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] FOREWORD

During my service as chairman of the House Select Committee un
Aging, 1t has become abundantly clear to me that we must improve
the ability of the Congress to anticipate potential problems result-
ing from economic, social, and political changes that will occur in
the population over the next 50 years. If present trends continue
unabated, by the year 2030 the population of over 65ers will more
than double.

This so-called “graying of America'_ dogs have significant social
implications and has already demanded our reconsideration of
mandatory retirengnt and social security legislation. It is clear
that careful examination of demographic variables are,extremely
important for policymakers teday and in the future. In order to
create policy and determine how best to serve and be served by our
senior citizens, we must understand the present and future size,
structure, and location of our elderly population. We must under-
stand their present and future health carg, income maintenance,
housing and transportation needs. We have a constant need for de-
mographic information t6 enable us and future Congresses to cope
more effectively with the problems and promises arising from pop-
ulation change. )

I am hopeful that this publication “Every Ninth American” will
help shed some light on the questions we have concerning our
aging population, and provjde policymakers nationwide with more
than education guesses about what our older population is like and
how it ig likely to change. v

We would like to express ouyr appreciation to Mr. Herman B.
Brotman, former Assistant Commissioner on Aging, Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare, for preparing this publicatiop I
trust it will be a valuable tool for all of us as we try to improve the
lives of older Americans.

‘ CLAUDE PEPPER,
= Chairman.

)
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'L - EVERY NINTH AMERICAN !
: . 1982 EprTioN )

When we declared our independence, every 50th American was a
| so-called older person (aged 65 or over—65+). They came to some
. 50,000 out of an estimated total populatign of 2.5 milhon or 2 per-

cent.

By the begmmng of this century, Yhe numbers of older persons
had increased much more rapidly than did the young and they rep-
resented every 26th American (3.1 million or 4 percent of the 76
million total). -

The 1980 census counted over 25.5 million older persons. The ap-
proximately ‘26.6 million older Americans at the beginning of 1982
mad,e,a up over 11 percent of the population or “Every Ninth Ameri-
can.

But in the more recent years something uniquely different with
new potentials for study and concern has become evident. In the
past, the numbers of persons in all age groups increased even while
the proportion of older persons in the population grew somewhat
faster than did the yourger age groups. Recent trends, however,
have been different.

Fertility rates since the end of the postwar baby boom have actu-
ally been below that necessary for zero population growth. A con-
tinuation of these trends over a lengthy period of time will bring

+us an aging society with an increasing median age and an eventu-
ally declining total population by' the middle of the 21st century.
This is further compounded by the newly increasing Iife expectancy
in the later years as death rates from some of the major killers of
dlder persons decline.

Even a very cursory consideration indicates the enormous impli-
-cations for retirement and income_ policies, the role of technology,
the shifting of product markets and advertising, social and recre-
atiopal facilities, locatiom-and types of housing, health care facili-
ties and personnel, entertainment, etc., and the distribution of
rising costs.-

This presentation examines what the older populat:on is like,
how it has changed and how it continues to change.

GROWTH IN NUMBERS 2

In the 80 years between 1900 and 1980 (the fast census), the total
population of the United States grew almost threefold while the

———w
' Prepared by Herman ¥ Brm.mnn (3108 Holmes Run Road. Falls Church, Virginia 22032;
Consultint and former Assistant Commissioner, Admlmstratlon on Aging
(omputed from reports of the 1900, 1960, 1970, and 19%0 census enumerations. and cartam
estimates fur 19%0 prepared by thé Census Bureau and published in the Current Pupulation Re-
ports series
1)

.
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alder part grew more than éightfold. The 65+ population continues’

to grow faster than the under-65 portion. Between 1960 and 1970,
older Americans increased in number by 21 percent as compared
with 13 percent for the under-65 population; for 1970-1980, the in-
crease was 27.9 percent for the 65+ group buit only 9.7 percent for
the under 65. . , :
The most rapid growth (tHe largest percentage increases) in
1960-1970 occurred in Arizona (79.0 percent), Florida (78.2), Nevada
(70.4), Hawaii (51.3)
cant numbers of oléer in-migrants. The fastest growth rates (over
30 percent in 1970-1980 occurred in Nevada (112.9 percent), Arizo-
na (90.7), Hawaii (72.7), Alaska (71.4), Florida (71.1), New Mexico
(65.7), and South Carolina (51.1). , -
~ Florida still has the highest proportion of older people in its pop-
ulation (17.3 percent in 1980, 14.5 percent in 1970). Alaska remains

older persons (11,530 or 2.9 percent in 1980).

STATE HIGHLIGHTS

-

In 1980, the largest concentrations of older persons—13 percent
or more of a State’s total population—occurred in 8 States: Florida
(17.3 percent), Arkansas (13.7), Rhode Island (13.4), Iowa (13.3), Mis-
souri and South Dakota (13.2), Nebraska (13.1), and Kansas (13.0).

California’ and New York each had more than 2 million older
people, while Florida, Pennsylvania, Texas, Illinois, and Ohio each

. had more than 1 million.

Almost a quarter of the Nation’s older people live in just three
States (California,&New York, and Florida). Adding five more States
(Penndylvania, Ohio, Texas, Illinois, and Michigan) brings the eight
State total to almost half the older population of the United Statés.
It takes 12 more States (New Jersey, Massachusetts, Missouri,
North Carolina, Indiana, Wisconsin, Tennessee, Georgia, Virginia,
Minnesota, Alabama, and Washington) or a total of 20 States to ac-
count for just over three-quarters of the older populatibn. It re-
quires an additional 10 States or a total of 30 to include 90 percent.

- The remaining 10 percent of the 65+ population-lives in the re-
maining 20 States and the District of Columbia. (See Appendix A,
“State Trends in the Older Population, 1970-1980,” for the actua
figures and a detailed analysis.) .

TURNOVER 3

’

The older population is not a homogeneous group not is it static.
Every day, approximately 5,200 Americans celebrate their 65th
birthday. Every day, approximately 3,600 persons aged 65+ die.
+ The net increage is about 1,600 per day or almost 600,000 per year,
but the 5,200 “newcomers’” each day are quite different from and
have experienced a quite different life history from those already
65+ and are worlds apart from those already centenarians who
were born shortly after the Civil Wdt.

Y Computed from Census Bureau estimates of the components of populat‘ change
¢

7

and-New Mexico (37.7), all States with signifi-

the State with-the smallest number and the smallest proportion of -
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AGE *

In 1980, most older Americans were under 75 (61.0 percent). 'szver
shalf were under 73, and more than a third (34.4 per?ﬁ) ere
under 70. Over 2.2 million Amerjcans were 85+. As a refult of the
significantly longer life expectancy for females, the preponderance
of women over men increases rapidly with age. (See “Sex Ratios”
and,‘Projections” and “Marital Status”.)

Preliminary data from the 1980 census enumeration show that
about 32,000 persons reported themselves as age 100+ (centenar-
ians). In June 1980, 15,258 persons were receiving cash social secu-
rity benefits after having produced at some time a “proof of age”
that.indicated they wére now centenariarﬁb

s PERSONAL INCOME %

Older economic units continue to have about half the income of
their younger counterparts. Retirement from the labor force usual-
ly brings a half to two-thirds cut in income and thrusts many older

.persons into a low-income category. Price inflation continues to
present severe difficulties for older persons. Despite post facto in-
dexing\of' social security and some other benefit systems, muclf of
the income of the elderly comes from sources which are not in-
dexed, such as most private pénsion plan payments, commercial
annuities, certain investments, such as bonds, and so flczth.

Famuilies

In 1980, half of the 92 million families headed by an older

person had incomes of less than $12,881 (3248 a week) as compared
with $22,548 (3434 a week) for the 51.1 million families with under-
6. heads. Both family medians represent an increase over 1979
that matches the increase in the Consumer Prige Index and indi-
cates no change in real purchasing power.
" The skewing of the income distribution for older families toward
the lower income levels is confirmed by the fact that the arithme-
tic average (mean) income of $16,918 is $4,037 or 31.3 percent great-
er than the median (312,881), reflecting the impact.of the smaller
number-f high-income older families.

Thus, tvhile the poverty rate for older families is high (see

~below), many have high incomes. More than 835,000 or 9.1 percent
of older families had 1980 incomes of between $20,000 and $25,000;
1,304,000 or 14.2 percent had incomes between $25,000 and $50,000;
and 307,000 or 3.3 percent had incomes in excess of $50,000. In
summary, almost 22 percent of the older families had incomes in
. 1980 that were higher than ttle,median for the younger families.

+
‘

¢+ Compuled from the Census Bureau enumeratiun and Current Population Reports, from Na
twnal Center for Health Statjstics report§ un mortahity and Life expectancy in the Monthly Vital
Statistics Reports, and from estimates of centenarian beneficiaries supplhied by the Social Secu
rity Administration Y ~ .

* Computed from data collected by the Census Bureau in the March 1981 monthly Cur
Population Survey on money income in 1980 and published in “advance” Current Pi?pulauon

Reports Detailed data tsuch as by type of family, by source of income, etc ) 13 not yet available
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Unrelated Individuals ~

The 1980 median income of the 8.0 million unrelated individuals
aged 65+ who were living alone or with nonrelatives was $5,095
(398 a week) as compared with $10,526 ($202 a, week) for the 19.1  ~
million aged 14 through 64. The small increase over 1979 was about
half the increase in the Consumer Price Index and represented a
loss of purchasing power. -
~ The mean (arithmetic average) income for older individuals
$7,176 or $2,081 or 40.8 percent higher than the median. Over 12 5
million or 15.3 percent of the older unrelated individuals had {1980 ’
incomes between $10,000 and $25,000 and 190,000 or 2.4 pexgent
had $25,000 or more.

Poverty

(This analysis is based solely on cash money income and does not
consider services, third-party payments, or noncash benefits and
their impact og the standard of living. See below for partial data on
numbers of recipients of such benefits.) .

In 1980, the total number of persons of all ages living in house-
holds in which the total income was below the official poverty
threshold for that size and type of household rose again to 29.3 mil-
Yon (13.0 percent of the U.S. population), an increase of 3.2 million
over the 25.2 million (11.6 percent) in 1979.

Some=39 million older persons (15.7 percent or over a gixth) were
poor by the official definition (for example, $4,954 for an older
couple, household or $3,941 for an older individual living alone).
The increase in the number.of aged poor in 1980 (from 3.6 million

or 15.1 percent in 1979) was tke second since 1975.

* Women and minority elderly are heavily overrepresented among
the aged poor. ’

POVERTY RATES (PERSENT IN EACH éATEGORY‘i.IVING IN POOR HOUSEHOLDS), 1980 '

65+

"t R M Under
> ks 0 Wike Black m
Persons: .
Totat e . } 130 127 157 - 136 381 308
Male PR . - 112 109 90 315 ° 268
Female P , 147 1 19.0 168 128 kY]
Famies: - LA '
Totat P . 103 .. 91 P
)female head, no husband present... . .. 327 5~ 152 ..,
"lby be of any race ]

Nevertheless, this is still a significant improvement over the 4.7
million or a quarter of the elderly who lived in “poor” households
in 1970, and results primarily from the increases in social security J
benefits. It must also be remembered that many of the aged poor J
became poor after reaching these age levels because of the half to |
two-thirds cut in income that comes with retirement from the labor
force. Reductions in living costs after retirement are usually con- ;
siderably less than the lgss in income: ' ﬁ

9.
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Adequacy—The Retired Couple Budget ©

In the early 1960’s, the Bureau of Labor Statistics, with the help
of a group of experts, developed a theoretic retired couple budget to
provide a modest but adequate standard of living for a retired
couple consisting of a 65+ husband and his wife, assumed to be
self-supporting and living in an urban area, to be in reasonably
good health and able to take care of themselves, and to own a rea-
sonable inventory of furniture and equipment.

Before 1969, the annual cost of the budget was calculated by ac-
tually pricing out all of the items in the budget and applying the
apprapriate “weighting.” Since 1969, the cost of the budget is deter-
mined by applying to the cost for each division or component in the
previous year the change in the comparable component of the Con-
sumer Price Index for the urban wage earners and clerical work-
ers. This procedure produces an approximation of unknown accu-
racy since spending patterns in the two measures are different as
are the weights. . ‘ ) :

In 1980, the “intermediate” retired couple budget cost $9,434
($181 a week). Of the*{.9 million two-perspn husband-wife families
with 65+ heads, about 2.5 million or 32 percent had less than this
amount of income. .

The cost of the “lower” budget, $6,644 (3128 a week), providing a
reduced standard of living but well above the poverty level, could
not be met by 1.3 million or 16 percent of these older couples.

The cost of the “higher” budget, $13,923 ($268 a week), providing
some “luxury’ items, gifts, contributions, and taxes, was beyond
the ilncome‘of 4.3 million or 54 percent of the 7.9 million older
couples.

Noncash Benefits

A special question in the Census Bureau's March 1981 Current
Population Survey of a sample of households solicited information
on receipt of certain noncash benefits (food stamps and subsidized
housing) and eligibility for third-party payments for health care
(medicare and medicaid) during 1980. The table below analyzes the
responses, baged on an “economic unit” concept of household (one
or more persons and headed by a person afed 65+ ) and related to
that household's money income. A special analysis to determine
the dat% for households receiving various specific combinations of ,’
one or more such noncash benefits in order to evaluate the impact
on “poverty” has been requested.

»

* Data on budget costs from the Bureau of Labor Statistics Number of couples within budget
cost levels computed frum unpublished Census Bureau tabulations of 1980 money 1ncome
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NONCASH BENEFITS AND THIRD-PARTY PAYMENTS IN HOUSEHOLDS OF ONE OR MORE PERSONS AND
HEADED BY A 65+ PERSON, 1980

-

{Numbers i thousands)
Total howseholds ~ Racenng food Coverd n
Ctegory wih 654+ beads  stamgs it ok g ’l,;%‘“
[
Rumber of houssholds.... . . . 16,544 1,055 16,032 2,11 883
Median income . . ... . $7818 $3,941 $7,149 $4,769 $4,078
Percent of households below poverty fine ‘
recerving these benefits. . . ... 1100 . 233 973 359 11.9
Percent of households above poverty [ine
recerving these benefits . . 2100 26. 98.1 12.2 39

s Represents 3 0 milfion households,
2 Represents 13 4 milion households.
INCOME MAINTENA‘NCE

Old-Age, Survivors, and Disability Insurance ”

In July 1981, cash social security payments were sent to 35.7 mil-
lion persons of all ages for a total of almost $12.0 billion.

