e e———————
DOCUMENT RESUME |

ED 311 118 UD 027 016

AUTHOR Lamas, Enrique; McNeil, John

TITLE What Happens When Persons Leave Welfare: Data from
the SIPP Panel File.

INSTITUTION Bureau of the Census (DOC), Suitland, Md.

PUB DATE 89

NOTE 10p.

AVAILABLE FROM Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing
Office, Washington, DC 20402.
PUB TYPE Reports - Research/Technical (143)

EDRS PRICE MFO01/PC01 Plus Postage.

DESCRIPTORS Census Figures; Employment Level; Family Financial
Resources; Federal Programs; Marital Status;
*Participant Characteristics; *Participation;
xPredictor Variables; Racial Differences; *Research
Problems; Statistical Analysis; xWelfare Services

IDENTIFIERS xFood Stamp Program; =»*Medicaid; Panel Studies

ABSTRACT

This document reports on a study of the likelihood of i
individuals participating in the Federal food stamp program and the |
Medicaid program and the likelihood of eXiting those programs. Data
were analyzed from the first panel file of the Survey of Income and
Program Participation (SIPP). Special problems with ‘
representativeness and measurement error are discussed. The following ‘
characteristics were found to be associated with participants: (1)
males are less likely than females to participate and more likely to
exit; (2) Blacks and Hispanics are more likely to participate than
are Whites, but exit rates are similar for all racial groups; (3)
those with less than a high school education are more likely than
high school graduates or college graduates to participate; (4) those
in a nonmarried-couple family were more likely to participate than
those in married-couple families or persons not in a family; and (5)
full-time workers had the lowest likelihood of participating. The
following characteristics were found to be associated with those who
exited: (1) those exiting programs seldom had changes in family
status and marital status; (2) the majority of those who exited had
no significant change in work activity; (3) exiting a program does
not necessarily mean an improvement in economic status; and (4)
almost one-half of those who exited the Medicaid pirogram had failed
to find a new source of health insurance coverage 12 months after
leaving. Statistical data are included on sit tables. Three
references are appended. (FMW)
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1. INTRODUCTION

<=‘> Panel surveys offer analysts the opportunity
¢ - to examine the frequency with which individuals
- move from one status to another and to examine
’ - the relationships between changes tn status and
.- other characteristics. In this paper we use the
g first panel file from the Survey of Income and
T Program Participation (SIPP) to examine the
iy 1{kelthood of participatin? in government assfist-
asm dnce programs and the likelthood of exiting
[~ those programs.

f‘::a An fnternal Census Bureau versfon of the SIPP
L 1984 panel file was created fn May 1988 and a
g;ﬁi: public use file was made available in July 1988.
: The file contains monthly data for persons over a
: 32 month perfod. The staggered SIPP sample
design means that the actual reference periods
are different for each rotation of the panel,
The reference perfods fnclude June 1983 to
January %986, July 1983 to February 1986, August
}926 t< March 1986, and September 1983 to April
9885,
The preparation and weighting of a panel file
presents special problems and special opportuni-
ties. The ability to examine previous or subse-
quent observations when imputing & missing data
ttem fs an opportunity. The need to develop
weights that will control for differential
attritfon rates fs a problem. The file that
was created made use of prior and subsequent
observations in the imputation process and
weighted the 1ndividu?€ cases fn such a way so
that they added up to fndependent estimates- of
the population classified by age, race, Hispanic
origin, and sex. Each person on the panel file
has been asstigned three weights; a weight for
calendar year 1984, a weight for calendar year
———-19855-and-a~weight for the 32 month period. In
order to receive a nonzero weight, a person
must have an observation for each month of the
relevant reference period or have a complete set
of observations up until the time he or she died
or became tnstitutionalfzed.
Most of the analysis presented in this paper
is based on persons for whom 8 complete set of
observations was obtained. The total weighted
nunber of persons will fall short of the
tndependent estimates of the total population
because some persons with positive weights {those
who died or were institutionalized) are excluded
from the analysis. -
The next two sections present participation
and exit rates for Federal assistance programs
foliowed by a section analyzing the characteris-
tfcs of participants one month prior to and
twelve months after exiting a program. The con-
clusfons drawn from the relatfonships shown fn
this paper may be affected if the characteristics
of persons with an {ncomplete set of observatioas
differs from those with a complete set. The
fifth sectfon of this paper will . :sent data on
this topic. The following section will examine
measurement error issues and the final section
will present conclusions.
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II. MEASURING EXIT RATES

