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National Medical Care Utilization
and Expenditure Survey

The National Medical Care Utilization and Expenditure
Survey (NMCUES) is a unique source of detailed national
estimates on the utilization of and expenditures for various
types -of medical care. NMCUES is designed to be directly
responsive to the continuing need for statistical information
on health care expenditures associated with health services
utilization for the entire U.S. population.

NMCUES will produce comparable estimates over time
for evaluation of the impact of legislation and programs
on health status, costs, utilization, and illness-related behavior
in the medical care delivery system. In addition to national
estimates for the civilian noninstitutionalized population, it
will also provide separate estimates for the Medicaid-eligible
populations in four States.

The first cycle of NMCUES, which covers calendar year
1980, was designed and conducted as a collaborative effort
between the National Center for Health Statistics, Public
Health Service, and the Office of Research and Demonstra-
tions, Health Care Financing Administration. Data were ob-
tained from three survey components. The first was a national
household survey and the second was a survey of Medicaid
enrollees in four States (California, Michigan, Texas, and
New York). Both of these components involved five interviews
over a period of 15 months to obtain information on medical

care utilization and expenditures and other health-related infor-
mation. The third component was an administrative records
survey that verified the eligibility status of respondents for
the Medicare and Medicaid programs and supplemented the
household data with claims data for the Medicare and Medicaid
populations.

Data collection was accomplished by Research Triangle
Institute, Research Triangle Park, N.C., and its subcontrac-
tors, the National Opinion Research Center of the University
of Chicago, Ill., and SysteMetrics, Inc., Berkeley, Calif.,
under Contract No. 233-79-2032.

Co-Project Officers for the Survey were Robert R.
Fuchsberg of the National Center for Health Statistics (NCHS)
and Allen Dobson of the Health Care Financing Administration
(HCFA). Robert A. Wright of NCHS and Larry Corder of
HCFA also had major responsibilities. Daniel G. Horvitz
of Research Triangle Institute was the Project Director primar-
ily responsible for data collection, along with Associate Project
Directors Esther Fleishman of the National Opinion Research
Center, Robert H. Thornton of Research Triangle Institute,
and James S. Lubalin of SysteMetrics, Inc. Barbara Moser
of Research Triangle Institute was the Project Director primar-
ily responsible for data processing.
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Family Use of
Health Care:
United States, 1980

By Marvin Dicker, Ph.D.,

National Center for Health Statistics,
and Jonathan H. Sunshine, Ph.D.,
Applied Management Sciences, Inc.

Executive Summary

Information on families’ use of health care in 1980
is presented in this report. The data discussed here were
gathered in the national household sample of the National
Medical Care Utilization and Expenditure Survey. In
this sample, information was collected on health prob-
lems, health care received, expenditures for care, health
insurance, and related topics throughout calendar year
1980 from approximately 6,800 families in the U.S.
civilian noninstitutionalized population. (The report en-
tirely excludes families with military heads, even if they
have civilian members.)

For this report, a family was initially defined as
(1) two or more persons living together who were related
by either blood, marriage, adoption, or a formal foster
care relationship or (2) a single person living outside
such relationships. But because these data were collected
across an entire year, the important concept of “longitudi-
nal family” was developed. This concept was necessary
to deal with the fact that the composition of a family
could change over time and that families could come
into existence and go out of existence over time. As
the data are based on this dynamic concept of families,
all measures of the use of health services are calculated
in annual rates.

Family data are important for understanding the
health care system because decisions to seek and use
health care are usually family decisions, health care
is usually paid for out of family resources, and family
distributions for health-related variables differ from the

NOTE: The authors are grateful for the support received during all stages
of the preparation of this report from our colleagues at both the National
Center for Health Statistics and Applied Management Sciences, Inc. At the
National Center for Health Statistics, Gretchen K. Jones did special and
innovative programming, Robert J. Casady consulted and advised on difficult
problems of weighting and estimation, and Rolfe Larson and Margot Brown
were exceptionally helpful as table editors and text consultants. Robert A.
Wright and Mary Grace Kovar also made important contributions to this
report.

At Applied Management Sciences, Inc., Alfred J. Meltzer and Colleen
Goodman provided executive management, skillfully making the firm’s re-
sources available to meet the changing needs of the project. Alan Cohen
provided a unique combination of programming skills and statistical knowledge
as the staff member principally responsible for data processing. Dr. Robert
Clickner acted as statistical consultant for most of the project, and Jan Edelmon
served as research assistant throughout. Dorothy Kennedy and Celestine Darby
gave yeoman service in word processing, including the demanding work
of table preparation.

distributions found for individuals. Data on both multi-
ple-person families (families that averaged 1.5 persons
or more during the year) and one-person families
(families that averaged less than 1.5 persons during the
year) are presented in this report. Only findings for
multiple-person families, however, are addressed in this
section. It is multiple-person families that are usually
referred to in discussions of families by both the general
public and professional social scientists.

General Findings

¢ The burden of illness in the U.S. population, as
measured by poor or fair health on a scale of per-
ceived health status, is much more widespread among
families than among individuals. For example, 25
percent of families with all members under 65 years
of age had a member whose health was rated fair

or poor, compared with 10 percent of all persons
under 65.

*  The completeness of health care coverage (by a pub-
lic coverage program or by private health insurance)
also differed between families and individuals. Again
comparing persons and families under 65 years of
age, 29 percent of families had members without
full-year coverage, compared with 19 percent of per-
sons without such coverage.

Percent Using Care

» Families most likely to use inpatient hospital care
were families that had an unstable head-spouse struc-
ture over the year (54 percent using inpatient hospital
care), families with a member whose perceived
health status was rated poor (51 percent); and families
whose members in aggregate spent a total of 20
or more days in bed in 1980 because of illness
or injury (60 percent).

» Families most likely to use hospital outpatient or

emergency room care were those whose members
in aggregate had a total of 20 or more bed days



in 1980 (79 percent), those with five or more mem-
bers (78 percent), and those with an unstable head-
spouse structure (72 percent).

Families most likely to use dental care were those
with 1980 income of $35,000 or more (88 percent),
those with a head, spouse, and child (81 percent),
those with two or more full-year workers (80 per-
cent), and those with all members having full-year
health care coverage solely from private insurance
(80 percent).

Ambulatory physician care was used by 93 percent
of families. Relatively little variation existed among
family categories in the percent using this form of
care.

Similarly, 93 percent of families acquired a prescrip-
tion medication at least once during 1980. Again,
relatively little difference was found among family
categories.

Quantity of Care Used: Average Use

Of families that used inpatient hospital services,
those types of families whose average use was among
the highest, as measured by the average aggregate
number of days spent in the hospital by all family
members, were families with an unstable head-
spouse structure (mean 26 days), families with a
member rated as having poor perceived health status
(mean 21 days), and families with a member who
could not perform a usual activity (mean 20 days).

Of families that used hospital outpatient or
emergency room care, those types of families whose
average use was among the highest, as measured
by the average aggregate number of hospital outpa-
tient and emergency room visits for all family mem-
bers, were families with a member rated in poor
health (mean 7 visits) and those with an unstable
head-spouse structure (mean 7 visits).

Of families that used dental care, those types of
families whose average use was among the highest,
as measured by the average aggregate number of
dental visits for all family members, were families
with five members or more (mean 9 visits), families
with a head, spouse, and child (mean 8 visits), and
families with income of $35,000 or more (mean
8 visits).

Of families that used ambulatory physician care,
those types of families whose average use was among
the highest, as measured by the average aggregate
number of visits for all family members, were
families whose members in aggregate had more than
20 bed days (mean 16 visits), families with a member
rated in poor health (mean 16 visits), and families
with a member unable to perform a usual activity
(mean 15 visits).

Of families that acquired prescription medications,
those types of families whose average use was among
the highest, as measured by the average aggregate
number of prescription acquisitions for all family
members, were families with 2 member rated in
poor health (mean 31 acquisitions), families with
a member unable to perform a usual activity (mean
28 acquisitions), families with members covered by
a combination of Medicare and private insurance
(mean 26 acquisitions), and families with a member
65 years of age and over (mean 25 acquisitions).

Quantity of Care Used: Extremely
High Use

Another factor that distinguishes types of families

from one another is the amount of use incurred by the
10 percent of the population with the highest use. This
extremely high use is measured in the detailed tables
by the amount of use found at the 90th percentile of
the population for each type of family. The following
types of families are the highest users among all ex-
tremely high user families:

Of families that used inpatient hospital services, ex-
tremely high users were families with an unstable
head-spouse structure (58 days or more in the hospi-
tal), families with a member 65 years of age and
over (52 days or more), and families with a member
whose health status was rated poor (52 days or more).

Of families that used hospital outpatient and
emergency room care, extremely high users were
families with an unstable head-spouse structure (17
visits or more), families with a member rated in
poor health (15 visits or more), and families with
a member unable to perform a usual activity (14
visits or more).

Of families that used dental care, extremely high
users were families of races other than white or
black (22 visits or more), families with an average
size of five or more (22 visits or more), and families
with an income of $35,000 or more (18 visits or
more).

Of families that used ambulatory physician care,
extremely high users were families with a member
rated in poor health (33 visits or more), families
whose members in aggregate had more than 20 bed
days (31 visits or more), and families with a member
unable to perform a usual activity (31 visits or more).

Of families that used prescription medications, ex-
tremely high users were families with a member
rated in poor health (65 acquisitions or more),
families with a member unable to perform a usual
activity (59 acquisitions or more), families with
members covered by a combination of medicare and
private insurance (59 acquisitions or more), and



families with a member 65 years of age or over
(57 acquisitions or more).

Other Findings

Among families with all members under 65 years
of age, families with no health care coverage used
less health care than did families with either partial
or full health care coverage.

Among families with all members under 65 years
of age and all members having full-year health care
coverage, a number of interesting patterns of associa-
tion were found between family characteristics and
use of health care in 1980.

—Generally, a positive relationship was found be-
tween family size and the percent of families using
each type of care. However, among families that
used care, no consistent relationship was found
between family size and the quantity of care used.

—Among families headed by a husband and wife,
those with children were more likely than those
without children to use each form of health care.
However, among families that used each form
of care, no single pattern was found with respect
to the quantity of care used.

—The relationship between family income relative
to the poverty level and use of care was variable.
For hospital inpatient care and hospital outpatient
and emergency room care, families were generally
less likely to use care the further they were above
the poverty level. For dental care, the pattern
was the reverse.

—Families that did not exist for the entire survey
year or that experienced a change in composition
during the year were almost twice as likely to
use hospital inpatient care as were stable families.
For other types of health care, there was generally
little or no difference between the two categories.



Introduction

This is the first in a series of descriptive reports
dealing with families’ use of and expenses for health
care in the United States during 1980. Data are presented
on the use of five major types of health care: hospital
inpatient care, ambulatory physician care, hospital outpa-
tient and emergency room care, dental care, and the
acquisition of prescription medicines. Other types of
health care, such as long-term care, are not discussed.
In other descriptive reports in this series, data will be
presented on family out-of-pocket and total expenses
for health care.

Data presented in this report are from the National
Medical Care Utilization and Expenditure Survey
(NMCUES). In NMCUES, information was collected
on health problems, health care received, expenditures
for care, health insurance, and related topics. Data were
obtained throughout calendar year 1980 from a sample
of the U.S. civilian noninstitutionalized population.
NMCUES included both a national household sample
encompassing approximately 6,800 families and four
State Medicaid samples. All information in this report
is based on the national household sample. Detailed
technical information on the sample, estimation proce-
dures, and measurement procedures can be found in
Appendixes I and II.

NMCUES differs from most surveys of health in
that it was a panel (or longitudinal) survey. Altogether,
either four or five interviews, approximately 3 months
apart, were conducted with each family in the sample
from early 1980 to early 1981. In each interview, infor-
mation on all family members was gathered, usually
from a single family respondent.

Definition of the Family

Because NMCUES is a longitudinal survey covering
an entire year, the important concept of longitudinal
family was developed to deal with the facts that the
composition of a family can change over time and that
families come into existence and go out of existence
over time. The concept of longitudinal family used in
this report is presented in detail in Appendix I. In brief,
and simplified, it is as follows.

At a point in time, a family is defined as a group
of persons sharing a common housing unit and related

by blood, marriage, adoption, or a formal foster care
relationship. An unmarried student 17-22 years of age
living away from home is also considered part of a
family.

When an initially sampled family had a change in
membership during 1980, the prechange and postchange
groups were considered the same family if and only
if the “majority” of members of the prechange group
became members of the postchangé group and the
“majority” of members of the postchange group had
previously been members of the prechange group. For
the purpose of counting a “majority,” persons moving
into or out of the sample universe—namely, the universe
of civilian noninstitutionalized persons resident in the
United States—were omitted from the count. Thus, for
example, persons born, dying, or moving into or out
of institutions or the military were omitted from the
count.

Only families with civilian heads are included in
this report. Data on families with military heads, even
though they had civilian members, were omitted. Data
were not collected on the health care use of military
heads of family, and inclusion of these families would
have led to other anomalies as well. This omission elimi-
nates approximately 0.7 percent of families in the
NMCUES sample.

Purpose of Report

This report supplements the. more familiar reports
published by the National Center for Health Statistics
on individuals’ use of health care. It is published under
the assumption that-an examination of the U.S. health
system from the perspective of the family will add to
our understanding of that system. There are several
reasons why focusing on families can improve our under-
standing of the United States health care system.

First, the family is the social unit that consumes
and pays for health care. Decisions to seek and use
health care (except in certain emergencies) are usually
family decisions. They involve family decisionmaking
processes and the allocation of family resources.

Second, focusing on families eliminates covariance
problems that arise when several members of the same
family are treated as independent actors but, in fact,



are responding to a common stimulus. Covariance prob-
lems arise when, as in NMCUES and most other surveys
of persons, the basic sampling unit is the household,
not the individual, and all household members are in-
cluded in the survey. The behavior and experience of
household members, and also of family members, are
often not independent of each other or of the environmen-
tal conditions and social situations within which the
household or family exists. For example, similar behavior
by a number of individuals below the poverty level
may not reflect several independent acts but rather may
simply reflect the response of a single family to its
economic situation. Also, family members may have
similar propensities for disease conditions.

Third, the distribution of health-related phenomena
among families may be quite different from the distribu-
tion of these phenomena among individuals. For exam-
ple, during the first 6 months of 1980, 33 percent of
all families had at least some public health insurance
coverage, compared with only 21 percent of all individu-
als (Dicker, 1983a, Table 1).

Fourth, families are often heterogeneous in nature;

that is, they tend to contain different types of individuals
(typically both males and females, old and young). As
a result, differences in behavior and experience at the
individual level may cancel each other out both as deter-
minants of decisionmaking and in statistical distributions
at the family level. For example, almost all families
with two members or more have both male and female
members. (In NMCUES, only 2 percent of all multiple-
person families did not include members of both sexes.)
Therefore, the well-documented finding that females use
more health care and have higher health care expenditures
than males (Feldstein, 1983, p. 3) is less relevant for
assessing the burden of illness on the family than for
assessing the burden on individuals.

To summarize, the heterogeneity or homogeneity
of family membership, the associated canceling out or
clustering of statistical effects, and the fact that the
family rather than the individual is the unit of health
care decisionmaking and payment may have conse-
quences for the U.S. health system that cannot be under-
stood from the study of individuals.



Analytical Procedures

Strategy

A longitudinal panel survey like NMCUES has at
least two advantages over a cross-sectional survey or
a conventional time-series survey in which the same
subjects are not reinterviewed. First, because of repeated
interviews with the same subjects, a relatively more
accurate count can be acquired of health events. A panel
survey gives, for example, an accurate count of both
incidence and prevalence, something a cross-sectional
survey cannot do. Second, through a panel survey,
change can be measured both in the unit of analysis
(in this case, the family) and in the health events as-
sociated with the unit of analysis. Thus, changes in
these health events can be associated with changes in
the unit of analysis.

Two general strategies can be used for carrying out
analyses of this type of data. One involves change-over-
time research designs. In these designs, measurements
on the unit of analysis are taken at different points in
time and then compared with one another. (See Campbell
and Julian, 1980.) Another strategy is to treat the data
as referencing an extended point estimate (in this case,
the year 1980). In this design, repeated measurements
are aggregated or combined to give a single total measure-
ment characterizing the time period in question. (See
Dicker, 1983b.) The total measurement is a summary
of the overall health experience of a family and the
overall experience of its members during a time period.
As a result, single summary measures incorporate the
time-related change experience of a family. This second
approach is the one followed in this report.

Quantitative measures of families are reported here
as average values for families during the time they were
eligible for the survey. For example, family size was
measured as the average number of family members
during the period the family was eligible for the survey.
This measure thus takes into account variability in family
size over time. Qualitative measures of families used
in the report include a category for families that changed
as well as categories for families in which there was
no change. For example, the measure of family head-
spouse structure includes a category for families that
changed their head-spouse structure during their period
of survey eligibility (labeled “other” in the tables) as
well as a category for head-and-spouse families and

a category for head-only families. This set of categories
again takes into account variability over time.

Standardization for Part-Year Families

One problem in analyzing data from a longitudinal
survey is that some families enter and leave the survey
universe during the time covered by the survey. This
has two consequences. First, the number of different
families in the longitudinal universe is larger than the
number of families that would be found in a cross-
sectional survey. Second, a fair number of families (about
12 percent in NMCUES) did not exist for the full survey
year (Dicker and Casady, 1984).

If each family that ever existed during the year were
treated equally as one unit, the count of families, which
would be equal to the gross total number of distinct
families that ever existed during the year, would be
larger than the average number of families that existed
at a single point in time (the average cross-sectional
estimate). Also, if each family that ever existed during
the year were treated as one unit, measures of the health
behavior of families would not be comparable, for some
family behavior counts would be for a whole year and
some for less than a whole year. Some standardizing
procedures were called for, and the following procedures
were chosen.

The population of families was time adjusted so
that, for example, half-year families counted as only
one-half of a unit. Therefore, in this report, the total
number of families in any category represents the total
number of family years for that category. (Alternatively,
this can be thought of as the average daily number
of families in that category during the year 1980.)
Moreover, the counts for any health behavior event were
adjusted to represent annual rates for that event. For
example, a family in the survey for one-half of the
year and having two physician visits is represented as
one-half of a family year unit using physician care at
an annual rate of four visits per year. Because these
concepts are awkward to use in writing, families are
usually discussed in the following text as if they re-
presented one unit each, and the counts of events are
discussed as if they were actual counts rather than rates.
The reader should keep in mind, however, that when



the text uses the term “family,” family year is meant,
and all health behavior counts are rates per family year.

This standardizing scheme readily allows for the
calculation of estimates of the total number of health
events that occurred within a family category in 1980.
The mean number of events per family year multiplied
by the total number of family years for the category
gives the estimated actual number of events that occurred
in that category during the year. For example, black
multiple-person families had a mean annual rate of 4.3
hospital days per family year (Table 11). This number
multiplied by the number of family years for the category
(4.3 x 6,090,000) gives an estimate of 26.2 million
actual hospital days in 1980 for the population of black
multiple-person families that ever existed in 1980. (For
more details on the weighting procedures, see Appen-
dixI.)

Sampling Error

Because the statistics shown in this report are based
on a sample of families rather than on information from
all families, they are subject to sampling error. The
standard error is a statistic that measures such errors.
Standard errors for means, percent distributions, and
percents of families using care are reported in Ta-
bles [-XXX in Appendix I. Because NMCUES is a
survey with a complex design, the usual simple formulas
for computing standard errors are not applicable, and
reported standard errors were computed with a special
software package for estimating standard errors (Shah,
1981).

To alert the reader to potential reliability problems
resulting from sampling errors, an asterisk has been
placed in front of estimates whose reliability is problema-
tic because of a sample size of fewer than 50 families
or a relative standard error (standard error divided by
the estimate) of greater than 30 percent.

Nonsampling Error

Estimates presented in this report are also subject
to nonsampling errors, such as biased interviewing and
reporting, misrecording of responses, undercoverage,
and nonresponse. Extensive efforts were made to
minimize these errors in the data collection and data
processing for the survey (Bonham, 1983).

In terms of nonsampling error, it should be noted
that data in this report were derived from information
furnished by a survey of households—that is, “consum-
ers” of health care. Data reported by providers of care
(for example, in surveys of physicians, hospitals, and
nursing homes) are generally different from those re-
ported by households. Such differences result in part
from differences in the definitions of covered events
and the scope of surveys. Other differences may result

from nonsampling errors. For example, Sunshine (1984)
presented evidence of differences in the reporting of
health care coverage by families compared with informa-
tion from administrative record sources. Anderson and
Thorne (1985) specifically compared use of health care
and expenditures on health care as reported by families
in NMCUES with estimates underlying the national
health accounts, which are generally provider based.
They reported good agreement in total U.S. use of health
care and out-of-pocket expenditures on health care once
coverage differences, such as the omission of military
and institutionalized persons in NMCUES, were taken
into account. However, they found approximately a 10-
percent difference between the national health accounts
and NMCUES in total expenditures for health care. A
more detailed discussion of sampling and nonsampling
error is found in Appendix I.

Other Limitations of the Data

The population totals in this report were adjusted
to accord with totals from the March Supplement to
the 1980 Current Population Survey, which is based
on an updating of the 1970 census. Thus, population
totals will be found to differ somewhat from those of
the 1980 census.

Data on institutionalized and noncivilian individuals
and all families with military heads, even those with
civilian members, are omitted from this report. Although
institutionalized persons are relatively few in number,
they are heavy users of health care and contribute signifi-
cantly to total utilization of care. As a result of exclu-
sions, total utilization of health care as presented in
this report is less than total utilization of health care
in the United States.

Health use variables are generally not normally distri-
buted. Rather, the typical distribution involves a substan-
tial percent of families with no use and a small percent
of families with very high use levels in the right-hand
“tail” of the distribution. As a result, the mean is a
less informative statistic than it is for normally distributed
data. In order to be more informative, tables in this
report generally contain not only means but also informa-
tion on the percent of families using care, medians,
and other percentiles of the population of families that
used care. Because of the right-skewed distribution of
the use measures, mean use among families that used
care is generally well above median (50th percentile)
use.

For convenience of presentation, all estimates pre-
sented in detailed tables in this report have been rounded
to the nearest whole integer for percentiles, to the nearest
single decimal place for percents and means, and to
the nearest thousand for numbers of families. As a conse-
quence, estimates for subcategories may not aggregate
to precisely the same estimate as is presented directly



for larger categories. Because of rounding, data in text
tables also may not precisely add to totals.

Tests of Significance

All tests of significance discussed in this text, unless
otherwise stated, are multiple ¢ tests at the .05 level
of significance based on the Bonferroni inequality. (See
Levy and Lemeshow, 1980, p. 296.) This report, how-
ever, is primarily descriptive. Relationships among vari-

ables that are identified here by tests of significance
indicate statistical associations and should not be taken
to imply causality. In some studies of causal relationships
in the use of health care, it is stressed that certain proce-
dures are required for a reasonable degree of assurance
that causal relationships have been properly identified.
It is necessary both to use multivariate analysis involving
several variables simultaneously and to carry out inten-
sive analysis of specific patterns of relationships. (See,
for example, Andersen and Benham, 1970, and Hershey,
Luft, and Gianaris, 1975.)



Variables and Organization
of Report

Health Care Services

In this report, data are presented on families’ use
of five types of health care services: hospital inpatient
care, ambulatory physician care, hospital outpatient and
emergency room care, dental care, and acquisition of
prescription medicines. These are the dependent variables
in the report. More details on the measurement of these
types of health care can be found in Appendix II.

