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HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE


Carolanne H. Ho ffxnann, Dicision of Hea[th Inten’iew Statistics 

SELECTED FINDINGS LT1-ban dwellers were more frequentl y covered 

by hospital insurance than rural-nonfarm persons, 
Data collected in the Health Interview Survey who were more frequently covered than those 

during the period July 1962-June 1963 indicate that living in rural-farm areas. Persons in the Nofih­
‘[1.3 percent of the total civilian, noninstitutional east Region had a hospital insurance coverage 
population had hospital insurance coverage, and rate of 78.0 percent; in the North Central Region,

65,2 percent had surgical insurance coverage. 76.4 percent; in the West Region, 66.3 percent;


The perccntofnoninstitutionalizedpersonscover- and in the South Region, 60.2 percent.


t’d hy health insurance ranged from 34.1 for per-

sons with a fm-nily income less than $2,000 to 87.9 

SOURCE AND

for persons with a family income of $10,000 or

mot-e. Fifty-four (54 .0) percent of the persons LIMITATIONS OF THE DATA

ow r 65 yLWI-S of age had hospital insurance


covcm.qy, while 71.9 percent of the persons under The information contained in this report was


(15 years of age had hospital insurance coverage. obtained by analyzing the responses given in the

The white population had a hospital insurance household interviews of the Health Interview Sur-

COVLiragU rate of 73.6 percent and the nonwhite vey. These interviews were conducted in a proba-. 
popul~ltion had a rate of 45.5 percent. bility sample of the civilian, noninstitutional popu-

Of the persons in a household in which the lation of the United States. Each week a repre-
hL1mi of the household had less than S years of sentative sample of the Nation’s households is 
uduciltion, only 36.8 percent had hospital in- interviewed by trained personnel of the Bureau of 
surlmce. /1s the dtcationoft hcheadofthe house- the Census, acting in cooperation with the hIational 
hold incrcused the hospital insurance coverage Health Survey of the National Center for Health 
ratu increased, so that persons in a household in Statistics. During the period from July 1962-June 
which the head of the family had completed 13 or 1963, the cumulative weekly samples totaled about 
mor~i years of school had a health insurance 42,000 households, with approximately 138,000 

Covtkmgu rate of 84.7 percent. persons living at the time of the interview. 
tlmong p~wsons with chronic conditions which A description of the statistical design of the 

did not ctiuse any limitation of activity 7t5.1 per- survey, of the methods of estimation, and of the 
c~mt had hospital insurance coverage, a rate general qualifications of the data obtained from 
similar to that for persons with no chronic con- the surveys is presented in Appendix I. Since 
ditions (70.8 percent). However, persons with estimates shown in this report are based on a 
chronic c(mditions that limited their ability to sample of the population rather than on the entire 
work, !ieL}p house, or go to school had a much population, they are subject to sampling error. 

lowu’r health insurance coverage rate (55.4 per- Therefore, particular attention should be directed 
c~>nt) than those without such limitation. to the section entitled ‘“Reliability of Estimn tes. ‘“ 
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While the sampling errors for most of the esti­

mates are of relatively low magnitude, where an 
estimated number or the numerator or the de-
nominator of a rate or percentage is small, the 
sampling error may be high. Charts of relative 
sampling errors and instructions for their use are 
presented in Appendix L 

Certain terms are defined in Appendix II. 

Because many of the terms have specialized 
meanings to serve the purpose of the survey, the 
reader is advised to familiarize himself with these 
definitions. 

The questions used to obtain data on insurance 
coverage during the period July 1962-June 1963 
are illustrated in lippendix HI. These questions 
were asked during an interview which included 

many other questions about the health, medical 
care, and basic demographic characteristics of 
all persons in the household. Readers who are 
interested in the entire questionnaire will find it 

reproduced in the report, Cmv.cwt Estimates FroH~ 
the Healtk Inter vieuv ~lln’q, Series 10, M. ,5. 

Appendix IV contains an explanation of the 
differences between the data collection methods 
used for this report and for the In,teyinz Report 
on Health Insurance, Series B, ATO.26, December 
1960. 

Another set of general limitations to all data 
obtained by household interview is that the data 
are no better than the respondent’s knowledge of 
and willingness to discuss his own affairs. The 

respondent may be unwilling to answer, he may 
not know the answer, or he may unwitting y give 

incorrect information. Only I percent of the house-
holds scheduled for interview resulted in re­

spondents refusing to give any information. Of the 
persons with whom the regular interview was 
completed, 0.6 percent did not know if they had 
hospital insurance coverage and 1.6 percent did 

not know if they had surgical insurance coverage. 

INTRODUCTION 
Protection against the high cost of medical 

care is provided by many forms of health in­
surance. ,\lthough the estimates of the nLImbP r 

of persons covered by health insurance vary, de-
pending on the source of the data. the population 
hlCILldc’d, and the definition of what constitutes 

heal th insu r..;IICC, it is generally acknowlcdSed th.tt 

at least 70 percent of the population have sotm, 

kind of protection. 
In this report, protection (or health insuranc~ 

coverage) is defined as any plan, group or indi­
vidual, specifically designed to pay all or part of 
the medical expenses of the insured individual. 
Excluded are the following kinds of plans:(1) plan:: 
limited to the “dread disease s,” such as cancel. 

and polio; (2) free care such as public assistant{s 
or public welfare, care given free of charge t( ) 
\zeterans, care given under Uniformed Service:; 

Dependents Lfedical Care Program, care give]l 

under the Crippled Children or similar programs, 
and care of persons admitted for research pur­
poses; (3) insurance which pays bills only fo . 
accidents, such as liability insurance held by ~i 

car or property owner, insurance that cover:; 
children for accidents at school or camp, and 
insurance for a worker that covers him only fo -
accidents, injuries, or diseases incurred on th,’ 

job; and (4) insurance which pays only for loss or 
income. 

(My two major forms of health insurimcl ~ 
are considered in this report. The first is hospital 
insurance which pays all or part of the hospital 
bill for the hospitalized person; the second, sur-. 
gical insurance which pays all or part of the bill 

of the physician performing on opc ration eithe r in;~ 
hospital or in his office. 

In general, the pattern of coverage is sirnilu -
for both hospital and surgical insurance, althoug I 

the proportion covered by each is Lliffmwnt. FCJ7 
this reason, and because hospital insurance seem + 
to be the most basic form of coverage, much c i 
the discussion which follows is limited to thi x 

type. Where the distribution of surgical insur:mc; 
coverage differs from that of hospital insu mncc, 
the difference is noted. 

The following discussion is centered a rmm I 

four variables felt to be influential in determinin~: 
\vhether or not a person had health insumnc{: 

coverage. Each of the variables is discussed ill 
turn with reference to a number of sc’canda r ] 
factors. Although the decision as to which vu ri -
able is most important is rather subjective and, 

for this reason, not completely resolved, th, 

variables arc discussed in the following LN-dCr: 

imnily income, age, geo,gr~~phic regions, ilnl 

employment. 
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FAMILY INCOME 

1“:1l~lc 1 shows that the coverage rates of 
hlv+pital:~lld surgical insurance vary markedlyby 
f;]mily incomt’ groups. Starting with the lowest in-
CLNIICgroup shown in t~c table (under $2,000), the 
hospital insurance coverage rate was 34.1 percent. 

“Uhis rate increased steadily to 87.9 percwnt for 
thusc with family incomes of $10,000 or Inore. 
‘~hu saIne type of increase by family income was 
~w~id~’ncud in the surgical insurance rates. 

Within each income group, there was adi­
vt’ l-qL’lICC of hospital and surgical insuranceL 
CCWLIr;I:e rates by age. These divergences by age 
IW-’I.L­~l~pt”ijxilll:~tel}~ the same within each inconlc 

groupas were foundin the total population. How-
ever. the two lowest income groups had dis­

proportionately large numbers ofclderlypersons. 
Because this factwas confounded inthedata for all 

ages in each income group. the income totals were 
adjusted to remove the influence of age. Because 
it was known that there was a disproportionately 

large number of low incomes in certain age groups, 

it tvas decided to adjust the age totals to remove 
the influence of income. 

The result of adjusting each income group by 
age and each age group by income is shown in 

tables A and B. The hospital and surgical in­

surance coverage rates were only slightly affected 
lvhen adjllsted by age, butquite noticeably affC’Cted 

Tuble A. The effect of age adjustment on the percent of persons with health insurance,

by family income: United States, July 1962-June 1963


—


Hospital insurance Surgical insurance


Family income


Unadjusted Adjusted Unadjusted Adjusted


Total 70.3 ... 65.2 ... 

Under $2,000------------------------ 34.1 31.6 28.8 26.8 
$2,000-3,999------------------------ 51.9 51.6 46.8 46.7 
$&,000-6 ,999------------------------ 79.0 78.3 73.9 72.9 
$7,000-9,999------------------------ 87.3 85.9 83.2 81.6 
$1(1,000+---------------------------- 87.9 86.7 82.6 8L.2 
ll,~l;,~.,\,~l----------------”------------ 58.7 58.3 50.9 50.9 

T:lbluB. The effect of family-income adjustment on the percent of persons with health

insurance, by age: United States, July 1962-June 1963


Hospital insurance Surgical insurance


Age


Unadjusted Adjusted Unadjusted Adjusted


All (l&3S ---------------------- 70.31 . ..1 65.21 . . . 

[[lldLt~ 15 years 
L5-24 years 
‘25-34 years 
35-44 years 
45-54 years 
55-64 years ; Em
65+ ye~~rs 54.0 62.0 45.7 E12:i
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Table C. Number and percent di.stri.bution of the total populati.cm, by family income 
according to race: United States, July 1962-June 1963 

— 

Family income White Nonwhite White Nonwhite 

I iT~mber in thousands Percent distribution 

All L-icGmes 100.0 I 100.0 
~ I 

Under $2,000-------------------------------- 1.6,341 6>249 10.1 29.2 
$2,000-3,999 - . - 26,133 6,352 16.2 29.7 
$4,000-6,999-------------------------------- 56,394 5,281 34.9 24.7 
$7,000-9,999-------------------------------- 31,171 1,481 19.3 6.9 
$10,000+------------------------------------ 23,576 854 14.6 4.0 
Unknown 8,128 1,186 5.0 5.5 

1 1 

when adjustcii by income. Thus, it seems thatin­
come is a more important factor than age in de­
termining hcalthinsurancc coverage. 

The white pOpLlktiOll, regardless of family 
income, had much higher health insurancecover­
agc rates than the nonwhite population. However, 

that is somewhat confounded by the fact that the 

nonwhite population has a larger proportion of its 
population living iilloiv illconle f:llllilies (see table 
C). This disproportionate distribution by family 

‘ income results in a greater difference inhospital 

insurance coverage by race for persons in all 
income groups than in anyoneof the family incon]e 
intc-i-vals shown in table 2. 

And even thoughthe differcntialbetween white 

and nonwhite coverage rates decrcasessomewhat 
when the family income reaches $7,000, there is 
still a difference. One reason for this persistent 

inequality, even at high farnilyincomel evels, may 

be a difference between the races in terms of 
family size dependent on the total family income, 

Table 4 shows that in groups with a family 

income less than !$4,000, there was a discernible 
pattern of health insurance coverage by sizeof 
family. As the size of the family incrcascd,within 

a given income group, the coverage rate de-
creased. This is readily understandablesincc the 
more members the family income has to feedand 

clothe, the less will he available for the items 

considcmd less immediate such as health in­

surancu. For “individuals” (one-member fami­
lies) with anincbme less than S2,000. thehospital 

insur:i:lc~ coverage r:.ltc was 47.0 percent,hutfor 

funlilies of 7 or more memhcr): ill tl]is inctmlc 
interval, the hospital illsul-tillcc’ covel-~lgelvas 15.4 
percent. 

The abovepatternwas nottrueofpersons with 

a family income over $7,000. In fact, fami]i~’s had 
better coverage than individuals (one-mcimlwr 

families) in the highcrincomc groups. Onepossi­
hlc explanation is that married purscms in this 

income bracket can afford health insurance anL 
recognize the need for coverage fOI- mut~’rnit~ 
and other added risks ofhospit’alizations. L3ucausc 
most insurance companies writr family polici~’: 
which cover all dependents rega].dl~’ss(>fllullll~r]. 
family size may not reduce the covc, rage raiu i] 
higher income families. 

The coverage rates for hospital andsurgic’ 
insurance increasedmarkedlywiththe education,]i 
attainment of the head of the household, but thi:i 
effect of educational level was also considcrabl’/ 

modified by the family income (tabl~’ 5.). Whcll 
both educational achievement and family inconl!~ 
were low, the hospital insurance coverage rat,: 
was extremely low (26.9 pcrc~mt coverage for 

persons with a familyincome of 1~’ss than $4,(10) 
and a head of family with less than ,5 years cf 
education). When these factors :lrc consider~’.l 

independently, persons living in families in which 
the educational attainment was less than .5 yuars 
had acoverage rate of36. Rpcrccmt t-eganiluss~i 

income level and those persons with a family ir -

come oflrss than$4,000 regardless ofeducution;11 
level had a covcr;~[Yc rate of44.6 pcrccnt. 

4 
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ThLI combined eiic’ct of income and education 

is LIISLInoted at the other extreme. Persons with 
:1 filmily income of $7,000 or more, irrespective 
of thu educutiond level of the head of the house ­

llold, h;ld :L hospital insurance coverage rate of 
s7. (1 p~’rcent, and all those in families of which 
thu huml h~d received some college education, 
irr~’sp~’ctive of family income, had a hospital 
intiur:lnce coverage rate of 84.7 percent. When 
bothof these twocharacteristics arepresent, the 
result was ‘X3.5 percent coverage rate forhospital 
insurmce. 

AGE 

There was no appreciable difference between 

the prrcmtt of males and females covered by in­
surance (table 6). For the United States as a 
wfhok, 70. S percent of the males and 69.8 percent 
ofthcfemfiles \vere covered by hospital insurance. 

“Ik hi$hL’st coverage rates for both males and 
tk’m~~ks occurred in the age groups 35-44 and45-
.W’ yL’LIL?s.This may be due to the fact that these 
yc’.ll’s :11.c the most stable in terms of enlploy­

tmmt. “l”Iw coverage rates were lowest for both 

muk’s LInd females in the 75 and over age group. 
Stw$ral factors contribute to this lack of 

coveragu among elderly people: (1) many of these 
pL,rFons who had insurance coverage befo].-e re-

Table D. Percent of persons with hospital 

tirement were unable to retain the coverageaf[c’r 
retirement, either because the policy was avail-
able to employed persons only, or because the 

retired person could not pay the premiums due 
to a decreased income, an increase in premium 

rates, of.- loss of employer’s contribution to the 
premiums, (2) low income, which is associated 
with low insurance in all ages, is much mom 
prevalent among the aged, and (:1) the high prev­
aknce of chronic illness, which usually causes 
extensive hospitalization, creates subsr~ntially 

higher premium rates. 

