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Directors, State Protection and Advocacy

Agencies

SUBJECT: Developmental Disabilities (DO) Formula -- Basic
Support" and Protection and Advocacy Grants

)

CONTENT: The amounts of the FY-1984 allocations raised
several questions by grantees regarding the
Developmental Disabilities formula and the reason
for' the changes in the FY-1984 allocations over
FY-1983 allocations. .

Changes in "amounts received from FY-1983 to FY-1984
were the result of changes in per capita income,
state population shifts, and changes in the Adult
Disabled Child Program used in updating individual
data elements for distribution of available funds
for the DO Program. The formula or the process of
the formula have not changed.

'BASIS FOR THE FORMULA:

The operation of the Developmental Disabilities
formula is based on language contained in P.L.
95-602, and regulations of record issued in 1977.

Legislation - P.L. 95-602 states:

State Allotments

)
/

"Section 132{a)(l) In each fiscal year, the
Secretary shall, in accordance with
regulations and this paragraph, allot the sums
appropriated for such year under section 131
among the States on the basis of --
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(A) the population,
(B) the extent of need for services

for persons with developmental
dis~bilities, and

(e) the financial need,

of the respective States. Sums allotted to
the States under this section shall be used in
accordance with approved State plans under
sect~on 133 for the provision under such plans
of services for persons with developmental
di sabi li ties.

Basic State Grants

(2) For any fiscal year, the allotment under
paragraph (1) --

)

(A)

(B)

to each of American Samoa, Guam,
the Virgin Islands, the Northern •
Mariana Islands, or the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands
may not be less than $100,000, and

to any other State may not be less
than the greater of $250,000, or
the amount of the allotment
(determined without regard to
subsection (d)) received by the
State for the fiscal year ending
September 30, 1978.

)
/I

(3) In determining, for purposes of paragraph
(l)(B), the extent of need in any State for
services for persons with developmental
disabilities, the Secretary shall take into
account the scope and extent of services
described, pursuant to section 133(b)(2)(B),
in the State plan of the State."

In calculating grant award base amounts, the
allocation for the territories is now
$135,000. See Attachment A.
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Reallotment

Section 132 (d) states "The amount of an
allotment to a State for a fiscal year which
the Secretary determines will not be required
by the State during the period for which it is
available for the purpose for which allotted
shall be available for reallotment by the
Secretary from time to time. on such date or
dat's as he may fix (but ~ot earlier than
thirty days after he has pUblished notice of
his intention to make such reallotment in the
Federal Register), to other States with
respect to which such a determination has not
been made. in proportion to the original
allotments of such States for such fiscal
year, but with such proportionate amount for
any of such other States being reduced to the
extent it exceeds the sum the Secretary
estimates such State needs· and will be able to
use during such period; and the total of such
reductions shall be similarly reallotted among
the States whose proportionate amounts were
not so reduced. Any amount so reallotted to a
State for a fiscal year shall be deemed to be
a part of its allotment under subsection (a)
for such fiscal year." .

Protection and Advocacy Grants

Section 113 (b)(l)(A) states" •• the
Secretary shall allot to the States the sums
appropriated under paragraph (2). Allotments
and reallotments of such sums shall be made on
the same basis as the allotments and
reallotments are made under the first sentence
of subsections (a)(l) and (d) of section 132.
except that no State (other than Guam. the
Northern Mariana Islands, American Samoa, the
Virgin Islands, and the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands) in any fiscal year shall be
allotted an amount under this subparagraph
which is less than the greater of $50.000 or
the amount of the allotment to the State under
this paragraph for the previous fiscal year."
(Year of reference FY-1978)
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In calculating grant award base amounts, the
allocation for the territories is now
$30,000. See Attachment A.

Developmental Disabilities Regulations, of
record, pUblished January 27, 1977 --

Regulations further specify details of the
formula. Subsection 1336.10 Allotments to
States provides that the allotments shall'be
computed by the following formula:

"(a) Two-thirds on the basis of total
population weighted by financial need
determined by per capita income as shown by
data supplied by the U.S. Department of
Commerce for the three most consecutive years
for which satisfactory data is available.

(b) One-third on the basis of a need factor
ba.ed on the ratio of beneficiaries in the
State receIving benefits under the Adult
Disabled Child Program (section
202(d)(1)(B)(ii) of the Social Security Act)
related to population of the State age 18-65
as bearing on the national total of such
population weighted by the total population of
the State."

