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INFORMATION MEMORANDUM

TO: Chairpersons, State Planning Councils
Directors, State Administering Agencies
Directors, State Protection and Advocacy

Agencies

SUBJECT: Developmental Disabilities (DD} Formula ~- Basic
Support and Protection and Advocacy Grants

CONTENT: The amounts of the FY-1984 allocations raised
several questions by grantees regarding the
Developmental Disabilities formula and the reason
for- the changes in the FY-1984 allocations over
FY-1983 allocations.

Changes in amounts received from FY-1983 to FY-1984
were the result of changes in per capita income,
state population shifts, and changes in the Adult
Disabled Child Program used in updating individual
data elements for distribution of available funds
for the DD Program. The formula or the process of
the formula have not changed.

‘BASIS FOR THE FORMULA:

The operation of the Developmental Disabilities
formula is based on language contained in P.L.
95-602, and regulations of record issued in 1977.

Legislation - P.L. 95-602 states:

State Allotments

"Section 132(a){(1l) In each fiscal year, the
Secretary shall, in accordance with
regulations and this paragraph, allot the sums
appropriated for such year under section 131
among the States on the basis of --
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(A) the population,

(B) the extent of need for services
for persons with developmental
disabilities, and

(C) the financial need,

of the respective States. Sums allotted to

the States under this section shall be used in

accordance with approved State plans under
section 133 for the provision under such plans
of services for persons with developmental
disabilities.

Basic State Grants

(2) PFor any fiscal year, the allotment under
paragraph (1) --

(A) to each of American Samca, Guam,

" the Virgin Islands, the Northern *
Mariana Islands, or the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands
may not be less than $100,000, and

(B) to any other State may not be less
than the greater of $250,000, or
the amount of the allotment
(determined without regard to
subsaction (d)) received by the
State for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1978.

(3) 1In determining, for purposes of paragraph’
(1)(B), the extent of need in any State for
services for persons with developmental
disabilities, the Secretary shall take into
account the scope and extent of services
described, pursuant to section 133(b)(2)(B),

in the State plan of the State.”

In calculating grant award base amounts, the
allocation for the territories is now
$135,000. See Attachment A,



Reallotment

Section 132 (d) states "The amount of an
allotment to a State for a fiscal year which
the Secretary determines will not be required
by the State during the period for which it is
‘available for the purpose for which allotted
shall be available for reallotment by the
Secretary from time to time, on such date or
dates as he may fix (but not earlier than
thirty days after he has published notice of
his intention to make such reallotment in the
Federal Register}, to other States with
respect to which such a determination has not
been made, in proportion to the original
allotments of such States for such fiscal
year, but with such proportionate amount for
any of such other States being reduced to the
extent it exceeds the sum the Secretary
estimates such State needs and will be able to
use during such period; and the total of such
reductions shall be similarly reallotted among
the States whose proportionate amcunts were
not so reduced. Any amount so reallotted to a
State for a fiscal year shall be deemed to be
a part of its allotment under subsection (a)
for such fiscal year."

Protection and Advocacy Grants

Section 113 (b)(1l){A) states ". . . the
Secretary shall allot to the States the sums
appropriated under paragraph (2). Allotments
and reallotments of such sums shall be made on
the same basis as the allotments and
reallotments are made under the first sentence
of subsections (a)(l) and (d) of section 132,
except that no State (other than Guam, the
Northern Mariana Islands, American Samoca, the
Virgin Islands, and the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands) in any fiscal year shall be
allotted an amount under this subparagraph
which is less than the greater of $50,000 or
the amount ¢of the allotment to the State under
this paragraph for the previous £fiscal year."
(Year of reference FY-1978)
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In calculating grant award base amounts, the
allocation for the territories is now

$30,000, See Attachment A.

Developmental Disabilities Regulations, of
record, published January 27, 1977 -

Regulations further specify details of the
formula. Subsection 1336.10 Allotments to
States provides that the allotments shall: be
computed by the following formula:

"(a) Two=~thirds on the basis of total
population weighted by financial need
determined by per capita income as shown by
data supplied by the U.S. Department of
Commerce for the three most consecutive years
for which satisfactory data is available.

(b) - One-third on the basis of a need factor
based on the ratio of beneficiaries in the
State receiving benefits under the Adult
Disabled Child Program {section
202{(d)(1)(B)(ii) of the Social Security Act)
related to population of the State age 18-65
as bearing on the national total of such
population weighted by the total population of
.the State."

As you can see, the legislation and regulations of
record provide specifics as to the source of the
data elements which make up the Developmental
Disabilities formula. The operation of the DD
formula is based on the above.

CPERATION OF THE FORMULA:

The formula distribution utilizes the most current -
data available from the Department of Commerce and
the Social Security Administration. The elements
of the formula are updated prior to the processing
of grant awards for any fiscal year. Attached are
the Source Data used in updating the elements of
the formula for FY-1984. See Attachment B,



The formula distributes funds available based on
statistics for each State, for each element of the
formula, i.e. population, the extent of need for
services for persons with developmental
digabilities, and the financial need. The data
elements of the formula calculate the proportionate
share for each State. '

Statistics, for each State, used in the elements of
the formula will affect the distribution £for each
State against the total available for the fiscal
year, based on a States respective ranking against
other States in the Developmental Disabilities
Program. ‘

While the total allocation for the Developmental
Disabilities Program may remain the same and the
statistics for your State may not change greatly,
changes in other States would affect the placement
of your State in the distribution of total funds
available for the Nation. :

Attachments: A. Table of Minimum Funding Levels
B. Source Data Used in FY-1984 Allocations
C. Differences Between FY-1983 and FY-1984

Allocations

an K. Elder, Ph.D. ‘
Commissioner, Administration
on Developmental Disabilities
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ADMINISTRATION ON DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES

Alabama.seseescceas o

Alaska.lO’......Q.ﬂ
Arizona.eesecsocanc

ArkansasS...ceees s
California.eease

Colorado.sevencaes
Connecticut.....
Delaware...seceee
District of
Columbia......
Florida...eeeaee

Georgiaseeesss
Hawaii.....sss
IdahO.is s v enses
Illinois.eesees
Indigzna.eeeess

ToWwaiecoeosanae
Kansas.ceeossn
Kentucky......
Louisiana.....
Maine...veeeeee

. *« & »

. L] . 4 @

Maryland......
Massachusetts.
Michigan......
Minnesota.....
Mississippi...

MiSSOULileaeenaann
Montana.eesersees
Nebraska..«ss e
Nevada..eeeeasoon
New Hampshire...

New Jersey......
New Mexico.eeea.
New York..oeeeeo
North Carolina..
North Dakota....

L] - » - -
.

. . . L] .

. ¢ .