Family Characteristics

For each type of health care, the relationship between
use of care and a set of 18 selected family characteristics
was examined. These family characteristics were gener-
ally treated as independent variables that account for
variations in family use of care. This is the logical
structure of Tables 1-60, which comprise the bulk of
the data presented here. All 18 family characteristics
are found in the stub (row label) of each table (except
where not pertinent or redundant). Characteristics can
be grouped into five general categories as follows:

* Demographic characteristics.

Family size.

Age of family head.

Age structure of family (presence of members
under 65 years of age and 65 years and over).

Sex of family head.

Race of family head.

Ethnicity (Hispanic or non-Hispanic) of family
head.

»  Structure and stability characteristics.
Head-spouse structure.
Child-adult structure (combined with head-spouse
structure).
Family dynamics.

*  Socioeconomic and educational characteristics.
Total family income.
Family poverty status.
Education of family head.
Family employment status.

¢ Health status characteristics.
Worst perceived health status of any family
member.

Most severe limitation in usual activity of any
family member.
Total bed days for all family members.

¢ Health care coverage characteristics.
Combpleteness of family health care coverage.
Source(s) of family health care coverage.

Definitions of these family characteristics are presented
in Appendix II.

Three family characteristics have been suggested as
being particularly important for understanding family
and/or individual health care use. They are family size,
the age structure of the family, and the completeness
of health care coverage. Because of the importance of
these characteristics, the detailed tables include tables
that “partial,” or control, for these family characteristics
as follows:

*  Family size—Data are presented either on multiple-
person families (average family size 1.5 persons or
more) or on one-person families (average family
size less than 1.5 persons). (Because of variability
in family membership over time, family size is an
average size over time.)

»  Family age structure—Families are divided into those
with no members 65 years of age and over (“‘younger
families™) and those with at least one member 65
years of age and over (“older families”). Tables
are presented that cover younger families only, older
families only, and both age categories combined.

»  Completeness of family health care coverage—
Health care coverage refers to the situation in which
a public health care coverage program (such as Medi-
care or Medicaid) or private health insurance can
be used to pay all or part of the health care expendi-
tures of a family’s members. Families are divided
into those in which all members had health care
coverage for their entire period of survey eligibility
(“complete coverage™) and those in which some or
all members did not have health care coverage during
their entire period of survey eligibility (“incomplete
coverage”). Tables are presented that cover only
families with complete coverage, only families with
incomplete coverage, and both coverage categories
combined.



Table Order

A knowledge of the sequence of the 60 detailed
tables makes it easier to find and use particular sets
of data. First, the tables are arranged in sets of 10
according to health care services:

* Family use
bles 1-20.
Number of hospital discharges, Tables 1-10.
Number of days spent in the hospital, Tables 11—

20.

e Family use of ambulatory physician care, Ta-
bles 21-30.

*  Family use of hospital outpatient clinics and hospital
emergency rooms, Tables 31-40.

of hospital inpatient care, Ta-

*  Family use of dental care, Tables 41-50.
*  Family use of prescription medicines, Tables 51-60.

Tables are arranged in the same order within each
set of 10, according to the partialling (or control) vari-
ables. The arrangement is as follows.

Lastdigit of
table number Families included in table

L, Multtiple-person families—all

2 L. Multiple-person families—all younger famiiies

3 L Multiple-person families—younger families with
complete health care coverage only

4 Multiple-person families—younger families with
incomplete health care coverage only

5 ... .. Multiple-person families—all older families

6 ... ... One-person families—all

7 oo One-person families—all younger families

8 ........ One-person families—younger families with
complete health care coverage only

9 ... One-person families——younger families with
incomplete health care coverage only

o ........ One-person families—all older families

For instance, suppose a reader is interested in hospital
outpatient or emergency room care for multiple-person
families with all members under 65 years of age that
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have members with part-year or no health care coverage.
Because hospital outpatient and emergency room service
is found in Tables 31-40, the reader starts with that
set of 10 tables. The multiple-person family tables end
in numbers 1-5. The table ending in 4 is for families
with all members under 65 years of age and with some
members having part-year or no health care coverage.
Therefore, the reader should turn to Table 34 for the
desired information.

Organization of Discussion

The focus of this report is on presenting a large
amount of data on family use of health services rather
than on testing hypotheses or developing a detailed analy-
sis or particular variables. As a consequence, the exten-
sive descriptive data in the tables are far too voluminous
to be discussed completely in the text. Therefore, only
selected findings are presented.

Moreover, the detailed tables are far from exhausting
the full range of information that can be found in the
NMCUES family data. A public use tape of family
data from NMCUES will be available from the National
Technical Information Service at approximately the time
that this report is published. Many variables and relation-
ships not covered in this report or in companion reports
on health care expenditures can be investigated through
use of the tape. Data users are invited to obtain a copy.

The presentation of findings from the detailed tables
begins with a comparison of families and persons with
respect to the distribution of the burden of illness and
completeness of health care coverage. A discussion fol-
lows of patterns in the use of care by some family
characteristics, including age, size, completeness of
health care coverage, health status, head-spouse-child
structure, stability, and income relative to the poverty
level.



Comparison of Families
and Persons

Data are presented on three measures of the burden
of illness among families in the United States in 1980.
These are: (1) a scale of perceived health status, in
which families are ranked by the worst perceived health
status of any family member; (2) a scale of limitation
in activity, in which families are ranked by the most
severe limitation in activity of any family member; and
(3) a scale of bed days, in which families are ranked
by the total number of bed days for all family members
over the year.

Perceived Health Status

A comparison of the distribution of persons and
families in 1980 according to perceived health status
is presented in Table A. As ratings of perceived health
status have a subjective element to them, it is a common
practice to combine the “fair” and “poor” categories
into one category of perceived “poorer” health (compared
with the combined “good” and “‘excellent” as perceived
“better” health). In this way, some of the error that
may result from subjective classification is avoided.

A much larger proportion of families must deal with
members with poor or fair health than would be suggested

by the distribution of such health ratings among persons
(Table A). For example, for the population of persons
and families with all persons under 65 years of age,
25 percent of multiple-person families had a member
whose health was rated fair or poor, compared with
10 percent of persons. For the population of persons
and families with at least one family member 65 years
of age or older, 53 percent of multiple-person families
had a member whose health was rated fair or poor,
compared with 37 percent of persons. Clearly, poorer
health is a more widespread problem when examined
from the perspective of families than when examined
from the perspective of persons. Data for the other health
status measures, although not presented here, support
this conclusion.

Health Care Coverage

The distribution of the completeness of health care
coverage is also different for families than for persons.
This is partly the result of the intrinsic nature of different
units of analysis. Persons can have only three coverage
states: covered full year, covered part year, and never
covered. Families, on the other hand, may have at the

Table A
Perceived health status of persons and families, by age: United States, 1980

Under 65 years'

65 years and over?

Multiple- Muitiple-

All All person  1-person All All person  i-person

Perceived health status® persons families families  families  persons families families  families
Number inthousands . . . . . ........ 199,355 465,741 47,327  “18,434 23,469 418,502 410,809 7,693

Percent distribution

Total . . ... ... ... ....... 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Excellent .. ................. 52.9 36.0 31.2 48.4 25.9 20.2 13.2 30.0
Good . ............ ... . ... 36.9 421 44.0 37.2 37.0 34.7 33.6 36.3
Fair . ... .. ... .. . . 7.5 15.0 16.9 10.1 25.0 26.7 28.8 23.7
Poor. .. ................... 2.6 6.8 7.8 4.4 12.1 184 24.4 9.9
Fairorpoor . . . ... ... ......... 10.0 21.8 247 14.5 37.1 451 53.2 33.6

'For families, all members must be under 65 years.
2For families, at least 1 member must be 65 years and over.

3For families, this rating is the worst perceived health status of any family member.
“Recalculated from Tables 2, 5, 7, and 10. Number of families shown here are smaller than numbers shown in Tables 1 and 6 because persons of unknown health
status are excluded.
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same time members who are covered full year, part full-year coverage or no coverage at all than is true

year, and never. This allows for many more coverage of persons. Of multiple-person families, 29 percent had
combinations than are available to persons. Nevertheless, members who were not covered for the full year, com-
a comparison can be made between families and persons pared with 19 percent of persons reporting either part-
by collapsing the many possible family coverage year coverage or no coverage. In other words, 3 out
categories into three categories: (1) all members covered of 10 families in which all members were under 65
for a full year, (2) at least one member with less than years of age had members in 1980 who were not covered
full-year coverage, and (3) all members without any by health insurance for the full year. This statistic could
coverage. This comparison is found in Table B for not have been inferred by an examination of person-level
families and persons under 65 years of age. A larger statistics.

percent of families have members with either less than

Table B
Health care coverage of persons and families for the population under 65 years of age, by type of family: United States, 1980

Multiple-person 1-person

Health care coverage’ All persons Al families®® families®® families®>
Numberinthousands . . . . . . .. .. .. .. . . ... 199,355 65,846 47,327 18,519
Percent distribution

Total . . . . e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

SOME COVErage . . . . . . . e e e e e e e 91.3 93.4 95.8 87.5
Full-yearcoverage . . . . . .. . . . ..o i i i i 81.2 70.6 71.0 70.1
Part-yearcoverage . . . . . . .. ... ... 10.1 22.8 24.8 17.4
Nocoverage . . . . . . . . .. i i e 8.7 6.5 4.2 125
Total with less than full-year coverage . . . . . . ... .. ... ..... 18.8 29.3 29.0 29.9

"For families, “full-year coverage” means that all members were covered by some health care coverage plan {private or public) all year. “Part-year coverage” means
that at least 1 member was not covered for the full year; other members were covered for either all or part of the year. “No coverage” means that no members were
covered during the year. For both families and persons, "some coverage" is the sum of “full year” and “part-year” coverage.

2All family members under 65 years.

®Recalculated from Tables 2 and 7.
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Multiple-Person Families

In this section, the use of health care by multiple-
person families is examined. Data are presented on two
statistics, (1) the percent of families using care (which
is equivalent to the probability of a family using care)
and (2) mean quantity of use for those families that
did use care. This two-part description of health care
use follows a model recommended by the Rand Corpora-
tion and has been found to be superior to other approaches
(Duanetal., 1982).

First, use of health care by family age and complete-
ness of health care coverage is examined. Next, the
relationship between other family characteristics and the
use of health care is examined. Here the focus is primarily
on families in which all members are under 65 years
of age and all members have full-year health care
coverage.

A single subset of families was chosen because of
interaction effects in the relationship among age of family
members, completeness of health care coverage, type
of service used, and measure of use (percent of families
ever using the service, or mean total number of hospital
days, physician visits, prescription acquisitions, and so
forth). When another variable, such as an additional
family characteristic, is added to this matrix, the possible
interaction effects become very large and too unwieldy
to analyze in this report.

The subset of families (all members under 65 and
all with full-year coverage) was selected because it in-
cludes 58 percent of all multiple-person families and,
more importantly, 69 percent of all families with chil-
dren. (By comparison, the subset of families with a
member 65 years of age or over constitutes only 4 percent
of all families with children.) Thus, the discussion can
be concentrated on the relationship of selected family
characteristics to family use of health care services among
the most appropriate family population (the one with
more “culturally ideal” families of parents and children).
At the same time, the possible contaminating effects
of age of family members and completeness of health
care coverage are held constant. If a particular family
characteristic has a general effect on family use of health
care services, the effect should show up in this popula-
tion. Selected findings from other family populations
are also discussed.

Basic Findings

Table C shows the percent of all multiple-person
families which, in 1980, used the five types of health
care services discussed in this report. The types of health
care were not used with the same frequency. Three
major patterns of use are seen:

* A health care service used infrequently but by a
large minority of multiple-person families—hospital
inpatient care, including deliveries, used by 30 per-
cent of families.

* Health care services used by a large majority of
multiple-person families but far less than all—hospi-
tal outpatient and emergency room care, used by
60 percent of families, and dental care, used by
71 percent of families.

* Services used by almost all multiple-person
families—prescription medicines and ambulatory
physician care, each used by 93 percent of families.

Furthermore, Table C indicates that the same rank order
of use is maintained when both the age of family members
and the completeness of health care coverage are taken
into account.

Table C also presents the mean total number of
services used per multiple-person family using each type
of service—hospital days, physician visits, prescription
acquisitions, and so forth. As these measures are not
comparable from service to service, overall patterns must
be interpreted with caution. However, it is clear that
for some services, but not others, the age of family
members makes a big difference in the quantity of use.
For hospital inpatient care and prescription acquisitions,
families with older members (65 years of age and over)
used twice as many services as did families with only
younger members (all family members under 65 years
of age). The mean total number of days spent in the
hospital by families using inpatient hospital care in 1980
was 18 for families with older members, compared with
9 for families with only younger members. The equiva-
lent comparison for prescription acquisitions is 25 acquis-
itions compared with 13. No such profound effects re-
lated to age were found for the other services.
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Table C
Use of health care services by multiple-person families, by family age and health care coverage: United States, 1980

All members under 65 years

Some or
All with Some or all all members

All multiple- full-year without full- 65 years

Type of service person families Total coverage’ year coverage' and over
Numberinthousands . . . . . ... ........... 58,135 47,327 33,575 13,752 10,809

Percent of families
inpatient hospitalcare . . .. ... ... ........ 30.4 28.5 28.5 28.5 38.8
Ambulatory physiciancare . . . .. .. ... ... ... 93.1 93.6 95.0 90.1 91.2
Hospital outpatient and emergency room care . . . . . . 60.0 62.3 62.0 62.8 50.2
Dentalcare . . . ... ... ... ... . ... ..... 71.3 74.2 79.0 62.5 58.5
Prescription medications . . .. .. .. ... ... ... 92.6 92.6 93.7 89.8 92.9
Mean number per family with use

Inpatient hospital days . . . . ... ... ........ 114 9.2 9.6 8.4 18.4
Ambulatory physician visits . . . . ... ... ... ... 111 10.7 11.1 9.9 126
Hospital outpatient and emergency room visits . . . . . 4.2 4.2 4.2 4.1 46
Dentalvisits . . . . .. ... ... ............ 6.2 6.5 6.8 5.6 4.7
Acquisitions of prescriptions . . . . . ... ... 15.1 128 13.2 11.9 25.0

'Full-year coverage means that all members were covered by some health care coverage plan (private or public) all year.
NOTE: See also Tables 1115, 21-25, 31-35, 41—45, and 51-55.

Table D

Use of health care services by multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age, by health care coverage:
United States, 1980

All members covered

Some All
All Some or all members members
Type of service full year part year not covered not covered

Percent of families

Inpatient hospitalcare . . . . ... ... ... ... ..., . 28.5 32.0 30.4 11.1
Ambulatory physiciancare . . . .. .. ... ... .. .. 95.0 90.8 91.9 83.8
Hospital outpatient and emergency roomcare. . . . . ... .. ... .. 62.0 64.1 65.1 53.2
Dentalcare . . . ... ... .. ... . . ... ... 79.0 65.3 62.7 51.2
Prescription medications . . . . . ... ... .. ... ... ..., 93.7 92.3 90.1 79.0
Mean number per family with use
Inpatient hospitaldays . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... ..., .... 9.6 8.8 76 ° *7.0
Ambulatory physician visits . . . . . . .. ... ... L L. L. 11.1 10.7 10.0 6.0
Hospital outpatient and emergency room visits . . . ... ... ... .. 4.2 4.2 4.4 2.7
Dentalvisits . . . . . . .. . ... ... ..., 6.8 6.2 5.2 33
Acquisitions of prescriptions . . . . ... ..o L oL, 13.2 12.6 12,5 7.6

NOTE: See also Tables 13, 14, 23, 24, 33, 34, 43, 44, 53, and 54.

Health Care Coverage

More detailed data on the relationship between the
completeness of health care coverage and family use
of health care for the population of multiple-person
families with all members under 65 years of age are
shown in Table D. Because of the Federal Medicare
program for persons 65 and over, it is among the younger
population that health care coverage should be most
variable. In Table D, the Table C category labeled “Some
or all without full-year coverage” is divided into three
health care coverage subcategories comprising families
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in which all members were covered, but some were
covered only part year; families in which some members
were not covered at all during the year, but others were
covered; and families in which no members were covered
at all during the year. The first two categories may
be considered forms of partial family health care cover-
age. Because families with these types of coverage tend
to show almost no difference in health care use patterns,
both types are referred to in the discussion that follows
as “partial coverage.” This gives three analytic
categories: full coverage (all family members covered
full year); partial coverage (all intermediate patterns of



coverage); and no coverage (no family members covered
at all during the year).

Using this analytic scheme, the overall general find-
ing of Table D is that in 1980 little difference existed
between families with full coverage and families with
partial coverage in either the percent using services or,
for families using a service, the quantity of use per
family, although dental care was an exception to this
overall finding. In contrast, families with no coverage
were less likely than families with either full or partial
coverage to use all health care services and, if they
used a service, were more likely to use a smaller quantity
of that service.

One of the strongest associations between full and
partial coverage on the one hand and no coverage on
the other was found for the percent of families using
hospital inpatient care—29 percent of families with full
coverage, compared with 11 percent of families with
no coverage—a difference of 18 percentage points.
Another strong association was found for the percent
of families using dental care. Because dental care is
not commonly covered by general health care coverage
(Farley, 1985), one would not expect dental care to
be related to the presence or absence of coverage. How-
ever, the proportion using dental care dropped from
79 percent for families with full coverage to 51 percent
for families with no coverage, a difference of 28 per-
centage points. Moreover, among families using dental
care, the mean total number of visits dropped from 7
for families with full coverage to 3 for families with
no coverage. A probable explanation for this relationship
is that higher income families are more likely than lower
income families to have health care coverage. Income
is strongly related to use of dental care, as shown in
Table 42.

A notable exception to the general pattern in which
families with no coverage use less care is the percent
of families using hospital outpatient and emergency room
care. None of the apparent differences among health
care coverage categories was statistically significant for
this service. Another exception is the mean total number
of hospital inpatient days per family. Again, none of
the differences was statistically significant. Despite these
exceptions, it is clear from Table D that families in
which all members were without health care coverage
were generally less likely than other families to use
health care services in 1980. It is also clear that families
with partial health care coverage generally did not differ
in their health care use patterns from families with full
health care coverage, with the exception, previously
noted, of the use of dental care.

Two major lines of explanation are found in the
literature for the relatively low use of health care among
families with no health care coverage. One explanation
is based on the fact that lack of health care coverage
tends to raise the out-of-pocket costs of care to families.
This higher cost is known to reduce use of care substan-
tially (Newhouse et al., 1981). According to this explana-

tion, lack of coverage is a cause of low use. A second
explanation is based on the fact that the population with-
out coverage has a disproportionate number of young
adults in good health (by certain measures), who are
innately relatively unlikely to use care. This explanation
suggests that families composed of such persons may
have decided to risk going without coverage (Kaspar,
Walden, and Wilensky, 1980; Wilensky and Walden,
1981). Lack of coverage is thus seen as, to some extent,
aresult of low use, not a cause of it.

The general absence of a somewhat reduced rate
of use among partially covered families is puzzling,
but a similar phenomenon has been reported for individu-
als with part-year coverage. Such individuals seem to
“bunch” their use of care during covered periods
(Wilensky and Walden, 1981).

Family Health Status

In 1980, family use of health care differed not only
with the type of service but also with the health status
of family members. The measures of family health status
discussed in this section are (1) families ranked by the
worst perceived health status of any family member
and (2) families ranked by the most severe limitation
of any family member in performing a usual activity.

Perceived Health Status

Table E presents data on health care service use
by perceived health status for the population of families
with all members under 65 years of age and all members
with full-year health care coverage. Thus, age and health
care coverage are held constant. For this population
of families, a general inverse relationship existed in
1980 between perceived health status level and use of
health care services. The poorer the health of a family’s
members, the greater the percent of families that used
a particular health service and also the greater the quantity
of use by families using the service. For example, the
proportion using hospital inpatient care in 1980 (meas-
ured by discharges from a hospital) was 22 percent for
families with all members rated as having excellent
health, compared with 49 percent for families with at
least one member rated as being in poor health. The
corresponding mean total numbers of days spent in a
hospital by all family members were 6 and 18.

The only major exception to the above generalization
is found for dental care. Here the relationship is generally
in the opposite direction. The poorer the perceived health
rating of a family member, the smaller the percent of
families that used dental care. However, among users
of dental care, there was no statistically significant differ-
ence in the mean total number of dental visits per family.
Ambulatory physician care presented a partial exception.
It appears that almost all families visited a doctor’s
office at least once during the year regardless of health
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Table E

Use of health care services by multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and all members with full-year health
care coverage, by perceived health status: United States, 1980

Type of service

Perceived health status’

Excellent Good Fair Poor

Inpatient hospitalcare . . . .. ... ... .. ............
Ambulatory physiciancare . . . ... ... ... ... ........
Hospital outpatient and emergency roomecare. . . . ... ... ...
Dentalcare . . . .. ... . ... . ... ...

Percent of families

21.9 28.0 35.4 48.8
94.9 94.5 96.0 96.6
56.3 62.0 67.8 78.2
80.8 80.4 74.9 70.7
90.8 94.0 97.3 98.2

Mean number per family with use

Inpatient hospitaldays . . . . ... .. ... ... .......... 6.4 8.3 12.2 17.7
Ambulatory physician visits . . . . . ... ... L o L. 8.7 11.3 13.1 16.8
Hospital outpatient and emergency room visits . . . . ... ... .. 3.1 4.0 4.5 8.2
Dentalvisits . . . . . ... ... ... ... . . .. . ... .. ..., 7.0 6.9 6.6 6.1
Acquisitions of prescriptions . . . . ... ..o L. 9.0 12.0 17.8 29.9
"This rating is the worst perceived heaith status of any family member.

NOTE: See also Tables 13, 23, 33, 43, and 53.

status. However, the number of ambulatory physician Table F

visits per family exhibited the expected general inverse
relationship.

Limitation in Activity

The person health indicator of limitation in activity
was converted to a family health indicator by classifying
families according to the most severe limitation in per-
forming a usual activity (play, school, or work, depend-
ing on age) reported for any family member. This health
status indicator is of interest because it has been used
as a proxy for locating chronically ill persons
(Newacheck, 1985a, 1985b). Moreover, using person-
level data, the activity-limited population has previously
been found to represent a more severe subset of all
persons with chronic illnesses (Newacheck, 1985a). By
analogy, families with members limited in activity should
represent a more severe subset of all families with chroni-
cally ill members because not all families that have
members with chronic illnesses have members who have
long-term limitations in usual activities.

Table F presents data on the activity limitation indi-
cator for the population of families with all members
under 65 years of age and all members with full-year
health care coverage. Thus, age and health care coverage
are held constant. In 1980, families that had members
who could not perform a usual activity were generally
more likely than families with no activity limitation to
use a particular health service and were more likely
to use a larger quantity of services. One of the strongest
relationships on both measures of health service use
was found for hospital inpatient care. Of families with
a member who could not perform a usual activity, 48
percent had a discharge from a hospital, compared with
26 percent of families with no limitation. The correspond-
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Use of health care services by multiple-person families with
all members under 65 years of age and all members with
full-year health care coverage, by limitation in activity:
United States, 1980

Limitation in activity

No Cannot perform

Type of service limitation usual activity

Percent of families

Inpatient hospitalcare . ... .. ... 25.8 47.7
Ambulatory physiciancare . . . . . .. 94.6 97.1
Hospital outpatient and )
emergency roomeceare . . . .. . ... 59.9 75.6
Dentalcare . .. ... ... ...... 79.7 73.4
Prescription medications . . ... ... 93.4 97.2

Mean number per family

with use
Inpatient hospitaldays . . . .. .. .. 8.0 18.2
Ambulatory physician visits . . . . . .. 10.5 14.0
Hospital outpatient and
emergency roomvisits . . . . .. .. 3.6 7.8
Dentalvisits . . . . ........... 6.8 5.9
Acquisitions of prescriptions . . . . . . 11.5 25.5

This table presents an abbreviated scale of the most severe limitation in usual
activity of any family member.

