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IN THIS REPORT vesidents of nursing and personal care homes are
described by mavital status, living arvangements before admission, and
Jrequency of visitors in terms of theiv health and velated chavacteris-
tics and cevtain health services they veceived,

Data on which this veport is based weve collected in 1964 in the Resi-
dent Places Survey (RPS-2) of the Nation's nuvsing and pevsonal carve
homes, At the time of the survey theve werve an estimated 554,000 vesi-
dents in 17,000 nursing and pevsonal care homes.

In the sense thal nursing cave homes provided morve ''sophisticated’
types of health care than the other types of homes, married and widowed
residents on a whole were receiving belter cave than vesidents in the
other marvital groups. Seventy-three percent of the mavvied vesidents
and 70 pevcent of the widowed were in nursing cave homes compaved
with 64 pevcentof the divovced or separated and 58 pevcent of the never
married.

A lavger pevcent of vesidents who had lived with fomily or relatives oy
in hospitals prior to admission weve in nursing cave homes than vesi-
dents of any other living arvangement group,

There was some differvence by marital status in the rates fov ceviain
chronic conditions and impaivments. The vank ovder of vates formed
two distinct groups—rthose for the mavvied and widowed and those for
the divovced, separated, ov never mavvied, For example, ""other' menial
disovders vanked as the most prevalent condition for the divovced, sepa~-
rated, or nevey mavvied and sixthand ninth for the married and widowed.

For certain conditions such as vasculay lesions and diseases of heart,
theve was little diffevence in the vank ovder of vates by previous living
arrangements, while for advanced senility and ""othey' mental disovders
there weve lavge dispavities, For example, "other' mental disovders
vanked very high among residents who had come from a mental hospital
or a long-term hospital and somewhat lowey for those who had lived
with spouse ov childven.

Mayrried and widowed vesidents had move visitors than those vesidents
who were divorced, separated, ov never mavvied. Those who had previ-
ously lived with spouse and/or childven weve visited more often than
vesidents from other living avvangement groups. Contravy to what might
have been suspected, the older residents were visited more often,

SYMBOLS
Data not available--~--==~~-=mmmm oo -—-
Category not applicable------=~-mmmocmocmma .
QUANLItY ZETO--- === == oo e e -
Quantity more than 0 but lessthan0,5 ------==cmneun 0.0
Figure does not meet standards of reliability
OF Precision ~--—r=- oo *




MARITAL STATUS AND LIVING ARRANGEMENTS

BEFORE ADMISSION TO NURSING AND
PERSONAL CARE HOMES

Roy Morgan, Division of Health Resources Statistics

INTRODUCTION

This report is one of a series of statistical
reports on the institutional population of the United
States, The reports present findings from anum-
ber of institutional population surveys which are
part of the National Health Survey., 1

Data in this report are based on information
collected in a nationwide sample survey of nurs-
ing and personal care homes. The survey—part
of the Resident Places Survey-2 (RPS-2)—was
conducted during May-June 1964, (For a general
description of the survey, see appendix I.) Other
data from the survey—describing employees of
nursing and personal care homes, chronic condi-
tions and impairments of residents, charges for
care in the institutions, special aids, and levels
of nursing care-——have been published, 2-8

For the first time in the series of reports
on nursing and personal care homes, data are
presented on marital status, living arrange-
ments before admission, and frequency of visitors
of residents,

PRIMARY TYPE OF SERVICE

Institutions in RPS-2 were classified into
three type-of-service classes—nursing care
homes, personal care homes with nursing, and
personal care homes (see section B of appendix II).

The level of care was highest (intensive care)
in nursing care homes and lowest in personal
care homes, In this section when marital status
and living arrangement before admission to a
home are discussed, emphasis will be on nurs-
ing care homes since over two-thirds of all
residents were in this type of facility and since
these residents received more intensive care,
The survey data revealed these important dif-
ferences:

A larger proportion of marvied and widowed
vesidents weve in nursing cave homes than
were vesidents of any other mavital status

group.

A lavger proportionofresidents who had pre-
viously lived with family ov velatives ov who
had come from hospitals weve in nuysing care
homes than were vesidents from any of the
other living arvangements,

Marital Status

Seventy-three percent of the married resi-
dents and 70 percent of the widowed were in
nursing care homes as were 64 and 58 percent,
respectively, of the divorced or separated and
never married residents (fig. 1). The propor-
tion of married women (77 percent) in nursing
care homes was higher than that of married men
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Figure |. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by primary type of
service according to sex and marital status.

(71 percent); the difference was even greater
for the divorced or separated residents, with
the proportion of women being 72 percent and of
men 39 percent, There was little difference in
the proportions of men and women in the widowed
and the never married groups,

Of all the residents in nursing and personal
care homes, 63 percent were widowed, Of these,
45 percent were males and 73 percent were fe-
males, Table 1 shows, as might be expected,

that a higher proportion of the widowed resi-
dents were in the older age groups. Only 23 per-
cent of those under 65 were widowed; this in-
creased with age to 78 percent of those aged 85
and over, The range for males was from 12 per-
cent of those under 65 to 67 percent of those
85 and over, The range for females was from 36
percent to 82 percent,

Living Arrangements Before Admission

For the purpose of this report, living ar-
rangements before admission to nursing or per-
sonal care homes were classified into 11 groups
(table 2). Residence in a nursing care home in-
stead of a personal care home is a fairly good
indicator of a person's need for intensive care
or his ability to get into homes which provide
better health care. Living arrangements prior
to admission of residents by type of institution
will point to any important differences in living
arrangements which might determine the type of
care a resident will receive,

Greater proportions of residents from hos-
pitals and other places (73 percent) and from
residence with family or relatives (71 percemnt)
were in nursing care homes (fig. 2). Smaller
proportions had come from boarding or nursing
homes (67 percent) or had lived alome (60 per-
cent). The proportions of males and females in
nursing care homes who had lived with family
or relatives or alone did not differ much, There
were significant differences, however, among
those who came from boarding or nursing
homes—61 percent of males compared with 71
percent of females—and from hospitals andother
places—67 percent of males compared with 77
percent of females (fig. 2).

Proportions of residents in nursing care
homes “from the 11 living arrangements shown in
table 2 ranged from 50 percent of those .from
mental hospitals to 83 percent of those from
short-stay hospitals, More residents in nursing
care homes were from long-term hospitals (77
percent), had lived with spouse only (72 percent),
or had lived with children only (75 percent) than
those who had lived with spouse and children
(63 percent), with other relatives (63 percent),
or who had lived alone (60 percent).
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Figure 2. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by primary type of
service according to sex and 1living arrangements
before admission.

For residents in nursing care homes the
range by living arrangement was greater than
that by marital status—350 to 83 percent com-
pared with 58 to 73 percent. It would appear,
therefore, that a resident's living arrangement
prior to admission, more so than marital status,
influenced the type of home he entered. For ex-

ample, it would be reasonable to assume that
residents from mental hospitals (many needing
only custodial supervision) would need lessnurs-
ing care than those from long-term and short-
stay hospitals.

CARE RECEIVED AT ADMISSION

The type of caregivenaresidentatadmission
to a facility was determined from item 18 of the
Resident Questionnaire (appendix II). This item
asked whether the type of care a resident re-
ceived was primarily nursing care, primarily
personal care, or room and board only. The sur-
vey revealed that the type of care residents re-
ceived differed by marital status and by living
arrangement prior to admission.

Move intensive care was given to mavried
ov widowed vesidents than to divorced, sepa-
vated, ov never maryied vesidents,

Residents who had lived in boarding ov nuys-
ing homes or in hospitals prioy to admission
received movre intensive care than those who
had lived with family ov relatives or alone,

Marital Status

The intensity of care which a resident re-
ceived when admitted to a nursing or personal
care home might have been determined by such
factors as his state of health and his ability to
pay for care. The type of care an older person
received might have been influenced in part by
his marital status—that is, married or widowed
residents would probably have had someone to
care for them in some kind of familial environ-
ment and would probably not have entered an
institution until quite old and/or in very poor
health. Divorced, separated, or never married
residents probably would have been less likely
to have had family or relatives to care for them
as they grew older., Mean ages were greater
for married (75 years) and widowed (B0 years)
residents than for divorced or separated (68 years)
or never married (71 years) residents. Conse-



quently, married or widowed residents would very
likely have needed somewhat more intensive
care—not so much because of their marital status
but because of a situation which their marital
status engendered,

Seventy percent of the married residents and
60 percent of the widowed received primarily
nursing care (fig. 3). Smaller proportions of the
divorced or separated or never married resi-
dents received primarily nursing care (52 and
49 percent, respectively). The percentof married
residents who received only room and board
(a type of care with no nursing or personal care
services), was less than that of those who were
not married,

As would be expected, when distributed by
type of home, care received at admission cor-
responded roughly to the predominant type of
care in the home. In nursing care homes most
residents received primarily nursing care at
admission with the percent of married residents
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Figure 3. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by primary type of care
received at admission according to marital status.

being greater than that of residents who were not
married (table 3). In personal care homes with
nursing the percent of those receiving primarily
nursing care was not as great, but again there
was a greater percent of those married than of
those in the other marital status groups.

Living Arrangements Before Admission

Living arrangements before admission to
nursing or personal care homes were classified
into 11 groups in order to give some idea of the
type of care residents had received prior to ad-
mission. Like marital status, type of living ar-
rangement before admission may have influenced
the type of care received when admitted,

Table A combines these living arrangements
into four major groups. The largest percent of
residents receiving primarily nursing care was
of those from hospitals or other places (74 per-
cent). Sixty-three percent of those from boarding
and nursing homes and 59 percent of those who
had lived with family or relatives received pri-
marily nursing care;the lowest percent (46) was
of those who had lived alone. Again, as was the
case with marital status, care received at ad-
mission corresponded to the predominant type of
care given in the facility. In nursing care homes
86 percent of those from hospitals and other
places and 80 percent from boarding and nursing
homes received primarily nursing care. Of those
who had lived with family or relatives, 73 percent
received this type of care at admission. The lowest
percent (66) of residents who received primarily
nursing care was of those who had lived alone.
In personal care homes with nursing, a similar
distribution prevailed although the percents of
residents were not as great.

The percent of women receiving primarily
nursing care when admitted to nursing or per-
sonal care homes was greater than that of men
for three of the four combined groups of living
arrangements (fig. 4). Of the residents who came
from boarding or nursing homes, 68 percent of
the women and 54 percent of the men received
primarily nursing care, while 78 percent of the
women and 67 percent of the men from hospitals
or other places received this type of care. There



Table A,

homes, by type of care received

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care
at admission according to primary type of service

and living arrangements before admission: United States, May-June 1964

Type of care received at admission

Primary type of service Nugger Room

and living arrangement residents | All || Primarily | Primarily | and
types nursing | personal | board

only

All homes Percent distribution
All residents==-vcemaccncncan~ 554,000 100.0 58.2 17.6 | 24.2
Family or relatives-swemescecemcncncas 215,600 100.0 58.7 18.1| 23.2
Alone or with nonrelatives=weecwmaw- 164,300 100.0 || 46,0 17.2| 36.7
Boarding or nursing home--ewravemca- 71,800 100.0 62.5 18.1| 19.4
Hospital or other place=cee=acmeea-o 102,300 100.0 73.6 16.8 9.5
Nursing care
All residentSeeee-mecececacee 373,300 100.0 74.5 4.4 11,1
Family or relatives-=cecesemcwconmonn 152,200 | 100.0 72,9 16.7 | 10.4
Alone or with nonrelatives----eecmec- 97,900 100.0 65.7 14,5 19.8
Boarding or nursing home------wecau- 48,300 100.0 79.5 4.1 6.4
Hospital or other place--=w=wwcece=- 74,900 100.0 86.1 9.8 4.1
Personal care with nursing
All residentse-c-cmcmcmcacna—- 145,400 100.0 28.6 22,6 | 48.9
Family or relatives=—e-=-—mvecccoccnnax 51,600 100.0 29.0 20.4| 50.6
Alone or with nonrelatives=em=rww=eee- 55,000 100.0 19.7 20.9( 59.4
Boarding or nursing home---ee-eccac- 17,800 100.0 33.3 22,2 44,5
Hospital or other place~=mvewcacecwe- 20,900 100.0 46.7 32.6 20.7
Personal care

All residents-cwesmcccccccacca- 35,300 100.0 7.7 31l.4} 60.9
Family or relatives-e--e-mecancarears 11,700 100.0 5.6 26,51 67.9
Alone or with nonrelatives—e=-wewnn=- 11,400 100.0 3.8 23.1] 73.1
Boarding or nursing home===---=new-= 5,700 100.0 9.3 39.9| 50.8
Hospital or other place~======wecea- 6,500 100.0 17.0 47.01 36.1

were only small differences in the percents of
men and women that had lived with family or rela~-
tives or that had lived alone or with nonrelatives.

It should be noted that the range of percents
of those who received primarily nursing care at
admission was only slightly greater for the four

combined living arrangement groups—from 46 to
74 percent—than that for the marital status
groups—from 49 to 70 percent. However, the
range for the 1l living arrangement groups is
even greater—ranging from 43 percent of those
in the residual group and 46 percent of those who
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Figure 4. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by primary type of
care received at admission according to sex and
living arrangements before admission.

had lived alone to 79 percent of those who had
come from long-term specialty hospitals and
85 percent who had come from short-stay general
hospitals (table 4). These ranges suggest that
living arrangement prior to admission may be
more closely related to type of care received
at admission than marital status. This is to be
expected since the type of health care an older
person would have received before admission
would be better indicated by living arrangements
prior to admission than by marital status be-
cause half of the living arrangements are types
of institutions (boarding and nursing homes and
hospitals) which are directly involved in pro-
viding health care, About a third of all residents
had been transferred from these types of insti-
tutions.

NUMBER OF CONDITIONS

The total number of chronic conditions and
impairments was determined for each sample
resident in the survey. A resident's average num-
ber of conditions is useful as a general indicator
of level of health and is not meant to be an ex-
clusive measure. The next section will go into
detail on selected conditions and will further
illuminate this section. Data in this section will
show that:

Residents who weve divorced, separated, oy
never marvied had fewev conditions than
mavvied or widowed residents.

Residents who had lived alone ov in mental
hospitals priov to admission had fewer con-
ditions than vesidents from othev types of
living arvangements.

Marital Status

The percent distribution of married resi-
dents by number of conditions was fairly similar
to that of widowed residents (table B); that of
divorced or separated and of never married
residents was similar to each other. About
60 percent of the married or widowed residents
had three conditions or more compared with 51
percent of the divorced or separated and 48 per-
cent of the never married. The median number of
conditions for each marital status group also
revealed this: the median number of conditions
for married residents was 3.5 and for widowed,
3.4. The median for divorced was 3.1, for sep-
arated, 3.0, and for never married, 2.9 (table 5).

Median numbers of conditions were larger
for nursing care homes than for personal care
homes with nursing; the medians for the latter
homes were in turn larger than those for per-
sonal care homes. The marital status groups in
nursing care homes had somewhat closemedians.
In personal care homes with nursing the median
numbers of conditions for the married and
widowed were similar and larger than the medians
for the other marital status groups. In personal



Table B, Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care

homes, by number of chronic conditions
United States, May~June 1964

and impairments according to marital status:

Marital status

Number of chronic conditions

Number of and impairments

residents

Total None 1-2 34 5+

All statuse§m=--=-m-mcvecccnnncea—-

Percent distribution

554,000 | 100.0 3.7 ] 40.0} 36.3} 20.0

Married=c-=reccmareccmrrre e ccnn e
Widowed=e-mrmmemcmmmcam e ccc e
Divorced or separated----c-c-vemmeconn-
Never married----cemcocmmmccrnnmnacm———

38.2( 37.9( 22.1

54,900 | 100.0 .8
8| 371 37.5 21.6
3

1
348,100 | 100.0) 3
28.200 | 100.0{ 3
122,700 | 100:0 || &

45.5| 32,2} 19.0
47.81 33.1| 14.8

care homes separated residents had the highest
median number of conditions. Medians for the
other marital status groups were about the same.

Living Arrangements Before Admission

When distributed by number of conditions,
there was no great disparity in the percents for
three of the four combined living arrangement
groups (table C). The exception was for those
residents who had lived alone prior toadmission.
Median numbers of conditions reveal even more
clearly this similarity in distribution. Except
for those residents who had lived alone (with a
median of 3.0 conditions), the median number of
conditions for residents in theliving arrangement
groups was 3.4,

It should be noted that generally within each
type of home the greatest disparity, as for total
residents, among the percent distributions by
living arrangement was for those residents for
whom no conditions or just one condition was
reported. By type of home the proportion of resi-
dents reporting no conditions was greater for
those who had lived alone prior to admissionthan
for any other living arrangement group—3 per-
cent for nursing care homes, 11 percent for

personal care homes with nursing, and 14 per-
cent for personal care homes.

As for total residents, the median number
of conditions for residents from each of the
living arrangement groups in nursing carehomes
and personal care homes with nursing was almost
the same except for the smaller medians for those
who had lived alone (table C). In personal care
homes the medians were lowest for those who
had lived alone and for those who had come from
hospitals or other places. The difference between
medians for males and females was small.