Basic State
Grants

$ 644,065
250, 000
292,422
360,377

2,304,995

301,590
347,303
250,000

250,000
1,043,699

716,348
250,000
250,000
1,302,097
736,324

426,583
300,419
613,106
608,010
250,000

472,660
720,063
1,173,207
544,482
442,106

679,688
250,000
250,000
250,000
250,000

827,566
250,000
2,133,120
© 878,999
250,000

MINIMUM FUNDING LEVELS

Protection and

Advocacy Grants

$ 65,490
50,000
50,000

252,063

50,000
50,000
50,000

50,000
114,668

77,606
50,000
50,000
132,984
74,592

50,000
50,000
62,733
62,905
50,000

51,281
75,399
118,637
53,561
50,000

70,004
50,000
50,000
50,000
50,000

86,498
50,000
233,819
91,292
50,000



Basic State Protection and

Grants Advocacy Grants
OhiOsesseesnncnsnss 1,414,841 146,838
" OklahOma..eesceaees 411,694 50,000
OregonN.eceersecioceas 292,069 50,000
Pennsylvania....... 1,683,295 169,143
Rhode Island....... 250,000 50,000
South Carolina..... 464,251 50,000
South Dakota...uees. 250,000 50,000
Tennessee..vecenens 681,589 71,426
TeXAS s aesonssannssas 1,618,942 174,115
UtaNeeeensassananens 250,000 50,000
VermonNtesseesensans 250,000 50,000
Virginia..eeeeeenas 687,146 70,316
WashingtoNesssessso 418,603 50,000
West Virginia...... 395,059 50,235
WisconsiNieseseosoee 669,983 66,526
WYOmiNng.eeeeseeonsns 250,000 50,000
American Samca..... 135,000 30,000
GUAM . eoensanosansns 135,000 30,000
Puerto RicO..sevesn® 743,299 77,869
Trust Territories
of the Pacific... 135,000 30,000
Virgin Islands..... 135,000 30,000
Northern Mariana
IslandS.sceoceoes 135,000 30,000
TOTAL REQUIRED TC MEET
MINIMUM FUNDING LEVELS...$ 32,275,000 4,000,000

Total 57 "States and Territories"




Mote:

%) SOURCE DATA FOR )
DEVELOMGENTAL DISABILITIES FORMULA-

OCTOBER 1583

Basis of allocation, per requirements of Title V,
part C, P.L. 95-602, Sec, 132(a){l) as amended

Total Population Estimated by the Bureau of the Census,
U.S. Department of Commerce:

1, *Estimates of the Population of States, by Age:
July 1, 1981, and 1982" (Series P-25, No. 930,
Issued April 1983)

"Estimates of the Population of Puerto Rico and
the Qutlying Areas: 1970 to 198l" (Series p-25,
No. 919, Issued August 1982)

ro
N

Number of Beneficiaries in State Under Adult Disabled
Child Program from Social Security Administration,
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services:

1. "Social Security Bulletin, Annual Statistical
Supplement, 1981" (Table 125)

Average Per Capita Income from Bureau of Economic
Analysis, U.S. Department of Commerce: :

1. State Information From "Survey of Current
Business, August 1982" (BEA 83-47, Issued
September 1983)

2. merritorial Information From Bureau of Economic
Analysis, Calendar Year 1982 (Issued September
1983)

*Wworking" Population (Ages 18-64) Estimated by the
Bureau of the Census, U.S. Department of Commerce:

1. State Information From "Estimates of the
Population of States, by Age: July 1, 1981, and
1982" (Series P-25, No. 930, Issued April 1983}

2. Territorial Information From "Current Population
Reports" (Series P-25, Qctober 1983)
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BUREAU OF
ECONOMIC ANALYSIS

BEA 83-47

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 6, 1983

Analysis: Robert B, Bretzfelder:  (202) 523-0948
. (202) 232-7665
Estimates: David Cartwright: (202) 523-0966

1982 STATE PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME

State pef capita perﬁdna1 income in 1982 ranged from $16,257 in Alaska and
$13,748 in Connecticut to $7,778 in Mississippi, according to revised estimates of
the Commerce Department's Bureau of Economic Analysis. The U.S. average was
$11,107, compared with $10,582 in 1981.

Eleven states had high per capita personal incomes -- at least 7 percent, or
$777, above the U.S. average; most of these states were in the urbanized northeastern
and western parts of the nation. Twenty states had low per capita personal incomes

-- at least 7 percent below the U.S. average; most of these states were in the
Southeast and Rocky Mountain regions (map 1 and table 1}. A discussion of increases

.in state per capita personal income thus far in the 1980's is given below.

Per Capita Personal Income, 1979-82

From 1979, the ending year of a national business cycle expansion, to 1982, the
ending year of a national business cycle contraction, per capita personal income in
the United States increased 28.3 percent. Real per capita personal income increased
moderately, as prices -- measured by the implicit price deflator for personal
consumption expenditures -- increased 26.3 percent. The increase in current-dollar
per capita income exceeded or equaled the national increase in prices in 32 states.

The 10 states with the smallest percentage increases in per capita personal
income from 1979 to 1982 were: lowa, Nebraska, the four Great Lakes states of

- Michigan, Indiana, Ohio, and I1linofs, and the four western states of Oregon, Nevada,

Idaho, and Washington. A1l of these states except Nevada had small increases in
total personal income. Most of the 10 states had declines in labor and proprietors'
income (earnings) in construction and durables manufacturing. Industries that
contributed to the declines 'in durables manufacturing earnings were farm equipment in
[owa, motor vehicles and iron and steel in the four Great Lakes states, and lumber in
Oregon and Idaho. Seven of the 10 states had small declines or small increases in
population; Nevada, Washington, and ldaho had above-average increases.

The 10 states with the largest percentage increases in per capita personal
income were: Alaska, Colorado, North Dakota, the four southern states of Oklahoma,
Loutsiana, Florida, and Texas, and the three northeastern states of Massachusetts,
Connecticut, and New Jersey, All of these states had large increases in total
personal income. A1l had large increases in earnings in construction, and most had
large increases in earnings in mining and durables manufacturing. Industries that
produce defense equipment contributed to the large increases 1in duradles
manufacturing in Colorado, Texas, Massachusetts, and Connecticut. Six of the 10
states had Targe increases in population; the exceptions were the three nortneastern
states and North Dakota.
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Summaries of per capita personal income in 1982 and the increase from 1979 to
1982 for each of the eight BEA regions are given below. Definitions of total

personal income and per capita personal income follow the regional summaries.

New England

In 1982, per capita personal income in New England was $11,916 -~ 7 percent
($809) above the national average and third highest among the eight BEA regions.
Within New England, per capita personal jncome was above tne national average in
Connecticut and Massachusetts and below the national average in Maine, Vermont, Rhode
Island, and New Hampshire. Per capita income ranged from $13,748 in Connecticut --
24 percent (52,641} above the national average -- to $9,042 in Maine -- 19 percent
($2,065) below the national average. Among all states, Connecticut ranked 2nd in per
capita income, and Maine ranked d4lst. '

~ From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in New England increased 33.7
percent, 5.4 percentage points more than nationally and the largest increase among
the eight BEA regions. The increase in total personal income was -well above the
national average; earnings increases were large in botn durables and nondurables
manufacturing, construction, and private service-type industries. The increase in
population was well below a 3.1 perc&nt'increase in the nation. A1l New Engiand
states had increases in per capfta income that were more than the national average.
Increases ranged from 34.8 percent in Massachusetts (ranking 5th among all states) to
29.8 percent in Rhode Island (ranking 18th).

Mideast
) In 1982, per capita personal f{ncome in the Mideast was $12,087 -- 9 percent
($980) above the national average and second highest among the e1ght BEA regions.
Per capita personal income was 6 percent or more above the national average in each
Mideast state except Pennsylvania. State per capita income ranged from $13,089 in
New Jersey -- 18 percent ($1,982) above the national average -- to $10,955 in
Pennsylvania -- 1 percent {$§152) below the national average. Among all states, New
Jersey ranked 3rd¢ in per capita income, and Pennsylvania ranked 22nd.