NOTE: See also Tables 13, 23, 33, 43, and 53.

ing mean total numbers of days per family spent in
a hospital by all family members were 18 and 8.

As with the scale of perceived health status, excep-
tions to this generalization exist for dental services and
ambulatory physician care. The association between fam-
ily activity limitation and family visits to a dentist was
the opposite of that found for hospital inpatient care.
Families that had members unable to perform their usual



activity were less likely to go to the dentist in 1980
than were families with no members limited in any way
(73 percent compared with 80 percent). Also, the family
scale of limitation in activity appears to be unrelated
to the likelihood of a family’s use of ambulatory physi-
cian care. Families that had members unable to perform
their usual activity were about as likely to go to physicians
outside a hospital setting as were families with no mem-
bers limited in any way. However, the former had a
higher mean total number of visits than the latter, 14
compared with 11.

If the family activity limitation indicator is accepted
as a proxy for locating families that have members with
severe chronic conditions, then data indicate that, for
the particular population of families examined in
Table F, such families in 1980 used much more hospital-
based care, both inpatient and outpatient, than did
families that had members without severe chronic condi-
tions. Note, however, that the family scale of perceived
health status also shows that families with members
in poorer health used much more hospital-based care
in 1980 than families in better health did (Table E).
With minor variations, the two indicators of family health
status show approximately the same patterns of relation-
ships for 1980. Poorer health of family members was
positively associated with the use of hospital-based care
and prescription medicines. It was negatively associated
with the use of dental care, and it showed no association
or a weak association with the use of ambulatory physi-
cian care.

Age, Health Status, and Inpatient Hospital Care

The associations between family health status indi-
cators and the use of hospital inpatient care in 1980
are among the strongest associations between family
characteristics and health service use found in this analy-
sis. Moreover, these associations do not disappear among
older families (families with some members 65 years
of age and over). The association remains strong among
both younger and older family aggregates when the age
of family members is held constant. When family health
status is held constant, however, the association between
age of family members and percent of families using
hospital inpatient care tends to disappear (Tables 11,
12, and 15). This phenomenon is demonstrated in
Table G. When health status is held constant, the differ-
ence between family age categories in the percent of
multiple-person families using hospital inpatient care in
1980 never exceeds 6 percent, and this difference is
not statistically significant. By comparison, when age
of family members is held constant, the difference at-
tributable to family health status differences never falls
below 21 percent. It appears, therefore, that family health
status rather than age of family members is the important
characteristic for understanding population differences

Table G

Percent of multiple-person families using inpatient hospital care,
by famiy age, perceived health status, and limitation in activity:
United States, 1980

Perceived health status
and limitation in activity

Younger  Older
families! families® Difference

Percent of families
with discharges

Worst perceived heaith status
of any family member

Excellent . .. ........... 21 22 1
Good ... ............. 28 33 5
Fair . ................ 34 40 6
Poor. ... ... .......... 49 55 6
Difference between excellent
andpoor . . . ... ... ... .. 28 33
Most severe limitation in usual
activity of any family member
None . ............... 26 24 2
Cannot perform usual
activity . . . . ... L 47 50 3
Difference . . . . ... ... .... 21 26

1All family members under 65 years.
2At least 1 family member 65 years and over.

NOTE: See also Tables 12 and 15.

in the percent of families using hospital inpatient care
in 1980.

On the other hand, both age of family members
and level of family health status interact in a synergistic
manner to quadruple the mean total number of inpatient
hospital days per family in 1980 from 6 for younger
families with all members in excellent health to 26 for
older families with at least one member in poor health
(Tables 12 and 15). To sum up, the relationship among
age of family members, health status, and health service
use appears to be complex.

Family Size

It is generally believed that family size is positively
associated with the use of health care services (Feldstein,
1979, 1983). However, family size and health care
service use have been examined in very few national
studies. One study (Wilder, 1969) in which 1963-64
data from the Health Interview Survey were used, will
be examined in more detail later in this report.

Table H presents data on the relationship of family
size to use of health care services among families in
which all members were under age 65 and all members
had full-year health care coverage. Generally, a positive
association can be seen between larger family size and
the percent of families ever using each of the health
care services (most notably, hospital inpatient care, hos-
pital outpatient and emergency room care, and dental
care). However, no equivalent consistent association
exists between family size and the quantity of use of
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Table H

Use of health care services by multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and all members with full-year health
care coverage, by family size: United States, 1980

Family size
5 or more
Type of service 2 persons 3 persons 4 persons persons
Percent of families
Inpatient hospitalcare . . . . . . ... ... ... ... ..., 22.0 28.2 325 34.9
Ambulatory physiciancare . . . ... ... ... ... .......... 924 95.6 96.5 96.8
Hospital outpatient and emergencyroomcare. . . . .. .. .. ... .. 50.3 63.5 64.6 77.9
Dentalcare . . . . . . ... .. ... 69.6 78.8 84.6 88.4
Prescription medications . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ... ... .. 89.1 96.0 95.9 96.0
Mean number per family with use
Inpatient hospital days . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... . ..... 114 9.5 9.0 8.5
Ambulatory physician visits . . . . . .. ... ... oL L. 8.7 10.3 12.7 13.8
Hospital outpatient and emergency room visits . . . . .. ... ... .. 4.4 4.3 4.0 4.2
Dentalvisits . . . . . ... ... ... .. ... 4.8 5.8 8.0 9.3
Acquisitions of prescriptions . . . ... .. Lo o Lo 14.1 11.8 13.3 13.2

NOTE: See also Tables 13, 23, 33, 43, and 53.

these services. For three services (hospital inpatient care,
hospital outpatient and emergency room care, and pre-
scription medicines), once a family used the service,
the mean total use did not increase with increasing family
size. For example, whereas 78 percent of families with
five persons or more used hospital outpatient and
emergency room care in 1980, compared with 50 percent
of two-person families (a difference of 28 percent), both
family categories showed the same mean total number
of visits by all family members (four per family).

The two exceptions to this pattern are ambulatory
physician visits and dental visits. For these services,
family size made a difference in the total quantity of
use per family. With increasing family size, the quantity
of use went from 9 to 14 visits per family for ambulatory
physician care and from 5 to 9 visits per family for
dental care.

The relationship of family size to health service use
among older families (those with a member 65 years
of age and over) should be mentioned briefly. (See Ta-
bles 15, 25, 35, 45, and 55.) When family size is held
constant, older age among family members is consistently
associated with increased use of some services (notably,
hospital inpatient care) but not others. When age is
held constant, the same generally positive association
can be seen between larger family size and the percent
of families ever using each health care service as is
found among younger families. For quantity of use,
however, a statistically significant relationship is found
for only one health care service, ambulatory physician
care.

In summary, a generally positive relationship exists
between family size and the percent of families ever
using a health care service for both older and younger
families, but no such consistent relationship exists for
quantity of use. The effect of age of family members
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on the use of health care services when family size
is held constant is also inconsistent. It increases use
among some services, decreases it among others, and
sometimes shows no relationship. The relationship of
family size to health care service use appears to be
more complicated than at first thought.

Family Structure

Because of the longitudinal nature of the survey,
it was possible for families to have changes in head-
spouse structure over the time they were eligible for
the survey. As a consequence, the data were divided
into three categories of multiple-person families: families
in which the head and spouse were present the whole
time (73 percent of all multiple-person families); families
in which only a head was present and the head was
present the whole time (24 percent of all multiple-person
families); and finally, families that underwent a change
in head-spouse structure (3 percent of families). This
last aggregate, labeled as having an “other” type of
family structure, may be considered to have an unstable
head-spouse structure.

Table J presents data on the percent of families
in the three head-spouse structure categories that used
particular health care services in 1980. These data are
for the population of families with all members under
65 years of age and all members with full-year health
care coverage. Instability in head-spouse structure was
associated with a larger percent of families using hospital
inpatient services, hospital outpatient and emergency
room services, and prescription medicines. For hospital
inpatient services, the differences were large. Of families
with unstable head-spouse structure, 48 percent used
this service, compared with only 29 percent of families



Table J

Use of health care services by multiple-person families with all
members under 65 years of age and all members with
full-year health care coverage, by family structure
(presence of spouse): United States, 1980

Family structure

Head and Head only,
spouse present no spouse
Type of service whole time at any time Other

Percent of families

Inpatient hospital care . . . . 28.7 258 47.7
Ambulatory physician care . . 95.6 92.3 94.8
Hospital outpatient and -

emergency roomcare . . . . 60.8 65.6 77.5
Dentalcare . .. ....... 80.2 74.3 78.5
Prescription medications . . . 94.2 90.9 99.5

NOTE: See also Tables 13, 23, 33, 43, and 53.

with both a head and spouse throughout the survey,
a difference of 19 percent. As unstable head-spouse
structure can result from death or institutionalization,
this finding may reflect the occurrence of such events
rather than being a consequence of some aspect of insta-
bility. However, regardless of the direction of the causal
relationship, the finding suggests the existence of an
association between illness and head-spouse instability.

Children

One of the more important characteristics distinguish-
ing families from one another is the presence or absence
of children under the age of 17. Table K presents data
on how children in the family were associated with

the use of health care services for families in which
all members were under age 65 and all members had
full-year health care coverage.

Among families with a head and spouse present
all the time, the presence of a child in the family was
associated in 1980 with a higher percent using each
of the health care services examined. One of the strongest
associations was found for hospital outpatient and
emergency room services—©68 percent of families with
children used such services, compared with 50 percent
of families without children, a difference of 18 percent.
Other relatively large differences were found for dental
care (with a difference in the percent of families with
use of 12 percent) and for hospital inpatient care (a
difference of 10 percent). This uniform pattern was not
entirely expected. One might expect families without
children to have older members and therefore to be
more likely to use inpatient hospital care. However,
such an effect is probably offset by hospital admissions
for births among families with children.

In contrast to the findings for head-spouse families,
no statistically significant differences in the percent of
head-only families using health care were found to be
associated with the presence or absence of children.
This finding is counterintuitive. It could be the result
of the unusual structure of head-only families with no
children or of their relatively small number.

Families in which the head and spouse were present
the whole time show no predominant single pattern of
association between the quantity of use and the presence
or absence of children. There was a positive association
between the quantity of services used and the presence
of children for ambulatory physician visits and dental
visits, a negative association for hospital inpatient days,
and no statistically significant association for prescription

Table K

Use of health care services by multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and all members with full-year health
care coverage, by family structure (presence of spouse and children): United States, 1980

Family structure

Head and spouse Head only, no
present whole time spouse at any time
Child under No child under Child under No child under
Type of service 17 years 17 years 17 years 17 years
Percent of families
Inpatient hospitalcare . . . . ... ... ... ... ... ..., 324 228 27.3 20.2
Ambulatory physiciancare . . . . . . ... ... ..o Lo L. 96.7 93.9 93.5 87.8
Hospital outpatient and emergency roomeare . . . . .. ... ... ... 67.7 48.9 69.1 52.6
Dentalcare . . . . . .. ... . i e e 84.9 72.7 76.7 65.3
Prescription medications . . . . . .. ... .. ... ... . . . 0., 96.2 91.2 92.5 84.8
Mean number per family with use
Inpatient hospitaldays . . . . . .. ... . ... ... .. .. ... ... 8.2 11.0 8.9 *17.5
Ambulatory physicianvisits . . . . .. ... ... o ool 12.7 8.8 10.3 9.7
Hospital outpatient and emergency roomvisits . . ... .. .... ... 3.8 4.5 45 3.4
Dentalvisits . . . . ... .. .. . e e 8.2 5.2 5.4 52
Acquisitions of prescriptions . . . . . ... oL oo oL 125 14.7 11.7 14.8

NOTE: See also Tables 13, 23, 33, 43, and 53.
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acquisitions and hospital outpatient and emergency room
visits. One of the strongest associations was for ambula-
tory physician visits. Head-spouse families with children
had a mean total of 13 visits per family, compared
with 9 for head-spouse families without children. For
head-only families, there was no statistically significant
association between the presence of children and the
quantity of use for any health care service.

In summary, it appears that in 1980 a higher percent
of families with children used health care services among
head-spouse families but not among head-only families.
Among head-spouse families, only ambulatory physician
care and dental care were associated with a higher number
of visits. Among head-only families, no relationship
is evident between the presence of children and the
quantity of use.

Family Dynamics

Table L shows the relationship between family stabil-
ity and family use of health care. The table is limited
to multiple-person families with all members under 65
years of age and all members with full-year health care
coverage. Families are divided into two categories ac-
cording to their stability: (1) static families, those which
existed for the entire NMCUES survey year and under-
went no change in composition; and (2) dynamic
families, those which changed in composition during
1980 or did not exist for the full year.

Table L

Use of health care services by multiple-person families with
all members under €5 years of age and all members with
full-year health care coverage, by family dynamics:
United States, 1980

Family dynamics

Change in
composition or
Unchanging, existed less than

Type of service full year full year

Percent of families

Inpatient hospital care . . . . . . 251 46.7
Ambulatory physician care . . . . 95.4 92.7
Hospital outpatient and

emergency roomcare . . . . . . 61.2 66.7
Dentalcare . . .......... 79.6 76.0
Prescription medications . . . . . 93.8 93.1

Mean number per family
with use

Inpatient hospital days . . . . . . 8.8 11.8
Ambulatory physician visits . . . . 10.8 12.8
Hospital outpatient and

emergency room visits . . . . . 4.0 5.4
Dentalvisits . . . .. .. ... .. 7.0 6.0
Acquisitions of prescriptions . . . 13.3 12.8

NOTE: See also Tables 13, 23, 33, 43, and 53.
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For most types of health care, there was little differ-
ence between static and dynamic families in the percent
using care in 1980. The major exception was inpatent
hospital care, which was much more likely to be used
by dynamic families (47 percent) than by static families
(25 percent). It should be noted, as a possible explana-
tion, that most births and deaths in the United States
occur in hospitals. Families experiencing these events
are, by definition, dynamic families.

For families that did use a given type of care, there
were not large differences in the mean quantity of care
used between the two categories of families. However,
dynamic families showed moderately higher mean quan-
tities used for inpatient hospital care, ambulatory physi-
cian care, and hospital outpatient and emergency room
care, as well as a moderately lower mean quantity of
dental care. For example, the mean total number of
ambulatory physician visits was 13 for dynamic families,
as compared with 11 for static families.

Overall, then, family stability was not generally as-
sociated with large differences in the percent of families
using health care or in the quantity of care used. The
one exception to this generalization was in the percent
of families using hospital inpatient care.

Family Income

A useful measure of family income that takes family
size into account is the relationship of a family’s income
to the poverty level. Table M shows the relationship
between this measure and families’ use of health care
in 1980. Again, the table is limited to multiple-person
families with all members under 65 years of age and
all members with full-year health care coverage. The
table shows three patterns in the percent of families
using health care. For ambulatory physician care and
prescription medicines, the percent of families using
care was similar regardless of status relative to the pov-
erty level. For inpatient hospital care and hospital outpa-
tient and emergency room care, the percent of families
using care was generally lower the further families were
above the poverty level. For example, 38 percent of
families below 150 percent of the poverty level used
inpatient hospital care, as compared with 24 percent
of families at or above 500 percent of the poverty level.
For dental care, the percent of families with use was
generally higher the further families were above the
poverty level. This positive relationship between income
and dental care use has been widely noted in the literature.

For families using health care services, the quantity
of care used generally did not differ according to families’
income relative to the poverty level. Overall, then, the
pattern of association between family income relative
to the poverty level and the percent of families using
health care varied. However, all families used about
the same quantity of care.



Table M

Use of health care services by multiple-person famikies with all members under 65 years of age and all members with full-year heaith
care coverage, by family poverty status: United States, 1980

Family status relative to poverty level

Below 150 150-199 200299 300-499 500 percent
Type of service percent percent percent percent or more

Percent of families

Inpatient hospitalcare . . . ... ... ... ......... 37.5 331 30.9 25.6 23.6
Ambulatory physiciancare . . . ... ... ... ... ..., 929 94.2 94.8 96.4 94.7
Hospital outpatient and emergency roomcare. . . . . . . .. 72.7 65.3 65.8 59.5 55.0
Dentalcare . . ... ... ... .. .. ... . 73.4 70.0 78.5 79.5 85.1
Prescription medications . . . ... .. ... .. ..... - 93.3 93.4 94.4 94.1 92.9
Mean number per family with use
Inpatient hospitaldays . . .. ... .............. 10.3 10.8 8.5 8.9 10.7
Ambulatory physician visits . . . . ... ... . Lo 0L, 11.5 11.4 10.8 11.3 10.5
Hospital outpatient and emergency room visits . . . . . ... 53 5.5 3.8 3.7 4.1
Dentalvisits . . . .. ... ... ... ., 57 74 6.5 7.2 69
Acquisitions of prescriptions . . ... ... L oL 144 14.7 13.1 12.9 124

NOTE: See also Tables 13, 23, 33, 43, and 53.
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One-Person Families

Table N shows the percent of all one-person families
which, in 1980, used the five types of health care services
discussed in this report. The types of health care were
not used with similar frequency. Three patterns of use
are seen:

* A health care service used by a relatively small
minority of one-person families—hospital inpatient
care, used by 15 percent of families.

* Two health care services used by a large minority
of one-person families—hospital outpatient and
emergency room care, used by 34 percent of families,
and dental care, used by 43 percent of families.

* Two services used by a large majority of one-person
families—prescription medicines, used by 70 percent
of families, and ambulatory physician care, used
by 72 percent of families.

Furthermore, the rank order of use is maintained for
the three categories when both the age of the family
and the completeness of health care coverage are taken
into account.

The percents of one-person families using care were

substantially lower than the corresponding percents for
multiple-person families (Table C). However, the rank
order of the three categories was the same for both
one-person and multiple-person families.

Table N also shows that the percent of one-person
families using care was generally substantially higher
for older families (65 years of age and over) than for
younger families (under 65 years of age). However,
for hospital outpatient and emergency room care, there
was no statistically significant difference, and for dental
care, the relationship was reversed. Younger one-person
families with full-year health care coverage were gener-
ally more likely to use any given type of health care
service than were younger one-person families not having
full-year coverage.

Table N also presents the mean use of health care
by one-person families that used a particular service.
Because the measures of use—total number of hospital
days, physician visits, prescription acquisitions, and so
on—are not comparable from service to service, overall
patterns must be interpreted with caution. However, it
is clear that age makes a large difference for some

Table N
Use of health care services by 1-person families, by family age and health care coverage: United States, 1980

Under 65 years

With Without
All full-year full-year
1-person health care health care 65 years
Type of service families Total coverage coverage and over
Numberinthousands . . . . . ... ... .......... 26,233 18,519 12,974 5,545 7,714
Percent of families
Inpatient hospitalcare . . . . ... ... ... ....... 14.8 1.2 121 9.3 23.5
Ambulatory physiciancare . . .. ... ... ... ... 71.9 68.8 719 61.4 79.3
Hospital outpatient and emergency roomcare . . . . . . . . 34.2 33.6 35.7 28.7 35.7
Dentalcare . . . .. .. ... ... .. .. ... ...... 43.1 46.3 50.2 373 35.5
Prescription medications . . . . ... ... ... ...... 70.0 65.3 69.4 55.9 81.1
Mean number per family with use
Inpatient hospitaldays . . . .. ............... 14.3 10.3 10.9 8.3 18.9
Ambulatory physician visits . . . . .. ... ... ... ... 5.7 5.1 5.6 3.7 7.2
Hospital outpatient and emergency room visits . . . . . . . 3.4 3.6 40 26 29
Dentalvisits . . . . . ... ... ... ... .. ... ..., 33 3.4 3.5 3.1 3.1
Acquisitions of preseriptions . . . ... ... . L., 10.7 8.1 8.8 6.1 15.6

NOTE: See also Tables 16—20, 2630, 36—40, 46-50, and 56—60.
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services but not for others. For families using hospital
inpatient care and prescription medications, older
families used about twice as much care as younger
families. The mean total number of days spent in the
hospital by one-person families using inpatient hospital
care in 1980 was 19 for older families, as compared
with 10 for younger families. The equivalent comparison
for prescription medications is 16 acquisitions, as com-

pared with 8 acquisitions. For other services, the differ-
ence was smaller or absent. Similar patterns in the quan-
tity of care used were found for multiple-person families
(Table C). Table N also shows that, among younger
one-person families that used a given type of care, the
quantity was generally somewhat higher for families
with full-year health care coverage than for families
that did not have fuli-year coverage.
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Additional Notes on Family Data

This presentation has focused primarily on the re-
lationships between family characteristics and measures
of the use of health care. Discussion has been concen-
trated on multiple-person families with no members 65
years of age and over and all members having full-year
health care coverage. (Data for these families are found
in Tables 3, 13, 23, 33, 43 and 53.) The patterns found
for this single category of families are complex and
variable. It is not unusual for the percent of families
using care generally to increase with a given family
characteristic (for example, with higher income relative
to the poverty level) for some of the five types of health
care examined, but to decrease for other types of health
care.

If families with members of all ages and all degrees
of health care coverage are included, the patterns of
associjation become much more complex. Relevant data
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on the full range of family types are found in the full
set of 60 detailed tables, which the interested user should
examine.

In the foregoing presentation, only two measures
of health care use have been examined—the percent
of families in a given family category that ever used
care in 1980 and the mean total quantity of care used
by families using care. Data on these two measures
occupy only two of the eight columns found in most
of the detailed tables. Other measures of use shown
include mean total use for all families in a category
(not merely those families that used care) and percentiles
of the distribution of use for families using care. For
example, it can be seen from the detailed tables that
the mean quantity of care used by care-using families
usually is well above the median (50th percentile) quan-
tity of use.



Comparison With Other Sources
of Information

Information on individuals’ use of health care is
voluminous. However, information on families’ use of
care is far less common, and direct comparisons that
can be made with data presented in this report are there-
fore quite limited.

Nonetheless, the literature dealing directly with
families’ use of care supports a number of findings of
this report. For one, it is widely reported that different
types of care show differerit use patterns and are respon-
sive to quite different variables (Andersen, 1968; Ander-
sen and Benham, 1970; Hershey, Luft, and Gianaris,
1975; Feldstein, 1979). Second, poor health status (ill
health) has widely been found to be the most important
determinant of use of hospital and physician care (Ander-
sen and Anderson, 1965; Andersen, 1968; Andersen
and Benham, 1970; Hershey, Luft, and Gianaris, 1975).
Third, higher income has not been found to engender
substantially greater use of hospital and physician care.
A particularly detailed study of the issue with respect
to use of physician care appeared in Andersen and
Benham (1970). Fourth, contrary to the pattern for hospi-
tal and physicians care, the use of dental care is strongly
and positively related to family income. (See, for exam-
ple, Andersen and Benham 1970.)

Other findings of this report that are supported in
the literature, albeit not as recurrent themes, include
the following.

* The increase in health care use with family size
is generally less than proportional to family size
differences (Fink, 1969).

* Although, on an individual basis, females generally
use more care than males do, this difference is usually
not found in family-level analysis (Hershey, Luft,
and Gianaris, 1975).

The study that can be compared in greatest detail
with the current report is Wilder’s study of family use
of health services (1969). Issued by the National Center
for Health Statistics and based on data from the 1963—-64
Health Interview Survey, it contains multiple tables on
physician visits, dental visits, and hospital discharges.

