k 02| 4.3 A5
§ 40 13 yr. 32,962 1oo| k2.7 .s3(161.2 kol he.2 ik} 69,9 .2} 91.5 .2 52.2 .15 %63.7 1.71
4 20 1T yr. | 16,761 00| ¢8.5 .59| 57.8 .3k | 20.83 .12 [ 15.8 .09 | 35.8 .21 | 26.6 .16| 255.3 1l.52
18 to 21 yr. | 16,048 2100| o2.0 .57| 36.0 .23 | 14.8 .09 | 13,6 .08| 33,6 .20l 21,1 .13) 200.5 1.3
22 to 34 yr. | 42,510 00| 235.3 .55 |T97.I .43 [ 39.7 <97 | 25.8 .00 | 8L.5 .ig | $3.2 .13| S2k.a 1.2
35 ta Shoyr. | u6,262 100| 199.3 .3 l108.6 .22 | 32.b .07 | 2.4 .06 | Bg.9 .19 | 6C.1  .13| Sik.T 1.1l
55 t3 59 yr, | 10,515 100¢| 35.0 .34 28.2 .23 7.5 07 6.3 .06 | 26,5 .1% | 13.83 .13| 108.3 1.02
&0 ¢o 6L yr. ¢,193 100| 15.4 .iT{=.0 .23 | 6.8 .07 S.b .06 | 17.9 .19 | 1. .13} 78.0 .2
€5 yr.& over | 21,721 100] 32.5 .15} u9.5 .23 115.2 .07 1 212.¢ .06 | w22 19 | 28 = 13] 186 g a3
i | i i

* nduplicated count and corrested for age of onset,

Tumbers appearing in box bave been corrected for aze of onsel.
KeTE:

The number of individuals with limiting conditions presented in Table 5 represent an unduplicated number.
The SIE report presents the number of individuals vho had more than one impairment. The individuals who
had more than one impairment sre only counted once in the table. The sources used from the SIE swudy for
the above purposs was Tadle Neo. 12 which is reproduced in Part b of this raport.

It is assumed that the six health conditions reported as:

Mental retardation

Hard of hearing

Deaf

Speech impairment

Seriocous difficulty seeing
Seriously emotionally disturbed

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

1V=29
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Part 3

3.

TABLE §.

LEARNING

ORTHOPEDIC ZANDICAP WHICH CONDITION STARTED PRIOR TO BECOMIAG 22 YTEARS OF AGE

RUMBER ARD PENCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS FRCM AGE 3 YZARS AND CVER WHO ARE MENTALLY RETARDED,

HARD OF HEARING, DEAF, SPEECE IMPAIRZD, HAVE A SERIOUS DIFFICULTY SEEING, SERIOUSLY EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED OR HAVE AN

{Sumbers i3 thouzandal. —

Total Mentally Hdard of Deaf Spesch Seriously |Crippled | Total num-
Charagter~ population | retarded hearing impatr- enotion- | (Ortho= per of in-
iastics ment ally dise |pedic dividuals

_handieae
Humber i [ Number | % |Humber l £ |Humber{ £ | Number| % | Humber| % |Hunber‘ % |Numbar | 5 | N Z
Persons 3 202,481 100 | 865 L3563 258|175 .09 184 09| L1g* 21| 2Toe 13|75k .37| 3,230 1.60
¥YT. of age
4 over
Age
33k gy 6,390 100 | 1k.2 .22 10.9 .17| 1.2 .02 8.% .13| 5.7 .09 1.k .02| 12.9 .20| sS4.T .86
5 ta 13 yr. 32,962 100 [142.7  .hW3[61.2 .be| BE.2 .1kl G9.9 .21) 91.5 .28 | S2.2 (16| 95.5 .2¢ | 659.2 2.00
1% %o 17 yr. | 16,761 100 | 98.5 .5%( 57.8 .34 20.8 .12| 15.8 .09| 35.8 .21 | 26.56 .16| 84.6 .50 33%5.9 2.03
18 ta 21 yr. | 16,088 2100 | 92.0 .57036.0 .23l 1k,8 .09l 13.6 .08l 32,0 .20} 22.1 _.13161.3 .381270.8 1.€0
22 wo 3% yr. | 42,510 100 |235.3 .550 9r.2 .23| 30.51.07 2.8 .06l 81.5 ‘.29 Ss.2 [.13(163.0 .38 [6B7.k L.62
35 to 5L yr, | 46,262 100 [199.3  .43|l1o5.6 .23 32.4 TTQT] 27.s .06f 89.9 .19 &0.1 .13 177.% .38 | 692.1 1.50
S5 to 59 yr. | 10,615 100 0 .34l ok,2 23] 7.% .o7| 6.3 .06] 20.6 .19 | 13.8 .13| k0.7 .38 |1L49.0 1.40
60 to &b y». | $,i53 100 A0 ot a.e zal sk Lot sk L8] 17.9 .19} 2.9 .13 3%.2 .38 |113.2 .23
65 yr.& aver | 21,721 100 5 .15 b9.5 .23| 15.2 .0T| 12.9 .06 2.2 .19 | 28.2 .13 83.3 .20 [263.8 1.2|
\
! ;

% Unduplicatad count and cosrTectad for sge of onset.

Humbers appearing in box have been corrected for age of onset.

EOTE: The number of individuals with limiting conditions presented in Table & represent an unduplicated number.
The SIZ report presents the number of individusls vho had more than cne impairment.
bad pore than cne lmpsirment are only counted once in the table,

The individuals vho

The source used from the SIE study for

the sbove purpose was Table Ho. 12 vhich is reproduced in Part ¥ of this repor:.

It is assumed that the seven health conditions reported as:

Mental retardation

Bard of hearing
Deaf

Speech impairment
Serious difficulty seeing
Seriously emotionally disturbed

Crippled

would cause intrinsic learning problems.

Iv¥=30



4,

TABLE T.

MOBILITY

Part 3

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN THE AGES 18 TO

. 64 WITH A WORK DISABILITY WHO ALSO FREQUENTLY OR OCCASIONALLY NEED =ELP GETTING AROUIND
- QUTSIDE TEE EQUSE

(Numbers in thousands)

3 Total Total number with | Total number with | Total number with
population | & work disability | a work disability |a work disability -
Characteristics who freguently or | who frequently or | who frequently or
occasicnally need | cccasionally need | occasicnally need
help cutside the | help outside ihe help arsund the
house {onset be- | house (onset 2f- | house
fore 22 years of ter 22 years of
. age) age)
Humber 2 Number % Number g Humber A
Persons 18 to
64 years of age | 124,628 100 | L2s .3k Ti1 .57 1,136 .91
Age
18 to 24 yesrs 27,123 100 |_93.5 g1 - -* 93.5 .3k
25 to 29 yeers 17,410 100 $9.2 .34 24,2 W14 83.4 L8
30 to 34 years 15,026 100 L7.7 .3k 11.3 .08 59.0 b2
35 to Li years 22,797 100 77.5 .34 58.2 .26 135.7 .60
L5 to Sk years 23,46k 100 79.8 .3k 216.8 .92 296.6 1.26
55 to 6L years 19,808 100 67.3 .34 400.9 2.02 k68,2 2.36

*Obviously 2 few people beccme disabled between ages 22 to 2L,

The incidence in this

two year z2ge group is xnown to be low; stesistically and for pienning purpsses this
epproximation is not significant.

Nuxbers appearing in box heve been corrected for age of onset,

‘ occasionally or rarely.

The survey reports persons who need help frequently,

The numbers of individuals whe in-

dicated they needed help frequently or occasicnally 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 pricr to age 22.
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Part 3

TABLE 8.

2. SELF-DIRECTICN

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS AGE 3 YEARS

AND OVER WEO ARE MENTALLY RETARDED OR SERIOUSLY EMOTICNALLY DISTURBED WHOSE
CCNDITICN STARTED PRIOR TO BECOMING 22 YEARS OF AGE

(Numbers in thousands)

L

Total Mentally Sericusly Total pumber
Characteristics population retarded emotionally | who are etler
disturbved mentally re-
tarded or
sericusly
amotionally
disturbed
Number A | Number A Number | % Number %
Persons 3 years |202,461 100 865 L3 | 270x .13 ] 1,135 .58
of age & over
Age
3 and b years 6,390 100 k.2 .22 1.b .02 15.6 .2b
5 to 13 years 32,962 100 1k2.7 43 52,2 .16 19k.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 | el.l .13 113.1 .70
22 to 3L years 42,510 100 235.3 .35 22.2 ) e%0.5 .o&
35 to Sk years | 46,262 100 195.3 .43 60.1 .13 259.4 .56
55 to 59 yeers | 10,615 100 36.0 .3k 13.8 .13 k9.8 b7
60 to 6L years 9,193 100 15.b 17 1.9 .13 27.3 .30
65 years & over | 21,721 100 - 32.5 .15 28,2 .13 80.7 .28 |

*¥Unduplicated ccunt and corrected for 2ze of onset.
have been corrected for age of onset.

NOTE:

Numbers aprearing in box

The figures presented in Table & are an unduplicated count in that the
individuals who are mentally retarded and sericusly smotionally 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.

fv=-32
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6. CAPACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

TAZLE 9.

NUMBER AND PERCENT QF NON-INS
TO €4 WITH A WORK DISABILITY WEO ALS

Part 3

TITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN THE AGES OF 18
O ARE LIMITED AT WORKING AROUND THE HOUSE

(Fumbers in thousapds)

Total Total mumber with| Totazl number with Total number wi.
population & work disability| a work disability | 2 work disabili-
Characterisgtiacs who are limited whe are limited who are limited
at working around| at woerking around 2t working arow
the house (onset | the house (onsex whe house
before 22 years) | afier 22 years)
Number % Number A Number ' a AAJ Number 4[7 %
Persons 18 o 124,628 100 2,36k 1.5 6,666 5.3 3,028 7.2
84 years of age
Age
18 to 24 years 27,223 100 _51l.2 1.9 - - 511.2 1.9
25 t0 29 years 17,410 100 330.4 1.9 178.2 1.0 509.¢ 2.9
30 to 34 yeers 1k 026 100 266.5 1.9 273.6 2.0 340.3 3.¢
35 to ki years 22,797 100 433.1 1.9 832.5 3.7 1265.6 5.6
3 to 54 years 23,48 100 Lks.3 1.¢ 2110.3 9.9 2355.1  10.9
55 to 6k years 19,808 100 376.L 1.6 3270.8 1£.5 3647.2 18.4
Numbers apdesring in pox have been correcies or age OF gnsey.

The survey reports persons who nee
occasionally or rarely.
dicated they needed help fr
around the house were used.

d help frequently,

The numbers of individuals who in-

equently or occasionally working
The entire populaczion in the

age group from 18 to 64 yesars of age was 124,628,000 of whom

1.90 percent are assumed t
for independent living wi

lv=-33
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th onset prior to age 22.