Table 7 shows that regardless of age, per-
sons without chronic conditions had hospital in­
surance coverage rates similar to those with 

chronic conditions. However, 75.1 percent of 

persons with one or more chronic conditions 
causing no activity limitation (see ,ippendix II for 
definition) had hospital insurance coverage, while 

only ,55.4 percent of those with a chronic condition 
causing activity limitation had hospital insurance 
coverage. Absolute differences in percentages of 
coverage are shown by age in table D. The esti­
mates shown in the table indicate that the presence 

of chronic illness affects the rate of insurance 
coverage only in the age groups 4,5 years and over. 
However , the differences in coverage rat~’s be­

nvc’en those with no limitation ofactivity andthosc’ 
with lillli~atioll ill-e progl-essi\~uly,grc' ~~tel-~trith;lge. 

insurance coverage, by age and degree of 
chronic illness: United States, July 1962-June 1963 

Age 

All ages 

Under li’ years 
17-24 years 
25-44 years 
45-64 years 
65+ years 

Persons with— 

No chronic 1+ chronic 
con- con­

ditions ditions 

(1) (2) 

—-—: 70.8 69.6 

68.8 69.2 
63.6 66.4 
76.6 76.0 
78.8 74.0 
57.7 53.1 

Persons with 1+ 
Di,ffer- Ichronic conditions— Differ­

ence ence— 
between between 
columns Causing no Causing columns 
( 1~ z~d activity activity (4{5ind

limita- limita­
t ion tion 

r~ 
(3) (4) (5) 

+1.2 / 75.1 I 55.4 

-0.4 I 70.2 I 60.3 
-2.8 68.4 54.6 
+0.6 79.2 62.3 
+4.8 80.0 61.2 
+4.6 / 64.8 I 45.5 

(6) 

+19 .7 

+9.9 
+13.8 
+16.9 
+18.8 
+19 .3 
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Hospital utilization varies predictably with 
age. The rate of episodes rises steadily with age. 
,\n exception is the increased t-ate for women 
25-44 years, the age group where deliveries 
account for a major part of the hospitalizations. 
The differential in the average numberofhospital 
clays during the year between the insured and the 
uninsured is consistent in each of the age groups 
with the exception of those 7.5 years ilnd over 
where the avet-age nutnber of days per vcar is 

about the same regardless ofinsurance coverage. 

Persons with hospitalinsurance have asonle­
what higher rate of hospital episodes than those 
without insurance (table 8). Of all the persons 

with hospital insurance, 10.5 percent were hos­
pitalized during the reference year, while only 
8,6 percent of all persons without hospital in­
surance werehospitalized. However, table9shows 

that the avet-age number of hospital daysperper­
son per year without insurance islonger,regard­

less of the number ofcpisodes,than forthose with 
insurance. This may indicate that those within­
surance are more often hospitalized for diagnosis 
or for less serious illnesses than are the un­
insured, 

The rate of insurance coverage washigherin 
urban areas than in the rural-nonfarrn and -farm 
sectors among persons of all ages, as wellas for 
each age category shown in table 10. The highest 

cover~ge ~.Lt[;s in :111 t~p~s of residence are~s 
were found inthe35-44and45-54 year age groups. 
This fact is pvobably duc to the increased sta­
bility of the employed population in these age 

groups. 

The hospitdl insurance coverage rate for all 

ages in the u!”ban population was 74.,5 percent; ill 
the rural- nonfarm population, 63.8 percent; and 
in the rural-farm population, 50.8 percent .These 
differences probably reflect the pattel.-ns of urban 
and rural -nonfarm employment which make it 
possible to obtain health insurance coverage with 
a minimum of individual effort and at a com­
paratively low cost. (See ,Ippenciix IV foranex -
planation of the changes in the definition of rur~l 
and urban areas and the effect these have on the 
comparison of such data in this report with that in 

the earlier report, Series B, NO. 26. ) 
Table 11 shows that the rate of health in­

surunce covet”age was highest among married 
persons, regardless of age. There arc SL’VC?IVL]l 

f~ctors that may contribute to this high coverage 
rate: (1) married persons tend to be a healthy 
segment of the population and would therefore 

have little difficultyin obtaining health insurance, 
(2) concern about medical costs which would place 

a financial burden on family members, should 
extensive medical cfire be required, might moti ­
v~tc a married wage earner to obtain jnsurance. 
and (3) many insurance plans are designed sothat 

whole families can be covered at little additional 
cost to the basic policy of the insured persons. 
The last factor isprohably also responsible forthe 
high rate of coverage among persons under 17 
years of age, 

The percentage ofnevermarried persons with 
health insurance wasncxt highest ofall themarital 
status groups. Of the never married persons be-
tween 17-64 years of age, the rate of hospital 
insurance coverage was consistently about 64 
percent (surgical insurance coverage was about 

58 percent). However, almongpersons 65 years and 
over, the percentage dropped to 54 percent and 
48 percent, respectively, This decrease incover­
agc among persons 65 years andoverwascharac ­
teristic of all marital status groups. 

Widowed persons under 45 years of age had 

less health insurance covcrage thandivorcedper­
sons in the same age group. However, this pattern 
was reversed for widowed and divorced persons 

45 years or older. 
Separated persons had the lowest health in­

surancc coverage rates. This is due in part to the 
fact that of all the marital status groups, the 
“separated” group had the largest perccnt of its 
population with family income less than S4,000 

(6 1.6 percent) as compared with only 26.2 percent 
of the “married” population, 

Iiowever, table E shows thatregardless of the 

amount of family income, there is a discernible 
pattern of coverage by marital status. Someothcr 
factor then, besides age and income, may be re­
sponsible for the significantly low coverage rates 
for separated persons. 

GEOGRAPHIC REGIONS 

Within each of the four major geographic 
regions shown in table 12, the percentage of per-

6 
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Table E. Percent of persons with hospital insurance coverage, by marital status and 
family income: United States, July 1962-June 1963 

All Under $4,000-Marital status incomes $4,000 7,000 $7, 000+ Unknown 

All persons-17+ years 

Carried

Never married


--”----- -Divorced 
Widowed 
Separated 

sons withhospitalandsurgicalinsurance coverage 

increased with the amount of family income. In 
v:lch of the regions, the greatest percentage of 
incre:we in coverage was between the income 
intervals $2,00C)-3,999 and $4,000-6,999. 

Coverage rates for all persons intheseveral 
rcgiuns were greatlyinfluencedbythe distribution 
of residents by familyincome. Thccoverage rates 
fur pL*rsons of all incomes were higher in the 
Nurthe:~st than in the North Central Region, yet the 
r:ttes of coverage in individual income categories 
WL’I-C~,ither equivalenttoor lowerthan thosein the 

North Centrol Region. With the exception of the 

lowest income group, this same situation was 
noted in comparing the South Regionwiththe West, 
where the total rate for the West was higher hut 

the rates for each incomegroupwere lower than 
in the South. Regional rates which have been ad­
]usted to remove the influence of incomediffer-

L$ncus (shown in table F) give some measureof 

thu influence of the income factor on the levels 
of regional coverage rates. 

70.3 44.6 79.0 87.6 58.7 

75.9 50.1 82.7 90.4 65.0 
63.7 48.6 69.4 79.8 54.4 
57.8 44.2 73.5 75.5 49.4 
53.8 47.7 62.5 68.5 51.7 
43.9 33.4 62.4 68.7 9: 

The industrial and highly urbanized iYorth­
east had the highest proportion of the population 
covered by hospital insurance (78.0 percent). 
The AIorth Central Region had76.4 percent ofits 

population covered, while the West had66.;3 per-
cent and the South only 60.2 percent. Itis inter­
esting to note that almo~: without exception, 
regional differences incoverage ratcsforthe total 

populations were consistently present in eachof 
the age groups shown by region (table 13). This 
is an indication that the differences in coverage 
among regions were notmerelydue toadifference 

in the age compositions of the several regions. 
However, figure 1 shows a difference in the 

residence compositions of the four regions. The 
South had the largest rural population and the 
North Central Region the next largest. Charac­
teristically low coverage rates found in rural 
areas as described earlier probably account 
somewhat for the overall lower coverage rates 

in the Southand NorthCentral Regions, Asfigure 
shows, however, the hlortheast and the West are 

Table F. The effect of fami.ly-imcome adjustment on the percent of the population with 
hospital and surgical insurance coverage, by region: United States, July 1962-June 
1963 

— 

Hospital insurance Surgical insurance 

Region 

Unadjusted 

Northeast 78.0 
North Central 76.4 
south ----”--- - 60.2 
west 66.3 

Adjusted Unadjusted Adjusted 

74.8 71.5 68.1 
75.7 70.6 70.0 
65.3 55.9 61.0 
62.8 66.3 59.8 
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Figure J. Percent distribution of thepopulotion in the four regions oftlre United States, by residence. 

similar in residence composition. Hence, the 
difference between regional coverage rates (as 
shown in table F) cannot be explained by a differ­
ence in residence composition. 

Table G shows that there are definite differ­
ences among regions regardless of the effect of 

‘residence or family income. Although there was 
variability in health insurance coverage rates due 
to differences among regions in their income and 
residence distributions, there were persistent 
differences in coverage rates not explainable by 
the above or by the age differences shown in 
table 13. 

After further investigation, two additional 
characteristics were found which were felt to 
have some bearing on the differences among 
regions in health insurance coverage. For the 
sake of simplicity, these two characteristics will 
be discussed in relation to the Northeast and West 

because by age, residence, and income distri­
butions, these regions are quite similar but theij” 
health insurance coverage rates are quite dis­
similar. This is not to say however that thesv 
factors do not contribute to the differences amonl: 
the other regions. 

One difference is that the West had morl: 
uniformed services personnel and dependents, 
percentage wise, than the Northeast. The West had 
27.3 percent of the total U.S. uniformed services 
personnel and the Northeast had 9.6 percent. Cf 
the total claims under the Uniformed Services 
Dependents Medical Care Program, the West had 
24.4 percent and the Northeast only 16.3 percent. 
However, the Northeast had 24.6 percent of ths 
total U.S. population, while the West had only 16,3 
percent. Because uniformed services dependents 
are covered by the Dependents hledical Care 
Program, they are not likely to have any other 
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Table G. Percent of the population with hospital insurance coverage, by region, resid­
ence, and family income: United States, July 1962-June 1963 

Region 

Residence and family income 
All North- North South Westregions east Central 

All residences 

All incomes 

Under $4,000

$4,000-6,999 --k-----

$7,000+-------------------------------------
Unknown 

Urban 

All incomes 

Under $4,000 
$4,000-6,999--------------------------------

-“------$7,000-1-
Unknown 

Rural nonfarm 

All i,ncomes 

Under $4,000--------------------------------
4,000-6,999--------------------------------

i 7,000+ 
“-------Unknown 

Rural farm 

All incomes 

Under $4,000--------------------------------
$4,000-6,999--------------------------------

- - - - - - - - -$7,000-1- .- -

70.3 78.0 76.4 60.2 66.3— 

44.6 50.5 52.5 39.5 36.8 
79.0 83.5 84.6 73.0 70.5 
87.6 90.8 90.7 84.0 82.5 
58.7 68.4 63.7 45.5 46.3 

74.5 78.4 80.2 67.0 69.7 

47.6 50.3 53.9 45.2 37.8 
81.4 84.0 87.3 76.0 73.4 
88.8 90.7 92.6 85.3 84.8 
61.3 67.0 66.8 50.2 50.6 

63.8 77.2 71.7 55.4 54.8 

41.6 50.8 50.0 37.4 34.7 
75.1 82.1 82.0 70.3 61.7 
85.3 92.4 87.1 84.4 71.1 
56.9 73.4 64.1 42.8 32.3 

50.8 68.6 60.4 38.8 51.9 

37.4 53.7 51.4 27.2 33.5 
65.3 77.6 68.5 60.0 60.6 
71.2 81.2 75.1 64.5 67.1 
46.7 70.5 52.4 33.0 18.6Unknown 

health insurance and since this type ofprogram 

is excluded from health insurance rates shown in 

this report, the population with thelargestuni­
formed services personnel and dependents will 
appear to have the lowest health insurance 
coverage. 

Thu second difference is in the size of the 
working establishments. In the West, the average 

stze of the establishments in 1962was 11.9 per-

sons, while in the Northeast it was 14.5 persons. 

Two percent of the Northeast establishments 
are over 100 persons in size while only 1.3 

percent of the establishments in the West are 

as large. Because larger establishments tend to 
have better organized labor practices and more 
fringe benefits, itis possible for this reason that 

“ther ate of healthinsurancecoverage intheNorth­
east was slightly superior to that in the West. 

The 211argeststandardmetropolitan statisti­

cal areas (according to the 1960 Census figures) 

9 



are shown in table 14 with their respective rates 
for hospital and surgical insurance coverage. This 
table shows quite a rangt’ in coverage among areas 
which would be expected to have similar rates 
because they are all large urban areas. Some of 
the differences in coverage, however, may be 
indications of population differences in age and 
family income. 

EMPLOYMENT 
Of all persons 17 years of age and over in 

the labor force, 76.4 percent had hospital in­
surance, and 71.0 percent hadsurgical insurance; 

of those of the same age not in the labor force, 
62.9 percent hadhospital insurance, and S6.8per-

cent had surgical insurance. Of all the employed, 
77.7 percent had hospital insurance and 72.3 per-
cent had surgical insurance, lxttofthe unemployed 
in the labor force, only 50.8 percent had hospital 
;nsuranc~ .]ncl 45.8 percent had surgical insurance 

(table 15). 

It is not surprising that the rate of insurance 

coverage for persons not in the labor force is 
higher than that for the unemployed in the labor 
force. Alost of the persons 17 years andolder not 
included in the labor force are dependents of 
working persons and are covered by a family 

policy. Furthermore, unemployed persons in the 

labor force not only comprise a low economic 

group, but because of their unemployed status 
have little opportunity toobtain insurance through 
business-sponsored group plans. 

The rate of hospital and surgical insurance 

coverage was significantly higher for persons in 
clerical and sales positions and in professional 
and managerial classifications than in any of the 
other occupational groups shown in table 16. The 
persons in the farm laborer and private house-

hold occupation groups had the lowest health in­

surance coverage. This lower coverage rate is 
probably due to the fact that these workers arc 
likely to have irregular work patterns, and be-
cause they work in small or poorly organized 
employment groups which do not offer the less 
expensive group insurance plans .Themorecostlv 
individual plans may often be beyond the economic 
level of persons in these occupational groups. 