From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in the Mideast increased 32.0
percent, 3.7 percentage points more than nationally and the third largest increase
among the eignt BEA regions. The increase in total personal income was equal to the
national average; earnings increases were large in construction and private service-
type industries, and earnings increases were small in both durables and nondurables
manufacturing and in both federal and state and local government. Population was
nearly unchanged in the Mideast, compared with a 3.1 percent increase in the nation.
A1l Mideast states had increases in per capita income that were more than or equal to
the national average. Increases ranged from 33.7 percent in New Jersey {(ranking 9th
among all states) to 28.3 percent in Pennsylvania (ranking 2ist).
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Great Lakes"

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Great Lakes region was $11,055 -- §52
below the national average and fifth highest among the ejght BEA regions. Per capita
personal income was below the national average in all Great Lakes states except
I11inois. Per capita income ranged from $12,100 in Itlinois -- 9 percent ($993)
above the national average -- to $10,021 in Ind1ana -- 10 percent {$1,086). below the
national average. Among all states, [11inois ranked 9th in per cap1ta income, and
Indiana ranked 34th.

From 1979 to 1982, per éapita personal income in the Great Lakes region
increased 21.4 percent, 6.9 percentage points less than nationally and the smallest

‘increase among the efght BEA regions. The increase in total personal income was well

below the national average; earnings declined in durables manufacturing and
construction, and earnings increases were small 1in nondurables manufacturing,
private service-type industries, and state and local govermment. Population was
nearly unchanged in the Great Lakes region, compared with a 3.1 percent increase in
the nation. A1l Great Lakes states had increases in per capita income that were 1ess
than the national average. Increases ranged from 24.2 percent in Wisconsin (ranking
J9th among all states) to 17.8 percent in Michigan (ranking 50th).

Plains

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Plains was $10,789 -- 3 percent
($318) below the national average and sixth highest among the eight BEA regions. Per
capita personal income was 2 percent or more below the national average in all Plains
states except Kansas and Minnesota. Per capita income ranged from $11,765 in Kansas
-- 6 percent ($658) above the national average -~ to $9,666 in South Dakota -- 13
percent ($1,441) below the national average. Among all states Kansas ranked 12th in
per capita income, and South Dakota ranked 35th.

_ From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in the Plains increased 25.2
percent, 3.1 percentage points less than national?y and the second smallest increase
among the eight BEA regions The increase in total personal income was well below
the national average; farm income and earnings in construction declined, and earnings
increases were small in durables manufacturing and pr1vate service-type industries.
The increase in population was well below a 3.1 percent increase in the nation. Al]
Plains states, except North Dakota and South Dakota, had ingreases in per capita
income that were less than the national average. Increases ranged from 34.7 parcent
lg Nfrth Dakota {ranking 6th among all states) to 22.5 percent in Iowa (ranking

th

Southeast

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Southeast was $9,602 -~ 14 percent
($1,505) below the national average and lowest among the eight BEA regions. Per
capita personal income was 8 percent or more below the national average in all
Southeast states except Virginia and Florida. Per capita income ranged from $11,095
in Yirginia -- $12 below the natfonal average -- to $7,778 in Mississippi -- 30
percent ($3,329) below the national average. Among all states, Virginia ranked 19th
in per capita income, and Mississippi ranked 50th.
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From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in the Southeast increased 30.1
percent, 1.8 percentage points more than nationally and the fifth largest increase
among the eight BEA regions. The increase in total personal income was well above
the national average; earnings inc¢reases were large in durables manufacturing,
construction, private service-type industries, and both state and local and federal
government. The fncrease in population was well above a 3.1 percent increase in the
nation. Louisiana, Florida, Yirginia, and Georgia had increases in per capita income
that were more than the national avarage. Increases ranged from 37.5 percent 1in
Loui§iana {ranking 3rd among all states) to 23.9 percent in West Yirginia {ranking
40th). '

Southwest

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Southwest was $11,122 -- $15 above
the national average and fourth highest among the eight BEA regions. Per capita
personal income was above the national average in Texas and Oklahoma and below the
national average in New Mexico and Arizona. Per capita income ranged from $11,418 in
Texas -- 3 percent (3$312) above the national average -- to $9,190 in New Mexico ~-- 17
percent {$1,917) below the national average. Among all states, Texas ranked 16th in
per capita income, and New Mexico ranked 39th. .

From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in the Southwest increased 33.4
percent, 5.1 percentage points more than nationally and the second largest increase
among the eight BEA regions. The increase in total personal income was well above
the national average; earnings increases were particularly large in both durables and
nondurables manufacturing, mining, construction, private service-type industries,
and state and local government. The increase in population was well above a 3.1
percent increase in the nation, Oklahoma and Texas had increases in per capita
income that were more than the national average. Increases ranged from 39.7 percent
in Oklahoma {ranking 2nd among all states) to 27.1 percent in Arizona {ranking 25th),

Rocky Mountain

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Rocky Mountain region was $10,754 --
3 percent ($353) below the national average and second lowest among the eight BEA
regions. Per capita personal income was 14 percent or more below the national
average in each Rocky Mountain state except Wyoming and Coloraco. Per capita income
ranged from $12,372 in Wyoming -- 11 percent ($1,265) above the national average --
to $8,875 in Utah -- 20 percent ($2,232) below the national average. Among all
states, Wyoming ranked 5th in per capita income, and Utah ranked 45th.

From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in the Rocky Mountain resgion
increased 30.7 percent, 2.4 percentage points more than nationally and the fourth
largest increase among the eight BEA regions. The increase in total personal income
was well above the .national average; earnings increases were large in both durables
and nondurables manufacturing, mining, construction, private service-type
industries, and state and local govermment. The increase in population was well
above a 1.1 percent increase in the nation. Colorado had an increase in per capita
fncome that was more than the national average, and the other Rocky Mountain states
had increases that were less than the national average. Increases ranged from 35.4
percent in Colorado (ranking 4th among all states) to 22.6 percent in Idaho (ranking
44¢th) .
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Fa? West

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Far West was $12,238 -- 10 percent
{$1,131) above the national average and highest among the eight BEA regions. Per
capita personal income was 4 percent or more abave the national average in each Far
West state except Oregon. Per capita income ranged from $12,567 in California -- 13

_percent ($1,460) above the national average -- to $10,335 in Oregon -- 7 percent

($772) below the national average. Among all states, California ranked 4th in per
capita income, and Oregon ranked 30th.

From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal fincome in the Far West increased 26.2
percent, 2.1 percentage points less than nationally and the sixth largest increase
among the eignt BEA regions. The increase in total personal income was above the
national average; earnings increases were large in both durables and nondurables
manufacturing and federal govermment. The increase in population was well above a
3.1 percent increase in the nation. Al7l Far West states had increases in per capita
income that were less than the national average. Increases ranged from 27.5 percent
in C?1if0rn1a (ranking 24th among all states) to 19.3 percent in Oregon {ranking
48th).

Definitions

Personal income is the income received by persons from all sources, that is,
from participation in production, from transfer payments from goverrmment and

 business, and from govermment interest, which is treated like a transfer payment.