Several cautions must be recognized in comparisons
between the current report and Wilder’s study. First,
the introduction of Medicare and Medicaid and the pas-
sage of more than a decade and a half between the
two studies probably has brought about changes in pat-

terns of health service use (Sunshine, 1982; Feldstein,
1979; Andersen and Benham, 1970; Kriesberg, 1963).
Aday, Fleming, and Andersen (1984) document increas-
ing equality in access to care, presumably resulting from
Medicare and Medicaid, for groups that previously had
relatively poor access. Important demographic changes,
such as a dramatic drop in the birth rate and a decline
in average family size, have also affected families’ pat-
terns of health care use.

Second, there is some lack of comparability in defini-
tions and coverage between Wilder’s study and the pres-
ent report. For example, Wilder’s physician visit statistics
include:

+  Ambulatory physician visits, as defined in this report.

» Hospital outpatient and emergency room visits, as
included in this report.

¢ Telephone calls to physicians, which are not included
in this report but amount to approximately 10 percent
of Wilder’s physician visit total.

Third, differences in survey methodology exist.
NMCUES, on which this study is based, was a longitudi-
nal survey. The Wilder study is based on a one-time
survey and does not deal with longitudinal families,
as NMCUES does. Military families are excluded in
this report but included in Wilder's report. In NMCUES,
college students away from home were treated as part
of the family of origin; in Wilder’s study, they were
treated as separate families. Recall periods for the two
surveys were also different.

Finally, the comparison between Wilder’s findings
and the NMCUES findings is based on estimates for
all families, both users and nonusers of health care.
This differs from the approach used previously in this
report, in which estimates of the quantity of health care
used were based on users only. Differences between
Wilder’s findings and the findings of this report on the
quantity of care used could reflect differences in the
percent of families using care rather than differences
in the quantity of care used by those families that did
use care.

Nonetheless, both studies are based on data from
national surveys and focus on families’ annual patterns
of health care use. Thus, it is of value to examine
some of the similarities and differences in patterns of
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health care use as identified by Wilder for 1963-64
and as found in this study for 1980.

Ambulatory Physician Visits

To obtain a total more comparable with the Wilder
data, NMCUES data on physician ambulatory visits were
combined with data on hospital outpatient and emergency
room visits for this discussion.

Family size—Table O presents a comparison of phy-
sician visits by family size as reported in Wilder’s study
and in the detailed tables in this report. An attempt
has been made to adjust for comparability in definition.
The categories of NMCUES, 1980, total visits and
Wilder, 1963-64, total, excluding telephone should be
very similar in coverage. Indeed, the figures on these
lines are quite similar except that results from the earlier
study show a somewhat greater increase in visits with
increasing family size. It was found in both studies
that visits increase less than proportionately to the in-
crease in family size. For example, visits for a four-
person family are less than twice those for a two-person
family.

Age—Wilder reported substantially fewer physician
visits for multiple-person families with heads aged 45-64
or 65 and over than for those with heads under age
45—approximately 14 visits per year for the former
categories, as compared with more than 18 for the latter
category. A decline in visits with increasing age of head
was not found in NMCUES. This change over time
is difficult to explain without further analysis. It probably
is not a result of the advent of Medicare, which would
have produced an increase in physician visits for those
aged 65 and over but not for those 45-64 years of
age. The change may be a result of the decline in birth
rate and average number of children per family from
the early 1960’s to 1980. This decline would most affect
families with heads under age 45, decreasing their size
and hence their mean number of physician visits.

Family structure—Wilder found more physician vis-

its for husband-wife families with children than for those
without children, a finding similar to that of this report.

Income, education, and race—For multiple-person
families, Wilder found a substantial increase in physician
visits with higher family income, measured in 1963-64
dollars. The present data (on the basis of 1980 dollars)
show a much more gradual increase. Similarly, Wilder
found a greater increase in visits with increasing educa-
tion of the family head than is shown in NMCUES
data. Also, the difference in number of physician visits
between white families and multiple-person families of
all other races is only about one-half as large in NMCUES
data as in the Wilder findings.

It would appear, therefore, that patterns of physician
ambulatory visits associated with income, education, and
race are similar in both reports. However, differences
associated with these factors have become smaller over
time. This finding suggests a decline in the importance
of social class and race in explaining family use of
ambulatory physician care. (See Aday, Fleming, and
Andersen, 1984, for a discussion and confirmation of
this trend. ) ’

Hospital Discharges

The measure of hospital discharges reported in
Wilder’s study is too different from the measure used
in this study for valid comparisons to be made.

Dental Visits

The measure of dental visits used in the two studies
appears to be the same. Table P presents a comparison
of dental visit data for multiple-person families. In both
studies, dental visits were found to increase sharply—in-
deed, probably more than proportionately—with family
size. Wilder’s data show somewhat higher numbers of
visits at each family size than are shown in NMCUES
data.

Table O
Ambulatory medical visits for all families, by family size, source of data, and type of visit: United States, 1963—-64 and 1980
Family size
5 or more
Source of data and type of visit 1 person 2 persons 3 persons 4 persons persons
NMCUES," 1980 Mean visits
Physicianambulatory . . . . . . .. ... ... Lo ... 4.1 8.3 9.7 1241 13.3
Hospital outpatient and emergencyroom . . .. ... ... ... .. 1.2 21 25 25 35
Totalvisits . .. ... ... . ... . .. ... . 5.3 10.4 12.2 14.6 16.8
Wilder, 1963-642
Total, excluding telephone . . . . . . ... ... ... ........ 5.7 10.5 13.9 16.7 18.3
Total, including telephone . . . . . . ... ... ... ........ 6.0 11.3 15.6 19.1 21.0

'National Medical Care Utilization and Expenditure Survey.
2From Wilder, 1969.
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Table P

Dental visits for multiple-person families, by selected
characteristics: United States, 1963—64 and 1980

Source of data

Wilder,  NMCUES,?
Characteristic 1963-64" 1980
Family size Mean visits
2PEISONS . . . . . v i h e e e 3.1 2.7
Persons . . . .. i i e e 4.9 3.9
4PBISONS . .« v v v v et e 7.2 6.0
Sormorepersons .. ........... 9.0 71
Age of head
Underd4Syears . . . ... ... ...... 6.6 4.9
4564years .. ... ... ... ..., 5.9 4.6
65yearsandover ............. 2.6 24
Family structure
Head and spouse present . . . ... ... 6.1 4.9
Childunder17years . . . ... ... .. 7.7 6.3
No child under 17 years . . . ... ... 4.0 3.3
Education of head
lessthanQyears . ............ 3.5 2.5
9-12years . ...... ... ... .. 5.8 4.4
13yearsormore . . . . ... ... .... 9.5 5.8
Race
White . .. ................. 6.0 4.6
Allother . . . . . . ... .. ... ..... 3.8 3.7

TFrom Wilder, 1969.

2National Medical Care Utilization and Expenditure Survey.

In both studies, dental visits were found to decrease
with increasing age of family head, with the sharpest
decrease for age 65 and over. It was also found in
both studies that two-parent families with children had
nearly twice as many dental visits as those without chil-
dren and that visits increased sharply with level of
education. Findings from both studies indicate that white
families had more dental visits than families of all other
races. In all cases the Wilder data show higher actual
numbers than the NMCUES data show. This finding
may be either evidence of a real decrease over time
or an artifact of differences in survey methodology.

Income data suggest a narrowing of differences over
time. Wilder’s data (with income measured in 1963-64
dollars) show a disparity of more than 4% to 1 in mean
dental visits between the lowest income group and the
highest income group. NMCUES income data (using
1980 dollars) show a maximum disparity of ‘slightly
more than 3 to 1. Thus, some decline in the importance
of social class may have occurred over time. (It is worth
noting that Medicaid, a program for the poor, generally
covers dentistry.) Whether or not the importance of social
class has declined, dental visits were and remain strongly
related to socioeconomic level as well as strongly related
to family size.
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Table 1
Hospital discharges for multiple-person families, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution
Total. i iiieiiiiienrininnennnnens 58,135 100.0 69.6 17.9 12.6
Family sizel
2 PErSONS. s s esesssessssssanssssassennsnn 22,916 100.0 73.8 15.9 10.4
3 PeIrSONS. veeeveneansrnsanstsssasannsas 12,567 100.0 69.4 17.3 13.2
4 PErSONS. . evsenrasssanrosansoossasesans 12,269 100.0 68.0 19.3 12.7
5 Or mOre PersOnS...c.veveveieeiierrannnns 10,383 100.0 62.3 21.2 16.4
Age of head
Under 25 YEarsS...oeveisenssnetnceorannas 4,308 100.0 67.0 11.1 21.8
25-44 YEArS. ..ttt iiiietsatictiicrneronns 25,173 100.0 70.5 16.8 12.7
45-64 Years....vveeiiraeirasiienaeenians 20,129 100.0 71.4 18.9 9.6
65 years and OVer....vivsenncrrsssonsans 8,525 100.0 63.8 22.0 14.3
Sex of head
O 44,874 100.0 69.8 17.3 13.0
= 1 1T= = N 13,262 100.0 68.9 19.9 11.2
Race and ethnicity2 of head
White. vt iiiiiiiieiiininnnanninnnns cese 51,015 100.0 69.7 17.7 12.6
HiSpaniC. v e s ernneoensnensnsvsnens 3,403 100.0 66.4 16.4 17.2
NON=HisSpaniC. v i vernronnivrnnsensans 47,613 100.0 69.9 17.8 12.3
Blacke s iveiiienineiiinrerionnenanannans 6,090 100.0 68.9 18.7 12.4
Other. ittt iiiennneniarasasnnn 1,030 100.0 70.3 19.2 10.5
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 42,556 100.0 70.0 17.4 12.6
Child under 17 years......cooeveenenoes 22,442 100.0 67.5 16.7 15.8
No child under 17 years.....vceeueuenn 20,114 100.0 72.8 18.1 9.1
Head only, no spouse at any time........ 13,977 100.0 70.9 19.0 10.1
Child under 17 years.....ueveieennanns 8,643 100.0 68.0 21.1 10.9
No child under 17 years.....vevevesenn 5,334 100.0 75.7 15.7 8.7
Other. . iiiiiiiiiniinernnnssntunsunnees 1,602 100.0 46.4 21.1 32.5
Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year........cvvvvnnnnn. 46,990 100.0 73.4 18.0 8.6

Change in composition or existed less
than full year..oiviiiviinennriannnns 11,145 100.0 53.3 17.4 29.3
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Table 1--continued
Hospital discharges for multiple-person families, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Family poverty status in 1980
Below 150 percent poverty level......... 10,938 100.0 64.4 18.5 17.0
Below poverty level.........oooiiunnn, 6,047 100.0 66.3 19.1 14.7
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 4,892 100.0 62.2 17.9 19.9
150-199 percent......cviiii i, 6,355 100.0 67.5 18.6 13.9
200-299 percent......oiiiiii i 12,860 100.0 67.4 18.6 13.9
300-499 percent.....cooiiiiiiiiiiinaann 17,047 100.0 72.4 16.9 10.7
500 percent or more......c.evevieninaann 10,935 100.0 74.0 17.4 8.6
Family income in 19803
Less than $10,000........ .. iviiinnin, 10,629 100.0 65.9 18.1 15.9
$10,000-319,999. . ... ittt i i 16,728 100.0 68.9 17.5 13.7
$20,000-$34,999. ... ittt 19,706 100.0 71.6 17.4 11.0
$35,000 OF MOTE. . vvvvvarrvereonnsroanas 11,073 100.0 70.5 19.1 10.4
Education of head?
None or elementary school............... 10,491 100.0 65.0 22.0 13.0
Some high school..........cvovvvinintt, 9,267 100.0 66.8 18.0 15.2
High school graduate...............o.ut. 20,605 100.0 69.8 17.8 12.4
Some college.cuvuneriiiennnennineennnns 8,651 100.0 72.7 15.4 11.9
College graduate or more................ 9,099 100.0 74.2 15.5 10.3
Family employment status®
2 or more persons worked full year...... 14,607 100.0 75.3 17.8 6.9
Only 1 person worked full year.......... 24,549 100.0 71.5 16.0 12.4
Some part-year work.........oviiiiian, 11,303 100.0 62.1 20.1 17.8
No person worked............ ..o 7,676 100.0 63.5 20.4 16.1
Worst perceived health gtatus
of any family member
Excellent.. v iiiiiiiiiineinnnennsansass 16,200 100.0 78.5 13.4 8.0
GOOd.evvvnvrnenennnns et et i e 24,467 100.0 71.5 18.0 10.5
I 11,131 100.0 64.1 20.9 15.0
Poor.......... Ceieanaaee Ceceaaas Cheiaaans 6,318 100.0 48.8 23.4 27.8
Most severe limitation in usual activity
of any family member
10 1= 43,9441 100.0 74.3 15.6 10.1
Some limitation............cvvvvniinnnt, 3,679 100.0 64.7 23.2 12.1
Cannot perform usual activity........... 10,515 100.0 51.6 25.3 231
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Family's bed days3

L | .

Family health care coverage

A1l members covered full year....... cees
Private insurance only...... e i
Medicaid only..oviiniiniiininrennanens
Medicare only. .. riiiini i rannnnnn,
Medicare and other public programs....

Medicare and private insurance........
Other public and private mixes...... ..
Other mixes of public programs........
Source UnKnOWN. tvvienirnnennaneenns e
A1l members covered, some part year.....
Some members not covered.............. e
A1l members not covered................ .

11,173
14,527
8,834
9,982
13,619

42,453
25,759
1,621
*574
*471
7,475
5,853
*135
*564
8,669
4,963
2,051

100.
100.
106.
100.
100.

[ eee on o o

—
(=1
<
COOOoCOOOoCOO

100.0

83.3
66.8
59.6

69.5
73.4
64.2
*76.5
*59.1
61.7
65.4
*83.2
*48.0
67.1
67.1
88.8

18.1
16.1
20.9
*17.4
*23.1
21.8
21.3
*9.3
*19.7
20.3
15.9
7.1

[ p—
NAOWO
~ O,

12.4
10.5
14.8
*6.1
*17.8
16.5
13.3
*7.5
*32.3
12.6
17.0
4.1

JAverage size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half
“There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.

4Annua] rate.

5

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.
Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.

an integer rounded upward.



9¢

Table 2
Hospital discharges for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 i 2 or more
Percent distribution

I - 3 47,327 100.0 71.5 16.7 11.8

Family size!
2 PEISONS. . tvtreereeneanonnensnonsnnans 14,958 100.0 78.7 12.8 8.5
3 PErSONS. et i i ii ittt 11,228 100.0 71.6 16.2 12.3
4 PErSONS . et in it nraiannnonensnanonns 11,546 100.0 68.6 19.1 12.4
5 OF MOre PErSONS. .. vinruesenrnsrnnsans 9,595 100.0 63.8 20.7 15.5

Age of head
Under 25 yearS...ueiievatnersererasnnnss 4,283 100.0 66.8 11.2 22.0
25-44 YEaArsS.. ...ttt ittt 24,783 100.0 70.8 16.6 12.6
45-64 YEArS .. v senrensranrntrasenaransens 18,261 100.0 73.5 18.2 8.3

Sex of head
= 36,477 100.0 7.7 16.3 12.0
Female..... Cher i Cheer i 10,850 100.0 70.7 18.3 11.0

Race and ethnicity2 of head
White. oo it i i i i aeen 41,444 100.0 71.9 16.4 1.7
Hispanic.. oo vuivirierneineinennnnnann 3,040 100.0 67.0 15.6 17.4
Non-Hispanic........cveiviiiinnnnnnnn, 38,405 100.0 72.3 16.4 11.3
Black.. ..o viiiiininninnennnns e 5,064 100.0 67.8 20.1 12.1
Other. cvi ittt i i it i i it 819 100.0 73.1 *15.7 *11.3
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 34,963 100.0 71.6 16.5 11.9
Child under 17 years.......cvvivnineens 21,668 100.0 67.9 16.6 15.5
No child under 17 years.....coevvvennnn 13,295 100.0 77.5 16.3 6.1
Head only, no spouse at any time........ 11,169 100.0 72.8 17.5 9.7
Child under 17 years........... RPN 8,258 100.0 68.8 20.2 11.0
No child under 17 years............... 2,911 100.0 84.1 10.0 *5.9
[0 2 Y- 1,194 100.0 57.9 16.0 26.0
Family dynamics

Unchanging, full year......cvivviennnnnn 37,714 100.0 75.4 17.1 7.5

Change in composition or existed less
than full year....oiviviiiinvnnvnnan, 9,613 100.0 56.0 15.5 28.5
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Table 2--continued
Hospital discharges for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution
Family health care coverage

A1l members covered full year........... 33,575 100.0 71.5 17.0 11.5
Private insurance only................ 25,502 100.0 73.7 16.0 10.3
Medicaid only.....cooiii i, 1,606 100.0 64.9 20.2 15.0
Medicare only......covviiiiinenann.. - 100.0 - - -
Medicare and other public programs.... *12 100.0 *100.0 - -
Medicare and private insurance........ *g95 100.0 *73.7 *13.6 *x12.7
Other public and private mixes........ 5,762 100.0 65.5 21.0 13.5
Other mixes of public programs........ *135 100.0 *83.2 *9.3 *7.5
Source unknown........ciiiiiiiiiinaa, *463 100.0 *45.0 *15.6 *39.4
A1l members covered, some part year..... 7,968 100.0 68.0 19.2 12.8
Some members not covered................ 3,804 100.0 69.6 14.6 15.8
A1l members not covered................. 1,980 100.0 88.9 *6.9 4.2

]Average size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half an integer rounded upward.
2There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.
3Annual rate.
4Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.
Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.
Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.



Table 3

Hospital discharges for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and all members with health care coverage all year, by
selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution

I3 7 8 33,575 100.0 71.5 17.0 11.5

Family size!
2 PErSONS. vttt enreenroosnssnnnsnanans 10,994 100.0 78.0 14.7 7.3
3 PErSONS.  irevnansrsnsavenresnssesonass 8,010 100.0 71.8 15.8 12.4
4 PEISONS . tvrvnerrvrrenssnonnsnssasannns 8,464 100.0 67.5 19.5 13.0
5 OF MOFE PEIrSONS. . tvteeirarosasosorsens 6,107 100.0 65.2 19.2 15.7

Age of head
Under 25 yearS..uiuieeereenrrrnonsnsoons 2,585 100.0 69.8 10.8 19.4
25~44 YEArS.. v ieeriarierorresiaeraaans 18,256 100.0 70.3 17.0 12.7
4564 YEArS . vt reure e iisirnrirarans 12,733 100.0 73.6 18.3 8.1

Sex of head
1= 1= 3O N 27,351 100.0 71.4 16.6 12.0
= - 6,224 100.0 72.1 18.8 9.1

Race and ethm’city2 of head
L (T - PN 29,902 100.0 71.4 16.8 11.8
HiSpanicC. . vivs e rnsiannseneansansanss 1,7 100.0 63.8 18.3 18.0
Non-Hispanic........ov. Chereseneaerens 28,191 100.0 71.9 16.7 11.4
BlACK. e eeveranrarnnvonoroonesossonosnnns 3,139 100.0 71.9 18.8 9.3
Other.....cvvvvvnnn Ceiessesaarreaen Ceeeen 533 100.0 73.9 *16.9 *9.2
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 26,517 100.0 71.3 16.9 11.8
Child under 17 years.....vvevovecssass 16,251 100.0 67.7 17.0 15.4
No child under 17 years.....coeeveenans 10,266 100.0 77.2 16.8 6.0
Head only, no spouse at any time........ 6,394 100.0 74.2 17.2 8.6
Child under 17 yearS....ovieservannanas 5,051 100.0 72.7 18.2 9.1
No child under 17 years.....vieeeenves 1,343 100.0 79.8 13.5 *6.7
0T 1= P 663 100.0 52.3 *18.9 28.8
Family dynamics

Unchanging, full year.......oovvveiinnnn 28,266 100.0 74.9 17.2 7.8

Change in composition or existed less
than full year...oveeeeenenresnnncnenns 5,308 100.0 53.3 15.8 30.9
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Table 3--continued

Hospital discharges for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and all members with health care coverage all year, by
selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 ] 2 or more
Percent distribution
Family poverty status in 1980
Below 150 percent poverty level......... 4,640 100.0 62.5 20.6 16.9
Below poverty level................... 2,919 100.0 66.1 18.9 15.0
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 1,721 100.0 56.4 23.4 20.2
150-199 percent...cvvniiiiennrireenrennns 2,657 100.0 66.9 17.5 15.6
200-299 percent. . ..iiiiiiiiiii i, 7,074 100.0 69.1 18.2 12.7
300-499 percent. ...t 11,427 100.0 74.4 15.7 9.9
500 percent or more........ciiiiiiiaiann 7,776 100.0 76.4 15.5 8.1
Family income 1in 19803
Ltess than $10,000............ ... ... ..., 4,023 100.0 64.6 20.9 14.5
$10,000-$19,999. ...ttt 7,715 100.0 70.8 15.5 13.7
$20,000-334,999. ..ttt ittt i 13,970 100.0 72.8 16.8 10.4
$35,000 or mOre....vvvviiinrneineaiaaaas 7,867 100.0 73.5 16.8 9.7
Education of head?
None or elementary school............... 3,188 100.0 66.4 21.5 12.1
Some high school.....covviiiiinininnnnns 4,620 100.0 70.7 17.6 11.6
High school graduate...........ciovvunnn 13,366 100.0 711 16.9 12.0
Some cOTTEge. v iiieiin i inrernnnnnans 5,757 100.0 73.4 16.3 10.3
College graduate or more.......cvvvuvnn. 6,625 100.0 73.7 15.1 11.2
Family employment status®
2 or more persons worked full year...... 10,347 100.0 76.6 17.1 6.3
Only 1 person worked full year.......... 16,128 100.0 71.3 15.8 12.9
Some part-year work............. o0, 4,933 100.0 61.2 20.5 18.3
No person worked.....oviviiiininnninnans 2,167 100.0 72.2 17.2 10.6
Worst perceived health sgatus
of any family member
Excellent. i iiiiiiiininnnreernnannnss 11,162 100.0 78.1 14.2 7.8
T o Y AN 15,029 100.0 72.0 17.1 11.0
- I 5,209 100.0 64.6 20.5 14.9
POOT. e e 2,155 100.0 51.2 22.9 26.0

Most severe Timitation in usual activity
of any family member
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Worst perceived health status
of any family member® -—continued

1T - 28,461 100.0 74.2 15.8 10.0
Some Timitation........c.vviiiiiiniin... 2,067 100.0 62.7 22.6 14.7
Cannot perform usual activity........... 3,047 100.0 52.3 24.3 23.3

Bttt it e it et it 5,766 100.0 98.5 *1.0 *0.
Y 8,806 100.0 86.2 11.4 2
S 5,513 100.0 70.3 21.0 8
L 2 | 6,162 100.0 61.3 24.5 14.
More than 20....cviviiiiiniiiernnrennan, 7,328 100.0 42.1 27.1 30.
Family health care coverage

Private insurance only..voevverensennnsn 25,502 100.0 73.7 16.0 10.
Medicaid only...ovviiieiiennrnsnnennonnas 1,606 100.0 64.9 20.2 15.
Medicare only....ovvuiiriniinnnnnnnnnes - 100.0 - -

Medicare and other public programs...... *12 100.0 *100.0 .-

Medicare and private insurance.......... *g5 100.0 *73.7 *13.6 *2.
Other public and private mixes.......... 5,762 100.0 65.5 21.0 13.
Other mixes of public programs.......... *135 100.0 *83.2 *9.3 *7.
Source UNKNOWN. .« ittt iiiernrienenans *463 100.0 *45.0 *15.6 *39.