In most occupational groups there appears to 
be approximately a20percent lower coverage rate 

for those persons who were unemployedas com­
pared with the employed. Surprisingly this dif­
ferentialin the coverage rates between the em­
ployed and the unemployed remained constant 
regardless of the level of thecoverage rate for the 
occupational group. 
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Table 1. Number and percent distribution of persons in total population, by hospital and surgical insurance coverage accord­
ing to family income and age: United States, July 1962-June 1963 

& are bawd.. ho.sebold interviewsof the civilian. noninsbiiutionalcorml?.tion.The s.rvw desire. mneral ..alifimtions. and information on the rekdilitv of the estimates me 

given in Appen~ix”I. Definitionsoftikssm”giv-m in APPendix]j 

rota 1 
Hospital insurance Surgical insurance l.ota~ Hospital insurance Surgical insurance 

Family income and age pop:- , I pOpu­


lat=On I Insured Not Insured Not lation‘1 Insured Not 
Insured Not


insured Insured insured insure”d

I 

Under $2,000 Number of persons in thousands Percent distribution

I


All ages----------- 22,590 7,708 14,726 34.11 65.21 28.81 69.5


Under 15 years----------- 5,260 1,152 4,076 972 4,204 100.0 21.9 77.5 18.5 79.9

15-24 years-------------- 3,580 1,488 2,011 1,274 2,131 100.0 41.6 56.2 35.6 59.5

25-34 years-------------- 1,481 474 997 398 1,055 100.0 32.0 67.3 26.9 71.2

35-44 years-------------- 1,573 471 1,094 408 1,147 100.0 30.0 69.5 25.9 73.0

45-54 years-------------- 1,933 670 1,252 580 1,331 100.0 34.7 64.8 30.0 68.8

55-64 years-------------- 2,723 1,097 1,620 934 1,761 100.0 40.3 59.5 34.3 64.7

65+ years---------------- 6,040 2,356 3,677 1,936 4,075 100.0 39.0 60.9 32.0 67.5


65-74 years------------ 3,528 1,521 2,001 1,248 2,255 100.0 43.1 56.7 35.4 63.9

75+ years-------------- 2,512 834 1,675 688 1,819 100.0 33.2. 66.7 27.4 72.4


$2,000-3,999


1 
Under 15 years-----------
15-24 years--------------

10,220 
5,013 

4,370 
2,474 

5,814 
2,5o3 

4,008 
2,191 

6,103 
2,697 

56.9 
49.9 

39.2 
43.7 

59.7 
53.8 

25-34 years-------------- 3,418 1,754 1,635 1,625 1,738 47.8 47.5 50.8 
35-44 years-------------- 3,114 1,689 1,412 1,536 1,549 45.4 49.3 49.7 
45-54 years--------------
55-64 years--------------
65+ years----------------

3,152 
3,180 
k,388 

1,928 
2,068 
2,561 

1,212 
1,105 
1>818 

1,772 
1,878 
2,209 

1,345 
1,269 
2,144 

38.4 
34.8 
41.4 

56.2 
59.1 
50.3 

42.7 
39.9 
48.9 

65-74 years------------ 3,134 2,007 1>119 1,739 1,366 35.7 55.5 43.6 
75+ years-------------- 1,254 555 698 469 778 55.7 37.4 62.0 

All ages----------- 3+E& 16,844 15,499 15,219 16,845 100.0 51.9 A--.=l­

$4,000-6,999


All ages~---------- ~ 48,711 12,691 45,588 15,180 100.0 79.0 20.6! 73.91 24.6 

Under 15 years-----------
15-24 years--------------
25-34 years--------------
35-44 years--------------
45-54 years--------------
55-64 years--------------

22,265 
8,161 
8,916 
8,473 
6,531 
4,399 

17,401 
6,016 
7,257 
6,960 
5,420 
3,711 

4,761 
2,077 
1,626 
1,486 
1,093 
669 

16,509 
5,564 
6,899 
6,523 
5,033 
3,405 

5,470 
2,447 
1,879 
1,815 
1,406 
933 

78.2 
73.7 
81.4 
82.1 
83.0 
84.4 

21.4 
25.5 
18.2 
17.5 
16.7 
15.2 

74.1 
68.2 
77.4 
77.0 
77.1 
77.4 

24.6 
30.0 
21.1 
21.4 
21.5 
21.2 

65t years---------------- 2,931 1,946 979 1,654 1,229 66.4 33.4 56,4 41.9 
65-74 years------------
7H years--------------

2,083 
848 

1,550 
396 

530 
450 

1,355 
299 

695 
534 

74.4 
46.7 

25.4 
53.0 

65.1 
35.2 

33.4 
63.0 

$7,000-9,999 

All ages----------- ~ 28,500 4,024 27,177 5,110 100.0 87.3 12.3] 83.2] 15.7 

Under 15 years-----------
15-24 years 

11,087 
4,240 

1,319 
755 

9,324 
3,266 

1,667 
893 

100.0 
100.0 

87.8 
81.4 

11.9 
17.8 

$3;:; I 15.0 
21.1 

25-34 yeara-------------- 4,462 455 3,830 570 100.0 89.4 10.2 85.8 12.8 
35-44 years-------------- 5,357 476 4,686 637 100.0 91.0 8.9 87.5 11.9 
45-54 years-------------- 4,021 392 3,442 529 100.0 89.8 9.7 85.6 13.1 
55-64 years-------------- 2,279 246 1,910 340 100.0 88.7 10.8 83.8 14.9 
65+ years----------------
65-74 years------------

1,206 
825 

380 
202 

719 
556 

475 
260 

100.0 
100.0 

68.1 
74.9 

31.5 
24.4 

59.6 
67.4 

39.3 
31.6 

75+ years-------------- 381 178 163 214 100,0 53.2 46.8 42.8 56.1


$-w I II 
All ages----------- 24,430 21 475 2 859 3,888 100.0 87.9’ 11.7; 82.6] 15.9 - -

Under 15 years----------- 6,906 6,027 858 5,701 1,140 100.0 87.3 12.4 82.6 ! 16.5

15-24 years-------------- 3,438 2,891 528 2,697 658 100.0 84.1 15.4 78.4 19.1

25-34 years-------------- 2,336 2,049 268 1,936 344 100,0 87.7 11.5 82.9 14.7

35-44 years-------------- 4,302 3,898 393 3,696 562 100.0 90.6 9.1 85.9 13.1

45-54 years-------------- 4,o92 3,797 288 3,601 454 100.0 92.8 88.0 11.1

55-64 year= 2,238 2,002 225 1,858 331 100.0 89.4 1::: 83.0 14.8

65+ years---------------- 1.118 812 299 698 399 100.0 72.6 26.7 62.4 35.7


65-74 years------------ 763 605 152 335 210 100.0 79.3 19.9 70.1 27.5

75+ year~-_-----------. 355 207 147 

-Qd----

T 58.2 41.4 45.8 53.4163 190 100.0


Unknown


All ages 9,314 L 5 464 3 614 4,739 4,125 100.0 58.7 38.81 50.9 ~ .4&.3

-
 I


Under 15 years----------- 2,503 1,351 1,097 1,230 1,187 100,0 54.0 43.8 49.1 47.4

15-24 years-------------- 1,268 660 562 571 615 100.c 52.0 44.3 45.0 48.5

25-34 years-------------- 82’3 505 301 442 333 100.0 60.9 36.3 53.4 40,1

35-44 years-------------- 1,093 680 384 604 437 100.0 62.2 35.1 55.2 40.0

45-54 years-------------- 1,263 851 377 724 471 100.0 67.4 29.8 57.3 37.3


676 437 100.0 68.7 29.1
.55-64years-------------- 1,175 807 341 -l---i-
-!L-Euz 

57.6 37.2 
65+ 51.6 

65-74 years------------
7% years--------------

728 
455 

421 
18S 

296 
257 

57.9 
41,6 

40.6 
56.4 

48.6 
30.4, 

48.5 
64.3

—..~ 

~n,.}. . ,...,3 t,, 

years---------------- 1,183 611 552 46.7 41,6 54.6 

.. ... .. 1,,,,l..,,,...s,,
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‘I’able 2, Number of persons in total population, by hospital and surgical insurance coverage, 
family income, and race: United States, July 1962-June 1963 

[Data ore kxxl on hrmseholdinterviews of the civilian, noninstitutional population. The survey design, general qualifications, and information 
on the reliabilityofthe estimates are given in .4ppendixI. Definitions of terms are given in Appendix Id 

Hospital insurance Surgical insurance


Family income and race
 E+lzkEE
All incomes Number of persons in thousands 

Total 183,146 128,703 53,414 119,413 60,852 

White 161,744 118,973 $:,;:; 11:, ;3; 48,388 
Nonwhite 21,402 9,731 > s 12,465 

Under $2,000 

ToCal........------------------- 22.590 7,708 14,726 6,502 15,704 

White 16,341 6,175 10,049 5,311 10,766 
Nonwhite 6,249 1,533 4,678 1,191 4,938 

$2,000-3,999 

Total 32,485 16,844 15,499 15,219 16,845 

White 26>133 143381 11,645 13,081 12,714 
Nonwhite.........-------------------- 6,352 2,463 3,854 2,138 4,131 

$4,000-6,999


Total 61,675 48,711 12,691 45,588 15,180 

White 56,394 45,206 10,960 42,407 13,149 
Nonwhite 5,281 3,505 1,730 3,181 2,032 

$7,000-9,999 

Total 32.652 28,500 4,024 27,177 5.110 

White 31,171 2:,:;; 3,661 26,120 4,713 
Nonwhite.-------------------------- 1,481 a 363 1,057 398 

$10,000+


Total 24,430 21,475 2>859 20,187 3,888 

White 23,576 20,::: 2,695 19,531 3,697 
Nonwhite 854 164 657 191 

Unknown 

Total 9,314 5,464 3,614 4,739 4,125 

White 8,128 5,022 2,903 4,367 3,350 
Nonwhite .------------------ 1,186 442 711 373 776 

11n~lurlL4spers(jns of unknown insumnce StfltUS. 
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Table 3. Percent distribution of total population, by hospital and surgical insurance coverage:,

according to family income and race: United States, July 1962-June 1963


am basedonhousehold interviews of the civilian , noninstitutional population. The survey design, general qualifications, and infonr,ati[n[D.,.

on thereliahility of the estimateg are given in Appendix I. Definitions of terme are given in Appendix IIl 

. 

Hospital insurance Surgical insurance


Total
Family income and race population
 Not Not
Insured Insured


All incomes


Total


White

Nonwhite


Under $2,000


Total


White

Nonwhite


$2,000-3,999


Total


White

Nonwhite


$4,000-6,999


Total


White

Nonwhite


$7,000-9,999


Total


White

Nonwhite


$10,000+


Total


White---------------------------------=----

Nonwhite


Unknown 

Total 

White ---------.---------------.------


Nonwhite


lIncludes persons of urkncwn in>u:rmce strtus. 

insured insured


Percent distribution 

100.0 70.3 29.2 65.2 33.:! 

100.0 73.6 25.9 68.5 29.t, 
100.0 45.5 53.7 40.2 58.z: 

100.0 34.1 65.2 28.8 69,: 

100.0 37.8 61.5 32.5 
100.0 24.5 74.9 19.1 

100.0 51.9 47.7 46.8 51.9 

100.0 55.0 44.6 50.1 48.7 
100.0 38.8 60.7 33.7 65.0 

100.0 79.0 20.6 73.9 24.6 

100.0 80.2 19.4 75.2 23.3 
100.0 66.4 32.8 60.2 38,5 

100.0 87.3 12.3 83.2 15,7 

100.0 87.9 11.7 83.8 15.1 
100.0 74.2 24.5 71.4 26.8 

100.0 87.9 11.7 82.6 15,9 

100.0 88.2 11.4 82.8 15.7 
100.0 80.6 19.; 76.9 22.4 

100.0 58.7 38.8 50.9 44.3 

100,0 61.8 35.7 53.7 41,2
100.0 37.3 60.C 31.4 65,4 
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Table 4. Number and percent distribution of persons in total population, by hospital and surgical insurance coverage ac­

cording to family income and size: United States, July 1962-June 1963


n..instit.ticmd Thosurvey gc.emlqualifications, .. thereliability of tb. estimates me~utaam bawd.“h.uschddl.kvi.wsofthe.ivifian, pop.lati.n. dcsijy, andinhmati.n

zivenin AvmndixI. Ddinitionso ftemsarez iveninAppendixd 

=lb=EiaHospital insurance Surgical insurance II Hosuital inswancel surgical insurance

Total


Family income and size 
Ilot Not
l%% 1 Insured insured 

Insured insured


II 1 1 1 

All incomes Number of persona in thousands Percent distribution


All aizes-------- 183,146 128.703 53.414 119.413 60.852 100.0	II 70.3 29.2 65.21 33.2


II


member--------------- 12,012 7,241 4,667 6,459 5,285 100.0 60.3 38.9 53.8 44.0


members 31,608 22,479 8,951 20,477 10,572 100.0 71.1 28.3 64.g 33.4


m~mber~-------------- 28,919 20,702 8,038 19,187 9,204 100.0 71.6 27.8 66.3 31.8


members--------;----- 36,509 27,978 8,366 26,163 9,822 100.0 76.6 22.9 71.7 26.9

member~-------------- 29,568 22,382 7,046 20,937 8,146 100.0 75.7 23.8 70.g 27.6


members-------------- 18,659 13,164 5,405 12,265 6,151 100.0 70.6 29.0 ;;.; 33.0


7+ ~~mbets------------- 25,872 14,757 10,941 13,924 11,672 100.0 57.0 42.3 45.1


L1nder$2,000


100.0All sizea-------- 22,590 7,708 14,726 6,502 15,704 L34.1 65.2 28.8 I 69.5 

member--------------- 6,045 2,839 3,134 2,416 3,461 100.0 47.0 51.8 fl.; 57.3 

members-------------- 5,667 2,149 3,493 1,808 3,807 100.0 37.9 61.6 67.2 

members-------------- 2,597 824 1,750 691 1,855 100.0 31.7 ;;.: 26:6 ;:.: 

members-------------- 2,001 565 1,433 :;; 1,512 100.0 28.2 23.7 

members-------------- 1,798 513 1>2g3 1,358 100.0 28.5 71:4 22.2 75:5


members-------------- 1,383 340 1,039 285 1,093 100.0 24.6 75.1 20.6 79.0


7+ members------------- 3,098 478 2,594 429 2,616 100.0 15.4 83.7 13.g 84.4


$2,000-3,999


All sizes-------- 32,485 16,844 - 15 499 - 15 219 16,g45 100.0 51.9 47.7 46.8 51.9


member--------------- 2,605 1,819 781 1,663 912 100.0 69.8 30.0 ;5.; 35.0


members-------------- 7,308 4,591 2,692 4>078 3,130 100.0 62.8 36.g 42.8


members 5,256 2,834 2,394 2,575 2,588 100.0 53.9 45.5 49:0 ;;.;


members-------------- 5,200 2,733 2,438 2,460 2,685 100.0 52.6 46.9 47.3


members-------------- 3,980 l>g83 2,064 1,683 2,203 100.0 47.3 51.9 42.3 55:4


members-------------- 2,751 1,272 1,469 1,191 1,541 100.0 :;.; 53.4 43.3 56.0


7+ members------------- 5,385 1,712 3,662 1,570 3,786 100.0 68.0 29.2 70.3


$4,000-6,999


73.9 IAll sizea-------- 61,675 - 48 711 12,691 - 45 588 - 15 180 =4’--= 20.6 
T

24.6 

23.0 
member--------------- 1,968 1,604 361 1,492 452 100.0 81.5 18.3 75.$3 

members-------------- g,915 7,389 1,487 ;,;:; 1,938 100.0 82.9 16.7 76.3 21.7


members-------------- 9,903 7,766 2,083 2,530 100.0 78.4 21.0 72.9 25.5


members-------------- 13,849 11,299 2,510 10:604 3,064 100.0 81.6 18.1 76.6 22.1


members-------------- 11,190 9,114 2,029 8,646 2,369 100.0 ;:.: 18.1 77.3 21.2

24.0 70.5 28.0


members-------------- 7,151 5,404 1,713 5,045 2,003 100.0 
70:5 28.8 66.5 32.5
7+ members------------- 8,699 6,136 2,509 5,782 2,g24 100.0