Personal income is the sum of private and government wage and salary disbursements,
other labor income, farm and nonfarmm proprietors' income, rental income of persons,
personal dividend income, personal interest income, and transfer payments, less
personal contributions for social insurance. Personal income is measured before the

~ deduction of personal income taxes and other personal taxes and is reported in

current dollars (no adjustment is made for price changes).

Pey ;apita personal income is the total personal income of residents {(for the
year) divided by the resident population as of July 1,

* * * *

Additional data on state total and per capita personal income appear in the
August issue of the Survey of Current Business, a monthly journal of the Bureau of
Economic Analysis. "The Survey 15 available from the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. First class mail
(domestic only): annual subscription $50.00, single issue $5.50. Second class maitl:
annual subscription $30.00 domestic, $37.50 foreign; single issue $4.75 domestic,
$5.95 fareign.
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BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

¢./Population Estimates
and Projections

Saries P-25, No. 930

lssued April 1983

Estimates of the Population of States,
by Age: July 1, 1981, and 1982

This report contains provisional estimatas of the resident
population of States, by broad age groups, for July 1, 1882,
revised estimates for July 1, 1981, and cormnparabie census
counts for April 1, 1980, The foilowing age groups are shown:
under 5 years, 5 to 17 yvears, 18 to 44 years, 45 to 54 years,
and 85 years and over, plus the cumulative age groups 14
vears and over, 18 years and over, and 21 years and over. A
detailed description of the methods used to develop the esti-
mates and an indication of the gsneral levels of sccuracy to
be expected may be found in Series P-25, No. 734,

These estimates are consistent with the totals shown in
the 1980 csnsus Final Reports (PC80-1-A} and also with
estimates for the Nation, by age, for 1981 and 1982 con-
tained in Current Population Reports, Series P.25, No. 929;
and 1981 and 1982 total populatlons for States in Series

The migration component was derived hy using changes
in the school enrollment data for each State to estimate a2
school-age migration rate, which was then converted to a
rate for other age groups under 6§5. Factors are used to con-
vert the school-age migration rate to a rate for other age
groups under 65 based on the 1965-70 State-specific migea-
tion experience, by age, as reported in the 1970 Census of
Population. Comparabie migration-data, by age, from the
1980 census for the 1975.80 period are not yet available.

The naturai change component makes use of the number
of registered births and deaths by State of residence for
calendar years 1980 and 1981 provided by State health
departments, adjustad to cover the periods April 1, 198Q,
to July 1, 1981, and July 1, 1981, to 1982, and adjusted
to independent national controls.

{ P.25, No. 927, Estimates for the population 85 years of age and over
. ) The methodology used to develop the age estimates is 3 were developed using the change measured in Medicare
variation of Component Mathod il, one of the methods used records for each State.
to estimate the total population of States.! This method As 3 final step, the estimates of the age groups for each
involves using the 1980 census data as a base for each of the State were adjusted to sum to the independently astimated
age groups by State and taking into account changes in the resident population totai for the State. In addition, the sum
population attributed to births, deaths, and net migration of the State estimates for each age group was adjusted to be
from April 1, 1880, 10 the estimate date, consistent with an independent national population estimate
for that age groun.
The populations presented in the tables have been rounded
'See Current Populstion Reports, Series P-25, No. 876, for a to the nearest thousand without being adjusted to group
brief description of the methods used in developing State totals. totals, which are independently rounded.
L
t ) For tale Dy the Superintendant of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Otfice, Washingtan, D.C, 20402, Poctage stamps not acceotable; currency .
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‘JaLie 1. Provisional Estimates N«-,§he Resident Population of States, by Age. ™ )uly 1, 1982

