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ABSTRACT

This report is a sequel to Human Resources in the Ozarks Region...With
Emphasis on the Poor, published in May 1970 as Agricultural Economic Report
No. 182. Prepared by the Economic Research Service, U. S. Department of
Agriculture (USDA), in cooperation with the Agricultural Experiment Stations
at the Universities of Arkansas and Missouri, AER 182 examined the socio-
economi ¢ conditions of rural people in the Ozarks region of Arkansas, Missouri,
and Oklahoma. In the sample of 1,413 household heads in that study, 31 percent,
or 439 heads, reported total or partial disabilities. The current report
describes and analyzes these 439 heads and their households. Of these house-
holds, 41 percent were in poverty. Household heads' incomes were small because
many were unable to hold regular jobs and most heads were of advanced age.
They generally had low skills and very few had completed high school. Nearly
44 percent of those who had jobs were farmers. Medical expenses in households
with disabled heads were quite high and only 70 percent of them had any health
insurance. Keywords: Disability, poverty, income, education, emp loyment,
Ozarks region, rural areas.
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HIGHLIGHTS

Over 30 percent of household heads in a 1966 survey of i-ural Ozarks house-
holds were partially or totally disabled. Perheps 10 to 15 percent of these
439 heads have the potential for rehabilitation and subsequent gainful employ-
ment.

Nearly a fourth of the household heads reported disabilities they con-
sidered to be permanent, and nearly a fourth indicated they were totally dis-
abled. Over 83 percent of the male household heads and 90 percent of the
female household heads had visited a doctor or clinic for help during the past
year (1965). Medical expenses were high; in 1965, four out of 10 had medical
or dental bills from $100 to $500. Seventy percent of the disabled household
heads had insurance for these bills; the rest relied on help from public agen-
cies, friends, and relatives.

Only one in six operated a farm; 86 percent of these operators owned the
land they farmed. In both farm and nonfarm households, some food was purchased
for home consumption. Two-persun households were reported b, 54 percent of
the farm and 44 percent of the nonfarm households. At the other end of the
scale, 18 percent of the farm and 15 percent of the nonfarm households had
five or more members.

More than half the disabled household heads were over 65 years old. Most
heads were male. Generally, more households headed by females were in poverty
(based on household size and income) than were those headed by males. Less
than 3 percent of the households with female heads but 15 percent of those
with male heads had incomes of $5,000 or more a year.

Incomes were small--annual earnings for seven out of 10 households were
less than $2,000. Occupation of the disabled household head was another in-
fluence on the size of income; household heads in unskilled jobs earned less
than $3,000 annually. Only operators or professional workers earned $5,000
Oor more a year.

Few disabled household heads held more than one job--18 percent of those
living on farms and less than 1 percent of those not living on farms. Absentee-
ism due to disability was not high. Less than 30 percent of disabled household
heads working full-time lost up to half a year from their jobs. On the average,
part-time workers missed more weeks than full-time workers did.

Nearly 60 percent of the disabled household heads reported holding one
job during a 5-year period preceding the 1966 survey. Household heads 45 to
64 years old seemed to remain wnemployed longer than did household heads in
the other age groups.

Few disabled household heads had completed high school--one in nine--and
only six held a college degree. Amount of education affected their economic
status; heads with no formal education were in poverty or the marginal class
(annual income of $3,000-$4,999), while none of the college graduates were in
poverty. Over 80 percent of disabled household heads with a grade school edu-
cation or less were in poverty.




The economic position of the disabled household heads seemed to influence
the amount of education they thought their children needed. Household heads
with household income of less than $3,000 a year considered high school
sufficient; household heads with hcusehold income of $3,000 or more a year
thought a college education was necessary.




A PROFILE OF DISABLED HOUSEHOLD HEADS AND SPOUSES IN

RURAL AREAS OF THE OZARKS REGION

By 0. Wendell Holmesl/

INTRODUCTION ;

Physical disabilities tend to decrease a person's earning potential.
People who are totally disabled, especially if they have such poverty-linked
characteristics as advanced age, low educational level, unemployment, lack of
marketable skills, and little or no source of income, will almost certainly
be in poverty. Similarly, those who are partially disabled and also have
poverty-linked characteristics will probably be in poverty.

In a study of the socioeconomic condition of rural people in the Ozarks
region in 1966, over 30 percent of the random sample of 1,413 household heads
reported some degree of disability.2/ Because it was thought that a profile
of the disabled heads and their households would be useful in formulating and
evaluating rehabilitative programs for them, the data for these households
were analyzed in this report. The rural parts of the 125 countles delineated
as - the Ozarks Economic Cevelopment Region in 1966 constituted the study area.3/

LEVEL OF DISABILITY

Questions on various aspects of the health of the 1,413 respondents
were asked in two different parts of the schedule used in the 1966 survey. All
answers were based on the respondents' 8elf-evaluation of their health. As
mentioned, nearly a third of the household heads reported disabilities of some
type (table 1).4/ In an early part of the interview, household heads were ‘
asked their employment status; 88 indicated they were totally disabled and not i
working. Fourteen household heads who, at the beginning of the questionnaire,
simply said they were retired changed their self-evaluation to being disabled
and thus retired, after more thorough qyierying. In a later section that ex-
plored their health status more fully, 102 indicated they were totally dis-
abled. This figure is the one used here and in the report by Hoover and Green
as the number of household heads who were totally disabled.

1/ Economist, Economic Development Division, Economic Research Service,
gtationed at Corvallis, Ore. '

2/ Herbert Hoover and Bernal L. Green. Human Resources in the Ozarks
Region...With Emphasis on the Poor, Econ. Res. Serv., U. S. Dept. Agr.,
cooperating with Agr. Expt. Stations, Univ. Ark. and Univ. Mo., Agr. Econm.
Rpt. 182, May 1970.

3/ The sampling procedure is explained in the reference cited in footnote 2.

4/ Tables appear at the end of this report.




Nearly all (97 percent) of the disabled household heads said their disa-
bility limited their ability to work or do chores (table 2). Spouses were not
as disabled; less than half had disabilities that limited their ability to
work, Of the 151 disabled spouses, only 14 were totally disabled.

Permsmency of Disabjllties

The respondents were also asked which of their disabilities were more or
less permanent. As was required from the makeup of the sample, all of them
reported having a disability of some type, with varying degrees of permanency.
Nearly one-fourth of the respondents considered themselves to be totally dis-
abled and the remainder, partially disabled. A disability due to problems
involving the heart or brain was the most frequently mentioned specific handi-
cap by both the totally and the partially disabled household heads. Nearly
one in six household heads reported such a handicap, which was a considerably
higher proportion than that for arthritis, the next most frequently mentioned
specific handicap. As shown in table 3, household heads mentioned a large
variety of disabilities, with various frequencies. For the spouses, the gen-
eral pattern was the same, with some types of disabilities mentioned frequently
and a few mentioned only occasionally (table %). As with the household heads,
the most commonly mentioned specific infirmity of spouses with total disability
involved the heart or brain. For those with partial disability, arthritis,
abnormal blood pressure, and problems involving the heart or brain were most
often mentioned and in that order. Accidents resulting in disabilities were
also frequently mentioned by the household heads. None of the disabled spouses
indicated any total disability due to accidents.

The differential in number of spouses and household heads totally dis-
abled from accidents may be because household heads had work-related injuries
and their evaluation of their disability may have been in reference to a full-
time job away from home. Spouses, however, may have evaluated their accident-
related injuries with regard to the ability to carry out housework. '

Medical Hélp Sought

As would be expected, a large proportion of the disabled household heads
had visited a doctor or clinic within the past year. Over 83 percent of the
‘male and 90 percent of the female household heads had made such a visit. The
frequency with which the spouse had visited a doctor was about the same as for
the head (table 5). Many of their disabilities were evidently not serious
enough to warrant annual visits. Most of the disabled household heads who
did seek medical help went to their own private physician. A few visited a
clinic or a chiropractor, or used home remedies (table 6).