The range of medians for total residents
did not differ much by marital status (2.9 to 3.5,
table 5) from the expanded 11 living arrange-
ment groups (2.7 to 3.7, table 6). There was some
difference by type of home, however, especially
for personal care homes, where the ranges were
from 2.0 to 2.8 for marital status and from 0.6
to 2.6 for living arrangements (tables 5 and 6).
It would appear, since the ranges of mediannum-
ber of conditions by marital status and by living
arrangements are almost the same for the other
two types of homes, that the number of conditions
of these residents was related to intensity of
care in these homes and not to marital status
or living arrangements prior to admission.



Table C. Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by
number of chronic conditions and impairments accorxrding to primary type of service and living
arrangements before admission: United States, May-June 1964

Number of chronic conditions and impairments
Primary type of

service and living Number of
arrangement residents Both Fe~
g Total | None| 1 2 3 4 S+ | copes ||Male | =T
All homes Percent distribution Median

All residents~-- 554,000 | 100.0 3.7 |117.0] 23.0} 21.4| 14.9} 20.0 3.3 3.3 3.3

Family or relatives~-- 215,600 | 100.0 3.1 15.3] 23.3)21.9 16.3 | 20.2 3.4 | 3.4 3.4
Alone or with non-

relatives-cusmcemmcen 164,300 | 100.0 6.8119.3] 23.1| 20.4| 13.2;17.2 3.0 3.2 3.0
Boarding or nursing

home~~-cemcemmneanncas 71,800 | 100.0 2,1 16,1} 21,8 | 22.7 | 14.44 22.9 3.4 3.3 3.5
Hospital or other

place--cecmmccncnmann- 102,300 | 100.0 1.0 |17.81 22,8 21.3 14.9 | 22.1 3.4 | 3.3 3.4

Nursing care

All residents--- 373,300 { 100.0 1.8]12.9| 21.4| 23.0| 16.5 | 24.4 3.6 3.7 3.6

Family or relatives--- 152,200 | 100.0 1.6 |12.21 22,01 22,6 17.2| 24.4 3.6 || 3.6 3.6
Alone or with non-

relatives-em=mcmnman- 97,900 | 100.0 3.3 | 15.1| 21.7{ 23.5| 14.9| 21.5 3.4 3.6 3.4
Boarding or nursing

homem-weercacacccac.— 48,300 { 100.0 1.3 |10.5| 20.3 | 24.3( 16.2| 27.4 3.7 | 3.8 3.7
Hospital or other

place~-=recmrecrcana- 74,900 | 1L00.0 0.6 | 12,8 20.7| 22.4 | 17.2} 26.3 3.7 3.8 3.7

Personal care
with nursing

All residents--- 145,400 | 100.0 7.1 (23,11 26,1 19.2] 12.6| 11.9 2,81 2.7 2.8

Family or relatives--- 51,600 | 100.0 5.8120.6| 26,1 21,0} 15.6} 10.8 2.9 2.9 2.9
Alone or with non- i i
relatives--=-w=v=-==- 55,000 | 100.0 || 11,4 | 23,7 | 25,0 17.0} 11.4| 11.5 2.6 2.8 2.5
Boarding or nursing
homee=mmmacenanen ———- 17,800 | 100.0 3.4 127,3| 24,4)19.5| 10,0 15.4 2,84 2.5 3.1
Hospital or other .
place~cemmumcncncnun- 20,900 | 100.0 2.4 24,1) 30.5( 20.3} 10.3| 12,5 2.8 2.6 2.9
Personal care
All residents--- 35,300 | 100.0 9.4 136,1]26.8|14.2} 7.1| 6.3 2,2 2.2 2,2
Family or relatives--- 11,700 )] 100.0 || 11.2 | 31.6] 28.5]| 16.3| 6.3]| 6.1 2.3 2.3 2,2
Alone or with non-
relatives~e=escecacan 11,400 | 100.0 || 14.0 | 34.0| 26,9 | 10.6| 7.3| 7.2 2.1) 2.2 2.0
Boarding or nursing
home=v=~~« R b E 5,700 ] 100.0 5.6 |28.8| 26.8| 18.7) 12,7} 7.6 2.6 2.5 2.7
Hospital or-other
placeccmemenven~ ~—=- 6,500 | 100.0 1.7 54.5] 23.4 13,1 | 3.4| 4.1 1.9 1.8 2.0




SELECTED CHRONIC CONDITIONS
AND IMPAIRMENTS

The survey used a list of 58 basic chronic
conditions and impairments to determine which
conditions each sample resident had. Tables 7
and 8 present rates for a condensed list of 35
conditions. The six most prevalent conditions
are analyzed in this section. Data reveal two
highlights:

For certain chvonic conditions and impaiv-
ments vates per 1,000 residents and vank
ovder of conditions fell inio ftwo distinct
groups—those for mavvied and widowed and
those for divovced, separated, and never
mayvied.

For ceviain conditions suck as vasculay
lesions and diseases of heavt theve is little
difference by vank ovder of vates for living
arvangement pvior fo admission, while for
other conditions such as advanced senility
and "other'" menital disovders theveave lavge
disparities,

Marital Status

An interesting characteristic of residents
shown by marital status was the tendency toward
two fairly distinct groups of rates for certain
chronic conditions and impairments. This was
true of "other" mental disorders and advanced
senility; married and widowed residents were
close to each other in rank order of rates, and
divorced, separated, and never married resi-
dents formed a distinct group with close rank
orders. Table D illustrates this point, particu-
larly for advanced senility and for "other”
mental disorders and to a lesser extent for
vascular lesions and diseases of heart. Such
distinct groupings into these two broad marital
status groups were not evident for other condi-~
tions by rank order or by rate per 1,000 resi-
dents.

As shown in table 7, vascular lesions was
the most prevalent condition for married and
widowed residents (with rates of 429 and 363)
and the second most prevalent for those resi-
dents who were divorced, separated, or never

Table D, Rank order of selected chronic
conditions and impairments among resi=-
dentsof nursing and personal care homes,
by primary type of service and marital
status: United States, May-June 1964

Chronic conditions
Primary type of and impairments!
service and
marital status
A\B C D E ¥
All homes Rank order
All residents~ |1 2 3 4 5 6
Married-ec-cmecu-- 1 2 5 3 8 6
Widowedee-mrmencea- 1 2 3 4 5 9
Divorcedewemarcacun 2 3 5 8 {10 1
Separatedecse==ce- 213141 91671
Never marriede---- 2 3 4 6 5 1
Nursing care
All residents~- | 1 2 4 3 5 6
Married=recmrancae 1 2 5 3 8 9
Widowedramrccmenne 1 2 4 3 5|11
Divorcedemmemmecua- 1 3 4 9 {10 2
Separatedercecevex 2131 41 7] 811
Never marriede~=w- 1 3 5 4 6 2
Personal care
with nursing
All residents~| 3 1] 2 6 5] &
Marriedeere-ceena- 1 3 4110 5 2
Widowed=merecmmana 3 1 2 5 4 6
Divorced=ee—cenmu- 5 3 4 113 |17 1
Separated---e-m=w- 2 |13 41271 511
Never married=~=-= 3 4 2111 5 1
Personal care
All residents-~| 5 3 4 7 2 1
Marriedewe=wcmreen 2110 4 1 9 3
Widowedemwmmemmeam 5 3 21 71 1| &
Divorced==~-emaaeao 7 2110 3 8 1
Separated~==ce=mmm= 91 31 - - 271
Never married-~-=-- 7 5110 |14 2 1

1 . . . .
Chronic conditions and impairments
are as follows:

-~ Vascular lesions

-~ Diseases of heart
Arthritis and rheumatism
Advanced senility
Hearing impairments
Other mental disorders
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married (with rates of 303, 267, and 244). Dis~
eases of heart had the second highest rates for
married (263) and widowed (324) residents and
the third highest for divorced (208), separated
(202), or never married (190) residents,

The most obvious change in rates was for
"other" mental disorders, which ranked sixth
and ninth for the married and widowed and first
for the divorced, separated, or never married.
Rates per 1,000 residents for the married and
widowed were 176 and 134, and those for the
divorced, separated, or mnever married were
327, 300, and 288,

The change in rank order was apparent for
advanced senility—third highest for married
residents (223) and fourth highest for widowed
(246)., The rank order was lower for the other
marital groups-——eighth for the divorced (129),
ninth for the separated (116), and sixth for the
never married (159).

In ranking by type of facility, "other' mental
disorders ranked fairly low for married and
widowed residents, particularly in nursing care
homes. For the divorced, separated, or never
married this condition ranked highest or second
highest in all of the facilities (table D), Vascular
lesions ranked low for the divorced, separated,
or never married in personal care homes, but
higher for the married and widowed. For the
married and widowed residents in personal care
homes with nursing, vascular lesions ranked first
and third; for the divorced, separated, or never
married the rank was fifth, second, and third. In
nursing care homes, however, vascular lesions
ranked first for all marital status groups except
the separated (second). It would seem therefore
that residents with vascular lesions required the
more intensive care provided by nursing care
homes and that patients with "other' mental dis-
orders required less intensive care.

Living Arrangements Before Admission

There was little difference in rank order by
living arrangement groups for the two highest
ranked conditions, vascular lesions and diseases
of heart (table E), Whenliving arrangements were
combined into four groups, vascular lesions
ranked highest for all four groups. Diseases of
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heart ranked second for all of the groups except
hospitals or other places for which the rank was
third. This situation was generally true for these
two conditions when living arrangements were
expanded to 11 groups. For the other four con-

Table E. Rank order of selected chronic
conditions and impairments among resi~-
dents in nursing and personal care
homes, by living arrangements before
admission: United States, May-June 1964

Chronic conditions
and impairments!
Living arrangement
A|B|C|D|E |F
Rank order
Totalecmccmracaaa 11234 5 6
Combined group
Family or relatives-- |1 |24 3| 5| 6
Alone or with
nonrelatives~=-wva-- 112 |315) 4| 8
Boarding or nursing
home-=-r-u- memewewe= 1121413 51 6
Hospital or other
places=ercccmnccana- 1(3174] 5| 2
Expanded group
Spouse only=~ew-scaa= 1L{214(3] 6| 9
Children only---e---- L|12(4&413] 5111
Spouse and children~--}{1 |3 |5|2]10| 6
Other relatives-w-=~-= 1(3l4]5]| 6| 2
Alone or with
nonrelativese=m=wea= 1|2 (3|5 4| 8
Boarding home=-=mn==- 3|L|4|5] 2| 6
Nursing homes-=e-=e-- 112)4{3] 5] 6
Mental hospital-e---- 2151813 9 1
Long~term speciality
hospitalececmememcan 1141319 8/ 2
General or short-stay
hospital=ee~ccearean 1]2|613] 4| 8
Other place--~=-==r=- 211|417} 3| 8

lchronic conditions and impairments are
as follows:

Vascular lesions
Diseases of heart
Arthritis and rheumatism
Advanced senility

- Hearing impairments
Other mental disorders
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ditions shown in table E, there was greatdiversity
in rank order bythe 11 living arrangement groups.
This was especially true for "other' mental
disorders.

Table 8 shows that the rate for "other"
mental disorders was high among residents who
had come from a mental hospital (705), a long-
term hospital (342), or who had lived with other
relatives (263). However, this condition ranked
ninth among those who had lived with a spouse
and 1Ith among those who had lived with their
children.

Like the rate for "'other" mental disorders
the rate for advanced senility was high in rank
order for those from mental hospitals. Mental
hospitals probably released a high number of
residents with mental disorders and advanced
senility to nursing and personal care homes.
Residents with advanced senility can probably
be as well cared for in nursing and personal
care homes as in mental hospitals, and pre-
sumably the movement of residents to these
homes relieves some of the load on the services
of the mental hospitals. It should be noted that
the rate for advanced senility was fairly low
(ninth in order) for those residents who had
come from long-stay hospitals, but high (third
in order) for those who had come fromshort-stay
hospitals.

FREQUENCY OF VISITORS

Frequency of visitors is a variable which
has not been presented in any of the previous
reports describing data collected in RPS-2. As
a measure of isolation, item 7 of the Resident
Questionnaire (appendix III) was designed to de-
termine how often a resident was visited by
friends or relatives. It was recognized that this
form of question was not the only measure of
isolation which could have been -used. However,
the simplicity of the question was dictated by the
difficulty respondents would have had in answer-
ing a more involved question such as one con-
cerned not only with visits but with calls and
létters to residents.

Marital Status and Living Arrangements
Before Admission

The percent distributions of frequemncy of
visitors by marital status and living arrange-
ments indicated that neither had much influence
on frequency of visitors, except for the living
arrangement groups of mental hospitals and
"other' places. There were notable differences,
however, within each of the two variables.

Marvied and widowed vesidents weve visited
move often than those residents who were
divorced, sepavated, ov never mavvied,

Those who had previously lived in a vesidence

with spouse and/ov childven were visited

move often than vesidents from other living
arvangement groups.

About 85 percent of those married or widowed
were visited at least once amonth, and about 15
percent were visited less than once a month or
never. About 60 percent of those residents who
were divorced, separated, or never marriedwere
visited at least once a month, and about 40 per-
cent were visited less thanonceamonth or never.

Over 80 percent of the residents who had
lived with spouse and/or children or who had
come from a general or short-stay hospital were
visited at least once a month. Most of the per-
cents of residents by living arrangements of
those who were visited at least once a month
ranged from 57 to 92 percent (table F). The two
exceptions were residents who had come from
mental hospitals (40 percent) and those who had
come from "other" places (44 percent). Other-
wise, the range of percents by marital status of
those residents who were visited at least once a
month (from 58 to 86 percent) did not differ much
from the range of percents by living arrangements
(from 57 to 92 percent).

Age
It might be thought that the relationship be-

tween age and frequency of visitors would be
that as age increases, the frequency of visitors

11



Table F., Number and percent

distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care

homes, by frequency of visitors according to marital status and living arrangements
before admission: United States, May-June 1964

Frequency of visitors
Number

Marital status and of. At Lgizetgan Less
living arrangement gzzt; Total |lleast |week but than Never
once a | at least once a | visited

week once a month

month

Marital status Percent distribution
All statuseS=~----mccmmmea= 554,000 100.0 58.1 19.4 13.0 9.5
Married---cecemomoc e 54,900 | 100.0 73.5 12,5 7.2 6.8
Widowed==-mmocccmcmmm e o 348,100 | 100.0 64.1 19.6 10.4 5.9
Divorced or separated---------~-= 28,200 | 100.0 39.4 18.3 24,2 18.1
Never married----ccrmrmcmeamcncax 122,700 100.0 38.5 22.0 20.3 19.2

Living arrangement

All arrangementS-e=m--e~=mn 554,000 | 100.0 58.1 19.4 13.0 9.5
Family or relatives--=--a---- 215,600 | 100.0 67.7 18.1 10.0 4,1
Spouse only==--eccrcnrnacnccacano 42,400 100.0 73.3 13.5 8.9 4.4
Children only-=--s=s-cacccnuanaus 108,600 | 100.0 75.8 16.2 6.4 1.6
Spouse and childrens-ee=cecece-n- 3,100 | 100.0 68.2 13.5 8.4 9.9
Other relatives-=ewcrecccmccancccna 61,400 100.0 49.5 24.8 17.4 8.2
Alone or with nonrelatives-~- | 164,300 | 100.0 52.6 22.0 15.2 10.2
Boarding or nursing home----- 71,800 | 100.0 54.9 17.4 14.9 12.8
Boarding home--+e-ececumcercnca—- 11,200 | 100.0 40.1 16.9 18.2 24,7
Nursing home--~=escmcecccrnanaan 60,600 | 100.0 57.7 17.5 14.3 10.5
Hospital or other place-=-=--- 102,300 | 100.0 48.8 19.2 4.4 17.7
Mental hospital---=-c---omcucuco- 27,100 | 100.0 22.0 17.8 24,8 35.4
Long-term speciality hospital--~- 5,800 100.0 50.1 14,2 17.2 18.5
General or short~stay hospital--- | 65,500 100.0 60.7 20.7 9.1 9.5
Other place~==m-m--mmemcmccmmaee 4,000 | 100.0 32.8 11.4 25.4 30.4

decreases. This situation might be based on the
assumption that the older a resident, the fewer
friends or relatives he has and the more he is
neglected or forgotten, However, the opposite
was true:

The older vesidents were visited moveofien.

As age increased, the percents of those visited
at least once a week increased, and thoseof resi-

dents visited less than once a month or never
decreased (fig. 5). The proportion of those visited
at least once a week increased from 43 to 63 per-
cent for the four age groups shown in figure 5.

The increase in frequency of visitors with
increasing age occurred in each of the three
types of facilities shown in table 9. It should be
noted that the increase with age for those visited
at least once a week was even greater in per-



sonal care homes (from 20 to 61 percent) than
in personal care homes with nursing (from 32 to
59 percent) or in nursing care homes (from 53
to 65 percent). Similarly, the decrease in per-
cents of those who were never visited as age
increased was greater in personal care homes
than in the other two types of homes. The mean
age of those visited at least once a week (78.4
years) and of those visited less than once a week
but at least once a month (77.5 years) was greater
than that of those visited less than once a month
(74.5 years) or of thosenever visited (71.9 years).
The mean ages of those visited at least once a
week and of those visited less than once a week
but at least once a month did not change much by
type of facility—about 78 and 77 years, respec-
tively. The mean ages of those visited less fre-
quently did vary, however, by type of home: the

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION
[¢] 25 50 75 100

Under 65
years

65-74
years

75-84
years

85 years
and over

Never visited

Less than once a week %
£

but at least once amonth

Figure 5. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by frequency of visitors
according to age.

more "'sophisticated" the type of careinthehome,
the older the residents who were visitedlessthan
once a month or never. Note that themedian ages
shown in table 9 differed from the mean ages by
only 2 or 3 years in almost all cases, and the
same relationship between frequency of visitors
and age holds for the medians.