.('ln thouseads, Includes Arwed Farces ‘1&};"31!\‘ 10 esch State) M
Reutdent | Under & S te 12T 18 to 44| &% to b4} 4% yi-r- e years 18 yesrs I yeers
Regian, division, end tate popuistion years yeurs yeara yeurs snd gver snd aver tnd over snd sver
UNIERE STOTP8erncnneeeorenssarasvass 231,806 12,372 #3,39 97,677 4o, ut8 1,824 183,101 168, 189 136,170
NOPTRPEE, rassenescnatsensssnssnencas 49,450 3,212 9,326 20,290 10,139 5,248 40,180 (. 36,918 ), 290
Met EAEEANT, urtinsiiornvarssarcutoscnsnns 12,493 189 2,347 5,4 2,697 1,384 10,190 9,38} 4,656
Widdle AtIantiC.u.iuureseevcessncacvacnsses Jo,90) 2,62) 6,979 15,014 1,842 4,702 29,949 27,581 23,836
BOTEN Cantral,.iosuersrnscraconcasoces 48,927 4,832 11,735 ,477 11,180 4,902 46,497 42,879 39,389
41,385 1,160 8,189 11,367 1,981 4,708 32,797 30,035 17,742
Taut NOPTA CONCrale.ee.cssscecorsasocsasans 17,342 1,322 3,386 7,109 3,220 2,228 13, 100 12,804 11,647
BONER . s asrnnstaccrensarsrtansansoans 78,1 3,94 15,673 32,810 16,747 8,957 61,811 86,518 32,222
SAULR AL NAIC.cuiisasnsenasassosacransaens 8,21 2,680 1,137 16,070 1,501 4,888 30,578 28,228 26,138
Tast South Contrul.civsesvsvotsenernccinns 1‘.'12 1.141 3,092 &, 080 20750 1,737 l!,’?’ lo's,s 5.170
Yeat SAULN Contral.sciceccesvavaovsvenacas| . 23,121 2,1%¢ §,245 10,655 4,480 2,573 19,35% 17,709 16,314
BOUt . uoraroataroccasserartntnrncnrssee 43,013 3,681 8,637 19,399 4,202 4,59 15,644 32,4697 30,270
BOUNE BN e euarraarcracsrassasrocansasesses 11,967 1,09 2,071 5,183 2,060 1,18 9,162 3.402 7,152
T ¥ £ 1 33,049 2,388 6,168 14,714 5,16t 3, 440 26,202 26,295 22.518
¥ee Ingland:
NN resenssennnnnstecnsrasssasmnntonne 1,133 v, st 228 440 218 16? %02 #2e 762
New HRSOENLIr ¥ ovesvcacerdarssrassavennne | 951 ? 8¢ 188 38 178 109 Tel 897 (73]
VOrmONt. o uracrcarssnrnarenorvaraccses 314 8 102 225 %0 80 410 37e %)
BRSERCAUBETT S, erserannsernasssassennsone 5,081 (v, 351 1,064 2,468 1,149 751 &, 748 4, dse .00
Anode ‘Ialsnd.., e " s 17 1% 199 132 17 728 873
COBRECEIEUT, cesusreassasrrrassavassrrion 1137 19 391 1,318 863 18? 2,582 2,370 2.200
Niddle Atlantie:
BEY TOPR.couctsasesersnersnsrnenrasvence 17,659 v 1.1 1,317 7,208 1,687 2,198 14,8 13.15¢ 12,215
B JOTIEY. . icaateorsaarararnssrsasonon 7,633 7 478 1,627 3,002 1,602 300 5,033 3,53 5,158
PRNARPIVANLS . veicsannsonsssasnecosennnss 11,8645 173 2,215 &, N8 2,33 1,606 9, 841 8,376 8.285
Zast Morth Central:
OMUOucrsssrasarssssasronsaratasssnnssrns 19,791 |v 810 2,183 4,65 2,138 1,22 8,526 7,818 7.2
TBA3NB, causrsirnssrsnarnssnsrornstornn 3,471 v/ a0 1,125 2,17 1.034 §le ., 289 1,926 3,619
11120039, sesrrasrsacrsaarssarsnnssasnese 11,048 :9 an 2.237 L4, 192 2,204 1,31 9,051 8,110 2,892
LGB EON. s nuserseesaseascsosnsasssrons 9,109 r\/ Y1 1,89 3,458 1,708 9oL 7,158 §,530 5,019
WEBCOBMIN, crsarsrsrarasassonnearsanrrsas 4,785 EL3) 932 1,982 LE 192 3,774 3,650 1,180
Test North Centrsl:
NI NAEI0t8. cnreeneesnaasnsnasasnnvonssres 4,133 v 329 'IT 1,761 730 502 3,263 2,991 1,787
10WS . cvrensnesnsrrnotroronsarsasorstonss 2,508 v, 27 370 1,162 sS4t %01 1,296 2.10% 1.95%
Wiesauri, ... W98 (v, I 930 2,008 957 868 1,90 3,829 1,358
North Dekots 670 y 19 134 78 17 %% $20 417 wl
B0ULh DENOLA,, . cesarssasserarssnssarnces 691 .13 139 289 127 %% LEY 30 451
BEDTORKS 4 e vnreraennsessrennrnsernsnrnne 1,386 [V 130 i 84s 289 12 1,263 1,148 1.0%9
KNORD .. seessranrrsnsorsnssassnssncdnnan 2,408 7 19% 452 992 4% 116 1.904 1,781 1,529
South Atlentic: .
DOLATEE €, arenssnercntonasnrarsancenseras 802 :? 43 116 200 120 &1 ) 423 08
BaTYLONG,ueserraarsnrcsensnsearsarasanse 4,265 289 423 1,891 843 420 3,648 3.15¢ 1.909
District Of Columbifsserevmvosvanantnsas (311 v 39 99 194 122 13 528 %94 453
YIPEINIA, sosseasasssssonsraoncornranense 5,491 V‘// 80 1,058 2,487 1,049 97 4,409 .05 3. "2
' cees 1,8 163 199 m 108 267 1.532 1,60% 112
cevaes 6,019 V; Ll 1,200 2,388 1,187 548 4,797 4,402 o, 088
$oUth CarcliNl, eesusncersrssccarsansaas 3,20) 250 &75 1,380 $a2 30 2,497 2,218 2,089
GROPEIN. susuvtcarsvnssassrancssnancnssns $,039 v 438 1,190 1,45 1,008 L49 L 6.911 3. 684
FlOTLd0. s asunartsorrcroccrcronstonsanns 10,416 M 851 1.1 3,950 1,223 1,308 8,38? 7,987 7.69)
Tagt 3outh Centrsl:
EORRUCKY o aseconscssssstoscrcsncrenrans 3,647 ? 284 738 1,524 474 426 2,470 2.525 1,622
TENARIOCR, .t sssrrcorvrsnrnsonanrrensass 4,431 i 929 L, 93t 897 542 3,693 1,390 3162
ALEBEBE. cieervverariestnsosarvsornannuesn 3,94) / 302 228 1,004 %7 4t 1.080 1,812 2,598
MUERLOIPDE  enurnnaarsnroncntovnrasnsane 1,351 31 576 1,007 b 299 1,936 1,782 1,80%
Yeat South Central: '
ATRANGAR, couirnotroatronersananntontoces 2,9 ¢ 117 472 1846 %32 m .19 1,842 1,328
LOUIBL8N0e ey avsrrcernarresanssanransann 6,382 '/, 192 951 1,84 157 419 1,330 1,920 1,170
ONLADERE v e evnensnsnrmenesnonsreneen 3, 2 621 1,30 399 150 21389 20298 | 20133
TOXEeesteantcanttotsnastantseatrastans 13,200 /l,m 1,200 6,518 2.691 1,462 11,743 10,751 $.890
Nountain:
BORTAAS . 4 eeeisenarnsrresnrasesnncnansans 01|V 6 162 133 143 %0 822 533 s
14880, s oo assrecsstnsessnncrcanssacsaans 963 |~ 9% 24 39) 160 10t ns 835 a0
FYORANE . 1 rurnrurnrrasronnnsnrasnesnnnes s02 v so 103 228 81 9 77 3%r 12
Colersdo.... 1,045 |7, 243 542 1,428 $18 284 2,404 It 1.0ut
Bee mextes., 1,359 [V 128 296 $7 7 128 1.032 937 259
ATIROBS . eeieiterstuartenssversrosrsarsia 2,860 7 239 571 1,147 122 340 2,231 1,069 1,902
URAB.cacanvnorrouvacearcansrsnasarnansns 1,55 204 s 636 219 18 107 97% 483
MPYEER . o iaisariranestrruraterTanrasarans FT  A ¥ 164 397 178 7 100 b3t 800
Meifie:
WO ABIOETON . casavanrsrinsearvasanesssns 4,263 v m 308 1,87 766 Whe 3,363 310t 1.8
OTREON, 4 e viuninncasasnsesrasesasssasesas 7.649 |v° 208 501 1.138 473 138 1,09 1.938 1.3¢2
CaLLTOPNIN. . earaennssasconsrrosescansns 2,72 (v 1,917 4, 5817 11,02e «, 560 1,58 19.720 18,139 16.39°
ALMBRE, ,  iiaunsesnrsernsanscrcsnnsnanas 438 7 & 93 24 80 13 I 19" i
MBWRLL,, uesavearioatnoatsnetrossonnrane 994 8 194 030 181 a5 777 e 859
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Estimates of thé Population of Puerto Rico and the

Outlying Areas; 1970toc 1981

(Estimates in this report supersede those tor 1970 to 1978 pubtished in Current Population Reports, Series
P.25, No, 872. Estimates for Puerto Rico and the outlying areas tor earlier years appear in Currem

Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 603 and 336;}.

This report presents estimates of the population for July 1,
1970, to 1381 for Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands of the
United States, Armerican Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mari-

" ana (slands, and the rermainder of the Trust Territary of the

Pacific Islands.! Census counts for 1970 and 1980 are aiso
shown for each of the arvas. These areas had an estimated
population of 3.6 million in 1981, Small areas under
American jurisdiction in the Pacific Ocean, such as Midway,
Wake, and Canton Islands, and Johnston Atoll, are excluded;
there were 1,082 persons on these islands in 1980.

The report also presents the components of population
change for these areas for the 1970-87 period: births, deaths,
and net migration (the number of persons migrating into a
particular area minus the number migrating from the
areal. In some of the areas shown, net migration is not
estimated directly but is derived as the difference bgtween
the total amount of change and naturai increase. -

METHODOLOGY

Because the availabitity of data relating to population
change varies from territory to territory and the concentra-
tion of special population groups in some of the areas makes
it difficult 10 rely on standard methods, differerit procedures
are used for each area.