Of this total for the month, almost 31.] million retired workers
and their dependents or survivors received $10.2 billion from the
old-age and survivors insurance trust fund, as follows:

4 Number Amount

(thousands) (mullions)
Retired workers ........ . RN 19,855 $7,610°
Wives and husbands............cceviineinsenieiioniens 3,012 583
Children.... 3,152 . 718
Widowed mothers.......cccounnene. 547 149
Widows and widowers 4,456 1,536
Parents (sole survivor) 14 4

'iAlpd just under 82,000 special age-72 beneficiaries received $9.5
million, .

Also, in July 1981, 4.6 million under-65 disabled workers and
their dependents received almost $1.4 billion from the disability
trust fund, as follows:

. Number Amount
(thousands) (millions)
Disabled workers .. 2,827 $1,169
Wives and husbands..........ccceevecemrecninnnieninmaesinesnssses 447 J 55
ChIldren ... e isenaeres 1,306 160
Average monthy benefit, July 1981 .

Retired workers and their dependents.

Retired WOTKEIS T oreeiiiieeinereereres sreeestarerssiens sassseresrasssssssastorsss sessssssars siosss sssses $383.30

Wives and husbands ...ttt b s sttt 193.41

Children....ccoveecieniiiiennes Aetvererereesiseseeriasssesesisnsssesssasemmerentins 157.65
Survivors of deceased workers: .

Children........ RO 268.99

Widowed mothers . TN . 273.15

Widows and wWidOWerS.....coceeveretremiaensenerssessssesens . 344.66

Parents (gole survivor) ree ereiee st et arepassseas s shn s s 308.96
Disabled workers and their dependents:

Disabled workers " e 413.60

Wives and husbands...........c...... . 122.15

GRRIIATEN c.verevereercerirersesisssieas s sssnensrasssess frea 122.99
Special age—"72 beneficiaries ... e 116.12

i Aimost 60 percent of all retired workers are receiving “reduced benefits” since they started
drawing social security payments prior to reaching age 65 They represent a combination of vol-
untary “early retirements”, including health reasons, and ‘“discouraged workers” who have
been unemployed and believe they cannot find new employment.

1 Computed from data 1n selected fssues of the monthly Social Seeurity Bulletin and the
Annual Statistical Supplements of the Social Security Administration '

1i
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. r Beneficiaries, by age, July 1981
4 Number Percent
. (millions) distribution
All ages........ 35.7 100.0
UNAEE 621ttt et snres e ssssess s s ssssesessess e sesnaes 8.0 22.4
62+: .

Total......... 277 71.6
Retired workers 19.8 55.5
Disabled workers,...... 6 1.7
Dependents and survivors 7.2 20.2

. Special age-72 1 3
62-64:

Total ...coeeereverenenee " 3.7 104
Retired workers Jon 2.1 59
Disabled workers /. 6 17

; - Dependents and sfviv rs Wl 1.0 2.8
54 - ‘

Total \ 24.0 67.2

- Retired workers 17.7 49.6

Dependents and survivors ¢ 6.2 174

Special age-72 1 3

. During Juéy 1981, medicare disbursements totaled $3,691 million,
of which $2,568 million, or close to 70 percent, was paid out under
hospital insurance and $1,123 million under supplementary medi-
cal insurance. (See also “Personal Health Care Expenditures.”)

STATUS OF SOCIAL SECURITY INSURANCE TRUST FUNDS, FISCAL YEAR 1981
[Prekmmary, miions of doltrs] '

0ge 3nd
- TR e e R
Receipts and interest . : . . $121,572 $12,993 $31,493 $12,45]
Program payments .. s 121,006 16,875 28,909 12,345
Admnistrative costs 1,298 405 305 895
Assets at end of fiscal year 1981 23,334 3392 18,093 3,743
Supplemental Security Income .

In 1974, the Federal supplemental security income (SSI) needs-

tested program replaced the Federal-State assistance prografm. It
sets up Federal Fa{ments to'the aged, the blind, and tﬁe disabled,
based on Federal eligibility and payment standards with automatic
adjustments for increases in the Consumer Price Index.
- States are encouraged to establish State supplément programs
under their own laws and may then choose (1) to have the Federal
Government pay the Federal payment and the State supplement in
a single check to recipients in that State and bill the State for such
supplementary payments, or (2) to make State payments separately
to their own_residents whether or not they receive Federal pay-
ments,

In July 1981, the Federal Government sent checks to 1,726,000
needy aged (65+) persons, totalinf over $175,000,000 of Federal
payments. An estimated additional 24,000 65+ persons qualified

12
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) for SSI as ““blind”’ and 409,000 as “disabled”, both providing higher
' paymen%vels than for the “aged.” Thus, while there were some

8,900,0008B1der petsons living jn households where the income was
below the poverty level in 1980, SSI payments were made to a total
' of 2,159,000, - . .

In the 27 States which have arranged for the Federal Govern-
ment to administer the State supplement, the combined cheeks
went to some 500,000 65+ persons and State supplements totaled
about $75,000,000. The combined payments averaged a low of
$78.11 in Maine to a high of $205.65 in California.

In the 25 States in which the State makes supplementary pay-
ments directly to the recipient (a separate check in addition to the
Pederal payment), there were a total of 541,000 Federal recipients
but only 135,150 State supplements totaling $9,576,000 averaging
$70.86 per State recipient. . .

) In the only State that pays no State supplement, Texas, Federal
v payments went to 141,000.“aged” recipients. .
venteen States made State payments in July 1981 to 28,700 .
older persons who were not receiving Federal payments. These pay-

ments totaled $2,639,000 or an average of $92.00. . .
HEALTH *, ’
National Health Expenditures 8. | .
- (Note. Includes personal health care, prepaymerit and adminis-

.

trative costs, governmental public health activities, and the costs of
research and construction of rhedical facilities.)

NATIONAL HEALTH EXPENDITURES, ALL AGES, 1965, 1978, AND 1980

. T ) 1965
: Total . . -
Amount (bxlfions of doflars) .ooun 1893 417
Per capita (dollars) - . . 1,067 06 835 ;7 21089 N
Percent of gross national product 94 8 60 °
Private sources » )
Amount (bibons of doflars) . 1430 1100 309
Per capita (dollars) B0 48529 156 32 -
Percent of total . 578 - 581 741
Public sources
Amount (tllions of doflars) ) 1042 794 108
Per capita (dollars) 4996 ' 35027 54 57
Pescent of total - 22 419 259
Type of expenditure .
Amount {bxthons of doilars) 0
Total 2472 1893 417
Personat health care . 279 1667 "35.8
Prepaymodflagd adminstration . 104 75 16
Government pubkic health actvties 73 53 8
Research . 54 4 15
Construction of medical facilities 61 53 - 20
Percent distnbution . . ’
Total . 1000 1600, 1000
Personal health care . 882 g1l 859 )
Prepayment and adminsstration 42 40 38
Government public healfh actmities . 29 28 19
. - Research . .o 22 - 23 36 g
Constriction of-medical faciities . 25 28 48

* Compiled from data and estimates prepared by the Health Care Finance Administration

.1*‘.
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Between the years 1965 (before medicare became effective) and
1980, the total health bill rose from $41.7 billion (6.0 percent of the .
GNP) to $247.2 billion (9.4 percent of the GNP). The sixfold in-
crease in total costs in 15 years results from technological changes,
very rapid increases in prices and labor costs, the impact of the
growth ahd the ““aging’ of the older population, and increased utili-
zation made possible by increased resources, especially through
public programs. Nursing home, hospital, and physician costs, a]l )
exceptionally important to health care of the elderly, were amon

’ the most rapidly rising areas..

Pergonal Health Care Expenditures )

(Note. Excludes prepayment and administrative costs, cost of re-
search and construction of medical facilities, and governmental
public health activities such as control of contagious diseases.)

Total persohal health care expenditures rose from $35.8 billion or
$180.73 per capita in 1965 to $166.7 billion 'or $735.57 per capita in
1978. The estimate for 1980 is $217.9 billion or $940.62 per capita
but age distributions are not yet availablf.

ANALYSIS OF PERSONAL HEALTH CARE EXPENDITURES BY TYPE OF EXPENDITURE, SOURCE OF B
FUNDS, AND AGE GROUP, 1978 )

v

Type of expencityre Moages  Under 65 oo prate [t
, S " T e TS
. . «
Amount (millions of doltars)

Total 167911 118545 49,366 18.192 34175 26.780 4,395
Hospital care 76,025  54.856 21,169 2,645 18,524 17.165 1359
Physician’s services 35,250 26,340 8910 3,620 5,290 5120 170
Dentists services 13300 11917 1383 1.338 45 28 17
Other professional senvices 4,275 3.185 1.090 631 459 421 38
Drugs and drug sundnes 13,098 11,867 3031 2728 503 %6 29 T
Eyeglasses and apphiances 3819 3214 605 405 / 201 199 2
Kursing home care 15,751 3127 12624 6.790 5,834 3,336 2498
Other health Sarvices 4333 3.979 354 35 319 247 12

Per captta (doltars) A

Totat 75298 59682 2.026 19 746 68 1,27955 1,099 16 18039 R
Hospital care, 34093 27617 368 86 108 56 760 30 704 52 46578
Physisng services 15808 13261 36570 148 58 2712 2615 698
Dentists services 59 64 60 00 5676 5492 RE 115 10
Other professional services 1917 16 03 474 2590 1884 1726 15
Drugs and drug sundries 67170 5974 132 61 11197 2064 1084 98l
Eyeglasses and apolances 1749 1548 2483 1662 825 817 08

- Hursing home care 7064 1574 518 14 278 69 239 45 13692 102 53
Other heaith services s1943 2003 1453 144 1310 1014 29
Prrcent distribition by type of ¢ - .
sxpenditures )

Total 1600 1000 100Q 008 1000 1000 1000
Hospitat care 453 1 429 « 145 594 641 309
Physicians’ services 210 222 180 199 170 191 39
Dentists services 79 100 28 74 1 1 4
Other professional services 25 21 . 22 35 15 16 9
Drugs and drug sundries 99 199 65 150 16 10 54
Eysglasses and apphances 23 28 2 22 6 1

i + Nursing home care 94 26 256 373 187 125 538
\ Other health services 26 34 7 2 10 9 16

-

-«
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ANALYSIS OF PERSONAL HEALTH CARE EXPENDITURES BY TYPE OF EXPENDITURE, SOURCE OF .
’ FUNDS, AND AGE GROUP, 1978—Continued

—~————— -

Tyoe of expenitue Mz Under 65 __ L

Tt Prwate State/

Tl o fom
Y Puckny distnbution by source - |
of fuhds and age , \
Total 1000 706 294 1000 369 631 1000 859 141 )
Hosprtal care 1000 722 218 1000 125 875 1000 924 13 |

Physicians’ sennces . 1000 AT 253 1000 06 594 1000 %8 32

Dentists services . 1000 836 104 1000 9%7 33 1000 622 18

Qther, professional ssrvices 1000 745 255 1000 579 471 1000 917 43

Drugs and oug sundoes 1000 786 214 1000 B4 156 1000 525 475
yeglasses and applances 1000 844 156 1000 668 332 1000 990 10 *
NeFSig home care 1000 199 801 1000 538 462 1000 572 428 1
Othes health servces 100 91t 82 1000 © 99 %1 1000 774 26 |

In 1978, for the 65+ population, total-health care costs came to
$49.4 billion, for the under-65, it came to $118.5 billion. On a per
capita basis, however, the $2,026.19 for an older person wa$ 3.4
times the $596.82 for an under-65 individual. Of the $49.4 billion
for older persons, $18.2 billion or 37 percent came from private
funds and $31.2 billion or 63 percent from public programs. Of the
total public outlays, $26.8 billion or 86 percent came from Federal ‘
programs and $4.4 billion or 14 percent from State and local pro- {
grams.

Hospital care was thelargest item by far in health care costs of
older persons. The $21.2 billion ($868.86 per capita) for hospital

ayments used 43 percent of the total expenditures in 1978. Some
518.5 billion or almost 88 percent of these hospital payments came
from public programs, of which 93 percent were Federal funds.

The next largest expenditure for older persons, nursing home
care, came to $12.6 billion or $518.14 per capita (as compared with
$4.1 billion or $204.87 per capita in 1970). The 1978 figure repre-
sents almost 26 percent of the total health bill for older persons,
with 46 percent paid by public agencies (of which 57 percent was
Federal money and 43 percent State and local). .

The third Jargest expenditure, physicians’ services, totaled $8.9
billion or $365.70 per capita. This was 18 percent of total expendi-
tures for oldef persons, 60 percent was paid by public programs, of
which 27 percent was Federal. -

" The other five categories of expenditures each accounted for less
than 7 percent of the total. Noteworthy is the fact that in four 1
(dentists’ services, other professional services, drugs and drug sun- |
dries, and eyeglasses and applicances) of the five categories (fifth is
other health services), private payments accounted for befween 58 |
percent and 97 percent of the costs, reflecting to a very largé 4
extent the fact that these services and supplies are not usually pro-
vided by public programs, .
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i Data for a comparison of levels and sources of payments that in-

dicate the role of direct out-of-pocket, insuranee, and philanthropic

urces on a per capita basis for 1966 (the year medicare became

effective) and a recent year are not yet available. The following
compares 1966 and 147

Thad-party payments

o Oetatd
pocket o Commment Pt heath  Pheastiropy g

Amount
Under 65
1966 $155 $79 $76 $30
1977 514 164 350 , 150
65+
1966 s 237 209 133
9’ S5 46?2 1,283 1,169
Percent distribution-
Under 65
1966 1000 511 489 19.4
1977 1000 319 681 A1
65+ i
1966 1000 532 13 298 159
1977 1000 %5 135 670 58

»

. This comparison shows both a'significant increase in utilization
as well as a doubling of health care prices, with a pronounced shift
toward third-party payment arrangements, especially through
public programs. The nominal dollar increase in out-of-pocket pay-
ments Ey older persons loses significance if allowances is made for
the rapid price increases for the same amount of care plus,the
actual increase \in utilization as a result of payment resources.