Many reasons were given for visits occurring within the past year (1965).
Hovever, the reason most often mentioned by both partially and totally
disabled household heads and spouses was that of seeking help for problems
involving the heart or brain (tables 7 and 8). Accidents necessitating medical
‘help were another common cause for visits to the doctor. ’
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Medical Insurance

In 1965, four out of 10 of the partially or totally disabled household
heads reported family medical or dental bills of $100 to $500. As would be
expected, families with household heads who were totally disabled had more
often incurred greater expenses. A higher proportion of respondents with
partial disability reported bills that placed them in the lower dollar cate-
gories--in particular, those under $100--shown in table 9.

About two-thirds of the disabled household heads reported having some
health insurance. The proportion was higher for the partially disabled
(71.5 percent) than for the totally disabled (58.8 percent). The type of health
insurance most frequently reported by both partially and totally disabled
household heads was Medicare. Some had commercial insurance and some had a
combination of Medicare and commercial insurance (table 11).

Since possession of health insurance was reported by only about 70 percent
of the household heads, many were without any protection against medical ex-
penses (table 12). Ten percent of the disabled--nearly the same number of par-
tially and totally disabled--had medical expenses of $50 or more and no health
insurance. They used various methods to pay these bills. The most commonly
reported method was that of obtaining help from a welfare organization. Assist-
ance was also received from relatives, veterans services, and other public
agencies (table 13).

DELINEATION OF POVERTY

Though household income alone has frequently been used to determine whether
a family is in poverty, such a measure has shortcomings. To provide a better
measuring tool, the Economic Research Service developed a household size-income
classification. In this, size of household is used to adjust income data and
bring both measurements--household and income-—to a more common and comparable
base. The first two classes contain those households in poverty. Class 3 has
the marginal group; the household is in or out of poverty depending on several
factors. Classes 4 and 5 contain those households not in poverty (table 14).5/

With this classification method, over 41 percent of the disabled household
heads were considered to be in poverty. Of these, nearly 8 percent were in
serious poverty, with annual household incomes less than $1,000 and family size
ranging from one to eight persons. About one~third of the household heads were
in class 3, the marginal category. With a small change in income or the addi-
tion of another family member, these households could easily move into class 2
‘and be considered in poverty. Their marginal situation makes their economic
position hardly tenable.

Compared with the entire sample in the Ozarks study, the disabled respond-
ents were in a poorer economic position. Only 25 percent of all respondents
in the sample were in poverty, compared with over 41 percent of the disabled
respondents. The marginal class contained 33 percent of the disabled household

5/ For more detail on development of these classes, see the Hoover md Green
report cited in footnote 2.
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heads, compared with 28 percent of all household heads in the sample. Hence,
more of those in the total sample were out of poverty and in classes 4 and

5. Disability, when coupled with large family size and small income, is a real
hardship for many households.

GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS

Residence and Family Size

The majority of the disabled household heads studied lived in residences
that were not directly related to farming. Only one in six lived on a farm.
The most frequently reported size of household for both farm and nonfarm resi-
dents was two persons (table 15). Fifty-four percent of the farm and 44 percent
of the nonfarm households were composed of two persomns. Single-member house-
holds were reported by 25 percent of the nonfarm residents, but by only 3 per-
cent of the farm residents. The second most common household size for farm res-
idents was three persons, which was nearly identical to the mean household size
of 2.99. The mean size of nonfarm households was slightly smaller at 2.62.
Large households o€ five or more members were found among 18 percent of the
farm and 15 percent of the nonfarm households with disabled household heads.

Family size--the number of persons in the household--relative to the amount
of household income is frequently used as an indicator of economic well-being.
About half the households with two members had amual incomes between $1,000
and $1,999 (table 16). One in eight households had incomes under $1,000, and
four out of 10 of these contained more than one person. For those households
with less than $1,000 annual income, having more than one member put them in

serious poverty.
The most commonly reported size of household over all income levels was

two persons. This was also true for each income level individually, except
the lowest. For households at that level, nearly six out of 10 had one member.

Farm Tenure

Landovnership was the most common method of controlling land among the 72
disabled household heads who operated farms. Eighty-six percent of these farm
ers owned all the land they operated and an additional 6 percent operated both
owned and rented land (table 17). The remaining operators rented their land,
except one who functioned as a manager.

Home Production of Food

Most of the farm households with disabled heads produced some food for
home consumption. Though the amount was not -reported for individual house-
holds, eight of nine farmers produced garden products, ‘poultry, pork, or beef
(table 18).  Over 60 percent of the nonfarm residents produced some food for
home use, primarily garden products, though a few raised some meat animals.
Poultry was the second most frequently mentioned item, followed by beef and
hogs, for both farm and nonfarm households.

4
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GENERAL CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLD HEADS

Age

The mean age of all household heads in the 1966 Ozarks study was 55.
Disabled heads were considerably older, with a mean age of 64. The median age ;
for disabled household heads was 66. More than half the disabled household
heads were over 65 and nearly seven out of 10 were over 55. Only 4 percent
were under 35.

The mean age of the disabled farm residents was nearly 4 years l=ss than t
that of the disabled nonfarm residents (table 19). Up to a certain point,
advanced age and disability seemed to go together. The percentage of disabled ;
nonfarm household heads increased steadily until the 75-year category was .
reached, when the percentage declined. The situation was similar for farm ;
residents, except that the percentage increased through age 64 and then dropped
off. At the younger age levels, most of the disabilities seemed to be partial. ;
At age 35 and up through age 65, most of the respondents indicated that their
disabilities were total. From age 65 and up, a higher percentage of partial
disabilities was reported (table 20).

Advanced age and low income seem to be positively related among the dis-
abled household heads in the Ozarks. In all five of the household size-income
classes, more than two-thirds of the respondents were 55 or over (table 21).
In the two poverty classes and the marginal class 3, over three-fourths of
the respondents were 55 or over. These proportions are considerably higher
than for the entire Ozarks sample, where the percentage over 55 years ranged
from 37 for household heads in class 4 up to 70 for household heads in class 2.

Sex

In general, disabled male household heads outnumbered disabled female
household heads by more than three to one (table 22). The second household
size-income class {poverty class 2) had the largest proportion of male house-
hold heads of any class, and the third household size-income class (the margin-
al class) had the largest proportion of female household heads. Generally,
however, households headed by males had less tendency to be in poverty than
households headed by females.

The sex of the disabled household head was a very important factor in
income-producing ability. Only one in 13 male household heads but one in four
female household heads had household incomes which put them in the lowest
income category--less than $1,000 (table 23). The situation was similar for
the next lowest category--$1,000-$1,999--which contained less than one in three
of the households headed by males but one in two of those headed by females.
The other five income categories--$2,000 up to $10,000--each had a considerably
greater percentage of male household heads than female household heuds. Less
than 3 percent of the households with female heads had incomes of $5,000 or .
more, compared with nearly 15 percent of the households with male heads.

: 13 -




EMPLOYMENT AND INCOME

Household heads were in four employment status groups: employed, either
full or part time; retired; totally disabled; and housewives and a few house-
hold heads who were in the labor force but unemployed (table 24). The first
three groups each contained nearly 30 percent of the disabled household heads.

Nearly 70 percent of the household heads reported annual household income
of less than $3,000 and 46 percent had annual household income of less than
$2,000 (table 25). Of those household heads who were employed full-time, 40
percent reported household income of less than $3,000 a year. Over 62 percent
of the household heads employed part-time had annual household income of less
than $3,000. Most of the other disabled household heads—-wnemployed, house-
wives, retired, and totally disabled--had household income below $3,000 a
year.

