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CHARACTERISTICS OF THE BLACK ELDERLY
B |
|  Blanch Spruiel Witkians*
/

' INTRODUCTION

/o ' : o “ _ N

.. The size of the Black population grew enormously between 1960 and 1978;
however, there was an even greater change in the size of that segment 60 years
old and over (an increase of. 34.3% ‘vs. 59.8%). These 60+ persons are identi-
fied with characteristics such as lower incomes, greater health problems,
higher incidence pf.widowhood,;and faster growth rates than.comparable Whites
or younger Blacks. This report examines these areas along with other demo~-
graphic, socio-economic, health, and other characteristics of the Black elderly
population. It is based primarily on statistics published by the Bureau of

the Cénsus, Bureau of Labor Statistics, and the Department of Health, Education,

and_Wélfare.

-

All references to elderly or older persons in the report relate to persons
60 years of age and older. These persons are entitled to services under the
Older Americans Act. Because of the frequent use of data on persons 65 years
old and older, however, this age group is also mentioned. This 1is the age of
eligibility for retirement for many, for full Social Security benefits, for
Medicare coverage, and for income tax advantages. Age groups such as those
55, 65, and 75 years of age and over, wvhen used in the text of this report, will

be specified to distinguish between the population groups.

*Statistical Analysis Staff.



s SIZE OF THE POPULATION

The Bureau of the Census estimated that in 1978 there were 2.8 million
Black Americans age 60 and older who constituted 11% of the total Black
- population and over 8% of all races age 60 and.plder‘(Table 1). The
Bureau of the Census also estimated 25.5 million Blacks in all, representing
12% of the aggregate population. The aged members of the Black population
\ in the United States comprise a minority within a minority that is continuing
" to grow and to gain a greater share of the aged population of all races.

The Blacks' share of the total 60+ population of all races in 1978 (8.3%)
was 7.3% in 1960, about the same proportions as the 65+ age group but slightly
higher than the proportion of Blacks in the 75+ age group for these years.
However, elderly Blacks have not yet achieved the same relative proportion to
the total population (12%) that the total Blacks have. This disparity can be
attributed to the generally highef mortality rates experilenced by elderly
Blacks over elderly Whites, coupled with the higher fertility rates of
Black women compared to Whites. e o '

Proportionately, the older Black population is growing more rapidly than
older Whites and younger Blacks. Between 19450 and 1970, the proportionate
increase in the size of each of the Black populations age 60+ and 65+ was in .
excess of 11 percentage points greater than the 20% increase experienced by
the total Black population. (The under-60 and under-65 age groups each

. increased by about 18% during this period.) Furthermore, the growth rate of

‘ the 60+ and 65+ Black populations also exceeded that of the corresponding
White populations by about 12 percentage points, during this decade (Table A),’
reaching 2.3 million for the 60+ and 1.6 million for 65+ in 1970. Since ’
1970, the older Black population has continued to climb, increasing in numbers
each year by 2% to 4%Z. ;

| | Table‘A
PERCENT INCREASE OF THE BLACK

AND WHITE POPULATIONS 60+, 65+,
AND' 75+ YEARS OLD, 1960-78

Pace éhd
year 60+ 65+ 75+

BLACK

1970-78 ... 21.0 | 27.8 29.7
1960-7" . . 32.1 30.9 | 38.0

WHITE

1970-78 .... | 15.7 | 18.7 | 18.5
1960-70 ... | 19.4 | 19.3 | 34.6

Source: See Table 1
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More than half of both the 60+ and 65+ age groups are women, and the
proportion that is female is continuing to grow. Females represented 53%
of the 60+ group'in 1960, 567% in 1970, and more than.57% in 1978. These
proportions were similar for the 65+ population during the same period.

Stated another way, for every 100 Black elderly men in 1978 there.
were 135 elderly women, not too significantly different from elderly White
persons . (Table B).. In the same year the ratio was higher for the 65+. group
(140 women per 100 men)

Since 1960, the female population of the Black elderly experienced a
substantially ﬁigher growth rate over the male population. The number of -
women age 60+ increased 73% between 1960 and 1978: 27 percentage points
more than that of men. For the 65+ and 75+ age groups, the increases in the
female population over that of males during the same period (1960- 78) were
- 32 and 49 percentage points higher, reSpectively

Projections n

For the future, we can expect a continuing increase in the number of
older Black men and women. The Bureau.of the Census has projected that by the
year 2000 there will be over 4 million Black persons 60+ years old, and
over 3 million 65+ years old. These figures represent increases of 48% and
+53%, respectively, from 1978. If these increases'are realized they will
exceed the rates of growth of the 60+ White population by 26 percentage
points and the 65+ age group by 24 points. The ratio of older Black women
to older Black men will also continue to ineggaséf For the 60+ group, the
ratio will increase from 135 to 139 women per 100 men between 1978 and 2000,
with a greater disparity among the 65+ group. The ratio of Black women to
men age 65 and over will continue to be lower than for comparable Whites by
the year 2000. '

1

Geographic Distribution

The geographic concentrations of elderly Blacks and Whites differ.
White persons age 65 and over are evenly distributed among the four major
regions, except the West where less than a sixth live. Older Blacks are
more prevalent in the South. Three-fifths of Blacks 65 years old and older
- were living in southern States in 1977 (?able-C).

In terms of numbers, more than half of elderly .Blacks and also of elderly
- White persons 1ived in just 10 States in 1970 about 56% of each group. Of these
10 States, California, the most populous in terms of total population, had

- the smallest proportion of older Blacks (4.7%) and New York, the second most
populous State, had the largest proportion of older Blacks (7.6%), folln'ed
by Texas, the third most populous State, with 7.0% (Table D).

e



Table B

THE OLDER POPULATION 60+ AND 65+ YEARS OLD, 1970 to 2000

60+ - 65+
" Race :
and Women - . Women
year Total Men Women | per 100 Total]| Men Women | per 100
(000) (000) { (000) men (000) | (000) (000) " men
. BLACK
2000 .| 4,116 1,722 | 2,394 139 3,037] 1,232 .1,805' 147
1980 2,932 1,248 1,685 135 2,078 861 | 1,217 141
1978 2,782 1,186 1,598 135 © 1,989 828 1,162 140
1970 2,300 1,012 1,288 127’ 1,556 673 883 131
WHITE _
2000 36,982 | 15,442 21,540 -139 28,155 (11,232 {16,923 151
1980 31,419 113,259 (18,160 - 137 22,580 9,113 {13,467 148
1978 30,344 | 12,829 | 17,516 137 21,800 8,815 | 12,985 147
1970 26,225 | 11,318 | 14,906 132 18,373 7,649 | 10,723 140
Source: See Table 1.
_— ' MARITAL STATUS

The general distribution patterns by marital status of the elderly White
and Black populations are somewhat different (Table 3). In March 1978, the
" most common marital status among elderly Black and White men was to be married
with wife present. The most common marital status for older Black women was
widowhood; but among elderly whi'te women, the proportions who were widowed and
~married with husband present were about equal. Irrespective of race, women
are more likely to be widowed than men. This stems primarily from longer life
expectancy for women, the tendency for women to marry men older than themselves,
and the tendency for more men than women to remarry after the death of a spouse.

Elderly Blacks had a greater probability of being widowed and less of a
chance of being married than elderly Whites. About three-fifths of the Black
men and one-third of the women 60+ years old were married and living with
their spouses in 1978 compared to four-fifths of the white men and about one-
half of the White women.



Table C

OLDER POPULATION BY REGION, MARCH 1978

(Data exclude'persons in institutions)

- Biack White .

Region Tot

al 65+

65+

Total (000),..... | 24,7

10 { 1,930 {20,316

Percent ...e0.... 100.0 | 100.0 | 100.0

Northeast..... -1
North Central. | - 2
South......... "5
WeBt.eoeraenas:

7
0
3.
9

Al

P Wwow

5.3
6.4
0.2
. 8.1

25.5
28.0
30.7
15.8

Note: Percents may not add to total .

because of rounding.
-Source: Bureau of the

Table D

Census, Current
Population Reports, Series P-60, Number 119.

TEN STATES WITH LARGEST fERCENTAGES OF 60+
POPULATION, IN THE U.S., BY RACE, 1970

Black

* White

U.S. total.... 100.0
New York...... 7.6
Texas.veveeos. 7.0
Georgila...... . 5.7
Louisiana..... 5.6
Alabama....... 5.3
. N
Illinois...... - 5.2.
North Carolina 5.1
Missigsippi... 4.9
Pennsylvania.. 4.9
California... 4.7

U.S. total....

New York......
California....
Pennsylvania..
Illinois......

New Jersey.....

Massachusetts.

100.0

LU oo
PUoN

W om0

TLWWwWwes
e o o

Source:ISee Table 2.



As expected, the likelihood of being widowed increases with age for
both sexes (Table 4). For example, the proportion of widows among Black
females rises from 13% in the 45-54 age group to 78% for the 75+ age group.
This proportion is higher for Black females than for Whites in each of the

. age groupds, particularly in the younger ages.

)
LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

Proportionately,,there was little difference in the living arrangements
of elderly Blacks and Whites--about a third lived alone or with nonrelatives
(32% of Blacks vs.28% of Whites) and two~thirds lived in family settings
(68% of Blacks vs.72% of Whites) as of March 1978 (Table 5). However, about
29% of elderly Black family heads were women compared to only 11% of
comparable White family heads.

Although most older Blacka were living in their own homes, the chance
of Whites in this age group doing so was greater than for Blacks, eight out
of 10 for ‘elderly White persons compared to 6 out of 10 for elderly Blacks
(Table E). Elderly Blacks were thus more prone to live in renter occupied

Y

housing units than comparable Whites. T .

\
It

Elderly Blacks who are heads of families tend to have a greater propor-

tion of.young family members living in their households' than their White °
counterparts (Table 6). Excluding the family heads, about two-fifths.of all |
members of families headed by elderly Black females were under 21 years old". .-
compared to about 16% for members of families headed by older White females
in this age group. For Black families headed by elderly males, excluding
eads and their wives, about 58% of the members were under- 21 years old,
hereas for comparable White families 43% of the family members were under

1 years old. The average size of all families headed by elderly Blacks was
3.1 members c7mpared to 2.4 members for White families headed by gersons age
60 and over. The term "family," as defined by the Bureau of the Census,
refers to a group of two or more persons related by blood, marriage, or
adoption and residing together; all such persons are considered as members
of the same family. Thus, 1f the son of the head of the household and the
son's wife are in the household, they are treated as part of the head's
family.

1/ Bureau of the Census, unpublished data from the March 1978 Current
Population Survey. , .




Table E

PERSONS 60+ YEARS OLD BY TENURE OF ‘HOUSING UNITS, MARCH 1978

Black White
\ Percent Percent
Tenure of housing unit Number | distri~ | Number | distri-

: (000) bution (000) | bution

" Persons in

all occupied housing
unitB..........-....... 2’721 100.0 28’896 100.0

Persons in

owner occupied housing ' .
units..I.....‘.I..‘..‘. 1’706 62.7 ) 22’538 78.0

Persons in
renter'occupied housing _
UnitS..uuuieeeinnennnnans 1,015 37.3 6,358 22,0

J
Source: Bureau of the Census, unpublished data from the
March 1978 Current Population Survey. 4

LABOR_FORCE

About one-fourth of elderly Blacks and Whites were in the civilian labor
force in 1978 (Table 7). Among men, the participation rate for Blacks and
Whites in the 60+ and 65+ age groups was about the same and for Black men
age 55+ working and actively looking for work it was 3 percentage points higher
than for corresponding Whites. The proportion of Black women in the labor
force exceeded that of White women by about 3 percentage points for each of

the three age groups.

Labor force participation data are not available for Blacks separatbly
from other racial minorities prior to 1972.- qowever, since Blacks constitute
about 907 of the minority population, labor -force data for elderly minorities
adequately represent the experience of elderly Blacks. The labor force parti-
cipation rate for older (65+) women remained relatively constant over the past
two decades, with the rate for minority women slightly above that for White
womeﬁ, In 1978, the rate for minority women of this age group was 10.7%,

compared to 8.1% for White ‘women.



The, labor force participation rates for older minority and White men
have been quite similar over the past two decades. Unlike women, however,
the rates for men dropped considerably during the late 1950'a and ecarly’
1960's, from 40% to 27%,levelled off at about 27% during the mid and late
1960's, and then dropped to about 20% in the early 1970's., For the past
several years, the rates for minority and White men 65+ years old have
remained near their 1978 levels of 21.3% and 20.4%, respectively.