$= 

All sizes 57,082 49,975 - 6 883 47,364 - 8 998 100.0 87.5 12.1 =-l--
member--------------- 827 688 136 647 175 100.0 83.2 16.4 78.2 21.2

member~-------------- 7,801 7,107 663 6,741 944 100.0 91.1 86.4 12.1


members-------------- 9,580 8,285 1,249 7,874 1,556 100.0 86.5 1::: g2.2 16.2


members-------------- 13,958 12,381 1,534 11,736 2,039 100.0 88.7 11.0 84.1 14.6


11,316 10,098 1,197 9,554 1,657 100.0 89.2 10.6 84.4 14.6

members

~embera-------------- 6,474 5,639 807 5,284 1,098 100.0 87.1 12.5 81.6 17.0


7+ members------------- 7,125 5,777 1,296 5,529 1,530 100.0 81.1 18.2 77.6 21.5


Unknown


100.0All sizes-------- 9,314 5,464 3>614 4,739 4,125 
T

58.7 38.8 

member--------------- 566 291 255 241 284 100.0 51.4 45.1 42.6 50.2


members-------------- 1,916 1,244 616 1,050 753 100.0 64.9 32.2 54.8 39.3


:,;:: 992 562 829 675 100.0 62.7 35.5 52.4 ;;.:

members

member s-------------- 999 451 889 522 100.0 66.6 30.1 59.3


members-------------- 1;;2s; 775 474 655 56o 100.0 60.4 36.9 51.0 43:6


membcra-------------- 509 377 460 416 100.0 56.6 41.9 51.1 46.2

100.0 L 58.4 

7+ members 1,566 654 880 615 915 T 41.8 56.2 39.3 

‘Indud,.. p4w..n. ,Lrmhn<-,l,, i,,. mwk,.n .Mu. 
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Table 5. Number and percent distribution Of persons in total population, by hospital snd surgical insurance cwerage accord­

ing to family income and education Of head Of family: United States, July 1962-June 1963


@ate. z.rebasedon household interviews .fthe civilian, ncmhstituticmd popdati.n. ‘h sutvey design, general qualifications, md information m the reliability of ** e.tim.te. m. 
in~pper.dix oftimsme giveni lppendixgiven I.Definitions ~ 

Hospital insurance Surgical insurance


~

II I I I


Number of persona in thousands 

.83,146 128,703 53,414 I 119,413 I 60>852


Hospital insurance Surgical insuranc.,


Percent distribution


Family income and

education of head


of family


All incomes


All education levels-


Under 5 years----------

5-8 years--------------

9-12 years-------------

13+ yesra-------------­

rJnknOm!---------------


Under $4,000


All education levels-


Under 5 years----------

5-8 years--------------

9-12 years-------------

13+ years--------------

Unknwn~--------------­


$4,000-6,999


All education levels-


Under 5 yesrs----------

5-8 years--------------

9-12 years-------------

12+ years--------------

Unknown:’


$7JlcJt’ 

All education levels-


Under 5 years----------


Z?2YZ:S

13+ yearns

Unk”O~----------------


Unkncwn


All education levels-


Under 5 years----------

5-8 years--------------

9-12 years-------------

13t years--------------

Unknown ‘


~


100.0 

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0


100.0


100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0


100.0


100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0


100.0


100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0

100.0


100.0


100.C

100.C

100.C

100.C

100.C


70.3[ 29.2


36.8 62.5

60.5 38.9

75.2 24.3

84.7 14.8

52.8 45.2


44.6 54.9


26.9 72.8

42.6 56.9

50.9 $;.;

62.2

35.3 62:6
T

20.679.0


61.8 37.8

74.9 24.5

81.0 18.6

83.7 16.0

68.7 29.7
T

66.3 32.;

82.0 17.:

87.8 11.:
.

;:.:


1:::


+ 
37.4 57.!

57.5 40.[

63.2 34.:

68.8 28.[

42.0 54,!


65.2 33.2


31.9 66.8

55.5 43.1

70.4 28.1

79.4 18.9

43.9 51.7


39.4 59.1


22.5 76.7

38.2 60.8

j;.; 53.1


40.8

27:3 69.5


73.9 24.6


55.1 43.4

69.6 28.7

76.2 22.4

78.6 19.9

59.9 36.7


83.0 15.8


60.6 38.2

77.5 20.9

83.7 15.3

85.5 13.2

67.8 25.4


50,$ 44.3


33./ 61.5

48.: 48.0

56.L 38.3

58.; 36.0

33.: 60.7


11,622 4,276

48,209 29,150

84,603 63,660

35,017 29,666

3,695 1,951


T


55,075 24,552


7,865 2,116

22,006 9,383

1:,;;: 10,110


2,449

1;395 493


61,675 48,711


2,128 1,316

15,523 11,626

34,097 27,615

8,921 7,463

1,007 692


57,082 49,975


810 537

8,172 6,699

26,705 23,451

20,791 18,813


602 476


9,314 5,464


81; 307

2,50[ 1,442

3,93C 2,485

1,36( 941

69( 29C


7,264 3,704 7,768 
18>776 26,760 20,761 
2;,;;; 59,531 23,789 

27,797 ;,$;; 
1;669 1,622 , 

30,226 I 21,722 I 32,549 

5>724 1,767 6,030 
12,515 8>400 13,390 
:,:;$ 8,969 1;,::; 

2,205 
’873 381 ’969 

12,691 I 45,588 ] 15,180


804 1,172 924 
3,811 10,805 4,458 
6,353 2;,;:; 7,650 
1,423 1,779 
299 ’603 370 

265 491 310 
1,427 6,337 1,710 
3,156 22,353 4,078 
1,;:: 17,:;; 2,748 

152 

3,6141 4>739 I 4,12: 

471 274 50/ 
1,024 1,217 l,zo~ 
1,348 2,217 l,50f 
393 
379 

~; 49i 
41! 

in.urnnre
lInclurlc> m.r.-m. . funkncmn .tMu­
:>
hclwl..hew-(Jfmilic. unclw 17 }mr+ d IIW 
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Table 6. Number and percent distribution of persons in total population, by hospital and sur ical insurance coverage accord­

ing to sex and age: United States, July 1962-June 1983


ion o? the rdi. bilityof the estimates areFat. am based on hou.obold inmviow of tbe civilian, noninstitutional p.p.l.tion. Tbe survey design, general g..lific .s, u.d in fomxd.

given in Appendix’I. De fir,iti.ans oftenns megiven in Appendix 

Hospital insurance Surgical insurance Hospital insurance Surgical insurance


Sex and age 
Not I Not‘p’I=Fi=P= Insured I insured Insured I insured 

65t years--------------
&&7;cgys 

.--.--.-----

16,866 
11,060 
5,806 

9,107 
6,723 
2,384 

7>705 
4,299 
3,405 

7,707 
5,787 
1,920 

8,967 
5,139 
3,828 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

54.0 
60.8 
&l.1 

45.7 
38.9 
58.7 

45.7 
52.3 
33.1 

53.2 
46.5 
65.9 

Na le I 
I 

I 

I 

Al} agea--------- 88,833 58,490 28,847 100.0 70.8 28.6 65.8 32.5 

+ 
Under 15 yeara---+-----
15-24 years------------
25-34 years------------
35-44 years------------
45-54 years------------
55-64 yeara------------
65+ yeara--------------

29,608 
12,195 
10,177 
11,458 
10,210 
7,676 
7,510 

20,393 
8,013 
7,722 
8,986 
7,938 
5,705 
j,M; 

9,052 
4,019 
2,379 
2,418 
2,213 
1,934 
3,387 

19,218 
7,330 
7,276 
8,451 
7,423 
5,245 
3,547 

9,998 
4,522 
2>685 
2,835 
2,636 
2,292 
3,s77 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

68.9 
;;.: 

78;4 
77.7 
74.3 
54.6 

30.6 
33.0 
23.4 
21.1 
21.7 
25.2 
45.1 

64.9 
60.1 
71.5 
73.8 
72.7 
68.3 
47.2 

33.8 
37.1 
26.4 
24.7 
25.8 
29.9 
51.6 

Both sexes Number of persons in thousands Percent distribution 

All ages--------- -183 146 128,703I 53,414 119,413 — 60,852 100.0 70.31 29.21 65.2 33.2 

I I 

Under 15 years---------
15-24 years------------
25-34 yC~rS 
35-44 years------------
45-54 ycara------------

;;,;;; 

21;441 
23,912 
20,992 

40,030 17,925 37,744 19,772 
16,979 8,437 15,564 ;,:~: 
16,027 5,281 15,132 
18,574 5,245 17,452 6;148 
16,277 4,613 15,152 5,535 

100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 
100.0 

68.7 
66.1 
74.7 
77.7 
77.5 

30.8 
32.8 
24.6 
21.9 
22.0 

64.8 
60.6 
70.6 
73.0 
72.2 

33.9 
36.7 
27.6 
25.7 
26.4 

55.64 y~ar~------------ 15,994 11,708 4,207 10,662 5,072 100.0 73.2 26.3 66.7 31.7


65-74 years---------- 5,038 1,964 2>693 2,283 100.0 60.7 39.0 53.5 45.3

75+ years------------ 2,472 1;043 1,422 853 1,594 100.0 42.2 57.5 34.5 64.5


w 
All ages--------- 94,313 65,847 28,012 - 60 922 32,006 100.0 69.81 29.7 64.6 33.9


19,638 8,873
Under 15 years--------- 28,634 
---1-

18,526 9,774 100.0 6s.6 31.0 64.7 34.1 
15-24 years------------ 13,506 8,966 4,418 8,233 4,919 100.0 66.4 32.7 61.0 36.4 
25-34 ytxwa 11,265 8,305 2,902 7,856 3,233 100.0 73.7 25.8 69.7 28.7 
35-44 years------------ 12,454 9,589 2,827 9,001 ;,;;: 100.0 77.0 22.7 72.3 26.6 
45-54 years------------ 1:,;?: 8,339 2,400 7,728 100.0 77.3 22.3 71.7 26.9 
55-64 yeara------------ 6,003 2,273 5,418 2:780 100.0 72.2 27.3 65.1 33.4 
65+ years-------------- 9:356 5,007 4,318 4,160 5,089 100.0 53.5 46.2 44.5 54.4 

65-74 years---------- 6,022 3,667 2,335 3,093 2,856 100.0 60.9 38.8 51.4 47.4

1,341
75+ years------------ 3,334 1 1,983 1,067 2,234 100.0 40.2 59.5 32.0 67.0 
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Table 7. Number of persons in total population, by hospital afidsurgical insurance coverage according to age, chronic con­

ditions, and limitation of activity: United States, July 1962-June 1963


@a are bawd.. hous.hold intorviws of the civifim, noninstit.timaf population. The survey design, general quafikc.tims, and information m the reli.hility of the .stimtm m. 
ziveninkmendixl. De finitions oftmrrmar egivenin Amendix~ 

———.—­
%rgical insurance Hospital insurance Surgical insurmcc


Age, chronic condition 
and limitation of I 

activity Not
Insured I insured =“IF 

All ages Number of persons in thousanda Percent distribution


All persons------ 183 146 128,703 - 53 414 119,413 60,852 —100.0 70.31 29.21 —— 65.2 33.2 -

~
Persons with no chronic


All perscms------ 65,012 44,772 19,903 42 145 22,031 100.0 68.9 30.6 64.8 33.9 
-

conditions------------ 101,662 71,970 29,002 66,892 33,059 100.0 70.8 28.5 65.8 32.5 
Persons with L+ chronic 
~OnditiOn~------------ 81,484 56,733 24,412 52>521 27,794 100.0 69.6 30.0 64.5 34.1 
NO limitation of 
activity------------ 58>751 44,148 14>338 41,191 16,615 Loo .0 75.1 24.4 70.1 20.3 

With limitation of 
activity------------ 22,733 12,585 10,074 11,330 11,179 100.0 55.4 44.3 49.8 49.2 

Under 17 years -L
Persons with no chronic 
conditions------------ 51,924 35,723 15,916 33,568 17,687 100.0 68.8 30.7 64,6 34.1 

Persons with 1+ chronic 
conditions------------ 13,087 9,050 3,987 8,577 4,344 100.0 69.2 30.5 65.5 33.2 
No limitation c.f 
activity------------ 11,682 8,202 3,438 7,769 3,762 100.0 70.2 29.4 66.5 32.2 

With limitation of 
activity------------ 1,405 847 549 808 581 100.0 60.3 39.1 57.5 41,4 

17-24 years


All persons------ 18,93C 12,237 6 459 11 163 7,182 100.0 & 59.0 37.9 
- -

Persons with no chronic I 
cOnditi~n~------------ 1;,79: 7,498 4,139 6,799 4,63S 100.0 63.6 35.1 57.6 39.3 

Persons with 1+ chronic 
conditions------------ 7,135 4,740 2,320 4,364 2,54L 100.0 66.4 32.5 61.2 35.6 
No limitation of 
activity------------ 6,127 4,189 1,872 3,863 2,06C 100$0 68.4 30.6 63.0 33.7 

With limitation of 
activity------------ 1,00: 551 448 501 47f 100.0 54.6 44.5 49.7 47.4


25-44 years


All persons------ 45,35: 34 602 10,526 32 584 12,06: 100.C 71.E 26.6

- -


Persons with no chronic 
conditions------------ 21,571 16,525 4,906 15,409 5,75: 100.C 76.6 22.7 71.4 26.7 

Persons with 1+ chronic 
conditions------------ 23,782 18,076 5,620 17,175 6,31: 100.c 76.0 23.6 72.2 26.5 
No limitation of 
activity------------ 19,35t 15,321 3,963 14,538 4,55t 100.0 79.2 20.5 75.1 23.5 

With limitation of 
activity------------ 4>42f 2,755 1>657 2,637 1,75< 100.0 62.3 37.4 59.6 39.6 

45-64 years 

All persons------ 36,98( 27,98? 8,821 25.814 10,60: 100.C 69.[ 28.7 

Persons with no chronic

conditions------------ 13,19/ 10,39C 2,713 9,553 3,40: 100.( 78.8 20.6 72.! 25.8


Persons with 1+ chronic

conditions------------ 23,79; 2.7,59( 6,108 16,261 7,19$ 100.C 74.0 25.7 68.: 30.3

NO limitation of

activity------------ 16,14: 12,912 3,163 11,983 3,895 100.0 80.0 19,6 74.2 24,2 

With limitation of 
activity------------ 7,64! 4,68? 2,944 4,278 3,30C 100.0 61.2 38.5 55.9 43.1 

65+ years 

All persons------ 16,86f 9,10; 7,705 7,707 8,96: 100.C 45.: 53.2 

Persons with no chronic + 
conditions------------ 3,17t 1,83L 1,328 1,563 1,57: 100.C 57.7 41.8 49.: 49.5 
Persons with 1+ chronic 
conditions------------ 13,68[ 7,272 6,377 6,144 7,391 100.( 53.1 46.6 44.$ 54.0 
No limitation of 
activity------------ 5,44: 3,52L 1,901 3,038 2,32$ 100.C 64.8 34.9 55.t 42.8 

With limitation of 
activity------------ 8,24( 3,745 4,475 3,106 5,06: 100.c 45.5 54.3 37.7 61.4 

llncIud.. ~orwn. .f.n!mot!n in..r, nw .t. t... 
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Table 8. Number and percent distributionof total population,by number of short-stayhospital episodes

durfnS the year, according to hospital insurance coverage and age: United States, July 19fj2-June 1963


@nta am hwd m houdmhl inhyviws of the,civilian, noninstitutional population. The. survey design, general qualifications, and information on the ~elia. 
hilityof the estimates are given in Appendix I. Definitions of terms are given in Appendix 1~ 

-. 