Puerto Rico. The estimates for Puerto Rico were based an
the 1970 and 1980 censuses and on reporied statistics for
each of the components of population change. Because of
the incomplete reporting of births, this component has been
corrected for underregistration by the Commonweaith gov-
ermmen:, The migration component was derived from
monthly passenger statistics on arrivals 1o and departures

S ——————

' As of Qctober 1, 1979, the Canat Zone ceased to be under the
“jursdictign, controt, or sovermignty’ of the United States There-
fore, population estimates sre no fonger shown for this area For
estimates through 1976, see Current Popuiation Feports. Series P25,
No. 731,

trom Puerte Rico compiled by the Commonwealth govern-
ment, The migration estimate for Puerto Rico 15 the sum of
centered 12-month moving averages of the reparted manthly
data., This compensates fgor bias introduced by short-term
flugtuations in passenger data which reflegt the seasonai
movement of transients (tourists and other visitars) rather
than the movement of migrants to a new residence. The
maovement of transients tends to cancel gut over longer

periods, :
Net movement between the civilian population and the

Armed Forces is based on the reported number of indug-
tions, enlistments, and separations in Puerto Rico through
1975, These data were not availabie fer the years after 1975,
Net movement for those years was assumed to be zero,
Estimates made for the intercensal period, April 1, 1370,
10 April 1, 1980, were adjusted for the 198Q error of closure,
the difference between the 1980 c¢ensus count and the
provisional April 1, 1980, estimate. {See the Limitations
Section for an analysis of the error of closure.l The error of
closure was distributed throughoul the 1Q-year pericd 1n
propartion 10 time elapsad since 1970 and population size, as
measured by the provisional population estimates. A detailad
description of this procedure, also used to compute nter.
censal estimates for States and counties, is available fraom the
Poputation Divisian, Bureau of the Census, Washinglon, D.C.. ~
20233,

Virgin lslands. The estimates for the Virgin Islands were
based on the 1870 and 1980 censuses and reported brrths
and deaths. Component Method Il was used o esumate net
migration. In this method, net migration 15 estimated on the
basis of school enrollment or school census data using
the difference between the actual population of elementary
school age and the popuiation of s¢chool age expected on the
basis of the most recent census and births since the census, A
more detailed discussion of the method can be found In
Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 640. No
intercensal adjustment was necessary for the Virgin Istands.

For taie by the Sucerintzngent of Doguments, U.S. Government Printing Otfice, Wasnington, D.C 20402 Postage stamos not acceptapie, Currency
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lation Raports sre sold 10 two subscHoton packages. Senes P 20, P23 2.27, and P-60 are svalaote for $90 per vesr [$22 50 aaditignar tor foregn
maiing). Series P25, P26, ang P-28 sre svailanie tor $22 car year {85 80 addiucnal for foreign mailing) The singlecooy price of g report s
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TLULIC L. cstiniales vt ik I CSINEIHL diid LiIYIUdI Foplidlivins l:H Fuel W RICY dNW L WULIYHIg
. Areas of the Un States: July 1, 1970, to July 1,4
{Pur "L Livo pounded tn pearest thousand and outlying arvas to nearcst hundred)
Teme uf popslation and areu ‘ 1981 1980 1979 1974 1977 1999
RESIDENT POPULATION . ’
Caribbean Apuas I
PUCETO REGOu e s anensernensnsoonon tersarana 4,251,000 ::3,.07 0001 J,le5,000 ) 3,115,000 3,078,00¢ : 3,03.,000
VIrRsn 18landm. oo cevrnreasrvoarvsnsae 99,400 97,700 96,200 95,900 93,200 96,200
Pacifiv Arvas ?
AMurican Samod.cieerscsrvironrensiiaarena 33,000 ::: 32,400 32,000 31,400 30,800 | 30,300
QU et vt vivareosannanrassernranensseas 109,900 107,000 103,900 102,000 101,200 : 102,500
Trust Territory of the Pacific [slands, v/’ o :
excluding Sorthern Mariana Islanaot..... 116,300 V//115,b00 113,300 111,200 , 10%,200 107,000
Northern Mariana lslands!.........000n.. 17,300.r 16,900 16,500 lo,100 ;| 15,700 ° 15,300
. i . '
CIVILIAN POPULATIUN ) N . i i
Cariobear Areas : ;
| . ’
Puvrto R160....000uean eirrese e nasana 3,248,000 13,202,000 3,162,000 | 3,111,000 3,074,000 i 3,020,000
VArRLR 151ands..eieieviinesas Cereriaieaes 99,400 | 97,700 | 96,200 95,900 ! . 93,200 90, 200
I
, t
Pacific Arcas ! o
i i
Aauvrican Sanua ...... Prceareseerrarsraanas 33,000 312,400 32,000 31,00 310,800 v, 300
Guas, ..... e ereenaa rresstdacacraanns 101,400 97,000 94,600 92,300 - 91,00 ! 91,80
Trust Territory of the Pacific Jslands, | ]
excluding. Sorthern Mariana Islancds*,.,.. 118,200 £15,500 113,10¢ 111,000 ! 109,100 102, 30¢
Sorthern Mariana Islands!........ciuuunns 17,300 le,900 19,500 16,100 | 15,700 15,300
™D ot pepulation and area 1975i 197« | 1973 1972 1971 1970
RES {DENT POPULATION ' I . :
| .
Caribhcan Arvis ] i
i |
PUCFTO RIC e vt nnenrnrnn. Cebeeearraaene 2,933,000 :,aa:‘,ouoi 2,862,000 | 2,8ar,000  2,7et,00v 2,01, 00
VIrcin Islamiis.e.cinravsnnnane temreaaanana . 94,500t . 89,900 | 84,100 78,300 70,90u od, 5y
1 !
Pacifac Arcas i i
Amcrican Samod. ... sauaann servetartianna 29,600 29,100 ! 28,600 ‘28,2100 27,700 27,30¢
GUAM . v v s v anenns Pt eirriaeanaeaan reavaa 102.looi 101,300 105,600 9o, 800 : 92,300 8o,5uL
Trust Territory of the Pacafic Islands, i I i ; !
excluding Northcrn Mariana Islands?,, ... 104,800 102,500 | 100,00¢C | 95,300 92,340 R4
Sorthern Mariana Islands?. . cvvnvvnenns. 14,900 ! 14,600 14,200 13,000 - 13,00¢ 12,%0¢
CIVILIAN POPULAT.ON ! | _
Caribbean Aruas - | | g
) ' i .
' i ; , s
L B Y T s tesen e tennenas ! 2,929.000| 1,881,00¢ 2,854,000 ¢ 2,84L0,00C 1,701,000 ; 2,70 QU
Vasean Islands..e.iiaiaia.s cerees N Y4,500 3%, %0t [ 84,100 | 70,300 79, 90u 83, 30¢
) . '
Bac1iic Arcas : | I !
i | } !
1 N
AMCIICAN SAMU. 4 v vt ernennneeersnennnnss , 29,500 29,000 ! 28,000 28,200 | 27,700, 3,200
GUAM. .t vinivirvnraaras crervireeirniin | 91,200 89,500 87,400 | aa.soo'l 81,000 Ts,200
Trust Territory or the Pacifae lslands, ; ! .
ex¢luding Northern Mariana slands?,,.,, 104,600 102,300 | 99,700 ¢ 9e, 100 ! 92,200 89,100
Northern Mariana Islands',.... Creena caen la, 900{ 14,000 . 14,200 i 13,000 I 13,000 i 12,00

'Estamates consistent with the Appurtionment Coensus ol Sceptember 1973,

Svu

text for lurther vxplanation.