OO

hUOINIT | OW

laverage size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half an integer rounded upward.
There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.

Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.
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Table 4

Hospital discharges for multiple—person families with all members under 65 years of age and some or all members without health care coverage
all year, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year.

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution
I - 13,752 100.0 71.5 16.1 12.4
Family size!
A 7= Y 113 - 3,964 100.0 80.6 7.6 11.8
3 PEISOMIS . ettt ertnernenannnsesonassnnnns 3,218 100.0 71.0 17.0 12.0
A PEISONS ittt en it iee ettt 3,082 100.0 71.5 18.0 10.5
5 or more persons.........iiiiiiiiiin.. 3,488 100.0 61.4 23.5 15.2
Age of head
Under 25 years......ieeiinrnrnrnneennnn. 1,698 100.0 62.3 11.8 25.9
25-44 YEArS. . ittt ittt 6,527 100.0 72.4 15.5 12.1
45-64 YeaArsS. ...ttt 5,528 100.0 73.2 18.2 8.6
Sex of head
Male. ittt i i it e e e 9,126 100.0 72.8 15.4 11.8
Female. . ooi ittt et ci it e 4,627 100.0 68.8 17.5 13.7
Race and ethm‘city2 of head
White. .ottt it i i 11,542 100.0 73.2 15.2 1.6
Hispanic..e i iiiiiiniinnieininacnnnnns 1,328 100.0 71.1 12.1 16.8
Non-Hispanic.......oviviniiiieaen.., 10,214 100.0 73.5 15.6 10.9
Black...... s et e ea e 1,924 100.0 61.1 22.1 16.8
Other. . ittt *x286 100.0 *71.4 *13.3 *15.2
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 8,446 100.0 72.2 15.3 12.5
Child under 17 years.........covvvevnn. 5,417 100.0 68.6 15.7 15.8
No child under 17 years.......c.u..... 3,029 100.0 78.8 14.7 6.5
Head only, no spouse at any time........ 4,775 100.0 70.9 17.9 1.2
Child under 17 years.......ocvvviennnn 3,207 100.0 62.6 23.3 14.1
No child under 17 years........cvvu.nn 1,568 100.0 87.9 *6.9 *5.,2
L0 1= o *532 100.0 *65.0 *12.4 *22.6
Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year................... 9,448 100.0 77.0 16.6 6.6
Change in composition or existed less
than full year....ovveiinieinnrennnnnnn 4,304 100.0 59.3 15.1 25.5
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Family poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level.........
Below poverty level......covvvvuunnns,
Poverty level to 149 percent..........

150-199 percent.......cvivivrivnniin.,

200-299 percent..ocviiinierieneniiaiaa,

300-499 percent...viiiiiiiiriiniieiina.,

500 percent or more........ 0o,

Family income in 19803

Less than $10,000......c0vvevernnnnnan.
$10,000-$19,999. . ... i ittt
$20,000-334,990. ... iiiiirnnrnirnnrnaans
$35,000 Or MOTe. v v reernrisnnrotinsnns

Education of head?

None or elementary school...............
Some high school........c..cvviiviann,
High school graduate..........ccvvvvnn,
Some COTTEQE. v v euivurirrnsernnsnnnsnsnns
College graduate or more......vvevennnen

Family employment status®

2 or more persons worked full year......
Only 1 person worked full year..........
Some part-year work....... ... oot
No person worked.......coevivvevaninaans

Worst perceived health sgatus
of any family member

Most severe limitation in usual activity
of any family member

NON B st evnieensnssnnrensssnsannssannsons
Some limitation......covvvienvinenncnnas
Cannot perform usual activity...........
Family's bed days3
P
L e
T 1 ) PP
1m0 e e ieiaieinnecnronsnsnsnnanannnns
More than 20.....0uuiiiivnenrneranennans

4,130
2,164
1,966
2,168
3,000
2,880
1,574

3,473
4,840
3,310
2,130

2,634
2,926
4,934
1,800
1,459

3,282
5,654
4,087

*729

3,609
5,808
2,812
1,524

11,290
747
1,715

2,059
3,620
1,957
2,722
3,394

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

coo oo ococoOoOo ococooo oo Oo COoOOoCOoOOoCOo

cCoOOoOoO

67.
64.
70.
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Table 4~-continued

Hospital discharges for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and some or all members without health
all year, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

care coverage

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution
Family health care coverage
A1l members covered, some part year..... 7,968 100.0 68.0 19.2 12.8
Some members not covered.........oiiinnn 3,804 100.0 69.6 14.6 15.8
A1l members not covered.....coviieennans 1,980 100.0 88.9 *6.9 4,2

]Average size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half an integer rounded upward.
“There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.

Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple—person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.



Table 5
Hospital discharges for multiple-person families with members 65 years of age and over, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution
Total.wveiiiniiionninennennannsn 10,809 100.0 61.2 22.7 16.1
Family size!
2 PEIrSONS . ittt et st sisetasaanaenannsas 7,958 100.0 64.5 21.6 13.8
3 PEIrSONS. it nsetersncnrnorsnesnasonnos 1,339 100.0 51.6 27 .1 21.3
4 PErSONS. .t et eeenitssenrsssnensracnascas 724 100.0 59.7 22.0 18.3
5 OF MOTe PErSONS. v siuinensrsvtssravanes 788 100.0 44,7 27.3 28.0
Family age
A1l members 65 years and over........... 4,141 100.0 64.9 20.3 14.7
Some members under 65.... .0 0 6,668 100.0 58.8 24,2 16.9
Sex of head
P 8,397 100.0 61.3 21.4 17.3
Female...... et et e te ettt 2,412 100.0 60.7 27.3 12.0
Race and ethm‘city2 of head
White.ioi it ieiaiinincsnnnsertnnnes 9,571 100.0 59.8 23.7 16.5
HiSPanicC. e iisanonnornisnsnceoasnnsons *363 100.0 *61.4 *23.0 *15.5
NON=HiSpPanicC. veui i ineninoronnnsnns 9,208 100.0 59.7 23.7 16.6
3 o P 1,027 100.0 74.3 12.1 *13.6
Other. . ittt i i i it e i *211 100.0 *59.5 *33.0 *7.5
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 7,593 100.0 62.9 21.2 15.9
Child under 17 years........ocueeveunn. 774 100.0 57.9 17.4 24.7
No child under 17 years........c.cvven. 6,819 100.0 63.5 21.7 14.9
Head only, no spouse at any time........ 2,808 100.0 63.6 24.9 11.5
Child under 17 years.....cccevivnvesnes *384 100.0 *51.6 *39.9 *8.5
No child under 17 years..........uevss 2,424 100.0 65.5 22.5 12.0
Other. e e i iiieeriaraneerarnnenanssnnans *408 100.0 *12.6 *36.1 *51.3
Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year.......c.covvvevnnn 9,276 100.0 65.3 21.7 13.0
Change in composition or existed less
than full year........oiiiiiiiiiinennns 1,533 100.0 36.3 29.2 34.5

N
W
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Table 5--continued
Hospital discharges for multiple-person families with members 65 years of age or over, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution
Family poverty status in 1980
Below 150 percent poverty level......... 2,169 100.0 62.4 20.8 16.8
Below poverty level.......oiiuvuennn., 964 100.0 70.1 18.9 *11.0
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 1,205 100.0 56.2 22.4 21.4

150-199 percent.....cvovvivnrnrnnnnaneans 1,530 100.0 59.8 26.2 14.0
200-299 percent...iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiienae, 2,785 100.0 57.4 23.8 18.8
300-499 percent..cviiiiiiiiiii i 2,740 100.0 63.4 21.2 15.4
500 percent Or mOre.....vveivucneennnsns 1,585 100.0 63.6 22.8 13.6

Family income in 19803
Less than $10,000...........cciivevnnn.. 3,133 100.0 64.6 19.3 16.1
$10,000-$19,999. . .cviiiiiin i 4,173 100.0 58.2 26.6 15.1
$20,000-$34,999. ... 0t ieiii it i 2,427 100.0 63.9 19.5 16.6
$35,000 OF MOFE. e evrirerenneennennennnns 1,076 100.0 56.5 24.9 18.6

Education of head?
None or elementary school............... 4,669 110.0 61.2 23.9 14.9
Some high school.......... ... ..t 1,721 100.0 57.9 24.5 17.7
High school graduate.................... 2,306 100.0 58.4 24.2 17.4
Some college...cviiiiniininiiiinninnnn, 1,095 100.0 67.6 *11.6 20.8
College graduate or more.......... Cerees 1,015 100.0 65.8 ’ 23.1 11.1

Family employment status®
2 or more persons worked full year...... 979 100.0 60.2 21.4 18.4
Only 1 worked full year...............us 2,767 100.0 66.1 21.0 12.9
Some part-year work............ .. 0l 2,282 100.0 58.1 26.9 15.0
No person worked........cooiiviiiinninnns 4,781 100.0 60.0 22.0 18.0
Worst perceived health gtatus
of any family member

Excellent....iiiiiiiieninnnennns Ceereeas 1,429 100.0 78.2 13.4 *8.4
ET 1Y P 3,630 100.0 67.4 22.3 10.3
= B I Cheeaaenas 3,110 100.0 59.7 24.7 15.7
Poor....oovvieniiinne. Chreieiiter i 2,640 100.0 45.2 26.1 28.7

Most severe limitation in usual activity
of any family member
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NOME . ittt ieierensonsostosennnnennnsnns 4,190 100.0
Some Timitation..veeieuireseennnseoancnnns 865 100.0
Cannot perform usual activity........... 5,754 100.0

Dttt ettt entersasrneaacnenronsonsonanens 3,349 100.0
T ettt evesenassvnossassssnennassanne 2,100 100.0
T I 1,364 100.0
T1m20 s ittt v e eesosestoonnnsacessensas 1,098 100.0
More than 20...veerierenrerrreneearasnns 2,897 100.0

Family health care coverage

A1l members covered full year........... 8,879 100.0
Private insurance only....cveevevennss *258 100.0
Medicaid only...covirinrirnrnnnnanens *15 100.0
Medicare only.see e iineeneennnonaneonas *574 100.0
Medicare and other public programs.... *459 100.0
Medicare and private insurance........ 7,380 100.0
Other public and private mixes........ *91 100.0
Other mixes of public programs........ - 100.0
Source UNKNOWN. oo viiiveerariransannnss *102 100.0

A1l members covered, some part year..... 701 100.0

Some members not covered....veoverrrsnnn 1,159 100.0

A11 members not covered.........evvneane *71 100.0

75.
63.
50.

SO W

98.
72.
43.
43.
25.

— OO~ Oy

61.
*41.

*76.
*58.

61.
*61.

*62.
56.

PO NOYOoOW | NN

*86.6

15.
26.
27.

*1.
25.
44.
37.
29.

22.
*26.
*100.
*17.
*23.
21.
*38.

*38.
33.
20.

*13.

ooo

hHoovu

DW= OWONDOOOW

*2.
12.
18.
45.

16.
*31.

*6.
*18.
16.

*10.
20.

NOo W
- ) et

Do)

1wl 1 1T o~ OO

]Average size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half
2There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.
Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.

an integer rounded upward.
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Table 6
Hospital discharges for l-person families, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distributieon
Total.weviiniin i e iinn i i, 26,233 100.0 85.2 8.8 6.0
Sex
L 11,866 100.0 87.2 7.3 5.5
Female......oiviiiiiiniiiinaniiinnan, 14,367 100.0 83.5 10.1 6.4
Race and ethnicity]

White. ittt i i i i e s i iaenenn, 22,811 100.0 85.1 9.2 5.8
Hispanic...oovviinininninnans, RPN 818 100.0 79.4 *12.6 *8.0
Non~-Hispanic.....cooviiiiiineinnnnn.. 21,993 100.0 85.3 9.0 5.7

I o A 2,71 100.0 84.3 7.1 8.6

Other..vivviiiiiiiniiinnn. eeaan Chrereas *712 100.0 *91.1 *5.2 *3.6

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year............. 22,570 100.0 85.4 9.5 ' 5.2
Change in composition or existed less
than full year.......ccvviviiiinnnenn.. 3,662 100.0 83.8 5.0 11.2
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level......... 9,379 100.0 80.6 10.2 9.2
Below poverty Tevel.....vcvivinvnnnnn. 5,252 100.0 82.3 9.6 8.0
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 4,128 100.0 78.3 11.0 10.7

150-199 percent........... Cereritarsanas 2,974 100.0 86.8 7.7 5.4

200-299 percent....cciiierirnianiennnnns 5,563 100.0 88.9 7.1 4.0

300-499 percent...eviiiiiniiiiiiienaa., 5,426 100.0 86.4 9.6 4.0

500 percent or moOre...vvvviineenrnnennns 2,891 100.0 88.8 7.4 *3.8

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000.........0.c0vvvnnnn.. 14,468 100.0 81.8 9.9 8.3

$10,000-$19,999. ..o ivi it i i, 8,280 100.0 839.4 7.5 3.0

$20,000-$34,999......... Cerereiaaiaaaaas 2,664 100.0 89.0 7.0 *3.9

$35,000 0r MOTE. . vvieiiennnenennsnnnnnes 820 100.0 88.5 *8.7 *2.8

Education3

None or elementary school............... 4,782 100.0 78.7 10.4 11.0

Some high school.....cvevieiiniinnnnn.n. 3,996 100.0 82.5 9.1 8.4

High school graduate............ccuutn.. 7,413 100.0 86.3 9.2 4.5

Some coTlege. v v e ir i iiie et iinenannennnn 4,842 100.0 88.1 7.5 4.4

College graduate Or mOre......evevverennn 5,122 100.0 88.7 8.0 *3.3

b -
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Employment status?

Worked full year.....cuviieieroienennns. 10,374 100.0 92.3 6.3 *1.
Worked part year.....cceeiiviennnaiiin... 7,129 100.0 85.3 9.3 5
Never worked..covinienneieneronenonnannns 8,703 100.0 76.5 11.5 12.
Perceived health status®
EXCellent. i iiinciiecninensosinnennnns 11,226 100.0 90.5 6.6 3.
GOOU. oottt iennretnanrenssosssnsecasaaeas 9,642 100.0 87.0 8.8 5
- G O 3,691 100.0 74.5 15.0 10.
oY 1,568 100.0 61.1 17.8 21.
Limitation in usual activity
OBt ettt ieeiintsnnsenesnnonasasaannnns 21,977 100.0 88.8 7.8 3.
Some Timitation....veieiiiiiiniiiinnens 731 100.0 72.9 *13.2 *14,
Cannot perform usual activity........... 3,525 100.0 65.3 14.1 20.
Bed day52
0. ittt ettt ieteattaa et 12,629 100.0 98.8 *0.8 *0.
e T 6,587 100.0 90.6 7.8 *1,
B=T0. .t eeinviorecnnnnaronannsnsasnsannons 2,671 100.0 7.7 21.5 6
T1-20. s it iin e cieiecneosnennsassnrnnnna 1,924 100.0 57.4 28.3 14,
More than 20.......00.. Ceerer e neaaaas 2,422 100.0 36.1 24.1 39,
Family health care coverage
All members covered full year........... 20,49 100.0 83.7 9.6 b
Private insurance only.........v.vvnn. 10,523 100.0 90.9 6.6 2
Medicaid only..ucueiiiiiininneearnannn *317 100.0 *74.9 *13.3 *11.
Medicare only.ueeeenrsrnarnnsscansnans 1,262 100.0 84.1 *10.6 *5.
Medicare and other public programs.... 993 100.0 74.3 11.6 14
Medicare and private insurance........ 4,819 100.0 74.4 12.8 12.
Other public and private mixes........ 1,361 100.0 80.4 12.8 *6.
Other mixes of public programs........ *186 100.0 *91.5 *8.5
SoUrce UNKNOWN .« v et iinnnnnveeseansnns 1,030 100.0 67.9 16.0 16.
A1l members covered, some part year..... 3,223 100.0 89.1 *6.8 *4,
Some members not covered............ .00 *x24 100.0 - *54.9 *45,
A1l members not covered.......c.couvnunn 2,495 100.0 92.7 *5.2 *2.

o n — N o [N

\ow&mb
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1

2There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.

Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.
Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.
Excludes families with a1l members with health status unknown.

NOTE: 1-person families are families with average size less than 1.5. For 1-person families with more than 1 distinct individual,
characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 1.
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Table 7
Hospital discharges for l-person families under 65 years of age, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution
LI 3 % 1 I 18,519 100.0 88.8 7.3 3.9
Age

Under 25 years.. oo viviierennrasannnnss 5,208 100.0 91.3 5.5 3.2

25-44 YEaArS. ..ttt e 7,630 100.0 88.3 8.0 3.7

A5-604 YRAIrS. . ii ittt 5,680 100.0 87.1 8.0 4.9

Sex
T 10,082 100.0 90.3 5.9 3.8
Female. v i ii it it it en e 8,437 100.0 87.0 9.0 4.0
Race and ethnicity]

White. . iviiiiiiii ittt iiiiiiiiiannn 15,786 100.0 89.2 7.4 3.4
Hispanic....oviniiiniiinininnennnas 680 100.0 84.7 *7.6 *7.7
Non-Hispanic....ooviiiiiinniinnennnns 15,106 100.0 89.4 7.4 3.2

Black. .. ov it iniiii ittt e 2,128 100.0 84.4 *7.5 *8.1

L8 V= AN *605 100.0 *93.4 *4,2 *2.3

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year.........ccoovnnn, 15,487 100.0 88.3 8.5 3.2
Change in composition or existed less
than full year.....ciiiiiiiiiinnnnnnens 3,032 100.0 91.3 *1.0 7.6
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level......... 5,181 100.0 84.0 8.3 7.7
Below poverty level........vvvinvnnn 3,031 100.0 81.8 10.8 7.4
Poverty Tevel to 149 percent.......... 2,149 100.0 87.1 *4.8 8.1

150-199 percent....cvvviiiiiiiiiiiiannnn, 1,855 100.0 90.3 *6.6 *3.1

200-299 percent...cvviiiiiiiiiiniananaas 4,250 100.0 92.3 5.5 *2.2

300-499 percent.. ..ot 4,643 100.0 89.1 8.5 *2.5

500 percent ormore.........oiiiiiiin., 2,590 100.0 91.0 6.8 *2.3

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000.........coviuinaan.... 8,222 100.0 85.1 8.6 6.3

$10,000-$19,999........ Cerereaii e 7,113 100.0 92.2 6.0 *1.8

$20,000-$34,999. . ... iii it e 2,529 100.0 89.6 *7.4 *3.0

$35,000 Or MOFE. s eeitiie i innnnenss *656 100.0 *95.1 *4.9 -
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Education3

None or elementary school............... 1,770
Some high school.....oviiiiinvnnn i 2,546
High school graduate..........coviinvnns 5,759
Some COTlege. v ivrvrieninrnranernnnnnnnns 4,037
College graduate or more................ 4,329

Employment status?

Worked full year.......coviiiiiiaannan, 9,963
Worked part year...vioiiiinnrnnrnecnnnns 6,265
Never worked. oo oo nieineeinorennnnnns 2,264

Excellent...iiiiiinneiiaiennnnerioneennns 8,913
GOOO . et vt e it irerenrenananernssnnenonnese 6,852
I 1,866
o (Y0 Y ol PRt 803

NOME. ottt vnvissansasnrosnoosoonsaensans 16,928
Some Timitation.......cvviviiiinnninnnn, *209
Cannot perform usual activity.......... . 1,383
Bed days2
O vttt i ettt enaatn s aneranns 8,291
L 5,721
S 1 2,013
L 1,222
More than 20.....vieiiieiiiiiiiinnnnenns 1,273

Family health care coverage

A1l members covered full year........... 12,974
Private insurance only................ 10,511
Medicaid only........... Ceeiraae e *317
Medicare only..cvvuiviriin e rnnanas *108
Medicare and other public programs.... -
Medicare and private insurance........ -
Other public and private mixes........ 1,361
Other mixes of public programs........ *186
Source unknown.....viviiriiei i *491

A1l members covered, some part year..... 3,223

Some members not covered................ -

A1l members not covered..........viiunn 2,322

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
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85.
84,
87.
90.
92.

92,
86.
79.

92.
90.
75.
65.

90.
*89.
71.

98.
93.
78.
65.
42.

88.
91.
*74,
*87.

80.
*91.
*49,

89.

93.
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*6.
*29.

*2.
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There were too few Hispanic of races other than white families for separate tabulation.

Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.
Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.
Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: 1l-person families are families with average size less than 1.5.

characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 2.

For l-person families with more than 1 distinct individual,
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Table 8

Hospital discharges for l1-person families under 65 years of age with health care coverage all year, by selected characteristics:
United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 1 2 or more
Percent distribution
Total.. v iiiieiiiiiiiiiinnnnnn 12,974 100.0 88.0 7.8 4.2
Age

Under 25 yearsS..v.iuievererioecianinaenns 3,166 100.0 90.0 6.3 3.7

25-44 Years......iiiiiiniiiii i 5,206 100.0 87.7 8.3 *4.0

A5-64 YRArS. .. iiviiiiiraartatirsnsternoas 4,601 100.0 86.8 8.3 4.8

Sex
T 6,807 100.0 88.9 6.6 4.5
T - 6,167 100.0 86.9 9.2 3.9
Race and ethnicity]

White. oot i it i i i 11,183 100.0 88.5 7.6 3.8
HispanicC. oo iieiiiniiininnennannnnees *400 100.0 *86.9 - *13.1
Non—-Hispanic.....coviiiiiiiiinnnnnnnn. 10,782 100.0 88.6 7.9 3.5

Blacke i s iienineneniennnnnnns Cereenees 1,428 100.0 83.2 *9.7 *7.1

Other. vttt ittt eeia s *363 100.0 *89.1 *7.0 *3.9

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year........... ..ot 11,017 100.0 87.2 9.1 3.7
Change in composition or existed less
than full year......ccviiiiiiiiennnans 1,957 100.0 92.1 *0.8 7.1
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level......... 2,775 100.0 81.2 9.0 9.8
Below poverty level.........ovvvnnnn. 1,638 100.0 76.4 11.0 12.6
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 1,137 100.0 88.0 *6.2 *5.9

150-199 percent.c.vviviniiiinnnenennnns 1,072 100.0 88.9 *7.1 *3.9

200-299 percent...c.iiiiiiiiii e 2,997 100.0 90.4 4.2 *2.4

300-499 percent.cciciiiieiiiiiiiiiiaian. 3,918 100.0 88.2 8.9 *2.9

500 percent or more...... ..ot 2,212 100.0 92.3 *5.8 *2.0

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000.......ccviiiniiinann 4,620 100.0 82.3 10.0 7.7

$10,000-519,999. ..t ittt i 5,656 100.0 90.2 7.6 *2.2

$20,000-$34,999. ..t viii it e 2,114 100.0 91.8 *5.3 *2.9

$35,000 Or MOre. v ieennrrerenneennanns *584 100.0 *97.4 *2.6 -
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Education3

None or elementary school............... 1,328 100.0 80.5 *9.0 *10.
Some high school......coiiiiiiinnninennn 1,538 100.0 85.5 *10.2 4
High school graduate........cvoivviunnnn 4,047 100.0 87.9 8.6 *3.
Some €COTTlege.cvvnieeiiinnnennnnannannas 2,830 100.0 89.3 6.0 x4,
College graduate or MOre......c.oounvueus 3,201 100.0 91.0 7.0 *2,
Employment status?
Worked full year.....coviiiinrnninnvonss 7,649 100.0 91.7 6.8 *1.
Worked part year....coouveiieinnnraninnns 3,554 100.0 86.3 8.3 *5,
Never worked........iiiviiiiiiiinainnnans 1,769 100.0 75.1 11.5 13.
Perceived health status®
Excellent....viviivinnerennenerannnnnns 6,353 100.0 93.2 5.2 *x1.
GOOU: s vveerernsasosnsassssassoassansnns 4,537 100.0 89.2 7.1 *3,
= T N 1,425 100.0 74.7 13.7 *11.
20T T ot *572 100.0 *54.4 *29.8 *15,
Limitation in usual activity

NOME. et it it iiiisesseniiasansnensanas 11,652 100.0 89.7 7.6 2
Some Timitation......ooveruiinnnnnnn *127 100.0 *100.0 -

Cannot perform usual activity........... 1,195 100.0 69.3 *11.0 19

Bed days2
Dttt ittt ettt 5,669 100.0 99.0 *0.3 *0.
L T 4,146 100.0 93.1 5.8 *1,
T T 1,247 100.0 75.5 18.4 *6,
T1-20. . iiveiennnrennnnnn cereeaas Cheeens 984 100.0 63.9 31.5 x4,
More than 20....c0viiiirinennrnnnnranass 928 100.0 39.4 23.5 37.
Family health care coverage

Private insurance only...ovvivveiennnnns 10,511 100.0 91.1 6.5 2
Medicaid OnTy.eenesevivvrenreransnonnns *317 100.0 *74.9 *13.3 *11.
Medicare only....viviiiriennrinnnnannes *108 100.0 *87.1 - *12.
Medicare and other public programs...... - 100.0 - -

Medicare and private insurance.......... - 100.0 - -

Other public and private mixes....... cos 1,361 100.0 80.4 12.8 *6.
Other mixes of public programs.......... *186 100.0 *91,5 *8.5

SOUPCE UNKNOWN. i vevernrnvonsnnrnsannnnse *491 100.0 *49,7 *20.6 *29,

(e N LN R oyl who o~NOIwWwo,

~

~

—_ = O~

~N1L ol 1 oobd

IThere were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.
Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: 1l-person families are families with average size less than 1.5. For l-person families with more than 1 distinct individual,
characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 2.
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Table 9

Hospital discharges for l-person families under 65 years of age without health care coverage all year, by selected characteristics:

[Rate per family year.