Persons Persons with short-stayhospital episodes


Hospital insurance coverage Total with no

and age copulation hospital All
episodes episodes 1 episode 2 episodes 3+ episodes


[ 11 I I 

All persons Number of persona in thousands


All ages 183,146 164,992 18,153 15,656 2,007I 490 
I 

Under 25 years 83,942 77,519 6,422 5,721 575 126 
25-44 years ::,;3; 39,574 5,779 5,016 613 149 
45-64 years 33,122 3,864 3,208 514 141 
65-74 years 11;060 9,705 1,355 1,111 193 50 
75+ years 5,806 5,073 733 600 111 23 

Persons with insurance


All ages 128,703 115,240 13,463 11,641 1,475I 346 
I 

Under 25 years 
25-44 years 

57,010 
;:,:;: 

52,439 
30,072 

4,571 
4,530 

4,084 
3,939 

407 
471 1:: 

45-64 yeara 
~~7$e~~rs 6;723 

2,384 

24,854 
5>818 
2,058 

3,131 
905 
326 

2,596 
750 
272 

425 
131 
* 

109 
* 
-/: 

Persons without inaurancel


All agea 54,443 49>753 & 532 144 

Under 25 years 26>932 25,080 169 
25-44 years “1O,751 9,502 142 
45-64 years 9,001 8,268 
~~7~e~~ra 4,337 3,887 % 

3,422 3,015 70 

All persona Percent distribution


All ages 100.C 90.1 9.911 8.5 1.1
_


Under 25 years 100,0 92.3 0.7 0.2 
25-44 years------------------- 100.0 87.3 1;:; 1;:; 1.4 0.3 
45-64 years 100.0 89.6 10.4 1.4 0.4 
65-74 years 100.0 87.7 12.3 10:0 0.5 
75+ years 100.0 87.4 12.6 10.3 H 0.4 

All agea 100.0 & 1.1 0.3 

Under 25 years 100.0 92.0 8.0 0.7 0.1 
25-44 years 100.0 86.9 i3.1 11:: 1.4 0.3 
45-64 yeara 100.0 88.8 11.2 1.5 0.4 

Persona with insurance 

65-74 years 100.0 86.5 13.5 1?:; 1.9 *. 

75+ years 100.0 86.3 13.7 11.4 * 72 

Persons without insurance


All ages 100.0 8.6 7.4 1.0 0.3 
i 

Under 25 years 100.0 93.1 6.9 6.1 0.6 
25-44 years 100.0 88.4 11.6 10.0 1.3 
45-64 years 100.0 91.9 6.8 1.0 
65-74 yeara 100.0 89.6 1::: 8,3 
75+-years 100.0 88.1 11.9 9.6 M 

II 

l~n thi H ttlhuln( inn, ,.erson< “rlcertai” “f their in~uro”ce status were. i“clu(tefi with :.ersons not hnvi”p insurance, 
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Table 9. Number of hospital days and average number of hospital days per person per year hospi­

talized, by number of short-stay hospital episodes, hospital insurance coverage, and age: United

States, July 1962-June 1963


[Data are based on househoM interviews of the civilian, noninstitutional popdatim. The survey design, general rpdificatirms, and infrmndirm 

oftbe areg,venin I.Definitions .lppendix
ontiereliab,l,tyestimates .4ppendix oftermsme@venin II1


Hospital insurance coverage and age


All persons


All ages-----------------------------


Under 25 years-----------------------------

25-44 years--------------------------------

45-64 years--------------------------------

65-74 years--------------------------------

75+ years----------------------------------


Persons with insurance


All ages-----------------------------


Under 25 years-----------------------------

25-44 years--------------------------------

45-64 years-------------------------------­

(557;egm


---.---


Persons without insurance


All ages-----------------------------


Under 25 years-----------------------------

25-44 years--------------------------------

45-64 years--------------------------------

65-74 years--------------------------------

75+ years----------------------------------


All persons


All ages .--..-


Under 25 years-----------------------------

25-44 yeara--------------------------------

45-64 years-------------------------------­

;5G7;e4ye:s


Persons with insurance


All ages-----------------------------


Under 25 years-----------------------------

25-44 years--------------------------------

45-64 years--------------------------------

65-74 years--------------------------------

75+ years----------------------------------


Persons without insurance


All ages-----------------------------


Under 25 years-----------------------------

25-44 years--------------------------------

45-64 years--------------------------------

65-74 years--------------------------------

75+ years----------------------------------


Short-stay hospital episodes


II I I 

All

episodes II 1episode I2 episodes I3+episodes


11 I 1 

Number of hospital days in thousands


170,345 117,141 35,353I 17,851 

41,414 30,558 6,850 4,006 
46,365 31,632 9,631 5,102 
48,978 32,350 11,279 5,349 
22,298 14,911 4,922 2>465 
11,290 7,691 2,671 929 

115,968 78,905 24,933 12,131 

25>971 18,866 $:;: 2,494 
34,744 23,705 4,019 
36,575 
13,784 

23,616 
9,153 

8;997 
3,443 

3,963 
Yc 

4,895 3,565 $< 9<


54,376 38,236 10,420 5,720 

15,443 11,692 2,240 * 
11,621 
12,403 

7,927 
;, n; 

2,610 
2,283 

* 
i< 

8,513 1,479 * 
6,396 4; 126 1,808 * 

Average number of hospital days per person

hospitalized per year


9.4 7.51 17.6 I 36.4 
I I 

6.4 11.9 31.8 
H 15.7 34.2 

1;:; 10.1 21.9 37.9 
16.5 13.4 25.5 49.3 
15.4 12.8 24.1 40.4 

8.6 6.81 16.91 35.1 

5.7 4.6 11.3 31,2 
6.0 14.9 33,: 

1::; 
15.2 

9.1 
12.2 

21.2 
26.3 

36,4
* 

15.0 13.1 9: 9 

11.6 9.5 19.6 39.;, 

8.3 7.1 13.3 
18.4 

1::: :;:: 25.7 
18.9 23.9 
15.7 12:6 25.8 
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I T,lblc1/3. Number and percent distribution of persons in total population, by hospital and surgical insurance coverage ac­


cording to residence and age: United States, July 1962-June 1963


@it*Br,q intcmimw.(&. civilian, popuhtim.10McdOnh.us,h.ld maninstituticme.! The survey design, gcnem, qkim.tims, and in fcmnatim on the reliabi~ty of tie cstimr.t.as are 
givmin Appendix I. Definitionsofhmsme ~veninAppen&xIj


—


Hospital insurance Surgical insurance Hospital insurance Sargical insurance

Total Total 

)ilJSi&JUCC and o~e popu­
lation Insured Not Insured Not l%’% 1 Insured Not Not


insured insured insured Insured 
insured


I II 1 I 1 I II 1 I I 

Ilrban Number of persons in thousands Percent distribution
I I 
I 
I 

I 

All LI#2S--------- 127,077 94,682 

U,xl,rlb yQwe --------- 39,1s3 2S ,848 

15-24 yuJrS 17,868 12,531 

25-34 ymrs 15,303 11,850 

35-44 ywms 16,944 13,781 

45-54 ywms 14,871 12, 15s 

55-64 ytws 11,243 8,754 

h!rl- ylxws 11,666 6,760 
63-7& yw.ms 7,726 5,036 
75+ ylwrs 3,940 1,724 

Ilur:ll nonfarm 

All LIEcS--------- ~ 27,136 

Undur 15 years--------- 14,620 9,016 

15-24 ycurs ------------ 5,923 3,581 

25-34 y! X~S------------ 4>9s0 3,547 

35-44 ycms 5,380 3,892 

45-54 ylmrB 4,293 3,051 

5Li-b4 yu.V?s 3,389 2,226 

b5+ ycurs 3,925 1,S25 
b5-7& ycors---------- 2,504 1,296 
75+ y&rC.9------------ 1,421 529 

Rurtllfarm


All w,cs 13,558 6,885


[Tnder15 yuurs --------- 4,439 2,167 

15-24 yCilES 1,909 868 

25-34 yWI~S------------ 1,158 630 

35-44 yeims 1,587 902 

45-54 ymrs 1,828 1,068 

55-b4 ycW~S------------ 1,361 728 

b5+ ywrs-------------- 1,275 522 
b5-74 years 830 391 
7%- ymrs 445 131 

1
Iudw:,, IxwIm. ,X unhmu in-urm r,, .t.,m. 

31,698 87,911 74.5 24.9 

10,152 27,243 11,520 100. C 73.6 25.9 

5,144 11,507 5,898 100. c 70.1 28.8 

3>362 11,200 3,839 100.0 77.4 22.0 

3,098 12,982 3,766 LOO. C 81.3 i8.3 

2,638 11,304 3,353 100 .C 81.8 17.7 

2>431 7,993 3,073 100.0 77.9 21.6 

4,873 5,683 5,845 .LOo. o 57.9 41.8 
2,667 4,315 3,314 100.0 65.2 34.5 
2,206 1,369 2,531 100.0 43.8 56.0 

L5,106 25,184 16,480 100.0 63.8 35.5 

5,524 8,474 5,884 100.0 61.7 37.8 

2,266 3,275 2,447 100.0 60.5 38.3 

1,395 3,344 1,520 100.0 71.2 28.0 

1>466 3,647 1,635 100.0 72.3 27.2 

1,223 2>869 1,361 100.0 71.1 28.5 

1,145 2,011 1,312 100.0 65.7 33.8 

2,085 1,564 2,321 100.0 46.5 53.1 
L, 198 1,121 1,357 100.0 51.8 47.8 

887 442 964 100.0 37.2 62.4 

6,609 6 317 7,0791 100.0 50.8 48.7-

I 

2,249 2,027 2>368 100.0 48.8 50.7 

1,026 782 1,097 100.0 45.5 53.7 

524 58S 558 100.0 54.4 45.3 

680 824 747 100.0 56.8 42.8 

752 978 821 100.0 58.4 41.1 

631 658 687 100.0 53.5 46.4 

747 460 800 100.0 40.9 58.6 
435 351 468 100.0 47.1 52.4 
312 109 333 100.0 29.4 70.1 

69.5 29.4 

64.4 33.0 

73.2 25.1 

76.6 22.2 

76.0 22.5 

71.1 27.3 

48.7 50.1 
55.9 42.9 
34.7 64.2 

59.2 38.8 

58.0 40.2 

55.3 41.3 

67.1 30.5 

67.8 30.4 

66.8 31.7T38.759.3 

39.8 59.1 
44.8 54.2 
31.1 67.8 

46.6 52.2-L
53.345.7 

41.0 57.5 

50.8 48.2 

51.9 47.1 

53.51 44.9 

4s.31 50.5 

36.1 62.7 
42.3 ;:.: 
24.5 
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Table 11, Number and percent distributionof persons in total population,by hos ital and surgical f.nsuranceccwerageac­

cording to age and marital status: United States, July 1862-June 1963


@.taam based
O.household i.tervkws of the .iviIian, noninstitutional population. The survey design, general q.rdifi.ations, and information on tho Ai.bility of tbe estimate. W, 
!zivenin r4DDendix I. De finitions oftanms aregiven in.4ppendix~ 

Hospital insurance Surgical insurance Hospital insurance Surgical insuranc,


Age and marital status =Ei=Ei=‘;lm
All ages Number of persons in thousands Percent distribution 

Total 183,146 -22Q!E1 — 53>414 119,413 60,852 100.0 — 70.3 — 29.2 65.2 . —: _ 33.2 

Under 17 years 65,012 44,772 19,903 42,145 22,031 100.0 68.9 30.6 64.8 33.9 

Married 84>701 64,259 20,134 5’9,777 23,740 100.0 75.9 23.8 70.6 28. CJ 

Never married 17,877 11,388 6,217 10>259 7,005 100.0 63.7 34.8 57.4 39.2 

Widowed 10,133 5,456 4,624 4,652 5,351 100.0 53.8 45.6 45.9 52.8 

Separated 2,224 977 1,218 861 1,301 100.0 43.9 54.8 38.7 58.5 

Divorced 3,200 1,s51 1,317 1,719 1,425 100.0 57.8 41.2 53.7 44.5 

17-24 years


Tatal 18,930 12,237 6,459 11,163 7,182 ~ 64.6 34.1 - 59 0 37.9 

Married 7,434 4,910 2,480 4,539 2,727 100.0 66.1 33.4 61.1 36.7 

Never msrried 11,033 7,145 3,704 6,459 4,166 100.0 64.8 33.6 58.5 37.8 

Widowed * * * s, .,,, * >: .,,, ,: ,,, 

Separated 248 83 163 70 172 100.0 33.5 65.4 28.3 69.4 

Divorced 196 94 100 90 102 100.0 47.8 50.9 45.9 52.8 

25-44 vears


Tatal 45,35? 34,602 10,526 32,5S4 12,06: ~ 76.3 23.2 71.8 26.6 

Married 38,840 30,770 7,952 29,103 9,2X 100.0 79.2 20.5 74.9 23.8 

Never married 3,551 2,242 1,241 2,007 1,387 100.0 63.1 34.9 56.5 39.1 

Widowed 535 291 239 268 257 100.0 54.3 44.7 50.0 48.0 

Separated 1,06C +77 565 429 59$ 100.0 45.0 53.3 40.4 56.5 

Divorced 1,367 823 530 778 56E 100.0 60.2 38.8 56.9 41.5 

45-64 years


T&cal 36,986 27,985 8,S21 25 814 10,60; 100.C 75.7 23.8 69.8 28.7
-


Married 29,552 23,334 6,088 21,634 7,48C 100.c 79.0 20.6 73.2 25.3


Never married 2,162 1,391 755 1,255 86t 100.C 64.3 34.9 58.0 40.1


Widowed 3,23C 2,11C 1,106 1,878 1,30! 100.C 65.? 34.3 58.2 40.5


Separated 71: 35C 356 311 38! 100.C 49.1 49.9 43.6 54.0


Divorced 1,32$ 79s 515 735 56( 100.C 60.1 38.7 55.3 42.6


65+ years


Total 16,86( 9,107 L 7 705 7 707 8,96; 100.( 54.C 45.7 45.7 53.2-

Married 8,87t 5,24: 3,615 4,501 4,27t 100.( 59.1 40.7 50.7 48.2 

Never married 1,131 6lC 518 537 58( 100.C 53.: 45.8 47.5 51.8


Widowed 6,34! 3,05C 3,266 2,502 3,77: 100.( 48.C 51.4 39.4 59.4


Separated 20: 6; 134 51 141 100.( 33.1 66.3 25.4 71.4


Divorced 30[ 13: 172 115 18[ 100.( 43,5 56.1 37.4 60.8
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Tnble 12. Number und perixent distribution of persons in total population, by hospital and surgical insurance coverageac.

cwding to re%ian an.1 family income: United States. Julv 1962-June 1963 . 