OERI position of pohcy

In order to examine exit rates and the charac-
teristics of persons who exited from programs,
we adopted the following structure of analysis.
We defined a program participant as someone who
participated in any of the months 2 through 19.

+A person was considered to exit a program if he
or she became a nonparticipant in any of the
months 3 through 20. We adopted this structure
because {n the analysis we wanted to compare
characteristics during the month prior to leaving
a program with characteristics 12 months after
leaving.

Basfc participation and exit rates of persons
15 years old and over for the major assistance
programs are shown {n table 1. Given the limited
time period during which a person could have
exited {(months 3 through 20), the exit rates in
table 1 appear high. For example, nearly 40
percent of participants fn government assistance
programs left the program during the period.
Approximately 47 percent of AFDC or general
assistance participants and over one-half of
Food Stamp recipients exited the program.

We can examine the rates more closely by
looking at the participation status 12 months
after the exit occurred. If the person remained
off the program, the exit is labeled "permanent,”
otherwise the exit fs labeled “"temporary." The
figures in table 2 show that many of the exits
were temporary. For example, while 12.2 percent
of SSI participants exited the program during the
period, 4.0 percent of participants were re~
ceiving benefits again 12 months later (temporary
exft)-and-8:2-percent-remained-of f-the program.
We were ¥nable to obtain program data that could
be useq to verify these figures, but an SSI
analyst familiar with program d2ta on the charac-
teristics of applicants thought that the
temporary exit rate for that program was reason-
able. For AFDC and food stamp programs, approxi-
mately 14 percent of participants exited the
program during the period and returned to the
program within 12 months. The permanent exit
rate for AFDC of 34.5 percent {s corparable to
rates derived from the Panel Survey of Income
Dynamics (PSID). Hutchen (1981) presented exit
rates from the AFDC program based on the PSID
and found 28 percent of families which received
AFDC during 1970 did not receive ft the next
year. The PSID estimates based on yearly
recipfency data should underestimate the SIPP
results based on monthly data because families
which exit the program fn one year and reenter
the next year would recefve payments in both
years and not be consfdered an exit in PSID.

111. PARTICIPATION AND EXIT RATES FOR POPULATION
ROUPS ‘s

Some of the differences among population sub-
groups in the likelihood of participating in the
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food stamp and Medicaid programs and in the 1ike-
1ihood of exiting those programs are shown in
table 3. The differentials among the subgroups
are similar for both programs. Males are less
likely to participate and mere likely to exit

the programs than are females. Blacks and per-

sons of Hispanic origin have higher participation

rates than Whites for both programs, but exit
rates from the programs are similar for Whites,

Blacks, and persons of Hispanic origin. Persons

with 1ess than a high school education are much

more 1ikely than high school graduates to be
grogram participants and they are such less

ikely to exit either program. College graduates

have very low participation rates. Persons in &

married-couple family were about one-fifth as
1ikely as persons in other fanily types to partice

. ipate in the food stamp ond Medicaid programs,

‘_ and they were more 1ik2%y to exit those programs.
Persons not in a family had lower participation
rates than persons in nonmarried-couple families.
Finally, there was a strong association between
labor force activity status in the first month
of the panel and subsequent participation and
exit experience. About four percent of fuli-time
workers participated in the food stamp program in
months 2 through 19 and seventy percent of these
persons had exited by month 20, About fourteen
percent of those ndt in the labor force were food
stamp participants and the exit rate for this
group was forty-one percent. The data for the
Medicaid program also show that full-time workers
had a small 1ikelihood of participating and 2
high 1ikelihood of exiting the program.