Among 65+ persons in the labor force, which include the employed
and the unemployed who are actively looking for work, many Black men and
women were unable to share in the traditional way of escaping the hardships
of poverty in our work-oriented society through employment. In 1978, Black
men 65+ years old had an unemployment rate of 6.5% compared to 3.9% for
White men. Black and White women in this age group had unemployment rates
of 4.8% and 3.7%, respectively. Lo

Older Blacks are concentrated in lower-paying jobs. TFor example, the
1970 census enumeration revealed that about two-fifths of employed Blacks
age 60 and over were service workers (including private household workers)
as compared to only one-sixth of elderly persons of other races. Over two-
thirds, of the employed Black women and over:.a fourth of the men were in
these occupations.g. The figures reflect the limited opportunities of
this older ‘group during younger working years. Possibly many factors beyond
the control of these oldrr persons, such as discrimination--because of age,
race and sex--and geographical mgbility, affect their ability to find work
and earn a decent living.

INCOME AND POVERTY

Incomégj

Because of the 'income-sharing arrangements commonly found among family
units; family income data reveal a better picture of the economic position
of older persons than personal income data. However, it is important to
keep in mind.that members of a family may consist of totally dependent per-
sons, adult wage earners, retired older persons, or a combination of
with such status. It 1s also important to remember that married couples related
to the head of a family are included in the head's family and are not classi-
fied as separate families. As a result, family money income data should be
cautiously interpreted both because the family members may not always form a
meaningful economic unit and because the designation of.a person as head of a
family in joint -householdé may be quite arbitrary. Therefore, money income
for a family headed by a person age 65 and over may include substantial
amounts of income recefived by adult children and other family members.

[y

2/ Bureau of the Census, 1970 Census of Population, Final Report PC(1)-Dl,
Table 226.,

3/ Information on income in this report represents money income. Total

money income 1s the sum of amounts received as wage or salary income, self-
employment income (gross receipts minus operating expenses), and income
"other than earnings. These incomes represent the amount received before
deductions for personal income taxes, social security, bond purchases,
union dues, etc. | i

L -
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Of family membors with income, older persons, especlally rotired older
persona, are likely to have the smallest amount. ‘Furthermora, clderly
family members who are not classified as family heads are in offect lost
in ‘an analyais using family income data analyzed by age of the fomily

head.

In 1977, half of the 679 thousand Black families with heads 65 years
old or over had incomes of leas than $6,066~~$3,392 less than the medinnﬁ/
for comparable White families (Table 8). This median income figure ($6,066)
represented an increase of $256 or 4.4X over 1976, However, after adjusting
for the rise of 6.5% in prices during this period, the median income actually
dropped by 22, resulting in a loss. of purchasing power (Table 11), During
the decade of 1967 to 1977, the real purchasing power of these Black
families rose 28%, about the same rate as for comparable White families.
At the end of the 1967-77 decade the real income of Black families headed
by persons age 65+ was only 647 of the income of corresponding
White families, the same proportion as at the beginning of that decade.

From 1976 to 1977 Blacks age 65 and over living alone or with non-
relatives (unrelated indiviﬂuals) had an increase in median income about
double the percentage increase experienced by families headed by Blacks in
the same age group, but their gailn in purchasing power during this period

was only 2% (Table 12). During the 1967-77 decade, the purchasing power

of Black and also White unrelated individuals age 65 and over increased 37%
and 43%, respectively. These increases in real income surpassed those of
Black and White families withi heads age 65 and over; however, the gap between
Black unrelated individuals and their White counterparts }n terms of dollars

of puréhasing;power was widenéﬂ.

! .
i i
[ o

Income Distrfbution ‘

v | .

Blacks 65 years of age and older were more concentrated at the lower
end of the income scale than elderly Whites. 1In 1977, lapproximately 79,000
or 12% of Black families headgg by persons age 65 or over had incomes of
less than $3,000,'and 176,000 or about a fourth had less than $4,000
(Table 10).  These proportions were more than three tiﬁes those for
corresponding White families. About half of these Blaék families reported
1977 incomes under $6,000 compared to only about a'fou#th of White families
with heads 65+ years old. As the income scale increased above $7,000, a
higher proportion of White families than of Black families headed by -per-
sons age 65 and over had incomes which fell within these higher income
intervals. . ' | R

Among unrelated individuals 65+ years old, who have much lower incomes
than elderly families regardless of race, about three-quarters of Blacks
had incomes below $4,000 (compared to one-half for Whites) and nine-tenths
were below $6,000 (compared to three-fourths for Whites).

4/ '"Median" income is that amount which divides an income distribution

into two equal parts, Half of the families or unrelated individuals
report incomes below the median and half report incomes above the median.
- \' )

\‘
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 Families headed by Blacks age 65+ and unrelated individuala in this
age group have become more concontrated at the lower ond of the income
scale in recent years relative to comparable Whites, For example, aven
though the proportion of Black 'familics with heads 65+ years old that
reported incomes balow $3,000 has declined from 57% to 12% between 1967 and
1977, these Black families were four times as likely to be in this income
group as corresponding White families in 1977, compared to only 1.6 times
in 1967. The trend has been similar for Black unrelated individuals,
though not quite as pronounced. '

BLS Budgets fok Retired Couples

If we use the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) three hypothetical
budgets for an urban retired couple as a standard to measure aconomic well-
being, Lt can be seen that the 1977 incomes of nearly two-thirds of Black
couples/with husbands 65 years old and over.and about two-fifth of comparable
White couples fall short of the autumn 1977 cost of “the BLS budget eéstimates

* for a modest but adequate "{ntermediate" standard of living (Tables 13 and
14). The intermediate budget cost for autumn 1977 for a retired couple
was §7,198. The lower budget was $5,031 and the higher was $10,711. How-
ever,|it should be remembered that families for which these budgets were |
constructed consist of a husband age 65 or over and his wife. ‘They are /
assumed to be self-gupporting and living in an urban area, in reasonably
good health with an‘adequate inventory of hoysehold goods and furnishings% :

and are able to take care of themselves. }

The proportion of Black couples in this age group with incomes below each
of the three budget levels declined somewhat between 1975 and 1977. For
example, the proportion with incomes below the lower budget level declined,
from 51% to 40%; for White couples, the proportion remained relatively
constant over this period. However, the proportions of these Black couples

"below the 1977 intermediate budget (65%) and the 1977 higher budget (82%)
were not much different than in 1975, '

!Type of Income

The complexity of data on the income of families headed by older persons
adds dgfficuICy to interpretation of these figures. For example, data on the
type and amount of income received by older family members versus the income
received by younger members in the same family ar» not,_separately available.
However, the types of incomes received by families headed by older Blacks
reflect the lower income of these families compared to corresponding White

families., , \
\

Black families with heads 65 years old or over were more likely than
their White counterparts to receive wage and salary income Supplemental
Security Income (SSI), and public assistance in 1977 (Table 15). Income
from earnings (including self-employment) was reported by about three-fifths
of these Black families, compaged to about a half (47%) of White families.

 The proportion of such Black families receiving SSI was four times greater
than corresponding White families (29% vs. 7%), and was ten times greater
for public assistance. : R

-10-
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On the other hand, only one-third of Black families headed by persons
age 65+ received income from assets, pensions, annuities; and other sources,
whereas about four-fifths of White families with heads 65+ years old re-
ported such income. Only one-séverth of these Black families who received
these types of income relied on such income for half or more of their total
income compared to about one-fourth of equivalent White families. - B

Nearly one-half (46%) of the aggregate income received by Black fami-
.lies with heads in the 65+ age group came from earnings, roughly the same
amount (44%) came from transfer income, 5/ and 10% was from all other sources
(assets, pensions, etc.). For comparable White families, about one-third of
their incomé came from each of these categories.

i Persons -age 65+ who lived alone or with nonrelatives relied much less
onlearnings in~+me. Only one-sixth of these individuals received such in-
come, and earninés provided only one~eighth of their total income, regardless
of race. Almost all individuals of both races received transfer income.
However, these SOQEQes“bonStituted three-fourths of the aggregate income of
Black individuals compared to one-half for Whites. As with families, the
proportion of aggregate income from assets and pensions ‘was much less for .
these elderly Black individua%? (14%) than for White individuals in the same
age group (38%). . ‘ : o

The lesser likelépood of Blacks receiving pension income was the subject
of a recent article. 2/ The data in the article are from 1969 and 1975 in-
terviews of the Social Security Administration's Retirement History Study.

" Data from the earlier interviews focus on pensiorn coverage of workers 58-63
years old in 1969. From the later interviews, when the respondents were
64-69 years old, the data focus on receipt of pension  income among those
workers with pension coverage who were completely retired. by 1975.

According to this study, Black workers: in 1969 ‘vere only half as likely
to be covered by pensions as were White workers (20% vs. 43%).. Furthermore,
of the Black workers covered by pensions who completely retired between 1969
and 1975, only 52% reported receipt of pension income' in 1974 compared to
77% for White workers. , - : - .

5/ Social Security,VSSI,pubiié'assistance, unemployment and workmen's com-

pensation, and veterans' payments. _ 3
6/ Gayle B. Thompson, "Black-White Differences’'in Private Pensidns:

Findings from the Retirement History Study.HS”Social SeéUrity Bulletin, Vol.42,
No. 2, February 1979. ' ’ '




. Blaék workers in the study possessed fewer of the job characteristics
for whicﬁ\fhgre is a high prebability of pension coverage. For example,
Black' workers were less likely to be employed in manufacturing industries,
were more likely to be~in lower-paying non-professional or non-technical
jobs, and had worked fewer years in pension-covered occupations than Whites.
The author noted that "workers of both races with the sdme combination of
job characteristics are-almost equally likely to have been covered by a
private pension," and further noted-that greatly expanded pension coverage
of Black workers "will come only with movemenht into jobs where private

pensions are prevalent." L

'
\

Poverty L.

"Among older families in the United States who enjoy incomes at the
upper end of the income scale, some aged Blacks are, of. course, included.
Yet families headed by Blacks 60+ years old made up nearly three-tenths.
(29%) of all families headed by persons 60 years old and over counted as
poor in 1977, a proportion substantially higher than the 1-in-12 frequency
ot these_familiés among all families headed by older persons (Table 16).
Blacks .also aécounted for a large share (18%) of the 2.5 million total older
poor- living alone or with ﬁonrq}atives. ¢

. . | .

" Analysis of the 1977 income data by family status shows that there are
proportionately more thsn four times as many families with elderly Black
heads below the poverty level as there are White families. Families headed
by Black women in the 60+ age group are five times as likely to be poor as
comparable families headed by White women. ' : : .

_ More than half (51%) of the nearly 900 thousand elderly Black unrelated
individuals were defined as-poor in 1977. This pércentage 1s double the
proportion for oldér White individuals. ' -

: A ‘considerable: larger proportion of elderly Black persons were living
below the poverty level than elderly White persons in 1977 (33% vs.. 11%).
Elderly Blacks represented ;22% of all older:persons defined as poor and
12% of all Black persons who reported'incoméé below the poverty level

(Table 17). -

In terms of marital ataius, maf;ied persons with a spouse present were
much less likely to be poor than other elderly persons, regardless of race

(Table F). v ‘ b .
o ’ . : - \

7/ Op.'cit., page 21.

-:12- ‘ | ’



5 In'1977, four-tenths of widowed Blacks age 60+ years old reported
: intomes below the poverty level, in contrast to about one-fourth of those
married and living with a spouse. For the older White population, the .
comparable Proportions were 19% for the widowed and 6% for married with |
. Spouse present. Among the elderly who were single, about half the Blacks
. were below the poverty level as opposed to 18% of Whites. : :

\ ' Table 'F

: ~—L . S i » .

PERCENT BELOW POVERTY LEVEL IN 1977 FOR PERSONS 60+ AND 654
- YEARS OLD, BY MARITAL STATUS, RACE, AND SEX

"“/. (Data exclude persons in institutions)
60+ ' 65+
Race and ' \ i )
martial status Both ’ Both
sexes | Men WOmen sexes Men Women
- BLACK |
 Total L.....i......... 33.4 | 26.4 38.7 36.3"”29,7 412 T
single........ R Y Y Y v BT
Married............| 27.5[| 25.1 30.9 1 32,0 29.9 '34.6
Spouse present..| " 23,8 23.2 24.6 27.1 |- 27.5 26.4
- Spouse absent... 46.9 1 35.4 62.9 56.0 | 42.3 -
Widowed............ 39.6 | 27.4 | 42.8| 40.6] 27.7 | 442
Divorced.......... P 33.1 '19.0 47.6 32.0 # #
WHITE | |
Total veeerrrrennnnn.. | 1009 7.9 132 c11.9] g3 1.4
Single........®...| "17.5] 198 15.9| 17.9] 20.4 | 16.5
. Married............ 6.2 6.2 6.2| '6.6| 6.5 6.8
| Spouse present.. 5.6 5.8 . 5.4 6.1 6.1 6.2
! Spouse. absent... 26,4 23,2 29.8 23.9] 24.0 23.9
Widowed.......e... | - 18.5] 13.2| 19.4 18,5 13.4 | 19.4
Divorced.......... 19.5 14.3 23,0} 20.2 14.0 . 23.7
# Base less than 75,000. - | A
Note: Persons as of March 1978, \ ’

Source: Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series
- “P=60, No. 119, and unpublished data from the March 1978 Current

'ﬁbpulation.SurVey.