» ,
EXPENDITURES BY PUBLIC PROGRAMS [N PERSONAL HEALTH CARE FOR PERSONS AGED 65+, BY
PROGRAM, 1978 '

{in milfions of dolars] .
Total ~———miefedS73 State/wcal

Totat . 3L175 26,780 4,39

Medicare . 24,775 21,115 0
Medicad . . ¥ 6,611 3684 2927
Other medical public assistance - 391 0 391
Veterans' Admnisiration . 1,053 1,053 0
Department of Defense 131 131 0
Workmen's Compensation . , . 93 4 89
State and local hospitals (net) 94?2 0 942
Al other . . 182 136 46

Older persons comprised slightly over 11 percent of the total pop-_
ulation in 1978 but accounted for 29.4 percent of the personal
health care costs. Some 63 percent of the total payments for per-
sons 65+ came from public programs with 91 percent coming from
Medicare (69.8) and Medicaid (21.2).

-
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Health Status?® : 4

In a recent household interview survey of a sample of the
noninstitutionalized population, over two-thirds (68 percent) of the
older persons reported their health good or excellent as compared
with “others of their own age.” A little more than 22 percent re-
_ported their health as fair and almost 9 percent as poor Mipority
group members, residents of the south, residents of nonmetropoli-
tan areas, and persons with low incomes were more likely to report
themselves in poor health. . ~

Counting the approximately 5-percent of older people who live in
institutions as being in poor health, a total of about a seventh (14
percent) of older people consider themselves in poor health. . py

In 1979 (based on the new Ninth Revision of the International

Classification of Diseases), the chronic conditions most frequently

reported by the noninstitutionalized elderly were: o~
Condition: . Q ' , Percent
T o PP ¥ .
Hypertension. ....c.c.c..... e s . 38.5
Hearing impairment.. ..... .. 28.2
Heart disease. . ....... 214
Arteriosclerosis .. 12.0
; Visual impairme .. 119
Diabetes............ .. v e 8.0

In the 1979 survey, almost half (45 percent) of the 65+ respond-
ents said they had some limitation on their' “usual” activity be- N
cause of a chronic condition. About 17 percent were unable to per-
form their usual activity at all, 22 percent reported limitation in
the amount of kind of usual activity, and about 6 percent were lim-
ited outside the usual activity.
A 1977 study showed that of the over 22 million older persons
not in institutions, 2.1 percent were confined to bed, 2.6 percent
needed help to get about in the house, 6.0 percent needed help to
get about in the neighborhood, and 8.4 percent needed help outside
the neighborhood. In terms of needing help in daily functions, 3.8
percent needed help with bathing, 2.6 percent needed help with
_ dressing, 0.8 percent with eating, and 1.4 percent with toilet. (See
the table below for an analysis of the differences by age groups
within the 65+ population. This is especially significant in view of
the current concern over long-term or continuing care and the
rapid growth in the oldest part of the older pop‘.éa‘tion, since the
need for both types of “helps” increases markedly w¥h age.)

L4

»

* Computed from published and unpublished data sup lied by the National Center for Health
Statistics, based on the National Household Interview Survey, the National Hospital Discharge
Survey, the National Nursing Home Survey, etc
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IMPACT OF DISABILITY RESULTING FROM CHRONIC CONDITIONS, NONINSTITUTIONALIZED PERSONS

v AGED 65+, 1977 L
{Mambers m thousands)
e Tot §5-14 Y 5.
Number Percent Number Peroent Nmbey Peroent Number Percent
Total _'22.266 190 0 14,259 1000 6.652 1000 1,355 1000
Confined 1o bed o 459 21 204 14 173 26 8l 60 .
Nesds help getting atound - . .
in house 513 26 202 14 225 34 146 108
In nesghborhood 1331 60 w 3t 554 33 31 Ui
Qutside nesghborhood 1862 84 49 45 799 120 AU 306
Needs hetp with
Bathvng 853 38 293 21 355 53 205 151
Dressing 582 26 215 15 238 36 129 95
fating 186 8 73 5 59 9 53 N 39
Totlet 318 14 13 9 105 16 91 67
¥
Utilization

Persons aged 654, are subject to more than twice as mych dis-
ability, have four times the activity limitation, see physiCians 42
percent more often, and have about twice as many hospital stays
that last about 50 percent longer than persons under 65. Still, some
82 percent of older persons reported no hospitalization in the previ-
ous year. :

In 1980, the average length of in a short-stay hospital for
persons with one or more hospi ys was 7.3 days for all ages
and 10.7 for those 65+. Averaging together those with hospital
stays and the vast majority with no stays, the average number of
hospital days was 1.9 for ages 55-64, 3.%, days for ages 65-74, and
6.0 days for those 75+ . Using the same averaging approach for per-
sons with and without nursing home stays, a 1976 survey showed a
fraction of one day in a nursing home for persons aged 55-64, 4.4
days for thosd aged 65-74, a jump to 21.5 days for those aged 75-84,
and to 86.4 dgys for the 85+.

Of the 1.1 fnillion older people in nursing homes at the time of a
1977 study, 1 percent were aged 65-74, 41 percent were 75-84, and
40 percent were 85+ (in the total older population, the comparable
percentages fvere 62, 29, and 9). In the nursing home population, 74
percent werp women (60 percent in the total older population), 69
percent werp widowed, 14 percent were single, and 12 percent were

married, 93! pércent were white. Of every 100 residents in nursing
homes. alnfost; 40 came from their own residences (only 14 had
been living aldne), 34 came from general hospitals, 13 from other
nursing homes or related facilities, and the rest (about 15) came
from a variety of mental and other health facilities and other

arrangements. o,

>




14

. N
SELECTED DATA FROM THE 1980 HOUSEHOLD SURVEY OF THE NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION

M ages 65+
r
+ Restncted-actraty days\per Person per yeas R 191 392
Bed-Gisabxfity days per person per yeat ’ . . . 70 138
Numbet of acute conditans per person per year . 22 11
Kumber of physician wisits per person per year . ' .
Total ’ 43 64
a doctor’s office, chin, of group practee . 32 49
1o hosptal outpatent department or emergency room . 6 7
- By telephone \ . . 6 6
Interval smce Last physician wist (percent distnbution of persons) *
’ Less than 1 year - . PR 749 794
Undes 6 months . N - 584 69.0
6-11 months . - . 165 104
1yest - . - 108 60
2-4 years . ] 96 79
5+ years ’ : . <37 61
Number of dental visits per person per .. T 17 14
Intesval Since last dental visit (percent distribution of persons)
Less than | year 439 328
Under 6 months veen - 356 251
6-11 months . \ ~143 11
Lyew ... U s 136 81
2-4 years e s - et . 130 143
54 years - . A - 136 434
SNever .. . . [ \ 90 b
%-suytmp:ﬁldsduuswl&wmwm 139 a1 -
Average Yength of stay (days)....... . [ A - 76 100
Nombes of hosprtal eptsodes per year (| t distnbution of persons)
Noe . s C s S 896 817
Lepsode ... oo Y - o PR 35 135
2 epesodes e e e Y 34
34 eprsodes . JR— AP A 5 14
Averdge leagth of stay for persons with hospral stays by number of episodes
Total, all epesodes . ... [T 93 136
1 eprsode N e . e s e w 6.5 T 95
2epsodes . ... . . e eerees drveen P 167 19.3
34 episodes . . e JP - ‘ 3.0 384
Death Rates!®

Death rates for every age group and both sexes have been declin-
ing since 1950 except for 15-24-year-old males. Between 1977 and
1978, death rates declined except for males aged 1-4, and both
males and females aged 15-24 and 75-84.

In the period between 1965 and 1978, annual death ratess{o
older persons dropped about 12 percent from 6 per 100 to 5. r
100. Within the older population, the rate for persons 65-74
dropped 19 percent from 3.7 to 3.1 per 100, the rate for those 75-84
declined 14 percent from 8.4 to 7.2 per 100, while the rate for the
85+ dropped 27 percent from 20.1 to 14.7 per 100.

The rate for deaths of older persons from heart disease dropped
18 percent, from 2.8 to 2.3 per 100. The death rate from stroke fell
33 percent, from 0.9 to 0.6 per 100 but the rate of deaths from
cancer increased 11 percent, from 0.9 to 1.0 per 100. These declines

12Computed from mortality data prepared by the Division of Vital Statistics of the National
Center for Health Statistics and based on the death certificate reporting system

oy
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iredeath rates accelerated the more recent increases in life expec-

D

-

tancy in the upper ages. /
Heart disease, stroke, and cancer accounted for three quarters of
the deaths of older persons in 1978 as they did in 1965. The follow-
ing table analyzes the number and proportion of deaths accounted
for by the major causes of death in 1978 for all ages and for 10-year
age groupings in the middle and upper age groups. Particularly
noteworthy are the increasing proportions of deaths from heart dis-
eases and stroke with advancing age (also true at a lower level for
influenza and pneumonia) but the sharp drop in the proportion of
deaths caused by cancer. While accidental deaths have traditional-
ly been thost prevalent among the younger, the more recent in-
,crease in suicides among the very yolhg have overshadowed the
situation for the aged.

SELECTED MAJOR CAUSES OF DEATH IN 1978, ALL AGES AND AGE GROUPS OVER 45

Cause A ages 45-54 55-64 65-74 75 84 85+
Kumber {thousand) Tl
Al causes 1928 141 293 452 497 324
Mayor oardiovascutar diseases -

- Total 966 51 128 233 304 i
Diseases of the heart . 73000 o4 108 184 21 A 1%
Cerebrovastular diskases 176 6 15 ~36 63 50
Artenasclerosis . 29 (] 1 4 10 4
Otfrer 32 1 4 9 10 6

. *Mahgnant neoplasms 397 43 91 120 90 32
Influenza ang poeymonta 58 ? 5 10 18 19
Drabetes malhtus 3 ? 6 10, 10 5
Accidents : 106 9 10 9 9 6
Sucioes . Hi 4 4 3 ? (')
All other 340 29 49 . 69 65 36

Percent distribution N ‘

All causes . oo 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000
Major cardiovascular diseases ’

Totat 501 366 439 515 611 700

Drseases of the heart 378 309 368 407 444 482

Cerebrovascular diseases 91 45 52 80 127 .- 155

Artenosclerosis 15 ? 3 8 20 43

Other 17 10 16 20 20 20
Malignant neoplasms 206 302 32 265 180 99
Influenza and preumona 30 16 17 22 36 57
Drabetes melhtus 18 16 19 21 20 . 14
heosdents 55 65 33 20 18 19
Sucides * 14 28 13 6 3 i
All other 4 176 207 167 152 132 110

' Less than 500,
HOUSING !!

The 1980 annual housing survey showed 16.4 million elderly
households thouseholds with heads aged 65 + ) and they constituted
20.3 percent of the total 80.4 million households in the United
States.

bl

' Basic data frum special and unpublished analyses of the Annual Huusing Survey of the De-
partmen} of Housing and Urban Development and frum selected administrative summaries of
program activities '

RIC 2y
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Broad measures of housing conditions shawed many similarities
between the elderly and the younger households but there were dif-
ferences in many of the details arising from the somewhat lower
proportion of the elderly living in*metropolitan areas, their relative
concentration in the inner city, their generally lower income level,
the greater age of their homes and the accompanying maintenance
costs and problems, the presence of excess space as maturing
family members leave the parental home, etc. In general, about 90
percent of housing was evaluated as “adequate” (no defects or
flaws in plumbing, maintenance, public halls, heating, or electrical
areas). .

In the 1978 annual housing survey, 12 percent of all elderly-
headed households lived in physically inadequate units, compared
with 10 percent of all households. Seven percent of all owner-occu-
pied housing units and 16 percent of all renter heugeholds were
physically inadequate compared with 11 and 17 percent respective-
ly foy elderly-headed households. While 14 percent of all house-
holds living in adequate units paid more than 30 percent of their
income for housing costs (40 percent of income for owners with
mortgages), 19 percent of the elderly-headed households were cost
burdened. Approximately 11 percent of elderly owners living in,
adequate units were cost burdened and 39 percent of eldeyly rent-
ers paid more than 30 percent of their income for housing costs.

Over half (54.3 percent) of all elderly headed households had 50
percent or less of median family income (adjusted for family size
and location). Seventeen percent of podr elderly-headed households
lived in physically inadequate units and an additional 31 percent

were cost burdened. Approximately 37 percent of poor elderl{
- owners had housing related problems and the majority of poor el-
gerly renters (68 percent) lived in inadequate units or were cost
urdened.