These unexpected higher percents of fre-
quency of visitors for the older residents might
be connected to other factors such as the num-
ber of conditions, which increases with age; to
mobility, which decreases with age (see refer-
ence 4); or to intensity of level of nursing care,
which increases with age (see reference 7).

Frequency of visitors to the older residents
might be expected to be related to living ar-
rangements prior to admission. Eighty-six per-
cent of the residents who had lived with friends
or relatives were visited at least once a month
compared with 75 percent of those who had lived
alone, 72 percent of those who had come from
boarding or nursing homes, and 68 percent of
those who had come from hospitals or "other™
places (table F). Therefore, if there were larger
proportions of residents who hadlived with family
or relatives in the older age groups, this would
explain to a large extent the more frequent visits
to the older residents. Actually, it is difficult
to draw this conclusion from the data on living
arrangements by age. The proportion of resi-
dents in each age group who had lived with family
or relatives did not change much—it was around
four out of every 10 residents (table G). To fur-
ther confound such a conclusion, the percents of
residents who had lived alone increased with
age up to age 85 years.

There appears to be a relationship between
marital status and frequency of visitors to older
residents. The frequency of visitors was high
for married and widowed residents (probably
because they had more family or relatives) and
low for divorced, separated, or never married
residents (table F). Married and widowed resi-
dents constituted a sizable proportion of resi-
dents in each age group, and this proportion
increased impressively for the widowed in each
succeedingly older age group (table G). The per-
cent of the divorced, separated, or never mar-
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Table G.
homes, by living arrangements before
United States, May-June 1964

Number and percent distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care

admission and marital status according to age:

Living arrangement and
marital status

A1l Under | 65-74 | 75-84 |83 years
ages years years years over

All residents—--=meecccacanracnaea=

Living arrangement

All arrangementSe=-=-me=mmema=ra-a-

Family or relatives-=m=cmaccsacancccnas-
Alone or with nonrelatives-es=cecrmeccccas=
Boarding or nursing home==cecesaceenvrnas
Hospital or other place---===-cnccncca-~

Marital status

All statuSeSe~e-re=cemamcmcmcaccnnc=

Marriede=mrecrramcmomcccrcccmcmrn e ———
Widowedmmrmmmacoemmmamnneranarannanasan-
Divorced or separated-=--ceam-mccccccon—n
Never marriedesm-vcmcmcacraccrrmcrccnammn=n

Number of residents

554,000 66,200 | 104,500 | 230,900 | 152,400

Percent distribution

100.0| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
38.9 36.7 37.6 38.9 40.7
29.7 17.7 27.5 32.4 32.2
13.0 14,8 12.9 12.3 13.2
18.5 30.9 22,0 16.4 13.9

100.0) 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

9.9 11.9 13.4 10.2 6.2
62.8 22.9 53.7 68.7 77.6
5.1 16.3 8.4 2.7 1.6
22.2 48.9 24.5 18.4 14.6

ried in each age group decreased dramatically
(from 65 to 16 percent), and these residents
were visited less frequently than the married
or widowed.

Length of Stay

It could be expected that the longer a resi-
dent stays in a nursing or personal care home
the more likely he would be to lose contact with
friends or relatives and to have fewer visitors.
Data show that:

Fregquency of visitors decveased with length
of stay.

The relationship bettween length of stay and
frequency of visitors is shown in table 10. The
percent of total residents visited at least once
a week in each length of stay group decreased
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from 72 to 38 percent, There was a concomitant
increase in the percents of residents who were
visited less than once 2 month or never—from
14 percent of those who had been in a facility
less than 1 year to 40 percent of those who had
been there 5 years or more.

This relationship occurred in each of the
three types of homes with one small exception:
in personal care homes the decrease in the per-
cents of those visited at least once a week and
the increase in the percents of those visited less
than once a month or never visited were not en-
tirely consistent with each succeedingly longer
length of stay group (table 10).

Perhaps an even more important aspect we¢
that residents in homes providing more ""sophisti-
cated" types of care were visited more frequently,
By type of home the percents of those visited at
least once a week were 62 percent in nursing
care homes, 52 percent in personal care homes



with nursing, 43 percent in personal care homes.
This may be an indication of some difference in
quality of service which made visits to one type
of institution more appealing than visits to other
types. Also, it could be related to the distribu-
tion by marital status since 24 percent of resi-
dents in nursing care homes were divorced,
separated, or never married compared with 33
percent of residents in personal care homes
with nursing and 40 percent in personal care
homes (table 1), As shown earlier, divorced,
separated, or never married residents were
visited less frequently than the married or
widowed residents.

The median and mean lengths of stay shown
in table 10 further illustrate that frequency of
visitors declined with length of stay. Lengths
of stay were greater for those who were vigited
less than once a month or never than for those
who were visited more frequently, This relation-
ship holds for both medians and means. Note
that the mean lengths of stay were in some in-
stances as much as a year and a half longer than
the medians; this can be explained by the fact
that many residents had long lengths of stay
which made the means larger than the medians,

Table H.
homes, by number of chronic conditions
United States, May-June 1964

Number and percent distribution of residents
and impairments according to length of stay:

As it is conceivable that the sicker residents
may be visited more often, a resident's state of
health may have had something to do with the
frequency of visitors. If residents with shorter
lengths of stay were sicker than those with
longer lengths of stay, the relationship of de-
creasing frequency of visitors with length of
stay could be explained in part. The number of
chronic conditions and impairments a resident
has can be used as a general indicator of his
state of health. However, this does not help ex-
plain the relationship mentioned above because
table H shows that residents with shorter lengths
of stay did not have higher median numbers of
conditions. A previous report’ on RPS-2 data de-
scribed length of stay by selected chronic con-
ditions and impairments. It was found that resi-
dents with certain serious conditions had short
median lengths of stay in contrast with the
longer medians for residents with no reported
conditions or with certain minor conditions.
Therefore, the decrease in frequency of visitors
for those with longer lengths of stay may be ex-
plained in part by the more serious conditions
of residents with shorter lengths of stay.

in nursing and personal care

Number of chronic conditions
Number and impairments
Length of stay of
residents :
Total || None 1-2 3-4 54 Median
Percent distribution
All lengths of stay-===--- 554,000 100.0 3.7 40.0 36.3 20.0 3.3
Under 6 months-=-=cecccarmcnauaa 106,500 100.0 3.6 42,6 36.3 17.5 3.2
6-11 months=rmecrecercnncmncnn--" 77,700 100.0 2.5 40.7 41.6 15.2 3.3
1 to 2 years===wrrmmanccccncnaa 113,000 100.0 3.2 40.2 37.0 19.6 3.4
2 to 3 years=c-memcmncanmccanan 76,100 100.0 4.0 37.3 36.0 22.7 3.5
3 to 5 years=memmmcconamcccnna- 82,400 100.0 4.4 37.0 36.5 22,1 3.5
5 years or more===smmmcccmamn-oo 98,200 | 100.0 4,71 42,1 | 33.3| 19.9 3.2
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Table J,.

Number and percent distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care

homes, by marital status according to length of stay: United States, May-June 1964

Marital status

Length of stay

1 to 3
years

3tos
years

Under
1 year

5 yeatrs

Total oY more

All residentg====-crm=ca-- memecam—o -

All statuses--rememcmccccaccncmcarcmaa.

Marriedemr--cccuccnmmcranac et —————
Widowed-~==ceremmrernccnr e cecancnan—
Divorced or separatede--ememmecccacmncacnua
Never marrieds-ecrerercccamaamcenncanaaa

Number of residents

554,000 || 184,200 | 189,100 | 82,400 | 98,200

Percent distribution

100.0 100.0 1060.0 ] 100.0 100.0
9.9 14.3 9.3 5.9 6.2
62.8 63.3 65.8 63.7 55.4
5.1 5.7 5.1 4.4 4.6
22,2 16,7 19.8 26.0 33.8

Further, there may be some explanation
of the relationship of frequency of visitors to
length of stay. Table J shows that as length of
stay increased the percents of those who were
divorced, separated, or never married increased
from 22 percent of those who had been in a facil-
ity less than 1 year to 38 percent of those who
had been there 5 years or more, The decreasing
proportions of married or widowed residents
(who were visited more frequently) and the in-
creasing proportions of divorced, separated, or
never married residents (who were visited less
frequently) provide some insight into the re-
lationship between frequency of visitors and
length of stay.

As almost two-thirds of the nursing and per-
sonal care home population were female, most
of the visits to these facilities were to females.
In addition the survey revealed this fact:

Females were visited al a highev vate than
males.

Sixty-four percent of the females in nursing and
personal care homes were visited at least once

16

a week compared with 48 percent of the males.
Thirty-three percent of the males were visited
less than once a month or never compared with
17 percent of the females. The explanation for
this is probably in marital status—40 percent
of all males were divorced, separated, or never
married (again, that least visited group) con-
trasted with 21 percent of all females (table 1),
The case cannot be made in a similar fashion for
living arrangements as percents of those resi-
dents who had lived with family or relatives (the
group more frequently visited than other living
arrangement groups) did not differ much by sex—
38 percent of the males and 40 percent of the
females (table 11). It would appear that the fe-
males' greater propensity for social acquaint-
ances would have to be explained by the data
on marital status,

Not only were females visited more often
than males, but the decrease in frequency of
visitors with length of stay was not as great for
females as for males—frequency of visitors by
the four length of stay groups decreased for
males from 64 to 23 percent contrasted with a
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Figure 6. Percent distribution of residents in nurs-
ing and personal care homes, by frequency ofvisitors
according to sex and length of stay.

Table K. Number and percent distribution
of residents in nursing and personal
care homes, by sex according to length
of stay: United States, May-June 1964

Number
Length of Fe-
of stay resi- | Total || Male} o
dents
Percent
distribution

Total----[554,000] 100.0] 34.9| 65.1

Under 1 year~-}184,200| 100.0( 38.9| 61.1
1 to 3 years~-|189,100| 100.0f 33.6] 66.3
3 to 5 years-| 82,400| 100.0}| 32.0} 68.0
5+ years----~-| 98,200| 100.0| 32.6| 67.4

decrease for females from 76 to 46 percent
(fig. 6).

If the proportion of males in each type of
facility had declined to more insignificant por-
tions in the longer length of stay groups, there
might be some explanation for the large declinein
frequency of visitors to males with increased
length of stay. Actually, it is not easy to make
a case for this reasoning as the proportions of
males did not decrease much by length of stay,
especially after the first year (table K).
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Table 1. Number and percent distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care homes

population, by marital status according to age and sex: United States, May-June 1964

and in the general

Under
< All 65-74 | 75 years 75-84 | 85 years .
Marital status and sex ages ygzrs years and over years and over Median
NURSING AND PERSONAL CARE HOMES
All marital statuses Number of residents
Both SeXeS-=reemmcrmmm e cn e m e 554,000 | 66,200 [104,500 | 383,300 {| 230,900} 152,400 79.8
Malee———cecmm e m e e 193,800 36,200 | 40,400 117,200 74,100 43,100 78.3
Female--—cemmccm e m e e e e - 360,200 30,000 | 64,000 | 266,200 1 156,8001{ 109,300 80.5
Both sexes Percent distribution
All statuseSe-—m-m=meccmcemcremnmeecmcomo=- 100.0 100.0} 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 79.8
Marriede=e=-cecrmmet oo amm o amet o mmmm e e m— e m e 9.9 11.9 13.4 8.6 10.2 6.2 77.1
Widowed-r=mvromoorremmaecananx 62.8 22.9 53.7 72.2 68.7 77.6 81,5
Divorced or separated 5.1 16.3 8.4 2.3 2.7 1. 68.8
Never married 22,2 48.9 24,5 16.9 18.4 14.6 76.6
Male
All statuseSe—cec—mccimcccmmmnmmnmccm e 100.0 100.0 ] 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 78.3
Marriedec—cocmmamemorcm e m e m e a e 16.1 11.8 18.2 16.7 18.2 14,0 78.1
Widowedemmeeonmoncmecmccnnancana 44.5 12.2 36.0 57.4 52.1 66.6 81.1
Divorced or separated 9.5 20.6 12.6 4.9 5.6 3.7 68.7
Never marriedec-vereccmucuausnucencmcmaccancrane 30.0 55.5 33.2 21.0 24.0 15.7 74,1
Female
All statuseSe-==mmaseccsncmcacnmacmannn——— 100.0 100.0 | 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 80.5
6.6 12,1 10.4 5.1 6.4 3.2 75.2
72.7 35.8 64,9 78.7 76.5 81.9 81.6
Divorced or separated 2.7 1.1 5.7 i. 1. 0.8 69.0
Never married 18.0 40.9 19.0 15.1 15.8 14,2 78.4
Marital status and sex yegg!s:a:{ﬂdlﬁver 14~64 years 65-74 years Zuidysi‘gi
GENERAL POPULATION
All marital statuses Number of residents
Both SENES==memcmw—ccmc e rac i nee e man 133,721,000 115,974,000 11,372,000 6,376,000
Mal@mmemccc o m e m e a e e e e a e e n e e 64,218,000 56,405,000 5,141,000 2,673,000
Female~=w—m- - R e L e P T P T 69,503,000 59,569,000 6,231,000 3,703,000
Both sexes Percent distribution
All statusgese-e-c-nccacmmacnenane= -—- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
64.3 66.3 59.7 35.4
8.0 3.4 29.2 54.2
Divorced or separated--=-w=vceemcccccaacn—cocanaa 4.5 4.7 4.1 2.5
Never married - 23.3 25.7 7.0 7.9
Male
All statuSeS=eeweseccmrecccmcaccaanmcaa——— 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Marriede-meccmmmcrcmmcmmmmc e e 66.6 66,1 76.8 57.0
Widowedwmmeen cmcu et nc it e — i m e e 3.3 1.1 12.1 32.4
Divorced or separated ———— 3.7 3.6 ] 4,8 3.6
Never married-ewemcecomc e cm e ccccecee e 26.4 29.2 6.3 7.1
Female
All statuses - ———— 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Marriede=renemm e oo e e e 62,1 66.5 45,6 19.7
Widowedm=mmccmmcnmmcmncm e e cc e c e e e 12.3 5. 43.3 70.0
Divorced or separated---=-- - 5.3 5.6 3.6 1.8
Never marriedmec-cemucmmm e e 20.3 22.4 7.6 8.6
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Table 2. Number and percent distribution

of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by

primary type of service accordingto sex and living arrangements before admission: United States,

May-June 1964

Primary type of service

.y Number
Sex and living arrangement resggents All Nursing z:::oéiéh Personal
types care nursing care
Both sexes Percent distribution
All arrangementS------s-c--romacocrooeno 554,000 100.0 67.4 26,2 6.4
Spouse Only==-cc-=mmecemcmnen i a e 42,400 100.0 72.0 24,2 3.9
Children only-e=+=-mececemacccammccrnncar e c——a - 108,600 100.0 74,7 20.6 4,6
Spouse and children-sceeeacecaccrcmcacmanccnnan 3,100 100.0 63.1 31.7 5.3
Other relatives~~ssceccacronamccnmnnonanuanacs 61,400 100.0 62,8 29.3 7.9
Alone or with nonrelatives~-~m===ccem=nanee—n-~ 164,300 | 100.0 59,6 33.5 . 6.9
Boarding home---mecccccrmccmnem e re e e 11,200 100.0 57.4 29,7 12.9
Nursing homeee--ccmcaccccaccncccmnaccene e cans 60,600 100.0 69.1 24,0 7.0
Mental hospital--mmrecmmmmmmnccrcc e 27,100 100.0 49.5 35.6 4.9
Long-term specialty hospital-~me-cccecmacoracas 5,880 100.0 77.1 17.4 5.5
General or short-stay hospital~----cecccccaoao 65,500 100.0 83.4 13.6 3.0
Other place~----=-m-mmmm-eomeemcmmecccem—m—= 4,000 | 100.0 60.7 34.0 5.3
Male
All arrangementS~-=-=cwemmccmmmcmancooan 193,800 100.0 65.9 26,6 7.5
Spouse Only~==ce—romcema e 21,300 100.0 71.3 24.9 3.8
Children only--=--crermmcmomc e e 28,700 100.0 72,5 22,6 4,9
Spouse and children---=-eemmce oo mcccmeeeeo 1,500 100.0 59,7 33.3 7.0
Other relativeS--me=rcsemmrmocmmc oo 21,400 100.0 62,5 28.2 9.3
Alone or with nonrelatives~-c---c-mcoeomaonmno 52,200 100.0 62.9 28.9 8.2
Boarding home---m-meccammc e 6,200 100.0 50.4 36.5 13.1
Nursing home--e-mrmeme e mmm e 20,200 100.0 64,2 28.2 7.6
Mental hospital-=-c-remcecrecacacmnmcrcnncnaan 12,800 100.0 43,8 38,7 17.5
Long-term specialty hospital---recmeau- amme——- 2,600 100.0 70.2 19,2 10.7
General or short-stay hospital---eecemcacamea- 25,100 100.0 79.4 16.6 4,1
Other placee-=mmremnesmesccmmmeamencescmarema- 1,900 | 100.0 61.3 33.3 5.4
Female