Poverty by Region

The poor live every place, but older per§bns\in'the South are more -
likely to be poor than those in other regioms of the-Nation. The 1977
estimates revealed that about a third‘(35%) of Blacks age 65 or over
living in a family setting in the South were poor and 62% of those living

" alone or with nonrelatives. For the corresponding White population in

the South, less than 10% of persons who were a member of a family and a

~ third of individuals were poor (Table G).

;' - Table G

~ POVERTY STATUS.IN 1977 FOR PERSONS _
65+ YEARS OLD, BY RACE, REGION, AND FAMILY STATUS

(Data exclude pérspnsvin institutions)

) Member of a |  Unrelated
Race “| _family . individuals
and . o - x
reglon Number| Poverty | Number | Poverty '
(000) rate (000) | rate N
BLACK
U.S. total..:....| 339 | 27.2 | "362}.53.0
Northeast......| 24 | 13.3 51| 44.6
North Central.. 26 | 14.1 63 47.8 ‘
Sputh....; ..... 275 34.9 232 62.2 . '
WeSt.eeses.. . 14 15.2 16| - #
WHITE
U.S. total «... .| 809 5.9 17617 | 24.6
. 1 i
Northeast...... .95 2.7 375| 22.8 |
North Central.. 198 5.2 414 21.6 ./
South...... eeen - 405 9.2 635 | 34.5
. West....... eeed . 110 5.4 193 16.6 _/
. A
#  Base léss than- 75,000. ,
Note: Persons as of March 1978. o .
.Source: See Table F. : S~ ;

.1970 and 1978 but 'did not gain any ground in educational achievement :
when compared with older Whites (Table 18). The medium number/of years of .

Older Blacks incfeased théir average level of schobl attainmey;/between —

school completed by older Blacks was only seven-tenths that of elderly Whites

. in both years. - In fact, the difference between elderly Blacks and Whites in
median years of school completed actually’ increased during this period, from
. [ \ i

2.4 to 3.2 years. _ , \ O . ,
;14- | - . -1\ ’C) I



In 1978, the median number of school years completed was 7.6 years for -

" Black persons age 60 and over compared to 10.8 years for White persons.. This
was some improvement in the educational attainment of older Blacks since 1970
when half had completed at least 6.6 years of schooling (9.0 years for White
persons). About 18% of this older group had received high school diplomas;
however, 764 thousand or 28% of older Blacks had no -schooling or less than
five years of schooling.

Older Blacks in the'future will have more formal training than their
- present counterparts. While only one-sixth of elderly Blacks have completed
12 or more years of school, over one-third of Blacks 45-59 years old and two-
thirds of Blacks 25-44 years old have done so. Also, the difference between
older Blacks and Whites in median years of school completed will narrow in
the future. In 1978, elderly Whites had completed an average of 3.2 .years
more than Blacks. This difference decreases to 1.9 years for the 45-59 age
group, and oply 0.4 years for the 25-44 group ' : '

Mortality is generally higher among Blacks than among Whites except for
ages 80 and over where the mortality rate of Blacks is lower. White females
show the lowest mortality rates, followed by White males and Black females.

. Black males exhibited the highest death rates. Furthermore, mortality rates
vary substantially by age (Table H). In 1977 the death rate for elderly Blacks
of both sexes was 9% Iﬂgher than for Whites. B : v

Table H

DEATH RATES PER 100,000 POPULATION FOR PERSONS 45+
'YEARS OLD, BY AGE, SEX, AND RACE, 1977

Ratio: Black:

~ Black  Vhite ) to White
h Age N Male Female “Male - Female Male Female .
45-49 years...| 1,206.2| 658.4 565.1 309.7 | 2.13 2.13 ©
50-54 years...| 1,765.1| 998.5 | 925.2 480.1 | 1.91 2.08
55-59 years...| 2,472.3| 1,397.3 .| 1,439.7 726.2 | 1.72 1.92
60+ years..... '5,685.0 | 3,91'3.8 | 5,215.3 | 3,580.7 | 1.09 1.09
60-64 years.| 3,565.0| 1,992.0 | 2,337.5 | 1,143.7 | 1.52 1.74 -
65-69 years.| 3,948.5)2,239.2 | 3,434.3 | 1,633.1 | 1.15. | ~1:37
70-74 years.| 6,699.07 4,588.5 | 5,231.7 | 2,633.0 | 1.28 1.74
75-79.years.|.9,886.7 | 7,271.0 | 8,099:0 | 4,599.3 | 1:22 | 1.58
80-84 years.| 9,853.8|6,618.5 [11,610.5 | 7,494.9 | 0.85 0.88
85+ years...|11,832.8 | 9,035.3 [17,980.0 | 14,018.0 | 0.66 0.64

, - Note: The rates shown in this table were computed using revised
population figures for -1977 as published by the Bureau of the Census in
Current Population Reports, Series P-25, No. 800. The rates for Whites
differ slightly from those shown in the source cited below, which were
computed with provisional population estimates for the White population

a

Source: National Center for Health Statistics, Mbnthly Vvital
Statistics Report, Vol. 28, No..l Supplement, "Final Mortality Statistics,
1977," and unpublished data. S
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LIFE EXPECTANCY

At birth, the average remaining life of Blacks ang other races was
estimated to be shorter than for White persons in 197/ / (Table I). However,
men of Black and other races who reach 65 years of age and beyond tend to
1ive longer than their White counterparts; for women of Black and other
races, . that age 1s reached at 75 and over.

Table I ) o o

AVERAGE LIFE EXPECTANCY AT SELECTED AGES,
' "~ BY %ACE, 1977 -

"Averag- uumber of years
of 1l:fe remaining
-~ \\§ Blacks and others . White
, . Age Total | Male |Female | Total |Male Female
7
¢ - At birth....| 68.8 | 64.6 | 73.1 | 73.8 |70.0 | 77.7
\* 45 years....| 29.3 | 26.3 | 32.4 | 32.1{29.0| 35.2
.\ . 90 years....| 25.5 | 22.7 | 28.3 27.7 [24.7 | 30.7
\\ 535 years....| 21.2 | 19.4 | 24.5 23.6 |20.8 | .26.%4"
.60 years....| 18.7 | 16.5 | 21.0 | 19.8 |17.1| 22.3 »
65 years....{ 16.0 | 14.0 | 17.8 16.3 |13.9 | 18.4 .
.70 years....| 13.1 | 11.4 | 14.5 13.1 j11.1 | 14.8 ;
75 years....| 11.2 9.7 | 12.5 10.3 | 8.6 | 11.5 =

Source: See Table H.

8/ Life expectancy data for 1977 are not avallable for Blacks separately
However, Blacks constitute about 90% of "Blacks and other races." - Thus,
data for.Blacks and other races adequately represent the experience of
the Black population. ' For example, life expectancy- figures for the. Black

.Lpopulation were last prepared for the 1969- 71 period. At that time, 1life
'expectancy at birth for all Blacks and other races was less than one
year higher than for Blacks only; in the elderly age groups, the '
difference was less than one-half year .

-16- 1y




HEALTH

- Based on several measures, older Blacks appear to suffer more from
effects of chronic health conditions and other illnesses and injuries than
Whites in the same age group (Table 19). 1In 1977, for example, half (51%)
of Blacks 65+ years old were ‘limited in their major activity (paid employ-
ment, keeping house, etc.) due to chronic conditions compared to only '
one-third (36%) for Whites. . One-fourth (27%) of Blacks in this age group
were entirely unable to, carry on their major activity; only one-sixth (16%)
of Whites were so 1imitéd.' S : o '
. The results of a 1972 survey show that one of every four (24%) persons
- 65+ years old of Black and other races were chronically limited in thelr physical-
.mobility compared to\ one-sixth (17% of Whites. Persons of Black and other races
in this group were 57% more likely than comparable Whites to be confined to
their house because o these chronic conditions (8% vs. 5%).

Other measures of disability from illness or injury include days of
 '"restricted activity"|(i.e., cutting down substantially on one's Gsual.daily
“activities) and days of "bed disability" (i.e., confinement to bed for at-
least half of the daylight hours). By both measures, Blacks age 65+ .suffered
more compared to comparable Whites. During 1975, noninstitutionhiize&iBlacks
age 65 and over averaged some 60 days of restricted activity per person,

about ‘23 days more than Whites in this age group. These Blacks experienced
twice as many bed-disability days as Whites during the same period .(25 da I
vs. 12 days). o _ . T : o

“Oldgr Blécks3are.mofe frequently the victims of hypertension tha? their =
White -counterparts - (Table J). " In 1974 more than half (33%) of Blacks in the .
65+ age group. had experienced this-condition compared with about 42% of '
; persons in the 65+ White population. ' -

:  Table J
i . . e
{
- PERCENT DISTRIBUTIONVOF PERSONS 45+ YEARS OLD
BY HYPERTENSION STATUS, RACE, AND AGE 1974
i N '

(Data exclude persons in institutions)

. Black . White
Hypertension status 45-64 65+ 4564 65+
Total/, . ..., 100.0: | 100.0° |- 100.0 | 100.0
Eyervwith hypertensiOn.}.f‘ ...... 4533 | © 53,3 28.4" 41.6%,
' Now have hypertensionj l}; o ': ‘\ ) . L. »

' Yes..... ceeeseans eenen eeee| 39.1 47.2 22,7 35.3
NOw s eeseeennnneenneneenions 337 \ *3.7 . 4.5
Unknown...ooeeeivernnnnaesnss 2:4 1] 2.5 ‘1.6 1.7

+* " Never had.hypertension} ......... 54:7 46.7 71.6 58\4

* TFigure does riot meet standards of reliabilit

percent relative standard error). -

y (mqre thanféO

1/ Excludes a small number of persons whose hjpé:@ensioh status

. is unknown. ,

Source: National Center for Health Statistics, vital a

' i, — _ Statistics, Series 10, No. 121.
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Persons in the hypertensive population are sometimes turned down for
health or life insurance coverage because of high blood pressure, according
to the National Center for Health Statistics. This factor could have an
‘impact on the problems. of many older Blacks since it is during the retire- '
ment years when income of wage earnmers 1s cut sometimes as ‘much as half of
that of theilr working years and the cost of health care usually increases.

. - As a result, elther a substantial amount of income or insurance coverage
becomes a necessary ingredient for persons in later years to endure the
problems caused by illness. ‘ ' '

Crime

Black persons age 65+ are much less likely to be victimized by crime
than younger persons /Ilable K). However, the impact of crime is dispropor-
- tionately more severe for older victims, particularly in terms of economic.
loss, physical harm, and the resultant fear for personal safety. For the
~ household crimes of burglary, larceny, and auto theft, the rate of victimi-
zation among households headed by Blacks 65+ years old was 192 per 1,000, only
43% ‘as high -as the rate for ‘all Black households. Similarly, for the personal |
crimes of robbery, assault purse snatching, etc., the victimlization rate for
- Black persons was 40 per 1,000, only 31% as high as the rate for all Blacks
12 years old and over. Comparable rates for the 50-64 age group were somewhat
- less than the overall averages but were twice as high as those for the 65+

"group.
) TaBle K
RATE OF CRIMINAL -VICTIMIZATION OF BLACK PERSONS
AND HOUSEHOLDS, BY TYPE OF CRIME AND AGE OF PERSON
OR HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD, 1977
Age of household Househoid Personal
head or person - " erimes . crimes
RATE PER 1,000
'HOUSEHOLDS
OR PERSONS
‘ 12+ years, total... |’ - 445.4 131.9
| . 12 to 19 years..... ... 663.8 156.3
\ 20 to 34 years..... ees | . 572.5. 180.2
4 35 to 49 yearsS...eeee’e . 50L.9 107.4
50 to 64 years..... cee | 368.4 - 88,3
- 65+ yearS.ceeececccans --192.0 40.4
RATE FOR ELDERLY -
) AS PERCENT OF
RATE FOR 12+
50 to B4 yearS........ | /- 82.7% - | 66.9% ..
65+ years...oeeoieaaes | 43.1% 30.6%

Source: See Table 20.

v
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" In 1977, Blacks aged 65+ who were a household head experiencéd a quarter
of a million household crimes and another 81,000 personal crimes were directed -
at Black persons in this age group (Table 20j. These Blacks are more likely to
be victimized by crime than equivalent Whites. The household crime rate for
Blacks age 65+ was higher by one-fourth and the personal crime rate was higher
by one-third than for their White counterparts. Compared to Whites, these
Blacks were particularly vulnerable to the household crime of larceny (with
amounts of $50 or more) and the personal crimes of robbery and crimes of
"theft with Contact"‘(ﬁuch as purse snatch’ng and pocket picking).