United States, 1980

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of
families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 ] 2 or more
Percent distribution
Total. .ot i i e e i e 5,545 100.0 90.7 6.1 *3.2
Age

Under 25 years...oviuneiiinennenanaannns 2,042 100.0 93.2 *4.4 *2.4

25-44 YEArS. .. ttiiirn it 2,424 100.0 89.8 *7.2 *3.0

A5-64 YEAIS. . vttt i i entrn i 1,079 100.0 88.2 *6.7 *5.1

Sex
Ml s ir ittt i i i i e 3,275 100.0 93.2 *4.4 *2.4
Female. . oiiiiin ittt ittt e iiiaes 2,270 100.0 87.2 *8.4 *4.4
Race and ethnicity]

White.. oottt it 4,603 100.0 90.9 6.8 *2.3
HISPaniCe i in e nineesnnnnsennnnnnns *x280 100.0 *81.5 *18.5 -
Non-Hispanic..vvoveven. Crerereer e 4,323 100.0 91.5 6.1 *2.4

Black. i vuvuiiii i *700 100.0 *86.7 *2.9 *10.3

Other. ittt i ittt it i inaean *242 100.0 *100.0 - -

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year................... 4,470 100.0 90.9 7.2 *1.9
Change in compasition or existed less
than full year................ N 1,075 100.0 90.0 *1.5 *8.5
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty Tevel......... 2,405 160.0 87.3 *7.5 *5.2
Below poverty level........cvivvnnnnn. 1,394 100.0 88.2 *10.6 *1.2
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 1,012 100.0 86.2 *3.2 *10.6

150-199 percent....coovviiniii it 784 100.0 92.2 *5.9 *1.9

200-299 percent..veiieciviianeeinnennnes 1,253 100.0 96.7 *1.4 *1.9

300-499 percent...viiiiiinranrininaeans *725 100.0 *93.9 *6.1 -

500 percent or more...........iiinnnna., *379 100.0 *83.4 *12.7 *3.9

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000...........c.cniiaaa... 3,602 100.0 88.7 6.7 *4.5

$10,000-$19,999. ... ciiiiiii i 1,457 100.0 100.0 - -

$20,000-$34,999........ et *415 100.0 *78.2 *18.3 *3.5

$35,000 OF MOrE.. v vrerenreneanernnnnnens *71 100.0 *76.4 *23.6 -
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Education
None or elementary school............... *443 100.0 *100.0 -
Some high school.......ooviiiiinnnnnnan, 1,008 100.0 83.1 *7.9 *g,
High school graduate............ovvuven. 1,713 100.0 86.6 *10.9 *2.
Some €OTTege. . tieiinrereentnnncnnannnas, 1,208 100.0 94.7 *x2.9 *2.
College graduate Or MOre.....cuvesvnennn 1,127 100.0 95.6 *3.1 *1.
Empioyment status?
Horked full year..svieeveveeeisnonnnnnas 2,314 100.0 95.8 *3.5 *0.
Worked part year......oeeviviiannsannnns 2,711 100.0 85.6 9.4 *5.
Never worked.......oivevininninnrnniennns *495 100.0 *04.9 - *5.
Perceived health status®
Excellent.uessesuinvneeesnosnenonnnnnanas 2,559 100.0 91.2 *5.7 *3.
GOO. . v vivensennroenanansssneanneasanan 2,314 100.0 92.3 *6.8 *0.
- I *441 100.0 *79.0 *x7.2 *13.
o Y *231 100.0 *93.0 - *7.
Limitation in usual activity
L0 - 5,276 100.0 91.2 6.4 *2
Some Timitation..vviveresnnsrneennannann *82 100.0 *73.2 - *26.
Cannot perform usual activity........... *188 100.0 *84.5 - *15.
Bed day52
1 i teeesecacac s eanana 2,622 100.0 98.4 *1.6
L T 1,575 100.0 93.0 *5.3 *1.
6=10....0crensnnaininnns P chreeians 766 100.0 83.5 *13.6 *2.
1120 tiieiiietansrnrnsnnnaasanssanasas *237 100.0 *72.7 *16.1 *11.
More than 20..... . ittt ieinnnnnens *345 100.0 *50.6 *19.8 *29,
Family health care coverage
A1l members covered, some part year..... 3,223 100.0 89.1 *6.8 *4,
Some members not covered..........c0vann - 160.0 - -
A1l members not covered..........cvuinn. 2,322 100.0 93.0 *5.0 *2

o om0 ol womoe |

oVWWO N

O —

1There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.
Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: 1l-person families are families with average size less than 1.5. For l-person families with more than 1 distinct individual,
characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 2.



9¢

Table 10
Hospital discharges for 1-person families 65 years of age and over, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Discharges

Number of

families in
Characteristic thousands Total 0 i 2 or more

Percent distributian
L - 7,714 100.0 76.5 12.5 11.0
Sex
P 1,784 100.0 69.5 15.5 15.0
Female. i iiiiiiiiiiiniiennnannnnnnnans 5,930 100.0 78.6 11.6 9.8
Race and ethnicity]

White.iu it ittt ittt it iasanans 7,025 100.0 75.8 13.1 11.1
Hispanic..ieviiiineiiiiiainiinnennnens *138 100.0 *53.1 *37.1 *9.8
Non-Hispanic......c.cvvininiiininenn, 6,887 100.0 76.3 12.6 11.1

Black. oveieroeinininesoioneanereonnnnna 582 100.0 84.0 *5.8 *10.2

L V- *106 100.0 *78.1 *11.0 *11.0

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year.......coovivuinnnnns 7,083 100.0 79.1 11.5 9.5
Change in composition or existed less
than full year......covveiiiinnnnnnen, 630 100.0 47.3 24.4 28.3
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level......... 4,199 100.0 76.3 12.6 11.1
Below poverty level.........cvivinnesn 2,220 100.0 83.0 8.0 8.9
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 1,979 100.0 68.7 17.8 13.4

150-199 percent..cvviviiineiiiineiinans 1,118 100.0 81.0 *g.6 9.4

200-299 percent.. ..ottt it 1,313 100.0 78.1 12.1 9.8

300-499 percent.viiiiiiiiiiiiiiierinnnes 783 100.0 70.6 16.5 *12.8

500 percent or more......c.ciiiiiiinnnn, *300 100.0 *69.9 *13.0 *17.1

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000.........ccitinvnnennnn 6,246 100.0 77.5 11.7 10.8

$10,000-519,999. .. ciiiviiiiiiniinnanana, 1,167 100.0 72.7 16.6 *10.6

$20,000-$34,999. . ¢ it iiiiiieieiiiienenn *136 100.0 *79.1 - *20.9

$35,000 or MOre..cuviiir ittt iaeaaaas *165 100.0 *62.4 *23.7 *14.0

Education

None or elementary school............... 3,012 100.0 74.7 12.5 12.8

Some high school.......coiiviiiiiinninnn 1,451 100.0 79.0 8.8 12.2

High school graduate............... ..., 1,653 100.0 82.1 9.0 8.9

Some college. v veriiiineininnninannsanns 804 100.0 73.9 19.7 *6.4

College graduate or more......coevvuunan 793 100.0 69.5 19.5 *11.1
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Employment status
Horked full year.....oeevvunsensnsnns ve
Worked part year.......ooviieivienrnnnnn.
Never worked.......ooivviivninienninnnan

Perceived health status3

T
Some Timitation.....covvvviveiiiinaian,
Cannot perform usual activity...........
Bed days?
Y PN
L N
610, es i iiiiiriarastnsannsneanasonnanns
LI L | P
More than 20.....iviiivnninnnnnanenns .

Family health care coverage

A1l members covered full year...........
Private insurance only......oveuivennns
Medicaid only...ivveieneniinnencaennns
Medicare OnTy..coeieieenerarnnnnennnnss
Medicare and other public programs....
Medicare and private insurance..... ‘o
Other public and private mixes........
Other mixes of public programs........
Source unknown....covveievrnraianeas AN

A1l members covered, some part year.....

Some members not covered.............0.0

A1l members not covered........coviivunnn

*411)
863
6,439

2,313
2,790
1,825

765

5,049
*523
2,142

4,338
867
658
702

1,149

7,517
*13

1,154
993
4,819
*538

*24
*172

100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.
100.

oo cCcCoOoOoo

ocooocoo

COO0OCOOOOODOoOOO

*84.
80.
75.

82.
79.
73.
56.

83.
*66.
61.

98,
74.
50.
43.
29.

76.

a3.
74.
74.

*84.

*88.

SN0 gNowW W

— D W~

Clilal I hwel I &

*12.8
*13.2
12.4

1.

17.
14,

O
-0~ W

10.0
*18.4
17.

—

*1.
22.

27.
25.

w
(o))
~NoOUI—O

12.
*100.

*17.
1.
12.

*11.

*54.

Lol @l 1 mool em

*0.3
*3.6
*12.6
29.1
45.2

—_
—_

—_— %
N B

%

*
%

AT W
-] 1 | =N} | —

IThere were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.

ZAnnual rate.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: T-person families are families with average size less than 1.5.
characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 5.

For 1-person families with more than 1 distinct individual,
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Table 11
Hospital days for multiple-person families, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Families with discharges

All families
Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Total..ooviniiiiininiiinas, 58,135 3.5 30.4 11.4 3 6 12 26
Family size!
A =T Y T A 22,916 3.6 26.2 13.8 4 7 14 32
3 PEISONS. e ettt it araiseatnrionnnnanenns 12,567 3.4 30.6 11.2 3 7 12 24
A PEIrSONS . e ettt teeasetiannenananenennnns 12,269 3.0 32.0 9.2 2 5 10 18
5 0r more PersoNS......cvieiriernanaanan 10,383 3.8 37.7 10.1 3 6 10 20
Age of head
Under 25 years....o.ieiinoninnninnnnnnn, 4,308 2.6 33.0 7.9 3 6 10 16
25-44 YearS...uii ittt 25,173 2.6 29.5 8.7 2 6 10 18
A5-64 YRArS.1viii ittt 20,129 3.6 28.6 12.6 3 6 15 30
65 years and over......cciiiiiiniiinienas 8,525 6.3 36.2 17.4 5 10 19 42
Sex of head
= T - A U 44,874 3.5 30.2 11.5 3 6 12 26
Female...ovnivierennne, et e 13,262 3.5 31.1 11.2 2 6 13 26
Race and ethnicity2 of head
White..... Cheesieseas e teieerer e 51,015 3.4 30.4 11.2 3 6 12 26
HisSpPanicC.iiee i iaiieiananneneeennnacanan 3,403 3.5 33.6 10.5 4 6 12 18
Non-Hispanic...ovviiiiniinininnnnnnan. 47,613 3.4 30.1 11.3 3 6 12 26
BlacK. uiin i iiin it ittt 6,090 4.3 31.1 13.8 3 7 14 32
L0 - 1,030 2.1 29.7 *7.0 *3 *6 *8 *x22
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 42,556 3.1 30.0 10.3 3 6 12 24
Child under 17 years.....oieviinvnenss 22,442 2.8 32.5 8.6 3 6 10 17
No child under 17 years.....ccvvueenn. 20,114 3.4 27.2 12.6 3 7 16 29
Head only, no spouse at any time........ 13,977 3.4 29.1 13.9 2 6 14 26
Child under 17 years....covuvnvnrnnnn. 8,643 3.0 32,0 9.2 2 5 1 20
No child under 17 years............... 5,334 4.2 24.3 17.3 4 7 20 39
Other. o i it iiiieiiiansnraenanas . 1,602 13.8 53.6 25.7 5 12 42 58
Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year................... 46,990 2.8 26.6 10.5 3 6 11 24

Change in composition or existed less
than full year......cvvveiiiniannnan, 11,145 6.4 46.7 13.6 4 8 15 30
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Family poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level......... 10,938 4.2 35.6 11.9 3 7 14 29
Below poverty Tevel................... 6,047 4.1 33.7 12.2 2 6 14 29
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 4,892 4.4 37.8 11.6 4 7 14 30

150199 percent.......ovviiinininnisua.. 6,355 4.2 32.5 12.8 4 7 15 28

200-299 percent.....ivviiiiiiiiiiiienan. 12,860 3.5 32.6 10.8 3 7 13 23

300-499 percent..iiieii i, 17,047 3.2 27.6 11.6 3 6 12 27

500 percent or more.... ... i, 10,935 2.7 26.0 10.5 2 6 12 24

Family income in 19803

Less than $10,000.......... ... vunnn. 10,629 4.5 341 13.2 3 7 14 31

10,000-$19,999............. e, 16,728 3.7 311 12.0 4 7 15 26

$20,000-$34,999. . ..ttt 19,706 2.8 28.4 9.9 3 6 n 22

$35,000 or more. ... it e, 11,073 3.3 29.5 1.1 2 6 1 24

Education of head?

None or elementary school............... 10,491 4.7 35.0 13.5 4 7 15 32

Some high school.....iiviiiiiinnninnnn. 9,267 4.3 33.2 12.9 4 8 16 26

High school graduate..........covvvuann. 20,605 3.3 30.2 10.8 2 6 11 26

Some CoTlege. v ieiiiiiieiirreannenns 8,651 2.8 27.3 10.2 3 6 12 26

College graduate or more......c.cvvuvennns 9,099 2.3 25.8 9.1 2 6 10 17

Family employment status®

< or more persons warked full year..... . 14,607 2.2 24.7 8.8 2 5 10 20

Only 1 person worked full year.......... 24,549 2.9 28.5 10.4 3 6 10 22

SOmE part~year work....oooeoieneeiiianan. 11,303 4.5 37.9 12.0 3 7 14 25

No person worked.....cociiniiniiinnna, 7,676 6.0 36.5 16.5 5 10 22 43

Warst perceived health gtatus
of any family member

- B = 1 16,200 1.5 21.5 6.9 2 4 8 12

GODT . e s ee s assaatannsanasornnennoanns 24,467 2.5 28.5 8.8 2 5 9 19

I o 11,13 4.5 35.9 12.5 4 8 15 29

07+ Y ol 6,318 10.5 51.2 20.5 6 12 25 52

Most severe limitation in usual activity

of any family member

NOTIE . e iesen e inensrnenansnsnsanrenssans 43,941 2.1 25.7 8.2 2 6 10 18

Sume limitation....ovveiiiiniiinininn, 3,679 2.7 35.3 7.7 3 5 10 13

Lannot perform usual activity........... 10,515 9.5 48.4 19.5 5 1 24 52

Family's bed days3

11 11,173 0.1 1.6 *4.5 *2 *5 *6 *10

| S 14,527 0.5 16.7 3.3 1 2 4 6

L3 | PN 8,834 1.8 33.2 5.3 2 5 7 10

T P N 9,982 2.8 40.4 7.0 3 6 10 14

More than 20. ... vniiinneinneernnnnnns 13,619 11.0 59.6 18.4 6 11 24 45
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Table 11-——continued
Hospital days for multiple-person families, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Families with discharges

All families
Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic . thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Family health care coverage

A1l members covered full year........... 42,453 3.5 30.6 11.4 3 6 13 27
Private insurance only................ 25,759 2.4 26.6 9.1 2 6 10 21
Medicaid only..ovvviiiiiiinin i, 1,621 4.9 35.8 *13.7 *2 *6 *17 *30
Medicare only......cooviviiiiiinn, *574 *3.1 *23.5 *13.3 *3 *9 *18 *33
Medicare and other public programs.... *471 *6.2 *40.9 *15.1 *7 *10 *17 *30
Medicare and private insurance........ 7,475 6.3 38.3 16.6 4 9 22 a
Other public and private mixes........ 5,853 3.5 34.6 10.2 2 6 12 24
Other mixes of public programs........ *135 *0.7 *16.8 *4.1 *] *i *8 *8
Source unknown......... ... .. i, *564 *9.2 *52.0 *17.7 *7 *11 *16 *64
All members covered, some part year..... 8,669 3.6 32.9 10.9 3 6 12 20
Some members not covered................ 4,963 4.1 32.9 12.6 4 7 12 25
All members not covered................. 2,051 0.9 11.2 *8.3 *4 *6 *9 *14

lAverage size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half an integer rounded upward.
“lhere were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.

JAnnual rate.

“Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Mxcludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

bExcludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.
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Table 12

Hospital days for muitiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age, by selected characteristics:

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]}

United States, 1980

Families with discharges

A1l families

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Total.een e i it iieieeienannn 47,327 2.6 28.5 9.2 2 6 1 21
Family sizel
2 PEIrSONS. e vuttevinrsnornnensonionennne 14,958 2.2 21.3 10.5 3 6 12 24
I T-1 Y 114 -3 S 11,228 2.6 28.4 9.0 2 6 1 21
4 PEFSONS ettt reennssnssneenroesaronans 11,546 2.7 31.4 8.6 2 5 10 16
5 OF MOre PerSONS....coerevnrencenrasenns 9,595 3.2 36.2 8.9 2 6 10 18
Age of head
Under 25 yearS. i e uracntesrresnsnosnaas 4,283 2.6 33.2 7.9 3 6 10 16
25-A4 YRATS . vttt ittt iinaiaa e 24,783 2.5 29.2 8.5 2 6 10 18
4504 YEAIrS . vt eirirtitsternsenttoennons 18,261 2.9 26.5 10.8 3 6 13 26
Sex of head
Male. ittt iiiinstinciiiene i, 36,477 2.7 28.3 9.4 3 6 1 22
T I 10,850 2.6 29.3 8.7 2 5 11 20
Race and ethnicity2 of head
LT = N 41,444 2.5 28.1 9.0 2 6 N 21
HiSpanic, ivveeninsnnennrnenonnennsns 3,040 3.0 33.0 9.2 3 6 11 18
Non=Hispanic.......ovvivnieninennnns 38,405 2.5 27.7 9.0 2 6 1N 21
0 Y P 5,064 3.6 32.2 11.2 2 6 13 26
Other. s it et i ittt 819 1.5 27.0 *5.7 *3 *5 *7 *10
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 34,963 2.5 28.5 8.9 3 6 10 20
Child under 17 years......ccvvvevninnns 21,668 2.7 32.1 8.3 3 6 10 16
No child under 17 years............... 13,295 2.3 22.5 10.4 2 6 13 24
Head only, no spouse at any time........ 11,169 2.5 27.2 9.3 2 5 1 21
Child under 17 years........coenvccansn 8,258 2.7 31.2 8.6 2 5 1 20
No child under 17 years...........c.... 2,9 2.2 15.9 *13.9 *2 *5 *15 *37
0] = PP 1,194 6.5 42.1 *15.4 *3 *7 *23 *44
Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year........... ..o 37,714 2.1 24.6 8.7 2 5 10 20
Change in composition or existed less
than full year......ovvviiininaiinne. 9,613 4.6 44.0 10.4 4 7 12 22



9

Hospital days for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age, by selected characteristics:

[Rate per family year.