All arrangements-e---c=ca-cscwmaa amm——— 360,200 100.0 68.2 26.0 5.8
Spouse Onlyer-eecmr-cecsceccmcccmnaccceceacne——— 21,200 100.0 72.6 23,5 3.9
Children only--=--ccmercmmrcmmcccanncennccenne 80,000 100.0 75.5 19.9 4,6
Spouse and children-e-vemmemaccacrmarecnccanaa 1,600 100.0 66.3 30.1 3.6
Other relatives-----=wemcrrcccacomcmccmnacaaan 40,000 100.0 63.0 29,9 7.2
Alone or with nonrelatives--e-=w=mmemecncacnan 112,100 100.0 58.1 35.6 6.3
Boarding home=e=mee=cccmmm o e e e 5,000 100.0 66,2 21,1 12.7
Nursing home~----~==remmmm oo meee o 40,400 100.0 71.5 21.8 6.6
Mental hospitale-m--s-ccmmme e 14,300 100.0 54.6 32,8 12,7
Long-term specialty hospital--~--=mecmcucaaan- 3,200 100.0 82.7 15.9 1.4
General or short-stay hospital---~-----ceoue-- 40,400 100.0 85.9 1.8 2.3
Other place-rm=-meccrmcmemmmema e amecmceaaa 2,100 100.0 60.2 34,7 5.1
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Table 3,
United States, May-June 1964

Number and percent distribution of residents

in nursing and personal care
type of care received at admission according to primary type of service and marital status:

homes, by

Type of care received

Number
Primary type of service and marital status of
residents Al Primarily | Primarily | ROO® and
types nursing | personal gnly
All homes Percent distribution
All statuseS~=seweeocmmcercemrnnne—— 554,000 100.0 58.2 17.6 24,2
Marriedee-scmcocmmm e 54,900 100.0 69.8 13.4 16.8
Widowed--=cecracus et 348,100 100.0 60.1 16,9 23,0
Divorced—=w-mmvean e 19,500 100.0 52.3 26,2 21.5
Separatede=-=crmreecc e -—- 8,700 100.0 51.5 18.2 30.3
Never married--—ecemeocmm o e 122,700 100.0 49,1 20. 30.7
Nursing care
All statuses-=--—c-mcecmmmmecmccmecn 373,300 100.0 74.5 14,4 11.1
Married-~s-mrmesem e e en 40,300 100.0 81.9 11.0 7.1
Widowed=msommme o e 243,900 100,0 75.2 14.6 10.2
Divorced-cememmammmnmm e c e mc e 12,100 100.0 70.7 18.1 11.2
Separatede-emrmmermcmmm e 5,800 100.0 63.7 17.3 19.0
Never marriede~cc-re—mcmmmo oo 71,100 100.0 69.3 14,9 15.7
Personal care with nursing
All statuses-c-~-meccmmmaccmcomecaao 145,400 100.0 28.6 22,6 48.9
Marriede-e-reeccmmomm e e cm e r e 12,500 100.0 41.4 16.8 41.9
Widowed-smcmem o m o e 85,200 100.0 28.5 20.7 50.8
Divorced~~=ce=an S el ltatats 5,100 100.0 29.7 34.5 35.9
Separated--=m=rremecrmeca e cn e m e —————— 2,200 100.0 29,1 18.3 52.7
Never married-cemeeercocmmecccacaccccnccann 40,400 100.0 24,7 27.0 48.4
Personal care

All statuseswe===mwac- L LT 35,300 100.0 7.7 31.4 60.9
Marriedececemacmcacmcnmncccaraccncnnacncna 2,100 100.0 7.5 38.5 54,0
Widowedemamecnorcacamoncmararcecceraac e 18,900 100.0 7.1 29.6 63.2
Divorced=wemremmmmucm e cance e ccn e e 2,300 100.0 4,9 50.8 44 4
Separated---=s=ccmemmmaccmnnccn e ———— 600 100.0 17.6 26.2 56.2
Never marriedem--mmmccecmmmmcncmcemamncan=- 11,300 100.0 8.8 29,2 62.0
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Table 4.

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal

care homes, by type of

care received at admission according to primary type of service, living arrangements before ad-
mission, and sex: United States, May-June 1964
Both sexes
Type of care received

Primary type of service and living arrangement Number

of Roo d
residents All Primarily | Primarily b?aig
types nursing | personal only
All homes Percent distribution
All arrangementS----=---=-===—-mm—m—————— 554,000 100.0 58.2 17.6 24,2
Spouse Only-=--=-==—-m-—mee e m e — e mom oo 42,400 100.0 63.2 13.3 23.5
Children only--=---roc-mmmcm e mmme e e e e 108,600 100.0 62.2 18.6 19.2
Spouse and children---------=--mrmocmcmmcncae—— 3,100 100.0 58.4 23.3 18.3
Other relatives-——=-=r—mccmmm e e crm e 61,400 100.0 49.5 20.3 30.2
Alone or with nonrelatives----------crecuo—noa- ] 164,300 100.0 46.0 17.2 36.7
Boarding home=----=-=mr=-m-ccmer e e oo mm o 11,200 100.0 48,7 12,9 | 38.4
Nursing home-----==----- 60,600 100.0 65.0 19.1 15.9
Mental hospital 27,100 100.0 49.5 32.1 18.4
Long-term specialty hospital------- 5,800 100.0 79.0 13.1 7.8
General or short-stay hospital 65,500 100.0 35.0 10.5 4.5
Other place-w-===m--mmmm e — e —— mm e 4,000 100.0 42,9 21.8 35.3
Nursing care |
All arrangement§--e=====-m-=mmcm=mmmommom= I 373,300 100.0 74.5 | 14.4 11.1
Spouse only=--=--cmce s ] 30,500 100.0 76,2 12.6 11.2
Children only----=-cemcmmmmm e e c e mmm e 81,200 100.0 74.4 17.5 8.1
Spouse and children-—--—--w=---c-rmcmmu— e ! 2,000 100.0 66.4 | 17.7 15.8
Other relatives-------me-memcme e e oo 38,600 100.0 67.2 18,2 14.5
Alone or with nonrelatives—-—---=c--mmcecccomann 97,900 108.0 65.7 14.5 19.8
Boarding home=------rm-ccmm e e e mm e 6,400 100.0 63.7 15.0 21.2
Nursing home-~--- 41,800 100.0 81.9 13.9 4.2
Mental hospital------neun-- 13,400 100.0 68.8 18.0 13,1
Long-term specialty hospital 4,500 100.0 || 87.6 | 7.9 4.5 ]
General or short-stay hospital | 54,600 100.0 91.0 7.9 1.1
Other place---=-=--ccmmrecmmm e ccccmm e oo 2,400 100.0 68.5 . 10.7 20.8
Personal care with nursing
All arrangements---=--e---emme—m——cmmoo— e 145,400 100.0 28.6 22.6 48.9
Spouse only---~---r=-smm e e e m o m o - 10,300 100.0 | 33.6 10.2 56.2
Children only----=--==c-rc=nrm-x B e L e L 22,400 100.0 29.9 20.4 49,7
Spouse and children------=-c-commmecmocmcn e 1,000 100.0 52.2 26.5 21.2
Other relatives----------—m=cmmom—e e e o —o oo ! 18,000 100.0 24,0 25.8 50,2
Alone or with nonrelatives-------s=c-ccrmecmwan- 55,000 100.0 19.7 20.9 59.4
Boarding home=--=-==--cecmeemmre e 3,300 100.0 || 37.8 7.6 54.7
Nursing home---------memm e e e 14,500 100.0 | 32.3 25.6 42.1
Mental hospital-----crmmcm oo 9,600 106.0 39.0 38.2 22.8
Long-term specialty hospital-- : f 1,000 100.0 66.0 24,1 9.9
General or short-stay hospital-- ! 8,900 100.0 59.3 26.2 14.5
Other place---=---=-rm-c--cmem oo e e e ] 1,300 100.0 3.7 40.9 55.3
Personal care

All arrangements--=-------==--——--—moe—-oo ] 35,300 100.0 7.7 31l.4 60.9
Spouse only-------smme e e 1,600 100.0 6.5 45.1 48,4
Children only--------=cscomwmmomomox —————————n 5,100 100.0 8.5 29.0 " 62.5
Spouse and children----~--==w---- e 200 100.0 | - 69.9 30.1
Other relatives-=---reecmcmc e . 4,900 100.0 2.4 16.2 81L.3
Alone or with nonrelatives-——-—-===c--coec-- — 11,400 100.0 3.8, 23.1 73.1
Boarding home----====-r-c=emm e e 1,500 100.0 7.2 15.3 77.5
Nursing home--=====---=-cecscmmmmomemme oo 4,200 100.0 10.0 48.4 41.6
Mental hospital--=--------cccmmrmmmmm e 4,000 100.0 10.6 | 64.1 25.3
Long-term specialty hospital----———=—wm—-——--— 300 100.0 - 51.7 ¢ 48.3
General or short-stay hospital-=----—-—mecu-w-- 2,000 100.0 34.6 13.0 | 52,5
Other place-----—====-mccmrom e — e m o 200 100.0 - 26.4 73.6
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Table 4, Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by type of
care received at admission according to primary type of service,

living arrangements before ad-

mission, and sex: United States, May-June 1964—Con.
Male Ferale
Type of care received Type of care received
Number Number
of I of
residents | A1l Primarily | Primarily | B0OW 2nd | rogidenes | ALl Primarily | Primarily | R0oU and
types nursing | personal onl types nursing | personal °
nly only
Percent distribution Percent distribution
193,800 | 100.0 56.3 19.9 23.8 360,200 100.0 59.2 16.4 24,4
21,300 | 100.0 63.9 14.5 21.6 21,200 | 100.0 62.5 12,1 25,4
28,700 | 100.0 60.0 20.7 19.2 80,000 | 100.0 63.0 17.9 19.2
1,500 100.0 63.0 13.6 23.4 1,600 | 100.0 54.1 32,5 13.4
21,400 | 100.0 45,9 20.3 33.7 40,000 100.0 51.3 20.3 28.4
52,200 | 100.0 47.7 19.4 32.9 112,100] 100.0 45,3 16.2 38.5
6,200 { 100.0 39.6 13.3 47.0 5,000} 100.0 60.0 12,3 27.7
20,200 | 100.0 58.0 22,7 19.3 40,400} 100.0 68.5 17.3 14,2
12,800 | 100.0 43.0 38.0 19.0 14,300{ 100.0 55.3 26.8 17.9
2,600 | 100.0 66.5 25.4 8.2 3,200 100.0 89.2 3.3 7.5
25,100 | 100.0 81.3 13.3 5.4 40,400 | 100.0 87.3 8.8 3.9
1,900 | 100.0 42,9 29.1 28.0 2,100 | 100.0 42,8 15.2 42,0
127,600 | 100.0 73.0 15.3 11.7 245,700 | 100.0 75.3 14.0 10.8
15,200 | 100.0 78.6 13.0 8.3 15,400 100.0 73.8 12,2 14.0
20,800 | 100.0 71.4 21.1 7.5 60,400 { 100.0 75.5 16.3 8.3
900 | 100.0 72.0 5.5 22,5 1,000 100.0 61.6 28.2 10.1
13,400 | 100.0 64.3 17.9 17.8 25,200 | 100.0 68.8 18.5 12.8
32,800 | 100.0 64,3 14,1 21.6 65,100 { 100.0 66.4 14,6 18.9
3,100 | 100.0 59.4 14.9 25.8 3,3001 100.0 67.8 15.2 16.9
12,900 | 100.0 78.6 16.8 4.6 28,900 | 100.0 83.4 12.7 4.0
5,600 | 100.0 67.2 23.5 9.3 77,8001 100.0 70.0 14,1 15.9
1,800} 100.0 83.5 13.6 2.8 2,600} 100.0 90.4 4.0 5.6
19,900 100.0 90.1 8.4 1.5 34,7001 100.0 91.5 7.6 0.9
1,200 | 100,0 70.0 13.1 16.9 1,200| 100.0 67.2 8.5 24,4
51,600| 100.0 28.6 27.2 44,2 93,800 100.0 28.6 20.0 51.4
5,3001 100.0 31.4 12.3 56.3 5,000 100.0 35.9 8.0 56.0
6,500} 100.0 34.1 17.8 48,1 15,900 100.0 28,2 21.4 50.4
500] 100.0 60.0 19.6 20.4 500( 100.0 44,0 33.9 22.1
6,000] 100.0 20.3 29.9 49,9 12,000{ 100.0 25.9 23.8 50.3
15,100 100.0 24,6 28,2 47.2 39,900| 100.0 17.9 18.2 63.9
2,300 100.0 26.6 11.1 62.3 1,100| 100.0 61.8 - 38.2
5,700 100.0 24,0 27.0 48.9 8,8001 100,0 37.6 24,6 37.7
4,900 100.0 28.5 43,3 28,2 4.,7001 10G.0 50,1 32,7 17.2
500] 100.0 40,9 49,0 I10.1 5001 100.0 90.4 - 9.6
4,2001 100.0 49.5 36.4 14,1 4,800 100.0 67.9 17.4 14.8
600 | 100.0 - 63.2 36.8 700f 100.0 7.0 21.3 71.7
14,600] 100.0 7.9 34.4 57.7 20,700} 100.0 7.6 29.2 63.2
800| 100.0 - 56,1 43,9 800| 100.0 12,7 34.6 52,7
1,400} 100.0 11.4 29.4 59,2 3,600 100.0 7.4 28.8 63.8
100{ 100.0 - 53.8 46,2 100| 100.0 - 100.0 -
2,000| 100.0 - 8.3 91.7 2,900 100.0 4.1 21.8 74.2
4,300 100.0 2.5 28.7 68.8 7,100| 100.0 4.6 19.8 75.6
800 | 100.0 - 13.8 86.2 600| 100.0 16.3 17.3 66.4
1,5001 100.0 10.1 56.4 33.5 2,700} 100.0 10.0 43,7 46,3
2,200 100.0 14.3 62.8 22.9 1,800 100.0 6.1 65.8 28,2
300 100.0 - 60.0 40.0 100} 100.0 - - 100,0
1,000 100.0 39.5 14.3 46.1 90Q} 100.0 29.2 11.5 59.3
100| 100.0 - - 100.0 100( 1lo00.0 - 52,4 47.6
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Table 5. Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by

number of chronic conditions and

status: United States, May-June 1964

impairments according to primary type

of service and marital

Number of chronic conditions and impairments

Primary type of service Nug?er
and marital status :
residents Totaljl None i 2 3 5+ Median
All homes Percent distribution
All statusese---=-ee-~ 554,000] 100.0 3.7] 17.0] 23,0 21.4 20.0 3.3
Married-ece-ccccommmencanaa- 54,900} 100.0 1.8) 14.54{ 23,6 20.7 22,1 3.3
Widowed-crmocmcoraammrcnnnan 348,100 100,0 3.8{ 15,2 21,9 | 22.5 21.6 3.4
Divorced--==c-—mcmccmacamuon 19,500 100.0 2,94 19.3| 26,0 17.3 20.2 3.1
Separated~e=me—rmmcacncaoo 8,700] 100.0 4,1) 22,11 24,0 | 18.4 16.3 3.0
Never married---~~-oc-cea-—n 122,700 100.0 4.,3) 22,6 25.2] 19.6 14.8 2.9
Nursing care
All statuses—---=------ 373,300] 100.0 1.8] 12,9 21.4| 23.0 24,4 3.6
Married----------cccmcmcnen 40,300| 100.0 0.5] 12,1 22.7| 21.5 25,2 3.7
Widowed-----ccmmmccmmccma e 243,900] 100.0 1.9 11.8| 20,71 23.5 25,6 3.7
Divorced~=r=m-wmmmeme o 12,100} 100.0 0.8 13.7 23.3| 19.8 26.1 3.6
Separatede~=rme-ecmcrceacaaa 5,8001 100.0 2,6 17.3]| 19.7 | 23.0 19.9 3.5
Never married---=weccemvncca- 71,100} 100.0 2,1 16.51 23.1 1 22,5 20.3 3.4
Personal care '
with nursing
All statuses-----=~----~ 145,400} 100.0 7.1} 23,1 26.11 19.2 11.9 2,8
Married-----ccemmnmcmccanaa 12,500 100.0 4,81 18.4 | 24,7 19.3 15.8 3.1
Widowed-c=r=mmmmracamncacaaa 85,200] 100.0 7.2| 2L.3} 25,11 21.0 13.2 2,9
Divorcede=-=ce-cencnacaacnnn 5,100| 100.0 5.0 25.2| 31.8: 14.0 12,1 2,6
Separated--m-mececmaccmmnaa-a 2,200] 100.0 9,1} 36.0/ 30,0 7.0 9.1 2,2
Never married=-c=mwaa-- ————— 40,400) 100.0 8.0 27.3| 27.7 ] 16.7 8.0 2,5
Personal care
All statuseSem-=cscam- 35,300] 100.0 9.4 36,1 26.8( 14.2 6.3 2.2
Married-cecmmro—ccncmncman—an 2,100] 100.0 9.3| 37.9| 35.6} 12,2 - 2.1
Widowed=recmmocmrmmmccmccaao 18,9001 100.0( 12,2} 31.6( 24,1 16.1 7.9 2,3
Divorced==emmeccnummcmannas- 2,300] 100.0 9.3| 35.7| 27.2) 11.4 7.0 2.2
Separatede=m-eerencaccccann= 6001 100.0 -| 17.4| 41.7] 16.2 8.6 2.8
Never married~-~csmmecrecennoa 11,300] 100.0 5.4 44.6| 28.6| 12.0 4.6 2,0
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Table 6. Number and perxcent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care homes, by number of
chronic conditions and impairments according to primaxry type of service and living arrangements before
admission: United States, May~June 1964