CONCLUSION

The number of elderly Blacks 1s increasing at a substantiaily faster

rate than the general population and also tke elderly White population.

* Between 1960 and 1978, Blacks 60 years old and over increased by more
than 60% as compared to '38% for elderly Whites. However, the Black e¥derly
have not fared as well economically as their White countérparts. Their
median income remained at only two-thirds of that of elderly Whites be-~
tween 1967 and 1977. This disparity reflects limited employment oppor-
tunitiesqfor this older -group, concentration in lower paying jobs during
younger working years, and ,concentration in jobs not covered by Social
Security prior to 1950. As a result, a greater percentage of older Blacks
than older Whites are without social security benefits or are recipients
of “enefits based on lower wages. Another high percentage of these older
blacks are without pension rights. The higher average monthly Supplemental
Security Income payments for these Blacks than for corresponding Whites
is a result of the low countable income for older Blacks. '

Elderly Blacks continued to make gains in formal educational attain-
ment, though-at a slower rate than elderly Whites. There is a strong
positive relationship between formal educational attainment and income
when discrimination does not deprese such relationship. As.a consequence,
older Blacks did not benefit as much economically during younger working
years from formal training as older Whites. This factor, together. with
others such as those mentioned above, contributed directly or indirectly
to make possible for the income of older Whites to keep its distarice from
that of comparable Blacks. i ‘ \

S ; _ : ) . s

The statistics edited in this report are best summed up ipn a statement
on minority elderly from the,Special Committee on Aging of the United.
States ‘Senate: o : ’ :

"In recent years, though, the economic .well-being of aged minority
members has improved because of social security increases, the.
advent of supplement security income, and benefit boosts in other
income maintenance programs. Nonetheless, they still lag far behind
other older Americans by almost any standard of measurement.

-~ - _ ‘ . A
The. year 1977 brought little change in this overall situation.
The results of the 1977 Bureau of the Census income survey are
mixed. Proportionately, fewer minority members lived in poverty
in 1976 than in 1975. However, the number of impoverished minor-
ity aged remained almost unchanged. And their incidence of poverty
continues at a disturbingly--and “sometimes shockingly--high rate." 9/

9/  Special Committee on Aging, U.S. Senate, Deveibpménts in Aging: 1977,
Part, page 175. ) ' .
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

Table

1

NUMBER OF BLACK PERSONS 60+ YEARS OLD, BY AGE AND SEX, AND
NUMBER OF WHITE PERSONS 60+ YEARS OLD, JULY 1960-JULY 2000

‘Black '
- Ratio:
Percent | Percent Female White, | Black to White
Age and year of -of all - both (both sexes,
A Both Blacks | races in | Male | Number | Percent | sexes percent change
d?l sexes | of all | same age ]| (000) | (000) | of both | (000) only)
! ages group _ sexes
\
60+
Projéctiona:" 2000....| 4,116 12.5 . 9.8 1,722 | 2,394 58.2 | 36,982 (X)
’ ‘ 1990.... 3,612 12.1 9.0 1,523 ] 2,089 ) ., 57.8 }35,979 (%)
‘ 1980....] 2,932 11.2 8.4 1,248 | 1,685 57.5 | 31,419 (X)
. i .
Estimates ': 1978....) 2,782 10.9 8.3 1,186~] 1,598 57.4 30,344 (h% (X)
"i 1970....] 2,300} "10.1 8.0 1,012 | 1,288 56.0 | 26,225 (X)
: 1960....} 1,741 9.2 7.3 815 926 53.2 21,963 (X)
Percent change:
1990 - 2000........ 14.0 (X) (X) 13.1 14.6 _ (X)‘ 2.8 5.00
1980 - 1990........ 23.2 A(X) (X) 22.0 24.0 (X) 14,5 1.60
1970 - 1980........ 27.5 (X) (X)—~1723.3 30.8 (X) ™ 13.8 1.39
. 1970 - 1978.....] 21,0 x) - (X) 17.2 24,1 (X) 15.7 1.34
1960 - 1970........ 32.1 (X) (X) 24,2 39.1 (X) ~ 19.4 1.65
65+
Projectionsf 2000.. 3,037 9.2 9.5 1,232} 1,805 .59.4 | 28,155 (X)
1990....] 2,607 8.7 8.7 1,064 | 1,543 59.2 ] 26,310 X)
‘ 1980....} 2,078 7.9 8.3 861 1,217 58.6| 22,580 (X)
. Estimates 1978....} 1,989 7.8 8.3 828 | 1,162 58.4, f 21,800 (X)
1970....| 1,556 6.9 7.7 673 883 56.7° 118,373 (X)
1960... 1,189 6.3 7.1 552 637 53.6 15,405 (X)
Percent change:
1990 - 2000........ 16.5 (X) (X) '15.8 17.0 (X) 5.0 3.30
1980 - 1990........ 25,5 (X) (X) 23.6 26.8 (X) 18.7 1.36
1970 - 1980........ 33.5 (X) (X) 27.9 37.8 (X) 22.9 1.46
1970 - 1978... 27.8 (X) (X) 23.0 31.6 X) 18.7 1.49
1960 - 1970...... 30.9 (X) (x) 21.9 38:6 (X) 19.3 ©1.60
75t . S ‘ .
Projections: 2000....|"1,167 3.6 8.1 ' 426 740 63.4 112,934 (X)
1990.... 926 3.1 7.7 345 580 62.6 '] 10,906 (X)
1980.... 669 2.6 7.1 258 411 61.4 8,635 (X)
Estimates 1978.... 659 2,6 7.2 253 405 61.5. 8,337 (X)
. 1970.... ‘508 2.2 6.7 210 298 58.7 7,035 (X)
1960.... 368 1.9 6.5 166 201 54.6 5,228 (X)
Percent changé:
1990 - 2000........ 1 26.0 (X) (X) 23.5°| 27.6 (X) 18.6 1.40
. 1980 - 1990...... . 38.4 x) . (X) 33.7.} 41.1 (X) 26.3 1.46
1970 - 1980........ 31.7 (x) (X) 22.9 37.9. (X) 22,7 1.40
. "1970 - 1978..... 29,7 (X) (X) 20.5 35.9 (X) 18.5 1.61
1960 - 1970........ 38.0 x) (X) 26.5 48.3 (X) 34.6 1.10

(X) Not applicable.
Source: Bureau of the Census

704, and 519,
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BLACK RESIDENT POPULATION OF ALL AGES AND 60+ YEAR: 6%D,BY STATE, 1970

/!
Table 2

\

’ 60+
|

State Total, Percent | Percent | Percent

all Percent of of all] *change

ages Number | distri- total races from

: bution Black 60+ 1960

U.S. Total..........J 22,580,289 2,292,531 100.0 10.2 8.0 33.5
Alabamaee.osroanens 903,467 122,035 5.3 13.5 25.7 16.8
Alaska...eivveveoenes 8,911 221 * 2.5 1.8 125.5
Arizona.....cv.0nenen 53,344 5,196 0.2 9.7 2,2 43.6
ATKaN8aS.coeeeicsnsss 352,445 58,552 2.6 16.6 17.5 10.4
Californfaceeeceocess 1,400,143 107,165 4.7 7.7 4.2 94.4
Colorado.ceeocoeennes 66,411 4,640 0.2 7.0 1.7 38.7
Connecticutecececssns . 181,177 " 11,218 0.5 6.2 2.7 64.4
Delaware..eeeeesnress 78,20 7,182 0.3 9.2 11.3 28.7
District of Columbia. 53745712 46,920 2.0 8.7 45.2 52,5
Florida..c.veereeenns 1,041,651 101,332 4.4 9.7 7.5 47.8
Georglaeeeeeereeenens 1,187,149 129,540 5.7 10.9 23.9 21.9
Hawall..ceeeevoseonee 7,573 124 * ‘1.6 - 0.2 #
IdahOee.oecceecesssnn 2,130 138 * 6.5 0.1 -17.4
Illinoi8evecerennnnns 1,425,674 119,962 5.2 8.4 7.6 46.1
Indiana..eeeeeeannsesl 357,464 33,801 1.5 9.5 4.8 39.0
IoWB.0.0seeesesccnnss 32,596 3,281 0.1 10.1 0.7 12,6
- KanSaS.eeeceocccrsans 106,977 12,855 0.6 12,0 3.5 13.2
Kentucky.eeeoeoosoonns 230,793 33,456 1.5 14.5 7.0 8.9

Louisiana.secesoccescss 1,086,832 127,500 5.6 11.7 23.4 18.2 .
Maine.eseeeeeccecccone 2,800 174 * 6,2 0.1 89.1
Maryland.....ceeeusss 699,479 59,575 2.6 8.5 13.4 45.8
Massachusett8....c... 175,817 13,299. 0.6 7.6 1.5 28.4
MichiBal,.eeeeusnnans 991,066 85,487 3.7 8.6 7.8 69.6
Minnesota.eeeeesscsss 34,868 2,900 0.1 . 8.3 0.5 31.3
‘Missisgsipplececeasass 815,770 111,533 4.9 13.7 34.8 10.1
Missourieeeeosececnnes 480,172 56,688 2,5 11.8 7.2 25.3
MONCaNAseesssssceecns 1,995 130 * 6.5 0.1 -6.5
Nebraskaeesseesooesss 39,911 3,465 0.2 8.7 1.4 15.3
Nevada..ceeeeooansom 27,762 1,449 0.1 5.2 3.0 132.2
New Hampehire.......a 2,505 102 * 4.1 i 0.1 13.3
~ New Jersey..eececees 770,292 61,718 2,7 8.0 6.1 50.5
- New MoxfcOeececenenns 19,555 1,405- 0.1 7.2 1.3 56.8
New Yorke.eeeeoowosso 2,168,949 175,049 7.6 8.1 6.2 64.7
North Carolina.......] 1,126,478 117,861 5.1 10.5 19.2 31.3
North Dakota..csecossd 2,494 Bl 1.4 * #
Oh{0.eueenennsncansns 970,477 96,123 4.2 9.9 6.7 41.3
Oklahomaeeeeseooseesd 171,892 24,417 1.1 14.2 5.8 18.0
OregoN..sessceccnnans 26,308 2,218, 0.1 8.4 0.7 93.9
Pennsylvania.ee..o.. 1,016,574 111,855 4.9 11.0 6.1 .39.0
Rhode Island........ 25,338 2,031 0.1 8.0 1.4 37.1
South Carolina....... 789,041 '78/393 3.4, 9.9 | 27.4 17.2
South Dakot@eeeoosses 1,627 72 * 4.4 0.1 -11.1
Tennessee..cc.oesesss 621,261 81,213 3.5 | 13.1 14.6 22.6
TeXasecoeossioosensed 1,399,005 161,137 7.0 11.5 | 11.2 29.6
Utahveeeeernnnenennnd 6,617 [ , 482 * 7.3 | 0.6 | e9.r
VeTmONt.eeeeeennnnned 761 | . 6L © * 8.0 0.1 .
Virginia.ee,eeeenann, 861,368 93,637 4.1 10.9 | 17.4 19.5
"WashinBton....cessss 71,308 4,562, 0.2 6.4 1.0 58.0
West Virginia....... 67,342 13,632 0.6 | 20.2 4.9 5.5
Wisconsin....coeoened 128,224 6,508 0.3’ 5.1 1.0 91.6
TWYOMINGeeooooosoosssd 2,568 202 L * 7.9 0.5 12.2

* Less than 0.05 percent.
Ly

# Base less than 80.

Note: Percents ‘may not add
Source: Bureau of the Census
‘and’ 1960 Census of Population, PC(1)-D, State Reports.

30.0 because of 'iounding.
970 Census of Population, PC(1)-B, U.S, Summary

based on a complete ‘count; the 1960 figures are based on a 25 percent sample.
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Table 3

MARITAL STATUS OF PERSONS 55+, 60+, AND. 65+

YEARS OLD, BY RACE AND SEX, MARCH 1978

i

[l L
'

(Data exclude persons in institutions) .