Table 12--continued

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

United States, 1980

A1l families

Families with discharges

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Family poverty status in 1980
Below 150 percent poverty level......... 8,770 3.4 35.1 9.7 3 6 n 20
Below poverty level........... ... . ... 5,083 3.6 34.5 10.5 2 6 11 26
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 3,687 3.1 35.9 8.6 3 6 10 16
150-199 percent....ovviiininn .. 4,825 3.0 30.1 10.] 3 6 11 25
200-299 percent.. ..t 10,075 2.7 29.8 9.0 3 6 11 20
300-499 percent.. ..ol i i 14,307 2.1 25.8 8.3 2 5 10 17
500 percent OF MOTE....cvvrvntenennnenns 9,350 2.4 24.2 10.0 2 5 11 24
Family income in 19803
tess than $10,000. ...t 7,496 3.3 33.5 9.7 2 6 11 23
$10,000-$19,999. ittt e 12,555 2.7 27.6 9.9 4 7 12 22
$20,000-$34,999. ... it 17,279 2.2 27.3 8.0 2 5 10 16
$35,000 O0r MOre. .ottt 9,997 2.8 28.0 9.9 2 5 10 24
Education of head?
None or elementary school............... 5,822 3.0 31.9 9.3 3 6 12 23
Some high school......... ... .o iitt. 7,546 3.2 31 10.3 4 7 14 21
High school graduate.................... 18,299 2.7 28.8 9.4 2 5 10 22
Some college. ..o in i ininnnnnns 7,556 2.3 26.6 8.6 2 6 10 24
(ollege graduate or more................ 8,084 2.0 24.8 8.2 2 5 10 15
Family employment status®
2 or more persons worked full year...... 13,629 1.8 23.6 7.6 2 4 9 16
Only 1 person worked full year.......... 21,782 2.4 27.8 8.7 3 6 10 20
Some part-year work.........coviuenoan, 9,021 4.0 36.9 10.8 3 7 13 24
No person worked............. ... ....... 2,896 3.9 30.7 12.6 4 7 14 34
Worst perceived health gtatus
of any family member

Excellent..i. it iiiiiiiiinneiinnrens 14,771 1.3 21.4 6.2 2 4 7 1
T T+ 20,837 2.2 27.8 7.8 2 5 9 17
- B I A 8,021 3.8 34.2 1. 3 7 14 24
170 P 3,678 8.0 48.5 16.4 6 10 21 38

Most severe limitation in usual activity

of any family member

NONE. i i i i ettt e 39,751 2.0 25.9 7.7 2 5 10 16
Seme Timitation...........oooiiiiiialL, 2,814 2.7 35.0 7.8 2 5 10 12
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Family's bed days3

Ot e et e e e 7,825 0.1 1.7
I O 12,427 0.4 14.8
(ST 1 7,470 1.5 28.9
LN ) 8,884 2.5 38.5
More than 20.........coiviviiiiinaa,, 10,722 8.0 55.5
Family health care coverage
A1l members covered full year........ cen 33,575 2.7 28.5
Private insurance only......... ... ... 25,502 2.3 26.3
Medicaid only..oovvviiniinenin i, 1,606 4.9 35.2
Medicare only..c.vvvivnrieniinnninnn.. - - -
Medicare and other public programs.... x12 *0.0 -
Medicare and private insurance........ *95 *6.0 *26.3
Other public and private mixes........ 5,762 3.5 34.5
Other mixes of public programs........ *135 *0.7 *16.8
Source UNKNOWN. .ot vvien i i iinnnnnann *463 *10.1 *55.0
A1l members covered, some part year..... 7,968 2.8 32.0
Some members not covered..........vvuun. 3,804 2.3 30.4
A1l members not covered................. 1,980 0.8 1.
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*7.
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*17

*24
12
*8

*24
1
10
*9

*6

10
13
32

24
20
*34

*24
25
*8

*64
20
15

*12

lAverage size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half an
There were too few Hispanic tamilies of races other than white for separate tabulation.
Sannual rate.
Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.
PFxcludes families with all members under 14 years of age.
UExcludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.

integer rounded upward.
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Table 13

Hospital days for multiple~person families with all members under 65 years of age and all members with health care coverage all year, by
selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]l

Families with discharges

A1l families

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Totaleiveiinnnoiiiiin ... 33,575 2.7 28.5 9.6 2 6 11 24
Family sizel
2 PETSONS . it et ittt ettt 10,994 2.5 22.0 11.4 2 6 15 25
3 PEIrSONS . st ittt ittt e e e e 8,010 2.7 28.2 9.5 2 6 10 24
A PErSONS. vt vt itrternorronrronsosssrans 8,464 2.9 32.5 9.0 2 5 10 18
5 0r mOre PersoNS......oevuviveniiiinanns 6,107 3.0 34.9 8.5 2 5 9 18
Age of head
Under 25 years.......oiiinininnnnnnennn 2,585 2.2 30.2 7.3 3 6 10 16
25-44 YEATS .. it e i e 18,256 2.5 29.7 8.5 2 5 10 18
B T ¥ o 12,733 3.1 26.4 11.9 2 6 15 30
Sex of head
Male. . oo i e e e 27,351 2.8 28.6 9.6 2 6 1 23
Female. o et i it et iiiainnnann 6,224 2.6 27.9 9.4 2 5 10 26
Race and ethnicity2 of head
White. oottt i i 29,902 2.7 28.6 9.3 2 6 1 23
HiSpanicC. .o i ittt enenn 1,711 3.2 36.2 *9.0 *3 *6 *9 *18
Non-Hispanic....covvirininiininennnnns 28,191 2.6 28.1 9.4 2 6 11 23
Black. . i iiiiniiii i, 3,139 3.6 28.1 12.8 2 6 12 35
0 T 533 1.6 26.1 *6.1 *3 x5 *7 *11
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 26,517 2.6 28.7 9.0 2 6 10 22
Child under 17 years.......coveeenenn. 16,251 2.6 32.4 8.2 2 6 9 16
No child under 17 years............... 10,266 2.5 22.8 11.0 2 6 14 25
Head only, no spouse at any time........ 6,394 2.7 25.8 10.3 2 5 1 26
Child under 17 years....cieeevvireaann 5,051 2.4 27.3 8.9 2 5 11 25
No child under 17 years............... 1,343 3.6 20.2 *17.5 *2 *6 *15 *65
L0 0 Y- o O 663 9.0 47.7 *18.9 *1 *10 *30 *55
Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year................... 28,266 2.2 25.1 8.8 2 5 10 22

Change in composition or existed less
than full year......coviiiiiiiinnnena, 5,308 5.5 46.7 11.8 4 7 14 26
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Family poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level.........
Below poverty level...................
Poverty level to 149 percent..........

150-199 percent. ...ttt

200-299 percent..... .ottt

300-499 percent. . ittt

500 percent or more........ i iiiiinnn,,

Family income in 19803

Less than $10,000.........ccovvvvevnennn,
$10,000-%$19,999. . ... ittt i
$20,000-%$34,999. . ... . ittt
$35,000 Or MOTE. e v et iiereneennennneann

Education of head?

None or elementary school...............
Some high school...........ooiiiviiii,
High school graduate..........ocvvvvnnnn
Some €011ege. vt v e iii i ineirnesannn
College graduate or more...........c.u..

Family employment status®

¢ or more persons worked full year......
Unly 1 person worked full year..........
Some part-year work............voviani.
Nu person worked....coivviniveiiannnnnas

Worst perceived health gtatus
of any family member

Most severe limitation in usual activity

of any family member

Some Timitation......coveveivinnnnnnne,
Cannot perform usual activity...........

Family's bed days3

4,640
2,919
1,721
2,657
7,074
11,427
7,776

.4,023
7,715
13,970
7,867

3,188
4,620
13,366
5,757
6,625

10,347
16,128
4,933
2,167

11,162
15,029
5,209
2,155
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Table 13--continued

Hospital days for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and all members with health care coverage all year, by
selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Families with discharges

All families
Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Family health care coverage

Private insurance only.................. 25,502 2.3 26.3 8.7 2 5 10 20
Medicaid only...oovvniiniinninnennnnns 1,606 4.9 35.2 *13.8 *2 *5 *17 *34
Medicare only.....coviuiiniiniiinnn ... - - - - - - - -
Medicare and other public programs...... *12 *0.0 - - - - - -
Medicare and private insurance.......... *95 *6.0 *26.3 *23.0 *22 *22 *24 *24
Other public and private mixes.......... 5,762 3.5 34.5 10.2 2 6 12 25
Other mixes of public programs.......... *135 *0.7 *16.8 *4.1 *1 *1 *8 *8
Source unknown........ ... ... ... L. *463 *10.1 *55.0 *18.4 *6 *1 *24 *64
;Average size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half an integer rounded upward.

There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.
“JAnnual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.
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Table 14

Hospital days for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and some or all members without health care coverage
all year, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Families with discharges

A1l families
Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Total...ooviiiiniiin i, 13,752 2.4 28.5 8.4 3 6 1 18
Family sizel
2 PErSONS. ittt i i et e, 3,964 1.5 19.4 7.9 3 6 10 15
3 PErSONS. vt vttt ittt 3,218 2.3 29.0 7.9 3 6 1 20
4 PEISONS . ittt iarin et e anenraean, 3,082 2.1 28.5 7.2 3 6 10 14
5 Or MOre PerSONS. .. uieiirntnrinninnnnn 3,488 3.7 38.6 9.7 3 6 12 20
Age of head
Under 25 years......civiiiiiiinnnnnnnnn, 1,698 3.2 37.7 8.5 4 6 11 16
25-44 years........... e es i 6,527 2.3 27.6 8.5 3 6 1 18
45-B4 YEAIrS. ..ttt ittt i e e 5,528 2.2 26.8 8.1 3 5 1 21
Sex of head
T Y 9,126 2.3 27.2 8.6 3 6 10 16
=T AP 4,627 2.5 31.2 8.0 3 5 11 19
Race and ethnicity2 of head
White oot i 11,542 2.2 26.8 8.2 3 6 1 19
Hispanic.o.ivv i iiniiniiniininnrunas 1,328 2.8 28.9 *9,5 *4 *6 *12 *17
Non=Hispanic....viiverniininvninnnanas 10,214 2.1 26.5 8.0 3 5 10 19
Black. . oiiiiie ittt i i 1,924 3.7 38.9 9.4 4 7 13 19
Other.....viii it i, ceven *286 *1.5 *28.6 *5.1 *3 *4 *7 *10
Family structure
Head and spouse present whole time...... 8,446 2.3 27.8 8.4 3 6 10 16
Child under 17 years........... Ceeenes 5,417 2.7 31.5 8.6 3 6 10 16
No child under 17 years........c..u.uus 3,029 1.7 21.3 7.8 2 5 11 20
Head only, no spouse at any time....... . 4,775 2.4 29.1 8.1 2 5 11 20
Child under 17 years....oovviriienn., 3,207 3.1 37.4 8.2 3 6 11 19
No child under 17 years.......ovevuuens 1,568 1.0 12.1 *7.9 *] *3 *21 *24
Other. ..o i i *532 *3.3 *35.0 *9.5 *4 *7 *11 *14
Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year................... 9,448 1.9 23.0 8.2 2 5 10 19

Change in composition or existed less
than full year.......coeviiinieninnnns 4,304 3.5 40.7 8.5 3 7 1 15
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Table 14—~continued

Hospital days for multiple-person families with all members under 65 years of age and some or all members without health care coverage

[Rate per family year.

all year, by selected characteristics:

United States, 1980

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

A1l families

Families with discharges

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Family poverty status in 1980
Below 150 percent poverty level........ 4,130 2.9 32.3 8.9 4 6 1 17
Below poverty Tevel.................. 2,164 3.1 35.2 8.7 3 6 1 19
Poverty level to 149 percent......... 1,966 2.7 29.1 *9.1 *4 *7 *10 *15
150-199 percent....cvviiiiiiinnennnn.. 2,168 2.4 26.5 *8.9 *4 *7 *11 *18
200-299 percent....iiiiiiiiii i i 3,000 2.8 27.3 10.2 4 6 12 21
300-499 percent...iiiiiiiiii i 2,880 1.6 26.6 5.9 2 4 8 13
500 percent or more........... ... ..., 1,574 1.9 27.2 *6.9 *1 *3 *8 *20
Family income in 19803
Less than $10,000............o oLt 3,473 2.6 31.3 8.3 3 6 10 14
$10,000-$19,999. .. ittt it 4,840 2.3 25.1 9.2 4 7 13 20
$20,000-$34,999. ... . ciiiii it 3,310 2.3 27.6 8.2 3 6 10 13
$35,000 or more.......ii i i 2,130 2.4 33.4 7.1 1 3 9 16
Education of head?
None or elementary school.............. 2,634 2.6 29.9 8.7 4 6 12 19
Some high school.............. ..ol 2,926 3.4 34.1 10.0 3 7 14 20
High school graduate................... 4,934 2.3 28.4 8.0 2 5 9 14
Some college. ... iviiiiiriiiinnennnenns 1,800 1.8 26.7 *6.7 *3 *5 *8 *14
College graduate or more............... 1,459 1.1 17.8 *6.2 *2 *3 *10 *15
Family employment status®
2 or more persons worked full year..... 3,282 1.5 24.5 6.1 2 3 9 14
Only 1 person worked full year......... 5,654 2.1 25.0 8.4 4 6 10 20
Some part-year work.............ooiuunn 4,087 3.1 34.7 9.0 3 7 12 20
No person worked............. . oo, *729 *4.4 *39.5 *11.1 *3 *6 *1 *19
Worst perceived health gtatus
of any family member

Excellent..ooveiniiniiiininiiieninann. 3,609 1.1 19.9 5.5 3 4 8 10
1T o P 5,808 1.8 27.2 6.5 2 5 8 15
Fair. i e 2,812 2.8 31.9 8.9 4 6 1 15
S T 1,524 7.0 48.1 14.6 6 11 20 25
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Most severe limitation in usual activity
of any family member

NORE. ittt itttrennnenennnnocenonanas .
Some Timitation...... .. ... iiiiian...
Cannot perform usual activity...........
Family's bed days3
Dttt iiaeniresiasetssensasesonnannnens
[ TS Ceeresaens
6-10.. . cciiinenins e r et ieret e
L T PR Ceeeaes
More than 20.....cciiiiiiiinnrennnrnnnns
Family health care coverage
A1l members covered, some part year.....
Some members not covered................
A1l members not covered.................

O et et
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32.0
30.4
11.1
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*
*3
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*3
10

*6
*3
*6

oGOy

*8
20

*7
*4
*10

14

1
10
*9

14
1
24

*7
*6
*13
14
24

20
15
*12

!Average size during period of family's existence rounded to nearest integer; exactly half an integer rounded upward.
JAverag p y . .
There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.

Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.
Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.
Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.
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Hospital days for multiple-person families with members 65 years of age and over, by selected characteristics:

[Rate per family year.

Table 15

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

United States, 1980

All families

Families with discharges

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Total.o o iiii it 10,809 7.2 38.8 18.4 5 10 21 52
Family size!

2 PO SONS e it ittt i e i e 7,958 6.2 35.5 17.6 5 10 22 43

3 PEISONS .ttt ittt e et e e 1,339 10.7 48.4 22.1 6 12 24 58

A PerSONS . ittt ittt et e 724 7.1 40.3 *17.6 *4 *10 *18 *59

5 0r MOre PersOnNS......cvurinevnenennens 788 10.6 55.3 *19.3 *3 *7 *16 *45

Family age
A1l members 65 years and over........... 4,141 6.5 35.1 18.6 5 10 22 56
Some members under 65... .. i iiaann 6,668 7.6 4.2 18.4 4 9 19 48
Sex of head
Male. ci i e e e 8,397 7.0 38.7 18.2 5 10 22 49
Female.. ..o i i iiea 2,412 7.6 39.3 19.4 4 9 20 52
Race and ethm‘city2 of head

R U 9,571 7.2 40.2 17.9 4 10 19 52

HiSpaniC. e i iniiinsennrnreesenennans *363 *7.8 *38.6 *20.2 *6 *16 *18 *59

Non=HisSpanic. oot iarenninerenennnn. 9,208 7.2 40.3 17.8 4 10 20 49

Black..ivviiiinn ittt i e 1,207 7.7 25.7 *29.8 *7 *15 *32 *x57

Other. .. i it ittt it e *x211 *4.1 *40.5 *10.2 *5 *7 *22 *22
Family structure

Head and spouse present whole time...... 7,593 5.7 37.1 15.4 4 9 18 34

Child under 17 years.................. 774 6.8 42.1 *16.1 *4 *7 *18 *33

No child under 17 years............... 6,819 5.6 36.6 15.3 4 9 18 34

Head only, no spouse at any time........ 2,808 7.0 36.4 19.2 4 9 18 52

Child under 17 years.........cveeuen.. *384 *8.9 *48.4 *18.5 *2 *4 *9 *126

No child under 17 years............... 2,424 6.7 34.5 19.4 7 13 22 52

Other. ..o i e i et *408 *35.0 *87.4 *40.1 *1 *27 *52 *76
Family dynamics

Unchanging, full year................... 9,276 5.5 34.7 15.7 4 8 17 33

Change in composition or existed less
than full year.......o.oooiviiiiin, 1,533 17.5 63.7 27.5 7 16 41 64
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Family poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level........, 2,169 7.7 37.6 20.4 5 13 26 52
Below poverty Tevel............covu... 964 6.7 29.9 *22.5 *2 *14 *26 *52
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 1,205 8.4 43.8 *19.3 *6 *10 *26 *45

150-199 percent.....ccovviiiiiiiniiiann, 1,530 7.7 40.2 *19.1 *5 *10 *27 *52

200-299 percent... ..ottt oo, 2,785 6.5 42.6 15.3 5 8 18 37

300-499 percent.. vttt iaiien, 2,740 8.6 36.6 23.6 5 10 27 64

500 percent or more.......oiiiiiieian.,, 1,585 4.5 36.4 *12.5 *4 *8 x12 *24

Family income in 19803

Less than $10,000...........ccovivtn.. 3,133 7.4 35.4 21.0 6 10 27 52

$10,000-%$19,999. ... ittt e 4,173 6.8 41.8 16.2 4 8 19 43

$20,000-$34,999. ..t iiiiii it 2,427 7.2 36.1 19.9 6 10 22 58

$35,000 Or MOrE..oveirrnnirneenennsans 1,076 7.9 43.5 *18.1 *4 *7 *18 *40

Education of head4

None or elementary school............... 4,669 6.9 38.8 17.8 4 9 18 52

Some high school........... .. .c.iiiil. 1,721 9.0 42.1 21.4 7 12 23 58

High school graduate..........civiieenns 2,306 7.8 41.6 18.8 4 10 27 58

Some college. v eiiiennnenrenernnnienns 1,095 6.2 32.4 *19.1 *5 *8 *x22 *64

College graduate or more................ 1,015 4,8 34.2 *14.0 *4 *9 *16 *27

Family employment status®

2 or more persons worked full year...... 979 7.6 39.8 *19.0 *4 *9 *16 *64

Only 1 person worked full year.......... 2,767 7.1 33.9 20.9 4 8 20 59

Some part-year work.............iiinin 2,282 6.7 41.9 16.0 4 8 17 29

No person worked.......cvvviveniiiiennns 4,781 7.4 40.0 18.4 5 11 24 49

Worst perceived health gtatus
of any family member

Excellent....n it iiiiaiinnnnanns 1,429 3.1 21.8 *14.4 *6 *10 *12 *31

T2 Y T P 3,630 4.5 32.6 13.9 4 6 16 30

T 3,110 6.3 40.4 15.6 4 10 18 32

POO . ittt i i i i e, 2,640 14.0 54.8 25.5 7 14 33 58

Most severe limitation in usual activity

of any family member

NOME . e ettt ee i erinr st sie e tnaenennonnns 4,190 3.0 241 13.0 4 8 16 29

Some Timitation.......ooviiiiniiiiinenns 865 2.7 36.1 *7.4 *3 *4 *10 *13

Cannot perform usual activity........... 5,754 10.8 50.0 21.5 6 11 26 58

Family's bed days3

Pt 3,349 0.1 1.4 *7.3 *5 *10 *10 *12

S 2,100 1.4 27.9 *4.9 *2 *3 *4 *5

6-10...veiiuiiannns P 1,364 3.2 57.0 5.7 4 6 7 9

TT1m20. et e ee it e in e en it aa s 1,098 5.6 56.1 10.0 6 10 13 17

More than 20.....0iiiiiiiiiniiininnaasens 2,897 22.0 74.9 29.3 10 19 37 63
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Hospital days for multiple-person families with members 65 years of age and over, by selected characteristics:

[Rate per family year.

Table 15-—continued

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

United States,

1980

All families

Families with discharges

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Family health care coverage

A1l members covered full year........... 8,879 6.4 38.3 16.6 4 10 20 43
Private insurance only................ *258 *16.3 *58.8 *27.8 *4 *\2 *43 *76
Medicaid only...ouiiiiiiiniieiena.. *15 *8.0 *100.0 *8.0 *8 *8 *8 *8
Medicare only......coviniiiinienenn.. *574 *3.1 *23.5 *13.3 *3 *9 *18 *33
Medicare and other public programs.... *459 *6.3 *42.0 *15.1 *7 *10 *17 *30
Medicare and private insurance........ 7,380 6.3 38.4 16.5 4 9 22 41
Other public and private mixes........ *91 *2.4 *38.8 *6.3 x4 x4 *11 *11
Other mixes of public programs........ - - - - - - - -
Source uUnknown.......covevniiinniian.n. *102 *5.0 *38.0 *13.3 *g *14 *16 *16
A1l members covered, some part year..... 701 12.3 43.9 *x28.1 *5 *8 *45 *59
Some members not covered................ 1,159 10.2 41.2 *x24.7 *x7 *10 *x21 *71
A1l members not covered................. *71 *5.1 *13.4 *38.4 *38 *38 *38 38

]Average size during period of family'

There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white

“Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.
Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.
Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: Multiple-person families are families with average size 1.5 or greater.

for separate tabulation.
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Hospital days for 1-person families, by selected characteristics:

[Rate per family year.

Table 16

United States, 1980

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

A1l families

Families with discharges

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic “thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Totaleeesnniiinieineinnnaenennsnns 26,233 2.1 14.8 14.3 4 8 18 32
Sex
Male. it it ittt i i e 11,866 1.7 12.8 13.2 3 7 18 27
1 - 14,367 2.5 16.5 15.1 4 8 19 36
Race and ethnicity]

White. i iiiiieiie ittt iiianaas 22,81 2.1 14.9 13.8 3 8 17 28
Hispanic....ooiviiiiiiniiin i, 818 1.6 20.6 *7.9 *3 *7 *10 *24
Non=Hispanic...vviiiiiinriiinnnninenn 21,993 2.1 14.7 14.1 3 8 17 31

2 - 2,711 2.8 15.7 *17.6 *6 *8 %23 *44

Other.. .ottt it iecneens *712 *2.1 *8.9 *23.3 *20 *20 *31 *42

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year......cocvvvviinnnnn 22,570 1.9 14.6 12.8 3 7 15 28
Change in composition or existed less
than full year.....cvvivniniineenvenen 3,662 3.7 16.2 23.0 6 17 29 50
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level......... 9,379 3.2 19.4 16.2 5 10 22 42
Below poverty level..............c...0 5,252 2.8 17.7 15.6 3 8 21 44
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 4,128 3.6 21.7 16.8 6 14 23 38

150-199 percent...cvoviiiiiininiennnnen 2,974 2.8 13.2 *21.1 *4 *10 *21 *53

200-299 percent....oviviieriniaiananiaan 5,563 1.6 1A *14.3 *4 *7 *20 *36

300-499 percent...iiiiiiiiiiii it 5,426 1.1 13.6 *8.0 *3 *5 *9 *20

500 percent OF MOTE...voverinvuieerssanns 2,891 1.1 11.2 *10.0 *3 *6 *12 *16

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000........ .. .coiiiniennt, 14,468 3.1 18.2 17.0 5 10 21 42

$10,000-519,999. . .ottt e 8,280 0.8 10.6 7.9 3 5 10 20

$20,000-$34,999. . ..ot 2,664 1.1 11.0 *9.9 *2 *4 *12 *16

$35,000 OF MOrE... v vvernsrnsvnenannnnans 820 1.4 *11.5 *12.4 *6 *12 *17 *25
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Table 16——continued

Hospital days for l1-person families, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year.

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

A1l families

Families with discharges

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Education3
None or elementary school............... 4,782 4.0 21.3 19.0 6 13 25 45
Some high school..........civiiiiinnnn. 3,996 2.4 17.5 *14.0 *3 *x9 *20 *29
High school graduate.................... 7,413 1.8 13.7 13.1 3 6 17 28
Some college.....ovviiiiiieiiinninn. 4,842 1.4 11.9 *12.0 *4 *10 *15 *23
College graduate or more.......c.vvvuuen 5,122 1.2 11.3 *10.9 *3 *6 *12 *20
Employment status?
Worked full year........ ..o i, 10,374 0.5 7.7 *6.9 *3 *4 *8 *17
Worked part year........ ..o, 7,129 1.6 14.7 11.2 3 6 14 23
Never worked..........coiiiiiininnnnnn., 8,703 4.4 23.5 18.8 6 13 24 42
Perceived health status®
Excellent.. oo, 11,226 0.9 9.5 9.2 2 6 12 22
1 o T 9,642 1.6 13.0 12.7 3 7 15 27
I o 3,69 4.0 25.5 15.7 6 9 20 29
0T o 1,568 9.7 38.9 *24.9 *8 *17 *34 *59
Limitation in usual activity
0 = 21,977 1.2 11.2 10.4 3 6 14 22
Some Timitation........coeviviiiniann, 731 2.5 27.1 *9.1 *3 *6 *10 *16
Cannot perform usual activity .......... 3,525 8.0 34.7 23.0 7 17 28 47
Bed days2
Dt i e e e 12,629 0.2 *1.2 *12.7 *2 *2 *15 *15
I 6,587 0.5 9.4 *5.5 *2 *3 *4 *x7
T 1 2,671 1.5 28.3 5.3 4 6 7 9
I T N 1,924 5.1 42.6 12.0 6 1 16 21
More than 20......... cciviiiiiiinanan, 2,422 15.1 63.9 23.6 8 19 29 48
Family health care coverage

A1l members covered full year........... 20,491 2.5 16.3 15.2 4 8 20 36
Private insurance only................ 10,523 0.8 9.1 8.4 3 5 1 21
Medicaid only...ovviiiniiiiiininnnnnn, *317 *2.6 *25.1 *10.2 *4 *8 *15 *15
Medicare only....vienrennnncnenannann 1,262 2.4 15.9 *15.3 *9 *1 *23 *36
Medicare and other public programs.... 993 7.6 25.7 *29.6 *5 *14 *42 *89
Medicare and private insurance........ 4,819 4.4 25.6 17.1 6 15 22 36
Other public and private mixes........ 1,361 2.6 19.6 *13.2 *3 *8 *14 *29
Other mixes of public programs........ _*1§§v\ 201 f§.§ mf].g :1 f] *1 ”*1
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A1) members covered, some part year..... 3,223

0.7 10.0 *6.6 *2 *6 *g *21
Some members not covered.........c..vnn. *x24 *22.1 *100.0 *22.1 *9 *9 *38 *38
A1l members not covered................. 2,495 0.9 7.3 *11.9 *3 *5 *10 *29

!There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.
“Annual rate.

2Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.
Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.
Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: 1-person families are families with average size less than 1.5.

For 1-person families with more than 1 distinct individual,
characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 1.
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Table 17
Hospital days for l-person families under 65 years of age, by selected characteristics: United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Families with discharges

A1l families
Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
L - 18,519 1.2 11.2 10.3 3 6 13 23
Age

Under 25 years.......oviiiininnennnnnnns 5,208 0.4 8.7 *5.0 *2 *3 *6 *11

25-44 years.....iiiiiiiii it 7,630 1.0 11.7 *8.3 *3 *6 *13 *20

A5-64 YearS. .. it e e i e 5,680 2.1 12.9 *16.0 *6 *8 *21 *39

Sex
- T R 10,082 1.0 9.7 10.1 3 5 15 24
Female. .ot iiii ittt ittt 8,437 1.4 13.0 10.5 3 6 10 21
Race and ethnicity]

L TR =P e 15,786 1.0 10.8 9.6 3 5 N 21
HiSpaniC.vu i in i iiinienneernnenens 680 1.0 *15.3 *6.6 *2 *3 *7 *24
NON-HiSpanicC..vesieninniareosannnnnnns 15,106 1.0 10.6 9.7 3 6 11 21

Black. . iui ittt i i i e e 2,128 1.9 15.6 *12.4 *6 *8 *14 *29

Other. e it i ittt i s *605 *1.6 *6.6 *24.0 *20 *20 *31 *31

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year.......ccciviivinn. 15,487 1.1 1.7 9.8 3 6 1 22
Change in composition or existed less
than full year.....cvviviiiiniiinnnn, 3,032 1.2 8.7 *13.8 *6 *1N *21 *31
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent....... ... ... v, 5,181 2.3 16.0 *14.1 *3 *8 *21 *29
Below poverty level................... 3,031 2.4 18.2 *13.4 x2 *7 *15 *31
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 2,149 2.0 12.9 *15.5 *6 *1 *23 *29

150-199 percent....cvvviiinininiinninnnns 1,855 0.8 9.7 *8.1 x4 *7 *10 *20

200-299 percent....veviiiiiiiiiiiiiaeaen 4,250 0.9 7.7 *11.1 *3 *7 *20 *21

300-499 percent... ... iiiiiiiiiiii i 4,643 0.7 10.9 *6.4 *3 x4 *7 *11

500 percent armore........ i iiiiciannn 2,590 0.5 9.0 *5.7 *2 *5 *7 *14

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000..........civiiiinnen, 8,222 2.0 14.9 13.1 4 7 20 29

$10,000-519,999. ... ot 7,113 0.4 7.8 *5.7 *3 *4 *8 *14

$20,000-$34,999. ... ittt i 2,529 0.8 10.4 *7.4 *2 *3 *11 *14

$35,000 OF MOTE. et irii ity *656 *0.3 *4.9 *6.5 *6 *7 *7 *7
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Education3

None or elementary school............... 1,770 2.7 14.6
Some high school.........civivvinuiaan.. 2,546 2.1 15.5
High school graduate............... ..., 5,759 0.8 12.5
Some college....cvviiriiiininnninnninnnn 4,037 0.9 9.1
College graduate or more........ovouuuun. 4,329 0.7 7.8
Employment status?
Worked full year.....covevinrennenninnn, 9,963 0.5 7.3
Worked part year........coovviiiinin.. 6,265 1.3 14.0
Never worked. .. .ooiiiiiniiinennnaeinnnns 2,264 3.7 20.6
Perceived health status®
Excellent. i i e iiiiiiiiieiiiiinenennnnnns 8,913 0.5 7.4
LT T 6,852 0.7 9.7
L I 1,866 3.0 24.3
41 803 7.4 34.5
Limitation in usual activity
- O 16,928 0.9 9.8
Some Timitation......covvvuiiinininnnnnn *209 *0.6 *10.5
Cannot perform usual activity........... 1,383 7 28.7
Bed day52
Bt it e e 8,291 0.1 *1.2
L 5,721 0.2 6.9
6=10. 0ttt i i it e 2,013 0.9 21.4
L G 1,222 3.4 34.4
More tham 20....0iiiiiiniiinrnnenennnns 1,273 10.9 57.6
Family health care coverage
A1l members covered full year........... 12,974 1.3 12.1
Private insurance only................ 10,51 0.7 8.9
Medicaid only...covviiiniinnninennas *317 *2.6 *25.1
Medicare only. . vuivi it iinnreneinneas *108 *1.5 *12.9
Medicare and other public programs.... - - -
Medicare and private insurance........ - - -
Other public and private mixes........ 1,361 2.6 19.6
Other mixes of public programs........ *186 *0.1 *8.6
Source unknown.......ciiiiiiiiiii *491 *9.9 *50.3
A1l members covered, some part year..... 3,223 6.7 10.9
Some members not covered................ - - -
ATl members not covered...............un 2,322 0.8 7.0

*18.
*13.
*6.
*10.
*8.

*6.
*17.

*7.
*7.
*12.
*21.

*6.
*16.

*6.
*3,
*4,
*g,

*18.

10.

*10.
*12,

*13.
*1,
*19.
*6.

*12.

oo

NI oOONONE T oMWY

AW wWoor

[ca W =QVe] DN

O =P ww

*8
*2
*3
*4
*3

*3
*6

*2
*3
*4
*7

*6
*7

*0
*2
*2
*5
*6

*4
*12

*3
*]
*7

*3

*11
*5
*5
*8
*6

*4
*12

*4
*4
*9
*8

*6
*13

*2
*3
*4
*8
*13

*8
*12

*8
*1
*8
*6

*4

*29
*22
*8
*14
*8

*8
12
*24

*8
*10
*20
*29

10
*6
*24

x15
x4
*6
x4
%23

14
1
*15
*12

*14
*1
*23
*g

*10

*45
*29
*14
*21
*20

*14
21
*29

*17
*20
*23
*74

20
*29

*15
*7
*7

*20

*45

23
*15
*12
*29
*56
*21
*52

Mhere were too few Hispanic ol races other than white families for separate tabulation.
Annual rate.

IncTudes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: 1l-person families are families with average size less than 1.5. For l-person families
characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 2.

with more than 1 distinct individual,
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Table 18

Hospital days for 1-person families under 65 years of age with health care coverage all year, by selected characteristics:
United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Families with discharges

A1l families
Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Total..ovviniiiiniiiinnunn, 12,974 1.3 12.1 10.9 3 6 14 23
Age

Under 25 years.......cieieieiiinnennnn, 3,166 0.5 10.0 *4.7 *2 *3 *6 *8

25-44 yeAPS. . ittt i e 5,206 1 12.3 *8.6 *3 *6 *14 *20

4564 YEaArS .. e iie it 4,601 2.2 13.2 *16.7 *6 *8 *21 *39

Sex
Male. i e e 6,807 1.2 1. *10.8 *3 *6 *17 *24
Female. v iiniiii it iiiniinniniananan. 6,167 1.4 13.1 *11.1 *4 *7 x12 *21
Race and ethnicity]

LR = PP 11,183 1.2 11.5 10.4 3 6 14 21
Hispanic. ... iiniiieaineinannenn.. *400 *1.5 *13.1 *11.1 *3 *7 *24 *24
NON-HiSPaNicC. v eernnenarennnnnns 10,782 1.2 11.4 10.4 3 6 14 21

Black. ..o iiine i 1,428 2.0 16.8 *11.7 *4 *8 *14 *29

Other.. oot e *363 *x2.6 *10.9 *24.0 *20 *20 *31 *31

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year.................. 11,017 1.3 12.8 10.4 3 6 13 21
Change in composition or existed less
than full year.......cooviiiiiiievnnt, 1,957 1.2 7.9 *15.5 *2 *17 *21 *39
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent.........cvvvvininn. 2,775 3.1 18.8 *16.6 *5 *8 *x23 *31
Below poverty level.................. 1,638 3.7 23.6 *15.6 *4 *8 *15 *31
Poverty level to 149 percent......... 1,137 2.3 *12.0 *19.5 *6 *14 *24 *56

150-199 percent.....oviniiinennnennnan, 1,072 1.0 *11.1 *8.9 x4 *7 *8 *20

200-299 percent..cicieiiiiiiiiiiiiaeann 2,997 1.1 9.6 *11.2 *3 *8 *20 *21

300-499 percent.....viiiiiiiiiiia, 3,918 0.8 11.8 *6.8 *3 *4 *8 *17

500 percent or more.......ciiiiiiiinnn. 2,212 0.5 7.7 *6.0 *2 *5 *6 *14

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000....... ... ... ... ... 4,620 2.6 17.7 *15.0 *4 *8 *20 *29

$10,000-$19,999. . .o oi ittt it 5,656 0.6 9.8 *5.7 *3 *4 *8 *14

$20,000-%$34,999. . ..ottt i 2,114 0.8 8.2 *9.4 *x2 *5 *14 *39

$35,000 Or MOTE..cvvieienrnrnrarnsnnnnns *584 *0.2 *2.6 *6.0 *6 *6 *6 *6
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Education3

None or elementary school............... 1,328 3.5 19.5
Some high school........coviviviii.., 1,538 2.1 14.5
High school graduate..............c ... 4,047 0.8 12.1
Some college. . i it .o 2,830 1.2 10.7
College graduate or more........... e 3,201 0.8 9.0
Employment status?
Worked full year........ocovivaiiiiana, 7,649 0.5 8.3
Worked part year......coeeviiennneenannas 3,554 1.5 13.8
Never worked...ooeiv i iinonereennanen 1,769 4.3 24.9
Perceived health status®
Excellent. e e ieininrieanereonnaannnns 6,353 0.4 6.8
GOOd. evv i vinnnnnans e it 4,537 0.9 10.8
= 1 S 1,425 3.3 25.3
P OO . vttt ias ittt i i *572 *3.6 *45.6
Limitation in usual activity
[0 2 = N 11,652 1.0 10.3
Some Timitation....covviniiininnnnnnieas *127 *0.0 *—
Cannot perform usual activity...... eens 1,195 4.9 30.7
Bed day52
N 5,669 0.1 *1.0
P 4,146 0.2 6.9
b=10. ittt et 1,247 0.9 24,5
L 984 3.5 36.1
More than 20. ... i, 928 11.9 60.6
Family health care coverage
Private insurance only......cvvuivninrnen 10,511 0.7 8.9
Medicaid Only..e . isiienenanssannenrnvens *317 *2.6 *25.1
Medicare only....covoviiinnnnncnnnas e *108 *1.5 *12.9
Medicare and other public programs...... - - -
Medicare and private insurance.......... - - -
Other public and private mixes........ .. 1,361 2.6 19.6
Other mixes of public programs.......... *186 *0.1 *8.6
Source unknown.....oovvireinenrnenianeas *491 *9.9 *50.3

*10.1
*3.0
*3.8
*9.7

*19.7

*1
*1

oo
1 ernm

*13.2
*19.7

*8
*3
*3
*4
*2

*3
*3
*6

*2
*3
*4
*7

*0
*2
*2
*6
*7

*4
*12

*3
*]
*7

*N
*6
*5

*5

*4
*6
*8

x4
*5
*8
*8

*12

*15
*3
x4
*8

*14

*8
*12

*8
*1
*8

*29
*21
*8
*15
*8

*8
*20
*23

*8
*11
*20
*27

11
*23

*15
*4
*6

*14

*24

11
*15
*12

*14
*]
*23

*45
*21
*14
*21
*20

*14
*21
*31

*15
*20
*29
*74

20
*29

*15
*6
*7

*20

*45

20
*15
*12

*29
x]
*56

Nhere were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.
Annual rate.

Includes only families with heads 17 years of age and over.

Excludes families with all members under 14 years of age.

Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: T-person families are families with average size less than 1.5. For l1-person families
characteristics are those of head or ot family as in Table 2.

with more than 1 distinct individual,
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Table 19

Hospital days for l1-person families under 65 years of age without health care coverage all year, by selected characteristics:
United States, 1980

[Rate per family year. Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

Families with discharges

A1l families

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Total.ovewine i, 5,545 0.8 9.3 8.3 2 4 10 22
Age

Under 25 years....covivuiinnerenerenrinnns 2,042 0.4 *6.8 *5.8 *2 x4 *7 *11

2544 YRArS . ittt i e e 2,424 0.8 *10.2 *7.4 *] *4 *6 *10

4564 Years. .. .ii ittt 1,079 1.5 *11.8 *13.0 *7 *10 *22 *29

Sex
- 3,275 0.5 6.8 *7.6 *2 *4 *9 *23
Female......ovviiiiiiiiiii it 2,270 1.1 12.8 *8.9 *x2 *6 *10 *21
Race and ethnicity]

White. v it ittt 4,603 0.6 9.1 *7.0 *2 *4 *7 *12
HiSPaniC. e e ittt in e e, *280 *0.4 *18.5 *2.1 *0 *2 x4 *4
Non-Hispanic.....coviviiiiiiiiinina., 4,323 0.7 8.5 *7.7 *2 *4 *10 *21

Black. . ou ittt *700 *1.9 *13.3 *14.3 *8 *9 *22 *29

L 7= o *242 *0.0 *e - - - - -

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year................... 4,470 0.7 9.1 *7.5 *2 *4 *7 *22
Change in composition or existed less
than full year....... oo, 1,075 0.7 *10.0 *6.5 *7 *11 *32 *23
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent........coovviiiinine. 2,405 1.3 *12.7 *9.9 *2 *6 *1 *29
Below poverty level................... 1,394 1.0 *11.8 *8.4 *x2 *2 *6 *52
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 1,012 1.6 *13.8 *11.7 *4 *9 *22 *29

150-199 percent...vviiiiii i 784 0.5 *7.8 *6.6 x4 *4 *10 *10

200-299 percent. ..ot 1,253 0.3 *3.3 *10.3 *6 *7 *21 *21

300-499 percent.....iviiiiii it *725 *0.2 *6.1 *x2.8 *x2 *2 *4 *4

500 percent Oor mOre....cvvviiiinniinanns *379 *0.9 *16.6 *5.1 *] *7 *7 *12

Family income in 19802

tess than $10,000....... it 3,602 1.1 11.3 *9.3 *2 *6 *10 *23

$10,000-$19,999. .. v iiiiiiiiii i 1,457 0.0 - - - - - -

$20,000-$34,999. .. it *415 *0.8 *21.8 *3.6 *] *x2 x4 *12

$35,000 or more. ...t *71 *1.7 *23.6 *7.0 *7 *7 *7 *7
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Education3

None or elementary school............... *443 *0.0 *— - - - - -
Some high school........coviviviiaia.., 1,008 2.2 16.9 *13.0 *2 *2 *22 *52
High school graduate...............oo0s. 1,713 0.7 13.4 *5.5 *2 *4 *6 *8
Some college..vvvineinanns et 1,208 0.4 *5.3 *7.2 *2 *10 *1 *1
College graduate or more..... P 1,127 0.3 *4.4 *6.8 *4 *7 *10 *10
Employment status?
Worked full year.......... Chrereaeanenas 2,314 0.3 *4.2 *6.6 *1 *4 *7 *x22
Worked part year.....coevviviiienenennns 2,711 1.1 14.4 *7.6 *x2 *4 *9 *x12
Never worked........ovoviiiiiniinninenans *495 *1.4 *5.1 *26.7 *21 *29 *29 *29
Perceived health status®
Excellent......... et e 2,559 0.8 8.8 *G.6 * *6 *10 *22
GOOO. st sse it teannsnnnncnsonssnsasannans 2,314 0.3 *7.7 *4.4 *2 *3 x4 *11
Fair..... e irieiecs st ces *441 *2.0 *21.0 *9.3 *6 *g *12 *12
POOT . et i i e e e e e *231 *2.0 *7.0 *29.0 *29 *29 *29 *29
Limitation in usual activity
o] T PN 5,276 0.6 8.8 *7.3 *2 *4 *9 *12
Some Timitation...vivevierneiinnnnnnn . *82 *1.6 *26.8 *6.0 *6 *6 *6 *6
Cannot perform usual activity........... *188 *4.1 *15.5 *26.2 *23 *29 *29 *29
Bed day52
1 P 2,622 0.0 *1.6 *1.3 *0 *2 *2 *2
S S 1,575 0.3 *7.0 *4,2 * *4 *6 *10
6-10...... P 766 0.8 *16.5 *5.1 *3 *6 *7 *8
1120, i ittt e e et enenannenrnennanns *237 *1.5 *27.3 *5.5 *2 *3 *12 *12
More than 20.....cveiiniiiiinininnenens *345 *8.0 *49.4 *16.2 *4 *11 *x22 *52
Family health care coverage
A1l members covered, some part year..... 3,223 0.7 i0.9 *6.6 *2 *6 *9 *21
Some members not covered................ - - - - - - - -
All members not covered................. 2,322 0.8 *7.0 *12.2 *3 *4 *10 *52
IThere were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.
YAnnual rate.
2Includes only families with heads 17 years ot age and over.
fExc]udes families with all members under 14 years of age.
YExcludes families with all members with health status unknown.
NOTE: l-person families are families with average size less than 1.5. For 1-person families with more than 1 distinct individual,

characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 2.
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Hospital days for l-person families 65 years of age and over, by selected characteristics:

[Rate per family year.

Table 20

United States,

Civilian noninstitutionalized population with civilian family head]

1980

A1l families

Families with discharges

Days at selected percentiles

Number in Mean Mean
Characteristic thousands days Percent days 25th 50th 75th 90th
Total.. oo e 7,714 4.5 23.5 18.9 6 13 23 44
Sex
Male. o i e e e e 1,784 5.7 30.5 *18.7 *4 *15 *19 *42
Female..ooounuii i, 5,930 4.1 21.4 19.0 6 12 25 44
Race and ethnicity]

White. oo oo ini it 7,025 4.3 24.2 18.0 6 12 22 38
Hispanic....ooviiiiniiiiininien... *138 *4.7 *46.9 *9.9 *8 *10 *13 *14
Non—Hispanic.....cviiineinnininnnans. 6,887 4.3 23.7 18.3 6 12 23 38

BlacKk. o iiii i iiii it i e 582 5.7 *16.0 *35.9 *4 *44 *59 *59

Other. oo i e *106 *4.8 *22.0 *22.0 *2 *22 *42 *42

Family dynamics
Unchanging, full year............ccou.nn 7,083 3.4 20.9 16.4 5 11 21 36
Change in composition or existed less
than full year ....ovviviiiiiiiinint, 630 15.9 52.7 *30.2 *9 *21 *38 *59
Poverty status in 1980

Below 150 percent poverty level......... 4,199 4.3 23.7 *18.0 *7 *13 *25 *x44
Below poverty level............counn. 2,220 3.2 17.0 *18.9 *6 *12 *28 *48
Poverty level to 149 percent.......... 1,979 5.4 31.3 *17.4 *8 *14 *x22 *42

150-199 percent......coviviiiiin i, 1,118 6.1 19.0 *32.1 *8 *18 *44 *89

200-299 percent...i.iiiiiiii it 1,313 3.9 21.9 *17.9 x4 *7 *28 *38

300-499 percent...v.iiiiiiiiii i 783 3.3 29.4 *11.4 *2 *10 *19 *22

500 percent or more.........iiiiiiaan, *300 *6.3 *30.1 *21.0 *4 *12 *17 *25

Family income in 19802

Less than $10,000...............oovvunn, 6,246 4.6 22.5 20.4 7 14 27 44

$10,000-$19,999. ... .. it e 1,167 3.2 27.3 *11.8 *2 *6 *19 *x22

$20,000-$34,999. .. ..ottt *136 *6.9 *20.9 *33.2 *4 *16 *16 *217

$35,000 or MOre...vveeiiie i *165 *5.8 *37.6 *15.5 *12 *12 *17 *25

Education

None or elementary school............... 3,012 4.9 25.3 19.2 6 13 25 44

Some high school. ... .. .. ... ........... 1,451 3.0 21.0 *14.3 *7 *14 *18 *27

High school graduate............ovvuuuns 1,653 5.3 17.9 *29.7 *9 *21 *32 *89

Some COTTEge. it nin ittt iiiieannns 804 3.9 26.2 *14.8 *x2 *1 *x19 *44

College graduate or more...........cc... 793 4.4 30.5 *14.3 *3 *9 *15 *28
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Employment status

Worked full year.......covvvvvnennnnnan,
Worked part year..............0iiiaen,
Never worked. ..o enoeneeereinunnanas
Perceived health status3
Excellent. ittt nnensonsononanea
[T Y0 Yo
Fair . NN e N N
s Yo X

L 1 =
Some Timitation.......coviiiiiieninanns.
Cannot perform usual acEivity ...........
Bed days
1N
To D ittt et e e
T 1 N
L
More than 20..... ..,
Family health care coverage
A1l members covered full year...........
Private insurance only.....cocvvvvvnns
Medicaid only...vuveie it innane,
Medicare only....cvveiieninininnnens
Medicare and other public programs....
Medicare and private insurance....... .
Other public and private mixes........
Other mixes of public programs........
Source unknown......oiiviiiiiiiannns
A1l members covered, some part year.....
Some members not covered................
A1l members not covered.................

*411
863
6,439

2,313
2,790
1,825

765

5,049
*523
2,142

4,338
867
658
702

1,149

7,517
*13

1,154
993
4,819
*538

24
*172
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*15.3
19.7
24.6

17.7
21.0
26.8
43.5

16.1
*33.8
38.6

*1.
25.
49,
56.
70.

23.
*100.

16.
25,
25.
*15.

*100.
*11.
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*4
*3

*4
*6
x7

*15

*2
*2
*6
*10
15

*25

*5
*5

*3

*9
*5

*17
*8
13

*9
*13
*11
*21

10
*6
17

*8
*3
*7
*15
21

13
*25
*10
*14

15

*12

*9
*5

*20
*25
23

*18
*21
x22
*38

18
*15
36

*9
*5
*9
*18
36

23
*25
*23
*42

22

*31

*38
*19

*21
x50
44

*29
*41
*44
*59

28
*16
50

*94
*21
*9
*27
50

44
*25
*36
*89

36

*59

*38
*19

]There were too few Hispanic families of races other than white for separate tabulation.

Zpnnual rate.

3Excludes families with all members with health status unknown.

NOTE: 1l-person families are families with average size less than 1.5.
characteristics are those of head or of family as in Table 5.

For 1-person families with more

than 1 distinct

individual,
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Table 21
Ambulatory physician visits for multiple-person fam