Number Number of chronic conditions and impairments

Prim?ry type of service of

and living arrangement :

8 & residents| pora1 || Nome | 1 2 3 4 5+ Median
All homes Percent distxibution

All arrangementS---=-s==c~=c- 554,000{ 100.0 3.7[17.0} 23.0{ 21.4] 14.9] 20.0}] 3.1 3.3
Spouse only----cewmeccrmcccononaaa- 42,4001 100.0 2,71 13.11] 23,0| 20.1( 18.8) 22.3 3.3 3.6
Children only~---cc---ccucencano-- 108,600} 100.0 3.3| 14.7] 21.9} 23.1| 15.6] 21.5| 3.2 3.4
Spouse and children----=vcecaccaaca- 3,100} 100.0 4,9113.31 24.6 21,1} 15.0f 2L.1| 3.0 3.3
Other relativeS-—-m=mwmw—ccar—auaa- 61,400} 100.0 2.9117.91 26,1 21,0 15.8| 16.4| 3.0 3.2
Alone or with nonrelatives--e-=--- 164,300| 100.0 6.8 19.3]23.1| 20.4| 13.2| 17.2| 2.8 3.0
Boarding home--=--mmccacccmcarcaao 11,200 100.0 3.6 16.1] 21.8| 22.1| 14.3} 22,2 | 3.1 3.4
Nursing home=w-c-cc-comccncccamaa- 60,600] 100.0 1.9 16.1| 21.9| 22.8| 14.4( 23.0| 3.3 3.4
Mental hospital---===meacwemmaa—un 27,100] 100.0 || 1.3} 27.1| 28.9| 19.0| 11.9| 11.7| 2.6 2.7
Long-term specialty hospitale-==-=- 5,800} 100.0 -1 15.1}17.1 24,1 18.2| 25.5| 3.5 3.7
General or short-stay hospital--~- 65,500] 100.0 0.9] 13.8 20.6| 22,3 16,1 26.3| 3.5 3.7
Other place-=--sccemmcacrcrmcaaccnn 4,000) 100.0 3.8 22.9} 26.5) 17.9| 11.0| 17.9| 3.1 2.9

Nursing care .

All arrangementS=--—=-om—=e=- 373,300 100.0 1.8 12.9 ] 21.4( 23.0| 16.5| 24.4 | 3.4 3.6
Spouse Only==e=mecmmecscmemcacanan= 30,500] 100.0 1.3/ 11.2721.3| 20.7( 19.0} 26.5| 3.5 3.8
Children only-se=-=s=cacacaccannans 81,200] 100.0 1.7} 11.9| 21.1 | 24.3| 16.2| 24.9 3.5 3.6
Spouse and children---«-cessacaaea 2,000| 100.0 2.8 12.8) 22.9| 20.4( 13.2¢ 27.9 ] 3.3 3.6
Other relativess==m--aceneccccaccaa 38,600 100.0 1.5 13.7| 24.4| 20.6{ 18.3| 21.6 | 3.3 3.5
Alone or with nonrelatives===ee-=- 97,900 100.0 3.3715.1| 21.7| 23.5] 14.9| 21.5] 3.2 3.4
Boarding homes----=-ecmccaccaanaaao 6,400 100.0 1.5(12.5| 16,6} 21.8 19.3| 28.3| 3.6 3.9
Nursing home----ceo-comemcnacaaaa 41,800| 100.0 1.2110.2| 20.9{ 24.7| 15.7| 27.3| 3.6 3.7
Mental hospital-s=meemcccaamanana- 13,400} 100.0 1.2 15.6| 27.4 20.1| 18.2) 17.6 | 3.1 3.3
Long~term specialty hospitale--e=«=- 4,500| 100.0 -1 7.8|16.6 26.8 21.4| 27.3| 3.7 4,0
General or short-stay hospitale--- 54,600 100.0 0.5} 12.6| 18,9 22,9 16.8} 28.5| 3.6 3.8
Other place--=-cccoccnmcmccanaao 2,400 100.0 2,11 12,3 31.7| 4.4 14,1 25.4 | 3.7 3.3

Personal care with nursing

All arrangementsS--=—-=e-=aa- 145,400] 100.0 7.1( 23.1 26.1| 19.2) 12.6 11.9| 2.5 2.8
Spouse Only---wemeacecccacanuanx 10,300] 100.0 6.6 15.7] 24.7} 20.4| 20,4 12,2 | 2.8 3.1
Children only 22,400} 100.0 6.3 21.9( 24,4 19.5| 14,9| 12.9| 2.7 3.9
Spouse and children 1,000} 100.0 || 10,0 10.6| 27.1| 26.1| 21.0| 5.1| 2.5 3.1
Other relativeg--=eememamaneccaacan 18,000} 100.0 4,5 22,41 29,0| 23.0( 13.5| 7.7| 2.5 2.8
Alone or with nonrelatives-------- 55,000| 100.0 {| 11,4 23.7] 25,0 17.0| 11.4| 11.5| 2.4 2,6
Boarding home~-e-ceccccmmccocncano 3,300} 100.0 6.1 18.2| 30.4) 20.9| 6.1| 18.3| 2.7 2.8
Nursing home----cecocmmmmamomaaa- 14,500f 100.0 2.8129.4} 23,0 19.2| 10,9 14.7 | 2.6 2.8
Mental hospital--sw-cccccccanacaaa 9,600 100.0 2.0| 30.0( 33.6 19.8| 7.7| 6.8]| 2.3 2.5
Long-term specialty hospital~w--=~- 1,000 100.0 -| 24,51 24,9 15.2| 9.7| 25.7 | 3.1 3.0
General or short-stay hospitale--- 8,900] 100.0 2.9 15.5] 29.1| 21.0( 13,7( 17.9 | 3.0 3.1
Other place---ermemacccrmcacmanana- 1,300) 100.0 3.7) 37.6| 21.4| 22,9 7.1 7.3 2,2 2.4

Personal care

All arrangementS-=scc=ac-aa- 35,300] 100.0 9.4} 36.1) 26.8) 14.2| 7.1 6.3 2.0 2.2
Spouse only---s-mccccccacmcancnca- 1,600] 100.0 3.0 33.3| 44.4| 6.3 6.3]| 6.8 2.1 2.3
Children only~=-====-=- 5,100 100,0 || 16.6| 28.6 | 23,1} 20.0| 8.4| 3.3 | 1.9 2.2
Spouse and children---~ 200| 100.0 -1 35,01 30.1 - -] 35.0{ 3.1 2.5
Other relativesSe=====sw-cccccacaa- 4,900{ 100.0 8.8 34.1 | 28.6| 16.3| 4.4 7.8] 2.0 2.2
Alone or with nonrelatives~=sm=c=-- 11,400 100.0 | 14.0( 34.0| 26.9| L0.6| 7.3| 7.2 1.9 2,1
Boarding home~-===-ccmeccuacccaaa- 1,500 100.0 7.3] 26.6| 25,1 25,9 11.3] 3.8} 2.2 2.6
Nursing home~-=-w-cecncccacncmanna 4,200| 100.0 5.0 29.51 27.3| 16.2]| 13.2 8.9 2.4 2.6
Mental hospital-=sessccececacanann 4,000] 100.0 -] 58.4}22.8| 13.6] 1.4 3.9 | 1.7 0.9
Long~term specialty hospital-wew-- 300] 100.0 ~| 86.2 -] 13.8 - -1 1.3 0.6
General or short-stay hospital---- 2,000} 100.0 3.0 41.7 ) 30.9| 10.6| 8.4| 5.5] 2.0 1.2
Other place-s--mmmecmcccmmcncna 200 100.0 f| 24.0] 49.5 -1 26.4 - -1 L.3 1.5
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Table 7. Number of residents and

rate per

1,000 residents in nursing and personal

care homes

with selected chronic conditions and impairments, by marital status: United States, May-June 1964

Marital status

Chronic conditions and impairments
Total Married | Widowed |Divorced | Separated m§§¥§26
Number of residents
All residentsemmm-am=mmmmacm—e-a- 554,000 || 54,900 | 348,100 | 19,500 | 8,700 | 122,700
Rate per 1,000 residents
No reported conditions====e==-mmeemmmoa- 36.8 18,2 37.8 29.1 40.5 43.4
Malignant neoplasms=-=remmmrocmonccecea 33.3 50.8 34,7 26.1 28.5 23.2
Benign and unspecified neoplasms-~----- 12,3 21.7 11.3 7.6 22,5 11.1
Asthmae=emrmmmremcm e e 29.7 19.2 30.6 24,9 39.8 32.1
Diabetes mellitus======-cee——mocoonoo—- 80.0 84.6 89.0 77.0 45.9 55.1
Advanced senility---~--=m=-m-m-cemoeomo 218.4 222.6 246,1 128.7 116.0 159.4
Senility not psychotic-------c=-monucon- 49,5 44,7 56.6 30.4 61.1 33.8
Other mental disorders-~--ee-ecc-ccmac-o 181.9 176.3 134,3 327.4 300.4 287.7
Vascular lesions affecting
central nervous system------=~=-=cc-~- 339.5 429,.4 362.8 303.2 267.0 244,2
Parkinson's disease-------=-~cc-mom-ou- 22.6 31.5 20.7 26.6 22,8 23.4
Epilepsy==m=mmmmcmmmemecmc e ceem—aae e 21,2 27.6 11.3 56.8 23,5 40,3
Chronic diseases 0f eye--==m-camcaac-—n 62.5 29,7 67.9 61.8 40,9 63.3
Diseases of hearte=~---cccecrmumecnmencacs 282.6 263.2 324.4 207.8 202.1 190.2
Hypertension without mention of heart-- 63.3 39.8 64,5 33.2 59.0 75.4
General arteriosclerosis---=--mececemccan 78.5 72.4 85.6 43,6 57.4 68.3
Varicose veing=='-=cmsrmccaracaccncrmcnmun 32,0 28.3 31.7 46,2 30.1 32,5
Hemorrhoids-----memmmmnacemracanmcnnana= 38.2 41.3 38.8 41.6 46,2 33.8
Bronchitis and emphysema-e=--cesnoman-- 40,2 37.2 36.1 77.9 64.5 45,5
Sinus and other respiratory conditions- 19.4 18.2 17.8 30.9 35.3 21.6
Ulcer of stomach and duodenum---------~ 17.6 18,6 17.4 18.4 24,3 17.3
Hernia of abdominal cavity~e-e=smm=-=-- 35.5 38.6 33.5 5l.4 51.8 36.0
Other chronic conditions of
digestive system-------—c-secsmcmcanan 124,.4 126.5 132.9 136.9 104.0 98.8
Diseases of urinary system--=-=~e--c--- 58.2 75.4 60.7 80.2 75.9 38.8
Diseases of prostate and
other male genital organs----~-=--===-- 30.0 55.4 24,6 44.0 50,8 30.6
Arthritis and rheumatism-~------------- 220.8 192.2 246.3 169.6 180.3 172,4
Fracture, femur (old)-----~--ceoccauan- 31.1 30.0 35.8 18.4 11.7 21.6
All other chronic conditions=---------- 148.7 160.4 144,1 193.4 150.0 149.1
Visual impairments: inability to
read newspaper with glasses-==emr=a--- 120.5 90.8 138.4 65.7 58.6 96.4
Other visual impailrments---------=-vc-- 60.2 45.3 63.3 73.2 70.0 55.5
Hearing impairments----------eencnccann 187.6 161.0 205.6 113.3 150.6 162,7
Speech impairments, all types-==-===--- 98.6 167.5 77.6 109.0 138.2 122.8
Paralysis, palsy due to stroke--=------- 120.3 207.0 122.4 137.0 107.9 73.7
Paralysis, palsy due to other causes--- 46,9 56.6 35.0 72,9 52.4 71.8
Absence, major extremities-—==--=-vc-o----- 20.9 21.0 18.7 44,2 29,7 22,6
Impairments, limbs, back, trunk--=------ 135,8 123,7 139.0 128.5 150,9 132,2
All other impairments----~-=-me-c—w---- 13.7 16.4 12.2 18.6 23.0 15.2
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Table 8. Number of residents

and rate per 1,000 residents in nursing and personal

care homes

with selected conditions and impairments,by living arrangements before admission: United States,

May-~June 1964

Chronic conditions and impairments

Living arrangement

. Spouse Alone or
Total Spouse | Children and Othgr with nom-
only only. children relatives relatives
Number of residents
All residentse----rmecoc—c-—- 554,000 ” 42,400 | 108,600 | 3,100 I 61,400 164,300
Rate per 1,000 residents

No reported conditionS-=e=-ceeaceau-- 36.8 26.6 33.1 49,4 29.3 67.7
Malignant neoplasms=-=-=--c-ce-au-- 33.3 40.1 34.9 31.3 29.6 29.0
Benign and unspecified neoplasmg--~ 12.3 28.2 7.0 14.9 11.4 12.6
Asthmame=-emcccmmmoocar e 29.7 24,9 26.9 18.4 26.2 31.0
Diabetes mellitus-- - 80.0 79.8 85.4 8l.4 56.3 73.7
Advanced senility--=---=-w-u- - 218.4 235.0 282.1 296.9 196.1 187.7
Senility, not psychotice=em===ceaa- 49,5 52.1 55.4 14,9 4l.4 48.3
Other mental disorders-----=-ee—=w- 181.9 146.0 106.2 148.0 262.8 122.9
Vascular lesions affecting

central nervous systems--=c=----a- 339.5 442.,6 395.5 327.3 281.1 270.8
Parkinson's disease-e==cccmrcncaaae 22.6 29.5 26.0 17.1 26.9 21.3
Epilepsy===csmccccmcararancaccmannn 21.1 12.9 11.1 32.0 42,0 12,4
Chronic diseases of eye~==wsmcecaa- 62,5 32,5 66,3 50.4 59.0 71.5
Diseases of heart-ever-caccacacacaa 282.6 287.0 312.8 225.8 233.3 268.5
Hypertension without mention of

heart--eweroncccacarcnmaceccccane- 63.3 62,1 60.1 49,1 76.4 77.6
General arteriosclerosise==e=-we--- 78.5 66.0 96.0 102.4 62.4 89.6
Varicose veins~=veccemccccmcauaaaa- 32.0 27.0 37.0 18.4 31.0 37.2
Hemorrhoidse-mecacaaa S e T P L 38.2 44,6 38.4 32,0 37.0 37.5
Bronchitis and emphysema----cee===- 40.2 46,1 32.6 - 35.7 47.1
Sinus and other respiratory

conditionS-emcacmmcaccccnacancaaas 19.4 22,5 14.3 32,0 29.0 20.6
Ulcer of stomach and duodenum- 17.6 19.1 14.9 ~ 16.7 21.3
Hernia of abdominal cavity----=---- 35.5 49,0 39.7 65.3 32,1 33.4
Other chronic conditions of

digestive systeme~=-m-e-acccmrancecua 124.4 114.8 137.0 145.4 111.4 120.6
Diseases of urinary system-=-==-«-=- 58.2 66.0 70.5 79.5 40,1 49,0
Diseases of prostate and

other male genital organs-==~e-=-- 30,0 54,7 25,3 8l.4 25.4 27.4
Arthritis and rheumatismes-eeeceece~ 220.8 211.,9 239.0 195.2 211.0 249.6
Fracture, femur (old)-~eevecmcamec~ 31.1 32,0 32,0 17.8 18.7 22.4
All other chronic conditiong-eve===- 148.7 152.1 140.4 130.5 135.1 137.9
Visual impairments: inability to

read newspaper with glassege—==w=~wu- 120.5 92,2 146.7 129.9 122.4 107.9
Other visual impairmentSe=-we-cecae 60.2 58.7 52.9 35.5 58.1 71.6
Hearing impairments--s---ecacaaccan 187.6 162.3 200,6 116.6 175.3 196.6
Speech impairments, all types~==---- 98.6 153.,9 80,1 80.1 126.9 57.0
Paralysis, palsy due to stroke~-~-- 120.3 209,8 136.5 82.7 88.6 81.7
Paralysis, palsy due to other

CAUSESmmmmremncmme e mnancanae 46.9 47.9 41.1 80.1 86.5 28.8
Absence, major extremities-==mwc==- 20.9 16.9 17.9 - 16.8 15.2
Impairments, limbs, back, trunk---- 135.8 117.2 138.2 212.6 145.1 133.8
All other impairments-e=cemccccce-. 13.7 14,2 i1.7 65.3 2.0 14,2

29



Table 8. Number of residents

and rate per 1,000 residents in nursing and personal

care homes

with selected conditions and impairments,by living arrangements before admission: United States,

May-June 1964—Con.