Occupation of Household Head

Size of income received by disabled heads of households varied depending
on their occupation. Most household heads in unskilled occupations--such as
farmer, service worker, laborer, and clerical worker—-reported annual income
under $3,000 (table 25). Among household heads in all but five occupations
(professional worker, managerial worker, craftsman, operator, and nonfarm
laborer), more than half reported income less than $3,000 annually. 1In only
two occupations (professional worker and operator) did over half the disabled
household heads have an income of $5,000 or more annually.

Multiple Employment

Multiple employment of disabled household heads living on farms generally
involved one off-farm job in addition to that on the faxm. Very few disabled
household heads held more than one job (table 26) . Multiple employment was
reported by only 18 percent of the farm household heads and less tham 1 percent
of the nonfarm household heads.

For the seven farmers with multiple employment, the other job or jobs

generally involved a skill or trade. Clerical work, labor, and craftsman
were the jobs most commonly reported (table 27).

Regularity of Employment

Although all household heads studied here were by their own admission
disabled, absenteeism from work because of disability was not great. Most
workers, either heads or spouses who were also disabled, reported losing only
1 to 4 weeks from work the previous year because of dissbility. Less than 30
percent of the household heads were absent as much as half a year from their
jobs (table 28). ' o

For the disabled household heads working part-time, absenteeism was fairly
evenly divided between those who were absent 12 weeks or less and those who

6
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were absent 25 or more weeks a year. Since the part-time workers may have
greater health problems than full-time workers, their absenteeism rate may be
higher. The number of disabled spouses working part-time was so small that

no generalization can be made concerning the amount of time they lost from work
due to disability.

Unemployment

Nearly all disabled household heads indicated they had been in the labor
force at some time in the 5 years preceding the study. The highest percentages
of those who had been unemployed at some point during the 5 years were house-
hold heads under 35 and household heads 45 to 54 years old. Most household
heads without jobs had been umemployed only once in the 5 years (table 29).

One had been unemployed three times; another, six times. The length of time

the household head was unemployed varied considerably. For one man in the
category of 45-54 years, umemployment had been a real problem. He had experi-
enced at least six periods of umemployment in the 5-year period. For the others,
as age increased, length of unemployment generally increased. Household heads.
45 to 64 years old seemed to experience longer periods of unemployment; during
the 5 years considered, nine of the 20 in this category had periods of umem
ployment that lasted 5 months or more (table 29).

Job tenure was well established for the nearly six out of 10 disabled
household heads who reported having held one job during the 5~year period
(table 30). As age increased, a greater percentage of these respondents re-
ported having had one job. With increasing age, the likelihood of obtaining
another job diminishes. Older people may realize this and be more apt to try
to retain their current jobs than would younger people. A few household heads
reported having had four or more jobs in the 5 years preceding the study.

Most of the disabled household heads did not consider themselves to be
in the labor force. The disabled, housewives, military personnel, students,
and the retired are generally excluded.' Of the 102 household heads who reported
total disability, only six were in the labor force (table 31). Of the partially
disabled household heads, 30.3 percent were in the labor force.

Of the six in the labor force who were totally disabled, four were farmers
or farm managers, one was an operator, énd one was in the manager, official,
and proprietor category. Partially disabled household heads in the labor
force were employed in a number of occupations. The occupation most frequently
given was that of farming, as was true for the totally disabled. Other occupa-
tions--such as operative, craftsman, laborer, manager, service worker, clerical
worker, and professional worker--were also mentioned.

Effect of Disability on Earning Ability

D:I.sability. either total or partial, had a marked impact on the earning
ability of the household heads (table 32). Abont two-thirds of the disabled
household heads had annual incomes of less than $3,000. Only 12 percent of the
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partially disabled and 12 percent of the totally disabled household heais had
annual household incomes over $5,000 during 1966. Half the household heads
reporting disabilities which they regarded as total were in poverty classes 1
and 2 (table 33). Only 20 percent of those with total disability were in
classes 4 and 5 and thus not in poverty. The situation was sim.lar for those
with partial disability, with 38 percent in poverty and 26 percent in classes
4 and 5.

Sources of Income

Sources of income differed considerably in the number of times they were
mentioned. For those household heads who lived on a famm, income from farming
was reported the most frequently, as would be expected. In fact, it was
reported twice as often as the next source, income from retirement funds (table
34). Four out of 10 of the farm residents reported having farm income. De-
pendence on transfer funds, such as unemployment compensation and welfare, was
reported by only one in eight. Income from retirement funds was the most fre-
quently mentioned single source for the nonfarm resident. Welfare and unem-
ployment income were reported by 37 percent of all nonfarm respondents. As
vould be expected, income from farming was mentioned only rarely among the
nonfarm residents. For both groups, income from gsalaries wss the third most
often mentioned source.

Nearly three-fourths of all farm households with disabled household heads
reported gross farm income of less tham $2,500 (table 35). This large per-
centage is indicative of the poverty existing among many of the disabled farm
operators in the Ozarks. Regardless of family size, a gross income of this
g ount would put its recipient in poverty. Also, at the higher income levels--
.. example, $7,500 gross sales and up-—many units would be in poverty if the
fanily contained as many as three members.

Number of Earners in Household

The incidence of income earners was heaviest in favor of one for the
nonfarm households and two for the farm households (table 36). More tham 50
percent of the nonfam households had one earner, compared with 44 percent for
the farm households. A few nonfarm households had five or more income earners
end a few farm households reported no earmers.

EDUCATION

Attainment by Household Head

Educational achievement varied among disabled household heads. Although
nearly three out of four had completed eight grades or less, more of the house-
hold heads had received no schooling than had attended college. Only ome in
nine ‘had completed high school, and only one in 31 had any college education
(table 37). S S .




The number of years of education seemed to affect which household size-
income class a disabled household head would be in. Disabled household heads
with no formal education were either in poverty (class 1 or 2) or in the mar-
ginal category (class 3) (table 38). On the other hand, none of the college
graduates were in poverty. For those with just a grade school education, the
odds of being in poverty seemed great. More than 80 percent of the respondents
with 1 to 8 years of education were either in poverty or the marginal category.
As the number of years of education increased, the percentages in classes 1,

2, and 3 were reduced.

The impact of education on the number of disabled household heads in a
particular poverty class was especially marked when the number of persons in
classes 1 and 2 who had a high school education was compared with the number
in classes 1 and 2 who had less than a high school education. None of the
disabled household heads in class 1 and only 4 percent in class 2 had a high
school education. The number of persons with a high school education did in-
crease with each higher household size~income class. The rate of increase was
very small for the first few classes but rose substantially for classes 4 and
5. Only 8 percent in class 3 but 24 percent in class 4 and 32 percent in class
5 had a high school education. Eighty-eight percent of all the disabled house-
hold heads had less than a high school education.

Nearly 50 percent of all disabled household heads with 8 years or less of
education were in poverty, compared with only 21 percent of those with 9 or
more years. A few of those with less than 8 years of education were able to
get enough income to keep out of poverty and above the marginal class. On the
other hand, some with a high school education were not able to stay out of
poverty.

The amount of education which the disabled household heads had received
decreased in the older age groups. Table 37 shows the number in each age group
by the years of education they had received. As the age level increased, a
smaller proportion had completed 9 or more years of scrooling. Generally
increasing interest in getting an education was eviden. among the younger age
groups. Of those below age 35, 44 percent had completed high school, compared
with only 14 sjercent of those aged 35-54. However, very few of the household
heads, regardless of age level, had any college (3.2 percent), and fewer
(1.4 percent) had completed college.