As you can see, the legislation and regulations of
record provide specifics as to the source of the
data elements which make up the Developmental
Disabilities formula. The operation of the DD
formula is based on the above.

OPERATION OF THE FORMULA:

The formula distribution utilizes the most current
data available from the Department of Commerce and
the Social Security Administration. The elements
of the formula are updated prior to the processing
of grant awards for any fiscal year. Attached are
the Source Data used in updating the elements of
the formula for FY-1984. See Attachment B.
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The formula distributes funds available based on
statistics for each State, for each element of the
formula, i.e. populati6n, the extent of need for
services for persons with developmental
disabilities, and the financial need. The data
elements of the formula calculate the proportionate
share for each State. .

Statistics, for each State, u~ed in the elements of
the formula will affect the distribution for each
State against the total available for the fiscal
year, bas~d on a States respective ranking against
other States in the Developmental Disabilities
Program.

While the total allocation for the Developmental
Disabilities Program may remain the same and the
statistics for your State may not change greatly,
changes in other States would affect the placement
of your State in the distribution of total funds .
available for the Nation.

)

)

Attachments: A. Table of Minimum Funding. Levels
B. Source' Data Used in FY-1984 Allocations
C. Differences Between FY-1983 and FY-1984

Allocations

C\~~.~~
~ Elder, Ph.D.
Commissioner, Administration

on Developmental Disabilities
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Alabama •..•........-
Alaska ".. "
Arizona •••••••• ~ •••
Arkansas .•.•• " " •. " •
Cal i fornia •••••••••

Colorado •••••••••••
Connecticut ••••••••
Delaware •••••• ~ ••••
District of

Columbia •.••.••••
Flor ida ••••••••••••

Georgia ••••••••••••
Hawai i " "
Idaho "
Illinois ••••• ~ •••••
Indiana ••.•.......•

Iowa "".. "".. "
Kansas .•••• " •••••• ~

Kentucky •••••. ' •••••
Louisiana ••••••••••
Ma i ne" " .•• " " • " • " " ...

Maryland ••••••••••.
Massachusetts •.••••
Michigan •••••••••••
Minnesota .••••.••••
Missis s i pp i ••••••••

Missouri ••••••.••••
Montana ••••••••••.•
Nebraska •••••••••••
Nevada ..•.•••••••••
New Hampshire ••.••.

New Jer sey ••••••••.
New Mex ico ••••.••••
New york ...••.•....
North Carolina .•.••
North Dakota ....•••

MINIMUM FUNDING LEVELS

Basic State Protection and
Grants Advocacy Grants

$ 644,065 $ 65,490
250,000 50,000
292,422 50,000
360,377 50,000

2,304,995 252,063

301,590 50,000
347,303 50,000
250,000 50,000

250,000 50,000
1,043,699 114,668

716,348 77,606
250,000 50,000
250,000 50,000

1,302,097 132,984
736,324 74,592

426,583 50,000
300,419 50,000
613,106 62,733
608,010 62,905
250,000 50,000

472,660 51,281
720,063 75,399

1,173,207 118,637
544,,482 53,561
442,106 50,000

679,688 70,004
250,000 50,000
250,000 50,.000
250,000 50,000
250,000 50,000

827,566 86,498
250,000 50,000

2,133,120 233,819
878,999 91,292
250,000 50,000
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Ohi 0" " •• " • " •.• " " " " " "
Oklahoma ·..
Oregon ••••••••• ~ •••
Pennsylvania .
Rhode Island •••••••

South Carolina •••••
South Dakota •••••••
Tennessee .....••...
Texas" " " " " " " " " " " " " "
Utah" " " " " " " " " " " " " " "

Vermont" " " " " " " " " " " "
Virginia ...•..••..•
Washington •.....•..
West Virginia ••••••
Wisconsin .....•....