IV. CHARACTERISTICS ONE MONTH PRIOR AND TWELVE

The purpose of this section is to determine if
it is possible to identify some of the character-
istics that are associated with the 1ikelihood
of exiting from a program. This is a preliminary
review of the data and falls well short of the

- -multivariate-analysis-that-might-be-done-in-the
future.

We focus on the food stamp program. The Char-
acteristics that are examined for their possible
association with the 1ikelihood of exiting are
family status, marital status, work experience,
earnings level, and low-fncome status.

The first set of data in table 4 show exit
experience by family status in the month prior
to exit and in the twelfth month after the exit.
The data are restricted to persons with 3
*permanent® exit. Approximately 86 percent of
those who made a permanent exit experienced no
chan?e in family status. About 6 percert Teft a
married-coup’2 family or joined & uarriedgcouple
family. The next set of data in table 4 show
prior and subsequent marital status for those who
exited the food stamp program. The great
majority of persons who permanently exited the
food stamp program had no change in marital
status (90 percent). About 10 percent became
married, spouse present or had some other change
in marital status.

Table 4 shows work experience in the month
prior to leaving and in the twelfth month after
leaving. About 58 percent of those who exited
were in the same labor force category prior to
leaving as they were 12 months after leaving, but

a substantial proportion, about 24 percent, moved
¢rom the not a full-time worker or nonworker
categories to the full-time worker category.
Smalier proportions had a decline in labor force
activity or moved from 8 nonworker to 3 not full-
time worker.

Earnings level prior and subsequent to Teaving
the food stamp program are shown in tablie 4.
Fifty nine percent of those who exited shcwed no
change in their category of earnings {18 percent
stayed in the "$500 and over® category and 39
percent stayed in the “No earnings® category). A
fairly substantial proportion, about 13 percent,
moved from "No earnings® to earnings of $500 and
over. Overall, 31 percent moved to a8 higher
earnings category, and 10 percent moved to &
lower category.

Our final characteristic in table 4 is low-
income status. This characteristic was calcu-
lated on a monthly basis by annualizing the
monthly income of the family (or unrelated
individual) and comparing the annualized income
against the appropriate poverty threshold.

About 35 percent of those who exited remained in
the same category and 21 percent stayed below the
1.00 level. About 51 percent showed an upward
movement in their income category, and about 15
percent moved to a lower category.

V. ASSESSING THE REPRESENTATIVES OF THE SIPP
PANEL FILE

In the analysis presented above, we focused on
persons with complete information for the 32
month reference period and excluded persons with
incomplete information during the period. This
brings up the issue of how the characteristics of
persons with missing information compare to
persons in the analysis, that is, the representa-
tiveness of the sample. Table 6 shows selected
characteristics of persons with complete informa-
tion (with a non-zero panel weight) and persons
with incomplete information (persons with 3 panel
weight«of»zero).W-Pensons-who~were"in»sample"at»~
the beginning of the panel (1u0 level perzaae)
but missed one or more interviews had similar
characteristics when compared to persons with
complete information. pistributions by sex and
age are sinilar for both groups. For persons
age 18 and over, the percent with 1abor force
status activity in the first month in sample
were similar for both groups. Distributions by
marital status, sources of income, and private
health insurance coverage were generally similar
for both groups, al1though persons with missing
observations had a lower percentage of persons
married spouse present and higher percentage
never married, 2 higher percentage who did not
receive selected sources of income, and 3
higher percentage who were not covered by
private health insurance.