Living arrangement

Chronic conditions and impairments
Boarding | Nursing | Mental §32§§§§:$ §§2§§§;t§§ Other
home home hospital hospital hospital place
Number of residents
All residentsesc-ccoroccmcnconan. 11,200 L4§0,600 | 27,100 | 5,80941 65,500 | 4,000
Rate per 1,000 residents
No reported conditions----ce-c-omeac—-- 36.1 18.6 13.0 - 8.6 37.9
Malignant neoplasmg-=-c-eerccrccaceana 22.7 31.7 14.9 52.9 49.9 | 36.4
Benign and unspecified neoplasms~----- 21.9 8.5 1.8 25,6 16.7 -
Asthma-eecsemeccccarenncccranceaccanaao 45,3 33.6 10.9 35.5 39.0 1} 38.9
Diabetes mellitus=--cccccmoncamcaana~ 67.4 99.3 46.6 93.9 106.0 73.7
Advanced senilityr=eececcccccacacncaaa 186.4 230.1 156.5 151.6 226,11 152.8
Senility, not psychotic---cs-re-can-ua 76.4 49.9 22.4 77.9 56.6 13.1
Other mental disorders-e-ve=s--as-caace- 172.9 181.8 704.5 342,4 177.3 | 152.8
Vascular lesions affecting
central nervous system-=--=c--ce-w--- 242,9 350.6 289.6 399.8 433.6 | 263,1
Parkinson's diseasem=c-emeecaccmcccaanan 13.7 24.2 7.5 8.3 18.5| 37.1
Epilepsy-====weemcaca-caan- S 35.6 25.0 51.5 70.4 21.7 | 26.0
Chronic diseases of eye~ecceaccucecmcana- 86.8 58.2 54,8 51.6 6l.1 51.8
Diseases of heart=--=-=c--= mmmecmeceaa 270.5 316.6 130.2 219.6 352.9 | 284.1
Hypertension without mention of heart- 63.0 52.8 61.8 34.6 32,3 |100.0
General arteriosclerosige--ecwcmaa---. 76.6 81.3 18.7 86.5 66,0 74.7
Varicose veing----=-cerrrccnccavraaaa- 45,6 20.7 19.2 18.3 28,4 | 66.7
Hemorrhoids=~veevrarcmcacccnamacanc— 45,0 40.5 35.9 34.8 33.0| 66,2
Bronchitis and emphysema-secmc-cac-co- 94,5 34.1 26,2 36.0 39.0 62.9
Sinus and other respiratory
conditiong~-~-~ R e atale 26.5 21.4 13.7 17.8 14,4 -
Ulcer of stomach and duodenum-----v--- 31.6 16.9 3.7 17.8 18.8 -
Hernia of abdominal cavity-----c-ec--- 32.0 30.1 24,6 53.3 31,01 99.2
Other chronic conditions of digestive
SySteMes~r-omemmcem e mmm e oo 131.7 146.4 65.4 121.5 135,11 90.7
Diseases of urinary system--------ua-- 31,3 58.7 43,4 86.7 80.1| 48.2
Diseases of prostate and other male
genital organs---=--cecaceccrcceacaan 48,6 24,5 15.5 62.6 32,6 | 77.0
Arthritis and rheumatisme-----cce---a- 219.4 217.7 86.8 228.9 191.9 1 227.5
Fracture, femur (0ld)e~--c--ca-cmaana- 26,6 30.0 9.4 25.8 73.81 39.4
All other chronic conditionse--------- 167.5 166,9 116.,9 140.0 193,2 | 168.4
Visual impairments: inability to
read newspaper with glasses-------<~- 136.5 132.4 105.7 102.1 118.6 ( 126.5
Other visual impairments------------a- 54,7 65.5 32,4 17.6 60.7j 38.1
Hearing impairmentse=-+------roccoaaeo 248,0 192.8 82.9 166.3 201.3 | 241,4
Speech impairments, all types-------~- 81.6 114,3 152.9 207.3 129,0 89.1
Paralysis, palsy due to strokee=------- 71.6 143,2 40,9 182.2 181.1| 72,0
Paralysis, palsy due to other causes-- 39.9 56,8 46,9 88.6 50.3| 52.8
Absence, major extremities--eee-ace-a- 40,6 29.4 15.2 16.6 39.1] 12.6
Impairments, limbs, back, trunk------- 150.8 151.,0 77.1 183.4 138,21 165.7
All other impairments-«--cecaceacac-a- 18,9 11,6 13.0 7.8 19.0§ 12.9
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Table 9.

Number and percent distribution of residentsin nursing and personal care homes, by fre-

quency of visitors according to age and primary type of service: United States, May-June 1964

Age
Primary type of service
and frequency of visitors All Under 6574 7584 85
65 N N V€8IS | Median | Mean
ages years years years and over
Total Number of residents
All homeSere-ccccmmccmmccaccans 554,000|| 66,200| 104,500 230,900 152,400 79.6 1 77.1
Nursing care homes~cecase—ccmcrcaaaa- 373,300 40,600 71,700 | 154,900 106,100 79.8 | 77.5
Personal care with nursing homes----~ 145,400 | 18,400 26,100 61,900 38,900 79.5| 76.7
Personal care homes---=~--c-cecacaae~ 35,300 7,200 6,600 14,000 7,400 77.7 ) 74.0
All homes Percent distribution
Totale=---ecrmcccmcacceannncea 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 79.6 1 77.1
At least once a weeKkwe==--rmemcacace- 58.1 43,1 53.7 60.9 63.3 80.4 | 78.4
Less than once a week but
at least once a month==--eseacaaana- 19.4 16.7 20.0 19.7 19.5 79.8| 77.5
Less than once a month-s=--e-evcaccnaca 13.0 20,2 13.7 11.8 11.2 78.0| 74.5
Never visited=ececcccaracacaacacaneax 9.5 20.0 12,5 7.6 6.0 75.1| 71.9
Nursing care
Totalerem-ccaccmcacecaacacraena 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 79.8 { 77.5
At least once a month=----emmccecccen- 61.8 52.5 58.3 63.5 65.1 80.31{ 78.3
Less than once a week but
at least once a monthe=------eccaeoo 18.5 16.8 19.5 18.5 18.6 | 79.8 77.8
Less than once a month---=-=-c-ue---o 11.1 14.4 11.5 10.4 10.5 79.11 76,1
Never visited--e-eccmcomconcncmcneao 8.6 16.3 10.7 7.6 5.7 76.5] 73.3
Personal care with nursing
Totales-rmccemcecccccccacaccnaaa 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 79.5| 76.7
At least once a month-=---=-e-cmecann 52.3 31.7 44,9 57.5 58.7 80.7| 78.6
Less than once a week but
at least once a month---ccccemeaeaaao 21.0 17.4 21.3 21.2 22,0 79.91 77.4
Less than once a month----=-cecccaaa- 16.9 30.2 19.0 14.4 13.2 77.0| 73.4
Never visited=mm-scccceaccrcmcmccnaa- 9.8 20.8 14.8 6.8 6.1 73.6 71.0
Personal care
Totalee=emmmemo—mcmmccccceccmaa 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 77.7| 74.0
At least once a weekem=-c-r-ccnrecccas 42.9 19.5 38.8 47.3 60.8 80.4] 78.3
Less than once a week but i
at least once a month-ececcceamcccan 21.5 14.0 20.5 26.7 19.7 78.8| 76.1
Less than once a monthe-r-a-ceccmcacaaso 17.6 27.7 17.4 15.9 11.0 74.6) 68.4
Never visited------m-ccccccnrcarncna- 18.1 38.7 23,2 10.1 8.5 67.6| 67.0
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Table 10.
frequency of visitors according to
May-June 1964

Number and percent distribution of residents in nursing and personal care
length of stay and primary type of

homes, by
service: United States,

Length of stay

Primary type of service g
and frequency of visitors Under 1to3 | 3¢tos5s
Total 54 years | Median | Mean
year years years
Total Number of residents
All homeg=======m=mmccccmomna-- 554,000 [} 184,200 189,100 82,400 98,200 1.8 3,0
Nursing care homes----eemcmanacaa—cn (573,300 135,700 | 133,200| 53,400 51,100 1.6 2.6
Personal care with nursing homes----| 145,400 38,300 44,900 23,000F 39,200 2.4 3.9
Personal care homes--=ew--cacccmaan- 35,300 10,300 11,000 6,000 7,900 2.3{ 3.6
All homes Percent distribution
Totaleemamcmec e mecamcmne e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1.8 3.0
At least once a weekeme-me=ccccnacca- 58.1 71.5 58.8 50.1 38.3 1.4 2.3
Less than once a week but
at least once a month---eeccacanac- 19.4 14.6 21.6 22.4 21.7 2,2 3.3
Less than once a montheseeecmccaca-a 13.0 6.2 12.5 16.1 24,1 3.3 4.7
Never visitedemeececrocccoancncannan 9.5 7.7 7.2 11.4 15.9 2.8| 4.4
Nursing cére
Total-vermreccccrmccmceamaaean~ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 1.6 2.6
At least once a weeke=we-ccmammcacca- 61.8 74.8 61.3 51.4 39.2 1.3 1.9
Less than once a week but
at least once a monthee-m-ccacacaaa 18.5 13.5 21.1 22.5 21.3 2.0 2.9
Less than once a monthee=eeeacacacana 11.1 5.4 10.8 15.1 22.5 2.8 4.2
Never visitede-mmeccamccocaaaan ~e——— 8.6 6.3 6.8 11.0 17.0 2.8 4.1
Personal care with nursing
Totalemreramacaccanmcacnecnaces 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 2.4 3.9
At least once 3 Weekmmmammocmmencena 52.3 66.4 53.5 49.3 38.9 1.9 3.0
Less than once a week but
at least once a montheeecnrccaceana 21.0 16.6 22.5 22.4 22.7 2,7| 3.2
Less than once a month-e--weccrmece-- 16.9 7.3 17.1 19.1 24,7 3.8] 5.6
Never visited-ew-acceommcccmcamcnnnn 9.8 9.7 6.9 9.3 13.7 3.4 5.3
Personal care
Totalec-mmecmecarccccnac e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 2,3| 3.6
At least once a week--~-mm-mmccuccaaa- 42,9 46.7 49.6 41.5 29,7 1.9 2.8
Less than once a week but
at least once a month----~cecmccu-- 21.5 21.7 23.5 20.7 19.2 2.0 3.5
Less than once a month----vmccrcacan 17.6 12.1 14,7 13.9 31.4 3.6 5.1
Never visited--=-crcemamccmccamcccnna 18.1 19.6 12.2 23.9 19.8 2,71 4.0
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Table 1l1. Number and percent distribution of residents im nursing and personal care homes, by
living arrangements before admission according to age and sex: United States, May-June 1964

Under
- All 65-74 | 75 years 75~84 | 85 years
Living arrangement and sex ages yeggs years | and over years | and over
All living arrangements Number of residents
Both sexes==-memmemmoc—coma e —en 554,000 || 66,200 | 104,500 383,300 [[ 230,900 | 152,400
Male———mmmm e e 193,800 (| 36,200 | 40,400 117,200 || 74,100 43,100
Female-=-wemsomemm e r e c e m e c e 360,200 |{ 30,000 | 64,000 266,200 || 156,800 | 109,300
Both sexes
All arrangementS----===-c=mmeca-o- 100.0| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Family or relativeg----e-==r——mcca—c—n-- 38.9 36.7 37.6 39.7 38.9 40.7
Alone or with nonrelatives-----=cecewew- 29.7 17.7 27.5 32.3 32.4 32.2
Boarding or nursing home--=----ce-=c-co- 13.0 14.8 12.9 12,7 12.3 13.2
Hospital or other place-~~=---==eceeceo- 18.5 30.9 22.0 15.4 16. 13.9
Male
All arrangementS§-—=-==-—=-==——m==—- 100.0|[ 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Family or relatives~=—-—wme=mc—cmmereaaan— 37.6 33.6 33.5 40.2 38.9 42 .4
Alone or with nonrelatives-=-------w--w- 26.9 18.9 28.5 28.9 28.3 29.9
Boarding or nursing home-=«~==--cemmecnaa- 13.6 15.5 13.7 13.0 13.0 13.1
Hospital or other place---me—=mm—c—e—w-- 21.9 32.0 24.3 17.9 19.8 14.5
Female
All arrangements—--~-=~-scarmmeaa= 100.0|| 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Family or relatives--—--=-c-cwm-mraana—-. 39.6 40.4 40.2 39.4 38.9 40.1
Alone or with nonrelatives------e-me=e-- 31.1 16.2 26.8 33.8 34.4 33.1
Boarding or nursing home-==w-=e-memnc—a-- 12.6 13.9 12.4 12.5 12.0 13.3
Hospital or other place---==-=c-=comcr-- 16.6 29.5 20.5 14.2 14.7 13,6
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APPENDIX |
A. TECHNICAL NOTES ON SURVEY DESIGN

General.—The Resident Places Survey-2 (RPS-2)
was conducted during May and June 1964 by the Divi-
sion of Health Records Statistics in cooperation with
the U.S, Bureau of the Census, It was a survey of resi-
dent institutions in the United States which provide nurs-
ing or personal care to the aged and chronically ill, of
their patients or residents, and of their employees. The
institutions within the scope of the survey included such
places as nursing homes, convalescent homes, rest
homes, homes for the aged, other related facilities, and
geriatric hospitals, To be eligible for the survey an
establishment must have maintained three beds or more
and must have provided some level of nursing or per-
sonal care, The procedure for classifying establish~
ments for the RPS-2 universe is described in appendix
11-B,

This appendix presents a brief description of the
survey design, general qualifications of the data, and
the reliability of estimates presented in this report,
Succeeding appendixes are concerned with classification
procedures, definitions, and questionnaires used in the
survey for collecting information about residents,
chronic conditions,-employees, and services,

Sampling frame,—A "multiframe' technique was
used in establishing the sampling universe for RPS-2,
The principal frame was the Master Facility Inventory
(MFI), which contained the names, addresses, and
descriptive information for about 90-95 percent of the
nursing and personal care homes in the United States,
Establishments not listed in the MFI were, theoreti-
cally, on another list referred to as the Complement
Survey list, A description of the MFI and the Comple-
ment Survey has been published. °

The Complement Survey is based onanarea proba-
bility design, using the sample design of the Health
Interview Survey.! In the Health Interview Survey,
interviewers make visits each week to households
located in probability samples of small segments of the
United States. In addition to collecting information
about the health of the household members, the inter-
viewers are instructed to record the names and ad-
dresses of hospitals and institutions located wholly or
partially within the specified areas, The Complement
Survey list is composed of the establishments identified
in these sample areas between January 1959 and July
1963 which were not listed in the MFI and which were
in business as of July 1, 1962, The Complement Survey
sample for RPS-2 included four establishments repre-
senting an estimated total of about 800 such facilities in
the United States,
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Sample design,—~The sample design was a strat-
ified, two-stage probability design. The first stage was
a selection of establishments from the MFI and the
Complement Sufvey; the second stage, a selection of
employees’ and residents from registers of the sample
establishments, In preparation for the first-stage
sample selection, the MF1 was divided into two groups
on the basis of whether current information was avail-
able about the establishment, Group 1 was composed of
establishments which had returned a questionnaire in
a previous MFI survey, Group Il contained places which
were possibly within the scope of RPS-2 but were not
confirmed in the MFI survey, e.g., nonresponses and
questionnaires not delivered by the post office because
of insufficient address., Group I was then sorted into
three type-of-service strata: nursing care homes, in-
cluding geriatric hospitals; personal care homes with
nursing; and personal care homes, Group Il was treated
as a fourth type-of-service stratum. Each of these
four strata was further sorted into four bed-size groups,
producing 16 primary strata, as shownintable I, Within
each primary stratum, the listing of establishmentswas
ordered by type of ownership, State, and county, The
sample of establishments was then selected system-
atically after a random start within eachofthe primary
strata,

Table 1 shows the distribution by primary strata
of establishments in the MFI and in the sample and
shows the final disposition of the sample places with
regard to their response and in-scope status, Of the
1,201 homes originally selected, 1,085 were found to
be in business and within the scope of the survey.