A considerable difference existed in the employment status of disabled
household heads relative to the amount of schooling they had. With one ex-
ception, all household heads who reported no education were either retired,
unable to work, or housewives. The one exception was employed full time. Of
the six household heads who were college graduates, four were employed full
time, one was retired, and one was unable to work. The more education a
household head had, the greater his or her chancés of being employed. The
probability of employment for a household head with an eighth-grade education
was double that of one with less than 8 years of schooling. In addition, house-
hold heads with a high school diploma had a better chance of being employed
than did household heads with some high school. Similarly, household heads .
with a college degree were more likely to be employed than were household heads
with some college. Few of either the high school graduates or persons who had
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attended college were employed part-time. Part-time work was common among those
with less than a high school education.

Just as education was important in determining a disabled household head's
employment status, it was also important in influencing his or her specific
occupation. Sore occupations seemed to be restricted to persons with certain
levels of education (table 39). For example, all farm laborers were in the
group with no more than a grade school education. None of the farmers, cleri-
cal vorkers, craftsmen, ope.rators, housewives, unemployed, or household heads
who vere both retired and disabled6/ had more than a high school education.
However, no particular occupation was limited to those with high school train-
ing. The few household heads classified as professionals all had at least a
high school education.

The ,other occupations--such as laborer, service worker, and manager—--werc
not clustered at any one educational level. Lahorers were found at all levels
except among college graduates. Service vorkers had 5 to 16 years of schooling.
The amount of education which managers had ranged from 1 year up through col-
lege. Members of the retired and disabled griup could be found at all educa-
tional levels.

Generally, workers in certain occupational groups have greatly increased
chances of being in poverty--for example, farm laborers as opposed to skilled
workers, craftsmen, or professional workers. In the Ozarks, the chances of
being in poverty were two out of three for disabled farm laborers and better
than one out of two for those who were either unable to work or were in the
retired and disabled groups. For household heads in the rest of the occupa-
tions, chances of being in either of the poverty classes varied from nearly
one out of two for farmers to about one out of seven for operatives. No
professional or clerical workers were in the poverty classes (table 40).

Less than 14 percent of all disabled household heads indicated that they
were in nonfarm employment or that their last job had been in nonfarm work.
Of these, nearly 40 percent indicated that they had averaged over 41 hours of
vwork a week, with 8 percent reporting more than 60 hours a veek (table 4l1).
Nearly two-thirds worked 40 hours or less a week, and 13 percent worked 20
hours or less a week.

Education of Children

- The amount of education which the disabled household heads thought their
children needed seemed to be tempered by their economic position. Generally,
those with lower incomes thought their children needed fewer years of school-
ing than did those with higher incomes. '

Compared with household heads having annual household incomes of $3,000
or more, nearly twice as many household heads with annual household incomes
under $3,000 believed their children needed only a high school education

6/ It could mot be determined whether persons in the retired and disabled
group retired early because of disability, retired at the usual age, or were
affected by other circumstances.
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(table 42). Similarly, 34 percent of those with annual household incomes under
$3,000 and 67 percent with annual household incomes of $3,000 or more said
their children needed a college education.

What household heads thought their children needed in the way of an edu-
cation and what they expected their oldest son to obtain were not always the
same. When queried concerning the amount of education expected of the oldest
son, almost half of those in the higher income group expected their son to get
a college education (table 43). In some cases, expectations for their son's
education seemed greater than either their ability to finance it or the son's
willingness or ability to get it. For the lower income group, about one-third
expected their oldest son to complete college. The expectation of these
parents for the education of their oldest son was about equal to their state-
ment of his educational needs. It is not known whether heads with household
incomes under $3,000 annually were better able to provide for the education
they expected of their children or whether these household heads reduced
their expectations to conform more to their available resources.

Nearly half (48.7 percent) of the disabled household heads had children
who had dropped out of school. The dropout rate was highest for children of
families whose incomes put them in poverty. Over four-fifths of all dropouts
were members of households with incomes of less than $3,000 a year. Nearly
three-fifths were in households with incomes of less than $2,000 a vear. Only
4 percent were in households with annual incomes of $5,000 or more.

Reasons for dropping out varied by income. In households with annual
incomes of less than $3,000, 25.4 percent of the youngest of the children who
dropped out of school left to get married (table 44).7/ Nearly 20 percent
wanted to go to work; the same percentage refused to go to school; and 14
percent were needed at home. In households with annual incomes of $3,000 or
more, the children dropping out of school most frequently left to go to work.
Others left to get married, refused to attend, or had other reasons. House=
hold heads in either income group rarely listed poor grades as the reason their

children had quit school.

Most of the dropouts had completed grade school (table 45). One-fifth
quit before entering high school and two-fifths quit after about 2 years of
high school. One-fourth ended their formal education after completing high
school.

IMPLICATIONS

A high incidence of disability in an area indicates insufficient or
inaccessible medical and rehabilitative services--probably extending over a
long period of time. In the Ozarks, the scarcity of these services is exacer—
bated by income deprivation, advanced age of the rural household heads, and
geographic isolation--factors which affect accessibility to any services

7/ Household heads who had any children at home or living away who did not
finish high school were asked why the youmngest of such children had quit school.
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available. What, then, are the prospects for rehabilitating or otherwise
helping members of this disabled group to live more comfortably?

The success of rehabilitation services depends on identifying people whose
handicaps are such that these services may reasonably be expected to enable
them to work. And their occupation would need to be consistent with any re-
strictions on their capacities and abilities.

Because the data in this report reflect household heads' diagnoses of
disabilities, and medical confirmation was not obtained, estimating the re-
habilitative potential of this group is hazardous. However, if it is assumed
that one-third of those who are totally disabled and under age 55 and one-half
of those who are partially disabled and under age 55 have the potential for
rehabilitation, approximately 10 to 15 percent of all Ozarks household heads
reporting partial or total disability may have rehabilitative potential.8/

Many of the remaining 85 to 90 percent of the disabled household heads
need supplements to earned and other income. Four out of 10 of those aged
55 or older were in poverty. Disability payments and other nonwork income
received by this group shbuld be examined for adequacy.

8/ Upper age limits for rehabilitation are State-determined and may vary.
However, because each person accepted for rehabilitation must have reasonable
expectation of obtaining gainful employment, age 55-was used as the cutoff
in the estimates. No age discrimination was intended.
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Table 1.--Level of disability of household heads in survey, 1966

level of disability Household heads in survey

No. Pct.
None.....................‘... 974 68.9
Partial..................... -337 23.9
Total....................... 102 7.2

1/ Of this total, representing all household heads in a 1966 survey of the
Ozarks region, only 439 are analyzed in this report. The 1,413 is given to
establish a base for reference. For analysis of the complete survey, see
Hoover, Herbert and Bernal L. Green, Human Resources in the Ozarks Regiom...
With Emphasis on the Poor, Econ. Res. Serv., U. S. Dept. Agr., Agr. Econ.
Rpt. 182, May 1970.

Table 2.--Disabled household heads and spouses, by work limitations due to
disability, 1966

Work limitations s Head g Spouse
¢ No. Pct. No. Pct.
Yes.........................: 426 97.0 148 49.5
No..........................= 13 3.0 151 50.5
Total heads and spouses...: 439 100.0 299 100.0




Table 3.-~Level of disability of household heads, by health problems for
which heads have sought medical help, 1966

Level of disability

Health problem Partial i Total
¢ No. Pct. No. Pct.
Arthritis.cceecceccosocssnet 3 12,7 8 7.8
ASthmaceeesssssssoososssest 5 1.5 1 1.0
CancCereessssesssssossososes 2 .6 2 2.0
DiabeteS.eeessesssocessensst 8 2.4 3 2.9
Glandular.eceeeecosoessssesst 6 1.8 0 0
Heart or brain..eeeeoceeset 51 15.1 35 34.2
Blood pressure...ceesosseee 34 10.1 2 2.0
Loss of eyesight.ccossesss? 10 3.0 1l 1.0
Loss of hearing..coocoeees? 1 .3 0 0
NeTVe8:essosesooessoocsssst 11 3.3 2 2.0
Tuberculosis.ceeoeeessonsst 1 .3 2 2,0
TUMOYeeeeosvsoscsssssccsssst 0 0 1l 1.0
UlcCereisecessssssceessossnst 9 2.7 2 2.0
Weakness of 1imb8...cseeee? 6 1.8 2 1.0
Other disabilities........t 54 16.0 19 18.6
Childhood diseasesS.....e0s? 5 1.5 0 0
Disfiguration.scesesscosse? 1 3 1 1.0
Loss of limb8esseescssvasss 1 .3 2 2.0
Accident8.coeeoeoesoccenset 25 7.4 12 11.7
All other.eeeescscesccenest 44 13.0 7 6.8
Not applicable or no :
responsel/..cecevesveenest 20, 5.9 0 0
Total household heads...® 337 100.0 102 100.0

1/ Includes those who had not sought medical care for the specific problem
(not applicable) and those who did not specify a health problem but reported
disability (no response).