Persons who entered the sample after the first
interview (200+ level persons), had scme differ-
ences in characteristics when compared to persons
with complete observations. A higher proportion
of sample entrants were male and approximately
60 percent were less than 25 years old. For
persons age 18 and over, 2 higher proportion of
sample entrants were never married, were not in
family households, did not receive selected
sources of income, and were not covered by
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§ /ivate health fnsurance. These comparisons
suggest that persons who entered the sample after
the first interview, have some differences n
characteristics when compared to persons who had
a complete set of observations. Whiie these
differences may affect the results presented
above, the level and direction of the impact §s
unclear and require further analyses.

VI. MEASUREMEWT ERROR AS A COMPONENT OF

EIOIIFMALILY LIARLL

The analysis presented in this paper focuses
on Jongitudinal change {n status. Some of the
changes in status, however, are undoubtedly
caused by response error or by the fncorrect
marking of the questionnaire. Misreporting tran-
sftions occur when respondents fncorrectly report
: chan$e tn status fn an interview, for example,
receiving a source of fncome fn one {nterview and
tncorrectly reporting not veceiving that income
fn the next interview. There are several potent-
fal causes for these types of errors fncluding
misclassification of fncome types, recall error
or the use of proxy respondents who may have
tmperfect {nformation.

We can exanine the impact of misreporting on
estimates of change by adopting different rules
to identify transitions. Month-to-month compari-
sons clearly set an upper bound to transfttons.

A “l-month-rule® would result in transitions if
there fs any misreporting for a wave. An alterna-
tive would be to require a longer spell in each
status before a transition is identified. A more
conservative rule {s to consider transitions to
occur when a person s fn one status for 5 or
more consecutive months followed by 5§ or more
consecutfve months in another status. We chose

a spell of :5 months in order to avoid cases with
misreporting fn one wave (with a 4 month refer-
ence period) from befng classiffed as a transi-
tion. In such cases, the l-month-rule_would .

crereeme--§ NI fy -t wo-trans it 16ns, Transitfon rates for

major assistance programs based on l-month and
S.month rules are presented in tables 7 and 8.
In general, the 1-month rule produced transition
rates approximately 2 times the rate based on
the S-month rule. For example, 4.8 percent of
participants in major assistance programs at the
start of the panel had one or more changes based
on the l-month rule compared to 2.6 percent
based on the S5-month rule. For non-participants
at the beginaing of the panel, the rates were
6.2 and 2.5 percent, respectively. Because mis-
reporting for one tnterview produces short
spells, the results suggest that transitfon
rates are sensftive to measurement error.

VI1. SUBSEQUENT HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE STATUS
TF _PERSONS WHO EXIT THE MEDICAID PROGRAM

An fmportant fssue in dfscussions about
welfare dependency fs the extent to which
programs. The figures below in table § Show
what happens to the health fnsurance coverage
status of persons who leave the Medicafd program.
The universe for table 5 {s persons Jess than 65
years of age as of the beginning of the panel.

Of the 5.3 million persons who left the Medicaid
program and had not returned withfn 12 months,
2.6 mi1lion had obtained private health insurance

by Zhat twelfth month and another 200,000 had
obtained Medicare coverage. Two and one-half
million of those who exited the program failed

to obtain health insurance coverage. The results
suggest that the prospect of losing health insur-
ance coverage is a powerfu! incentive for remain-
tng within the welfare system.

VIIl. CONCLUSIONS

Panel data offer analysts the opportunity to
study the frequency and correlates of changes in
status. Panel data also offer special problems
and we have just discussed the issues of repre-
sentativeness and measurement error. In a
perfect world, we might ask for a larger sample
that s free from attrition and response error
and we may also ask for a longer panel life. In
the real world, we think the potential of the
SIPP survey {s now being realized.