Part 3

7. ECONOMIC SUFFICIENCY

TABLE 10.NUMBER AND PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTICNALIZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN
THE AGES OF 18 TO 64 WHOSE HEALTE CONDITION WHICH HAD AN ONSET BEFORE
AGE 22 PREVENTED THEM FROM WORKING OR PREVENTED THEM FROM WORKING MORE
THAN 16 WEEKS IN 1975

{(Numbers in thousands)

Total Preventad chrked less than
Characteristics | population from working |16 weeks in 1975 Tetal
Number % Number 4 Number % Number i
i
Persons 18 to 64 |124,628 100 1,584% 1,27 279%% 22 1,863 1.49
years of age '
Age
18 to 24 years 27,123 100 345 1.27 60 .22 405 1,49
25 to 29 years 17,410 1040 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 .22 330 1.49
55 to 64 years 19,808 100 252 1.27 49 .22 296 1.49

*The numbers in this column have been corrected to show onset befare 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
racio between the total number in the age 18 to 246 years group and the
number prevented working was compared to the totzal number ia 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 1 345::7 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 ablse ro
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.

1v-34
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part 4 NOTE: This informatiom is a copy of selected parts of
the report prepared by the Bureau of the Census and
is reproduced in its original form.

SOURCE AND RELIABILIT! OF THE ESTIMATES

Soumce of the data. The estimates fo the Suwey of Incoms and Biucetiem

(SIZ) are based o data callected fram persmmal interviews conducted messly
in May and Jume of 1976 with 2 small number cecwrring in April snd July,
This swrvey was c¢onducted by the Bureau of the Census acting as ealleciiem

eganv £ the Department of Health, Educatiem, and Welflzwe,

orreximately 158, 500 heousehalds, selacted indspendently in the 50 Siztes

»

and the District of Columbia, were eligible fa inderview in SIZ. OF

o+
i%
(7
rs
4
h
1S
-‘J
3
v’
Iy
rad
113
L]
W
1w
¥,
I
&

re nob octained begause the occupanis

were tempcararily absenit, reficcd fo be intorviswed, o, after rapeszied

L)

callbacks, no e coid be Sfoumd at hone. In additicm 4o dhe 158,500

were inelizitls {or intermifew, The distributiem of the ceopisd housshealds,
nointerviews, and hcousshdlds ineligible fo daterviea o, wesle 15 waowm

in Table -.r‘_—-l.

The semple desizm for the SIT samznle was a stratilisd mulii-stage
cluster dzsigm, Zach Stale was divided inic areas madz wp of comiises
and indspendent cities referred to as primery sampling uniis (PSUts).
These PSU's were then grouped to fomo strata within each State acecding
t0 the preperiion of perscns who were children 5 through 17 yeens dld
living in poverity families at the time aof the 1970 censes. Scme sirel
cansisted of oy ome PSU (generally the larger metropelitan aress end
smme lerger nametropellisan PSU's) shlch came dinto sample with certainty
and which wers called self-repressnting, In nine Siates (Comecticut,

slwzbia, Hewail, Meryland, Hassachuseils, Kew

L d
8
L9 ]
{
{
t

Telaware, Distric
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Part 4

Eampshire, Rhode Island, and Verment) every PSU was mads sell-representinz,

In the remeining Stetes, the PSU's which were not selfl-Tepreseriing were

grouped into sirata according io regression estimstes, In gqach of these
trztz, two PSU's were selected without replacement. Thess sample PSU's

ere czlled non~-sell-representing PSU's.

Within salected PSU's, 2 samzle
of heousing unils enumerated in the 1970 Census of Popuwlaiicn and RHeusin
was selected, In addition, a sample of nmew consiructisn tuilding permit
wes 150 selected tc represert the unils constructed in sreas under the
farisdictions of building permis offices (permit-issuing aseas) sinee
+he 1970 census. Further, a sa—ple of uniis construzied since the 1570
censis In ereas not under the Jurisdiction of tuilding permii oflices

{nenm—nermit~issuing aress) end units from mobils home parks estatliszed

S & . ™~ : : : 3 3
Zeonimztiion srosefure, The first step in the estizgiion procedure involved

the Inflstion of the sample data by the reciprocal of the provabtilily of
its selaction. Next, adjustments were made Lo accourmt for occupled
housenclds in whish interviews were nct obtained becsause the pesupastis
were {emporerily absent, refused to be Interviewed, or after repested

callbacks no ons conld be found 2t home. This adfusiment was made

»

separstely to households in different race of head-residenze-1370

census pover~y level ecatagories,

V=36
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A-T7. Percent of Persons W: th & Work Disablilily as Measured

in the 1970 Census and 1976 SIlSuiivevesvecvevooravosnssas
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7. ECONOMIC SUFFICIENCY
3. LEARNING
Tublo 1., =~ Work Dlnabitity Status of Persona 18 Lo 60 Yeury of Age
{Hunbors in thousunds}
With u work dissbiliLy W
ro;l:z::‘lng Mot prevenled Vith no vork
p : . . i
totad | onwok | toran | e et e b | ey | bttty
dl:::ti.:.:w ] work ropularly
Nunber | Porcent | Nunhor | Porcent | Huobar | Porcent | Huwber | Parcent | Nusher | Percent
Pursons 18 to 64 yeura of age... X2h,620 123,797 16,00k  13.3 17,138 5.0 2,149 1.7 1,156 5.0 107,354  B&.7
AGE
10 to 2b yunrd,eeeesrasnrrsnnees 27,123 26,0:1 1,500 5.6 s 1.3 1L6 0.5 1,017 3.8 25,5  9h.h
35 to 29 yourteeesesessvesssases 17,420 VY I W] 1,192 6.9 139 2.0 17 0.9 j06 4.1 16,125 93,1
30 1o Ih yenrBiciaeesanaeanaene. 34,026 13,000 1,133 8 mn 2.7 148 1.2 59 4.3 12,826 9.9
35 ta Wb yoars..iiceii.iiienn.. .11 23,605 2,k67  10.9 875 3.9 355 L6 1,1 5.5 20,228 89.1
L5 Lo 5h yeurBiuesvsroeaasrenees 23,464 231, 346 L,362 18.7 1,992 .5 553 2.4 1,h6 7.8 18,994  61.3
55 10 BN yourt.sieiireeevenneene 19,800 19,615 5,780 29.5 3,217 16.h 700 ho 1,783 9.1 13,835  70.5
WAGE AND SEANIGN ONIGIN
Vhite.o.iaaan eraaanans eererraaaes 109,516 100,052 13,4963 12.6 5,011 5.3 1,604 1.5 6,260 5.0 95,099  B1.%
ke rcviiainsncannenneaseneass 13,015 12,00 2,500  19.h 1,261 9.8 hi2 3.0 191 6.2 10,365 00.§
Of Spunish origin..eeeensus. eeee 5,015 5,710 w120 6t 6.4 96 1.7 23 4.0 5,072  B1.9
YEARS OF SCHOCL COMPLETED
Undor B oiiueieainnnan. .. creese  B,039 .94 050 30,5 L9 2o 12 5.2 N 9.h 4,906 61.5
B o ldeiiiiinieinninainnnans, 26,929 26,405 5,402 D10 2,662  10.0 b.q 3.1 2,112 1.9 2,10 79.0
32 wnd OVOr..eveeemntennanna, wee 09,659 By, nf 1.7 8.7 3,566 2.9 910 1.0 t, 250 4.8 81,34 91.)
12 iieivrsssanrnans desens .« h8,591 ha, 202 4,989 10.3 1,791 3.7 629 1.3 2,560 5.3 43,2092 89.7
13 60 1%cacennnannnns ceeees 22,419 22,13 1,869 A 535 2.4 188 0.8 1,008 h,9 o, 919
16 und oVer...esseevveaness 38,630 16,543 Ji5 5.3 234 1.3 el 0.5 3 3.5 17,568 94,7

¥ =L&d
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7. ECONOMIC SUFFICIENCY

Table 2. -- Work Disability Stotus of Giviliens 10 to 64 Years of Age by Selocted Labor Force Characterintice

{Nuobiere in thonsands)

With a vork disablility

With no work

Hot prevented from working disability

Hot able to ible to work
york regularly regularly

Prevented from

Characterietica Total Total working Total

Number | Forcent | Number | Percent | Humber | Percent Number'l‘arcent. Humber | Percent | Humber | Percent

Poraons 18 to 64 yeara of age.., 123,536 16,395 100.0 7,135 100.0 9,260 100.0 ,2,047 100.0 7,113 100.0 206,317  100.0

MAJOR ACTTVIYWY IN PREVIOUS WEEK
AKD HUMBELR OF NOURS WORKED.

Workingeeoss sevevsvmescnsssanss 10,572 5,656 34,5 7 3.8 5,38 58.1 6 M7 4,639 65.2 172,526 68,2
1 to 3% boursecveeeacresses 18,207 1,836  11.2 164 2.3 1,673 16.1 1 22,0 1,201 16.9 16,344  15.h4
35 to 4O hourf.civevacaases 35,717 2,172 13.2 6h3 0.9 2,107 22.8 m 1.9 1,937 27.2 33,359 3.
4} bours mid overeiesesas.. 24,568 1,648 0.0 - W33 0.6 1,604 17.3 10k 4.8 1,501 2.1 22,82 21.5
Other thon workdng.esesscassnsss 4N, G6h 10,739 65.5 6,863 9.2 3,076 41.9 3,ko2 65.3 2,474 #h.8 33,791 3.8
WEEKS WORKED IN 1975
HONB..ussuosrrossnscsnsansassess 29,635 6,183 W99 5,7H 80.h 2,449 26.4 995 46.3 1,454 0.4 2,136 19.9
2 to 16 wookBuegiasancnracassnss 9,70 1,185 1.2 1 5.1 B22 8.9 264 Ja.3 558 7.8 8,425 1.9
17 to 34 WoOKD.vassoonvanananess 10,759 1,38} u.5 6 5.1 1,02} 11.0 301 14.0 722 10.1 9,301 8.7
35 to 9 wookdueserenrcnranesnas 14,300 3,512 9.2 2hé 3.4 1,266 13.7 245 n.k 1,021 LR 12,1%:@2 12.0
50 0 52 WoOKA.saavransrrarensse 59,058 hW,000 25,2 hof 6.0 3,701 ka.o Jha 15.9 3,359 41.2 4, R

¥ 32'g
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NUBILITY

Tobte A-%. ~- Feviong HE Lo 60 Years of Age Wdh o Wark Bisabilily by Whelher Hedp lo leeded to Gob Avouned Gulalde the Homo

{MusLera in Lhousanda)