Male . FemaIgP. »
. Age an& Ratio: Ratio: 1
marital status Black to ‘Black to -
' Black | White | White Black | White| White
- (percents (percents
only) : pnly)
. 55+
" Total (000)..eceeerenee. 1,597 | 17,110 6.9) 2,069 { 21,736 (X)
Percent ,veeeececccecccaes 100.0 | 100.0°| '~ 1.00 100.0( 100.0 1.00
Single yiieeeeeaeneans 6.6 5.3 1.25 4.7 " 5.7 0.82
Married ...ceceeeccans 71.8 82.9 0.87 44,1 53.6 0.82
- Spouse present ..... 60.9 80.9 0.75 35.5 51.8 0.69
Spouse absent ...... 11.0 2.0} 5.50 8.7 1.8 4.83
- Widowed .....cveieenen s.0f 7.91 . 1.77 43.7 36.2 1.21
Divorced .....cceveees " 7.6 - 3.9 1.95 7.4 4.4 1.68
60+ ‘
Total (000):cecececenen .1 1,184 12,356 | (X) 1,537 16;540f (xX)
Percent ....ccovveennn | 100.0| 100.0 - 1.00 _106.0 100.0} - 1.00
Single ccccevecconnnns - 5.7 5.3 1.08 4.4 6.2 0.71
Married ..coceveesenss .70.0 81.2 0.86° 38.6 46.8 © 0.82.
Spouse present ..... 59.0 79.3. 0.74 32.3 45,2 0.71
Spouse absent ...... 11.0 1.9 5.79 6.3 1.6 ©3.94
Widowed ..ccvivevencnns ©17.6 10.1 1.74 51.5] 43.4 1.19
Divorced ..eeeeiiecens 6.7 3.3 2.03 5.5 3.7 1.49:
65+ .
Total (000).:e.eusunnsn 819 | 8,249 (x) | 1,111 12,067 (X))
Percent ...ieeseccccsses 100.0 | 100.0 1.00 "100.0| 100.0 " 1.00
Single cvveieseccnsccss 6.8 5.2 1.31 3.9} 6.5 0.60
Married ......e0000eee - 64.8 79.1 0.82 - .32.5 39.3 - 0.83
Spouse present ..... 53.8} . 77.2 0.70 27.1 37.8 0.72
Spouse absent ...... 11.0 1.9 5.79 5.4 - 1.5 3.60
W.'owed ceieeverensass 22.6 13.1 1.73 58.7] 51.2 1.15
Divorced ...c.ceeceees 5.9 2.6 2.27 5.0 3.0 1.67
(X) Not applicable. : :
Note: Percents may not add to 100 0 because of rounding )
Source: Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, - Series pP. 20,
No. 338, and unpublished data from the March 1978 Current Population
o Survey. : . _ ;
o -
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Table 4

MARITAL STATUS OF PERSONS 25+ YEARS OLD
BY AGE, RACE, AND SEX, MARCH 1978

(Data-éxclude ersons in institutions)
* . Percent married, , Percent all other statuses 1/
Sex ; , spouse prgqgnt - Total : Widowed
, :gg ' . ] Ratio: | Ratio: Ratio:
s "Black White, Bl:gk Black |White Bligk Black White Bl:gk
White ‘ ‘| White i White
. MALE )
25-34 ....[s1.5 |71.5 |o0.72 [48.5 |28.5 |1.70 | 0.3 | 0.1 |3.00
s~44 ....|63.2° [83.4 |0.76 [36.8 {16.6 |2.22 | 0.9 | 0.4 |2.25
45-54 .... ) 60.5 [84.6 [0.72 [39.5 |15.4 [2.56 | 4.2 [ 1.3 |3.23
55-64 ....|68.2 |84.3 [0.81 |31.8 [15.7 |2.03 | 4.9 | 3.1 |1.58
55-59 s.]66.1 [85.0 10.78 |33.9 [15.0 |2.26 | 3.6 | 2.2 |1l.64
60-64 ..|70.7 [83.4 |o0.85 {29.3. [16.6 |1.77 | 6.3 | 4.1 |1.54
65-74 ....]56.1 |80.7 [0.70 |43.8 |19.3 |2.27 |18.9 | 8.7 [2.17
T5 L. .| 48.4 [70.5 10.69 |51.6 }29.5 |1.75 [31.2 |21.8 |1.43
60+ ......[59.0 [79.3.]0.74 |41.0 [20.7 |1.98 {17.6 |10.1 |1.74
. FEMALE |
' 25-34 ....| 44.5 | 75.0 [0.59 |ss5.5 |25.0 |2.22 | 2.2 | 0.4 |s.50
. 35-44 ....| 49.9 |80.3 [0.62 |s50.1 |19,7 | 2.54 {Z.o_ 2.1.|1.90
- 45-54 ....[48.9 [79.4 [o0.62 |51.0 |20.6 |2.48 |12.8 | 6.5 |1.97
55-64 ....| 45.2 |69.4 [0.65 |54.8 |30.6 [1.79 |26.4 |17.6 |1.50
55-59 .. | 44.7 173.0".0.61 [55.3 [27.0 | 2.05 [21.1 |13.5 |1.56
60-64 .. [ 45.8 | 65.2 [0.70 [54.2 [34.8 [1.56 |33.1 [22.2 |1.49
6574 ....|33.2 |[47.6 |0.70 |66.8 |52.4. |1.27 |48.4 |av.4 |1.20
75+ ......15.3 [22.3 |0.69 [84.7 [77.7 |1.09 |78.4 |68.3 [1.15
60+ ......[32.3 |45.2 [0.71 [67.7 [54.8 [1.24 |s1ls [43.4 |1.19

1/ Includes single (never married), divorced separated,. and widowed.
Source' See Table 3.

o
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| . Table 5

°  LIVING ‘ARRANGEMENTS OF PERSONS 60+ AND 65+ e
YEARS- OLD, BY RACE, MARCH 1978 ‘
: (Data exclude persons in institutions)
/
Black White

Age and living o Percent Percent
arrangements Total distri- Total |. distri-

(000) ' | “bution (000) bution

60+

0 Total.....c....] 2,721 ‘100.0 28,896 100.0
Living.alone or C : : .

with nonrelatives...... 871 32.0 8,086 28.0.7
Maleolbooobooooboo.ob 329 ’ 12.1 1,799 6.2\‘
Female........ Cesees 541 - 19,9 6,287 21.8

Living in family units...| 1,851 68.0 20,810 72,0
Male head........... 742 27.3 10,033 34.7
Female headssssse.s, 302 - . 11.1 1,222 4.2
Wife of head..... e 487 17.9 7,400 25.6
Other relatives..... 320 11.8 2,155 7.5

of male head...... 159 5.8 1,413 4.9‘
of female head.... 161 5.9 742 2.6 !
65+ '
Totaleeeeeenns.s 1,930 100.0 20,316 100.0

Living alone or . . ;

-with nonrelatives...... 684 35.4 6,566 32.3
Male..... cecenns oo 251 13.0. 1,357 6.7
Female.o'eseesooaas . 433 22,4 5,209 25.6

Living in family units...| '1,246 64.6 13,751 - 67.7.
Male hfad........... 464 24.0 6,530 32.1
Femaleihead........._ 214 11.1 - 933 4.6
Wife of head........ 295 15.3 - 4,507 - 22,2
Other relatives..... 272 14.1 1,780 8.8

of male head...... 139, 7.2 1,187 5.8
of female head.... 133 6.9 593 2.9
' Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of rounding.
Source: See Table 3. - ‘
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Table 6

FAMILY MEMBERS BY AGE AND RACE IN FAMILIES WITH
HEADS 60+ YEARS OLD, BY SEX OF HEAD, MARCH 1978

Data exclude persons in institutions)

Families with head 60+
Age of :
family Total Male head Female head °
member —
Black . White - Black White Black White
~ ALL FAMILY
MEMBERS
Number (000) ..... l3;257' 26,693 2,258 23,598 999 3,095
Percent .e.eeeces. 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Under 16 ....... 14.6 3.2 | 1..0 3.0 | 20.3 4.5
16 to 21 ..cvuns 9.6 4.2 - 9.3 4.0 10.2 5.2
22 to 44 ..., 14.5 8.4 12.0 6.8 20.2 20.7
45 to 54 ......., 6.9 4.9 5.7 4.1 9.5 11.1
55 to 59 ....... 4.7 ~7.8° 6.0 8.2 1.8 - 4.4
60 to 64 ...... . 17.1 24.5 20.2 26.0 10.1 12.9.
65 and over .... 32.7 47.1 34.9 47.9 27.7 41,2
FAMILY MEMBERS //
EXCLUDING HEADS :
" AND SPOUSES.
Number (000) ..... 1,534 5,720 838 3,847 696 1,874
" Percent .......... 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 - \\_100.0' 100.0 100.0
. . A :
Under 16 ...... .| 31.0 14.8 '32.5 18.4 29.2 7.5
16 to 21 ....... 20.3 19.4 25.1° 24.7 14.7 8.5
22 to 4b veun... 29.5 37.4 30.0 139.0 29.0 3.3
45 to 54 ....... 9.2 9.3 5.4 4.8 13.6 18.4
55 to 59 ..... <. 2.1 3.5 1.7 1.8 -2.6° 7.2
60 to 64 ....u.n 1.2 o 3.1 0.6- 1.8 1.9 5.9
65 and over .... 6.7 12.4 4.9 9.6 9.1 18.3
. A v__:——’ ] '
Note: Percents may not add to 100.0 because of ro&géfhg.
Source: See Table 3. .
v
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EMPLOYMENT STATUS OF PERSONS 55+, 60+ AND 65+

Table 7

."

'YEARS OLD, BY RACE AND SEX, 1978

(Numbers are annual averages shown in thousands)

No.

Sex and employment 35+ 60+ 65+
Status Black | White | Black| White | Black| White
BOTH SEXES
1/
Total=".......| 3,698] 39,049 | 2,712 29,059 | 1,925 20, 614
In labor fOrce veveveennnnn.. 1,265 | 13,162 657 6,642 294 2, 711 :
Percent of total ........ 34.21 33,7 24.2] 22.9 15.3] 13.2-
Employed ......... Ceeteens 1,202 | 12,774 | ' 627 6,428 277 2,609
Unemployed ......... Ceenees 63 389 331 . 215 17 103
Percent of labor force 5.0 3.0 4,7 3.2 5.8 3.8
Not in labor force .......... 2,432 | 25,887 | 2,053 22,417 | 1,630 17,903
Percent of total ........  65.8]  66.3 75.7| 77.1 | 84.7 86.8
MALE |
Totald/....... 1,609 | 17,194 | 1,155 | 12,421 | s802| 8,463
. In labor force .............. 7171 8,179°| 376 4,187 | 169| 1,725
Percent of total ........ 44.6 -47.6 32.6 33.7 21.1 2044
Employed ...... ceeen e 683 | 7,945 359 | 4,056 159 | 1,658
Unemployed ....coovvvnnn... 35 234 .17 132 11 67
. Percent of labor force .. 4.9 2.9 4.5 3.2 ©. 6.5 3.9
Not in labor force ..........| g9 9,015 780 |- 8,234 | 633| 6,738
Percent of tetal Pesseee| . 55.4 | - 52.4 67.5] 66.3 78.9 79.6
FEMALE |
Total® . ...... 2,088 {21,855 | 1,556 16 638 1,123 12,151
In_labor force v.ivvvinneeen.. 548 4,983 282 2, 455 , 125 986
~ Percent of total ........ 26.2 22.8 18.1 |, 14 87 11.1 8.1
Employed ..... weees eeeecenn 520 | 4,828 269 | 2,372 119 950
Unemployeds...cciveeennn... 28 155 13 84 . 6 36
Percent of labor force 5.1 3.1 4.6 3.4 4.8 3.7
Not in labor force ...... . 1,541 16,871 | 1,274 [ 14,182 | 998 | 11,164
Percent of total ........ ©73.8° 77.2 |- 81.9 85.2 | 88. 9

91.9

‘Source:

Survey.