Wyoming .
American Samoa •••••
Guam" " " " " " " " " " " " " " "
Puerto Rico .
Trust Territories

of the Pacific •••
Virgin Islands •••••
Northern Mariana

Islands .........•

- 2 -

Basic State
Grants

1,414,841
411,694
292,069

1,683,295
250,000

464,251
250,000
681,589

1,618,942
250,000

250.000
687,146
418,603
395,059
669,983

250,000
135,000
135,000
743,299

135,000
135,000

135,000

.;. )
'''-'

Protection and
Advocacy Grants

146,838
50,000
50,000

169,143
50,000

50,000
50,000
71,426

174,115
50,000

50,000
70.316
50,000
50,235
66,526

50,000
30,000
30,000
77,869

30,000
30,000

30,000

)

TOTAL REQUIRED TO MEET
MINIMUM FUNDING LEVELS •.• $ 32,275,000

Total 57 "States and Territories"

$ 4,000,000



(') SOORCE DATA FOR '.L)
DEVELOl''tit:NTAL DISABILITIES FORMOLA"

OCTOBER 1983

)
Note:

A.

Basis of allocation, per requirements of Title V,
part,C, P.L. 95-60Z, Sec. 13Z(a)(1) as amended

Total population Estimated by the Bureau of the Census,
O.S. Department of Commerce:

1. "Estimates of the Population of States, by Age:
July 1, 1981, and 198Z" (series P-Z5, No. 930,
Issued April 1983)

"Estimates of the population of Puerto Rico and
the Outlying Areas: 1970 to 1981" (Series P-25,
No. 919, Issued August 1982)

)

)

B. Number of Beneficiaries in State Onder Adult Disabled
Child program from Social Security Administration,
O.S. Department of Health and Human Services:

1. ·social Security Bulletin, Annual Statistical
Supplement, 1981" (Table 125)

C. Average Per Capita Income from Bureau of Economic
Analysis, O.S. Department of Commerce:

1. State Info~mation From "Survey of Current
Business, August 198Z" (BEA 83-47, Issued
SepteI:lber 1983)

2. Territorial Information From Bureau of Economic
Analysis, Calendar Year 1982 (Issued September
1983)

D. "Working" population (Ages 18-64) Estimated by the
Bureau of the Census, O.S. Department of Commerce:

1. State Information From "Estimates of the
Population of States, by Age: July 1, 1981, and
1982" (Series P-25, No. 930, Issued April 1983)

2. Territorial Information From "current population
Reports" (Series P-25, October 1983)
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BUREAU OF

ECONOMIC ANALYSIS

WASH!NGTON. D.C. 20230
==

FOR RELEASE TUESDAY, SE:M:'E?'19F.:R 6, 1983 BEA 83-47

Analysis: Robert B. Bretzfe1der:

Estimates: David Cartwright:

(202) 523-0948
(202) 232':'7665
(202) 523-0966

1982 STATE PER C~ITA PERSONAL INCOME

State per capita personal income in 1982 ranged fran $15,257 in Alaska and

S13,748 in Connecticut to $7,778 in Mississippi, according to revised estimates of

the Cemmerce Department I s Bureau of Econanic Analysi s. The U.S. average was

S11,107, compared with S10,S82 in 1981.

Eleven states had high per capita personal incomes -- at least 7 percent, or
$777, above the U.S. average; most of these states were in the urbanized northeastern
and western parts of the nation. Twenty states had low per capita personal incomes
-- at 1east 7 percent below the U.5. average~ most of these states were in the

.> Southeast and Rocky Mountain regions (map 1 and table 1). A discussiori of increases
" ,in state per capita personal income thus far in the 1980's is given below.

Per Capita Personal Income, 1979-82
From 1979, the ending year of a national business cycle expansion, to 1982, the

ending year of a national business cycle contraction, per capita personal income in
the United States increased 28.3 percent. Real per capita personal income increased
moderately, as pri ces .- measured by the impl iei t' pri ce defl ator for personal
consumption expenditures .- increased 26.3 percent. The increase in current-dollar
per capita income exceede'd or equaled the national increase in prices in 32 states.

The 10 states wi th the small est percentage increases in per capi ta personal
income 'ran 1979 to 1982 were: Iowa, Nebraska, tho four Great Lakes states of

, Michigan. Indiana, Ohio, and Illinois, and the four western states of Oregon, Nevada,
Idaho, and Washington. All of these states except Nevada had small increases in
total personal income. Most of the 10 states had declines in labor and proprietors I

income (earnings) in construction and durab1es manufacturing. Industries that
cantri buted to the dec 1i nes 'tn durabl es manufacturi ng earni ngs were farm equi pment in
Iowa. motor vehicles and iron and steel in the four Great Lakes states, and lumber in
Oregon and Idaho. Seven of the 10 states had small declines or small increases in
populat;on~ Nevada, Washington. and Idaho had above-average increases.