»DISABLED CHILD PROGRAM
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—_
Tak'e 125, —Benefi its in current-payment status for children: Number, by type of ch:id beneficiary and by State, Jun
1980
Children
. Under sge 12 0f = Diggbled, aged 13 or alder of = Scudents aged 14-1) of =
Retired | Disabled | Decenred Reticed | Disadled | Deceated Retired Di-;abled Decens
State Toul Toul | worher | worker | worket owl | wortker | wocker | worker | Towl | worker | worker | worke
Towl ...vivnnsn 4,704,143 7,502,249 )3.1.0”‘ 1,213,323 /1,931,909 | 441,704 137,641 32,439 2T1,628] T60.199| 138104 137.413) 4648
Alsbams . ..... PR 1i0.é$! 34,948 10,068 28,633 46,249 10,186 3,068 137 4,259 15,511 2.906 3,004 [X]
Alasks. ... e $.226 5,419 437 913 aam 194 47 1] 134 413 114 10 4
Afizona. 34,276 43,69) 4,917 13,919 24,937 3,208 1.183 s 1,132 1,378 1454 1,488 4.4
Arkansas. . 63,333 51,441 818 a1 2).763 5,328 1.827 498 3.003 1,046 1.43) 1,72 9
~ California . 198,263 190,204 30,616 100,380 159212 31,439 10,314 3.009 18,112 16,720 14,248 14,691 44,7
Cotorade. .......... 42,012 J2.208 .47 9,777 19,940 1,9 903 1M 1.851 7.451 1.230 1,243 4,9
sCanneeticut. . 44,374 32,900 2,344 10.186 19,464 3,840 1M Jjo2 1761 10.134 1,883 1,784 6.4
Deisware, . .. . 11,902 8,730 649 2.818 5,238 1,094 | i 70 T3 3,048 K] (131 1.J
* District of Columbia . 12,8130 1,988 132 1,473 6,288 1,026 m &4 & .19 ats ” .0
Flonda ......... ol 193,457 149,136 16,196 §3,596) 79,344 13,250 4,499 1,196 1,933 3047 5,944 4,489 180
Georgin.......... Lop 138,324 107.J39 3.026 38,066 60,447 11,360 ).168 141 $,982 19.715 1.660 4,372 12,6
Hawan ...... e 19,491 14,211 5,568 3.941 4,702 1,336 103 (4] 138 1944 983 436 1.8
jdaho .. ... 16.298 12,762 1,350 3,705 7.707 1,297 464 [ m 1229 308 146 1.3
Mhinow. .oovaenens 203,311 147,198) 12,608] 40087 91,703 | 19.265 1,528 10587 12,679 35864 §.993 5.8061 24.)
indans............ 103,780 78,902 6,308 16,3721  44,11% 10,301 3,084 701 1.016 14,077 1.134 1,665 ¢
lows .. ............ .49 32,490 1136 N7 19,397 6,228 1.094 288 3.848 1.1 1.994% 1.3 4.
Kansas ............ 15,425 16.147 2.4482 7,436 16,214 4,128 [,4C% 182 1.537 $.134 998 101 b 2N
Kentueky. .......... 94,784 14,935 7.33% It 15,744 10,247 1161 907 4,179 9.602 1,893 n ut
Lovisians . ......... 111.36% $9.452 7,993 34,74) 47,206 9,40} 2,672 3 4,428 12,110 .91 1.629 )
Maine ... 1,794 17,374 1.57% 6,731 9,065 1,647 bl in 1,676 1,178 719 347 1,
Msaryland . ......... 1,788 $2.093 4274 11,644 35,173 8,623 1497 403 4,323 13,082 2,081 2.096 $
Massachusetts. ...... 98,147 66,185 5.1 22,3101 18,420 11,14} 32N 568 1304 20.589 1.656 40921 11
Michigan, . ......... 191,17 117,966 11,216 47,161 19,589 wn: 6159 1,88 11,163 34,459 5973 .24 21,
Minnesow . .. ....... 64,113 42,118 4,808 11,474 15,836 1.1 .10 99 4333 14,640 13,58) 13 .
Missasippr ... B 33,553 66,816 9,083 23,576) 33,787 4,413 1,978 i98 3.857 10,104 bR 2219 5
Missoun 100,963 71.148 10421 1,7 42,308 10,008 3,112 740 6,204 13,709 .82 1.827 4
Monuana . . 14,999 11,627 1,153 1,606 6,468 138 197 15 461 3,019 (18] $2% i
Nebratka. . 240899 17,101 i.530 3,106 11,066 3.9 996 109 1.880 4,212 140 ni 2
Mevida . 12,900 10,193 1.046 3,93t 6,916 36i 161 40 &0 1,446 126 123
New Hlmplh"( ..... 15,021 11,044 959 3,361 8,514 1,551 a 106 974 2,426 4a° 485 1
JNew Jersey ... 134,436 91,682 T.1991 31,599 54,944 12,438 3.540 (2]} §.467 17,934 4,492 6.085 t°
Naw Mexico | 13,231 21,600 1,291 9.68)] 14,866 1,934 o4 190 1.097 1.69° 758 143 ]
New York . .... 1 950,529( 138,448  IL032{  17,189) 129,408 ] 13917 11199 24401 237520 74687} 13,146, (7801} 43
Narth Caroling . ..., . 134,403 101,543 1.1 33.0!7 60,273 14,047 4,041 4l 9,060 22.80} 1,250 $.062 14
North Dakow . ...... [T ] 1911 1,148 1,080 4,70% 1,563 M 43 949 2239 643 350 l
Ohwo........, ceevs] 209,022) 180,683 11,763 §4,44% $4 442 22,154 5,118 1,668 14,450 34,013 5,421 T8 R
QObklahoma, .. ... Ve §7.118 45,340 4,044 16,223 25,017 5671 1,865 419 1394 $.148° 1,032 1,184 3
Oregon . ........... 43.41) 31.626 1.09) 10,114 15,238 1,901 1,330 250 328 7.882 1,448 1,438 4
Pennsylvama. . ...... 210,708 143,287 12,612 51,19 90,782 27,104 7.536 1,996 17,972 18,317 6.481 g0 1
Rhodelsland. ....... 17,454 12,144 139 4,658 4,647 1,879 s 98 1,383 Ll 3?7 102 2
South Carolina .. .«.. 11,949 §2.191 4,542 20213 37,436 1,278 19491 609 4118 12,523 400 2,692 g
South Dawow . ...... 12912 9,368 1.118 2,432 S8 1,822 518 H 943 2.082 318 3 |
Tennessee .. ........ 110,107 5.4 1,412 32,25) 44,449 10,04} 3.500 913 $.410 14,130 .43} 1.002 i
Texas ... ....0iinnn 269,412 116,958 4,181 63,451 129242 11,433 .06} 1,474 12,854 31040 5,785 5.4 1
Ush .............. 20,078 15,572 424 1,161 10,287 1,64t 583 9 917 1.862 [31.] 2 |
Vermont . .......... 9,648 1.0 414 1,648 Lne 1,069 100 &7 102 1,598 e 148
Yirginua. . ... 107,384 .20 6,934 26,997 44,242 10,457 2,960 54l 474 18,324 97 393 1
Wushingten. .. ...... 45,730 44,430 4,430 14,831 17.149 5,648 1,493 182 Y410 13.64% 1..66 2,497 |
Weat Virginia ., ... .. §8,1%% 44,498 4924 20,288 19,304 1,134 1.9480 750 4,404 6."2 1.203 1.887
Wisconsin ., ........ 13.4% 8382 6,041 19,8181 32.718 9.12% 3,334 a4 §.9%0| 15.3e4 YAt o
Wyoming .......... 4,]%0 5,097 41) 1124 1550 41 1 17 188 s12 187 9
Outlying aress:
Ametican Samoa . .. 1382 1,223 419 118 m 18 ? b 4 112 S0+ . 5
Guamt . ......... .11 1,140 130 175 735 1] 15 I 9 13 2 14
Puerto Rigo . . ..... 13,798 | 181,889 23826 87,9091 IT.884( )99 6,308 1.939 35,7621 1834 4602 1776
Yirgin lsinnds .. .. 1.1 1.924 adb 14 1,154 1] 31 4 4 ? I )6
Abroad ............ 40,07$ 49,530 14,599 7.698 27,13 J,047 1,132 $3 1,342 1.498 2.298 78l
- - ~ o . SO L lial @ nnlamane
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i B4 E UNITED STATES- UEPARTMENT OFf COMMERCE