1/ Civilian noninstitutional population

and Earnings, Vol.26,

Bureau.of Labor Statistics, Employmen
1, January 1979, and unpublished data from the 1978 Current Population

s
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‘Table 8 -

DISTRIBUTION OF FAMILIES WITH HEADS 25-64 AND 65+
YEABS OLD,. . BY RACE AND MONEY INCOMF IN 1977

.
/ . '\{ﬂ
‘ e . ,

| (Data exclude persons in 1nat1tutioné)
o g Head 25-64 Head 65+
Income in 1577 o ‘ | " Ratio: : "‘ Ratio:
/ Black White - | Black to | Black | White | Black, to
/ . White B E White
Number (000)............| ' 4,558 | 39,826 (X) 679 | 7,463 | (%)
" Median income...........| $10,880 | $18,697 0.58 |$6,066 | 89,458 | = 0.64
Percenc.......ﬁ......... ~100.0} - 100.0 1.00 | 100.0{ 100.0 | "~ 1.00
Under §2,000.........|  3.8| 1.5| 2.53 | 24| 0.9 | 2.67
$2,000 to $2,999..... 3.6 0.9 4.00 9.3 1.9 ' 4.89
$3,000 to $3 999....0 5.5 . 1.4 3.93 14.3 5.2 . :‘ 2)75
84,000 to $4,999.....| 5.7/ 1.8 3.17 13.0 6.8 | 1.91
©$5,000 to $5,999..... 5.7 2.1 2.71 10.5 8.6 | | 1.22
$6,000 to $6,999..... 6.2 2.2 2.82 9.1 89| 1.0
$7,000 to $7,999.....] 4.7 2.5 1.88 7.1 8.1| ! 0.88
$8,000 to $8,999..... 5.2 2.7 1.93 4.9 6.9/ 0.71
$9,000 to $9,999..... 5.0 2.7 1.85 3.8/ 6.0]/ 0.63
$10,000 to $11,999... 9.1 6.2 1.47 5.44 © 9.4 0.57
$12,000 to $14,999. 10.8 11.2 0.96 6.00 10.9|  0.55
$15,000 to $24,999...[  24.01 36.6 0.66 9.6f 16.8 0.57
szs,ooq+.,,...,...... . 10.7°  28.3 0.38 4.7 9.7/ 0.48

(X) :Not applicable - /
Families as of March 1978 survey. Percents may not add to 100.0

" Note:
~ because of rounding.
Source: Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-60,
No. 118.
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f‘ \\4 .
\ - ‘ Table 9
) DISTRIBUTION OF UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS 25-64 AND 65+ YEARS oLD BY
RACE AND MONEY INCOME IN 1977
Lo
(Data exclude persons in institutions)
Al : 25-64 et
Income in 1977 - | Ratio:| | | Ratio:
Black | White | Black to| Black| White | Black to’
- ‘ i - White | White
Number (000)............ 1,760 | 9,713 x) | “esu| 6,566 (%
Median income........... $6,129 1$9,339 | 0.66 -| $2,804 | $3,947 0.71
PerCent...s eseeeenns. - 100.0 | 100.0| . 1.00 | 100.0| 100.0| - 1.00
 Under $2,ooo....1 ..... 13.5| 7.6 1.78 | 13.7 6.5 2.1
$2,000 to $2,999. 13:0 6.6 1.97 42.3| 20.6| ‘2.05
$3,000 to $3,999..... 8.6 5.9 1.46 21.3| 24.1] o0.88
$4,000 to $4,999..... 5.5] 5.7 0.96 8.8| 12.9| ‘o.68
$5,000 to $5,999..... 8.5 6.0 1.42 | 5.6 8.6 0.65
© $6,000 to $6,999....". 75 5.2 1.44 3.4 6.2 0.55 .
$7,000 to $7,999..... 6.0 5.5 1.09 2.0 4.6] 0.43
$8,000 to $8,999..... 41| 5.8 0.71 0.9 3.3 0.27 .
$9,000 to $9,999..... 5.1 5.6 0.91 0.7 2.5| - 0.28
S , $10,000 to $11;999.}. 8.3 10.3| o0.81:| - 04| 3.2| o0.13
. 7 $12,000 to $14,999. 8.4 | 13.0 0.65 0.4 3.2 0.13
- $15,000 to §24,999. 9.9 | "17.9 0.55 .7 3.2 0.22
$25,0004+. .. ..u..... .. 1.6 5.1 | 0.31 - 1.1 (x)

(X) Not appticable.

- Denotes-zero. L Lot c

Note: Unrelated individuals as .of March 1978 survey. Percerts may not
add to 100.0 because of rounding. '

Source: See Table 8
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Table 10

CUMULATIVE DISTRIBUTIO& OF FAMILIES WITH HEADS 25-64 AND 65+ YEARS OLD AND
UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS 25-65 AND 65+ YFARS OLD, BY RACE AND MONEY INCOME, 1977

(Data exclude persons in institutions)

, : 25:3&\years 1/ 65+ years 1/
Percent with - ~
income in 1977 oo Ratio: ' + | Ratio:
. below specified Black White Black Black white Black
levels . - to : to
. ' : White o | White
FAMILIES
Under $2,000 ... 3.8 1.5 2.53" 2.4 0.9 2,67
Under $3,000 ... 7.4 2.4 3.08 11.6 2.8 4.14
Under $4,000 ... 12.9 . 3.8 - 3.39 .25.9 8.1 3.20
Under $5,000 ...| . 18.6 5.6 3.32 38.9 14.8 2.63
‘Under $6,000 ... 24.3 7.6 3.20 "49.3 23.4 2.11
Under $7,000 ... 30.5 9.8 " 3.11 58.5 32.3 1.81
Under $8,000 ... 35.3 12.3 2.87 65.5 A 40.4 1.62
Under. $9,000 ... 40.5 15.1 . 2.68 70.4 47.3 1.49
Under $10,000 .. 45.5 17.8 2.56 . 74.2 "53.2 1.39
Under $12,000 ..| 54.6 . 24,0 2,28 79.7 62%6 1.27
‘Under $15,000 .. 65.4 35.2 1.86 85.7 73.5 1.17
Under $25,000 ..|. 89.4 71.7 1.25 95.3 90,3 1.06
UNRELATED -
INDIVIDUALS
‘Under $2,000 ...| -13.5 7.6 1.78 13.7 6.5 2.11
Under $3,000 ... 26.4 14.2 1.86 56.0 27.1 2.07
Under $4,000 ... 35.1 20.0 1.76 | 77.3 51.2 1.51~
Under $5,000 ... 40.6 25.7 1.58 86.1 64.1 1.34+
- Under $6,000 ...{ " 49.0 31.7 1.55 91.7 72.7 1.26
Under $7,000 ... 56.5 36.8 1.54 95.0 78.9 1.20
‘Under $8,000 ....| 62.5 42.3 1.48 97.1 83.5 1.16
Under $9,000 ...| 66.6 48.1 1.38 -] 98.0 86.8 1.13
Under $10,000 .. 71.7 53.7 1.34 98.7 89.3 1.11
Under $12,000 ..| = 80.0 64.0 1.25 99.1 92.5 . 1.07
Under $15,000 .. 88.4 77.0 1.15 ©99.6 95.7. 1.04
Under $25,000 .. 98.3 94.9 1.04 10020 1 98.9 1.01

1/ Age of family head or unrelated individual. _ o
'Note ‘Families and unrelated individuals as of March 1978 survey.
Source: See Table 8. o
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Table 11

- TREND IN MEDIAN MONEY INCOME FOR FAMILIES WITH HEADS 65+ YEARS OLD
AND PERCENT WITH INCOME BELOW $3,000 AND $5,000, BY RACE, 1967-77

(Data exclude persons in institutions)

 m~

Co

Qi

Median income Percent with income below:
Current Constant. 1977
dollars dollars $3,000 $5,000
Year
Ratio: Ratio: Ratio:
. Black ' Black _ Black
Blark | White Black | White to Black | White| to Black | White to
White White ' White
1977...] $6,066 | $9,458 | $6,066 | $9,458 0,64 53.6' 2.8} 4.14 38,9 14.8 | 2.63
1976... 5,816 8,986 | 6,185 9,566| 0.65 11.1 3.7 3.00 -38.8| 17.5 2,22
1975...1 5,293 8,346 5,960| 9,397 0.63| 17.5| 4.6| 3.80 | 4778 21.4| 2.23
197Zi.. 4,909 | 7,519) 6,032 9,240| 0.65 18.7 7.5] 2.49 51.4 - 26.4 1.95
1973... 4,233 ) 6,656 | 5,772| 9,076 0.64 | 29.2 10.4| 2.81 61.0| 33.1 1.84°
‘1972... 4,362 | 6,133 \6,318' 8,884 0.71 30.6] 13.9| 2.20 57.3| 38.5 1.49 |
1971... 3,83 5,611 5,744 8,396| 0.68| 37.9| 18.2 2,08 64.8| 43.7 1.48 o
1970.;. 3,282 5,263 | 5,122 8,214]- 0.62 | 44.91 22,2 2.02 71.51 47.8 1.50
1969...] 3,045 4,952 5,033 8,186| 0.61| 49.2| 25.7| 1.91 | 71.6] .50.6 | 1.42
1968..; 3,070, 4,746 | 5,347 8,267 0.65 | 48.6 27.6 1.76 76.5| 52.7 1.45
1967... 2,603 4,071 4,735 7,339 0.64 56.91 35.1 1.62 78.9 58.9 1.34
'Source: Bureau of the Census, Current Poﬁglation Reports, geries P-60, reports for
each year. ' Cne




Table 12

TREND IN MEDIAN MONEY INCOME FOR UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS 65+ YEARS OLD AND
PERCENT WITH INCOME BELOW $3,000 AND $5,000, BY RACE, 1967-77

(Data exclude personé in institutions)

LS

' Median income. , : .Percent with income below:
Current Constant 1977 ‘ ‘ ,
dollars dollars $3,000 $5,000

Year -

ot Ratio: o Ratio: Ratio:
Black. . - | Black Black
. Black | White | Black | White to Black Whide to Black | White to
White’ ' /| White ' White
1977...| $2,804 |$3,947 | 82,804 [$3,947) 0.71 | se.0| 27.1| 2.07 | s6.1| 64.1] 1.34
* i’ |

1976... 2,581 | 3,639} 2,748 | 3,874 0.71 64.2| 34.6 | 1.86"| 88.1| 68.0] 1.40

1975..) 2,365 [ 3,415 2,663 | 3,845 0.69 | 70.6| 39.0| 1.80 | s1.7| 70.7| 1.30

1974...) 2,152°| 3,073 | 2,644 | 3,776 0.70 | 80.3| 48.4] 1.66 | 94.5{ 74.9| 1.26

/ .

1973... 1,899°) 2,810 2,590 | 3,832( 0.68 | 83.6) 55.0| 1.52 | 95.3] 80.4] 1.19
1972..) 1,734 | 2,471 | 2,512 | 3,579] 0.70 8875 62.4 | 1.42 | 95.9] 83.1] 1.15
1971.. 1,612 | 2,271 2,412 | 3,398} 0.71 | s6.0| 66.6| 1.29 | 95.3| 85.4] 1.12
' 1 - e ' '

1970..4 1,443 | 2,005| 2,252 } 3,129{ 0.72 [ 89.7| 70.8] 1.27 | 95.6| 86.3| 1.11

S B o : ‘ _ - ‘

'1969..) 1,283 | 1,922 2,121°[-3,177| 0.67 91.3}1 72.4| 1.26 96.4{ 86.7| 1.11
: ‘ , . ,

1968... 1,275 1,797 2,221 { 3,130{ 0.71 |. 94.1{ 74.9| 1.26 | 98.6]| 89.0]| 1.11

1967.. 1,127 | 1,520 2,046 | 2,759| 0.74 | 92.0] 79.9| 1.15 | "%6.3| 90.9| 1.06

Source: Same as Table 1l
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‘ , Table 13

ELDERLY COUPLES WITH INCOMES BELOW COSTS OF
THREE BUDGETS FOR AN URBAN RETIRED COUPLE, BY RACE, 1975-77

(Data exclude persons in institutions)

! 1977 1976 1975
/ Ratio: Ratio: Ratio:
Subject: |, - Black to Black to |. Black to
Black| White| White Black | White | White Black | White | White
(percents (percents (percents
only) only) only)
Total elderly coupleal/.QOO). 243 5,378 X 246 5,251 (X) 280 5,268 . (X)

With incomes below--
Lower budgét:
Number (000).......c..., 98 893 (X) 92 884 - (X) 142 978 (X)
- Percent ...esveveieeeees| - 40.3| 16.6 2.43 37.4 16.8 '2.23 - 50.7 18.6 2.73
Intermediate bhdget: ‘ o o B - ‘
Number (000)..........., 157] 2,057 (¢9) 160{ 1,977 (X) 189(°2,113} - (X)
' Percent coeeeeceveccnees 64.6] - 38,2 1.69 65.0| 37.6 1.73 67.5f 40.1 1.68

Higher budget° ' ' :
Number (000)............ 2001 3,374 (X) 202 | 3,220 X) 247) 3,368 (X),
Percent «.vvvvevenvseess| 82.3] 62.7 1,31 82.1| ¢€1.3 1.34 88.2} 63.9 1,38

(X) Not applicable.
! "1/ Two-pergon husband-wife families, husband 65+ years old.
Note: Couples as of March of following year. '
Source: Bureau of the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P- 60, Numbera 105, 114, and 118.

.

i

Table 14

COSTS OF THREE BUDGETS FOR AN URBAN RETIRéb
COUPLE, AUTUMN 1975 TO AUTUMN 1)77

. Level Autumn | Autumn| Autumn
~ of budget - 1977 1976M_* 1975

’

Lower budget ...........§ 5,031] § 4,695 § 4,501

Intermediate budget .....[ $ 7,198 $ 6,738 $ 6,465 .