Table 4.—--Level of disability of spouses of disabled household heads, by
health problems for which spouses have sought medical help, 1966

Level of disability

Health problgm : Partial Total
¢ No. Pct. No. Pct.
Arthritis8..cccctceeeeccccees 22 16.2 1 7.1
ASthmaA.cseceseocssescccscnssl 4 2.9 0 0
CancCer.scessecessesscsccssess 2 1.5 2 14.3
DiabeteS:cees coensecccesenet 7 5.2 0 0
Heart or brain.ciecececesees? 17 12.5 4 28.6
Blood Pressure@.cceecccececss 18 13.2 1l 7.1
Loss of eyesight.ieeeececees? 2 1.5 1 7.1
Loss of hearing..cecececcecs? 1l o7 0 0
NerveS..eeoceoocsosccooscenss 10 7.4 1 7.1
Pneumonia..ceeececcceccccces 1l o7 1 7.1
L1 17 S 2 1.5 0 0
Weakness of limbS.ceececcees 3 2.2 0 0
Other disabilitieS..ceeeess? 26 19.1 1 7.1
Childhood diseaseS...ccvese? 1l .7 0 0
AccldentsS....ccevececesceses 3 2.2 0 0
All other.ee.:ceveeenneeceess - 10/ 7.4 2 14.3
Not applicable or no T
responsel/....cee0000ennnss 7 5.2 0 0
Total spouse@8...cvceseeesss 136 100.0 14 99.8

1/ Includes those who had not sought {nedical care for the specific problem
(not applicable) and those who did not specify a health problem but reported
disability (no respomse).
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Table 5.--Disabled male and female household heads and spouses visiting doctor

or clinic, by length of time since visit, 1966

Months

Spouse of~--

since last : : : :
visit : Male : : Male head : Female head
¢ No. Pct. No. Pet. No. Pct.
O=6ececcccoccccsess 241 120 80.5 1 100.0
7=12ccecececcccceess 38 9 12 8.1 0 0
13-24.c00eceeeceess 19 0 0 8 5.4 0 0
25=36ccccecccccccss 12 0o 0 3 2.0 0 0
37=48.ccceecccecect b 0o 0 0 0o 0 0
49 and over.......: 10 7 6.7 2. 1.3 0 0
No response.ceeeeot 9 3 2.9 4 2.7 0 v
Tota. heads and @
spouseS........: 335 100.0 149 100.0 1 100.0

Table 6.--Disabled household heads and spouses who sought medical

treatment, by type of action

Action taken

Visited private

physician...cceeoeet 198
Visited clinic......: 5
Visited chiropractor: 0
Used home remedies..: 1
(07,7} AP | 18

No.

Total heads and'

spo‘meaoooooooooo 222

taken, 1966
s Spouse
No. Pct.
86 89.6
3 3.1
1 1.0
0 0
6 6.3
96 100.0




Table 7.--Level of disability of household heads, by present health problems
for which heads sought medical care within the past year (1965), 1966

level of disability
Health problem :

Partial : Total
: Number Percent Number Percent

Arthritis....ccoeeeaeest 13 3.9 5.8
ASthmaeeececoscossonsesel 4 1.2 1 1.0
CancCersecesescssssssset 1l .3 1 1.0
DigbetesS.ccsessesssesaet 5 1.5 3 2.9
Glandular...ceresccosses 3 9 0 0
Related to heart or :

bralneeecececesesescsest 22 6.5 33 32.3
Hemorrhoids.ceeeeoeoes? 1l .3 1l 1.0
Blood pressurescsecesee’ 6 1.8 1l 1.0
Loss of eyesight...scs? 1 3 2 2.0
NerveS.ceeeeceoososcscest 3 9 2 2.0
Pneumonia.cceseecscoes?l 1l .3 0 0
Tuberculosi8.esceceesst 1 .3 2 2.0
TUMOLeeeoococssssssosst 0 0 1 1.0
[1) ToT-Y P 8 2.4 2 2.0
Weakness of limbs.....: 3 .9 1l 1.0
Other diseaseS.sccsses? 28 8.3 16 15.7
Childhood diseases....: 6 1.8 1 1.0
Loss of 1limbS.cccceces? 0 0 1l 1.0
Poisoning..cccesosccsest 1 3 0 0
Accident8.cceeccsoescnst 19 5.6 11 10.7
All other.eceeecscocsesss 14 4,2 4 3.9
Not applicable or no :

responsel/.cceeccensst 197 58.4 13 12.7

Total heads.ceecosse? 337 100.0 102 100.0

1/ Includes those who had not sought medical care in the preceding year
(not applicable), and those who did not specify a health problem, but reported
disability (no response). ,




Table 8.--Level of disability of spouses of disabled household heads, by present
health problems for which spouses sought medical care within the past year
(1965), 1966

Level of disability of spouse

Health problem

: Partial Total
¢ Number Percent Number Percent

Arthritis...cceoeeve0el 5 3.7 1l - 7.1
CanCerscseoeccosconsassss 2 1.5 3 21.4
DigbeteSececeeseooossosst 3 2.2 0 1]
Related to heart or :

brain.ccsceceseccseest 10 7.3 4 28.7
Blood pressure.....s»..: 7 5.1 0 0
Loss of eyesight......: 0 0 2 14.3
NerveS..eceeoesesoccoess 5 3.7 1l 7.1
Pneumoniadeceocecccccees 2 1.5 2 14.3
1) H7-) AP R Y 1l .7 0 0
Other diseasesS.....cct 17 12,5 1l 7.1
Childhood diseases....: 2 1.5 0 0
Childbirth..cececoceesse? 1 o7 0 0
AccidentS..cceececoenesd 5 3.7 0 0
All other...ceececceees 5 3.7 0 0
Not applicable or no :

responsel/..coceceeeet 71 52.2 0 o

Total spouses.......: 136 100.0 14 100.0

1/ Includes those who had not sought medical care in the preceding year
(not applicable), and those who did not specify a health problem but reported
disability (no response).
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Table 9.--Level of disability of household heads, by amount of families'
medical and dental bills, 1966

Level of disability

Amount of bill

Partial : Total Total heads

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent

Less than $10......: 40 11.9 6 5.9 46 10.5
$10--S24. ca0ssennssst 17 5.0 3 2.9 20 4.6
$25=849 . 00 0sesennst 41 12,2 7 6.9 48 10.9
$50-899 . 0000 cnnnnst 47 13.9 10 9.8 57 13.0
$100-5249. .0 000000t 90 26.7 19 18.6 109 24.8
$250-%8499. .0 00000sst 48 14,2 24 23.5 72 16.4
$500-5999. . ccoeensst 32 9.5 12 11.8 44 10.0
$1,000 or more.....: 16 4.8 17 16.7 33 " 7.5
No response or :
didn't knoweeeooest 6 1.8 % 3.9 10 2.3
Total heads......: 337 100.0 102 100.0 439 100.0