This paper has identified certain characteris-
tics that are assoctated with the 1tkelihood of
garticipatin tn assistance programs and with the

ikelfhood of exfting those programs.
examined the characteristics of persons who
exited programs as of the month prior to the
exit and as of the twelfth month following the
exit tn an effort to fdentify the factors that
explain exfts. We found that persons who exited
seldom had changes in family status or marital
status. Changes in work activity were much more
1ikely but the majority of persons who exited
experfenced no sfgnificant change fn these varia-
bles efther. We found that exiting an assistance
program does not always mean that the person has
experienced an improvement in economic status.
Of those who exfted the food stamp program, 35
percent stayed {n the same poverty status cate-
gory and 21 percent remained below the poverty
threshold. Fifty one percent of those who left
the food stamp program had._reached-a-higher
income~1evél twelve months after leaving, but 15
percent had suffered a decline.

The study also showed that almost one-half of
those persons who left the Medicaid program had
failed to find a new source of health insurance
coverage 12 months after leaving. This result
should be remembered as we attempt to develop
programs to reduce welfare dependency.
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Table 1. Participation and Exit Rates for Major Assistance Programs, Persons

15 Years 01d and Over

My l\&jor pmgr‘mcccccqccoocc..co...oo.o.:c
l"FDC or geﬂerl‘ lSSfStCnCB. seccsccccnssscee
Feder‘] or St‘te Sslccccsccocoooccocccccoc
Food stmpscococcoco.oc.occoc.occ.oclcooccc

mdic‘idoocoﬂncﬂcccncn........o...........

Public or subsidized housingecececcenances

Percent of persons Percent of
age 15 and over participants
who participated who exited

13.8 39,2

4.3 46.9

2.3 12.2

9.2 53.5

7.7 35.5

3.9 22.0

Table 2. Permanent and Temporary Exit Rates for Major Assistance Programs,

Persons 15 Vears 01d and Over

My m‘jor program.........................
AFDC or general assiStanCeecceccscccccecse
Feder‘] or St‘te Ssl......................
Fow st‘mps............................‘..

mdic‘id.).......................!........

Public or subsidized housSiNGecescccscancee

Percent of
participants with
a permanent exit

Percent of
pariicipants with
2 temporary exit

29.9
34.5

8.2
39.6
27.7
1.4

9.3




Tabie 3. Partfcipation and Exit Rates for Food Stamps and Medicaid Programs, by
Selected Characteristics of Persons 15 Years 0ld and Over

Food stamps Medicaid

CRARACTERISTICY Participation  Exit  Participation  Exit
rate rate rate rate
: SEX .
{ m‘ecc00.00!.00...000..!00.cc!!.o... 6.9 6‘.1 ‘09 ‘6’8
Fem‘e.............................. 11.‘ ‘7.8 10.2 30.6
RACE AND HISPANIC ORIGINZ/
uhiteooooooo.0..0000....0.0&.0....00 6!8 55.7 5'7 35'9
. sj.ckﬂ.ﬂ..ﬂ.........0............... 27.9 ‘9.‘ 22.4 35.4
i,\ '“SPIMC or’g‘nc000000..000!..0..!.. 17.‘ ‘7.5 17.9 35'5
YEARS OF SCHOOL COMPLETED
~:—«— LGSS thln 120ooooacooooooooooooooooo 18.8 ‘6.7 16!6
12 to 15....oocooooo.ooooooooooooooo 6.3 60.6 409
16 &nd OVelreocccccccecsccocccocscnnes 1.3 5106 1'3

FAMILY STATUS
Iﬂ mrried‘coup‘e f‘mi‘yccococcoococ 62.3

6.0 4,2
In other f‘mi‘y..................... 28.5 ‘8.0 25.6
Not a family member.cecccccccer.cone 8.2 38.9 9.2

WORK EXPERIENCE

A1l weeks full tiMe.eececcsncccsaccs 3.5 69.7 1.8
Other labor force aCtivitYeeeeseeeee 15.0 62.4 10.3
| Not in labor forCessesceccccsscanass 13.6 41,2 14.4

1/characteristic as of the first month in sample.
</persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race.