¢ Bureau of the Cansus
\ f Washington, 0.C. 20233
."’n“o‘

October 11, 1983

Ms. Eunice Friend

Administration on Oevelopmental Disabilities
U.5. Department of Health and Human Services
200 Independence Avenue, S.W,

Washington, 0.C. 20201

Uear Ms, Friend;

This 1s in response to your telephone reqdest for estimates of the populatfon
18 to 64 years of age for certain outlying areas. The estimates are shown
below:

Resident population 18 to 64

Area v years of age on July 1, 1982
~ Puerto Rico - 1,758,000
¥irgin Islands : 52,900
Guam : 62,100
Northern Marfana Islands 8,900
American Samoa _ 16,500
Trust Territory 51,800

Estimates by age are based on the assumption that the proportion of the
population 18 to 64 years of age s the same on July 1, 1982 as {t was on
April 1, 1980, Estimates of the total population for these areas are based
on the 1980 census and reported components of change and will be published
tn October 1n Current Population Reports, Series P-25.

- If you have any questions, please call Jennifer Marks at 76§3-5072.

ancefely,

\* v 7
ROGé;iAf Héii?OT»Zfl%

Chief Population Division
Bureau of the Census



“Untia

Naunad

DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN FY 1983 AND FY 1984 ALLOCATIONS

STATE

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware ‘
District of Columbia
Florids

Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
Illinocis

Indiana

Towa
Kansas
Kentucky
Louvigiana
Maine

Maryland
Massachusetts
Michigan
Minnesota
Mississippi

Missouri
Mcontana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire

New Jersey
New Mexico
New York

Morth Carolina

North Dakota

BASIC SUPPORT

ATTACHMENT C

FY 1983 FY 1984
ALLOCATION ALLOCATION _ DIFFERENCE
882,160 895,475 + 13,315
250, 000 250,000 ok
403,815 451,852 + 48,037
503,180 515,918 + 12,738
3,247,555 3,406,279 + 158,724
417,194 413,664 - 3,530
505,583 468,559 - 37,024
250, 000 250, 000 * ok
250,000 250,000 ok
1,472,833 1,646,044 + 173,211
1,030,177 1,096,155 + 65,978
250,000 250,000 *k %
250, 000 250,000 *xk
1,795,161 1,782,382 - 12,779
1,008,868 1,013,472 + 4,604
559,168 533,738 - 25,430
415,937 388,866 - 27,071
824,466 839,762 + 15,296
840,304 839,915 - 389
252,797 250,699 - 2,098
651,229 637,689 ~ 13,540
1,026,761 949,811 - 76,950
1,613,727 1,605,546 - 8,181
727,551 694,246 - 33,305
620,146 626,728 + 6,582
949,816 930,885 - 18,931
250, 000 250, 000 Aok
298,977 282,251 - 16,726
250,000 /250,000 * kK
250,000 250,000 * k%
1,172,906 1,115,725 - 57,181
257,371 269,530 + 12,159
3,190,111 2,977,408 - 212,703
1,218,184 1,263,982 + 45,798
250, 000 250, 000 * 4
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Page 2 - Basic Support Allocation Differences

STATE

Ohio
Oklahoma
Oregon
Pennsylvania
Rhode Island

South Carolina
South Dakota
Tennessee
Texas

ptah

Vermont
Virginia
Washington
West Virginia
Wisconsin

Wyoming )
American Samoa
Guam

Puerto Rico
mrust Territory

Virgin Islands

Northern Mariana
Islands

***No Change

-

FY 1983 FY 1984
ALLOCATION ALLOCATION DIFFERENCE
1,994,124 1,950, 448 - 43,676
548, 400 540, 064 - 8,336
414,981 436,881 + 21,900
2,293,672 2,203,200 - 90,472
250, 000 250, 000 *de k
646,971 697,962 + 50,991
250, 000 250,000 *k e
955, 187 991,759 + 36,572
279,426 302,848 + 23,422
250,000 250, 000 wxn
946,749 941,269 - 5,480
597,675 629,215 + 31,540
496,537 505, 660 + 9,123
908, 626 862,858 - 45,768
250, 000 250,000 Cwkk
135,000 135,000 *
135,000 135,000 *hx
1,032,937 1,469,253 + 436,316
135,000 171,247 + 36,247
135,000 135,000 ok ok
135,000 135,000 *de ke
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DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN FY 1983 AND FY 1984 ALLOCATIONS

STATE

Alabama
Alaska
Arizona
Arkansas
California

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware :
District of Columb
Florida .

Georgia
Hoawaii
Idaho
Illinois
Indiana

Iowa
Kansas
Kentucky
Louisiana
Maine '

Maryland
Massachugsetts
Michigan* .
Minnesota
Mississippi

Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada

New Hampshire .

New Jersey
New Mexico
New York

North Carolipna
North Dakota

PROTECTION AND ADVOCACY

FY 1983 FY 1984
ALLOCATION ALLOCATION DIFFERENCE
146,004 170,896 + 24,892
50,000 50,000 *k
68,145 86, 240 + 18,095
83,284 98,461 + 15,177
537,634 650, 109 + 112,475
70,090 77,562 + - 7,472
83,67¢ 89,421 + 5,742
50,000 50,000 ol
50,000 50,000 ol
243,819 314,155 + 70,336
170,520 209,200 + 38,680
50,000 50,000 ¥* ok
50,000 50,000 * ok k
297,128 340,163 + 43,035
166,981 193,419 + 26,438
92,544 101,860 + 9,316
68,844 74,214 + 5,370
136,447 160,262 + 23,815
139,085 160,294 + 21,209
50,000 50,000 il
107,799 121,703 + 13,904
169,945 181,267 + 11,322
267,082 306,410 + 39,328
120,422 132,495 + 12,073
102,644 119,609 + 16,965
157,207 177,656 + 20,44°
- 50,000 50,000 *
50,459 53,868 + 3,409
50,000 50,000 * ok x
50,000 50,000 falalad
194,137 212,932 + 18,795
. 50,000 52,210 + 2,210
527,983 568,215 + 40,232
201,624 241,227 + 39,0603
50,000 50,000 *x x