HOUSING PROBLEMS IN HOUSEHOLDS HEADED BY PERSONS AGED 65+, 1978

. Totat Owners Renters
e ™ Boort N Poor 1 M

Number (thousands).
Total occupeed units 15,844 8,607 11,283 4,561
With housing problems 5,074 4197 2,481 2,595
inadequate | 1,956 1472 1,191 765
Adequate but crowded 19 28 50 30
Cost burdened 2 3,040 2,697 1,240 1,800
Percent distribution
Total occupied umits 1000 1000 1600 1000
With housing problems 320 438 220 59
inadequate 123 171 106 168
Adequate but crowded 5 3 5 7
Cost burdened 2 192 313 1o 395

:E@m w ;Stg m mtr?mrmﬁnmmjgvmay?m with mortgages)

The .1980 annual housing survey shows home ownership is more
prevalent among the aged than the younger households (72.4 per-
cent versus 63.9 percent). The elderly tend to live in much older
structures than did younger families. Fifty-three percent of the el-
derly households live in structures built before 1950 as compared

21
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Part A.—Grand Total

! CHARACTERIéTlCS OF HOUSEHQLDS WITH UNDEl\?-GS‘AND 65+ HEADS, 1980

with 36 percent for the yc;unger. Pre-war housing is occupied by
40.3 percent of the older households and only 27.6 percent of the'

. Nanter (thousands) Percent of lota, a0 ages  <Percent istobaton
Charctenstcs ’ ‘
H':g“é" o s S RO et 65+
Tofal househokds . 80424 64065 16,359 7197 203 100\ 0 1600
Tenure:
Homeowner 52,803 40965 11,838 76 24 639 74
Cash rent 25927 21870 4,057 844 }56 1 %8
o cash rent . 1695 1,230 465 726 74 19 28
Year structure buit ¢ - .
After March 1970 . 18399 16333 2,066 888 12 255 12.6
1965~Harch 1970 ) 8944 7418 15% 829. 171 e -+ 93
1960-1964 7,855 8 1,347 838 172 102 82
1950-1959 13483 10,43 2740 797 203 168 4167
Q 1930-1949 LN “J4ST 5312 2,085 720 280 84 127
. Before 1940 287 17,692 6,59 728 27 W28 403
=S n strocture: . . .
1 e 55114 43989 14125 798 02 687 680
24 - Coo9307 . 1 1981 796 204 121 121
5+ 1723 9307 2417 794 206 145 148
g In mobie home ‘1819 3043 836 784 206 47 51
in hotel of roomng house . 316 239 76 759 %1 4 5
Number of bathrooms
Noce of shared . 135 118 517 671 329 18 35
1 but separated 38 240 88 733 %1 7 4 5
1 A0 36157 10936 768 232 564 669
15 11,329 9248 2,08 816 184 144 127
2- 14011 11868 . 2,143 847 153 185 131
25+ 5907 5312 535 909 91 84 33
Type of heating equipment y *
Central 43790 gm36086 7,704 824 176 563 471
Steam ] 13629 ﬂo,sss 3,096 73 73] 164 189
Electne . 5876 4756 1,120 809 191 14 68
Floot /¥all 6,300 4885 1416 75 25 76 87
Room heater 404 2768 1,28 683 317 43 78
Other/inadequate 6,781 5041 1,740 743 257 79 106
« Ar conditoned 118 31285 8832 808 192 582 54.0
. Water source 4 '
Public/prvate system 67512 53731 13781 796 204 839 842
ingidual well 182 9509 232 804 196 148 u?2
Other . 1,080 826 255 764 236 13 16
Electrioty connected 80268 63956 16,312 797 203 998 997
Type of sewage disposat
Public sewer 59069 47129 11,940 798 0?2 136 730
Septic tank/cesspoot 20640 16496 4,147 799 201 257 253
Chemical totfet 16 10 6 605 495 0 0
Prvy . 589 368 220 626 374 6 13
Other 109 64 4 581 419 ] 3

' ERIC
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‘ CHARACTERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS WITHANDER-65 AND 65+ HEADS, 1380
p ' Part B.—Standard Metropolitan Statistical Areas '

Number fihousands) Percent of Yotal, af ages Perogt istributon
. Caractemsixs U Heds A Heads [g Hets  Heads under  Heads  Heas m\g\
ages voder 65 5+ 85 65+ under 65 65
k j -
Total househokds 54902 44634 10,268 7313 . 187 1000 1000
Tenure: . A
Homeowner . 33872 26815 6,957 9% - 205 603 678
Cash vent wTa.av0,262. ¢ 17,154 3107 847 4ib3 384 303
No cash rent L 564 203 735 265 13 20
Year structure built. -
) After March 1970 1877 10830 1,246 895 105 238 121
N 1965-March 1970 6.035 5,105 930 846 154 114 91
i 1960-1964 5714 4,900 874 89 151 110 85
: 1950-1959 9924 . 8091 1,834 815 185 181 179
1940-1949 . 5215 3,883 1,331 45 255 87 130
Before 1940 Ut ' 16077 12,024 4,083 748 252 296 395
‘ UntsAn structure: - .
1 34859 28,686 6,173 823 177 643 601
. 24 / : 7761 6273 L4888 192 M1 W45
- - 5+ . 10,651 8482 2,169 796 204 190 211
In mobsle home 1,631 1,193 438 731 26.9- 27 43
sin hotet or rooming house 260 193 67 743 287 4 7
Number of bathrooms
None or shared . 628 433 195 690 310 10 19
1 but separated M 223 167 56 749 251 4 5
1 w 315715 24730 6,816 783 27 554 667
15 c. 1991 6,662 1,329 834 166 149 129
2 .. 9,763 8,336 1,427 854 146 187 139
25+ ... . 4722 4,306 415 912 88 96 40
Type of heating equipment
Central v . 30810 25770 5,040 836 164 57.7 491
Steam . . 11,402 8,839 2,564 175 25 19.8 250
Electric . 3385 2,113 612 819 181 62 60
floor wall . 4,461 3,598 862 807 193 81 84
Room heater. .. 1,970 1,445 524 734 266 32 51
Other/madequate | 2,874 2,208 666 768 32 49 65
Ar conditioned .. . 32,200 26,542 5,659 824 176 595 551
Water source e -
Pubfic/pavate system 50,365 40,879 9487 81.2 188 916 924
Indivdual well .. 4271 3,538 733 828 172 79 71
Other . ... . 266 217 8+ 818 182 5 5
Erectnaity connected .. 54806 44570 10,236 813 187 99.9 997
Type of sewage desposal L)
Public sewer . . 46332 37,503 8739 811 189 84.2 85.1
Septic tank/cesspool 8453 6,968 . 1485 824 -176 156 145
Chemcal todet 3 0 3 0 o
Prvy 92 61 3l 66 2 38 ) S
Other . 22 12 10 542 458 1
\
[
3 2 o~ v
J
3}
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CHARACT/ ERISTICS OF HOUSEHOLDS WITH UNDER-65 AND 65+ HEADS, 1980
Part C. In Nonmetropolitan Areas

4 Number (thousands) Peccent of tolal, A ages Pescent distributon
Chraractenshes Beads t Beads  Heads  Beads  Beads  Beads  Heas
ages woer 65 65+ under 65 65+ under 65 65+
Total households 25522 19431 6,091 761 239 1000 1000
Tenure
Homeownes 18930 14,050 - 4880 2 258 1237 801
Cash rent - 5,665 4,716 949 832 168 43 156
No cash rent 927 666 262 718 82 7 34 43
Year structure buiit
After Macch 1970 6,522 5,701 821 874 126 293 13§
1965-March 1970 2,909 2,312 597 795 205 119 98
1960-1964 2,081 1,608 473 773 2T 83 78
1950-1959 3,558 2,652 906 745 255 137 149
1940-1949 2,242 1,488 754 664 336 117 124
Before 1940 8,210 5,669 2,541 69.0 31.0 292 417
Umits i structures .
1 20,225 15,303 4,953 755 %5 788 813
2-4 1,946 1,454 493 17 253 75 81
5+ 1,072 825 248 768 231 42 41
In mobrie home 2,48 1,850 398 823 1717 95 65
In hotet or rooming house 56 46 9 833 167 2 2
Humber of bathrooms
None or shared 1128 ° 745 k. 4 661 339 38 63
1 but separated 105 73 31 700 300 4 5
1 15,518 11,428 4,091 736 264 588 672
15 3,338 2,586 751 775 225 133 123
2 4,248 3,532 716 832 16.8 182 118
25+ 1,185 1,066 119 899 101 55 20
Type of heating equipment “
Central 12,979 10,316 2,664 795 205 531 437
Steam 2,226 1,694 532 761 239 87 87
Electric 2,491 1,982 508 796 204 102 83
Floor /wall 1,840 1,286 553 699 "301 66 91
Room heater 2,079 1,319 760 635 365 6.8 125
Other/wnadequate 3,907 2,833 1,074, 725 275 146 176
Arr conditioned 13,917 10,743 3,174 772 28 553 521
Water source '
Public/private system 17,147 12,852 4,29 750 250 661 705
Individual wei| 7.561 5,971 1,590 790 210 307 261
Other 814 608 206 1 253 31 34
Electricity connected 25,462 19,386 6,076 761 239 998 9938
Type of sewage disposal -
Public sewer 12,737 9,536 3,201 * 749 251 491 526
Seplic tank/cesspool 12,188 9,526 2,662 782 218, 490 437
Chemical lodet 13 10 3 760 240 1 B
Py 497 308 189 619 381 16 31
Other 87 52 36 591 409 3 6

As expected, household income, value of owned home, and
monthly rental are considerably larger for all households than for
the older households, moreover, it must be remembered that some
other costs, like food and health care, absorb larger proportions of
the incomes of older households. -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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HOUSEHOLD INCOME, VALUE OF HOME, AND MONTHLY RENTAL, 1980

{Mumbers m thousands) N
Owner occupeed Restter occupwed
Type of houaehckd and head (bouseholder) A ages 65+ A ages 65+
Momber  Medan  Mumber  Medan  Mumber  Medan  Momber  Meda |
' : Household income .
Total, . v 52,516 19,800 ... 27,556 10,600 .
24 person w o’ 44,562 22,000 R 17,782 12,100
Marned couple .. 31509 23300 6082 11900 92818 14900 1081 9,200 ]
(Other male. PPN . 2,026 20,100 376 12,200 2,238 11,500 118 6,700 j
Other female, . 5027 13500 1104 9600 5716 7,600 405 1,200 *
1-person PV L7195 1900 e o o 97840 8000 .. ..
Male . .. ... Low 2692 12,800 937 6600 4,282 10,500 683 5400 ‘
Female . . . 5262 6600 3250 5700 5502 6700 2241 5100 |
. ﬁ' Value of home Monthly rental |
Total, .. e e ve e e 41945 51300 ..o e 26,874 a1 .. ...
24 person.. . e e . 36,403 53,500 ..... .. 17,213 261 ... w
Mammed coupe oo s v e e oo 30,707 54900 4475 45700 9,361 268 1,842 212
Other male... . e er s 1,581 52,000 303 39,600 2189 287 114 189
Other female . . 4,109 44,000 879 38500 5662 40 395 24
1-person.... .. ... v 5,543 39300 ... . ... 9,662 0 e o e |
Male..... .. e LTI 42,300 649 36,000 4,202 207 654 135 -
Female . .o e 3772 38300 2354 35700 5459 212 225 167

—
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SUMMARY OF HUD ELDERLY HOUSING PROGRAM ACTIVITIES,\M!D-1981

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

- Kumber of Nombes of Valoe Estimated exderly unnts Penod
o R e . o proects Wi ) T gn
. * Construction projects
Title 1l Low-income puthic housing Active 10,750 1,200,000 « NA 1 552,000 46 9/30/79 ,
202 ..« Duect toans for housing of eiderly and handicapped . . Inactive 2 330+ 45,215 5746 45,275 160 1977
4 Active 3 ... 1,006 90,323 4,130.2 79,185 89 6/30/81 |
231 Mortgage msurance for housing for eiderly . Active - 495 66,285 1,1581 66,285 100 6/30/81
221(d) (3) " Muttifamily rental housing for Jow- and moderate-income families Active 3,532 355,101 57185 21,918 7 6/30/81
221(d) {4) B do . Active 5,239 582,313 13,908 4 75,45 13 6/30/81
235 Home ownership assistance for low- and moderate-imcome families Inactive 2 7 472,05 473,032 83,4567 NA NA Revised
, Active 780 78,034 2,768 8 NA NA 6/30/81
207 - Multifamily rental housing e o hetve 2,633 § 275,588 - 394¥1 3,380 1+ 6/30/81
236 . Rentat and Co-0p assistance for low- and moderate-ncome families . Inactive, 4,056 435,231 74928 55,784 13 6/30/81
202/236 202/236 conversion . . Inactive . 181 28,059 4801 28,059 100 6/30/81
232 “Nursing home and intermediate care facilities Active 1,300 147,336 816765 147,336 \, 100 6/30/81
Nonconstruction programs . ’
84 Low income rental assistance: *
y Exsting ¢ . hetive 10,990 916,704 NA 265,492 28 6/30/81
“New construction ¢ ¢ Active 8,225 524,586 NA 283,741 54 6/30/81
Substantial rehabilitaton Active . 1,654 117,904 NA 41,394 35 6/30/81
312 Rehabihtation Yoans . Actve ® 86,004 NA NA 6,243 7+ 930/80
23 Low rent leased housing Inactive 2 NA 163,267 NA 54,000+ 35 12/75
+ fnciodes eiderly oocupied unts which were not specifically designed for the elderly T
3 Figwes for ongnal program feported through program revsion s ~
3 Figures for revised sec 202/8 represent cumulative project reservations theough june 30, 1981
 Figures represent cumulatve fund reservations theough vepomgg date
§ Figwes do not mckude sec 8 commetments attached to sec 202/8 fund reservations
« ®Figwes represent koan commdments only
7 Figures represent number of morigages .
* Beds « -
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LIFE EXPECTANCY 12

. In 1978, life expectancy (average remaining years of hfe) reached
new hlghs for the United States. Life expectancy at birth for both
sexes combined was 73.3 years but the 77.2 years for females was
7.7 years longer than 69.5 for males.

At age 65, the combined expectancy was 16.3 years with the 18.4
years for women exceedmg by 4 4 years the remammg years for
men, 14.0. -

The 26-year or 55 percent increase in hfe expectancy at birth
since 1900 (when it was 47.3) results to a large extent.from the
wiping out of most of the killers of infants and of the young. Only
since midcentury has life expectancy in the upper ages begun to
improve as death rates from the killers of older persons, chronic
conditions and diseases, begun to decrease. Thus, during the first
half of this century, growing numbers of persons reached older
ages but once there, did not live much longer than did their ances-
tors who reached such age. Since the 1950’s life expectancy at the
upper ages has also increased and current decreases in death rates
from cardiovascular conditions and stroke portend further added
years of life.

The gap between whites and “others” (primarily black) in life ex-
pectancy at birth has narrowed in recent decades. Also, for those
who do reach advanced age, at about age 70, life expectancy is
slightly higher for those in the “others” category than for whites.

e tables that folléw analyze in detail the changes in life expec-
tancy by sex and color at selected ages for selected years between
1900 and 1978, the translation of these trends into estimates of the
number of babies born in 1900 and in 1978 expected to reach select-

“ed ages (for example, about 40 percent of babies born in 1900 were

expected to reach age 65 as compared with 76 percent for the

babies born in 1978, and a listing of the countries having the high-

e;,\?t male and female life expectancies as reported by the United
ations.