With s work disability

Prevented from working

Percent needing help to

Porcent noeding holp to

Charactoriatics ‘Total et sround sutside the home Totul ot _around outaide Lhe homo
number Total | Frequonily | Occasionally | Raraly nunbar Total | Frequently | Occosionnliy | Rarely
Persona 18 to 64 years of age... 16,44k 8,0 h.0 3.0 1.0 7,230 15.4 8.3 5.5 1.6
AGE
18 to 2N yonrs..c.ccenrrensscsess 1,500 6.6 N | a4 o.h 345 21.7 15.1 5.1 1.9
25 to P9 yeard..cerseccencans eee 1,192 7.7 h. 2.} 0.7 3y 0.8 13.5 6.0 0.5
30 to 3 years.....eeeeeeensenss 1,135 B0 2.9 2.3 u.B LY L' 1.7 5.z 1.6
35 to bl years...eevevsennveasns 2,67 6.5 2.9 2.6 1.0 4715 147 1.6 5.8 1.3
U5 Lo 54 yenrs..i.icivenecesessas 0,362 8.0 3.7 3.1 1.2 1,992 1h4.68 1.6 5.3 1.9
55 to (M yeors..icereeaceesneses 5,780 9,2 h.6 3.5 1.1 3,217 1.7 1.6 5.5 1.6
RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIH
VhibOi.eseseroaresanavnnanessens 13,763  T.6 .0 2.8 0.8 5,811 15.2 8.5 5.3 1.0
BlacKe.ssueesonnrenrorsensecsnes . 2,500 9.9 4.0 k.o 1.9 1,261 16.3 7.2 6.6 2.5
Of Sparish origin.ecsssceesesrens 698 1.0 1.7 3.2 0.9 361 13.4 6.4 5.3 1.7
YEA. 3 OF SCHOOL CCMFLETED
Undor B coveneieseancannnneanane 3,068 12,2 7.1 3.7 1.h 1,910 17.2 Jo.a 4.0 1.9
Btolleaiva,..... teeacmrusen . 5,602 7.3 ja 3.0 1.0 2,66: 134 6. 5.h 1.6
12 6N OVOPw s v vannnnassasses 1,70 6.7 3.3 2.6 0.0 2,564 16.0 8.5 6.1 1.4
I e incaraarensrsnnnasessass 4,909 6.7 3.2 2.7 0.0 1,79¢ 15.6 1.9 6.3 1.k
1it0 15 .nucuccscuesananess 1,009 7.0 3.h 2.9 0.7 535 17.h 9.7 6.1 1.6
1: 0nd OVOr.eeveesnaencscnns 975 6.4 3.3 2.0 1.1 2 17.7 11.3 5.0 1.4

¥ aTeg
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1. SELF-CARE

Tablo A-G. -~ Porsons 18 to G4 Yoars of Ape With u Wurk Disubility by Whcther llolp is Hecded to Look After Personul Heeds

. (tiunbers in thoussnds)

With a work disability Provented from wvorking
Percent needing help to Porcent necding help to
Characteristica Total Yook afler personnl nceds Total look after personal needs
nunbor Total | Frequently | Occasionally | Rorely nunher Total | Frequently | Occaslonally | Rarely
Porsons 18 to Gh yearas of age... 16,Wh 6.0 3.2 2.6 1.0 7,138 12.7 'R 4.7 1.6
ACE
10 t0 24 yeorfiieseeeensnsesenes 1,500 7.2 4.2 2.4 0.6 s 22,7 15.3 5.9 1.5
35 t0 29 yeArBuasesseasensssnaes 1,192 7.6 - 4,1 2.3 1.2 319 20.0 13.0 L.7 2.3
J0 to 34 years.ieesivianriasnees 1,135 5.8 2.9 2.2 0.7 it .2 1.0 5.7 1.5
39 to W yoarcieseeccroccaniaans 2,067 6.7 2.7 2.6 1.4 B1s 1L.0 6.3 5.7 2.8
S to 5N yeard.secesucasseaessss 4,362 6.7 3.0 2.6 1.1 1,992 12.2 6.0 .6 1.6
55 to B yenra.ssieeveasesssenes 5,700 6.7 3.0 2.8 0.9 3,217 10.5 4.9 h.} 1.}
RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN
Viite.oievserecensconancenenseas 13,761 6.5 3.1 2.4 1.0 5,811 1.5 6. L.5 1.6
BlacK.cioussacsossssaceannnasans 2,500 B.2 3.4 3.6 1.2 },260 13.6 6.2 5.6 1.0
Of Sponish origin.iessscecannss. 690 1.5 3.2 3.h 0.9 361 12.1 6.0 5.3 1.b
YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED
Under Boviveroniennncans cenian .. 3,060 12,4 6.8 h.1 1.5 1,910 17.0 9.0 5.2 2.0
B to 11..... teesrassanttrasesnes 9,002 6.0 2.3 2.7 1.0 2,662 10.6 h.3 L.8 1.5
12 end OVeresisscsurenossscsesss 1,70 5.1 2.3 2.0 0.8 2,566 11.5 5.9 4.2 1.h
12 iiiieiarnannncenanssaens 1,989 ho9 2.3 1.8 0.8 1,791 1w0.6 5.k 3.0 1.4
13 10 15.ciecancocncasensss 1,009 5.5 2.3 2.3 0.9 535 13.4 6.9 h.6 1.9
16 ANE OVAT+eeavesssessrans 975 5.0 2.2 2.3 0.5 23 1h7 7.6 6.4 0.7

¥ S=TBd



6. CAPACITY FOR INDEPENDENT LIVING

Table A«7. -~ Persons 19 Lo O4% Yeurs of Ape Milth o ¥Work Dis bility by ¥Whelher Limitoed st Working Around the touse

cp-Al

(Numbers in Lh usends)

Hith o vork d sability Prevented from working
Percent Percent, Percent Percent

Choracteristics limited not limnited 1limited not limited

Totl?‘l- at wvorking | at working :&f;} at working | at working

ULLer | around the | around the “F | around the | around the

house house house house
Persons 18 to 64 yeurs of nge... 16,44 54,9 k5.1 71,130 7.2 22.8
AGE
18 to 24 yesrs...eevesvsresaes.. 1,500 13.9 66.1 s 61.3 2.7
25 to 29 yeard.iieveeasvneaane.e 1,192 42,7 9%7.3 3139 72.5 2.5
30 to M oyesra...ecicesiienean. 1,135 h1.6 52.4 n 73.0 26,2
35 Lo Bl YenrS.iieaanacanioannas 2,167 51.3 T 815 ™7 25.3
45 to M yeors.sivecivecarenanss 0,362 58.6 414 1,992 79.0 21.0
55 to OM years..sesscersaceansss 5,700 63.1 36.9 1217 70.0 2.2
RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN
WHALBerensaenersnnnnnnsenenenass 13,763 55.1 hh.9 5,811 78,4 2.6
Blotkeasrnaronrsnrsenrrversacans 2,50 sh.6 W5.h 1,261 721 21.9
Of Spanish originieeeeevacnerias 699 5h.3 45.7 367 12,2 2.8
YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED

Under Bovvuvervvarnnnaanosnennns 3,060 63.7 36.3 1,910 71.2 22.0
T 1 5,002 55.9 hh.1 2,662 76.6 234
12 and OVeriesesostvenacns vaveee T,700N 50.7 19,3 2,566 11.9 22.1
22 iitunerseraneensaneases  h,989 s1.7 u8.1 1,797 1.3 20,7
1340 19 cnnsarranennrnnnns 1,009 hfi.o 52.0 935 18.7 21.3
16 and OVET.ver e asncannnn 975 50.1 9.9 a3 80.7 19.3

b 3T=g
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SELF-DIRECTION

RECEPTIVFE AND EXPRESSIVE LANGUAGE

Table A-?, —— Persons 3 Years of Age mut Over With an Activity Limitalion by Type of Limiting Henlth Condition

(Mumber e in thousanda)

Total Percenl reporting any of the health conditions liated balow:
: ?nth.n linrd of hearing Serious .
Characteristico Limiting Mentally or deafl Speech difficult Seriousaly Crippled Any other
health etarded im Eirm ol i acni.y emotionslly | (orthopedic | health
condition | "¢ Total I Beal " en 7 g disturbed handicap) | condition
or blind
Peraons ) years of age ond over... 28,155 3.1 1.2 1.} 2.2 1.0 2.5 b.5 62.8
AGE
Jand b yeare..eeoeaiiooannsnrones 178 1.9 6.7 0.7 12.7 h.0 1.3 10.2 £9.4
95 to 13 years.seeessacesvenarnsons 2,008 7.1 8.0 2.3 9.4 6.0 b4 6.7 65.0
14 Lo 17 Yyeardusscisnresnsorcnnaes 1,217 8.0 5.2 1.7 3.5 L.t 3.7 9.8 70.8
18 to 21 years.asesssrasccscscesns 919 9.9 h.3 1.6 h.o 5.2 3.9 9.4 69.9
22 to I yeBrs. ecacinccacesninass 3, on 7.1 3.5 1.0 2.2 h.0 3.9 10,1 13.0
35 L0 54 YeBTBaesecriessvisnrseses 6,836 2.9 3.7 0.6 1.3 4.3 3.3 8.5 B1.2
55 £0 59 YEOISuseussesannssanncras 2,769 1.3 L.8 0.8 1.k h.,9 2.2 8.5 88.7
60 10 6% YeOrde.eesrsncccessnoscen 3,053 0.5 6.4 1.0 1.0 5.7 1.k 1.1 89.5
65 years and over,...ccivvarnssrss B,135 0.4 13.0 1.9 1.3 12.} 0.9 8.1 89.6
RACE AND SPANISH ORIGIN
White.sosnnsnans cesnresesssens vesa 23,0894 2.9 1.6 1.4 2.2 6.7 2.2 8.6 83.2
BlacKesrsooavecanssoassssrsnvansanas 3,968 h.0 5.1 0.8 2.3 8.4 3.0 7.4 8.1
Of Spanish origin.iceseacvsscnanca ' 1,000 2.9 5.7 1.0 1.9 6.2 2.1 6.8 Br.9

¢ 3rRd



Table 12. -~ Coobinations of Multiple Responses to Type of Condition for Versons Y Yeara of Ape nod Over With an Activity Limitation

(Huabera in thousands)