@am CU. hmmd on household i.tmvimvs &the ~ivilian, n;nhsdt.ti.nd pop.{ati.n. The survey design, gnm?m; quali;cation.s, and inhnmtion on th. rdiahility d the estimates .re— 
given h,..!ppendixl. Do finilions Oftenns aregk&inAppondix~ 

...— 
Hospital insurance Surgical insuranc< Hospital insurance Surgical insurance~p+=T=kT=
‘: I=l=bT=

Ncmthcast Number. of persons in thousands Percent distribution 

Arl incomes 45,7M J=Y 9,885 - 32 688 - 12 58( 100. C 78.0 21.6 71.’ 27.5 

Undur $2,000 3,485 1,374 2,101 1,076 2,39( 100. c 39.4 60.2 30. [ 68.5 

$2, (joo.3,999----------- 6,53t 3,687 2,826 3,222 3,25i 100. c 56.4 43.3 49.: 49.8 

$4,000 -6,999 16,60: 13,865 g,700 12,786 3,706 100. C 83.5 16.3 77. ( 22.3 

$7,000 -9,999 9,026 8,157 *47 7,751 1,214 100.0 90,4 9.4 85.5 13.5 

$10,000+ 7,344 6,710 6@2 6,249 98Z 100.0 91.4 8.2 85.1 13.4 

Unknown---------------- 2,716 1,856 808 1,604 1,036 100.0 68.4 29.8 59.1 38.1 

North Central 

All incomes 52,702 40,255 12 120 37 219 14,448 100.0 76.4 23.0 70.6 27.4- ~ 

Under $2,000 5,658 2,495 3>131 2>188 3,371 100.0 44.1 55.3 38.7 59.6 

.$2,000 -3,999 8,779 5,089 3,638 4,594 4,042 100.0 58.0 41.4 52. ? 46.0 

$L,000-6,’399----------- 18,836 15,935 2,791 14,891 3,538 100.0 84.6 14.8 79.1 18.8 

$7,000 -9,999 9,633 8,690 905 8,185 1,334 100.0 90.2 9.4 85.0 13.9 

$10,000+--------------- 6,518 5,957 535 5,566 862 100.0 91.4 8.2 85.4 13.2 

Lkdcnown---------------- 3,278 2,088 1,120 1,795 1,299 100.0 63.7 34.2 54.7 39.6 

= 

All Lncomes 55,685 33,544 21 745 31,130 23,576 100.0 60.2 39.1 55.9 42.3-

Under $2,000 10,851 3,015 7,741 2,512 8,141 100.0 27.8 71.3 23.1 75.0 

$2,000 -3,999 12,834 6,339 6,439 5,771 6,886 100.0 49.4 50.2 45.0 53.7 

$4,000 -6,999 16,871 12,311 4,480 11,606 5,004 100.0 73.0 26.6 68.8 29.7 

$7,000 -9,999 7,607 6,401 1,170 6,160 1,353 100.0 84.1 15.4 81.0 17.8 

$10, OOCW 5,364 4,497 844 4,229 1,044 100.0 83.8 15,7 78.8 19.5 

Unknown 2,157 981 1,071 852 1,149 100.0 45.5 49.6 39.5 53.2 

~ 

All incomes 29,043 19,256 9 663 18 376 10,243 100.0 66.3 33.3 63.3 35.3- -

Under $2,000 2,592 824 1,753 727 1,801 100.0 31.8 67.7 28.1 69.5 

$2,000 -3,999 4>338 1,729 2,596 1,632 2,66o 100.0 39.9 59.8 37.6 61.3 

$4,000 -6,999 9,360 6,600 2, 7i9 6,304 2,932 100.0 70.5 29.0 67.4 31.3 

I $7,000 -9,999 6,386 5,252 1,102 5,080 1,209 100.0 82.2 17.3 79.6 18.9 

$10,000+ 5,205 4,312 878 4,144 998 100.0 82.8 16.9 79.6 19.2 

ll,,kna~---------------- 1,163 539 616 488 642 100.0 46.3 52.9 42.0 55.2 
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Table 13. Number and iercent distribution of total population, by hospital and surgical insurance coverage according to re­
gion and age: United States, July 1962-June 1963 

@a are based m household intmvimvs of the civilian, noninstitutional wp.latim. The survey design, jwmml walificmkms, and in fmnaticm m the reliability of OM mtimatm am 

.@enin App.ndix”I. Definitions ofta&m; giv;nin.4ppe.d,x~ 

HOapital insurance Surgical insurance Hospital insurance Surgical insurance 
Total Total 

Region and age 
1:%1 

Insured 
Not 

insured 
Insured 

Not 1$% 1 
insured 

Insured 
Not 

insured 
Insured Not 

insured 

Northeast Number of persons in thousands I Percent distribution 

All ages 45,716 35,649 9 885 32,688 78.0 21.6 71.5 27.5-

Under 15 years 13,468 10,605 2>812 9,924 3,432 100.0 78.7 20.9 73.7 25.5 

15-24 years 6,063 4,436 1,587 4,033 1;938 100.0 73.2 26.2 66.5 32.0 

25-34 years 5,502 4,428 1,041 4,155 1,267 100.0 80.5 18.9 75.5 23.0 

35-44 yeara 6,438 5,417 1,004 5,057 1,328 100.0 84.1 15.6 78.5 20.6 

45-54 years 5,558 4,656 892 4,277 .1,251 100.0 83.8 16.1 76.9 22.5 

55-64 years 4,313 3,500 794 3,150 1,120 100.0 81.2 18.4 73.0 26.0 

65t yeara 4,373 2,606 1,756 2,093 2,250 100.0 59.6 40.2 47.9 51.4 

North Central 

All ages 52,703 40,255 12 120 37 219 76.4 23,0 70.6 27.4- -

+ 
Under 15 years 16,895 13,050 3,744 12,232 4,399 100.0 77.2 22.2 72.4 26.0 

15-24 years 7,327 5,402 1,838 4,940 2, 14s 100.0 73.7 25.1 67.4 29.3 

25-34 years 5,980 4,760 1,181 4,486 1,367 100.0 79.6 19.8 75.0 22.9 

35-44 years 6,597 5,437 1,133 5,064 1,427 100.0 82.4 17.2 76.8 21.6 

45-54 years 5,990 4,885 1,078 4,510 1,361 100.0 81.5 18.0 75.3 22.7 

55-64 years 4,683 3,650 1,006 3,339 1,23C 100.0 77.9 21.5 71.3 26.3 

65+ years 5,230 3,071 2,140 2,647 2>514 100.0 58.7 40.9 50.6 48.1 

II 
All ages 55,685]! 33,544 21,745 31,130 23,576 100.0 60.2 39.1 55.9’ 42.3 

Ih.der 15 years 18,123 10,098 7,925 9,555 8,333 100.0 55.7 43.7 52.7 46.0 

15-24 years 8,336 4,734 3,482 4,333 3,740 100.0 56.8 41.8 52.0 44.9 

25-34 years 6,534 4,394 2,097 4,143 2>269 100.0 67.3 32.1 63.4 I 3h.7 

35-44 years 6,932 4,782 2>115 4,524 2,310 100.0 69.0 30.5 65.3! 33.3 

45-54 years 6,264 4,318 1,S98 4,035 2,119 100. C 68.9 30.3 64.4 33.8 

55-64 years 4,686 2,953 1,703 2,628 1,975 100. C 63.0 36.3 56.1 42.1 

63+ years 4,810 2,264 2,525 1,911 2,830 100. c 47.1 52.5 39.7 58.8 

m 

I 
w 

All ages 29,043 19,256 9 663 18,376 10,243 100. C 66.3 33.3 63.3 35.3-

Under 15 years -+9,755 6,277 3,444 6,033 3,608 100 .C 64.3 35.3 61.8 37.0 

15-24 years 3,974 2,407 1,530 2,258 1,614 100. ( 60.6 38.5 56.8 40.6 
I 

25-34 years 3,426 2, 44? 962 2,348 1,014 100 .( 7L.4 28.1 68.5 29.6 

35-44 years 3,944 2,93P 992 2,807 1,082 100 .( 74.5 25.2 71.2 27.4 

45-54 years 3,179 2,418 746 2,330 803 100. ( 76.1 23.5 73.3 25.3 

55-64 years 2,312 1,604 705 1,544 748 100. ( 69.4 30.5 66.8 32.3 

65t years 2,454 1,16! 1,284 1,056 1,373 100. ( 47.5 52.3 43.0 56.0 

i 
24 
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Table 14. Number and percent distribution of total population,by hospital and surgical insurance

coverage according to 21 standard metropolitan statistical areas: United States, July 1962-June

1963


[D.tn ma based oftire ,noninstitutional The survey design, gcmercd ~ualifications,cmhousehold interviews civilinn population. and information 

onthereliahility of theestinmtes are given in .@pendix I. Defi’nitionsof terms me given in lppendix If] 
. ,_—-,. =-- T .-r--- -.- —_-————-—_-— —. .—— 

II Hospital insurmce Surgical insurance


Tota 1
Standard metropolitan statistical areas 
population’


Not Not
Insured Insured
insured insured


Number of persona in thousands


64.226 49,157 14.695 45.319 17.927


2,731 2,195 523 2,121 
15,167 11,484 3>596 10,541 4,452 

All areaa------------------+--------


Boston,Mass------------------------------

New York, N.Y----------------------------­


--.-------------
Philadelphia, Pa---------

Pittsburgh: Pa----------------------------

Detroit, M~ch-----------------------------


Chicago, Ill------------------------------

Los Angeles, Calif

San Francisco,Calif

Baltimore,Ma----------’

Atlanta, Ga-------------------------------


Buffalo, N.Y------------------------------

Cleveland, Ohio

Minneapolis, Fling

Milwaukee, Was----------------------------

Kansas City, Me---------------------------


St, Louis,Me-----------------------------

Houston,Tex---------

Dallas, Tax-------------------------------

Washington,D.C---------------------------

Seattle,Wash-----------------------------

San Diego, Calif


All areas


Boston, Mass

NewYork, N.Y-----------------------------

Philadelphia, Pa--------------------------

Pittsburgh, Pa----------------------------

Detroit, Mica


Chicago, Ill------------------------------

Los Angeles, Calif

San Franciaco, Calif

BalCimore, Md

Atlanta, Ga-------------------------------


Buffalo, N.Y------------------------------

Cleveland, Ohio

Minneapolis, Mien

Milwaukee, Was----------------------------

Kansas City, Me---------------------------


St. Louis, Mo-----------------------------

Houston,Tax------------------------------

Dallas, Tex.---”--- ------.-

Washington,D.C---------------------------

Seattle,Wash-----------------------------

San Diego, Calif


4,251 3,352 896 
2,557 2,126 426 
3,695 3,030 650 

7,156 5,585 1,508 
7,044 5,070 1,927 
2,911 2,148 748 
1,661 1,292 348 
1,124 792 318 

1,404 1,172 221 
1,812 1,525 282 
1,804 1,548 240 
1,163 949 202 
1,063 830 229 

2,075 1,591 478 
1,376 878 498 
1,020 673. 332 
2,104 1,505 584 
1,150 872 278 
960 539 411 

Percent distribution


100.0 76.5 22.9 

100.0 80.4 19.2 
100.0 75.7 23.7 
100.0 78.9 21.1 
100.0 83.1 16.7 
100.0 82.0 17.6 

100.0 78.0 21.1 
100.0 72.0 27.4 
100.0 73.8 25.7 
100.0 77.8 20.9 
100.0 70.4 28.2 

100.0 83.4 15.8 
100.0 84.1 15.6 
100.0 85.8 13.3 
100.0 81.6 17.4 
100.0 78.1 21.5 

100.0 76.7 23.0 
100.0 63.8 36.2 
100.0 66.0 32.5 
100.0 71.6 27.8 
100.0 75.8 24.2 
100.0 56.2 42.9 

3,008 1,227

1,834 702

2>985 693


5,110 1,870

4,872 2,001

2,069 816

1,074 557

751 358


1,106 275

1,272 516

1,337 399

913 213

745 281


1,;3; 662

534


645 350

1,371 703

801 317

532 414


70.6 27.9


77.7 21.5

69.5 29.4

70.8 28.9

71.7 27.4

80.8 18.8


71.4 26.1

69.2 28.4

71.1 28.0

64.6 33.5

66.8 31.8


78.8 19.6

70.2 28.5

74.1 22.1

78.5 18.3

70.1 26.4


67.3 31.9

60.7 38.8

63.2 34.4

65.2 33.4

69.7 27.6

55.4 43.1


25
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Table 15. Number and percent distributionof persons in total population,by hospital and surgical insurance coverage ac­
cording to a~e and employment status: United States, July 1962 -JuIw 1963— 

~.ta me based & household intervimw of &o civilian, n.aninstit.ti.an.lpup.1.ti.n. ’13esurvey design, general q..lificati.ns, and informationon the mlidilitv of the mtimamq we 
Kivenin ADDendix”I. Definitions .ftakare eivenin A!mendixl~ 

Hospital insurance Surgical insurance Hospital insurance Surgical insurance

Age and employment 

status =EEf=i==Ei=FEII I I I , I 

All persOns-17+vears Number of persona in thousands Percent distribution 

Total 118 135 83,9311 33,510 77,268 38,821 100.0 II 71.0 28.4 65.4 32.9- — 
. 

Not in labor force 46,547 29,266 17,067 26,457 19,414 100.0 62.9 36.7 56.8 41.7 

In labor force 71,588 54,664 16,444 50,811 19,407 100.0 76.4 23,0 71.0 27.1 

Currentlyemployed--- 67,954 52,818 14,685 49,147 17,493 100.0 77.7 21.6 72.3 25.7 

Currentlyunemployed- 3,634 1,846 1,759 1,663 1,914 100.0 50.8 48.4 45.8 52.7 

17-24 years


12,237TOtal 18,930 

T
6,459 - 11 163 - 7 182 100.0 64.6 34.1 59.0 37.9 

Not in labor fOrce 7,175 4,530 2,573 4,146 2,822 100.0 63.1 35.9 57.8 39.3 
I 

In labor force 11,755 7,707 3,886 7,017 4,360 100.0 65.6 33.1 59.7 37.1 

Currently employed--- 10,509 7,085 3,274 6,453 3,701 100.0 67.4 31.2 61.4 35.2 

CurrentlyunemplOyed- 1,246 622 612 564 659 100.0 49.9 49.1 45.3 52.9 

25-44 years T 
-Total 45,353 34,602 10 526 32 584 12,065 100.0 76.3 23.2 71.8 26.6 

Not in labor force 14,149 10,164 3,937 9,580 4,399 100.0 71.8 27.8 67.7 31.1 

In labor fOrce 31,204 24,438 6,589 23,004 73666 100.0 78.3 21.1 73.7 24.6 

Currently employed--- 29,849 T23,793 5,894 22,412 6,930 100.0 79.7 19.7 75.1 23.2 

CurrentlyunemplOyed- 1,355 645 695 592 736 100.0 47.6 51.3 43.7 54.3 

45-64 years


Total 36,986 27,985 8,821 25 814 10 607 100.0 75.7 23.8 69.8 28.7- -

Not in labor force 11,689 7,712 3,923 6,988 4,539 100.0 66.0 33.6 59.8 38.8 

In labor fcmce 25,296 20,273 4,898 18,825 6>068 100.0 80.1 19.4 74.4 24.0 

19,764 4,486 18,378 5,598 100.0 81.1 18.4 75.4 23.0 

Currentlyunemployed- 924 509 412 447 470 100,0 55.1 44.5 48.4 50.9 

65+ years 

Total 16,866 7,707 8,967 100.0 54.0 45.7 - 45 7 ~ 
Not in labor fcmxe 13,533 5,743 7,654 100.0 50.7 49.0 42.4 56.6 

In labor fOrce 

Currentlyemployed---

CurrentlyunemplOyed-

3,333 

3,223 

109 

2,246 1,071 

2,176 1,031--L* 

1,964 

1,904 

60 

1,312 

1,264 

* 

100.0 

100.0 

67.4 

67.5 

32.1 

32.0 

;!,. 