Table 10.--Level of disability of household heads,by health insurance held,

1966
: Level of disability
Item . .
. Partial . Total . Total heads
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Had insurance....... 241 71.5 60 58.8 301 68.6
No insurance........ 92 27.3 41 40.2 133 30.3
No response or
di@’t knw.......: 4 1.2 1 1.0 5 1.1
Total heads....... 337 100.0 102 100.0 439 100.0
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Table 11l.--Level of disability of household heads, by type of insurance held,
1966

Level of disability

Type of :
. : . Total heads
insurance . Partial : Total
¢ Number ©Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Major commercial: 19 5.6 3 2.9 22 5.0
Other health :
and accident...: 58 17.2 19 18.6 77 17.5
More than one of:
the above......: 1 .3 2 2.0 3 o7
Medicare........: 106 31.5 25 24.5 131 29.8
Other.:eoeeeonest 1 .3 0 0 1 2
Medicare and :
commercial.....: 56 16.6 11 10.8 67 15.3
Not applicable :
and no response: 96 28.5 42 41.2 138 31.4
Total heads...: 337 100.0 102 100.0 439 99.9

Table 12.--Level of disability of hnusehold heads with no health or hospital
insurance, by amount of medical expense, 1966

Level of disability

Total

Item . .
: Partial : Total households
! Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Heads with medical :
expense of $50 :
O MOYC o sooooscscet 24 701 21 20.6 45 1002
Heads without med- :
ical expense of : .
sso or mre.......: 77 22.9 26 25.5 103 23.5
Not applicable and :
NO response.......: 236 70.0 55 53.9 291 66.3
Total heads......: 337 100.0 102 100.0 439 100.0
20
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Table 13.--Level of disability of household headss by method used to pay med-
ical bills not covered by medical or health insurance, 1966

Level of disability

Method used . Partial Total Total heads
¢ Number Percent Nuwmber Percent

Health agency.....: 1 0 1 o2
Welfare organ- :

1zation..ceeceees? 13 9.8 23 5.2
Relative or :

friend, or both..: 0 2 2.0 2 .5
More than one of @

the above........? 0 0 0 0

Othereseoeesssssoss? 9 5.9 15 3.4
Veteran services :

or hospital......: 4 6.9 11 2.5
Not applicable and:

no response......: 310 75.5 387 88.2

Total heads.....: 337 100.0 439 100.0




Table 14.--Relative income deprivation based on household size and 1965 in-

come, disabled household heads, 19661/

Household size-income class2/

Household : 11— . 2=-= > 3= ° 4-- 5=- 6-- :
income .Seriously . Deprived'Marginal ‘Probably’ Defin- *(Other) .Total
in 1965 .deprived | : * not ' itely :(undetertheads

: * ‘deprived’ not ‘mined)3/,
: :deprived; .
Number
0-8999..ccc000ces 22 31 0 C 0 0 53
$1,000 -$1,999 10 88 52 0 0 0 150
$2,000 -$2,999 1 21 69 4 0 0 95
$3,000 -$4,999 0 8 24 46 4 0 82
$5,000 -$7,499..: 0 0 0 17 13 0 30
$7,500 -$9,999..: 0 0 0 2 12 0 14
$10,000 and over: 0 0 0 0 8 0 8
Other.cceeeeecees 0 0 0 0 0 7 7
Total heads...: 33 148 145 69 37 7 439
Percent
Distribution
of heads.....: 7.5 33.7 33.0 15.7 0.4 1.6 99.9

1/ Income data
ing 1966.

based on household income in 1965; survey was conducted dur-

2/ For criteria used to develop these classes, see Hoover, Herbert and

Bernal L. Green,
Poor, Econ. Res.

Human Resources in the Ozarks Region...With Emphasis on the
Serv., U. S. Dept. Agr., cooperating with Agr. Expt. Statioms,

Univ. Ark., and Univ. Mo., Agr. Econ. Rpt. 182, May 1970, table 10.
3/ Income not reported.




Table 15.--Farm and nonfarm households with disabled heads, by number of
persons in household, 1966

Number f
in Farm . Nonfarm
household .
Number Percent Number Percent

94 25.6

161 43.9
30 8.2

27 7.4

22 6.0

13 3.5
1.6

2.2

1.6
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72 100.0 367 100.0
2.99 2.62
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Table 17.--Disabled farm operators by tenure, 1966

Tenure

Operators

Own and rent..cessccess
om.......o...o.......
ReNt.ceeecoscscsococns
Manage.scoeoecescsscns

Total operators.....

No. Pct.
4 5.6
62 86.1
5 6.9
1 1.4
72 100.0

of food, 1966

Table 18.—-Farm and nonfarm households with disabled heads, by home production

Total householdsl/..

Home production : . . Total
of food . Fam . Nonfarm ' households
; Number--- -
Planted garden..ecceee? 58 215 - 273
Processed poultry.....: 29 44 73
Butchered beef.ooceees? 26 18 44
Butchered hogeseecocee? 18 18 3¢
Produced some meat....: 49 59 108
NOne..cessscecsscsccnst 8 142 150

1/ Not applicable because multiple answers were given.




Table 19.--Farm and nonfarm households,by age of disabled head, 1966

Age : Farm : Nonfarm
¢ No. Pct. No. Pct,

Under 25 years.c...: 0 0 1l .3
25=34c00 0 000snnacnst 2 2.8 15 4.1
35=84. 000 cernnnsnnet 5 6.9 28 7.6
ST Y YA 9 12.5 38 10.4 %
55=64e0cencenarensst 26 36.1 68 - 18.5 !
65=74.cceecsccnssset 23 32.0 121 32.9 :
75 and OVeTrieesosost 7 9.7 96 26.2 )

Total households.: 72 100.0 367 100.0

Median age.......: 62 67

Mean 8ge€....ece0sf 60,92 64.50

Table 20.--Level of disability of household heads, by age of head, 1966

Level of disability

Age : Partial ¢ Total
. : Number---

Under 25 years.....: 1l 0
25=34.c0eectesssnnel 16 1l
35=44.cessoensnnsnst 19 14
4554, 000 0tstscnnnst 29 18
55=64.cccesesrsssssd 66 28
65=748¢0eetcresnssnst 120 24
75 and over.ceeeses? 86 17
Total heads:sssss? 337 102




Table 21.--Household size-income class, by age of disabled household head, 1966

Household size-income classl/

A e : [ L3 L L L L
8 to1 o2 f o3 P s P2 T e
{m——— Number--- Pct.
Under 25 years.....: O 1 0 0 0 0 1 0.2
25'34..............: 1 3 6 5 2 0 17 3.9
35"44..............: 3 14 7 2 6 1 33 7.5
45-54.ooooooooooooo= 4 12 10 16 4 1 47 10.7
55"64.000.000.0.0..: 12 26 25 19 10 2 94 21.4
65'74..........0..0: 10 49 54 18 12 1 144 32.8
75 and OVet...._....: 3 43 43 9 3 2 103 23.5
Total heads:.....: 33 148 145 69 37 7 439 1({0.0
: Percent :
Distribution.....: 7.5 33.7 33.0 15.7 8.4 1.6 99.9

1/ See table 10, footnote 2 for information on criteria used to develop
these classes. /
2/ Income not reported. ;

Table 22.--Household size-income class, by sex of disabled household head, 1966

. - 1/ .
g : Household size-income classi sTotal
ex H H H H :
: 1 2 3 4 5 6 ‘theads
H Number- :
Male...............: 29 108 100 62 32 4 335
Female.............: 4 40 45 7 5 3 104
Total heads...... 33 148 145 69 37 7 439

1/ See table 10, footnote 2 for information on criteria used to develop these:
classes.
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Table 25.--Distribution of disabled household heads in 1965 household income-
groups, by occupation, 1966