The 10 states wi th the 1argest percentage i nc~eases in per cap; ta persona 1
income were: Alaska. Colorado. North Dakota, the four southern states of Oklahoma.
Louisiana, Florida, and Texas, and the three northeastern states of Massachusetts,
Connecticut t and New Jersey. All of these states had large increases in total

). personal incane. All had large increases in earnings in construction. and most_ had
large increases ;n earnings in mining and durab1es manufacturing. Industries that
produce defense equi ~ent contri buted to the 1arge ; ncreases in du rabl es
manufacturing in Colorado, Texas, Massachusetts t and Connecticut. Six of the 10
states had large ;ncreas~s in, population; the exceptions were the three northeastern
states and North Dakota.
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Summaries of per capita personal income in 1982 and the increase frcxn 1979 to
1982 for each of the eight SEA regions are given below. Definitions of total
personal income and per capi ta personal income follow the regional summari.es.

)
New England

In 1982, per capita personal incol1le in New England was Sl1,916 -- 7 percent
(S809) above the national average and third highest among the eight SEA regions.
Within New Engl and, per capi ta personal income was above the national average in
Connecticut and Massachusetts andbelow the national average in Maine, Vermont, Rhode
Island, and New Hampshire. Per capita income rpnged frcxn S13,748 in Connecticut -
24 percent (S2,641) above the national average -- to S9,042 in Maine -- 19 percent
(S2,065) below the national average. Among all states, Connecticut ranked 2nd in per
capita income, and Maine rahk~d 41st. .

Fr0ITI 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in New England increased 33.,7
percent, 5.4 percentage points more than nationally and the largest increase among
the eight SEA regions. The increase in total personal income was well above the
na ti ona1 average; earni ngs increases were 1arge in botn durabl es and nondurabl es
manufact uri ng, cons truct ion. and pri va te servi ce- type indus tri es . The increase in
population was well below a 3.1 percent increase in the nation. All New England
states had increases in per capita income that were more than the national average.
Increases ranged from 34.8 percent in Massachusetts (ranking 5th among.all states) to
29.8 percent In Rhode Island (ranking 18th).·

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Mideast was S12,087 -- 9 percent
(S980) above tne national average and second highest among the eight SEA regions.
Per capita personal income was 6 percent or more above the national average in each
Mideast state except Pennsylvania. State per capita inccxne ranged from S13,089 in
New Jersey -- 18 percent ($1,982) above the national average -- to S10,955 in
Pennsylvania -- 1 percent (S152) below the national average. Among all states, New
Jersey ranked 3rd in per capita income, and Pennsylvania ranked 22nd.

Mideast
)

From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in the Mideast increased 32.0
percent, 3.7 percentage points more than nationally anrl the third largest increase
among the eignt SEA regions. The increase in total personal income was equal to tne
national average; earnings increases were large in construction and private service
type industries, and earnings increases were small In both durables and nondurables
manufacturing and in both federal and state and local government. Population was
nearly unchanged in the Mideast, compared with a 3.1 percent increase in the nation.
All Mideast states had increases in per capita income that were more than or equal to
the national average. Increases ranged frcxn 33.7 percent in New Jersey (ranking 9th
among all states) to 28.3 percent in Pennsylvania (ranking 21st).

)
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In 1982, per capita personal income in the Great Lakes region was SlI,055 -- S52
below the national average and fifth highest among the eight SEA regions. Per capita
personal income was below the national average in all Great Lakes states except
Illinois. Per capita income ranged from S12,100 in Illinois -- 9 percent (S993)
above the national average -- to SI0,0'21 in Indiana-- 10 percent (SI,086). below the
national average. Among all states, Illinois ranked 9th in per capita income, and
Indiana ranked 34th.

From 1979 to 1982, per capi ta personal income in ~he Great Lakes region
increased 21.4 percent, 6.9 percentage points less than nationally and the smallest

,'i ncrease among the ei ght SEA regi ons. The increase in total personal income was well
below the national average; earnings declined in durab1es manufacturing and
cons\ruction, and earnings increases were small in nondurables manufacturing,
pri vate servi ce-type i ndustri es, and state and local government. Popul ati on was
nearly unchanged in the Great Lakes region, compared with a 3.1 percent increase in
the nation. All Great Lakes states had increases in per capita income that were less
than the national average. Increases ranged from 24.2 percent in Wisconsin (ranking
39th among all states) to 17.8 percent in Mi chi gan (ranki ng 50th).