The second-stage sample selection of residents
was carried out by Bureau of the Census interviewers
in accordance with specific instructions given for each
sample establishment as contained in the Resident
Questionnaire (HRS-3c, appendix III), All the residents
on the register of the establishment on the day of the
survey were listed on the Establishment Questionnaire
(HRS-3a), The interviewers were furnished with the
numbers of predetermined sample lines for each home
(e.g., every seventh line), The first three sample desig-
nations were entered on the questionnaire worksheet,
and the interviewer entered the remaining predeter-
mined numbers until the last selected number exceeded
the total number now on the register, The name of the
sample resident (patient) was entered opposite the
sample designation number, For each sample resident
a questionnaire was completed by the interviewer from
information furnished by the respondent, The total



Table I. Distribution of institutions for the aged and chronically ill in the Master Facilit
Inventory and in the RPS-2 sample, by primary strata (type of service and size of institutiong
and by response status to the RPS-2: United States

Number of homes in sample
Number In scope and
Type of service and size of institution ognhgmzs out of in business
MFT Total scope or
homes! || out of Nonre- Re-
business onre e
sponding |sponding
homes homes

All types-------=ceemmomememe—memeo oo 19,520] 1,201 116 12 1,073
Nursing careZ---weeecmocmmmcme e 8,155 634 37 8 589
Under 30 beds=------mmcccmmmmcmccm e ca e ccaeme - 4,400 179 21 5 153
30-99 beds--=---mermecme e meeoaes 3,247 260 11 3 246
100-299 beds----=-------seccaaccmcmmmm e men oo e 448 135 3 - 132
300 beds and over----=--=----acs--mecca—o-oo—-o- 60 60 2 - 58
Personal care with nursing--------=--=---- 4,972 381 12 2 367
Under 30 beds------=-----eemcmcmrco e ccccna o 3,168 128 10 1 117
30-99 beds---------=--ccmccemcmmeccoameeaccnoo- 1,423 114 1 1 112
100-299 beds=---==cmmcmmrcmmmmmmmmec e me o meen 345 103 1 - 102
300 beds and over-------re-c--e-comamccmoo oo 36 36 - - 36
Personal care=-w-==--ccmmeemcmo o mcecmanooan 3,621 113 13 2 98
Under 30 beds---=--re-=conomcmocccmcccee oo e 3,187 64 11 - 53
30-99 beds------------emmmemeememe o cmeemaacae- 402 32 - 1 31
100-299 beds===-=c--c---c--ceemee—mmce e e 29 14 2 1 11
300 beds and over--------------------oo-o-oo-o-o 3 3 - - 3
Group TI8 -comm oo 2,772 73 54 - 19
Under 25 beds------=-r--c-meecmcr e ccce e oo 2,578 52 37 - 15
25-99 bedg==-==------m-emmceem—eecceaccec—emae- 185 15 12 - 3
100-299 beds--=--=-----e-mecr o mmm—aa o 6 3 3 - -
300 beds and over-----------ema-c-eomo—ono-o—ou- 3 3 2 - 1

IThe universe for the RPS-2 sample consisted of the MFI and the Complement Survey. Included in
the RPS-2 sample were 4 homes from the Complement Survey.

2Tncludes geriatric hospitals.

3Group II consists of those institutions assumed to be in scope of the RPS5-2 survey but for
which current data were not available.
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sample selected from establishments cooperating in the
survey consisted of 10,560 residents,

Survey procedure.—The Bureau of the Census
employed about 140 of their regular interviewers for
the survey, All were experienced in the continuing
surveys conducted by the Bureau of the Census; about
half were employed in the Health Interview Survey,
one of the major programs of the National Center for
Health Statistics, and about half in other surveys. Since
the interviewers were well trained in general survey
methodology, it was relatively easy to train them in the
specific methods used in RPS-2, Briefly, their training
consisted of home study materials and observation by
the Census Regional Supervisor on the first interview
assignment,

The initial contact with an establishment was a
letter signed by the Director of the Bureau of the Census,
The letter (HRS-3f, appendix III) notified each adminis-
trator about the survey, requested his cooperation, and
stated that a representative would contact him for an
appointment, The interviewer's telephone call usually
followed within 3 or 4 days.

During the course of the interview, the interviewer
collected data on the establishment, the resident, and
the employees, The establishment and resident infor-
mation was obtained by personal interview, and the staff
information was collected by personal interview and by
means of a self-enumeration questionnaire, The re-
spondent for the Resident (patient) Questionnaire (HRS-

3c) was a member of the staff who had close contact
with the resident, thus having firsthand knowledge of
the resident's health condition, This wasusually a nurse
who was responsible for the individual sample resident,
One nurse might have completed questionnaires for all
residents in a small home, or shared the responsibility
in a large home, The interviewer was instructed to
encourage maximum use of records by the respondent,
For data on chronic conditions and impairments, medi-
cal records, if available, were routinely used to supple-
ment the information provided by the respondent,

The Census regional officesalso performed certain
checks during the course of the survey to insure that
the interviewers were conducting the survey according
to specified procedures. They reviewed all question-
naires for completeness prior to transmittal to the
Washington office and made inquiries asnecessary to
obtain the missing information.

The completed questionnaires were edited and
coded by the National Center for Health Statistics, and
the data were processed on an electronic computer,
This processing in¢luded assignment of weights, ratio
adjustments, and other related procedures necessary
to produce national estimates from the sample data,
It also included matching with basic identifying infor-
mation contained in the Master Facility Inventory, as
well as carrying out internal edits and consistency
checks to eliminate "'impossible" response and errors
in editing, coding, or processing,

B. GENERAL QUALIFICATIONS

Nonresponse and imputation of missing data.—The
survey was conducted in 1,073 homes, or about 89 per-
cent of the original sample, About 7 percent of the
sample places were found to be out of business, and an
additional 3 percent were found to be out of scope of the
survey, that is, they either did not provide nursing or
personal care to their residents or maintained fewer
than three beds, Only 12 homes, or about 1 percent of
the sample, refused to cooperate in the survey (table I),
The response rate for the in-scope sample was 98.9
percent,

Statistics in this report were adjusted for the fail-
ure of a home to respond by use of a separate nonre-
sponse adjustment factor for each service-size stratum
further stratified by three major ownership groups. This
factor was the ratio of all in-scope sample homes in a
stratum to the responding in-scope sample homes in
the stratum,

Data were also adjusted for nonresponse of sample
residents within an establishment by a procedure which
imputed to residents for whom data were not obtained
the characteristics of residents of the same age and in
the same type of home, For nonresponse onthe age item,
the adjustment was restricted to characteristics of
residents in the same type of home., Adjustment for
nonresponse in resident data for responding homes
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ranged from 0,7 percent for age to 4.6 percent for
24-hour nursing service, The adjustment for the three
major variables in this report was 1,6 percent for
marital status, 3.0 percent for residence prior to ad-
mission, and 2.1 percent for frequency of visitors,
Rounding of numbevs.—Estimates relating to resi-
dents have been rounded to the nearest hundred and
homes, to the nearest ten, For this reason detailed
figures within the tables do not always add to totals,
Percents were calculated using the original unrounded
figures and will not necessarily agree with percents
which might be calculated from rounded data,
Estimation procedure,—Statistics reported in this
publication are the result of two stages of ratio adjust-
ments, one at each stage of selection. The purpose of
ratio estimation is to take into account all relevant
information in the estimation process, thereby reduc-
ing the variability of the estimate. The first-stage
ratio adjustment was included in the estimation of
establishment and resident data for all primary service-
size strata from which a sample of homes was drawn,
This factor was a ratio, calculated for each stratum.
The numerator was the total beds according to the
Master Facility Inventory for all homes in the stratum,
The denominator was thé estimate of the total beds
obtained through a simple inflation of the Master Facility



Inventory data for the sample homes in the stratum. The sampling error (or standard error) of a sta-

The effect of the first-stage ratio adjustment was to tistic is inversely proportional to the square root of the
bring the sample in closer agreement with the known number of observations in the sample. Thus, as the
universe of beds. The second-stage ratio adjustimnent sample size increases, the standard error decreases,
was included in the estimation of resident data for all The standard error is primarily a measure of the vari-
primary strata, For resident data, the second-stage ability that occurs by chance because only a sample,
ratio adjustment is the product of two fractions: the rather than the entire universe, is surveyed. As cal-
first is the ratio of the total number of residents in culated for this report, the standard error alsoreflects
the establishment to the number of residents for whom part of the measurement error, but it doesnot measure
questionnaires were completed within the home; the any systematic biases in the data, The chances ate
second is the sampling fraction for residents on which about two out of three that an estimate from the sample
the selection is based, differs from the value which would be obtained from a
Reliability of estimates,—Since statistics pre- complete census by less than the standard error, The
sented in this report are based on a sample, they will chances are about 95 out of 100 that the difference is
differ somewhat from figures that would have been less than twice the standard error and about 99 out of
obtained if a complete census had been taken using the 100 that it is less than 2% times as large.
same schedules, instructions, and procedures, Relative standard errors of aggregates shown in
As in any survey, the results are also subject to this report can be determined from figure I, The rela-
reporting and processing errors and errors due to tive standard error of an estimate is obtained by divid-
nonresponse, To the extent possible, these types of ing the standard error of the estimate by the estimate
errors were kept to a minimum by methods built into itself and is expressed as a percent of the estimate, An
survey procedures, example of how to convert the relative error into a
Figure |. Approximate relative standard errors of estimated numbers of residents, conditions, or establishments shown in
this report.
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Example of use of figure |. An estimate of 100,000 total residents has a relative standard error of 3.3 percent

(read from scale at left side of figure). The estimate has a standard error of 3,300 (3.3 percent of 100,000).
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Table I1. Approximate standard
centages shown in this report
(patients) and conditioms

errors of per-
for residents

Estimated percent

Base ?f per-
cent (number

. 2 5 10 25
of residents) or | or | or or 50

98 95 | 90 75

Standard error expressed
in percentage points

1,000-m=mmmmmmmm- 4.416.9]9.5]13.6 | 15.8
2,500===m=m==n-mm 2.8 4.4]6.0| 8.6 10.0
5,000====mcmmmmm 2.0(3.1] 42| 6.1 7.1
10,000 =========-- 1.4 2.2] 3.0) 4.3| 5.0
20,000=-~=msmnmmom 1.0] 1.5 2.1] 3.0 3.5
30,000=-m-m-===n~- 0.8 1.3] 1.7| 2.5| 2.9
40,000--=~=-===-- 0.7{ 1.1| 1.5{ 2.1 2.5
50,000==--=~=-==-- 0.6 1.0 1.3| 1.6| 2.2
80,000~ -~ncmmmmm= 0.5/0.8] 1.1] 1.5| 1.8
L00,000===~=~====~-~ 0.4 0.7] 0.9] 1.0| 1.6
200,000--==~=====-- 0.3{0.5[ 0.7 0.8 1.1
500,000-- === -=-== -~ 0.2] 0.3 0.4] 0.5| 0.7

standard error is given with figure I. Standard errors
of estimated percentages are shown in table II,

To determine the standard error of a mean value,
of a median value, or of the difference between two
statistics, the following rules may be used,

Standard evvov of mean number of conditions per
person,— From figure I, obtain the relative standard
error of the estimated number of conditions and of the
estimated number of persons, The square root of the
sum of the squaresof these tworelative standard errors
provides an approximation for the relative standard
error of the desired mean, The standard error of the
mean may be obtained by multiplying the relative stand-
ard error by the mean value,

Example: For a mean of three conditions per person
based on a denominator of 50,000 residents, the standard
error may be obtainéd as follows:

1. The relative standard error of 150,000 condi-
tions is about 2.7 percent, or .027 (curve A).

2, The relative standard error of 50,000 residents
is about 4,6 percent, or .046 (curve A),

3. The relative standard error of the mean three

conditions per person is y (,027)? + (.046)2

=.169.
4, The standard error is .169 x3=,507 conditions
per person,

Standard evvov of a median,—The medians shown
in this report were calculated from grouped data, Ap-

proximate confidence intervals for these estimated
medians can be computed as follows:

(a) Determine the standard error of a 50-percent
characteristic whose denominator is equal to
the estimated number of persons in the fre-
quency distribution on which the median is
based. For example, the median age of males
is 77.7 years, The estimated number of males
is 193,800 (table 1), The standard error of a
50-percent characteristic whose base is
193,800 is shown in table II, by interpolation,
to be 1,13 percentage points,

(b) Apply this standard error to the cumulative
frequency distribution to obtain a confidence
interval around the median, The steps are as
follows: For the above example, using the 95-
percent level of confidence, determine the
points on the cumulative frequency distribution
corresponding to the 47.74 percent (50 percent
minus two standard errors) and 52,26 percent
(50 percent, plus two standard errors). The
points are 92,500 (47.74 x 193, 800)and 101,300
(52.26 x 193,800). From table 1, determine the
ages that correspond to these points, They are
77.1 and 78.3 years, respectively, Therefore,
the confidence limit for the estimated median
age of 77,7 years is 77.1-78.3 years at the
95-percent level of confidence,

It is possible to investigate whether the observed
differences between two estimated medians can be at-
tributed to sampling error alone by obtaining the upper
68-percent confidence limit, U1 , of the smaller mecha.n
Ml, and the lower 68 -percent confidence limir, Lz, of the
larger median, M These limits may be found by using
the method outlined above, but using one standarderror
instead of two, The square root of the sum of the squared
differences between M; and U; and M, and L is the
standard error of the difference between M; and M, ; that

is,
_ i 1,2
)= ‘/<M1 -Up

+ (M, — Ly)?

For the purpose of this report, any difference between
M, and M, greater than 2S5, has been consid-
ered a significant d1fference

Standavd evvor of a difference between two esti-
mates.—The standard error of a difference isapproxi-
mately the square root of the sum of the squares of
each standard error considered separately, This for-
mula will represent the actual standard error quite
accurately for the difference between separate and un-
correlated characteristics, although it is only a rough
approximation in most other cases,

- M5

CoO0
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APPENDIX I
A. DEFINITIONS OF CERTAIN ‘TERMS USED IN THIS REPORT

Resident;
A resident is defined as a person who has been
formally admitted to an establishment but not
discharged. All such persons were included in the
survey even though they were not physically pres-
ent.

Chyonic conditions and impairments:
These are defined as the conditions and impair-
ments contained in Cards D and E of appendix IiI.
This list was expanded, based on the further query
"Does he have any other chronic conditions listed
in his record you have not told me about?" and
additional questions about specified conditions.
The expanded list is contained in appendix II-D as
a basic list of diagnostic categories used for cod-
ing purposes.

Condition:
This term is used synonomously with the term
"chronic conditions and impairments" since no
distinction has been made between the two groups
in this report.

Length of stay:
Length of stay refers to the current period of stay
in the institution. The period of stay starts with
the date of last admission to the institution and
ends with the date of the survey,

Type of care received when admitied:
The three types of care a resident received when
admitted to the home were determined by questions
17 and 18 of the Resident Questionnairein éppendix
I,

Primarily nursing care. If a resident received
mainly the nursing care items 7-19 in question
17, he was classified as receiving "primarily
nursing care'’ in question 18,

Primarily personal care. If a resident received
mainly the personal care items 1-5 in question 17,
he was classified as having "primarily personal
care' in question 18,

Room and board only. This referstoaresident who
received food and lodging only, with noprovision of
personal or nursing care,

B. CLASSIFICATION OF HOMES BY TYPE OF SERVICE

For purposes of stratification of the universe prior
to the selection of the sample, the homes in the MFI
were classified as either nursing care, personal care
with nursing, personal care, or domiciliary carehomes.
The latter two classes were combined and designated
as personal care homes, Details of the classification
procedure in the MF1 have been published.?

Due to the time interval between the MFI survey
and the RPS-2 survey it was felt that for producing
statistics by type of service for the RPS-2 survey, the
homes should be reclassified on the basisof the current
data collected in the survey., This classification pro-
cedure is essentially the same as the MFI scheme.
The three types of service classes delineated by RPS-2
are defined as follows:

1, A nursing cave home is defined as one in which
50 percent or more of the residents received

nursing care in the home during the week
prior to the survey, with an RN or LPN em-~
ployed 15 hours or more per week, In this
report, geriatric hospitals are included with
nursing care homes,

2. A personal carve home with nursing is defined
as one in which either (a) over 50 percent of
the residents received nursing care during the
week prior to the survey, butthere wereno RN's
or LPN's on the staff; or (b) some, but less than
50 percent, of the residents received nursing
care duringthe week prior tothe survey, regard-
less of the presence of RN's or LPN's on the
staff,

3. A persomal care home is defined as one in
which residents routinely received personal
care, but no nursing care during the week prior
to the survey.
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C. RULES FOR CODING CHRONIC CONDITIONS AND IMPAIRMENTS

The list of diagnostic categories which was used
for coding chronic conditions and impairments is shown
below. This list represents an expansion of the two
lists (Cards D and E) furnished to the interviewers.
The classification scheme was based on the International
Classification of Diseases with some modifications.!®
Certain medical coding principles developed by the
Health Interview Survey (HIS), from which statistics
on the institutional population of the United States are
derived,!! were used in coding the data for RPS-2, The
medical coding consisted of assigning a code to each
codable chronic condition and impairment reported for
a resident, All codable conditions which werenot speci-
fied as chronic but which could be acute or chronic (i.e.,
sinusitis, bronchitis, gastritis, or a hearing or visual
disturbance) were assumed to be chronic,

The medical coding principles developed by HIS
were adapted to the coding of chronic diseases and
impairments as follows: Impairments were coded in
the same general manner as for HIS, but in less detail.

Symptoms and conditions said to be due to other con-
ditions were coded for the most partasfor HIS, Heart,
hypertensive, and arteriosclerotic conditions were com.-
bined as for HIS,

The coding rules allow for the assignment of one
or more chronic conditions and impairments for each
resident, with some loss of detail due to the restricted
number of diagnostic categories, Some restriction
exists for the assignment of impairments which are a
result of the chronic condition. Some chronic conditions
are not reported separately but are combined with
other categories under coding rules.

Special coding procedures were followed irr coding
categories related to senility and mental conditions,
Injuries and traumatic origin of chronic conditions were
not identified as such except in cases of fracture of
the hip. Also, specific coding procedures for other
individual chronic conditions and impairments were
followed.