58.9 

59.1 

54.9 

39.4 

39.2 

* 

Currently employed--- 24,373 T 
70


:.c.l.dcs~e~.cm.of ..kn,,.. ,ain.u~.”.. .Wt,>. 
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Table 16. Number and percent distribution of persons in the labor force, by hospital and surgical insurance coverage ac­

cording to occupation and employment status: United States, July 1962-June 1963


design, q.alificatims,
@atri W. bawd m ho.mhokl intmvimw of the civiIim, n.animtit.Limal population. Thesurvey general andinformation on the reliability of the estimates are 
eivenin ADDendix I. De finitions oftemsare aivenin Appendix U7 — 

Hospital insurance Surgical insurance Hospital insurance Surgical insura’lce


Occupation and emplq.­
munt status 

~‘: = 
All occupations Number of persons in thousands Percent distribution 

All pwsans------- 71,58{ 54,664 I 16,444 [ 50,8111 19,407 100.0 76.4[ 23.0 [ 71.0 27.1 

I 
Empluycd--------------- 67,951 52,818 14,685 49,147 17,493 100.0 77.7 21.61 72.3 25.7 

Un.smploycd 3,63( 1,846 1,759 1,663 1,914 100.0 50.8 48.4 45.8 52.7 

Prufcssinnol and

managers


All persons------ 16,15: 100.0 19.4 

)?mpluycd 15,84: & 100.0 -+--+-+ 19.0 

Uncmpl~ycd------------- 31: 198 111 180 124 100.0 63.51 35.7 I 57.7 39.8 

Cluricol and sales


All pwsons ------ 14,82[ 12,576 2,154 11,760 2,760 100.0 84.8 14.5 79.3 18.6 

‘8mpLuycd 14,21[ 12,168 1,960 11,393 2,534 100.0 85.6 13.8 80.1 17.8 

Llncmpluycd 61( 407 194 367 226 100.0 66.8 31.8 60.2 37.1 

P,mmurs md farm

m.nul
g,crs


t 
All pcrscms------ 12,12! 9,012 3,057 8,406 3,526 100.0 29.1 

Employ
(d--------------- 11,76S 8,827} 2,882 I 8,2411 3,333 100.0 28.3 

Uncmpky,ad------------- 36: 184 175 165 194 100.0 =Ht= 53.6 

C@r.ltiw and service 
wnrIusrs 

All pcrsOns------ 20,42; 100.0 75.3 24.1 69.9 28.3 

Iimpldyud 19,16! 100.0 77.1 22.3 71.7 26.5 

LInwq>layed 1,25; 100.0 47.9 51.8 43.1 56.1
+ 

Farm laborers 

413 1,092
All pcrs Ohs------ 1,511 

m’-
355 1,143 100.0 75.5 

Empkym.1--------------- 1,43: 400 1,025 344 1,073 100.0 74.9 

Ll,,c,npl.,ytid 81 14 68 11 70 100.0 86.2 

Prtvute household 

All persons ------ 2,252 100.0 53.5


Emplayccl--------------- 2,128 100.0 4---4=52.1 

Ihwwplcycd 124 34 89 28	i 100.0 77.7 
I ‘6 

hl.mvrti, uxcmt farm 1’,Indminn 

All pcrsnns ------ 3,60[ 2,154 1,414 1,966 1,554 100.0 43.1


Employ
we--------------- 3,21: 2,008 1,170 1,836 1,296 100.0 62.51 36.4 \ 57.1 40.3 

I!tlci,lpl u),cd 39! 145 244 130 257 100.0 36.7 61.7 I 32.8 65.0 

All nth,~r occupations 

All pwxcnw----- 67; 100.0 44.2 

Lmpkvvd 18: 100.0 31.5 

[I,,,,,,,,l,,>rud 491 -H-a--= 100.0 48.9 
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APPENDIX i 

TECHNiCAL NOTES ON METHODS 

Background af This Repari 

This report is one of a series of statistical reports 
prepared by the National Health Survey. It is based on 
information collected in a continuing nationwide sample 
of households in the Health Interview Survey, a major 
part of the program. 

The Health Interview Survey utilizes a questionnaire 
which, in addition to personal and demographic charac­

teristics, obtains information on illnesses, injuries, 

chronic conditions and impairments, and other health 
topics. ik data relating to each of these various broad 
topics are tabulated and analyzed, separate reports are 
issued which cover one or more of the specific 
topics. The present report is based on the consolidated 
sample for 52 weeks of interviewing ending June 1963. 

The population covered by the sample for the Health 
Interview Survey is the civilian, noninstitutional popu­
lation of the United States living at the time of the inter-
view. The sample does not include members of the 
Armed Forces, U.S. nationals living in foreign countricw, 
or crews of vessels. 

Statistical Design of the 

Health Interview Survey 

General plan.—The sampling plan of the survey 
follows a multistage probability design which permits 
a continuous sampling of the civilian population of the 
United States. The first stage of this design consists 
of drawing a sample of 357 from the 1,900 geographically 
defined primary sampling units (PSU’S) in which the 
United States has been divided. A PSU is a county, a 
group of contiguous counties or a standard metropolitan 
statistical area. 

With no loss in general understanding, the remaining 
stages can be combined and treated in this discussion 
as an ultimate stage. Within PSU’S then, ultima~e stage 
units called segments are defined in such a manner that 
each segment contains an expected nine households. A 
segment consists of a cluster of neighboring households 
or addresses. Each week a random sample of ahout 90 
segments is drawn. In the approximately 800 households 

in those segments, household members are interviewed 
concerning factors related to health. 

Since the household members interviewed each week 
are a representative sample of the population, samples 
for successive weeks can ba combined into larger sanl­
ples. Thus the design permits both continuous measure’ ­
ment of characteristics of high incidence or prevalence 
in the population, and through the larger consolidated 
samples, more detailed analysis of less common 
characteristics and smaller categories. The continuous 
collection has administrative and operational advantages 
as well as technical assets. sin& it permits field work 

to be handled with an experienced, stable staff. 
Sample size and geographic detail.-The national 

sample plan for the 12-month period ending June 1cWi3 
included about 134,000 persons from 42,000 households 
in about 4,700 segments. The overall sample was LIu­
sigtwd in such a fashion that tabulations can be providcid 
for each of the major geographic regions and for urban 
and rural sectors of the United States. 

Collection of data.— Field opc rations for the house-
hold survey are performed by the Bureau of the (lwsus 
under specifications established by the h’ational Centc r 
for Health Statistics. In accordance with these specifi­
cations, the Bureau of tbe Census selects the sample, 

conducts the field interviewing as an agent of the Center, 
and performs a manual edit and coding of the question­
naires. The Division of Health Interview Statistics, using 
Center electronic computers, carries out further editing 

and tabulates the edited data. 
Estimating methods .— Each statistic produced by 

the survey-for example, the percent of persons with 
hospital insurance in a specified period—is the result 
of two stages of ratio estimation. In the first of these, 
the control factor is the ratio of the 1960 decennial 
population count to the 1960 estimated population in thu 
National Health Survey’s first-stage sample of I’SU’S. 
These factors arc applied for some 2.5 color- twsiduncc 

classes. 
Later, ratios of sample-produced estimat~’s of tlw 

population to official Bureau of thu Census fi.gurc”s for 
current population in about 60 age-sex-color classes 
are computed and serve as second-stage factors for 
ratio estimating. 

The effect of the ratio estimating process is to make 

the sample more closely representative of the population 
by age,sex,color, and residence, thus reducing sampling 

rariance. 
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~\s notmi, each week’s sample represents the popu-

Lt[icm living during that week and characteristics of that 
]WIIIUIU tion. Consolidation of samples over a time period, 
My u calendar quarter, produces estimates of average 
characteristics of the ,U.S. population for that calendar 

quwftcr. Similarly, population orprevalence data fora 
yL’;l r iIre uverages of the four quarterly figures. 

General Qualifications 

Nonresponse. —Data were adjusted for nonresponse 
by a procedure which imputes to persons in a household 
which was notinterviewed thecharacteristics of persons 
in households in the same segment which were inter-
viewed, The total noninterview rate was 5 percent; 1 
percent was refusal, and the remainder was primarily 
due to the failure to find any eligible household re­
spondent at home after repeated trials. 

The interview process .—The statistics presented 
in this report are based on replies secured in interviews 
of persons in the sampled households. Each person 19 
years of age and over, available at the time of interview, 
was interviewed individually. Proxy respondents within 
the household were employed for children and for adults 
not available at the time of the interview, provided the 
respondent was closely related to the person about whom 

in fortmttion was being obtained. 
There are limitations to the accuracy of diagnostic 

md other information collected in household interviews. 
For diagnostic information, the household respondent 
can, at best, pass on to the interviewer only the infer ­

mi~tion the physician has given to the family. For con­
ditions not medically attended, diagnostic information 
is oftcm no more than a description of symptoms. How-
ever, other facts, such as the number of disability days 

caused by the condition, can be obtained more accurately 
from household members ttian from any other source 
since only the persons concerned are in a position to 
report this information. 

Rounding of numbers. —The original tabulations on 
which the data in this report are based show all esti­
mates to the nearest whole unit. All consolidations were 
made from the original tabulations using the estimates 
to the nearest unit. In the final published tables, the 
figures are rounded to the nearest thousand, although 
these me not necessarily accurate to that detail. De-

rived statistics, such as rates and percent distributions, 
arc computed after the estimates on which these are 
hosed have been rounded to the nearest thousand. 

Population figures. —Some of the published tables 
include population figures for specified categories. Ex­
cept for certain overall totals by age and sex, which are 
adjusted to independent official estimates, these figures 
are bws.ed on the sample of households in the National 
Health Survey. These population data are given primarily 
to provide denominators for rate computation, and for 
this purpose are more appropriate for use with the 
accompanying measures of health characteristics than 

ooo 

are other population data that may be available. With 

the c’xception of the overall totals by age and sex, 
mentioned above, the population figures differ from 
corresponding figures (which are derived from different 
sources ) published in reports of the Bureau of the Cen­
sus. For population data for general use, official esti­
mates are presented in Bureau of the Census reports 
in the P-20, P-25, and P-60 series. 

Reliability of Estimates 

Since the estimates are based on a sample, they 
will differ somewhat from the figures that would have 
been ob?ained if a complete census had been taken using 
the same schedules, instructions, and interviewing 
personnel and procedures. As in any survey, the results 
are also subject to measurement error. 

The standard error is primarily a measure of 

sampling variability, that is, the variations that might 
occur by chance because only a sample of the population 
is surveyed. As calculated for this report, the standard 
error also reflects part of the variation which arises 

in the measurement process. It does not include esti­
mates of any biases which might lie in the data. The 
chances are about 68 out of 100 that an estimate from 
the sample would differ from a complete census by less 
than the standard error. The chances are about 95 out 
of 100 that the difference would be less than twice the 
standard error and about 99 out of 100 that it would be 
less than 2% times as large. 

The relative standard error of an estimate is 

obtained by dividing the standard error of the estimate 
by the estimate itself and is expressed as a percentage 
of the estimate. Included in this Appendix are charts 
from which the relative standard errors can be de­

termined for estimates shown in the report. In order 
to derive relative errors which would be applicable 
to a wide variety of health statistics and which could 
be prepared at a moderate cost, a number of approxi­
mations were required. As a result, the charts provide 
an estimate of the approximate relative standard error 
rather than the precise error for any specific aggregate 
or percentage. 

Although the Health Interview Survey has identified 
severaI classes of statistics for the purposes of ob­
taining approximate standard errors, this report made 
use of only one class of data (i.e., narrow range-type 

A). Data classified as narrow range-type A consist of 
those statistics which estimate a population attribute. 

The standard errors appropriate for the estimates 
of the number of persons with a certain population 
attribute, e.g,, the number of persons with hospital 
insurance coverage, are found on page 30 as curve 

A4AN. Standard errors appropriate for the percent of 
persons with a certain population attribute, e.g., the 
number of persons with surgical insurance coverage, 

are found on page 31 as curve P4AN-M 

— 
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Relative standard errors for aggregatesbased on four qmrbers of data coUection 
for data of all types and. ranges 

700 1,i500 10:000 100,006 

Size of estimate (in thousands)


Example of use of chart: An aggregateof 2,000,000 (on scale at bottom of chart) for a

Narrow range Type A statistic (code:AUN) has a relative standard error of 3.6 percent,

(read from scale at left side of chart), or a standard error of 72,000 (3.6percent of 
2,000,000). For a Wide range Type B statistic (code:A4BW), an aggregateof 6,000,000has 
a relative error of 16.0 percent or a standard error of 960,000 (16 nercent of 6.000.000).. . . . . 
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Relative Btandard errors for percentagm$ based on four quarters of data ccfllection 
for type A data, Narrow and Medium range 

(Base of percentageshown on curves h miUions) 

$’ 
* 

$! 

Estimatedpercentage


Example of uee of chart: An estimate of 20 percent (on scale at bottcm of chart)based on 
an est-te of 10,000,000 has a relative standard error of 3.2 percent (readfrcm the 
scale at the left side of the chart),the point at which the curve for a base of 10,000,000 
intersectsthe verticalline for 20 percent. Tne standarderror in percentagepoints is 
equal to 20 percent X 3.2 peroent or 0.64 percentagepoints. 
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APPENDIX II


DEFINITIONS OF CERTAIN TERMS USED IN THIS REPORT


Health insurance is anyplan specifically designed 
to pay all or part of the medical or hospital expenses 
of the insured individual. The insurance can be either 
a group or an individual policy with the premiums 
paid by the individual, his employer, a third party or 
a combination of these. Benefits received under the 
plan can be in the form of payment to the individual or 
to the hospital or doctor. However, the plan must be a 
formal one with defined membership and benefits rather 
than an informal one. For example, an employer simply 
paying the hospital bill for an employee would not 
constitute a health insurance plan. 

For the National Health Survey, health insurance 
excludes the following kinds of plans: (1) plans limited 
to the “dread diseases ,“ such as cancer and polio; 
(2) free care such as public assistance or public welfare, 
care given free of charge to veterans, care given under 
Uniformed Services Dependents Medical Care Program, 
care given under the Crippled Children or similar 
programs, and care of persons admitted for research 
purposes; (3) insurance which pays bills only for ac­
cidents, such as liability insurance held by a car or 
property owner, insurance that covers children for 
accidents at school or camp, and insurance for a worker 
that covers him only for accidents, injuries, 01-diseases 
incurred on the job; and (4) insurance which pays only 
for loss of income. 

Kind of Coverage 

Hospital. -hmurance which pays all or part of 
the hospital bill for the hospitalized person. Byhospital 
bill is meant only the bill submitted by the hospital 
itself, not the doctor’s or surgeon’s bill or the bill for 
special nurses. Such a bill always includes the cost of 
room and meals and may also include the costs of other 
services such as operating room, laboratory tests, and 
X-rays. 

Surgical. —Insurance which pays in whole or part 
the bill of the doctor or surgeon for an operation 
whether performed in a hospital or in the doctor’s 
office. Insurance which pays the cost of visits to a 
doctor’s office for postoperative care is included as 
surgical insurance. 

Terms Relating to Iiospitolization 

Hospital episode. —A hospital episode is any con. 
tinuous period of stay of 1 or more nights in a hospital 
as an inpatient, except the period of stay of a well, new. 
born infant. 