LIFE EXPECTANCY AT SELECTED AGES, 1900-78

oAt -1 Whete Other
i “TRende  Tod Mk fomale T Mak

Age and yeur

At bth
, 1500 463 483 4756 466 487 330 325
1910, 484 5.8 50.3 486 520 36, 338
1920 53.6 546 549 544 556 453 455
1930 . .o 58.1 616 614 59.7 635 481 473
1940 B 608 652 642 621 666 531 515
1950 : 656 nt 691 665 722 608 59.1
1960 - . 666 131 706 67.4 Tl 636 611
1970 671 147 17 68.0 7156 65.3 613
1978 695 71.2 740 70.2 778 692 #50
Increase 1960-78
Years . 232 289 264 236 291 362 325
Percent 501 598 555 ~ 506 588 1097 1000

'2Computed from basic data on momlitygnhfe expectancy published by the Vital Statistics

Division of the National Center for Healt!
author.

tistics Simulated projections prepared by the
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LIFE EXPECTANCY AT SELECTED AGES, 1900-78—Continued

0

Total Wiete Other
Ape aod yox
Total Sale Femaie Total Mae Female Totat ale Fesmale
A age 20
1900 . 122 438 . 3.1 369
1920 . 456 65 ... ... 384 372
e ¢ 1 SN —— - - 438 — S — o — 397 42
1960 . 503 563 . 458 501
1978 .. . 550 514 587 555 520 591 515 474 556
Increass 1900-78
Years. PN 98 153 . 123 187
Percent - PO - 232 H9 350 507
At age 45
1900 SV Y 255 . 201 24
1920 . 260 270. 236 226
1940 . . . 259 289 . 220 40
1960 ....... . - za 325 . . U9 281
1978 . . 319 288 349 322 .1 352 296 265 327
Increase 1900-78
Years., . 49 97 .. 6.4 113
Percent | 202 380 318 52.8
At age 65 ° .
1990 . .. 115 122 . .. 104 114
190 . ° L e . 122 128 . w21 124
140 . - .. 121 136 - 122 140
1960 R e e . s 13.0 159 . 128 151
1978 163 140 184 164 140 184 161 1 180
Increase 1900-78
Years . .. 25 62 37 66
Percent ’ 27 508 356 579
Aage 75
1900 . 68 13 66 79
1920 . . 13 16 76 84
1940 e oevvesaa e 72 19 81 98
190 . ... 79 93 89 10.1
1978 . . 104 87 115 10.3 86 115 112 98 125
Increase 1900-78
Years . 18 42 32 46
Percent 265 5715 485 582
Al age 85
1900 e e 38 41 40 51
1920 . w e eriu e 4] 42 45 52
1940 . . e e 40 43 51 64
1960 . o gt et v e tran 43 47 51 54
1978 64 55 , 69 62 53 67 90 78 99
.- increase 1900-78
Years . C 26 - -38 - — 48

Percent

634

95.0

9%1
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PERCENT OF BABIES BORN IN 1900 AND 1978 EXPECTED TO SURVIVE TO SELECTED AGES .
Survwal ,gam yer of v Tota White — Other
Tl M Femae Total My Fermate Totad Mae female
Reach age 20
1900 . 764 790 567 591
1978 975 971 920 9717 973 982 966 %1 972
- - - Rato 1978/1900 13 12 17 16
. Reach age 45 4
1900 614 647 392 423
1978 933 913 853 940 922 958 830 853 824 |
. Rabo 1978/1%00 15 15 22 22
« Reach age 65 b
1900 392 438 190 220 .
1978 ..., 759 693 826 175 7no 839 650 564 134
Rabo 1978/190¢ 18 19 . 30 33
Reach age 75
1900 . . . 214 254 . 89 1ni
L 1978, . N 554 “7 661 570 46.2 678 40 344 539
Rabo 1978/1900 . 22 27 .. . 39 49
Reach age 85
1900 e . . 53 71 . 20 36
1978 259 16.5 355 266 168 366 205 138 279
Rabo 1978/1900 © i reeres s v oo 32 52 . 69 78
’ LIFE EXPECTANCY AT BIRTH, SELECTED COUNTRIES
{Adapted from u:;m Natons Demograptuc Yearbook)
Moes ! femaes . ’
Rk Couatry Date Yoas Rk Country Yoars
1 horway . . 1977-78 72.31 1 Koway. . . . . 7865
2 Sweden . 1974-78 nn 2, Netherdands ~ _. . 84
3 lapan - 1976 7215 3 Sweden . 1814
4 Netherlands 97177 120 4 France 7785 .
S Denmark . " 1977-78 ns 5 Denmark 175
6 lstael ., - 1978 71.46 6 lapan ... . 7735
7 Switzertand 1968-73 7029 7 Unted States .. 172
3 Greece ... 1970 70.13 8 moland.. .. e . 1712
.9 Faee. . . 1977 6973 9 Canada....... . 7636
s 10 Spam . 1970 6969 10 Swtzedand . . . 1622
11 England and Wales . .o 1974-76 69.62 11 England and Wales . 7582
12 Unded States . . 1978 695 12 Germany (Federal Repubic) 7564
13 Canada 1970-72 6934 13 Austrd ....n. . £ 56
. u Gamany (fedml Republic) . 1976-78 5899 14 Poland. . 750
158 taly 1970-72 6897 15 lsrael” 7498
16 Germany (Damaanc Repubhc) 1976 6382 16 Spam 74.9
17 letand . 1970-72 6877 17 iay 78 X
18 Bulgaria . . 1974-76 6863 18 New Zealand . 74.6
19 New Zealand 1970-72 68 55 19 Gemany (Democrabc Repubhc) 1442
20 Austna . 1917 6854 20 Belgum . v .21
21 Cuba. . . 1970 685 21 Awstraha 7415 .
22 Finland 1978 6849 22 Crechoslovaka . . .. .. 7412 >
23 Belgum . . 1968-72 6779 23 USSR... . D e 740 .
24 Austratia 1965-67 6763 24 Bulgana . . 7391 s
25 Romana 1976-78 6742 25 Greece .. .. ... . .. 1364 s
26 Poland . 1975-76 673 26 lreland .. . . 1352 §
21 Crechosiovakua . 1977 6699 28 Romania . 7206 7
40 USSR o 1971-12 64.0 30 Cuba . 7ns

- ERIC o -

-
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SEX RATIOS !3

As a result of the as yet unexplained longer (and more rapidly
increasing) life expectancy for females as compared to males, most
older persons are women—15.2 million women gnd 10.3 million
men in mid-1980. Death rates are higher for males than for females
at every age (including the fetus) so that although there are ap-
proximately 105 boy babies born for every 100 girl babies, the num-
bers at the same age even out by the end of the teens and then
females outnumber males in ever larger numbers thereafter.

For the total 65+ population, there are 148 women per 100 men.
In the 65-74 age group, the ratio is 131, rising to 180 women per.
100/'men for those 75+. For the 85+ group, there are 229 women
0 men. (See “Marital Status’ and.‘‘Projections’’ below.)

MARITAL STATUS !3

In 19807 most older men were married (7.6 million or 78 percent)
but most older women were widowed (7.1 million or 51 percent).
There are 5.3 times as many older widows as there are widowers.
Among the 75+ women, almost 70 percent were widows. About 34
percent of the married 65+ men have under-65 wives.

/ MARITAL STATUS, BY SEX AND AGE GROUP, 1980

Nember (thousands) Percent Gstrbuten
Sex and martal status
45-54 55-64 £5-74 154 45-54 55-64 65-14 154+
v P4
Total 10962 9870 6549 3234 1000 1000 1000 1000
Marned 9347 8414 5346 2244 853 852 816 694
Not marned , 1615 1457 1204 989 148 148 184 308
Single * . 699 565 357 142 64 57 55 44
Widowed 176 7 397 551 176 16 40 85 40
Drvorced 740 495 290 )| 68 50 4" 22
female ) :
Totat 1,670 1103 8549 5411 1000 1000 1000 1000
Marmed . 922 1713 4,282 1264 790 699 501 34
Not marned 2441 3321 4266 417 210 301 499 766
Stngle * 552 S04, 480 34 47 46 56 64
Widowed 821 2082 344 3677 70 180 403 679
Drvorced 1,074 735 . W 126 92 , 67 40 23
Ratior 2 :
Totat 106 112 131 167
Matned 9 92 80 5
Not marned . 152 228 354 49
Single 1 B ow om owm
Widowed 466 52 618 e Co
Drvorced . 145 W 177 -

¥ Never marmed 2 Women per 100 men

The impact of differential life expectancies by sex may be illus-
trated by a theoretic application of life expectancies in 1978 to an
agsumed 100 marriages in 1980 where all grooms aré aged 25 and
all brides are aged 20.

*

13 Computed from estimates prepared by the Census Bureau based on the 1970 census enu-
meration and the monthly Current Population Surveys thereafter

’




( ( 1980 - 25 0 100 100
9

0 0
1985 . 30 25 100 1 1
1990 . 3 30 98 9 1 1
1995 - - 40 35 97 %9 4 4
2000 . .- 45 40 95 98 3 3
2005 50 45 2 97 ] 5
2010 35 50 88 96 3 8
015 - 80 55 81 93 i 13
00. .. . 6§ 80 1 P 18 20
2025 . . 10 65 61 84 23 Y
2030 .. 75 10 Ll n 30 39
2035 B 8w B 3t 67 36 53
2040 LT . 85 8 17 5 - ¥ . 68

-
—~

In order to illustrate the extreme case, it is assumed that the
male deaths are all among the married men with a spouse present
while all of the fémale deaths were among the already widowed.

In 1979, there were approximately 2.3 million marriages of per-
sons of all ages. The rate (number per 1,000 in the specific group
who are theoretically eligible to marry) was 53.6 for females and
65.1 for males, as compared with 16.2 for 65+ males and only 2.7
for 65+ females. The marriage rate (see table below) for older
grooms was almost 6 times that of the older brides, partly because
there are fewer males in these age groups and partly because men
\A}x;ually marry women younger than themselves (contrary to what
ife expectancy analyses would suggest). About three-quarters of
the vlder brides and grooms were previously widowed.

MARRIAGE RATES FOR 65+ PERSONS, 1979 *

Al marnages . v 27 162
First 285 .. P 9 30
Remarflages .. . .. e -’ 30 206
Previously . 26 199
Previousty dvorced e .- 74 233

i Rate ss number per 1.000 1n the specific group who are theoretically ehgible it 1s based on a sample for reporhing States

v

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT

In 1979, about half of all older Americans had less than a 10th
grade education (2 years of high school); the median for the 25-64
age group was high school graduation. About 2.1 million or 9 /per-
cent of the older people were “functionally illiterate,” havingthad
no schooling or less than 5 years. At the other end of the scale,
about 8 percent were college graduates.

The increasing educational attainment of the older population
(an increase of more than a year of schooling in the median since
1970) results from a classic example of a cohort effect rather than
the aging process since, in the past, each succeeding generation has
been given the opportunity to receive more schooling than did its
predecessor. Thus, as eacrx cohort with more years of schooling

31
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reaches age 65 and the oldest cohort with less schooling dies off,
the median increases.

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

In 1980, 83 percent of the older men but only 57 percent of the
older women lived in a family setting. The others lived alone or
with nonrelatives except for the one in twenty who lived in an in-
stitution (a figure that jumps to one in five in the 85+ age group).

Three-quarters of the older men (75.5 percent) lived in families
that included the wife but only slightly more than a third of the
older women (38 percent) lived in families that included the hus-
band. Four of every 10 older women lived alone. Almost four times
as many older 'women lived alone or with nonrelatives than did
older men.

/?VING ARRANGEMENTS OF THE 65+ NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION, 1980

[Musmbers n thousands)
- . Male Female
Age and Foeg g Nombst Percent Nombst Percent
: “
65+

Totat . 9,783 1000 13,960 100.0
Livng with spouse 7.389 755 5311 380
Lving with other refatrve . 127 74 2,660 191
Lming alone or with nonrelatve 1,667 170 5,989 429

65-74 .

Total 6,549 1000 8,549 1000
Living with spouse . 199 794 4114 81
Living with other refatve . . 426 65 1,243 45
trnng alone of wath noreative 924 1] 3,192 373

154

Tota! N 3234 1000 5411 1000
Lving with spouse 2,190 677 1,197 21
Lving wath other refative 301 93 1417 262
Leang ajone of with nonrelatve . 743 230 2,197 517

H

PLACE OF RESIDENCE

In 1980, a_slightly smaller proportion of the older non-
institutionalized population lived in metropolitan areas than was _
true of the younger (64 percent vs. 68 percent) but in a reversal of
the previous pattern, more than half of the older peoplé in metro-
politan areas lived in the suburbs rather than the central city, pri-
marily because of the “aging” of the inhabitants of the suburbs
(rather than movement from the central city to the suburbs) in the
larger (over a million) metropolitan areas. The preponderance of
suburbanites among the under-65 population increased substantial-
ly so that 60 percent of the under-65 residents of metropolitan
areas lived outside the central city.

32 ,
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DISTRIBUTION OF UNDER 65 AND 65+ POPULATION BY METROPOLITAN/NONMETROPOLITAN RESIDENCE, 1970 AND 1980

s 1970 1980
Resdental category Nurmber (thousands) Pectent destribubion Nomber (thousands) Percent destnbuton
Under 65 654 Under 65 654 Under 65 654 Under 65 654
Tota! . 180,584 19,235 1000 1000 194,357 23,743 1000 1000 100 100 100
Metropolrtan areas . . 124,714 12,344 691 64.2 132,176 15,085 683 635 93 93 100
In central cibes . PR 56,236 6,640 ] 31 3.5 53496 1,162 275 302 111 110 99
Outside central cities 68,478 5704 379 297 79,281 7922 08 33 18 82 105
Metropofitan areas of .
1,000,000 + ) '
In central ches ., 30,506 3816 169 198 21,610 3760 U2 158 17 m- 95
Quiside central Ces .ovvvec v e o 41,682 3484 7 231 ,@8 1 47,192 4,680 24.6 197 18 80 103 ‘
Less than 1,000,000
In central crbes P 25,729 2,825 "2 "7 25,886 3,402 133 u3 - 12 108 96
Outside central crbes ... . 26,796 2,220 148 115 31,489 42 v 162 137 8 85 109
Nonmetropolitan areas .. . ... ... . .. 55,870 6,891 309 38 61,581 8,658 317 365 116 115 99
In counbes
With no place of 2,500+..... . ... . 6,289 902 35 47 7,343 1,150 38 48 134 126 94
With place of 2,500-24,999. .. ... 35,246 4479 195 233 38,865 5,583 200 235 19 m .98
With place of 25,0004 .. .. . .. 1433 - 151 79 18 15,392 1,956 79 8.2 99 104 105
Destgnated metropofitan since 1970 < oo o o 1520 83 42 1] 9587 1181 i9 51 105 102 , 97.
. ! Index = proporbon of 65 + dwded by proportion under 65.< 100 Index of over 100 mesns that relatively more older people than younger peopie kve M thes residential Calégory i percentage tems,

.3 Rabo=ndex for 1980 Gded by ndex for 1970 100 Rabo of over 100 means that proportionately thes residental category has more oider people i 1980 than n 1970

ERIC o *
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Proportionately more older than younger people lived in nonmet-
ropolitan areas with the largest concentrations in the smaller areas
(containing no county with more than 2,500 inhabitants).