Household income in 19651/

Occupation : ¢ $5,000-$10,000
; 0-$2,999 . $3,000-$4,999 . and over

:Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
FQrmeressscoscsesss 27 57.4 14 29.8 6 12.8
Professional.c.ccss? 0 0 1 33.0 2 66.0
Manager.....ee0000f 5 45.5 4 36.4 2 18.2
Clerical.cceeesess? 2 66.0 0 0 1l 33.0
Craft8.ccceosesesnet 3 25.0 7 58.3 2 16.7
Operator.cscecsses? 3 20.0 4 26.7 8 53.3
Service..eeeescnast 4 57.1 2 28.6 1l 14.3

Farm labor..cccess? 2 66.0 1 33.0 0 0
Nonfarm labor.....: 2 28.6 4 57.1 1 14.3

Unemployed or :

part-time......es? 7 63.6 2 18.2 2 18.2
Housewife..oeeeeeed 79 90.8 5 5.7 3 3.4

Military.ceoesocese? 1 100.0 0 0 0 0
Retired..ceceeeesst 100 76.9 19 14.6 11 8.5
Disabled..cssseeset 43 63.2 17 25.0 8 11.8

Retired and dis- :

abled2/.....e00002 19 73.1 2 7.7 5 19.2

Other..cceeossosesse? 1 100.0 0 0 0 0
Total heads.....: 298 69.0 82 19.0 52 12.0

1/ Income data based on household income in 1965; survey was conducted

during 1966.
2/ It could not be determined whether persons in the retired and dissbled
group retired early because of disability, retired at the usual age, or were
affected by other circumstances.




Table 26.--Farm and nonfarm households with disabled heads, by multiple em-
ployment of head, 1966

Did head have :
multiple employment? . Farm . Nonfarm

No. Pct. No. Pct.
Yes............................= 13 18.1 3 .8
No.............................= 58 80.5 357 97.3
No tesponse....................= 0 0 2 .5
Unemloyed.....................: 1 1.4 5 1.6
Total ho‘wehOIds.o LN ] .........= 72 100.0 367 100.0

Table 27.--Secondary occupation of disabled household heads with multiple
employment, by primary occupation, 1966

3 :
o c::;::zn Secondary occupation Di;::i:d
’ Number
Farmer..........3 Clerical worker, laborer, operative, or
¢ craftsman 7
Manager.........: Farmer 1l
Crafteman.......: Farmer, clerical worker, or craftsman 3
Laborer.........: Farmer or laborer 2
Retired.........: Unemployed or part-time housewife 2
Disabled........: Unemployed or part-time 1
| :
| Total heads :
| with multiple:
: 16

' employment. ..




Table 28.--Disabled household heads and spouses,by number of weeks lost from
work in past year because of disability, 1966

Weeks lost s Head : Spouse
‘ : : !
: No. Pct. No. Pct.
| TR 1 1.7 0 0 /
l1=4cceeccoccncces? 24 42.1 10 71.4
5-8cccccccccsccees 7 12.3 2 14.3
9-12.ccccccscnccsl 5 8.8 2 14.3
13-16.cccccccccssd | 1.7 0 0
17=20ccceesccccses 3 5.3 0 0
21=24. 000000000l 0 0 0 0
25 and over.eeece? 16 28.1 0 0
Total heads and:
gpouses.....co 57 100.0 14 100.0

Table 29. Frequency and length of unemployment of disabled household heads,

by age, 1966
Unewp loyment
Age : Frequency _ : Length (months)
s s ¢ 3 or more @ 1 2 g s 3 2y t5 or
tOnce ¢ Twice @ times $ : 3 s {more
: H Number
| Under 25 years...: O 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
25‘“............: 2 o o 1 1 o o o
”-440000000000003 2 o o 1 o o 1 o I
45-540000000000003 4 1 ‘ 1 o o o o 6
55-640000000000003 3 1 o o 1 o o 3
65-740000000000003 o o 1 o o o o 1
75 and over......t O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total heads....: 11 3 2 2 2 0 | 11
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Table 30.--Jobs held by disabled household heads in the 5 years preceding
the study, by age of head, 1966

Jobs held
e . ° . ° °

‘s S U TR T S ¢ 6 or
H : : H s : more

Number
Under 25 years....: 0 0 0 1 0 0
25"34.000.........: 3 2 4 1 4 3
35-4400000000000003 10 9 5 2 2 3
45’540000.........: 20 19 5 2 1 2
55"64.0.0.0.......: 44 40 5 4 0 1
65’74.00.....0....: 97 39 7 1 0 0
75 and OVereceoooosos 86 1‘ o 0 0 0

Total heads re-

porting jobs...: 260 123 24 11 7 9

Table 3l.--Level of disability of household heads, by occupation of head, 1966

Level of disability

¢ . ¢ Total
Occupation ! Partial ) Total ! heads
: Number-
Professional.....cc..? 3 0 3
Manager...c.cccceccceet 10 ) § 11
m‘ﬁulooooooooooooo: 3 o 3
SaleS....cccoc0ccce0et 0 0 0
cr.f“moooooooooooo: 12 o 12
mr.tiw............: 1‘ 1 15
s‘mc‘..............: 7 o 7
Private household....: 0 0 0
Laborer.cccccccccccest 7 0 7
P.mr...............: ‘3 ‘ ‘7
Farm laborer....c.....? 3 0 3
:
Total heads re- :
porting jobs......: 102 6 108
:




Table 32.--Household income in 1965, by level of disability of

household head,

1966
H 1 H
Level of . Household income in 19651/ . Total
disability : Less than @ $3,000~- : $5,000 : heads
. $3,000 s $4,9909 : and over :
(= ———e——— Number----
Partialeceeceses? 230 63 40 333
Total..........: 68 19 12 99
Total heads : 298 82 52 2/432

1/ Income data based on household income in 1965; survey was conducted

during 1966.

2/ Does not include 7 who gave no information on income.

Table 33.--Household size-income class, by level of disability of household

head, 1966
Level of : : llousel.xold siu-fncone classl/ : ‘Total
disability : 1 * 2 * 3 * 4 : 3 M 3 theads
: Number-
Partial........: 24 106 117 56 30 4 337
Tot@8leeesoessnss 9 42 28 13 7 3 102
Total heads..: 33 148 145 69 37 7 439

1/ See table 10, footnote 2 for information on criteria used to develop

these classes.




Table 34.--Income sources of household, by farm and nonfarm residence of dis-
abled household head, 1966

Income sources

of householdl/ : Farm : Nonfarm

¢ No. Pct. No. Pct.
mnt.....................: 9 507 ss 8.9
Retirement..ccecceeccecess 33 20.7 175 28.3
Unemployment compensation: 11 6.9 71 11.5
welfare..................: 9 507 156 25.2
88l8rY.ccccccscccccscesssd 31 19.5 114 18.5
Faming..................: 65 bo.g 40 6.5
No response...cccececeeeel 1l .6 7 1.1
Total responses........: 159 100.0 618 100.0

1/ Income data based on household income in 1965; survey was conducted
during 1966.