Higher budget ...........| $10,711| $10,048 $ 9,598

I

SOURCE: Buredu of ' Labo: Statistics,’ Th:ee Budgets
for a Retired Couple, reports for each ‘
year shown above. . . .
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Table 13

, , TYPE OF INCOME IN 1977 FOR FAMILIES AND UNRELATED
’ INDIVIDUALS 65+ YEARS OLD: BY RACE

(Datna oxclude persons in institutions)

Percont receiving Percent diatribution Percent receiving half or
apecified t{po of of aggregate more of total {ncom¢ from
income 1/ ‘ income 2/° \ _apecified type
Type of {ncome . : Ratlo: Ratiol Ratlo:
Black Black Black
i Black White | . o Black White to Black White to
- White White i White
FAMILIES, HEAD 65+
‘ .
Total 3/.evuvvevnnitens 00.0 100.0 1.00 100.0 100.0 1.00 (X) x) (X)
EAYOINGH ovnvenvrnnsanoenns 4 47.1 1.26 | 45.6 34.1 1.34 53.8 48.1 1,12
Wage and salary ,..ceees. 56.8 38.9 1.46 44.6 28.2 1.58 “(NA) (NA) (X)
Nonfarm self-employment . 4.9 8.9 0.55 1.0 4.5 0.22 . (NA) (NA) (X)
Farm gelf-employment .... 1.9 5.8 0.33 - 1.5 (X) (NA) (NA) (X)
I;come other than :
Qarnings s.oiiienaniiands 97.2 99.0 0.98 54.4 65.9 0.83 (NA) (NA) (X)
Transfer 1income ..eveeees 95.6 94.1 1.02 44,4 35.2 1.26 63.0 54.4 1.16
' Soctal Securfty .......| 87.9 92.9 | - 0.95 34.7 32.8 1.06 50.8 50.8 1.00
Supplemental Security . 28.7 6.5 4,42 4.8 0.7 6.86 21.5 15,7 1.37
| Public assistance ..... 12.7 1.3 9.77 2.4 0.1 24.00 8.1 8.5 | 0.95
" Other transfer ‘ .
income 4/ eevvennsanan 11.2 10.2 1.10 2.4 1.5 1.60 17.1 6.6 2.59
Other {NCOME +vvveenvsnns 31.8 78.6 . 0.40 10.1 30.7 0.33 14.8 23.8 0.62
Dividends, Interest, .
TONE s vnssnvnsnnnne 20.8 69.9 0.30 2.6 17.1 0.15 (NA) (NA) (X)
Private and Government !
pensions, alimony, . .
annuiti{es, etC. +veves 17.7 41.8 0.42 7.5 13.5 0.56 (NA) ' (NA) (x)
UNRELATED
INDIVIDUALS 65+
Total 3/.eveuvnnennes 100.0 100.0 1.00 100.0 100.0 1.00 (X) x) }. (X)
Earnings ..icvvcvsnnnonnnss - 1B.6 17.3 1.08 12.9 12.5 1.03 37.8 34.2 1.11
Wage and salary ........ . 16.8 13.1 1.28 12.0 9.5 1.26 (NA) (NA) (x)
Nonfarm self-employment . 1.2 2.2 0.55 0.9 1.4 0.64 " (NA) (NA) (X)
Farm self-employment .... 0.9 2.5 0.36 - 1.6 (X) - (NA) (NA) (X)
Income other than
earnings .s.cevsecanns Ceres 98.1 98.9 0.99 87.1 87.5 1.00 (NA) (NA) (X)
Transfer income ....... .. 96.6 95.4 1.01 73.2 50.0 ° 1.46 89.6 73.0 1.23
; Social Security ....... 86.7 93.2 0.93 57.2 46.0 1.24 80.4 68.8 1.17
: ‘Supplemental Security . 32.6 10.4 3.13 11,2 2.0 5.60 33.6 23.8 1.41
Public assistance ..... 5.0 1.3 3.85 2.5 0.2 12.50 (B) 20.5 (X)
Other transfer .
tncome Y eeee 6.1 7.1 0.86 2.2 1.8 1.22 (B) 20.6 | (X)
Other income ....eeeevens 28.2 67.0 0.42 14.0 37.5 0.37 18.1 31.7 0.57
* Dividends, interest,
TONL iiiieninerionnns 15.9 60.1 0.26 2.7 | -22.9 0.12 (NA) . (NA) (x)
Private and Government ‘
.pensions, alimony, ‘ : :
}annuities. [-1 4 S . 15.4 27.2 0.57 11.2 14.5 0.77 (NA) (NA) (X)

- (X) Not applicable.
(NA) Not available.
(B) {Base less -than 75,000 families or individuals.
-~ Less than 0.05 percent. .
1/ Percents will not add to total because gome units receive more than one type of income.
2/ Percents may not add to total because of rounding. e ‘ -y
3/ ‘Includns a srall number of units not shown separately which reported no income in 1977,

4/ Unemployment und workmen's compensation, and veterans' payments.

SOURCE; Burecu o' the Census, Current Population Reports, Series P-60, No. 119, "Characteristics of the

-+ Populati.u Zelow the Poverty Level: 1977," and unpublished data from the March 1978 Current Population

. Survey. ) .
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Table 16

FAMILIES AND UNRELATED INDIVIDUALS 60+ AND 65+ YEARS OLD W:TH INCOME
BELOW POVERTY AND Near-POVEKITY LEVELS, BY SEX AND RACE, 1977

(Data exclude persons in institutions)

] /
Families " lnrelated individuals
Head . 60+ Head 65+ 60+ - 65+

ggs:;t;e:Eniﬁg \ Numberi Per- | Number | Per- | Number | Per~ | Number | Per-

\ (000) } cent | (000)| cent | (000) | cent | (000) | cent
BELOW POVERTY |
LEVEL: :

Total ! .

All racesS......l 1,004 8.1 710 8.6 2,476 27.4] 2,001} 27.3
Black....... 9 291 ) 27.8] . 214 31.5 448 | 51.4- 362 ] 53.0,
White....... i 683 6.1 472 6.3| 2,004 24.8| 1,617 24.6

Male !
All races....... 79| 7.3 551 7.8 - 503| 23.3 386 | 23.5
- . Black...,.uufi 1791 24.1 132 | 28.4 1231 37.4 99 | 39.4
‘White...... ..V 595| 5.9 403 | 6.2 366 | 20.3 273 | 20.1
, Female ﬁ : . e
' All raceS.c.iiee. 208 ] 13.5 159 13.7 1,973 28.7 | .1,615] 28.4
Black........ 112} 37.1 82 | 38.3 325] 60.1 263 ] 60.8
White....:... 89 7.3 70 7.5 1,638 26.1 1,344 | 25.8
BELOW NEAR-
POVERTY LEVELL/
Total v ' . -

All raceS....... 1,706 13.7} 1,261 15.4 3,986 44.1 3,376 ].46.1
Black.....0. 397 | 38.0 295 43.4 5891 67.6 483 70.6
White........ 1,260 11.2 932 12.5 3,360| 41.5 2,858 43.5

‘Male , )

All raceS...... - 1,367} 12.6] 1,001 14.2 857 | 39.6 678 41.4
Black.:.eeeue 2491 33.6 187 40.3 183} 55.6 149 59.4
White........ 1,082] 10.8]. . 793 12.1 650{. 36.1 505 37.2

1 i - A
Female

All raceS....... 339} 22.0 260 22.3 3,130} 45.5 2,699 47.5
‘Black...o.. e 147| 48.7 108 50.5 405 74.9 3341 77.1
White..... eee 180 14.7 140 15.0] - 2,710} 43.1-¢ 2,353] 45.2

1/ Defined as 125% of poverty level. ,
Note: Families and unrglated individuals as of March 1978 survey.
Source:. See Table 15. :
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Tahle 17

\
LIVING ARRANGEMENTS OF PERSONS 60+ AND 63+ YEARS OLD WITH INCOMK
BELOW POVERTY AND NEAR~POVERTY LRVELS, BY SEX AND RACK, 1977

(Data oxclude herwons in institutions)

Black ,White
Btatua Porcent | Percent Percant | Percent
. Number ‘of diatri= | Number of diatri~
(000) total butfon (000) total Qgtlon
‘ \BELOW POVEKTY LEVEL
60t et
Totalecianaaaanvas 909 33.4 100.0 3,152 10.9 100,0
Living ¥lone or '
with ngnralativede.cciaveanss 448 51.4 (9.3 2,004 24.8 v 63.6
, Malehiaietiiiiiiiiiiiinea 123 37.4 13,5 366 20.3 11.6
| Femalooeooeniiiinnnnn ) 325 ] 600 35,8 1,638 | 26.1 52.0
\] 1
Living i{n a\family unit...veas, 461 24.9 50.7 1,148 5.5 36,4
Male head. . ivausansanaaans 179 24,1 19.7 59% 5.9 18.9
Female hoad.iociaeiiavanas 112 37.1 12.3 89 7.3 2.8
Wife of head..... ciaeveren 122 25.1 13.4 399 5.4 12.7
Other relativea of head... 48 15.0 5.3 65 3.0 2,1
of male head..ivvvuees 16 10.1 1.8 41 2.9 1.3
of féemalo head..... ... 32 19.9 3.5 24 3.2 0.8
63+
Totaleseeesveeeaaed] 700 | 363 | 1000 | 2,426 | 11,9 | 100.0
Living alone or '\
with nonrelatives...eoiceaenss 362 52.9 51.6 1,617 24.6 66.7
Mall@oeeoososassansnnnnanss 99 . 39.4 14.1 273 20.1 11.3
Femlle..'............._..... . 263 60.7 37.5 1,344 25.8 55.4
Living in a family unft........ 338 27.1 48.2 809 5.9 33.3
Male head.. . eceeeinneeees] 132 28.4 18.8 403 6.2 16.6
Female hoad.ccecesnsesnnss 82 38.3 1.7 70 7.5 2.9
Wife of headisessesssssnss 79 26,3 11.3 281 6.2 11.6
' Other relativee of head... 45 16.5 6.4 55 3.t 2.3
of male head.......... 14 10.t ¥ 2.0 34 2,9 1.4
of female head........ k)] 23.3 4.4 21 - 3.5 0.9
BELOW NEAR-POVERTY LEVELL/ ,
60+
Totaleeeesreoaesss] 1,248 45.9 100.0 5,541 19.2 100.0
Living aione or
with nonrelatives.....eoeeess 589 67.6 47.2 3,360 41.6 60.6
Mal@eeseonsannsnsvnssosnsns 183 55.6 14.7 650 36.1 11.7
Femaleiesessoessessoasosnes 405 4.7 32.5 2,710 43.1 48.9
Living i{n a family unit........ 658 35.6 52.7 - | 2,180 10.5 39.3
Male head.ssesvcvvaronnsss 249 33.4 19.9 1,082 10.8 19.5
Female head.icesvsrosssanes 147 48,7 11.8 178 14.6 3.2
Wife of head.vocevvrsnnees .179 36.8 14.3 796 10.8 14.4
Other relatives of head... 83 26.0 6.7 123 5.7 2,2
of male head.vvvveunns 25 15.7 2.0 63 4,5 1.1
of female head........ 58 36.0 4.6 60 8.1 1.1
-, 85+ v
Total.esssassnaner 977 50.6 100.0 4,452 21.9 100.0‘
Living alone or : .
with nonrelatives..ceceescses 483 70.6 49.4 2,858 43.5 64.2
Mal@..vonsoresonossssnnnas 149 59.4 15.3 505 '37.2 11.3
Female.coseceecssasaananes ) 334 77.1 34.2 2,353 45.2 52.9
Living {n a family unit..e..e..| 492 | 39.5 50.4 1,59 11.6 35.8
Male head...creerecssensss]| 187 40.3 19.1 "794 12.1 17.8
Female head..cecvecscoonse 108 50.5 11.1 140 15.0 3.1,
Wife of head.vvvvcvoncanes| . 122 41.4 12.5 561 12.4 12.6
Other relatjives of head... 75 27.6 7.7 100 5.6 2,2
of male\hcld.......,.. 23 16.5 2.4 52 4.4 1.2
of fen\l\e head...oov.s 52 39.1’ 5.3 1_08 8.1 1.1

1/ .Defined aa 125% of poverty level.

Note: Families and unrelated lndlvlduala as of Hntch 1978

not add to 100.0 becawse of toundlng.
Source: See Table 15.
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Table 18

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF PERSONS 25+ YEARS OLD, BY AGE AND RACE, MARCH 1978
i . . . i
: . ’

(1978 data exclude persons in institutions)

25-44 yenré old 45-59 years old 60+ years old " 65+ years old

Sex and years . ’ Ratio: Ratio: | - " |Ratto: | Ratio:

of school * | Black Black Black Black

T o completed Black | White ‘:‘; Black | white ‘:‘; Black | White to | Black |White o
- o ' . White White ' White white

BOTH SEXES _
Total (000's) ........ | 6,021 | 49,698 (x) | 3,218 | 30,375 (X) {2,720 | 28,896 (X) |1,929 {20,316 (X)
+Percent .,.... crairrenenes 100.0 100.0| 1.00 |100.0 100.0{ 1.00 .|100.0 | 100.0{ 1.00 | 100.0 100.0 | 1.00
NOME & vvvvunencesstanens . 0.6 0.4] 1.50 2.4 0.5| 4.80 ‘5.3 1.5 3.53 6.4 1.81 3.56
Elementary: 1-4 years ... 1.0 0.8 1.25 6.9 2.0| 3.45 22.8 4.6 | 4.96 25,3 5.4 | 4.69
5-7 years ... 4.7 2.6} 1.81 15.8 5.7 2.77 25.3 12.3) 2.06 | 26.1 13.7].1.91
- 8 'years ,.... 4,2 3.2] 131 11.3 8.3| 1.36 13.1° 20.31 0.65 |- 12.2 22,4 | 0.54
High school: 1-3 years .. | 23.4 11,0 2.13 | 25.9 16.8] 1.54 15.5 16.4.] 0.95 | ‘13.6 16.3| 0.83
o 4 years ....| 39.0 40,7 0.96 25.0 40.3| 0.62 11.5 27.1| 0.42 10.2. 22.8] .0.45

College: 1-3 years ......| 17.3 18.7] 0.93 6.9-| .12.5] 0.55 3.9 9.2} 0.42 3.6 9.0 | 0.40
: 4+ years ....... 9.9 22.5| 0.44 5.9 14,01.0.42 2.7 8.6| 0.31 |. 2.7 8.5] 0.32
" Selected subgroups: v "

Less than 5 years ,.... . 1.6 1.2 1.33 9.2 2.5] 3.68 28.1 6.1 4.61 31,7 7.2 | 4.40

High school graduates . 66.2 81.9 0.81 37.8 66.8 57 18.0 44.9 40 16.3 40.31 0.40
Median Zears of school
comple:ed. i ™. ) ) .