As may be seen from the summary table below, the last column
(ratio). shows that the changes between 1970 and 1980 involve the
growth of the older population in the metropolitan area suburbs
(the aging of the suburbs), especially in the larger areas. Although
the older population in the nonmetropolitan areas also increased,
the major patterns remained approximately the same.

The above analysis and the table below are based on the total
population. Patterns for the white elderly and the black elderly
are, however, fundamentally different. Older blacks as well as
blacks of all ages are much more concentrated in metropolitan
areas than are whites and better than three-quarters of the older
blacks in metropolitan areas live in the central city.

VOTER PARTICIPATION !4

In the 1976 Presidential election, older people made up 15 per-
cent of the voting age population but cast 16 percent of the votes.
Some 62 percent of the older population voted, a much higher pro-
portion than the under-35 group but somewhat lower than the 35-
64 groups. A higher proportion of older men than of older women
voted, but the women voters still outnumbered the men. Voter par-
ticipation falls off sharply after age 75.

In the 1978 congressional election, when, as usual, there is small-
er total voter turnout, older people still made up 15 percent of the
voting age population but cast 18 percent of the vot8s. Some 56 per-
cent of the older population voted, a much higher proportion than
in the under-35 and about the same as in the 35-64 group.

The two detailed tables below analyze registration and voting be-
havior in the 1980 Presidential election, by age groups. While the
long-term trend toward lower turnouts for voting in all elections
continued, the relative patterns by age group remained about the
same. Highest percentage voting remains with the middle-aged
population, followed by the 65-74 group and a falling off in the
75+, and a very low turnout for the young adults. Whites voted in
greater proportions than did the blacks who, in turn, voted in
larger proportions than did the Hispanics. Persons aged 65+ made
up 15.4 percent of the voting-age population but cast 16.8 percent
of the votes. Older men had better voting records than older
women but the larger number of women still meant more female
votes (8.7 million vs 7.0 million).

By

14Computed from data published by the Census Bureau as a result of a supplementary ques-
tion on the November 1976, 1978, and 1980 Current Population Surveys
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REPORTED REGISTRATION AND VOTING, BY AGE GROUP, NOVEMBER 1980—ALL RACES
(Crvkan rorwrsttubonal poputabon, rembers n thousands]

18+ 13-4 £5-64 65+
Statws . Total 65-74 15+
Kumber Percent Nomber Percent Number Percent
‘ Number Percent Kumber Percent Number Pervent

157,085 100.0 89,423 . 100.0 43,569 1000 24,094 1000 1532 100.0 8,710 100.0

105,035 669 54,039 60.4 33,029 758 17,960 146 11,835 7.2 6133- — —699—
93,066 59.2 47,183 528 30,205 693 15,677 65.1 10,622 693 5,085 51.6
11,969 16 6,856 11 28U 65 2,290 95 1,213 19 1,077 123
52,050 31 35,384 396 10,541 r .2 6,125 54 3488 2.8 2,637 301
6,343 40 4420 49 1,345 31 580 24 “~ 340 2.2 U0 27
74,082 1000 43,326 100.0 20,831 1000 9,920 1000 6.676 1000 3.4 100.0
49344 666 25,620 591 15,903 763 7821 , 188 5343 800 2478 764
43,753 59.1 2,218 513 14,554 698 6,984 704 4852 ° 7 2,132 65.7
5,591 15 3406 79 1,348 65 836 8.4 490 13 46 107
24,738 34 17,708 . 409 4,934 a1 2,098 211 1333 200 768 286
2,942 40 2,164 50 592 28 186 .19 (110 1.6 16 23
83,003 1000 . 46,097 100.0 22,132 1000 14,174 100.0 3,648 100.0 5,526 100.0
55,691 67.1 28418 616 17,126 753 10,147 71.6 6,493 751 3,654 66.1
49312 59.4 24,967 542 15,651 689 8,694 613 5770 66.7 291 529

Did not vote 6,378 1.7 3449 1§ 1475 65 1,454 103 723 84 731 32
Notregistered * . . .., 7312 329 17,678 383 5,606 u1 4,027 -84 2,185 .9 1,872 339
NotUS ctizen ... .. e oo 3402 il 2,255 49 782 33 394 28 230 27 164 30
Whte . . ... 137,676 1000 11,225 1000 38,703 1000 21,748 100.0 13,789 100.0 795 9 1000
Registered.. 94,112 684 47,898 620 29,808 170 16,406 754 10,755 780 5,651 7.0
Voted. . 83,855 60.9 12843 54.6 27,365 707 14,347 66.0 9,669 70.1 4678 588
Did not vote . 10,257 15 5,756 15 2,443 63 2,058 9.5 1,085 19 973 122
Not registered ! 43,564 316 29,317 380 8,895 30 5343 .6 3,034 220 9 20
t NotUS ctizen 4,762 35 3,260 4.2 1,038 27 463 21 263 1.9 2 25
Black, . 16,423 1000 10,224 1000 4,159 1000 2,039 100.0 1,352 100.0 687 100.0
Regrstered . 9,849 600 5531 54.2 2,885 694 1429 70.1 998 738 31 . 70.1
Voted.. . . 8,287 50.5 4,530 “3 2,546 61.2 1,211 59.4 877 64.9 kx/| 86
Did not vote. . . 1,562 95 1,005 98 339 82 218 10.7 B! 89 97 ul
Not registered * . . . . 6,574 00 < 4688 459 1,275 30.7 610 299 354 30.7 286 313
Not US atizen.. ... 472 29 354 35 101 24 18 9 12 9 6 ° 9
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REPORTED REGISTRATION AND VOTING, BY AGE GROUP, NOVEMBER 1980—ALL RACES—Continued
{Crkan noninsttubonal population; sumbers in thousands)

1+ 14 55 N 85+
- Total N 754
Nombes Percent Numbesr Percent Number Percent
Nomber Peccent Hmber Pescent Nomber Percent
8210 100.0 581 100.0 1,798 1000 538 1000 349 1000 189 1000
2,94 %3 18 313 9 W6 ;w1 w0 48 o401
LTS T 9 T Ty B3 - 768 427 198 368 141 404 57 30.2

1 6.5 us 59 143 80 40 14 20 5.7 20 106
5,226 63.7 4037 68.7 888 94 301 55.9 189 54.2 12 59.3
2,645 322 1,987 B 0 M 21.2 168 31.2 . 115 + 330 53 280
* May be of any race. . » B
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COMPARISON OF DISTRIBUTION OF POPULATION AND OF VOTERS, BY AGE GROUP, NOVEMBER 1980

18+ 18-4 1584 65+
Totat 65-74 5+ -
Status Per- Per- Pas. :
o FE e TR e T M v B e
Al races, total ... 1000 1000 569 507 277 325 154 168 98 114 5.6 54
Male wes ... 1000 2000 585 508 281 333 134 160 90 11 44 49
————  Female ——— ~-1000 1000 —555 506 274 --317 1t W04 N —67 60—
White .. 1000 1000 561 503 281 326 158 171 100 15 58 56
Blck . . . 1000 1000 623 547 253 307 124 W6 .82 106 42 40
Spanshongn 2. 100.0 1000 715 607 219 313 6.6 8.0 43 57 23 23
Afraces, total . .. 1000 100.0 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1000 1600 1000 1000 1000
Male L. AT2 470 485 A7) AT8 482 412 M5 36 45T 310 22
Female 528 520 515 529 522 518 588 555 564 543 630 578
White - 876 901 84 893 888 906 903 915 9.0 910 908 925
Black. 105 89 14 9.6 95 84 85 11 88 83 78 66
Spanish ongin * 52 26 66 32 41 25 2.2 13 23 13 2.2 11
1, M3y be of any race

b MOBILITY

There are two ways of examining the mobility of older persons.
One, called “general mobility” by the Census Bureau, is based on a
more geographic approach and measures movers (people who
change residences) as to whether they moved across count’y, State,
and regional lines. The other, called ‘detailed mobility” by the
Census Bureau, is based on the type of residential area approach
and measures movers in relation to residence in central city or
suburb of a metropolitan area or of places in a nonmetropolitan
area. v

General Mobility

In the March 1980 household survey, almost 5 million or 21 per-
cent of the 65+ noninstitutionalized population reported that they
had moved in the 5-year period since 1975 (compared with over 43
percent of the total population aged 44 ). Of the nearly 5 million
older movers, 57 percent moved within the same county, 22 percent
moved to another county in the same State, a little over 5 percent
moved to a contiguous State, and 15 percent moved to a nonconti-

ous State. Although differing in proportions, older movers fol-

" lowed a pattern quite similar to that of movers of all ages as shown
in the table below. ’ ‘

GENERAL MOBILITY, PERSONS AGED 4-64 AND 65+, 1975-80

(Numbers w thotsands)
Region and resdence i 1980 compared 10 -a 65+
epon and residence 0 1975 Nomber Pecent Percents Kumber Percent Peccants
Totat n 1980 . 178,473 1000 .. e \ 23,743 1000 . .
Same house (nonmovers) . 88,550 [ L — 18,707 %8 . . .
Drfferent house in Umted States N
(movers) .. ... .. 86,198 483 1000 4,948 208 1000
Sameconly .. ... .. 49,279 276 572 2,840 120 574
Drffecent county . ... .. . . 36,918 20.7 28 2,109 89 426

Same State . . 19,468 109 26 1,108 47 24

ERIC 37
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GENERAL MOBILITY, PERSONS AGED 4-64 AND 65+, 1975-80—Continued

- {Nombers m thousands)
Regon and resdence n 1980 1o bt 6+
repon 2 rescence n 1975 Kucnber Pecoent Pesgent s Humber Peccint Percent
L — T
Different State 17,451 98 202 1,000 4?2 202
Conbgous.. .m o oo 5416 30 63 267 11 54
e Noncootguows ... __ 12035 . 6] . M0 L1330 31 LY
Northeast in 1975 3354 20 41 257 11 52
North Centrat n 1375 . 4470 25 52 285 12 58
., South 1n 1975 .. .. 5613 31 65 267 11 54
B West m 1975 3,809 21 iy 191 8 39
Movers from abroad ..., 3725 21 43 ] ] 18
Northeast in 1980 39,732 1000 . . 5,697 100.0
Same house (nonmovers) 23,500 591 [t 827
Different house 1 United States
(movess) ... .. .. 15422 388 100.0 964 169 1000
. Same county 10,143 255 65.8 608 107 631
Different county 5460 137 354 355 6.2 368
Same State. . 3,253 82 211 236 41 W5
Driferent State 2,207 56 143 119 21 123
Northeast m 1975 1,139 29 74 80 14 83
- North Central m 1975 . . 266 J 1.7 2t i 2
South 1 1975 ... 559 14 36 0 . 5 3l
| West n 1975 . 22 6 16 I 1 1
| Movers from abroad .. ... .. . 810 20 53 19 3 20
| North Centra) m 1980 47,388 1000 . .. 6,156 1000
Same house (nonmavers) 24,554 518 5,028 817 -
. -Drfferent house mn United States
| (movers) . ... .. .. . 22,283 470 1000 11y 18.2 1000
Same county 13,408 283 602 745 121 66.5
Different county . 8,874 187 398 376 61 ¢ 335
Same State.... . ... 5411 114 43 256 42 28
Different State 3463 - 13 15.5 120 19 107
Northeast in 1975 07 9 18 5 1 A
< North Centrai m 1975 1,539 32 69 50 L] 45
South 1n 1975 . 915 19 41 35 6 3l
- West m 1975 602 13 27 29 5 26
Movers from abroad . . ..o . 552 1.2 25 6 1 5
.South n 1980 . ... . 57,885 1000 . . ... 7,857 1000 .
Same house (nonmovers} . 27,335 2. . 6,189 788
Drfferent house in United States ,
5 (mavers) .. .. 29477 509 100.0 1,661 al 1000
Same munty 15,539 268 52.7 858 109 51.7
Different oounty 13,937 4.1 73 /] 102 184
Same State . ... .. 6,767 117 23.0 30 42 199
Drfferent State... ..vorrvves o . 1170 124 A3 Il 60 285
Northeast i 1975 1,339 23 45 113 14 68
North Central in 1975 1,545 27 52 143 18 8.6
o« ) South i 1975 . . 3281 -» 57 L1 158 20 96
Westin 1975 ol 1,004 17 34 60 8 36
Movers from abroad 1,074 1.9 36 1 1 ]
O

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

B
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GENERAL MOBILITY, PERSONS AGED 4-64 AND 65+, 1975-80—Continued -

{Numbers . thousands) 2
!
Region and residence s 1980 compared to 4-64 i 65+
regon and resdence i 1975 Humber Pucsot  Pwest®  Mumbes Pocst  Porcent?
West m 1980 ... ... V. 33,467 1000 \ 4,034 1000 ...
Same house (nonmovers) . .. 13,161 393 2,776 688
__ Defferent house 10 United States @ . ______ .
(movers) 19,016 571 1000 1,202 298 1000
Same county. ... 10,369 310 54.5 628 15.6 522
Different county o .. 8,647 258 5.5 574 142 478
Same State 4,036 121 212 286 71 238
Different State 4611 138 .2 288 71 240
Northeast in 1975 668 20 35 59 15 49
North Central in 1975 . 1,120 33 59 90 22 75
Southm 1975 . .. .. 858 26 45 43 11 36
Westin 1975 . . ... 1,965 59 103 95 24 79
Movers from abroad. . .. . 1,290 39 68 56 14 47

* Number of movers equals 100 percent.

A special analysis of the regional pattern of interstate movers
over the 5-year period 1975-1980 (see table below) shows some
degree of concentration of movement but very far from the stereo-
typic belief of a large flow to the “sunbelt.” First of all, only 1 mil-
lion (4.2 percent or every 25th) of the older noninstitutionalized
population in 1980 reported an interstate move in the previous 5
years; this represents about a fifth (20.2 percent) of the movers.