Table 35.--Disabled farm operators by gross farm income, 1965

Gross farm income

in 1965 : Operators
: No. Pct.
0-849.ccccceccccccccccccees’ 1 1.4
$50-8249..ccccvcccccccccenst 6 8.3
3250'3499..................3 5 609
$500-8999..cccccccccccoccest 14 19.5
$1,000-82,499.cccc00cccceeel 26 3.1
$2,500~-84,999...cc0c0c00000 11 15.3
$5,000-87,499..cc000000000e? 6 8.3
$7,500 and OVer.ccccccceceel 3 4.2
:
Total OpPeratorS..cccceeces? 72 100.0
:




Table 36.--Farm and nonfarm households with disabled heads, by income earners
in household, 1966

Number of H : I
income eamners : Farm : Non£arm

¢ No. Pct. No. Pct.
Ocecccosscncscssssccsnssest O 0 5 1.4
) [ - - 4.4 187 50.9
2icecsccscsccsessscsssssses 33 45.8 142 38.7
K JO s . 5.6 15 4.1
S T - 2.8 8 2.2
5 and OVereceeosccossscsset O 0 3 .8
NO Tesponse...ececcessccest 1 1.4 7 1.9
Total households.....ccet 72 100.0 367 100.0

Table 37.--Age of disabled household head, by educational attainment of head,

| 1966
Years of : Age of disabled head ,
school N : s : °  Total
conpleted ! Under 35,  35-54 . 55-64 :65 and over, heads
Number
o.................: o s 1 15 21
1-8...............: s ‘7 69 187 ws
9-11..............= s 1‘ 21 20 60
12................8 7 11 2 16 “
1}15.............: o o 1 7 8
16 and over.ccco.t 1 3 0 2 6
Total heads.....: 18 80 94 247 439 ‘
:
|




Tavle 38.--Household size-income class by years of educational attainment of
disabled head, 1966

Household size-income clasal/

Years of
school
completed

2 ! s

Ocececcccnccncnse
1-8.cceccccccnes
9=11l.cc:ccecccee
12.000cccccccnne
13-15.ccccccccsns
16 and over.....

Total heads... 33 148 37 439

1/ See table 10, footnote 2 for information on criteria used to develop these
classes.




Table 39.-—Educational attainment of disabled household head, by occupation of
head, 1966

Education completed by head .
Occupation Less than: 8 :9-11: 12 ¢ Some :Completed: ool heads
8 years :years:years:years:college: college :

: Number--

Farm laborer and :

foreman....ceeeeee 2 1 0 0 0 0 3
Farmer..cceecceeaces? 17 19 8 3 0 0 47
Laborer..cceeceeaneet 3 1 1 1l 1 0 7
Service..ceeerceces? 1l 4 1 0 0 1 7
Operative....eecees? 4 4 4 3 0 0 15
Craftsman. ccceeceee? 2 4 3 3 0 0 12
Clerical..ccceeeess? 1 1 0 1 0 0 3
Manager....ccceeeee? 3 1 3 3 0 1 11
Professional.......: 0 0 ) 1l 0 2 3
Housewife.ooeeeeeee? 51 21 12 S 0 0 89
Retired...ocecveneess 70 37 9 9 7 1 133
Unable to work.....: 35 17 12 4 0 1 69
Retired and dis- :

abledl/...cceeuuest 13 7 5 1l 0 0 26
Unemployed.ecoceees? 3 5 2 2 0 0 12
Other..ceceeccescenet 1 1 0 o 0 0 2
Total heads re- :

porting jobs....: 206 123 60 36 8 6 439

1/ It could not be determined whether persons in the retired and disabled
group retired early because of disability, retired at the usual age, or were
affected by other circumstances.

PR PSPPSR




Table 40.--Household size-—income class, by occupation of disabled household

head, 1966
Household size-income classl/ .
Occupation : : : : . Total
: 1 . 2 . 3 . 10 . 5 ; heads
s - Numbe r===-
Farm laborer and :
foreman.ccceseccosc? 0 2 0 1 0 3
FAIMer. cocosssscoscss 3 19 11 10 4 &7
Laborer.ccceescessese? 1 2 3 1, 0 7
Service.ceeesceosscas? 2 1 2 1 1 7
Operative..cccoveeee? 2 0 2 6 5 15
Craftsman...cceeoe00 0 2 4 5 1 12
Clerical...ceocessss? 0 0 1 1 1 3
Manager...cceoeo000el 0 2 3 5 1 11
Professional...oosee? 0 0 0 1 2 3
Housewife.coooeoooos? 4 35 39 5 4 87
Retired.ceecccesenss? 11 39 53 15 12 130
Unable to work......? 6 29 18 12 3 68
Retired and dis- :
abled2/..cc000ne0ne 3 11 6 4 2 26
Unemployed.cccoeoceel 1 6 1 2 1 11
Otherecsceccoccsssscost 0 0 2 0 0 2
Total heads re- H
porting jobs.....: 33 148 145 69 37 3/432

1/ See table 10, footnote 2 for information on criteria used to develop

these classes.

2/ 1t could not be determined whether persons in the retired and disabled
group retired early because of disability, retired at the usual age, or were
affected by other circumstances.

3/ Does not include 7 who gave no information on income.




Table 41.--Disabled household heads, by average hours worked per week in last
or present nonfarm job, 1966

Number
of
hours

Disabled heads

Disabled heads
reporting
nonfara job

0...................

1-20..ccc0tcenccnnne
21-40..cc0ce0vennccns
61-60...c0000000000e
61 and over..cceeeee

Total heads.......

No. Pct.
0 0
8 13.1

29 47.5

19 31.2
5 8.2

61 100.0

—

1/ Excludes 50 heads who did not respond or did not have a nonfarm job, or

both.

Table 42.--Disabled household heads' opinions on amount of education needed
by their children, by 1965 household income, 1966

Years of

Household income in 19651/

education their
children
need

Less than $3,000

More than $3,000

10-11...cc000000ce0ee
1315.ccceccccccrasee
16 and over......cc..

All applicadble
he.“l/oo..oooo...

Number-
1 1
1 1 ~
24 13 }
11 11 :
20 52 ’
57 78 ‘

1/ Income data based
during 1966.

on household income 1in 1965; survey was conducted

2/ Question asked only of those heads with children at home.
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Table 43.~-Disabled household heads' expectations of educational attainment
of oldest student son, by 1965 household income, 1966

Household income in 19651/

Years of H
education $ Less than $3,000 : $3,000 or more
H Number--
l&ll..............z 3 o
lz.................: 13 13
13.15000000000000003 ‘ 13
16 m‘ mr........: lo 22
All aspplicadble H
h‘.d‘...........: ” "

1/ Income data based on household income in 1965; survey was conducted
during 1966.

Table 44.~-Reason youngest dropout quit school as perceived by dissbled house-
hold heads, by 1965 household income, 1966

Household income in 19611/ ;

Reason : |
yon:s:t.:;::ut Less than $3,000 ’ $3,000 or more '
¢ Teeesccasn oo ool aaees Nusber
Poor grades.....cos00.? 1 2
Poor health..cccceecee? 6 1
Retarded...cocevooocosl 4 2
Needed at home........* 24 2
Refused tO £0ccccssose? 35 6
Transportation s
problems...ccocescose? 6 1
Wented to work.......0 35 11
Became pregnant.......: 1 0
Got married....ccccc0ce. 45 9
© OtheTeeeoossocsssancsesd 20 6
Al]l aspplicable :
heads2/...oe000eeees 177 &0

1/ lncome data based on household income in 1963; survey was conducted

during 1966.
2/ Heads were asked 1if they had any children at home or living away who did

1
not finish high school. 1f yes, they were then ssked why the youngest of such ‘
children had quit school. ‘
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Table 45.-—Age at wvhich youngest dropout quit school, by 1965 household {n-

coms, 1966
Age at which | Household income a 19651/
youngest dropout . :
quit school : Less than $3,000 : $3,000 or more
2 Wusber-- s
1-10 years...cccccce e S5 2
1. .ccccccccccccncnce? 1 (1]
12..cccc0cccscscccscsl 2 1
13..cccccccccccsccccs? S 1
) ¥ Y PP 23 4
15..cccccccccccsccconel k) | S
) (- Y PP 43 11
) 2SR | 42 11
18..ccccccccccccessos? 21 3
19 and OVeT.cccccecssl 2 1
All spplicadble :
heads2/..ccoeveeeee? 175 3

AP A . . i ea, a4

1/ Income data based on household income in 1965; survey was conducted

during 1966.

2/ Totals would be 177 and 40 ss in table 44 but reflect lack of response

by three respondents.