D. BASIC LIST OF DIAGNOSTIC CATEGORIES REPORTED FOR RESIDENTS
IN NURSING AND PERSONAL CARE HOMES

Condition Group

Malignant neoplastns, without mention of surgery-----
Malignant neoplasms, with mention of surgery---~---~
Benign and unspecified neoplasms------w-mecemmemmea
Asthma ----c--m e
Diseases of thyroid gland-----=--cccmmmmmmmcaoeo
Diabetes mellitus —=-——commmm oo
Avitaminoses and other nutritional weight problems-—
Mental retardation without mention of senility!

Mental retardation with mention of senile psychosis1
Mental retardation with senility not specified as psy-

chotic! /

Senile psychosis with or without other mental condition-
Semility without mention of psychosig-=---=ereameeaue
Specified mental disorders--=-c-cmmemamcmcac————
Vascular lesions affecting central nervous system----
Multiple scleroSiS—-——mmmm - mem e e
Parkinson's disease (paralysis agitans)-------------

Epilepsy —mem oo e e e
Other nervous system disorders------meomemocceeaoo
Cataract ————— - e
GlaUCOIMNE ——=m e e e e e v e
Other diseases of the €y€=--wcemcmmoccmm e
Diseases of the egr———m- oo
Diseases of the hearte-eecommommcccm e eeee o

Hypertension without mention of heart-------——w-oev
General arterioscleroSiS---~---cemommem e

A0

International Classification of Diseases
Code Numbers, 1955 Revision

140-205
140-205

210-239

241

250-254

260
280-283, 285, 286"

304
794

300-303, 305-324

330-334

345

350

353

340-343, 354-357, 361- 369
385.

387

370-379, 380-384, 386, 388
390-396
410-443, 782.1, 782.2, 782.4
444-447
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Varicose VeinS-—==mmmmme oo m oo e
Hemorrhoids —~-- e e s oo e o
Other conditions of circulatory system-------=——evan
Chronic SinuSitiS-==c=cmmcmm oo e o
Bronchitis, with emphysema---mcommeemmommcmemeeee
Bronchitis, without emphysema----—---e—ceccmoeeeue
Emphysema without mention of bronchitis---—-—=—--—-
Other chronic respiratory conditions==-~smmmmrecaaoe
Ulcer of stomach and duodenum-------cecmcomcueana
Hernia of abdominal cavity--—-—-me-omomemmmammaean
Diseases of gallbladder and bile ductS—=-memecmma-—o
Other chronic conditions of the digestive system-----

Incontinence (urine or feces)-—-------mmm—mmmcmmae

Diseases of urinary systeme-—--—cemoomooooommmoo

Diseases of male genital organs-------—c=—cemmaeaax

Diseases of breast and female genital organs-------

Diseases of skin and other subcutaneous tissue-----

Arthritis ~—cmmm e e e

Rheumatism === e e e e e

Other specified diseases of bones and organs of move-
IMENL e m e m e e —————

Fracture, femur (0ld)--—-m—cmmmm e -

All other chronic conditions, excluding impairments---

Visual impairment: inability to read newspaper with
glasses1

Other visual impairments?

Hearing impairments!

Speech impairments due to stroke!

Speech impairments due to other or unspecified
causes!

Paralysis, palsy due to stroke!

Paralysis, palsy due to other unspecified causes!

Absence, fingers and/or toes!

Absence, major extremities!

Impairment, limbs, back, trunk

All other impairments?

460, 462
461

400-403, 451-456, 463-468, 782.0,782.3, 782.5-782.9
513

502.0

502.1

527.1

510.0, 512, 514-526, 527.0, 527.2, 783

540-542

560,561

584-586

530-539, 543-545, 552, 553, 570, 572-574, 577, 578,

580-583, 587, 784
785.7, 786.2

591-594, 600-609, 786.0, 786.1, 786.3-786.5, 789
610-617, 786.6

620, 621, 623, 625, 626, 630-637, 786.7

700-716 '

720-725

726.0, 726.1, 726.3, 727

730.1, 730.3, 731-733, 735, 738, 740-744
N820.9, N821.9
Residual

1Selected conditions and all impairments are classified by means of 2 special supplementary code developed for the Houschold Interview Sur-
vey. The details of this classification are contained in the Medical Coding Manual and the Short Inder, NHS-HIS-1000, 1965.
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APPENDIX Il

FORMS AND QUESTIONNAIRES

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20233

Dear Adminisirator:

The Bureau of the Census, acting as the collecting agent for the

United States Public Health Service, is conducting a nationwide survey
of nursing homes, homes for the aged, and other establishments providing
nursing, personal, and domiciliary care to the aged and infirm. The
purpose of this survey is to collect much needed statistical informetion
on the health of residents and on the types of employees in these homes.
This survey is part of the National Health Survey program authorized by
Congress because of the urgent need for up-to-date statistics on the
health of our people.

The purpose of this letter is to request your cooperation and to inform
you that a representative of the Bureau of the Census will visit your
establishment within the next week or so, to conduct the survey. Prior
to his visit, the Census representative will call you to arrange for a
convenient appointment time.

A1l the information given to the Census representative will be.kept
strictly confidential by the Public Health Service and the Bureau of
the Census, and will be used for statistical purposes only.

Your cooperation in this important survey will be very much appreciated.

Sincerely yours,

Scamssion

Richard M. Scammon
Director
Bureau of the Census




ESTABLISHMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

Budget Bureau No. 68-R620.R2; Approval Expires December 31, 1964

CONFIDENTIAL - This information is collected for the U.S, Public Health Service under authority of Public Law 652 of the 84th Congress
(70 Star. 489; 42 U.S.C. 305). All information which would permit identification of the individual will be held strictly confidential, will be
used only by persons engaged in and for the purposes of the survey, and will not be disclosed or released to others for any other purposes

(22 FR 1687).

lFoRM !"lRS—3u (Verify name and address and make any necessary correctiona)
4= 1-84

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
ACTING AS COL.LECTING AGENT FOR THE

U.S. NATIONAL HEALTH SURVEY
ESTABLISHMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

Registered Licensed
4. s the person who supervises NURSING CARE 1O p; ;:ir:n-l 2 [ practical 3 510;!:01“
a registeréd professional nurse, a llzwased urse nurse
practical nurse, or someone else?
5. Does she work full-time or part-time? t [ Full-time 2 {7 Pare-time
.By full-time we mean 40 or more hours a week.
13 Yes 2[J No

6. Is there a nurse or nurse’s aide ON DUTY 24 hours a day?
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RESIDENT QUESTIONNAIRE

] Budget Bureau No. 68-R620.R2; Approval Expites December 31, 1964

Establishment number

Resident’s (patient's) line No.

Month
1. What is the month and year of this resident’s (patient’s) birth?

TYear

2 Sex 1 [] Male (Ask question 3) 2 7] Female (Go to question 4)
3a. Has he served in 3c. NOTE TO INTERVIEWER:
d f i ‘Source of veteran status
The Orved Srreez™ 1[0 Yes(Ack .35  2[C]N6 (Goto 0.4y 3] Unknown information
R N 1[JRecord 2[] Sample pecson
> S W te " 1 Yes 2[INe 3[JUsknown | [ Respondent

4. 1s this resident (patient) married, ied H d - ied

widowed, divorced, separated, or = M?m.e 3 [] Divorce 5 ] Never marri

never married? 2[] Widowed s ] SePﬂfﬂFE‘i

Month
5. In what month and year was he (last) admitted to this home?

: Year

6. With whom did he live at
the time of his admission?

(Check the FIRST
box that applies)

1 (] Spouse only
2 [} Children only
'3 [] Spouse and children

4 [_] Relatives other than spouse or
ildeen

5[] Lived in apartment or own home —
alone or with vunrelated persons

6 [_] In boarding home

7 ] In another nursing home or
related facility

8 [] In mental hospiral

9 [ ] In a long-term specialty hospital
{except mental)

10 [] In a general or short-stay hospital
11 [_J Other place (Specify)

7. How often do friends or
relatives visit him?
(Check the FIRST
box that applies)

1 (] At least once a week

2 [JLess often than once a week but at
least once a month

3] Less than once a month

4[] Never

8a, Does he stay in bed all or most of the day? 1] Yes (Go to question v

2 [ No'(Ask question 8b)

b. Does he stay in his own room all or most of the day?

t[ ] Yes

2 [] No (Ask question 8c)

c. Does he go off the premises just to walk, shop, or
visit with friends or relatives and so forth?

1] Yes

2[No

9. Which of these special aids
does this resident (patient)
use? (Show card C)

(Check all that apply)

1 [] Hearing aid 4[] Braces 7 [] Eye glasses
2 [ Walker 5[] Wheel chair OR
3 [] Crutches 6 1 Arcificial limb(s) 8 [] None of these aids used
10. During his stay here when did he last see o Month 1 Year
doctor for treatment, medication, or for an | D Sﬁvler l:saw doctor
examination by the doctor? | 1le here

1 1a. During his stay here,

has he seen a dentist? 1 [ Yes (4sk question 11b)

2[] No (Go to question 12)

Month

b. When was the last time he saw a dentist?

12a, Haos he lost ALL of his teeth?

1 [] Yes (Ask question 12b)

2 ] No (Go to guestion 13)

b. Does he wear full upper and lower dentures?

3[_] Yes

4[] No

13. Does this resident (patient) have any o‘f these conditions?

(Show card D. Record in Table 1 each condition which the patient has) 1 [] Yes 21 No
14. Does he have any of these conditions?
(Show card E. Record in Table ! each condition which the patient has) 1] Yes 2[_]No

If *Yes,'’ ask:
b. What cre they?

(Record in Table 1 each chronic confj_itio_r{ Exeqfionfd).

150. Does he have any other CHRONIC conditions listed in his record that you have not told me about?

10 Yes 2[JNo

FORM HRS~3C (8.23.64)




Table 1

(Check ONE box only) Check ALL boxes that apply)

1] Own income or family support (Include private plans,
relirement funds, aocial security, etc.)

2] Church support

8 (] Veterans benefits

4[] Public assistance or welfare
8[| Initial payment — life care

6 [_] Other (Please describe)

retirement funds, social security, etc.)
2 ] Church support
3 [] Veterans benefits
4[] Public assistance or welfare
s [] Initial payment — life care
6 [] Other (Please describe)

Enter conditions from questions 13, 14 or 15 For the following conditions ask these questions
ILL EFFECTS OF STROKE, . . . . What ate the present ill effects?
SPEECH BEFECT .. .24 + . » - - What coused the speech defect? [ Do
PARALYSIS, PERMANENT not
Enter the words used by the respondent to STIFFNESS s e cvsvssa-o.. What part of the body is affected? ] write
describe the condition. TUMOR, CYST, OR GROWTH . . . . What part of the body is affectsd? | in
" Is it melignant or benign? this
DEAFNESS, HEARING TROUBLEL, column
OR ANY EYE CONDITION. .. ... Is ons or both sars (eyes)
(Include glaucoma and cataracts) affected?
(a) (b) )
1.
‘2
3.
4.
Sa
6.
7.
8.
16. If any eye conditions have been recorded in Table 1, ask: [ No eye condition reported (Go to question 17)
Yeou told me about this resident’s (patient’s) eys condition.
Can he see well encugh to read ordinary newspaper print with glasses? 1] Yes z[]No
17. During the past i i i — — 107 ecti
Pimiwndis (IS dories soevies, oL] Temprpmreplse 17 [ oavenus fecdion
these services A 18 [__] Intcamuscular injection
did this resident 2 [] Help with tub bath 9 [] Full-bed bath 15 [] Nasal feeding
{patient) receive? or shower 10 ] Enema
3 ] Help with eating B 11 ] Catheterization OR
(Show card F and (feeding the resident(patient)) 2] Bowel and bladder
check e-sh one 4[] Rub and massage retraining 20N £ the ab
ti .. . one of the above
mentioned) s, Adr)n}m:!:t:::l%x: :)rf . :: El XB;;:::: il:aoz:ssv.u-e services received
: E ii;tl:;:::ii;;tof sterile 18[_] Oxygen Ch.e 2Py
dreasings or bandages 16 ] Hypodermic injection
18. At the 1ime this resident (patisnt) was admitted to 1 Primaril 2 Primaril R
this home, what kind of care did he recelve-primarily = nursing 4 - pc;!::x:;ly = b:::g xfy
ing care, primarlly p | care, or room and care care
board only? (Check one box only)
Amount
19. What was the TOTAL charge for this resident’s (patient’s) care last month [
a. What 1s the PRIMARY source of payment for his care? | 20b. Are there ony additional sources of payment?

1 [] Owa income or family support (Include private plans,

OR
7 ] No additional sources

USCOMMSDC 24499-P64
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Card D
LIST OF CHRONIC CONDITIONS

Does this resident have any of these conditions?

Asthma

CHRONIC bronchitis

REPEATED attacks of sinus trouble
Hardening of the arteries

. High blood pressure

Heart trouble

. 111 effects of a stroke

. TROUBLE with varicose veins
. Hemorrhoids or piles

O 0N W

=
o

. Tumor, cyst or growth

=
—

. CHRONIC gall bladder or liver trouble

. Stomach ulcer

13. Any other CHRONIC stomach trouble

14. Bowel or lower intestinal disorders

15. Kidney stones or CHRONIC kidney trouble

16.
17.
18.
19.
20.

-
3]

Mental illness

CHRONIC nervous trouble
Mental retardation
Arthritis
Diabetes

or rheumatism

21.
22.
23.
24,
25.

Thyroid trouble or goiter
Epilepsy

Hernia or rupture
Prostate trouble

ADVANCED senility

Does this resident have any of these conditions?

o~ o B b

Card E
LIST OF SELECTED CONDITIONS

Deafness or SERIOUS trouble hearing
with one or both ears

SERIOUS trouble seeing with one or
both eyes even when wearing glasses
Any speech defect

Missing fingers, hand, or arm--toes,
foot, or leg

Palsy

Paralysis of any kind

Any CHRONIGC trouble with back or spine
PERMANENT stiffness or any deformity
of the foot, leg, fingers, arm, or back

ve

46

15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

Card F
LIST OF SERVICES

Help with dressing, shaving, or care of
hair

Help with tub bath or shower

Help with eating (feeding the patient)

Rub and massage

. Administration of medications or treatment

Special diet

..Application of sterile dressings ox

bandages
Temperature—pulse—respiration
Full bed bath

Enema

. Catheterization

Bowel and bladder retraining
Blood pressure

Irrigation

Oxygen therapy

Hypodermic injection
Intravenous injection
Intramuscular injection

Nasal feeding
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Series 1.

Series 2.

Series 3.

Series 4.

Series 10.

Series 11.

Series 12,

Sevies 13.

Sevies 14.

Series 20.

Series 21.

Series 22.

OUTLINE OF REPORT SERIES FOR VITAL AND HEALTH STATISTICS
Public Health Service Publication No. 1000

Programs and collection procedures.—Reports which describe the general programs of the National
Center for Health Statistics and its offices and divisions, data collection methods used, definitions,
and other material necessary for understanding the data.

Data evaluation and methods research.—>Studies of new statistical methodology including: experi-
mental tests of new survey methods, studies of vital statistics collection methods, new analytical
techniques, objective evaluations of reliability of collected data, contributions to statistical theory.

Analytical studies.—Reports presenting analytical or interpretive studies based on vital and health
statistics, carrying the analysis further than the expository types of reports in the other series.

Documents and committee veports.—Final reports of major committees concerned with vital and
health statistics, and documents such as recommended model vital registration laws and revised birth
and death certificates.

Data from the Health Intevview Survey,—Statistics on illness, accidental injuries, disability, use of
hospital, medical, dental, and other services, and other health-related topics, based on data collected
in a continuing national household interview survey.

Data from the Health Examination Survey.—Data from direct examination, testing, and measure-
ment of national samples of the population provide the basis for two types of reports: (1) estimates
of the medically defined prevalence of specific diseases in the United States and the distributions of
the population with respect to physical, physiological, and psychological characteristics; and (2)
analysis of relationships among the various measurements without reference to an explicit finite
universe of persons.

Data from the Institutional Population Surveys.—~Statistics relating to the health characteristics of
persons in institutions, and on medical, nursing, and personal care received, based on national
samples of establishments providing these services and samples of the residents or patients,

Data from the Hospital Dischavge Survey.—Statistics relating to discharged patients in short-stay
hospitals, based on a sample of patient records in a national sample of hospitals.

Data on health vesources: manpower and facilities.—Statistics on the numbers, geographic distri-
bution, and characteristics of health resources including physicians, dentists, nurses, other health
manpower occupations, hospitals, nursing homes, and outpatient and other inpatient facilities,

Data on mortality.—Various statistics on mortality other than as included in annual or monthly
reports—special analyses by cause of death, age, and other demographic variables, also geographic
and time series analyses.

Data on natatity, marrviage, and divorce. — Various statistics onnatality, marriage, and divorce other
than as included in annual or monthly reports—special analyses by demographic variables, also
geographic and time series analyses, studies of fertility.

Data from the National Natality and Movtality Surveys., —Statistics on characteristics of births and
deaths pot available from the vital records, based on sample surveys stemming from these records,
including such topics as mortality by socioeconomic class, medical experience in the last year of
life, characteristics of pregnancy, etc,

For a listoftitles of reports published in these series, write to: Office of Information

National Center for Health Statistics
U.S. Public Health Service
Washington, D.C. 20201
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