Totnl persons

Types of health conditions indicoted

wvith an Hord of henring Serious .
sctivity | Mentally or deal Speoch | difficulty eﬁﬂ{fg“::i{y (:::;gﬁ::“ "'“‘o"r‘“‘
limitation retarded Total peaf impnirment | in sceing disturbed handicap) | rhewnntiom
| ar blind
Tolal persona with an activity limitation.... 20,155
Mentally retardediscisvaescoconsscravensn 866 b66
llard of hearing or deal. . vireeiceseness 2,026 54 2,026
Denleuivruneneonnvansnonansnseeanss 3("). 9 .1(‘5 365
Speech impairment....... Creerevnsaannane 625 159 169 ] 629
Serious difficully in seeing or blind... 1,961 hQ n18 62 &h 1,961
Serioualy emolionally disturbed......... 691 9 61 & 63 66 69)
Crippled (orthopedic handicap)..covsenn. 2,30 T2 108 36 10 176 Y] 2,300
Arthritis or rheumalism,.v.vevescncnosas 6,002 o6 135 108 11 583 gl 108 6,002
Trouble with back or spinf.iieecsesrene. h,918 J0 hon h6 sh 328 8o L2s 1,592
- Any heart trouble......... Ceeraereraeans 6,151 38 shé Th 93 W67 13 305 1,501
T Chronic nervous disorder....oieeiiiienes 2,141 61 234 25 82 221 182 166 628
o~ Respirstory disorder.....ccciaiicnnsnnens 3,358 10 o7 1 66 222 67 176 700
U1 Digestive disorders..ceeeesieieccisnsans 1,679 18 204 25 37 187 56 122 éhs
OLthereaesanrnarnernn 7,045 1 12 h 7 20 1 9 17

¥ =g



Table 18, -- Work Disability Status of Persons Aged 18 to &4 by Stste and Sex

{Nuzbers in 4housands)

A 'y < Ty
Total Percent wiih 2 vork disak:ilaity
PR I reporting Hot prevented
D-v:.s:;ss,t a-: as; ons, p:::is on work Prevented | fror werkiag, Abls
digability | Total Tom but not sble L0 wark
status weorking te wvork regularly
ragula=le

[

BOTZ SEXZS

United States, to%al........ 124,826 123,797 13.3

wn
.
L]
-
.
~1
A
.
L&V

PEGISNS AND DIVIZIONS

KertReestes i erersnssreenes 29,114 28,925 . . .5 .G
New Englande.icescescnne 7,159 7,995 . . W .-
Middle f4lantic....e.... 21,855 21,313 . . . .5

Rorih Central.iuusnssssannas 332,203 32,979 . . . .3
Ezst Nertn Cemtral..... 3,76 23,59~ . . . .5

Wsst horth Central..... G,439 %, 388
BNt e sveernrcnnncnscacnsran 39,76g 39,3517
South AtlantiCeseeeraas 15,525 19,788

.

Lol d il i l ad ol ol ol el el o
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o

East Soutn Czntral.,... 7,787 T TH9 . . . N
West Scutn Central..... 12,0% 11,950 . . . W&
B e ineeerrnasensnsanseseas 22,559 22,397 . . . ]
MOUn T2 e isanesaerecns 5,682 £,630 . . . .S
Pecificiiiiiincnsnnaces 16,887 16,757 2% . . 3

-
AP

Nes Zngland:

ME1n8.ssvasersnaransans 2o 1) 61 13.7 A 2.1 £.2
New HeooShiT®.iciaecanas L7g Ty 1.3 1 1w &, &
VT ceeieranannnnan =28 263 13.0 .2 1.5 £.2
Massacausetis.non.nnn .- 3,u12 3,382 10.% .- Lt 2.2
Rhoze Islemd.iiienenn. 535 53 12.9 .3 l.eo €.2
Connestiictlecrnnsasaens 1,8.5 1,83 10.5 .5 1.1 c,.3
Middle Atlzntic:
Rew York.vesevseresnsnsa 10,76 10,687 ii.2 .7 1.- el
Hew JorSe¥.vecnananaans ) w,265 11,7 .5 . .
Penm sy ivaniz e vereeneens ,82 é,3%¢ 1z.% .3 Tem o7

Zast North Cantrel:

(91 A RV ]

[

ORi0essvsniesnnasnannas
Indianz..ivsevsocanrans
Illinoiciiicinaienennns
5N DA
L SY-Er-1. T 58 PN
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Y el
FlLu oty Ohviw T s (hon - N [WYRU ISR | I a W, )
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MImnesSctEerrreiavnanne 2,253 210 2.1 1.4 £.7
JoUBeiicsasarusnensnnns 1,598 ,592 1.1 . 1.2 5.9
MiS s OUr e rreianeneennnn 2,721 2,710 3.3 . 2.0 5.5
Nertn DakotB.craverscne kg 366 1.3 . 1.n £.:
South DuXotf.c.isciceace 375 37 1.9 . 1.5 .7
NebTasSra. i ceearrannrens 8e: 8s& 5.7 . 1.3 5,.-
KANS88.reerernnnrensnes 1,268 1,253 1i.7 . 1.5 £l
South atlantaic:
Delawal € uenevrusennocen 3Ls w2 1.7 4,5 1. 5.8
Marvlendeissicervrannas 2,40 2,k 10.9 Ls 1.6 L.s
istrict of Coluzbik... L35 L3 15.5 7.5 2.5 2.3
Virgimioooiooniiaiiians 3,013 2,998 2.9 5.8 1.8 <, -
West Visglhi%ccausorrae 1,062 1,0%9 1.3 11.7 2.9 &.7
North Sarslime..ecesaas 3,260 3,233 15.% £.8 2.1 6.7
South Carolifzeecaassss 1,54 1,833 15.7 8.2 1.7 5.9
CeCrgiterarcnanancasnnns 2,9%% 2,55~ 15.¢ 9.5 2.3 T.3
Pl orisSunsscesannoncans L, B1c 5,735 1..5 £.5 2.5 5.7
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Part 4

Table 18, — Work Disability Status of Persons Aged 18 to & by State and Sex (Centinued)

{Numbers in thousancs)

Bivisions, regions,

Total

Total
Teporiing

Percent with a work disakilicy

|

hat preventsd

R on work Prevented | {roz working, Able
and Siates PETSORS | g sabality | Total fro= but not abdle | to woTk
status workin ta woTk regularly
rogulzriv

|

BOTE SDXES (Continuea)

STATES (Cantinued)

Zast Soutn Central:
REATUCE Y. cvesassasnanss
WL L T IR

Alabana,ccassravncssnas

Migeissimriearovarnnesne
Vest South Centrel:

ATKANS2S e aneann sesene

Louisiona.ceuvacaacas .e

Uklahomtecacavesnnoanes
To%AS . servermrsrranana

Mountain:

MOnLanZ.sresrntvnenanns
I132N0carasrennns cevesan
WYORLTIZe s nnassaannsens

ColoTadOersasnsrssrones
New MexicOeaiaenssersnsns
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Table 19, - Persoms 3 Years of Age and Over by Limitation of Activity Status

(Numbers in thousands)

Tozal With a
Regiscn, Divisien, reporting on [liziting health
and State Total limisation sondition
°£s;;:;:1'7 Nuzber | Percent |
BOTH SECES
United States, 20tal.icuicicsciianses 02,461 199,769 28,155 141
REGIONS AND DIVISION
Northeastisieeserrasassansacsnsasns 48,977 L48,37% 5,937 12.8
New Englang..iecesaccsnananess 11,818 11,445 1,kalk 12.8
Middle Atleanticiecsecsrsnssess 35,361 k,529 4,403 12.5
NoTth CentrBlecesasiecnscesncrnones 54,485 53,78 7,158 13.3
ETast North Coniralesiisceeeses 38,706 38,176 5,097 13,4
West North Ceniral....vesmeass 15,780 15,568 2,059 13.&
B OULNucennneeioacesrosnssnssnsosans OH,F76 &h,116 10,02 18,2
South htlamtic..... evenmieey 32,388 21,615 5,043 19,8
East South CentTal.iieaceeseeas 12,865 12,701 2,324 -
West South Centrzl..ceceanas ve 19,353 19,600 3,033 15.5
WeSteursrrenscnsansncanas sessseacas 36,023 35,556  k,580 13,1
MOUntaineeecansarsrsasnnannnns 9,229 9,112 1,179 12.9
PacifiCevessrssnssnassnasannes 26,754 26,L45 3,481 13.2
STATZS
New England:
Maine.isavscroesanronssssanne 1,010 1,000 139 13.9
Kev Hampshirt.secessrsasnnens 784 TT- g4 12.%
VETmomte s sarerrersrannanasnas LB Liy 61 13.7
HESSaCUSeT S e cscsortnannnnes 5,540 5,448 ri 12.4
noce I51anS.eeceravarscsancan 878 864 123 14,3
Connectictterseearsvesannsnas 2,955 2,915 350 12.0
¥Middle Atlantic: i
New YorKeeuseaasocasssanssnas 17,219 17,029 2,003 11,8
New JerSey.erernrrensnasssns 6,935 6,853 875 12.8
Peansylvanidicessrencssevsnen 11,207 11,045 1,81% 14,8
Ezst Nerth Central:
OhiGessrunsvesscaasssnsssanas 10,119 9,588 1,410 14,1
INOiEN8rensenesarsreoonassane 5,018 L, 051 661 13.k
I11in0iS.secccvcascanannnanse 10,486 10,319 1,348 13.1
Michigem.ssnavsonvesnnnarasas g,699 g,581 1,158 13.5
WigConSiN.cascasonssnsnnoanes L,383 b,337 52% 12.1
West, Nor<n Central:
Minnesotaevesrocssnrsaesonee 3,71 3,666 480 13.1
IOWE. cectvnniosantrassnsoncs 2,71% 2,689 321 12.0
MicS0UT cinanrssnssnssssrnes 4,525 L,458 668 15.0
Korth DeXotle.ersoesanccnass 592 5és 72 12.%
South DakotZ.essersssssannes 6L2 &3k 81 12.9
HeDrESKa.ueescscassseasvanes 1,460 1,438 159 11.1
KANSESusearsverscsrnasacanes 2,136 2,103 276 13.1
South Atlantie:
DelawEreicasassccsraccsssnna %81 549 &8 12.6
Marviand..... cassecrenasases 3,896 3,831 457 11.9
District of ColumbiBecserses 669 £56 102 15.5
Virgini®eeseeonsacarannnaoss k,727 4,666 654 4.0
West Virginid..sesvesevcacass 1,722 1,704 37k 21.9
Norith Carolin@.iicesscovsans $,159 5,070 192 15.6
South Carolin@,..cevescecsse 2,662 2,633 Las 16.2
GeOrZlBavcacassannonssssanns 4,686 L, 8ks 887 19,1
FlOride.eesecessnreernnannes 8,185 8,070 1,283  15.9
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Dart 4

Tadle 19. — Persons 3 Years of Age and Cver by Limitation of Activity Status (ecsnptinued)

{Nuzbars in thousspds)