Staifting with residence in 1975, of the 257,000 who lived in the
Northeast and moved, about 30 percent moved to another State in
the Northeast, 44 percent moved to the South, and 23 percent to
the West. Of the 285,000 movers who lived in the North Central
States in 1975, about 18 percent moved to another State within the
region, 50 percent moved to the South and 32 percent to the West.
Of the 269,000 movers who lived in the South in 1975, almost 60
percent moved within the South, about 24 percent moved north-
wards, and some 16 percent moved West. Of the 191,000 older
movers who lived in a Western State in 1975, about half moved
within the West and 31 percent to a State in the South. .

REGIONAL PATTERNS’FOR INTERSTATE MOVERS AGED 65+, 1975-80

Residence s 1975
Resdence
Totat Northeast  Nosth Central South West
Total number (thousands) . PR 1,000 257 285 269 191
Northeast 119 80 2 30 1
North Central PR 119 5 50 35 29
South . s e 475 113 143 159 60
= 281 59 90 43 95
Total percent (1975) P . 1000 1000 1000 1000 100.0
Northeast . . 119 311 7 112 3.7
North Central \ 119 19 175 132 - 152
South. . \ 475 “o 50.2 596 34
- 287 230 316, 161 ‘49,7
Total percent (1980) .. . 1000 . 257 285 267 191
Northeast ... . . . . ..ue s 1000 672 17 252 59
North Central ... ... . ... .. 1000 , 42 420 294 U4

South .. . » " . 1000 ° 251 301 335 126
West e e 1000 206 34
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Detailed Mobility

In 1980, 187  million or about 79 percent ‘of the
noninstitutionalized older people reported that they lived in the
same house as they did in 1975. A quarter of these nonmovers were
living within the central city of a metropolitan area, 26 percent
were still living in a suburb, and about 29 percent were still in a
nonmetropolitan area.

i "~ ~Ofthe 4.9 million movers (21 percent of the older population), 44
percent reported a move within the same metropolitan area with
20 percent moving within the central city, 15.2 percent moving
' within the suburbs, and 8.7 percent Hetween the central city and
the suburbs (both directions). -
About 15 percent of the movers moved from one metropolitan
area to another with about a third of these moving from a suburb
. in one area to a suburb in the new area. ‘
“~ More than a quarter of the movers moved from one nonmetropol-
itan area to another nonmetropolitan area with the remaining 15
percent of the movers moving in a criss-cross pattern (see table

below).
DETAILED MOBILITY, PERSONS AGED 4-64 AND 65+, 1975-80
{Numbers m thousands) ,
Residence 0 1930 ounspared to resdence i -8 2 65+
1975 Humber Pescent Prcnt®™  Number Percent Pescant 2
Totat 178,413 1600 . 23,743 1000 .
Same house (nonmovers) . ... 88,550 496 - 18,707 188
CC of SMSA! . 2823 .- 128 5,657 238
Bglance of SMSA . . 37,211 08 6,175 260
Outside SMSA . , 28,515 160 6,876 290
Drfferent house within Unted States
(movers) . . .. .. 86,198 483 100.0 4,948 208 1600
Within same SMSA . 39452 21 458 2,167 91 438
Withn CC.......... . .. 14,775 83 . 171 990 42 200
Within batance of SMSA ... .. 16,541 93 ., 192 751 32 152
CC to batance of SMSA . . 5,749 32 67 320 13 6.5
Balance of SMSA to CC . ... .. 2,385 13 28 108 S 22
Between SMSA's . , 13,798 17 160 753 32 152
Between (C's. .. ... .. 3,239 18 38 152 6 31
Batwren balance of SMSA's | ., 4,948 28 57 U7 10 50
CC to balance of SMSA .. . . 3723 2.1 43 234 10 4
’ Balance of SMSA to OC o 1,885 11 22 121 5 24
From outside SMSA to an SMSA 5,736 32 6.7 251 11 52
ToCC \ v v e o 2,300 13 27 9] A 18
. To balance of SMSA... , 3437 19 40 165 J 33
. From SMSA to cutside SMSA...... .. 6,856 38 80 481 2.0 97
fromCC .- ... . ... 3,007 17 35 C04 9 41
From balance of SMSA ... ... 3,850 22 T 45 m 1.2 5.6
Qutside SMSA at both dates 20,358 114 236 1,289 54 26.1
Movers from abeogd...-...... .. . 3,125 [ RO 88 4
ToCCof SMSA ... .. .. ... 1,587 9 [ > 2.
To balance of SMSA. . .. .. . 1,509 3. 32 1.
Tooulside SMSA. .. .. .. ... . 629 R 12 e ..

1 (CaxCentral oy SMSA = Standard.metropokian statisticat ares
3 Number of movers == 100 percent,

ERIC ' 40
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VETERANS 15

PROXECTED TOTAL MALE POPULATION AND NUMBER"OF VETERANS * AGED 65+, 1980, 1990, AND

2000
(Mumbers m thousands)
)
\1980 1930 2000
Ape N Veterans ! . Yeterans ¢ Veterans -
Mgy ——m—mmmm Milesr —————— Ml —— ]
Mambet Pertent Nurnber Percent Kumber Percent
N
654 .. 10302 . 290 287 12000 788 L&l 1276 9007 708 s
65-69 . . 3902 - 1516 T 387 Caun 3704 828 4,152 2317 58 ,
70-74 ... 2883 -, 710 © U9 3281 2467 152 352 2449 69.6
15-19 .. 1,847 186 101 2é48 970 5.2 2,509 2353 938
20-84 . 1,019 + 29 23 1,264 312 294 1472 1,334 906

lm:mmammuomawn«mwtwmymammnwmmmn

As may be seen from the above table, veterans are an increasing-
ly large proportion of thagolder male population, reaching 64.1 per-
cent within the next 10 years and 70.8 percent within 20 years.
Aware of this rapidly increasing responsibility, the Veterans Ad-
ministration has initiated a large number of programs in domicili-
ary, home, and institutional care areas, as well as extensive re-
gearch in both the biomedical and social/behavioral aspects of *
health and aging. Beginning in 1973, the Veterans Administration
has established 8 geriatric research, education, and {linical centers
(GRECC) serving 10 VA medical centers scattered across the coun-
try from Massachusetts to California, providing both direct pro-
grams and support to the other VA programs and facilities.

, In 1981, the Veterans,K Administration spent $1.62 billion in
héaalth care of the older veterans.

1
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~EMPLOYMENT !¢

In 1900, the male labor force numbered 27,640,000. In the 45-64
age group, there were 4,958,000 men in the labor force out of a
_ total male population in this age group of 5,465,000 or a labor forcé/\
_*participation rate of 90.3. The 65+ male population totaled
1,555,000 so the 987,000 in the labor force represented.a rate of
63.1. In the female labor force of 4,999,000, there were 672,000 aged
45-64 in the labor force or 13.6 percent of the 4,935,000 women
aged 45-64 in the population. In the 65+ group, there were 127,000 ",
» in the labor force out of a population of 1,525,000 older women or a
rate,of 8:3. ' . ©
Between 1900 and 1950, the male 45-64 labor force participation
rate remained relatively constant while the 65+ rate fell rapidly,
especially after the onset of the depression of the 1930’s and the
passage of the Social Security Act. The 45-64 rate for women
showed a steady increase as women entered the labor market but
. the 65+ rate moved slowly between 8 and 10 percent.

——

'3 Based on data supplied by the Veterans Administration and a special site visit survey of .
VA geriatric researdh, education, and clinical centers (GRECC), i
PR 2 Computed frori published and unpublished data supplied by the Department of Labor ;
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The following table analyzes the trends since 1950 in some detail.
The long-term trends for women continue as previously but for
men the decrease in labor force participation has moved down to
just below 60 years 6f°age. This “early retirement” phenomenon
(which also showed up in the increase in the number of persons
claiming social security payments prior to age 65, even at reduced
berzl;% amowmts) is probably a combination of persons under 65 vol-
un y opting for early retirement (especially if they have other
retirement income), of persons unable to find jobs in their later
years (the so-called discouraged worker), and of persons who for
health or physical reasons cannot continue to work.

CIVILIAN LABOR FORCE PARTICIPATION RATES, PERSONS AGED 45+, BY AGE GROUP AND SEX,

- ) 1950-80
Smadpgw 1950 195 1960 1385 1970 1975 158
ver x
10-year grougs: .
45-54 @] 958 965 957 956 94.2 921 912
55-64 %3 87§ 868 446 830 758 123
65+ 458 386 31 219 68 27 191
S-year groups . ’
45-49 () 971 966 96.1 953 91 933
50-54. (r) . 957 £ 7 950 931 901 893
55-58, .. .o () 92.5 916 %2 89.5, 844 89
60-64 . . . (Y 825 )8 780 750 657 61.0
65+ 458 39.6 331 279 268 a7 191
WW . . ‘ .
yea! roups .
45;3 37¢ 438 498 509 544 546 ’1599
55-64 270 325 32 Al 430 410 415
65+ §7 106 108 0 97 83 g1
S-year groups .
45-49 (1) 459 ! 517 §50 558 621
50-54 () 415 48. 501 538 533 5718
55-59 . - N 35.6 422 471 504 479 486
60-64 (") 29.0 314 340 361 33 33
65+ T . 97 106 108 - 100 97 83 L3
1 Mot avatathe

The following table presents a more detailed analysis of the labor
force and the status of its components for the monthly averages in
1981 by sex and 5-year age groupings. Noteworthy are the sharp
decreases in labor force participation rates with increasing age, the
increase in the proportion of employed workers in agriculture with
advancing age, especially for men, and the decregse in unemploy-
ment rate (though not the duration. of unemployment). .

-
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LABOR FORCE STATUS OF THE 45 + CIVILIAN NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION, BY AGE GROUP AND
. . SEX, MONTHLY AVERAGE 1981
. Nombers @ Bozsands)
Suts 543 0 S 68 B+
- Totd 8- 10-14 5+
Male: . -
Totdh . e 5,301 5,496 5423 4728 10,169 388 2,875 3,405
In fabor force " 4,948 4920 LA 2,766 1,865 1,080 480 305
N Partcipation rate . ... 933 2.5 812 55 183 278 167 90
[2.00 " 4,741 4737 4,243 2,666 1812 1,046 470 296
’ Agiadtuee......... . .. 193 198 220 200 269 139 12, 58
Percent of
employed . . . 41 42 5& 15 148 133 153 196
Noragneutture . .. - 4548 4,539 4,023 2,466 1,543 908 397 238
Unemployed .. . .. 207 183 161 100 54 U 11 9
< Rate .. . . 42 37 37 36 (29 3.2 23 2.9
Not i labor forcs. ... 383 575 1,019 1,962 ,303 2,808 2,395 3,100
Percent of totad . | 67 10.5 188 45 817 122 833 91.0
Female
Tota, .. 5,650 5,975 6,094 5,511 14,681 4,869 3,964 5,848
Jfabor force .. . 3,628 3414 3,003 1,7% 1,176 U 283 159
Participation rate 84.2 581 493 326 3.0 19 74 27
Employed ........ . ... 349 3327 2,883 1,132 1132 694 283 155
Agrevltixe.... .. 59 58 57 3 3 19 9 2
Percent of
empioyed ... . 17 17 2.0 19 32 2.7 32 52
- Nonagnetture ., 339" 3200 282 1,699 1,099 675 276 148
Unemployed ... .. ...° 178 167 120 1] 43 30 9 AN
Rate. .... ... .. 49 4.2 4.0 36 37 4] 31 24
Not in kabor force ... .. 2,022 2,501 3,091 3714 13,503 4,145 3,669 5,689
Pescent of total . . ... 358 419 50.7 674 920 81 926 973

. The following table analyzes the employment and unemployment
status for the monthly averages in 1981 for older members of the
labor force according to their full-time or part-time attachment to
the labor force. Especially noteworthy is the very rapid increase in
the proportion of part-time workers, both men and women, with
advancing age.

FUU.—TIME/PART-TIME STATUS OF THE CIVILIAN NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION, BY AGE GROUP
AND SEX, MONTHLY AVERAGE 1981
* [Nunbers 1 thousands)

Status 5-5 55-64 65+
Male
Full-tme Labor fOrCe. .. .. e e e .- 9,685 6,779 1,044
- . v e e e e e 9,306 6,551 1,020 °
Fult tme . e e e e e Lo 9047 6,354 %9
Part time (economiC reasons). .. .. ... . . 49 197 N
Unemployed . o . . 379 7 - U
Rate e v e 39 3 23
Part-time laber force . . s e 183 391 822
Pércent of total labor force P . 19 54 113
Employed part tme BV, 171 358 791
Pescent of total employed Ce e Y 18 52 37
Unemployed .. e e s e 11 3 k)|
Rate 62 83 38
. Pescent of total unempioyed 29 124 568
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FULL-TINE/PART-TIME STATUS OF THE CIVILUN NONINSTITUTIONAL POPULATION, BY AGE GROUP
- AND SEX, MONTHLY AVERAGE 1981—Continued

[Mimbers w Sowsaees) -

Percent of tolal babor fO0C8 . . e e
Employed part BR.. oo - o v e e e o
Percent of total employed ... .o v e b e e e

Rate..... ....... e e e

AUTOMOBILE OWNERSHIP!7

As i8 true for major household appliances, automobile ownership
by older households is well below that of households with younger
heads but part of the difference depends on income level rather
than age, health, or choice. A 1974 survey showed that 62 percent
of older households owned at least one car as compared with 86
percent for the younger. There is, however, a strong relationship
between income level and auig ownership at all ages so the lower
income level of the older households accounts in part for the lower
ownership rate. Other factgrs are also present,

PROJECTIONS

(Note: Revised projections based on the 1980 dicennial census
counts and new assumptions will be released later in 1982. The pro-
Jections below should be used with caution.)

The “safest” Census Bureau projections of the size and-composi-
tion of the population through 2050 are the so-called “Series II”
projections, which are based on an ultimate cohort fertility rate of
2.1 (2.1 children 'per woman or eventual zero population growth),
small improvements in life expectancy (including that for older
persons), narrowing of the gap between whites and blacks, constant
400,000 net immigration, but no new major medical “cures” of
chronic diseases. ‘

These projections show a .total population of 260.4 million by
2000 with 31.8 million or 12.2 percent aged 65+ (11.3 percent in
1980). The number of 85+ persons would almost. double to 3.8 mil-
lion and the ratio of 65+ women to men would rise to 150/100 as
compared to 148/100 in 1980, ~ -

'" Basic data from the discontinued Census Bureau series on consumer buying intentions.