Table 4. Changes in Selected Statuses for Persons with a Permanent Exit

from the Food Stamp Program

Total L%pousands}

FAMILY STATUS
Family status did not Changeieecsecoccenee
ln ﬂrried'coulﬂe fmi]yocccocooocccoooo
Il’\ Othﬂ‘ f‘ni]y.............. 0000000000
fNot 'ﬂ [ | flmi1].........................
Family status changed:
From sarried-couple o -
Other flniU.........o...........u...
“ot in ‘ f.mi]y.......................
From other family to -
Harried-coup]e flmﬂy..............u.
Not 'n ‘ f‘mi]y.......................
From nct in a family to «
Haﬂ‘ied-coup]e flmnyn...o.n.....n.
other f‘mi]y..........................

HWARITAL STATUS

Marital status did not change..eccecscccsse
mrried. spouse present.................
Married, spouse dbsent..cccecccccceccnes
uidwed....‘ ............................

Divorced%...............................

separ‘ted .......................00.....
Never urried...b.......................
Marital status changed:
Became - - -
Married, spouse presenteccecesccecces
Married, spouse absent.ceccecessscccs
“idowed..............................
Marital status changed:
Became - (continued)

Divorced.............................

sep‘r‘ted.....................f......

WORK EXPERIENCE

Work experience status did not change....
Worked a1) weeks, full timesceccccccces
Other labor force activityoeeccecsceces
"Ot in ]‘bor forceo00.0000000000....000

~1

Yith a permanent exit from
the food stamp program

Humber Percent
distribution
100.0
5,352 85.9
3,195 51.3
1,740 27.9
417 6.7
249 4.0
162 2.6
224 3.6
166 2.7
22 0.4
56 0.9
100.0
5,603 89.9
2,636 42.3
8 0.1
313 5.0
650 10.4
180 2.8
1,816 2%.1
2N 4.3
a3 0.5
61 1.0
141 2.3
122 2.0
100.0
3,594 57.7
1,061 17.0
865 15.5
1,568 25.2




Table 4. Changes in Selected Statuses for Persons with a Permanent Exit
from the Food Stamp Program (continued)

7

From worked all weeks, full time to -
Other labor force activitye.ceeecesccnee
bt ‘n ).bor force.....................

From other labor force activity to -
Worked a1l weeks, full time.eeeeecnncee
Not in labor forCe.eceeececccccconcnnae

From not in labor force to -
uo&ed “] ”eks. fu]] time............
Other labor force activityeceesceaneesns

EARNINGS LEVEL
No change in earnings categoryeeeececscesss
ssoo ‘nd over.........................
szso to s499...'/.......................
sl to s249l..‘.........°...............
m e‘rnings.............o..............
From *$500 and over" to -
szso to s499..................Q........
sl to ‘249.........................0...
No earn1n95000|¢|¢¢cooooocooooocooooooo
From *$250 to $499" to -
3500 and OVl  sececcsccncsccsncssnnsncee
sl to s249...‘..............’..........
N°~earn1n95¢..oooooocoooocooooooo..oooo
From *$1 to $249" to -
ssoo ‘nd over.........O................
szso to s499...........................
No earnings.................0..........
from “No earnings " to -
ssoo ‘nd over..........................
3250 to s499000000000000000000coocooocc
sl tO s249¢coc.cc..cco.c.co.!!.!!..c.co

LOW INCOME STATUS

No change in Tow-{nCome $tatuScceeccccess
Be]ow 1.00..0........U................
1.00 to 1.2‘.0.....‘)..............'...
1.25 to 1.‘9..........................
1.50 to 1.99....................0.....
2:00 ‘nd overOQQQQQQQQQ000000000000.00

From “Below 1.00" to -
1.00 to 1.2‘..........................
1025 to 1.‘9..0.00.000!!0.0...0000.00.
1..50 to 1.99....0.....................
2.00 ‘nd over...............‘.ﬂ........