Total With 2
Region, Division, Teporting on [liziiing health
and State Total limitasion conditiss
of :f:ixity fiumber | Percent
BOTH SEXES (Continued)
TATES {Continued)
Zast South Ceatral:
e tUCK Y et it vetnernnssnnnnns 3,229 3,185 60kL 19.0
eNeSSe. s e ennrnrnsnoonn b,c03 3,543 689 17.5
Alabama, s ueiriiintrinnanncens 3,k25 3,383 20 18.3
LRI FEELE- -t D 2,208 2,189 ki2 18.3
West South Central:
ArKanSas..atereerirasornvacans 2,034 2,007 ugs 2.2
LoUiSian st esrnrenseannns 3,553 3,302 620 7.7
Okl aNOmBe s sususesnnrescnasana 2,561 2,51% Ls2 18,3
T OXES e vunnoseacesnrnnnnnaccns 1,703 11,575 1,558 13.5%
Mauntain:
MmN s errsvsrenennennnnnnn 115 704 o h.b
D -1 1 - 783 T3 10% 13.6
WyoRing sasnsannnnan wessusaen 358 352 UF] 1.8
Colorado.eansatanseessernnnna 2,517 2,282 272 1.5
New MeXico0.iusuiiieininnnnanann 1,259 1,087 138 12.7
ArlZOne. i itiesntnnrnnnnnnns e 2,152 2,126 A=) 15,1
L T 1,129 1,413 132 1.8
Hevada....... riedreatenaa . 57€ SET 68 12.0
Pacifie:
Vashington. iveeiesenrannnnnns 3,382 3:2%3 L3 13.5
Oregon. . crsesreasanrocncanans 2,166 2,166 310 14,3
Califommiaausiveneninrnnnears 20,727 19,887 2,k23 13.2
ALk, ciucinenrornnsnavenan 327 ng 23 «3

_Hewaii.,...... ttsiteennnaea . 201 787
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Tuble 20, -- Limitation of Activity Stotus of Persons 5 Yenrs of Age snd Over by Sinte and Type of Limiting Honlth Condition

{Numbees in thonsundas)

With an activily limitatien

Total
Divisions, regions persons Percent reporting any of the health conditions listed below:
» - 2 [
and States 2 years Hard of huarlng Serlous . | Trouble
of uge | Tobad | pcutatly | or denf Speech [ aiericulty [ SoViowsly | PripBlel | ATHEILS | i
retarded Total Dent impuirment ﬁ;=:Tt:¥ di sturbed handicap) | rheunation b:;:n:r
United States, lotol........ 196,070 271,977 3.0 1.2 1.} 2.2 7.0 2.5 6.4 2.7 17.6
HEGIONS AND DIVISIONS
Northeasbe.veessvrrrennsenes  N5,605 5,899 2.8 6.6 1.h 1.8 6.2 2.7 7.4 20,1 15.2
New England...... veeeas 11,275 1,h33 2.6 7h 1.¢ 2.6 1.0 a.h 6.9 17.0 15.8
Middle Atlantic........ 34,329  hW,LW66 2.8 6.0 1.) 1.5 5.9 2.8 1.6 20.9 15.0
Horth Central.....cvvvanenes 52,768 7,115 3. 7.3 1.} 2.2 6.6 2.1 8.3 2.5 17.5
Eust North Central,..... 37,h6h4 5,067 3.1 7.3 1.2 2.2 6.5 2.2 8.4 21,6 17.6
Weat North Central..... 195,304 2,007 2.9 1.2 1.4 a.h 6.0 1.9 8.1 2.3 17.3
SoULN.coeraeansarsenessnenss 02,84 10,345 3.5 7.0 1.2 2.4 8.2 2.6 8.6 24,0 17.5
South Atlanlic......... 31,265 5,016 3.6 7.3 1.) 2.3 8.4 2.9 8.5 24.9 18.0
East South Central..... 12,445 2,12 3.6 7.8 1.1 2.5 0.2 2.4 8.8 h.2 16.2
Uest South Central..... 19,133 3,017 3.2 B.5 1.1 2.6 8.0 2.1 8.5 22.5 17.6
WeBl.uvuansssnanrnnsnnassnas 34,895 i, 610 ah 6.5 1.4 1.9 5.0 ah 9.7 19.0 21.0
Mounboin. cveeeccssannes 8,904 1,110 2.1 7.9 1.4 2.1 6.6 1.8 9.4 2.8 19.0
PacifiCeerareraannennas 25,951 3,8 2.5 6.1 1.h 1.0 5.5 2.7 9.8 18.0 21.4
STATES
New England:
Haing.ceeceaacenenes 983 18 2.6 6.4 1.5 1.2 6.3 1.7 8.1 19.3 17.1
Neu Wompuhire.eoraesvas 760 95 3.1 6.} 1.5 2.3 1.3 2.1 9.3 17.9 16.0
Vernont,ee.eeosssverses b3k 0 3.1 0.4 2.1 ah 6.6 3.k 1.0 22.0 i6.2
Mossochusetts..ererenes 5,376 6N 2.} 7.9 1.9 3.6 7.1 2.2 6.h 17.6 15.h
Rhode Islond..eseeances 852 12} 2.8 7.5 1.0 1.4 5.0 2.8 1.6 20,2 16.0
Connecticut, cuvvcemruas 2.0 1.0 1.6 2.0 7.h4 2.3 6.6 15.9 15.7

2,6n 5
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Toble 20. —- Limitation of Activity Status of Porsons 5 Years of Age omd Over by State wd Type of Limiting lealth Condition {€ontinued)

{Mumbers in Lhouunnds)

16-At

With an sctivily limitation
Total
Divisi persons Parcent reporting any of the health conditiona listed below:
ivisions, regions, 5 years — — _ roabTe|
and Stutes ) asrd of hearing bderioua . : rouble
of vge | Totud |y vally or deafl Speech | aifficuity | Seriously | Crippled | Arthritia |5y,
and over retarded mpuirment | in seei emationslly [ {orthopedic or back or
' Tolal henf t i I SUCINE |y nLurbed handicap} | rhewnatiosm .
or bliml apinn
STATES (Continued)
Middle Atlantic:
Hew YorK.eesvosesesraas 16,731 1,992 3.9 5.6 1.1 1.2 5. 3.} 8.0 22.9 15.7
New Jerseyeoeoessnnssans 6,124 666 1.8 6.5 1.5 2.0 6.4 3.2 1.7 16.6 1h.2
Pennsylvania,...ooas eee 10,875 1,608 2.5 1.3 1.4 1.7 6.1 2.0 7.0 2.0 1h.h
Eust Horth Central:
(111 0P 9,791 1,405 3.1 6.4 1.2 1.9 6.9 2.7 8.7 2.4 18.6
1ndians. e vrsernarvessn b, Bh 657 2.9 0.1 0.9 2.1 1.5 2.5 6.8 2.1 164
I11inoiseeesececscesces 10,100 1,3IN 3.8 6.0 1.0 2.3 6.6 1.4 8.3 2.6 16.3
Hichighne,ieesoecssoass 6,h13 1,149 2.4 8.5 1.7 2.6 6.1 2.9 8.6 21,3 10.7
WLSCONSiNerrareonsssns . 4,259 519 1.2 7.2 0.6 1.0 5.1 1.3 8.9 x.0 17.1
West North Ceptrals
Hinnesola.eeeesounonass 3,603 476 3.0 7.2 1.0 2.3 6.3 2.1 8.8 18.4 20.2
Iowa..... Ceeeneeanaans . 2,626 320 3.7 1.6 1.9 1.9 1.2 2.1 8.7 20.1 17.2
MLOHOUr s rsrreonsonsons h, 395 665 3.0 6.h 0.9 2.6 6.9 2.1 7.5 224 1}.9
Horth Dukol6.eesisvasns 5th 10 2.0 6.7 1.0 1.4 5.9 0.9 1.4 2.7 10.8
South Dukola..evseaensns 623 o 2.7 8.0 1.1 3.0 5.0 1.2 1.7 2.9 2.2
Rebrasko, .veeeenseas 1,409 158 2,6 0.0 1.3 3.6 6. 1.h 9.6 21.5 11.9
KanS08.ceiasnansnnnaans 2,075 216 2.5 0.4 1.6 2.0 1.7 1.8 6.9 2.6 18.6
Soulh Atlantic:
Delavnre...... 513 o 3.0 1.2 0.9 2.5 1.3 il 1.5 19.2 15.6
Morylond.eouesaronannes 3,150 W5 2.9 7.0 1.7 2.3 1.1 kW | 8.8 0.6 14.9
District of Columbia... &6h9 101 b Wt 0.3 1.8 7.0 3.1 9.1 5.8 15.1
VirginiGeioeeorseaneses 1,585 51 1.9 6.6 0.0 2.3 7.6 3.4 9.0 22.9 1h.7
Woat Virginia...co..onn . 1,678 172 3.2 0.9 1.h 2.0 8.1 3.2 9.1 28,5 18,8
lHorth Carolinn....... . 5,017 169 3. T3 0. 2.2 T.h 3.1 0.2 20.4 194
Soulh Carolinbe.eeceens. 2,571 Loy 3.7 0.8 0.9 1.7 9.9 1.b 10.5 29.) 17.h
Georgio. . .oveerenasanns h,502 681 5.3 10.7 2.3 2.8 10.0 2.1 8.5 36.7 2.3
FLORI0. cevenrsnnnsrnas 1,952 1, &0 2.7 h.9 1.h 1.5 8.6 2.3 1.5 23.0 18.5
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Table 20. —- Limitotlon of Activity Status of Persons S Years of Ape und Over by Stale and Type of Limiting llealth Condition (Continued}

v (Mumbera in Lhousanda)

With sn activity limitation
Total —= =~ - -
. < peraons Percent veporling any of the heslth conditions )isted below:
Divisajons, regions, 5 yenrs T o —
and Stales urd of hearing Jerious . . : rouble
b e 7ot Dhentanty | or veat | spoocn airticuiy | Seriowly | crimled | arieritie | ",
retorded T impaivaent | in aceing ¥ back or
atal | Deal bl ind disturhed handicap) | rheunatism Ina
=i or DI ] oplne
STATES {Continued)

East South Central:......... .
Kentuckyesasoeroearerse 3,113 02 2.1 9.1 2.0 2.1 8.1 1.9 8.3 2.7 .9
TennedIsct.ee s isarsannses 3,808 607 3.7 1.0 0.6 3.1 8.1 2.1 8.9 22.8 19.3
ALobBIA. «vransansorinas 3,2 61h h.5 7.3 0.6 1.6 B.5 2.6 8.3 26.8 15.0
Missiasippi.cocovunienn 2,132 Lo9 4.0 1.7 1.6 3.3 g.1 2.5 9.0 2h.9 15.0

West South Ceniral:

APKANBOT . ssesivannasras 1,97} hol 3.1 9.4 1.3 3.1 i 1.4 10.) 27.2 20.7
Louisinna,.eeevrveecacns 3,437 617 W7 1.5 0.7 2.6 B.6 1.8 1.3 24.1 16.7
Ok HOMB. st vernerrrenns 2,082 hhg 3.0 9.6 1.2 2.0 8.0 1.5 6.8 20.9 20.0
TeXtBaresnsacssanenesss 11,241 1,507 2.0 8.3 1.2 2.6 1.5 1.8 B.s 18.9 16,2
Mountain:
HontonB..ciessresseavns 691 100 2.3 B.7 1.5 2.} 1.0 1.2 9.8 22.0 2.1
Iduhos,svsoennsnase caens 754 104 2.0 9.5 1.8 2.1 5.9 1.7 9.6 22.1 22,0
WyOming. . cvuavacsennnns kLT W1 2.3 b2 1.} 2.0 6.7 k.1 11.1 21,0 19.4
ColorBdo, sensaasnsansss 2,1h0 o 2.2 4.1 1.1 1.7 %-9 1.8 9.1 19.6 20,2
New MEXICO.irrranennana 1,057 137 2.5 1.7 1.7 2.6 6.8 2.2 1] 2.5 17.8
ATiZalb. i rrrannnncnns 2,000 20 1.8 1.1 1.1 2.5 1.8 2.0 4.9 ah.2 19.0
Utah..... tetsrnssmnnans 1,078 1)) 2.2 7.0 2.0 1.3 5.5 2.0 8.3 19.6 20.8
HevodB. ysenanerevsensnn 556 61 1.5 6.9 1.7 1.6 6.1 1.8 12.6 17.0 2.0
Pacific:
Mashington..veevreeuose 3,239 LTT1 2.5 4.2 1.7 2.6 5.2 1.8 9.1 19.3 23.7
Oregon..cosnsencernsasss 2,126 308 1.2 6.0 1.h 2.7 4.9 1.5 11.% 19.3 22.9
California....... cesees 19,500 2,01 a5 5.7 1.4 1.6 5.7 3.0 9.8 17.9 21.0
MoskA,.iavasersssaanen 14 2 2.3 1.6 1.6 11 5.1 1.5 11.7 12.4 20.9
L1t 1 § W . 172 ™ h.6 7-1 1.5 1.9 4.6 1.5 6.3 8.9 18.0
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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
perscns in the DD community for estimating the current develop-
mentally disabled population and planning for services. The
ourpose and use of each table is explained prior to the presen-
tation of the table. Also, for the convenience of the states,
the mest recent estimated pcpulation for each state has been
included in this part of the paper.

Estimating the Developmentally Disabled Population

There are three suggested approaches which a state may use
in estimating its developmentally disabled population for the
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 difZficult to state which
apprcach is effective in producing the most accurate estimate of
the population. However, any one of the following methods will
produce a sufficiently accurate estimate of the target population
which can be used in developing the reguired three 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:

0 - 2 Infants
3 -17 School age
18 - 64 Adults

65 - plus Senior citizens

The rational and estimates for this aporoach 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.

ly=-53



Parkt 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 lifs activities, then we
must make some decisions as to the 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.

Cne suggested approach fér this relationship is as follows:

ASSUMPTION 1

That all on almosit every individual who has a functionally
Limiting condition in self-care will also have functionally Limcil-
ing conditions in two orn more of the majorn Lijfe activifies.

As way of illustration of the above, a person who naeds
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

That all or afmost every individual who has a subsZantial
functionally Limiting condition in self-direction (whe does ncit
have a 4unctionally Zimiting condition in self-care] which in-
cfudes beding capable of nesponsible, independent action, afso
will have substantial funetionally Zimiting conditions Ln econgmic
sufficiency, Learning and the capacity forn independent £iving due
to the §act that success in these major Life activities regquinres
the basic skR{L2Ls necessary in self-direction,

ASSUMPTION 3

That all on almost every <individual who has a subsfaniial
fjunctionally Limiting condifion in expressive and recepidive
Language {with the exception of individuals counted in Assumpiions
! and 2) wiflf afao have junctionally Limiiing conditions 4in Leann-
ing, capacity for Lndependent ZLiving and/on ecanomic suffledlency.

jv=54



Part 5

There are problems with the above approach since it
assumes that the indiwviduals between the ages of 0 - 17 will
have limiting conditions in such life activities as econcmic
sufficiency and capacity for independent living. Aalse, 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 wused, will produce a reasonable estimate of the
davelopmentally disabled population within a stata.

It is recommended that if approach number 2 is used in
estimating the DD population, the population still be divided
into at least the four age groups listed in appreocach number 1
s0 that appropriate services may be planned in the magnitude
of need within the state.

Aprproach Number 3

A state may wish to use state specific data that is
current and develop the estimated developmentally disabled
pepulation. 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 indicazte 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 probkably be more reliable than the SIE data.
tate data could be used in those areas where it is available
in either approach number 1 or number 2 in estimating the DD
population within the state.

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

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

- 3

- .

WO MAY BE ELIGIBLE FOR PROCRAMS FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES

BY MAJOR LIFE ACTIVITIES FOR HEW REGIONS AND INDIVIDUAL STATES AS DERIVED FROM THE SIE CENSUS SURVEY

Capacity for Légrning Economic Expressive & Self-direction | Self-care 'AMobillty
independent sufficiency receptive
HEW living \ language
REGION/STATE | Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
- population population population population population population population
18-64 years 3-64 years 18-64 years | 3-64 years 3-64 years 18-64 years | 18-64 years
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
Counn. 1.50 1.39 1.00 1.06 .43 .30 .27
Maine 2.00 1.65 1.50 1.14 .36 .39 .35
Mass. 1.54 1.42 1.14 1.06 .39 .31 .28
N. . 1.61 1.72 1.09 1.19 47 .32 .39
R.L. 1,84 1.59 1.38 1.19 .54 .37 -33
Vermont 1.86 1.78 1.37 1.38 .69 -37 .34
REGION Il 1.61 1.31 1.42 1.08 .51 .32 ‘29
N.J. 1.67 1.20 1.28 .89 .40 .33 .30
N.Y. 1.58 1.37 1.43 1.17 .56 .32 .29
Puerto Rico No information in survey
Virgia Is. No information 1n survey
REGION ¥II 1.89 1.70 1.54 1.34 .59 .38 - 34
Delaware 1.67 1.36 1.16 1.16 .51 .33 .30
Dist.of Col. 2.21 1.68 1.98 1.43 .87 Ah -40
Maryland 1.56 1.40 1.18 1.14 .49 .31 .28
Penn. 1.84 i1.57 1.48 1.27 .49 .37 .33
Virginia 1.84 2.02 1.51 1.39 .72 .37 .33
W. Va. 3.04 2.37 2,95 2.06 .96 .61 .55
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Table 11 (Continued)

T Capacicy for] Leaf;lng Ecoﬁgafgﬂr“dgxpresaive & 'Self-divection| | Self-care [ Mobil{ity
independent sufficiency receptive
HIEW living language
REGION/STATE| Percent of Percent of Percent of PercenL of Percent of Perceut of Percent of
population population Popularion population population population population
18-64 years 3-64 years 18-64 years| 3-64 years 3-64 years 18-64 years| 18-64 years
— rtgh(ﬁ_g_f‘(ﬁJr —
REGLION 1V 2.67 1.98 2.04 1.58 .89 .48 42
Alabama 2.39 2.16 2.05 1.77 .99 .48 44
Florida 3.32 1.46 1.78 1.21 .66 A2 .38
Georgia 2.71 2.93 2,39 2,35 1.18 .54 .49
Kentucky 2.67 2.12 2.20 1.49 .54 .53 .48
Migs. 2.68 z2. 2.51 1.91 .92 .53 49
H.C. 2.23 1.62 1.77 1.29 77 .44 40
8.C. 2.24 2.16 2,02 1.55 .80 W45 41
Tenn, 2.47 1.82 - 2,15 1.56 .81 49 .31
REGION V 1.87 1.59 1.39 1.19 W .52 .36 .33
Illinois 1.74 1.54 1.34 1.19 .58 35 .32
Indiana 1.76 1,48 1.29 | i1.22 As2l b s 232
Michigan | L.88  “|Trgr ——|— 1Y .21 | Ty .38 .34
Mina. 1.73 1.79 1.06 1,28 49 .34 »31
Ohio 1.94 1.68 1.51 1.24 .58 .39 .35
Wisc. 1.66 1.32 1.01 .50 -44 .33 .30
S — —
REGION Vi 2.09 1.1 1.56 1.42 .61 N Y .38
Arkansas 2.80 2.51 2,22 1.80 .72 .56 .31
Loulsiana 2.44 2.34 2.10 1.89 1.08 .49 44
New Mexico 1.87 1.82 1.61 1.11 .43 .37 .34
Oklahoma 2.36 1.79 1.67 1.44 .62 LA47 .43
Texas 1.83 1.14 1.07 1.05 ] 45 | .36 .33
REGION VII 1.55 L1.46 1.26 1.19 49 .35 .32
_ | S S
Iowa 1.58 1.50 1.03 1.26 .53 .32 .29 @
Kansas 1.67 1.39 1.12 1.14 L4l .33 . 30 f
Migsouri 1.97 1.49 1.60 1.26 .56 .39 . 36 wn
Nebraska 1.38 1.39 .80 .96 .35 .28 .25
1 — 1 - -
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Table 11 {(Continued)
Capacity for || Learning Economic TAE;B;EE;I;E!Ef'Self—dlrection Self-care Mobilicy
independent sufffciency receptive
HEW living language
REGION/STATE | Percent of Percent of Percent of Yercent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
population population population population population population population
18-64 years 3-64 years 18~64 years | 3-64 years 3-64 yearas 18-64 years | 18-64 years

S -

REGION VIII 1.66 1.49 1.03 .99 .35 .31 .31
Colorado 1.54 1.56 1.03 1.06 .32 .31 .28
Montana 2.00 1.80 1.31 1.13 .41 .40 .36
No.Dakota 1.61 1.29 1.05 .81 .29 .32 .29
So.Dakota 1.70 1.46 .99 .98 .42 .34 .31
Utah 1.73 1.18 .98 .80 .35 . 3 .31
Wyoming 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 .37
Calif. 1.78 1.48 1.48 .90 .50 .36 .32
Guam No information in survey
Hawaii 1.31 1,13 .91 .85 .49 .26 .24
Nevada 1.68 1.69 1.07 .90 .27 .34 .31

RECION X 1.83 1.58 1,18 1.09 .35 .36 .33
Alaska 1.07 .76 .56 .49 .19 .21 .19
Idaho 1.93 1.63 1.64 1.14 .37 .38 .35
Oregon 1.97 1.44 1.21 .97 .25 .39 .36
Washington 1.78 1,70 1.21 1.17 A2 .36 .33

‘l b

tu'
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Part S
Economic Sufficiency

Table 12 presents the percent of individuals whose health con-
dition prevented them from working 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 econemic sufficiency in a way
other than the one presented.