1978 tuvvnerennnenanenas | 1204 12.8{ 0.97 10.5 12.4-| 0.85 7.6 10787 o.70 7.1 101 | 0.70
1970 wiivnininrnannnne cees | 1106 12,5 | 0.93 8.8 12,1 0.73 6.6 9.0 f 0.73 6.2 8.8 0.70
1 ’ ‘

MALE

Total (000's) ........ ‘12,654 | 24,577 (X) .)1,472 | 14,687 (X) [1,184 {12,356 (x) | 819 8,249 X)
Percent ,........c.i.. ,.,.' 100.0 100.0| 1.00 |100.0 | 100.0| 1.00-}100.0 100.0 [ 1.00 |100.0 | 100.0{ 1.00
Nome ..... e, 0.8 0.4} 2.00 | 4.1 0.4 [ 10.25 7.4 | 1.5 4.93 8.9 | 18] 4.9
Elementary: 1-4 yeara ... 1.3 0.91 1.44 8.3 2.2 3.77 26.0 5.1) 5.10 28.6 6.1 4,69 -

. 5-7 years ...| 5.9 2.6 2.27{ 17.3 . 6.6 2.62 | 25.3 13.1) 1.93 26,3 15.3 | 1,72
' 8. yeara ..... 4.0 3.5} 1,14 10.5 9.3| 1.137| 11:2 20.6 [ 0.54 9.5 22,6 | 0.42
High school: 1-3 years ..| 21,3 9.8 2.17 22.1 16,1 1.37 12.0 15.6 | 0.77 | 10.3 15.5{ 0.66
4 years ....} 37.5 35.81 1,05 24.3 3.0 0.71% 11.6 26.9 | 0.47 10.0 20.0 | 0.50
College: 1-3 yeara ...... | 18.6 19.71 0.94 8.5 12.9| 0.66 4,1 9.0 0.46 4.0 8.6 0.47
4t years ....... 10.7 -} 27.3| 0.39 5.0 18.51 0.27 2.5 10.3 | 0.24 2.6 10.2 | 0.25

Selected subgroups: . : . . . \

Less than 5 years ..... 2.1 1.3] 1.62 12:.4 2,61 4.77 33.4 6.6 | 5.06 37.5 7.9 4.75

High school graduates .; 66.8 82.9 .81 7. 65.5 | 0.58 18.2 44.1 1 0.41 16.7 38.7| 0.43
Median years of school
completed: : . 5

1978 ....... N ] 1204 12.9| 0.96 | .10.3 12.5| 0:82 6.9 10.6.[ 0.65 6.3 9.7 | 0.65
1970 civviinninn. ceaeas 11.4 212.5| 0.91 .} " 8,5 12.1{ 0.70 6.0 8.8 0.68 5.6 8.6 | 0.65
. g .
.\mmz . ‘ ,

Total (ooo'?)ﬁf 3,366 25,121 () |1,747 |15,688 | (X) [1,537 [16,540 | (%) |1,111 [12,067 | (X)
PErcent .....cceeeveccnaas 100.0 { 100:0}-1.00 |100.0 100.0 1~.oo 100.0 |*100.0 | 1.00 |[100.0 100.0 | 1.00
Nome ..... crereinaas L 0. 0.3 1.33 | 1.0 0.5 2.00 | /3.7 1.5 | 2.47 | 4.5 1.8 } 2.50
Elementary: 1-4 years ... 0.8 0.8} 1.00 5.7 1.8| 3.17 | "20.3 4.2 4.93 23.0 4.9 4,69

. 5-7 years ... 3.7 2.7| 1.37 14.4 4.9 -2.94 25.4 11.6.) 2,19 26.0 12.6 | 2.06

* 8 years ..... 4.2 3.0 1.40 12.1 7.4 1.64 14.5 20.2 | 0.72° ] 14.2 22.4 | 0.63
Hizh school: 1-3 years ., | 25.1 12,2 | 2.06 29.1 17.4| 1.67- | 18.2 | | 17.0{ 1.07 16.1 16.8 | 0.96
- B 4 years ....| 40.3 4561 0.88 25.5 46.2 | 0.55 11.4 -28.8 | 0.40 10.2 24,7 | 0.41
College: 1-3 years ...... 16.2° | 17.6| 0.92 | 5.6 12.1] 0.46 | 3.7 9.4 | 0.39 3.2 9.3 | 0.34
4+ years ....... 9.3 17.8 | 0.52 6.6 9.8 0.67 2.7 7.4 ] 0.36 2.7 7.4 | 0.36
_Selec:ed subgroups: - .
— than-5—years—v. 1.} 1.1 109 647 2.3 2.91 24.0 5.7 4.21 27.5. 6.8 4.04
‘ High school graduates'. | 658 81.0| 0.81 | 37.7 68.0{ 0.55 | 17.9 45.6 { 0.39 | 16.1 [ 41.5 .39
Median years of school ’ ’ , ’
completed: : . 7
1978 i ) o1204 12.7 | 0.98 -} .,10.7 |" 12.4] 0.86 8.0 10.9] 0.73 | . 7.6 10.3°| 0.74
1970 {ovvviinann. creenes ] 117 | 1204 |0.94 9y’ 12.1} 0.75 7.0 |. 9.2 0.76 6.6 8.9 0.74

_(X) Not applicable. T
Note: Percents may not add to :o:al because of rounding.
Source: Bureau of che Census, unpublishcd ‘data from the March 1978 Curren: Populn:ion Survey,' and 1970 Census of Popula-

tion, Volume I, Part D, De:niled Characteristics," 'U.S, Summary
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+ _ Table 19

SELECTED MEASURES OF HEALTH LIMITATIONS AND DISABILITY
FOR THE POPULATION 45+ YEARS OLD, BY RACK AND AGE

‘(Data exclude persons in institutions)

45-64 years i : 65+ years

Type of limitation . _ Ratio: ‘ | Ratio:

or disability Black | Wnite | B2 | Biack | white Black
’ White , \ White .

LIMITATION OF ACTIVITY, 1977 1/ ’

Total, PErCent «....e.veeseeeessss. 100.0 | 100.0 | 1.00 { 100.0 |l 100.0 1.00

- % limited in'hctivity cieeesas resesesenans 29.6 22.5 1.32 54.9 . 42.0 1.31
% limited in major activity ............. - 25.8 17.9 1.44 50.9 36.1 1.41

% limited in amount or kind of major ‘ ,

activity ..iiiiiiiiiiii et e e 15.6 12.0 1.30 23.6 - 19.8 1.19

% unable to carry on major activity ... 10.1 5.9 1.71 27.3 16.3 1.67

. % not limited in major activity ......... 3.8 4.6 0.83 4.0 5.8 0.69
2 not limited in activity ....... fesenann .. 70.4 77.5 0.91 45.1. . 58.0 0.78

LIMITATION OF MOBILITY, 1972 &/

Total, Percent ............. Ceeenn 100.02/ | 100.0 | 1.00 100.02/ | "100.0 1.00

% limitqd in mobility ...... eeeseseas —_— 8.6 4.4 1.95 23.7 17.0 1.39
% has trouble getting around alone ...... 4.3 2.2 1.95 7.7° 5.6 1.38°

% needs help in getting around .......... 1.6 1.0 1.60 . 8.3 6.5 1.28

% confined to the house ........cevvvunne ) 2.7 ' 1.2 2,25 7.7 4.9 1.57

% not limited in mobility .......civeceeeee T 91.4 95.6 0.96 76.3 83.0 0.92

DAYS OF RESTRICTED
ACTIVITY, 1977 -~
Average number of days per year ...........| 35.5. | 23.1 1.54 .| 59.6 - 36.4 1.64
DAYS OF BED
DISABILITY, 1977

Averageinumber of days per year ....eeeeees 13.9 7.9 1.76 24.6 ‘ 11.7 2.10

- 1/ Data refer to limitations due to chronic conditions. .
2/ Data on limitation of mobility are for all honwhite races' : :
Source: National Center. for Health Statistics, Vital and Health Statistics, Series 10, No. 96, .

"Limitation of Activity and Mobility Due to Chronic Conditions: \United States--1972;" No. 126, "Current -

Estimates from the Health Interview Survey: United States——1977 V and unpublished data from the 1977

Health Interview Survey. . ) ‘ \ .
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Table 20

CRIMINAL VICTIMIZATION OF ELDERLY PERSONS AND HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE i
OF CRIME AND AGE AND RACE OF PERSON OR HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD: 1977 ~
Number of Rate per 1,000 households.
crimes or persons '
Type of crime - o .
and age of head . 1 . Ratio:
oF person - Black White Black Wnice | Black
4 ) ‘ ‘ White
HOUSEHOLD CRIMES : .
Head 50-64 Years 01d '
0. . ) .
: " Total crimes reported .. 678,700 | 5,664,800 368.4 ~ o 343.1 1.07
Burglary ....... vevvennene..| 186,100 | 1,085,100 101.0 65.7 1.54
Larceny 1/ t......covuvna..| 452,600 4,344,200 245,7 263.1 | 0.93
Less than $50 .......0.0.. 216,200 2,499,000} 117.4 151,3 0.78
$50 or more .......... ceee 177,500 1,375,600 96.4 83.3 - 1.16
Auto theft ...vviveennnnnnnnn 39,800 235,400] . 21.6 14.3 1.51
Head 65+ Years 0ld .
Total crimes:reported ..| 264,600 | 2,094,600| 192.0 152.8 1.26
BUTBLATY +.v'vrvennnnnnnne... 80, 900 669,500 58.7 48.8 1.20
Larceny 1/ ovviiinnnnnnnnn. 181,100. | 1,372,500 131.4 100.1 - 1.31
Less than $50 ............ 98,000 |, 832,200 1.1 60.7 1.17
$50 or more ........... ..-| . 58,900. 332,000 42.7 2.2 | 1.76
Auto theft A 2,800 52,600 2.0 3.8 0.53
; .
PERSONAL CRIMES - - .
) Head 50-64 Years 01d
Total crimes reported .. | 257,300 1,969,700 88.3 68.4 1.29
Crimes of violence 2/ ......| 83,100 | 320,000 28.5 1.1 2.57
Robbery ..cvavevencnnnnn .. 52,500 82,500, 18.0 - 2.9 6.21
Assault ........... ceeeann 30,700 233,900 10.5 - 8.1 1.30. .
Crimes of theft ...... e 174,200 .| %,649,700 . 59.8 57.3° 1.04
With contact 3/ .......... 9,800 68,000 | 3.4 2.4, 1.42
Without contact .......... 164,500 1,581,600 56.4 54.9 1.03 -
Head 65+ Years 0ld ' '
' Total crimes reported ..| 80,800 | 610,400 40.4 30.1 1.3
'Crimes of violence 2/ ..., 26,900 141,400 13.4 7.0 1.91
Robbery ...ccvevnen... e ~ 15,800 - 60,000 7.9 3.0 2.63
ASSault ....iiveeinnnann. 11,100 . 78,700 ¢ 5.5 3.9 1.41
Crimes of theft:............ 53,900 469,000 27.0 23.1 1.17
With contact 3/ ..........[ 18,000 33,500 9.0 -~ 1.7 5.29
e Without-contact vrurrrir v |-—35,900—{—435,500-|—17.9—|— 21,5} 20.83
1/ Includes-attempted larceny and larceny with amount of theft unknown, which are .
not shown separately. . C
2/ Includes rape, which is not shown separately. ' '
- 3/ Includes purse snatching and pocket picking. . o .
Source: Department SfaJustice; Law Enforcement Assis;ance Administration, unpublished
data from the 1977 National. Crime Survey. T ‘ '
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