Plains

In 1982, per capita personal income in the P1ai ns was $10,789 -- 3 percent
(S318) below the national average and sixth highest among the eight SEA regions. Per
capita personal income was 2 percent or more below the national average in all Plains
states except Kansas and Minnesota. Per capita income ranged from S11,765 in Kansas
-- 6 percent (S6581 above the national average -- to S9,666 in South Dakota -- 13
percent (SI,441) below the national average. Among all states, Kansas ranked 12th in
per capita income, and South Dakota ranked 35th .

. From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in the Plains increased 25.2
percent, 3.1 percentage points less than nationally and the second smallest increase
among the eight SEA regions. The increase in total personal income was well below
the national average; farm income and earnings in construction decl ined, and earnings
increases were small in durab1es manufacturing and private service-type industries.
The increase in population was well below a 3.1 percent increase i.n the nation. All
Pl ai ns states, except North Dakota and South Dakota, had in:reases in per capita
income that were Jes s than the nati ona1 average. Increases ranged from 34.7 percent
in North Dakota (ranking 6th among all states) to 22.5 percent in Iowa (ranking
45th) .

Southeast

In 1982, per capi ta personal income in the Southeast was S9,602 -- 14 percent
(SI,505) below the national average and lowest among the eight SEA regions .. Per
capita personal income was 8 percent or more below the national average in all
Southeast states except Virginia and Florida. Per capita income ranged from S11,095
in Virginia -- S12 below the national average -- to $7,778 in Mississippi -- 30
percent (S3,3291 below the national average. ftmong all states, Virginia ranked 19th
in per capita income, and Mississippi ranked 50th.



)

.4-

From 1979 to 1982, per capfta personal income in the Southeast increased 30.1
percent, 1.8 percentage points more than nationally and the fifth largest' Increase
among the eight BEA regions. The increase In total personal income was well above
the national average; earnings increases were large in durables manufacturing,
construction, private service-type industries, and both state and local and federal
government. The increase in population was well above a 3.1 percent increase In the
nation. Loui siana, Florida, Virginia, and Georgia had Increases in per capita income
that were more than the nati onal average. Increases ranged from 37.5 percent in
Louisiana (ranking 3rd among all states) to 23.9 percent in West Virginia (rankln3
40th) .

Southwes t

)

)

In 1982, per capita personal income In the Southwest was Sl1,122 -- SIS above
the national average and' fourth highest among the eight BEA regions. Per capita
personal income was above the national average 1n Texas and Okl ahoma and bel ow th~

national average in New Mexico and Arizona. Per capita income ranged from Sl1,419 In
Texas -- 3 percent ($312) above the national average -- to S9,190 in New Mexico -- 17
percent (Sl,917l below the national average . .4mong all states, Texas ranked 16th in
per capita income, and New Mexico ranked 39th.

From 1979 to 19B2, per capita personal income in the Southwest increased 33.4
percent, 5.1 percentage points more than nationally and the second largest increase
among the eight BEA regions. The increase in total personal income was well above
the national average; earnings increases were particularly large in both durables and
nondurabl es manuf acturi ng, mi ning, constructi on, pri vate servi ce-type i ndustri es ,
and state and local government. The increase in population was well above a 3.1
percent increase in the nati on. Okl ahoma and Texas had increases in per capi ta
income that were more than the national average. Increases ranged from 39.7 percent
in Oklahoma (ranking 2nd among all states) to 27.1 percent in Arizona (ranking 25th).

Rocky Mountain

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Rocky Mountain region was S10,754 -
3 percent (S353) below the national average and second lowest among the eight SEA
regions. Per capita personal income was '14 percent or more belo.. the national
average in each Rocky Mountain state except Wyoming and Colo~ado. Per capita income
ranged from S12,372 in Wyoming -- 11 percent (Sl ,265) above the national average -
to S8,B75 in Utah -- 20 percent ($2,232) below the national average. Among all
states. Wyoming ranked 5th in per capita income, and Utah ranked 45th.