TABLE 12. PERCENT OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS BETWEEN THE AGES OF 18 TO 64
WHOSE HEALTH CONDITION WHICH HAD AN ONSET REFORE AGE 22 PREVENTED THEM FROM WORKING

OR PREVENTED THEM FROM WORKING MORE THAN 16 WEEKS IN 1975 LISTED BY HEW REGION AND
STATE
(Numbers ia thousands)

Total Preventad Worked less
EEW populacion from than 16 Total
REGION/STATE 18-64 years working weeks in 1975
Number A 4 A %
Total U.S. 124,628 100 1.27 .22 1.49
REGION I 7,150 100 .98 .18 1.16
Conn. 1,848 100 .86 .14 1.00
Maine 606 100 1.23 27 1.50
Mags. 3,412 100 .97 .17 1.14
N.H. 478 100 .90 .18 1.0¢
R.T. 535 100 1.17 .21 ! 1.38
Vermont 271 100 1.17 .20 [ 1.37
REGION II - 15,056 100 1.22 .18 l 1.42
i
N.J. 4,261 100 1.06 .22 | 1.28
N.Y. 10,745 100 1.25 .18 1.63
Puerto Rico No informaction in study
Virgin Is. No information in study
REGION IIT 14,209 100 1.32 .22 | 1.5
Delaware 345 100 .99 .18 1.16
Digt.of Col. 436 100 1.65 .33 1.98
Maryland 2,444 100 .97 .21 1.18
Penn, 6,909 180 1.28 .18 1.46
Virginia 3,013 100 1.28 .23 1.51
W.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 2.05
Florida 4,815 100 1.45 .33 1.78
Georgia 2,898 100 2.09 .30 2.39
Kentucky 1,948 100 1.85 .35 2.20
Miss. 1,281 100 2.09 .42 2.51
N.C. 3,260 100 1.50 .27 1.77
§.C. . 1,644 100 1.80 .22 2.02
Tenn. 2,486 100 1.85 .3a 2.15
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Part 5

Table 12 {(Continued)

. Total Preventad Workad less
HEW | population from than 16 Toeal
REGION/STATE 18-64 years wotking weeks in 1975
Number % z ~ 4
REGION V 25,988 100 1.19 .20 1.39
Illinois 6,458 100 1.14 .20 1.34
Indiana 3,060 100 1.08 21 1.28
Michigan 5,372 100 1.34 .20 1.54
Minn, 2,223 100 .83 .18 1.06
Ohio 6,233 100 1.30 21 1.51
Wisze, 2,642 100 .81 .20 1.01
REGION VI 12,715 100 1.27 .28 1.36
{
Arkansas 1,209 100 1.80 .42 2.22
Louisiana 2,122 100 1.72 .38 2.10
New Mexico 659 100 1.39 .22 1.8
Oklahoma 1,354 100 1.36 .31 1.67
Texas 7,171 100 .84 .23 1.07
BEGION VII 68,491 100 1.05 .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 -1 .17 .80
REGION VIIZ 3,587 100 .86 17 1.03
Colorads | 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
Ucah 669 100 .81 .17 .98
Wyoming 223 100 .81 .16 .97
REGION IX 14,929 100 1.25 .19 1.44
Arizona 1,303 100 1.25 .18 1.43
Calif. 12,752 100 1.28 .20 1.48
Guam No information in survay
Bawaii 507 100 .77 14 .91
Nevada | . 367 100 .86 .21 1.07
REGION X } 4,099 100 .97 .21 1.18
Alaska 207 100 .46 .10 .56
1daho 470 100 .99 .22 1.64
Oregon 1,356 100 .95 .26 1.21
Washingconl 2,066 100 1.03 .18 1.21

1v-860



Mobility, Self-Care, Capacitv for Indevendent Living

Part 5

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 the age group 18 - &4,

These

percents have been adjusted for age of conset 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 WHQ ALSO FREQUENTLY OR OCCASIONALLY NEED HELP GETTING AROUND

OUTSIDE THE HOUSE, AND/OR LOOKING AFTER PERSONAL NEEDS, AND/OR ARE LIMITED AT

WORKING AROUND THE HOUSE AND WRICH SUCH DISABILITY STARTED PRIOR TO AGE 22 LISTED

BY HEW REGION AND STATE

(Numbers in thousands)

Total Percent with Percent with Percent with
HEW population a work disa- a work disa- a work disa-
REGION/STATE 18-64 years bility who bility who bility who are
frequently or | frequently or | limitad at
occasionally occasionally working around
need help need help the house
looking after | outside the
personal needs home
Number Z 4 % %
Total U.S. 124,628 100 .37 .34 1.90
REGION I 7,150 100 .32 .30 1.61
Conn. 1,848 100 .30 7 1.30
Maine 606 100 T.39 .35 2.00
Mass. 3,412 100 .31 .28 1.34
N.H. 478 100 .32 .39 1.861
R.I. 535 100 .37 +33 1.84
Vermont 271 100 .37 .34 1.86
REGION II 15,026 100 .32 .29 1.61
N.J. 4,261 100 .33 .30 1.67
N.Y. 10,785 100 .32 .29 1.58
Puerto Rico No information in survey
Virgin Is. No information in survey
REGION III 14,209 100 .38 .34 1.89
Delaware 345 100 .33 .30 1.67
Dist.of Col. 436 100 .44 .40 2.21
Maryland 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




Part 5

Table 13 (Continued)

Total Percent witﬁ Percent with Percent with
HEW population a work disa-~ a wotk disa- a work disa-
REGION/STATE 18-64 years bility who bility who bility who are
frequently or | frequently or | limitad at
occasionally occasionally working around
need help need help the house
looking after outside the
persmal needs | home
Number 4 b4 p4 4
REGION 1V 20,405 100 .48 42 2.67
Alabama 2,073 100 .48 b4 2.39
Florida 4,815 100 .42 .38 3.32
Georgia 2,898 100 .54 .49 2.71
Rentucky 1,948 100 .53 .48 2.867
Miss. 1,281 100 .53 .49 2.68
N.C. 3,260 100 .44 .50 2.23
s.C. 1,644 100 .45 .41 2.24
Tenn. 2,486 100 .49 .31 2.47
REGION V 25,988 100 .36 .33 1.81
Illineis 6,458 100 .35 .32 1.74
Indiana 3,060 100 .35 .32 1.76
Michigan 5,372 100 .38 .34 1.88
Mipn. 2,223 100 .34 .31 1.73
Ohio 6,233 100 .39 .35 1.94
Wisc. ) 2,662 100 .33 <30 1.66
REGION VI 12,715 100 42 .38 2.09
Arkansas 1,209 1c0 .56 .31 2.80
Louisiana 2,122 100 .49 b4 2.44
New Mexico 659 100 .37 .34 1.87
Oklahoma 1,554 100 'y .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
Missouri 2,731 100 .39 .36 1.97
Nebraska 863 100 .28 .25 1.38
REGION VIII 3,587 100 .31 .31 1.66
Colorade 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




Table 13 (Continued)

Part 5

Total Percent with Percent with Percent with
HEW population a work disa- a work disa- a work disa~
REGION/STATE 18-64 years bility who bility whe bility who are
frequently or | frequenmtly or | limited at
occasionally occasionally working around
need help need help the house
locking after | outside the
personal needs | home
Number 4 % A 4
REGION IX 14,929 100 .36 .32 1.79
Arizopa 1,303 100 4l .37 2.04
Calif. 12,752 100 .36 .32 1.78
Guam o information in survey .
Hawgii 507 100 .26 .24 1.31
Nevada 367 100 .34 .31 1.88
REGION X 4,099 100 .36 .33 1.83
Alaska 207 100 .21 .19 1.07
Idaho 470 100 .38 .35 1.593
Oregon 1,356 100 .39 .36 1.97
Washington 2,066 1060 .36 .33 1.78
Learning, Expressive and Receptive Lanquage. Self-Directian

fablelA shows the percents from which the percents of individ-
uvals who may have limiting ceonditions in learning, expressive and
receptive language and self-~direction are derived.

The percent wh
combining all the con

© may be limited in learning is computed by
ditions 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 undupl

icated count.

The percent who may be limited in expressive and receptive
language is computed by combining all the conditions with the

exception of the ortho

of this paper.

pedically handicapped as described in Part 1

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.

Iv-63
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. Part 5

=TABLE 14. PERCENTl]OF NON-INSTITUTIONALIZED INDIVIDUALS FROM 3-64 YEARS OF AGE WHO ARE

o)y

MENTALLY RETARDED, HARD OF HEARING, DEAF, SPEECH IMPAIRED, HAVE 4 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

(Mumbers in thousands)

Total popu—- |Ment.| Hard Deaf | Speech | Diff. Emot. | Orthop. | Total
HEW lation 3-64 |ret. of impair, | seeirng | dist. | handic.
REGION/STATE years' hear.
Number A 4 2 4 4 )4 4 4 4
Total U.S. 181,3482]100 .433} .28 .09 .09 .21 .13 »37 1.80
REGION I 10,303 100 | .33 .28 .10 .09 .19 12 .38 1.49
Conn. 2,667 100 | .32 .25 .09 .08 .23 A1 .33 1.39
Maine 889 100 |.36 .26 .09 Q6 W17 .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 .33 1.72
R.I. 769 100 | .39 .33 12 .05 15 »15 +40 1.59
Vermont 399 100 | .51 21 .13 .13 .22 .18 .40 1.78
REGION II 21,457 100 | .36 .21 .07 .05 .25 .15 .23 1.31
N.J. 6,186 100 | .24 .23 .09 .08 .17 .16 .31 1.20
N.Y, 15,271 100 | .41 .20 .08 .08 .27 .15 .20 1.37
Fuerto Rico No information im survey
Virgin Is. No information in survey
REGION III 20,358 100 | .44 .32 ] .08 .08 .27 .15 .36 1.70
Delawarse 503 100 | .36 .28 .05 .14 .18 .15 20 1.36
Dist.of Cel.- 601 100 | .69 .22 .02 .07 225 .18 .25 1.68
Maryland 3,564 100 | .35 .25 .09 .09 .22 14 .26 1.40
Penn. 9,866 100 | .38 .32 .0% .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 14 .08 .29 .27 .31 2.37
REGION IV 29,656 100 | .62 .40 .10 .07 .22 .17 40 1.98
Alabama 3,056 100 | .81 .41 .05 .03 .29 .18 .39 2.16
Florida 6,829 100 | .42 254 .10 .05 .26 .14 .23 1.46
Georgia 4,266 100 .02 .62 .20 Jd4 .21 .16 .58 2.93
Kentucky 2,870 100 | .40 .53 .17 12 .13 .14 .63 2.12
Miss. 1,962 100 | .74 a4 .14 A1 .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 LG4 .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
Michigan 7,914 100 .32 .35 .10 .10 .19 .15 45 1.67
Minn. 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
Wisc. 3,896 100 | .38 .26 .03 .08 11 .06 .42 1.32
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Pare 3
Table 14 (Continued)

w l ' i w
Total popu~ | Ment.| Bard Deaf | Speech | Diff. Emot. |Orthop.| Total
HEW - lation 3-64 | rer, of impair. | seeing | dist, | handic.