* POPULATION PROJECTIONS (SERIES 1), TOTAL 654, 1980-2050
[ambers n thovsnds)

5+

Totd

Make
Pecent of o
Marmber apes Marmber

25,54 113 10,302 15,241
27,305 17 11,012 16,293
2982 123 11,99 17.8%
31,401 124 12,602 18,79
3182 122 1.7 19,105
32,436 121 1282 19,512
34,837 127 13978 20,858
39,519 140 16,063 23,456
5,102 156 18,458 26,634
- 50920 17.2 20,861 30,059
55,024 183 239 32,624
55,805 183 2434 331 149
54,925 178 21816 33,108 152
54,009 173 21,335 32,614 153
315,622 55,494 176 22,055 33439 152

.

If the present fertility rate of approximately 1.8 (children per
women) should continue at this low level rather than the 2.1 rate
(zero population growth) assumed above, the size of the total popu-
lation would be smaller but the proportion of older people would be
greater. The increasing number and proportion of older persons re-
flects both the impact of longer life expectancy and the movement
of the post-World War II baby boom through the population pyra-
mid. Projections based on lower fertility rates also show a much
smaller rate of growth for the older population after 2030 when
today’s babies and youngsters start reaching age '65.

The above projections represent averages for the whole 65+ age
group as if it were a homogeneous mass. Important differences by
gex and age group within the 65+ population are as follows:

PROJECTED TRENDS WITHIN THE 65+ AGE GROUP, 1976-2050
{Percent change)
Sex and age 19762000 2000-2025 20252090

+388 +600 ° +9.0
+22.8 +175 -67
+569 7 44l +149
+91.1 +324 +91.6
+358 +64.0 +5.7
+244 +19.] -63
“+55.0 +44] +13.5
+68.8 +299 +92.9
+408 +573 +112
+21.6 +762 =11
‘4580 . 4394 +143
+1014 +334 +91.1

Thus, comparison of the approximately 25-year timespans shows
continuing increase to 2000, very rapid growth from 2000 to 2025 as
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the postwar babies reach the later years, then a sharp deceleration
as the current low birth rates gre reflected in a smaller cohort
reaching age 65. Significantly, the usually more rapid, growth in
the number of older women is reversed in the 2000-2025 period.
But of even greater note is the fact that between now and 2000 the
oldest part of the older population will grow most rapidly, then be
reversed between 2000 and 2025 and return to the current trend
after 2025 when all rates of growth will be much slower, especially
in the “younger” aged. >

DEPENDENCY RATIOS

Does the age shift in the population distribution create insur-
mountable “burdens”? Computation of a gross dependency ratio
based on the assumption that the young (under 18) and the old
(65+) are dependent on the middle, so-called “productive age” pop-
ulation, tends to show a quite reasonable “burden” on the middle
groups under reasonable economic and labor force assumptions, ex-
pecially’in light of the higher ratios in the past, as follows:

Nomber under 13 Rumber 65+ per Totat

Yer e 100 460 18-64 100 aged 13-64
1930 . . 589 91 620
1940 .. 489 110 599
1950 : . 510 134 644
1960 . 651 168 89
1976 - ) 614 y7 791
1980 ) . ) 72 186 658
T R e e, a5 . 200 635
0000 . , . Y 199 631
20101 Do . 392 202 594
2020 1 . 4?2 260 612
2030 * . Y 38 738
20401 o a2 06 e

2050 . 417 302 n9

} Projectons, senes X




EXHIBIT A

RECENT StATE TRENDS IN THE OLDER PoPyLATION, 1970-198018

. Between 1970 and 1980, the Nation’s older population (65+) in-
creased from 20 million to 25.5 million and from 9.8 percent to 11.3
percent of the total population. As has been. true for most of the
20th century, the older population grew considerably faster in
1970-1980 (27.9 percent) than did the under-65 population (9.7 per-
cent). These national trends, however, represent the averaging out
of a variety of different State trends. Details and analyses are pre-
sented below. :

PROPORTION OF THE POPULATION AGED 65+

For the Nation as a whole (50 States and the District of Colum-
bia), the proportion of the total population ih the 65+ group rose
from 9.8 percent in 1970 to 11.3 percent in 1980. The proportions
ranged from lows of 2.9 percent in Alaska and 7.5 percent in Utah
to highs of 13.7 percent in Arkansas and 17.3 percent in Florida.

In Wyoming, the only State where the under-65 group grew
faster than the 65+, the proportion of older persons dropped from
9.1 percent in 1970 to 8.0 percent in 1980. In 13 States, the iricrease
in the proportion of the State’s aged population was legs than one
percentage point; in 26 States, it was between one and Evo percent-
age points; and in 11 States, the increase was greater than two per-

centage points.
SUMMARY: STATES BY PERCENT OF TOTAL STATE POPULATION AGED 65+, 1980

Percent State

134-143 . Arkansas, Rhode Istand.. ... aiin ceemnn oo . e

124-133 ... lowa, Missoun, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Pennsylvama, Massachusetts, Maine, Oklahoma

114-123 New York, North Dakota, West Virginia, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Connecticut, New Jersey, Drstrict
of Columbxa, Mississippi, Oregon, Vermont,

103-112 Kentucky, New Hampshure, liinoss, Ofvo, Indiana, Montana, Washington . ... . ...

93-102 . Caﬁ‘;ann, North Carofina, Delaware, Idaho, Michigan, Lowtstana, Texas, Georgia, Maryland,
rgma

83-92 South Carofina, New Mexico, Colorado . , ... . . . ..

73-82 . Nevada, Wyoming, Hawan, Utah ... . .. . .. ...

29 Naska.. N

Total

" National average

1% Computed from reports from the 1970 and 1980 census enumerations
(42)

47




larger

centages are as follows:
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DISTRIBUTION AMONG THE STATES

The older population tends to be distributed among the States in
the same general pattern as the total population except that there
is a slightly greater concentration of older persons in some of the

tates. In the analytical table by State rank order (see last
table of this Exhibit), at the points where the States in the total
population column and the 65+ population match exactly, the per-

. AR ages
States
e Omive P B

Caffornia 104 104
New York 11 181
Texas, Pennsyivania, Hfinoss, Ohwo, Flonda 256 437
Mehgan .. . 41 478
New jecsey R 33 511
North Carofina, Massachusetts, Indiana, Georgia, Virginia, Mis-

sount, Wisconsin, Teanesses P, 186 697
Maryland, Loussiana, Washington, Minnesota, Alabama, Kentucky L7 804
South Caroline, Connecticut, Oklzhoma, lowa, Colorado, Anzona,

Oregon, Misstssoppr, Kansas, Arkansas . 122 92.6
West Virginia 9 935
Nebraska - 1 942
Utah, New Mexco, Mane, Hawan, Rhode Istand, Idaho, New

Hampshire, Nevada, Montana, South Dakots, North Dakota,

Drstnct of Columiba ; . 49 991
Detaware -3 994
Vemont | . 2 996
Wyoming . 2 998
Aaska 2 1000
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ANALYSIS OF RESIDENT POPULATION AGED 65+, BY STATE, 1970 AND 1980

Nurbes (thousands)  Percent mncrease Peccent of a8 State rank
sq! \ s Numbes Percent ncrease
19701 190 19%60-70  1910-80 o0 jog9

1970 1980  1960-70  1970-30

Total, 51
States ... . 199712 219 wwr e
MNabama . 3U o U1 358 94 113 2 19 16 Mo 30 A l
Alaska .. 7 12 218 714 23 23 51 8l 11 4 51§ ‘
Anzona 161 307 79.0 %7 91 113 3 28 1 .2 H B 1
Arkansss . 237 3 220 316 123 137 28 27 21 K 3 2 ..
Cafforma . 1,792 2,415 309 Mg 90 102 2 1 9 16 36 3 '
Colorado 187 U7 188 321 85 86 .3 B U 22 38 4 ‘
Connecticut 288 365 191 %7 95 117 26 26 23 % 27 18 *
Delaware 1] 59 26 41 80 100 48 48 20 18 42 3 :
Drstnct of |
Columba 10 I 24 57 93 116 .41 46 51 51 32 2 |
flonda .. . 985 1,685 182 1 s 173 7 3 2 H 1 1 |
* Georga . 365 17 264 416 &0 95 17 16 15 9 42 4 -
Hawan 1] 76 513 721 51 1% 4T 4% 4 I %0 49 L
idaho . 13 9- 163 403 95 93 M4 4 29 1 27 3
Wfinos 1,089 1,261 122 158 98 110 4 6 40 “uou 9
Indiana 492 585 108 189 95 W7 12 13 45 0 2r 3 ,
lowa 349 38 -\ 68 109 124 133 19 A 49 49 2 4
Kansas . 265 306 108 155 118 130 27 29 45 45 8
Kentucky. .. 336 410 151 220 104 112 20 2 35 B A U
Loutsiana 305 L 219 325 84 96 23 2 12 2 3% 39
Maine 14 41 ‘76 237 115 125 36 36 . 48 31 9 1 .
Margand 298 396 32.3 29 76 94 25 1 8 20 45 4 !
Massachy- |
sats . 633 127 113 48 11 17 10 10 43 6% 10 10 d
Michigan . 749 912 180 218 84 98 8 ] 25 3 39 38
Minnesota . 407 480 154, 179 107 118 1§ 18 33 41 M
Misstssippr 221 289 170 308 100 115 30 .31 27 2% 2 U 4
Missoun 558 648 114 161 119 132 11 11 42 43 6 5
Montana 68 8 51 250 99 107 43 43 50 2% 23 3
Nebraska 183 206 118 126 123 BB H 3 41 48 3 7
Nevada 31 06 704 1129 63 82 43 47 3 1 4 47
~ New

Y
=3
w
—
I3
~
~
—
©w
~
oo

Hampshire 18 103 15.8 321 106 12 39
New Jersey . 694 360 44 239 97 17 9 9 17 2% 19

New Mexico 10 116 37 657 69 89 42 38 5 6 48 45
New York 1,951 2161 8 107 123 1 2 k)| 0 M 13
’ N Carohina 4 602 2 461 81 102 14 I2 7 8 4 3
North Dakota 66 80 133 212 107 123 45 M 36 heT A TR U]
Otvo 993 1,169 112 177 93 108 5 I 44 2 32 3N
Oklahoma ,299 376 201 58 117 124 4 8 2 28 8 412
Oregon 226 303 235 41 108 115 28 3N 19 18 13 2
Pensylvania 1,267 1531 127 208 107 129 3 4 37 38 M 9 ’
Rhode Island 104 127 161 221 109 134 37 3 30 ¥ on 3 )
S Carohna 190 28] 268 sit 713 %2 R R 13 7 46 4
South Dakota . 80 91 .125 %138 121 132 38 & 38 47 5 6 4
Tennessee . Ki.Y) 518 240 3%6 97 113 15 15 18 15 25 26 .
. Teas . 988 1371 329 8% 88 96 6 5 6 1231 40 .
Utah 1 109 294 46 73 75 40 39 10 g 46 - 50
Vermont . 4 58 86 234 106 114. 46 49 4 K72 L B X ,
» Virgina 364 505 266 387 78 94 18 1 14 3 4 8
Washington 320 431 154 347 .94 104 2 20 . 3B 17 30 33 .
West Virginia 194 238 12§ 27 11 o122 3 M 38 310 15 .
Wisconsin 471 564 174 197 107 120 13 .14 26 0 14 16
Wyoming 30 38 166 67 91 80 S0 S0 28 % 33 48 §

’ ' Corrected for erors 1 nummber of centenanans
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’
RESIDENT POPULATION, TOTAL, ALL AGES, AND 65+, BY STATE IN RANK NUMBER ORDER, 1980
Total, of ages Age 654
Rk e Hures Numbes oot
(thousands) Borsil)  ptuten  Qundate
| Cofornd.... ... 23669 24150 94, 94
2 NewYork .. 17,557 2,161 85 178
3 Tews.... . 14,228 1685 6.6 us
* 4 Peoasylvania.. 11.867 1,531 60 305
5 Imnos .. 11,418 137 54 359
6 Oho 10,797 1,261 49 408
7 Fonda .. 9,740 1,169 46 154
. 8 Nchigan... 9,258 912 36 490
9 New Jersey. .. 7364 860 34 524
10 North Carofing 5874 727 28 552
11 Massachusatts 5,731 648 25 511
12 Indana ... 5,490 602 24 £0.1
13 Georgia.. . . 5464 585 23 624
W Vigna ... 5346 564 22 646
15 Missoun....... 4917 518 20 666
<16 Wisconsin 4,05 517 20 68.6
17 Tennessee 4,59 505 z,& 70.6
18 Maryland ... 4,216 L] 1 125
19 Lovisiana 4,204 i 17 n2
20 Washington 4,130 431 17 759
21 Munnesots . . 4077 410 16 75
3890 04 16 79.1
3,661 3% 167 807
- 3119 X 387 15 822
3,108 14 832 Okahoma . .. .. 376 15 837
3025 13 M5 - 365 14 851
2913 13 8538 31 12 83
2,889 13 871 307 12 875
N8 12 883 306 12 887
30 Oregon. . 2633 12 835 303 12 899
31 MISSISSIpi... ..o 2521 11 906 289 11 910
32 Kamsas .. 2363 10 916 287 11 92.1
33 Adansas . 2,086 10 * 926 u 10 931
34 West Virgna 1,950 39 93.5 238 9 "940
35 Nebraska 1,570 7 94.2 206 8 938
36 Utah..... 1461 6 38 141 6 954
37 New Mexco 1300 6 954 127 5 959
38 Mane.. oo s 1,125 5 959 116 5 964
39 Hawaii . 965 4 93 109 4 96.8
40 Rhode istand 947 4 96.7 103 4 97.2
41 labo ... . 94 4 97.1 9% 4 976
42 New Hampshire 21 4 97.5 9 4 980
3 Nevada ..... 799 4 97.9 85 3 983
. H Montana .. 787 3 982 80 3 98.6
45 South Dakata ......... 690 3 985 76 3 989
46 North Dakota 653 3 988
" 3 99.2
. 47 Drstrict of 66 3 995
Cotombia. . 638 3 99.] v
48 Delzware. . . 595 3 4 59 7. 997
49 Vermont .. 511 7 %96 58 2 999
50 Wyoming an 2 998 3 1 1000
4 51 Alzska | 400 21000 12 . 1000
3
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