Hospital.-A hospital is defined as any institution 
meeting one of the following criteria: (1) named in the 
listing of hospitals in the current Guide Issue of 
Hospitals, the Journal of the American Hospitol ,\s­
sociation; (2) named in the listing of hospitals in the 
Directories of the American Osteopathic Hospital 
Association; or (3) named in the annual inventory of 
hospitals and related facilities submitted by the States 
to the Division of Hospital and h4edical Facilities of 
the Public Health Service in conjunction with the Hill-
Burton program. 

Short-stay hospital .—A short-stay hospital is one 
for which the type of service is general: maternity; cye, 
ear, nose, and throat; children’s; osteopathic hospital; 
or hospital department of an institution. 

Hospital day.—) 1 hospital day is a day on which a 
person is confined to a hospital. The day is counted as 
a hospital day only if th~ patient st~ys overnight. 

Estimates of the total number of hospital days are 
derived by summing the days for all completed hospital 
episodes. 

Average number of hospital days per person per 
~r.– The average number of hospital days per person 
per year is computed by dividing the total number of 
hospital days within a given year for a specified group 
by the total number of persons with completed hospital 
episodes in that same group. 

Demographic and Economic Terms 

“&.– The age recorded for each person is the age 
at last birthday. Age is recorded in single yetirs and 
grouped in a variety of distributions depending upon the 
purpose of the table. 

~.—The population is divided into two groups 
according to race, “white” and “nonwhite.” hlonwhlte 
includes Negro, American Indian, Chinese, J apanr sc, 
and so forth. h4exican persons are included with whitu 
unless definitely known to be Indian or other nonwhite 

race. 
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Marital status .—Marital status is recorded only for 
persons 17 years of age or older. The marital status 
categories in this report are as follows: 

Under 17 includes allpersons aied O-16regardless 
of their marital status.

Married includes all married persons not separated

from their spouse. Persons with common-law mar­

riage are considered as married.

Never married includes persons who were never

married and persons whose only marriage was

:mnulled.

Separated includes married persons who have a

legal separation or who have parted because of

other reasons. This does not include thos,epersons

separated from their spouses because of the cir­

cumstances of their employment or service in the

Armed Forces; these persons are considered mar­

rieil.

Widowed and divorced include respectively all

persons who said they were either widowed or

legaIly divorced.

In the labor force .—Includes all persons 17 years


and olilcr who worked at or hada job or business or 
wmw looking for work or on layoff from work during 
the 2-week period prior to the week of interview. The 
labor force consists of persons currently employed and 
those not employed, as defined below. 

Currently employ ed. —Includes persons 17 
years of age or over who reported that at any time 
during the 2-week period covered by the interview 
they either worked at or had a job or business.

Current employment includes paid work as an

employee of someone else, self-employment in

business, farming, or professional practice, and

unpaid work in a family business or farm, Persons

who were temporarily absent from their job or

business because of a temporary illness, vacation,

strike, or bad weather are considered as currently

employed if they expected to work as soon as the

particular event causing their absence no longer

existed,

Free-lonce workers are considered as having a job

if they had a definite arrangement with one or more

employers to work for pay according to a weekly

or monthly schedule, either full time or part time.

Excluded from the currently employed population

urc’ such persons who have no definite employment

schedule but who work only when their services are

needed.

/\ lso excluded from the currently employed popu­

lation are (1) persons receiving revenue from an

enterprise in whose operation they did not partici­

pate, (2) persons doing housework or charity

work for which they received no pay, and (3)


seasonal workers during the unemployment season. 

Currently unemployed. —This category in­
cludes persons 17 years and over who, during the 
2-week period prior to interview, did not work or 
had no job or business but were looking for work, 
and those who had a job but were on layoff or look­
ing for work. 
Persons not in the labor force .—Persons not in the 

labor force are all persons under 17 years of age, and 
other persons who did not, at any time during the 2-
week period covered by the interview, have a job or 
business, were not looking for work, and were not on 
layoff from a job. In general, persons excluded from 
the labor force are: children under 17, retired persons, 
the physically handicapped unable to work, and house-
wives or charity workers who receive no pay. 

Occupation. —A person’s occupation maybe defined 
as his principal job or business. For the purposes of 
this survey, the principal job or business is defined in 
the following ways: for a person who worked during the 
2-week-reference period of the interview, or who had a 
job or business, the question concerning his occupation 
(or what kind of work he was doing) refers to his job 
during that period; for a person with more than one job, 
this question refers to the job at which he spends the 
most time, or if equal time is spent at both jobs, it re­
fers to the job the person considers most importan~ for 
a person who has not started work on a new job, or is 
looking for work, or on layoff from work, this question 
refers to his last full-time civilian job. A full-time job 
is defined as one at which the person spent 35 or more 
hours per week and which lasted 2 consecutive weeks or 
more. A person who has a job to which he has not yet 
reported, and has never had a previous job or business, 
is classified as a “new worker. ” 

Residence. —‘lhe classification of urban-rural 
areas used in the Health Interview Survey is the same 
as that used in the 1960 Census. The detailed definition 
is explained in Health Survey Procedure: Concepts, 
Questionnaire Development, and Definitions in the Health 
Interview Survey, Series 1, No. 2. 

Standard metropolitan statistical areas .—The defi­
nitions and titles of standard metropolitan statistical 
areas (SMSA) and consolidated areas (of New York City 
and Chicago) are established by the U.S. Bureau of the 
Budget with the advice of the Federal Committee on 
Standard h4etropolitan Statistical Areas. In this report, 
we have included data on the 21 largest Sh4SA’s ac­
cording to the 1960 Census. 

JE@Y —For the purpose of classifying the popu­
lation by geographic area, the States are grouped into 
four regions. These regions, which correspond to those 
used by the Bureau of the Census, are as follows: 
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-----------

----------

A!%@ 

Northeast 

North Central-­

South 

West 

States Included 

Maine, New Hampshire. Vermont.

Massachusetts, Rhode Island,

Connecticut, New York, New

Jersey, Pennsylvania

Michigan, Ohio, Indiana, Illinois,

Wisconsin, Minnesota, Iowa,

Missouri, North Dakota, South

Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas

Delaware, Maryland, District of

Columbia, Virginia, West Virginia,

North Carolina, South Carolina,

Georgia, Florida, Kentucky,

Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi,

Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma,

Texas

h40ntana, Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado,

New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, Nevada,

Alaska, Washington, Oregon,


California, Hawaii


Family and Related Terms 

Education of family head or of unrelated indi­

viduals .—Each member of a family is classified ac­
cording to the education of the head of the family of 
which he is a member. Within the household all persons 
related to each other by blood, marriage, or adoption 
constitute a family. Unrelated individuals are classified 
according to their own education. 

The categories of education status show the highest 
grade of school completed. Only grades completed in 
regular schools, where persons are given a formal 
education, are included. A “regular” school is one which 
advances a person toward an elementary or high school 
diploma, or a college, university, or professional 
school degree. Thus, education in vocational, trade, or 

business schools outside the regular school system is 
not counted in determining the highest grade of school 
completed. 

Income of family or unrelated individuals .—Each 
member of a family is classified according to the total 
income of the family of which he is a member. Unre­
lated individuals are classified according to their own 
income. 

The income recorded is the total of all income 
received by members of the family (or by an unrelated 
individual) in the 12-month period ending with the week 
of interview. Income from all sources is included, e.g., 

wages, salaries, rents from property, pensions, help 
from relatives, and so forth. 

Long-term Disability 

Chronic activity limitation.— Chronic activity Iimi.. 
tation is ascertained for all persons with one or mort 
chronic conditions. These persons are divided intc, 
‘categories according to the extent to which their ac ­
tivities are limited as a result of the conditions. 

Since the major activities of housewives onc 
workers and other persons differ, a different set 01 
criteria is used to determine the amount of reduction 
of major activity for each group. However, there is u 
general similarity between the criteria as will be seen 
in the description of the categories that follows: 

Limitation of activity .—Inability to carry on major 
activity, or limited in amount or kind of ma jor activity, 
or limited in recreational or community activities. 

Children:	 inability to engage in school or 
preschool activities, limited 

in amount or kind of such ac ­
tivities, or otherwise lim itcd. 

Housewives: inability to do any housework, 
or limited in amount or kind of 
housework, or limited in ret-l 
reational or commun”ty LIC­
tivities. 

Workers and all 

other adult 
persons:	 inability to work at a job or 

business, or limited in amount 
of work or kind of employrncnt, 
or limited in recreational or 
community activities. 

ATo limitation of activity. — No limitation as dc -

scribed above. 

Chronic condition .—A condition is considercdtolw 
chronic if (1) it is described by the respondent in tc rm~ 
of one of the chronic diseases on a “Check List of 
Chronic Conditions” or in terms of one of the types of 
impairments on a “Check List of Impzirtmmts, ” or (2 j 
the condition is described by the respondent LIS huving 

been first noticed more than 3 months before thu WCWk 
of the interview. Conditions included on the chcwk lists 
are shown in the report, Health Survey Proctidur~ , 
Series 1. No. 2. 

Persons with chronic conditions .—The estim:it~ L[ 

number of persons with chronic conditions is bWL’L\ m 

the number of persons who at the time of the intcrvi~,:v 
were reported to have one or more chronic conditions. 

ooo — 
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APPENDIX Ill 

QUESTIONNAIRE ITEMS REFERRING TO HEALTH INSURANCE 

1s. (.) I hav. .om. qu.stt. nsabout h.olth l..ura.c.. We don’t w..+ m Include l..ur . . . . th.f PW. fJNf-y f.r 
accld.nt., but w. or. Im.r. steal In all other kind.. Dc. you, your --, of.., have lnsura.c. thot pay. .11 or pad 
of th. bills wh.. y.. go to the h..pltol? 

If “Yw+” ask: 

(b) Who 1. c.v.r.d by hospital t...rcm?.? (Check the ‘ ‘Yes” box i. 18(.) for each person covered) 

(.) what Is th* n.m. of th. plan (or pluns)? A.Y other pl.ns? 

19. (o) Excl.ding 1“..ronee that pay. ONLY far occident., d. y.., your --, etc. hove !.sur.n.. that pays .[1 or port of	 O Yes o No .—___— ————---—-
tho	 surgeon’s bill for an operation? Nwneof plan(s) 

If “YCS, ” nskl 

(b) Who Is c.v.r.d by Insurance for surgeons’ bills? (Check the “Y..” box in 19(a) for each person covered) 

(c) What IS th. nama .{ the plan (or plan.)? Any other pt...? 
t 

o Ym o No 
20,	 (a) 0. you, your --, t.., hav. Insur.nc. thmt pays any part of doctor.’ bills for hem. ..[1s ond office VISNS? . ----- —--------

Name of pk.(.) 

If “Yes, ” ask: 

(b) W%. 1. ..v.r.d by Insurance for d.ctcw.” bills? (Check the “Y..” box i“ 20(.) for each person covered) 

(c) Whmt 1s th. n.m. of th. plan (or plons)? Any other plans? 1.----- —-- ———---
(d) Does It (.ach plan) pay for home calls o.d office visit. for most kind. of sickness? I-J Yes o No 1 
N! ’TIi: Compl@tc questionnaire usrrl[l~iring inter\, ie\~ period July 19ff2-June l!IC? mny be found in Serirs lC. Ao. 5. 
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APPENDIX IV


NOTES ON HEALTH INSURANCE DATA


During July-December 1959 information on health 
insurance coverage was collected on an experimental 
basis in the Health Interview Survey. The original pur­
pose of this project was to provide information which 
could be used in determining the form of the questions 
and procedures to be used in collecting future data on 
health insurance. However, due to the pressing need 
for data on the extent ofinsurance coverage bypopu­
lation characteristics in the country, estimates based 
on the pilot project were published in Interim Report 
on Health insurance, Series B, No. 26. 

Because of the exploratory nature of the data col­
lected in 1959, special collection procedures were used 
which produced estimates that are not strictly com­
parable to those shown in the present report. The 
following paragraphs describe some of the factors, 
most of which are related to methods of collection, that 
affect the comparability of the two sets of rates. 

1. Because the 1963 estimates were based on a 
year of data collection, while the 1959 estimates com­
prised only 6 months of data, the more recent figures 
have, in general, greater stability. 

2. In the collection of the 1959 data, only heads of 
reporting units (see page 63, Series B, No. 26 for 
definition) were acceptable respondents. If the head of 
the reporting unit was one of the adults present at the 
time of interview, the health insurance information was 
obtained from him by direct interview; if he was not 
present, the interviewer left Form NHS-3a (fig. 1, page 
64, Series B, No. 26) to be completed and submitted by 
mail. This prccedure restdted in some of the data being 
obtained by direct interview and the remainder by self-
enumeration. In the 1963 survey, all health insurance 
information was obtained by direct interview, since an 
eligible respondent for the basic questionnaire infor­
mation was also an acceptable respondent for the in­
surance coverage questions (see fig. 2, Series 10, No. 
2). 

3. The percentage of “unknown” insurance cover-
age status was about the same for both collection 
periods. However, the 1959 data were subject to an 
additional source of measurement error introduced by 
the nonresponse to the self-enumeration forms. In 
computing this coverage rate, the nonresponse group, 

amounting to 3.7 percent of the total sample, together 
with the “unknowns” in each of the types of insurance 
coverages, was allocated to the coverage status groups 
in the same proportion as those for which coverage 
status was known. In the present report, the number and 
percent of persons for whom insurance coverage status 
was unknown can be determined by adding the persons 
with coverage to those without, and subtracting the sum 
from the “total persons” column. 

The coverage rates for hospital and surgical in­
surance were higher during the most recent collection 
period. However, the extent to which the different 
methods of collection or allocations of unknowns are 
responsible to some degree for the differences in cover-
age is unknown. 

Another factor, unrelated to the method of col­
lection, affects the comparability of the hospital and 
surgical insurance coverage rates for the two periods by 
residence. In 1959, residents of rural-farm areas were 
defined as those who were reported as living on a farm 
or ranch. For the 1960 Decennial Census, the Bureau of 
the Census developed a definition for rural-farm 
residents based on land usage, i.e., persons living on 
places comprising 10 or more acres with farm prod­
ucts amounting to at least $50, or persons living on 
smaller acreages with farm products amounting to at 
least $250. This definition was adapted by the Health 
Interview Survey in the classification of the population 
by residence in the processing of health insurance 
coverage data collected during 1963. 

A further change in the data processing that 
affected the comparability of the insurance coverage 
was the adjustment of the collected material in 19M 
to the urban-rural distribution of the population in 
accordance with the 1960 Census. Sixty percent of the 
1959 population was defined as urban. However, due to 
growth in the areas that were previously classific’d as 
urban, or to the reclassification of formerly rural 
territory as urban, 69 percent of the 1%3 population 
was defined as urban. 

The net result of the definitional changes in resi­
dence in relation to population distribution was the 
classification to nonfarm of a group of persons who in 
1959 were classified as farm, and u reclassification 
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tourlxm of persons whowerelivingin areas considered because many of the older persons do not produce 
priorto 1960 as rural-nonfarm areas. crops on their land and are thus shifted to the rural-

In relation to the health insurance coverage, the nonfarm population. This would add a disproportionate 
:~bove definitional changes affected the rates in such a number of older farm people, who have poor coverage, 
way thot both the urban- anti rural-farm rates went into the rural-nonfarm population and thus reduce 
up (us one would expect from 1959 to 1963), but the the coverage rate. 
rurol-nonfarm rates went down. This is probably 

000 
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