REGION/STATE | vears hear.

’ Number y3 pa % z 4 417 % l y4 Tﬁ A A

REGION VI 1 18,820 100/ .48 .39 11 .10 .21 .13 f .31 1.73
Arkansas 1,771 100 .51 .58 .12 12 .26 Al .71} 2.351
Louisiana 3,219 100 .82 .40 .08 12 .24 .26 43 2.34
New Mexice 1,008 100 .32 .30 .10 .10 .18 11 71| 1.82
Oklahoma 2,240 1001 .52 .52 .10 .10 .10 .10 .35 | 1.79
Texas 10,582 100 .37 .34 .07 .05 .13 .09 09 | 1.14

REGION VIT 9,396 100(.39 .29 |08 | .09 | 24 | 10 | .27 [1sa

? .
Iowa 2,312 100 | .43 28| .10 06 | .29 .10 24 | 1,50
Ransas 1,865 100 | .32 .34 | +10 .06 .23 .09 .25 | 1.39
Missouri 3,943 100 | .44 .29 ! .06 L1 .24 .12 .23 | 1.49
Nebragka 1,276 100 (.29 27 .07 12 15 ) .06 A3 1.39
J .

REGION VIII } 5,312 100 | .27 | .29 .07 .06 Iﬁ 22 | o8 .50 | 1.49
Colorado 2,220 100 |.24 .28 .06 .06 .34 .08 50 | 1.56
Montana 643 100 (.34 .38 .10 .06 .18 .07 .67 | 1.80
No.Dakota 522 100 (.25 .25 .06 .04 .17 .0b .48 | 1,29
So.Dakota 561 100 |.36 .31 .06 .12 .07 .06 48 1,46
Utah 1,040 100 |.26 .28 .08 .02 .07 .09 .38 | 1.18
Wyoming 326 100 1.25 .29 07 | .06 | .23 | .05 .54 | 1.49

REGION IX | 22,477 100J_.34 i_.zo | .08 | .o .10 | as ] se | 1.4z

! : ) . ! r

Arizona | 1,927 100 }.27 346 | .08 | .13 ( .14 j .12 } 4| 152

Calif, 19,277 100: .35 .18 .08 .05 .09 .15 .53 1.48

Guam Bo information in study

Hawaii 742 100 .44 .20 .06 .03 .07 .05 .28 1.13

Nevada 531 100} .19 J_;zs .09 _J .04 ‘ .25 ! .08 _L_ .79 ! 1.69
REGION X 5,960 100| .26 | .31 | .10 | .11 | 22 | 03 | Las | 1se

!

Alaska 318 100 .18 .02 .01 .09 .18 .01 .27 .76

Idaho 706 100 | .28 .39 11 .07 .20 .09 49 | 1.63

Oregon 1,945 100 | .17 .26 .09 11 .26 .08 A7 | 164

Washington 2,991 100 |,33 .33 .10 L1 21 .09 .53} 1.70
1] All percents have been correcred for ouset prior to age 22 and present an unduplicared

2]

3]

count,

State population between ages 3-64 as reported in the SIE survey state tables which
contain primary survey data by health condition listed by age group.

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
ot true for the other healsh conditions listed in this table.)
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Part 5

Table 1S 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 number 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
SECING, ARE EMOTIONALLY DISTURBED, OR ORTHOPEDICA.LLY HANDICAPPED, WHICH CONDITION
STARTED PRIOR TO BECOMING 22 YEARS OF AGE LISTED BY HEW REGION AND STATE

{(Numbers in thousands)

Total popu- | Ment. | Hard Deaf | Speech | Difl, Emot. | Orthop. Total
HEW lation 3~17 | ret. of irpair. | seeing | dist. | nandic.

REGION/STATE vears _ hear.

’ Number z_L % % , } % ’ 7 7 7 } 7

Total U.S. f 56,113 100_} 46 | o.al | o2 i a7 | e || | 1.88

REGION I __T 3,155 1004J7 : [ .38 [ .22 [ 29 | .22 15 | .27 ‘ 2.05
Conn. 793 100 | .54 | .33 | .02 .19 { .20 AL | .33 1.72
Maine 283 100 | .23 38 | .21 .16 .19 .19 .20 1.56
Mass. 1,495 100 .47 .40 .35 .38 .22 26 | .20 2.26
N.H. 222 100 .56 .27 .15 .26 ’ .35 ,03 .31 1.93
R.1. 234 100 | .50 | .48 | .25 .13 .16 28 | .20 2.02
Vermont 128 100 .72 L46 { .04 .26 .26 .12 .30 2.16

RECION II 6,400 100 | .46 | .36 || .13 | .20 | 9| 28 | LT3
N.I. 1,895 100 .35 ‘ .zs .22 { .18 .22 .13 ‘ .27 1.65
N.Y. . 4,505 100 | .50 06 | .12 .19 22 |28 1.77
Puerto Rico No information in survey
Virgin Is. No information in survey

! j “

REGION IIL L, 6,147 100 | .54 | .38 ! 2| } .30 AJ 16 { 25 | 1.7
Delaware 157 100 | .36 | .25 | .23 14 ‘ 16 ! 15 | .26 | 1.53
Dist.of Col. 164 100 .99 .12 ] .10 .21 .19 .08 .21 1198
HMaryland 1,120 100 .52 29 1L12 .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 t__ 9,251 100 | .30 l .55 .10 1 17 .29 .18 .35 1.94
Alabama ( 983 100 | .44 40 | .16 .08 .34 .38 | .28 2.08
Florida 2,013 100 | .20 | .40 1 .11 .15 .29 .12 .3t 1.58
Georgia 1,367 100 | .49 |1.03 | .15 .21 .21 .12 .42 2.67
Kentucky 922 100 | .52 | .56 | .15 .21 .32 .32 .19 2.27
Miss. 681 100 | .45 | .42 .12 .16 .34 .06 | .30 1.87
N.C. 1,412 100 | .25 | .46 0 .15 .28 06 | .46 1.6€
S.C. 791 100 | .57 .36 .07 .32 42 24 | .28 2.2€
Tenn. {1,082 100 | .39 [ .70 .06 .16 .20 .28 1 .31 2.1¢
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Part 3§

- )Orthop. Total
£ | Speech | Diff, ( Emot. :
Total popu- | Ment. Hard Pea igpair Seeingt fioc. |hendic.
REGION/STATE |  years | _J_ ’ 2 L_ t | o2 | %
T T 2
Number ! L_ 21 _T 11 J .39 } 1.91
092 100 * 56 | .40 ! 109 ? el T
REGION V 12, __L { 06 ' .25 L.81
ol .73 | .35 08 | .19 113 11 .31 | 1.e9
Illincis 2,920 45 31 A1 -16 +24 { ) s | .58 1.80
tadisna 21560 1og W3 | 38 10, .16 s | o 17 | 1.90
. s 2'5 . * . . *
e O HEREIE IR AR
nn. . .
Wisc. D234 100 63 | .8 s | .23 | 2 ] .37 ) 1en
_ A5 | .23 1 .2 g —
53 | .44 -03 : ,
N VT | 6,103 100 2
- ; 66 31 .06 .18 | .21 5 'ig i '2; %.8?
Arkansas ! sgé igg 1:06 :51 ‘ .12 W22 -ig '03 .32 l 1.50
Louisizna j 1,0 54 17 .05 .23 . t ' 3 l .61 | 2.87
New Mexico 349 100 . 59 16| 24 21 .l 27 | 1.42
: ; 685 100, .85 . 120 .21 1 .08 | . |
Oklahoma 7 41 .06 1 —L
Texas | 3,411 100 .2 ; . : ; i 28 | o0 | .27 | 1o
¥ &4 .13 'l | * i N T R
[ 2,963 100 .s8 | .
e | é ? 3 % 121 .00 | .06 | o4 | 2 % L7
i 160 52 f .4 ‘ LU .36 ! .08 . o
Iowa i ;;é 1001 .43 ‘ .38 l .21 -;g ! 35 | .04 19 | 2.12
Kansas l 77 L4310 11 . : 03 | .13 1 .74
Missouri 1,211 100 | .77 | 52 1 .03 .06 12§ 03 )
414 100 .13 |- | , : . | 1.6
Nebraska | J_ , ‘s 21 | .09 .40 1.61
726 100 ' .30_%_ .A3 Fl .11 ] L- \
REGION VIII r L ' l 18 30 | og 40 I‘ l-gg
— 41 .38 1 .08 : : i Lo6 .32 1.
Celerado I gié igg T .26 .54 ‘ .15 .13 -;2 i 05 | 47 i l-i‘s
Montana l i 29 .37 .04 .10 s T 13 { .51 1.50
¥o.Dakotz ; 175 igg | 28 [ .16 | .13 .26 -ii t RE 22 | o1.1s
So.Dakota f 185 [ 0 28 | .17 -06 : ! o8 61 | 1.87
beah { 03 1001 .19 | .42 | .13 ' 4 166
Wyoming ! i l : 13 | 22 i .16 45 .
—_ i . N . g
| 6,365 100 .19 | .30 PocH , |
REGION IX | ’ : ‘ i ‘ 29 27 1.92
— T 57 S e S 1.59
— 624 100 | .31 .37 12 L2215 48
Arizona | 386 100 ! .15 .25 .22 .
Calif. 3 Mo information in sur;fy 17 | 0 .19 i 2-32
‘ 5 ) ' 46 | 1.96
g:::ii 191100 | .85 ) 52 13 .13 | .22 | 10 | -
Nevada 164 100 .4 - 9 ‘ 20 ‘ .36 % 2.03
862 100 | .54 | .38 gt B ‘ - —
REGION X b » 8 19 22 .18 .18 l-?é
38 | .44 -0 - ' .06 $26 | 1.5
Alaska 1lz 100 48 .31 .04 .21 .23 21 46 1.94
Idaho 236 loa) . s .06 .22 -22 ) 35 | 2.2
2 589 100 | .41 | 2 | .20 16 | .23 :
Oregon 925 100 .65 ! 41 . |
Wasihington
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Part 5

Table 16 shows the estimated population of the United States

and each state for 1978.

Tabiel16 .Provisionat Estimates of the Resident Population of States, by Age: Juiy 1, 1978

(The setinacss have beem T d to the L TITRONT beild sdjusted te group totals, vhich are 1 Aruwd Forces
PeraonDel rediding 13 sech JTate)
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This paper was procduced under Developmentszl
Disabilities Project of National Significance
#54-7-71220/3-02. The informacion cgntzined
herein in no way veflects the official positicn
of the United States Depsrtment of Healch,

Educacion, and Welfare.