With a permanent exit from
the food stamp prog-am
Number

(thousands )

219
66

1,285
424

206
438

801
234
187

2,165
1,318
268
90

392

491

468
429
603

Percent
distribution
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Table 4. Changes in Selected Statuses for Persons with & P2rmanent Exit
from the Food Stamp Program (continued)

With a permanent exit from
the food stamp program

Number Percent
{thousands ) distribution

From “"1.00 to 1.24* to -
k]w 1.00......0.....'............... 177 2.8
1.25 to 1.‘9.......................... 207 3.3
1.50 to 1.99.......................... 198 3.2
2.00 ‘nd over.....'...............0000 ws 4.9

From “1.25 to 1.49" to - !

Be]w 1000.0000.0.00..0.000.0.0.00.000. 97 1.6
1.00 tO 1.2‘.0.000.00000000000000000000 85 1.4
1050 tO 1.99.!.00.000.0..0000...0...000 209 304
2.00 ‘nd over.......................... 115 1.8

From "1.50 to 1.99" to -
Be]ow 1.00............................. : 110 1.8
1.00 to 1.24’...0...................... 94 1.5
1.25 to 1.‘9........................... 100 1.6
2.00 ‘nd over.....0...................R 128 2.1

From “2.00 and over" to -
BeIOH 1.00........0.................... 80 1.3
1.00 to 1.24......‘.................... 55 0.9
1.25 to 1.49........................... 12 g.z
.6

1.50 to 1.99..!.........!..0....0....!. 102

Table 5. Health Insurance Coverage for Persons with 2 Permanent Exit from
Medicaid Program, Persons less than 65 at start of Panel.

With a permanent exit from
the Medicaid program

- Number Percent
iOOO's) distribution

Tota].................................... » l iﬁo.o

Retained COVeragRecssscsooscccccoscnccccczooes 2.788 : 52.9

Government ("Edicgre)oooooooocoooocooo 199 3.8

Private............................... 2.589 ‘9.1

LoSt COVErag@eiecicecosscencscccccssscsnscss 3.‘83 47.1




Table 6. Percent Distribution: Three Categories of Sample Persons

~Interviewec 10
first wave, left
sample for

ot a member of &
sample household
during first wave,

Complete set reasons other i{nterview obtained
Characterisitic of 1ﬂter!1eus than death or in second o later
obtainedl/ institutionali- waves
zation2/
Tot‘]............... L X ] 32.391 21.357 10.279
100.0 100.0 1C0.0
SEX
mlecooocooooooooooo ‘7.1 ‘8.7 51.5
Fm]e.............. 52.9 5103 ‘8.5
AGE AT FIRST INTERVIEW
tUnder 18 Years.eeesoes 28.8 27.7 35.5
Under 6 yearSeeceeoo 9.9 9.3 22.9
18 t0 24 yeArS.eeeesee 10.7 14.2 24.6
25 t0 44 YearS.eeeenee 28.5 29.5 25.4
45 to 64 years.eeeccee. 19.5 19.3 11.2
65 years and OVer..... 12.5 9.3 3.4
75 years and over... 4.8 3.2 1.4
PROGRAM PARTICIPATION:
FIRST MONTH IN SAMPLE
Persons 18 years and
OVEluecosvssscses 23,049 15,447 6,630
100.0 100.0 100.0
participated in major
assistance program.. 9.5, 9.3 10.0
AFDC or general
assistanCeececense 2.3 2.9 3.2
Food stams.......... 5.‘ 5.4 4.9
Mdicaid............. 5.5 502 5.9
Public/subsidized
housing........... 3.0 3.0 2.3
SSI.................. 2.1 1.4 1.8
Did not participate.... 90.5 90.7 90.0

1/1nciudes 1,307 persons who died or were institutionalized during the
32 conth period.

2/1ncludes approximately 9,200 persons who were dropped from the panel
for budget reasons.