From 1979 to 1982, per capita personal income in the Rocky Mountal n re310n
increased 30.7 percent, 2.4 percentage points more than nation~ly and the fourth
largest increase among the eight BEA regions. The increase in total personal income
was well above the ,national average; earnings increases were large in both durables
and nondurables manufacturing, mining, construction, private service-type
industries, and state and local goverrrnent. The increase in population was well
above a 3.1 percent increase in the nation. Colorado had an increase in per capita
income that was more than the national average, and the other Rocky Mountain states
had increases that were less than the national average. Increase$ ranged from 35.4
percent in Colorado (ranking 4th among all states) to 22.6 percent in Idaho (ranking
44th 1.
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Far West

In 1982, per capita personal income in the Far West was 512,238 -- 10 percent
(SI,131l a.bove the national average and highest among the eight BEA regions. Per
capi ta personal income was 4 percent or more above the national average in each Far
West state except Oregon. Per capita income ranged from 512,567 in California -- 13

. percent (SI,460) above the national average -- to S10,335 in Oregon -- 7 percent
(S772) below the national average. ~ong all states, California ranked 4th in per
capita income, and Oregon ranked 30th.

From 1979 to 1982, pe r capi ta pe rsonal income in the Far Wes t increased 26.2
percent, 2.1 percentage points less than nationally and the sixth largest increase
among the eight BEA regions. The increase in total personal incor::e was above the
nati onal average; earni ngs increases were 1arge in both durabl es and nondurabl es
manufacturing and federal government. The increase in population was well above a
3.1 percent increase in the nation. All Far West states had increases in per capita
income that were less than the national average. Increases ranged from 27.5 percent
in California (ranking 24th among all states) to 19.3 percent in Oregon (ranking
48th).

Def i ni ti ons

Personal income is the income recei ved by persons from all sources. that is,
from parti ci pati on in producti on, from transfer payments from governnent and
business, and from governnent interest, which is treated like a transfer payment.
Personal income is the sum of pri vate and government wage and. sal ary disbursements,
other labor income, fam and nonfam proprietors' income, rental income of persons,
personal di vi dend income, personal interest income, and transfer payments, 1ess
personal contributions for social insurance. Personal income is measured before the
deduction of personal income taxes and other personal taxes and is reported in
current dol lars (no adjustment is made for price changes).

Per capita personal income is the total personal income of residents (for the
year) divided oy the resident population as of July 1.

* * * *

)

Additional data on .state total and per capita personal income appear in the
August issue of the Survey of Current Business, a monthly journal of the Bureau of
Economic Analysis. The Survey is avallaole from the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. First class mail
(domestic only): annual subscription 550.00, single issue S5.50. Second class mail:
annual subscription 530.00 domestic, 537.50 foreign: single issue $4.75 domestic,
S5.95 foreign.
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Estimates of the Population of States,
by Age: July 1, 1981, and 1982

(

This report contains provisional estimates of lhe resident
population of States. by broad age groups, for July 1, 1982,
revised estimates for July 1, 1981, and comparable census
counU for April " 1980. The following age groupsare shown:
under 5 yiars, 5 to 17 years, 18 to 44 years, 45 to 64 years,
and 65 years and over, plus ttle cumulative age groups 14
years and over, 18 years and over, and 21 years and over. A
detailed description of ttle mettlods used to develop ttle esti·
mates and an indication of the general leveis of accuracy to
be expected may be found in Series p·25, No. 734.

These estimates are consistent with· the touls shown in
ttle 1980 census Final Reporu (PCSO-l-A) and also with
estimates for the Nation, by age, for 1981 and 1982 con
tained in Current Population Reports, Series P·25, No. 929;
and 1981 and 1982 total populations for States in Series
'.25, No. 927.

) The mettlodology used to develop the age estimates is a
. variation of Component Method II, one of ttle methods used

to estimate ttle total population of States.' This mettlod
involves using ttle 1980 census data as a base for each of the
age groups by State and taking into account changes in the
population attributed to birttls, deattls, and net migration
from April " 1980, to the estimatl! date.

I See Current POQul.tion RepOMS. Series P·25. No. 876. for I
brief dlsc:riQtion at t"e methods uMd in deYelopin/il SUte tOtlls.

The migration component was derived hy using changes
in the school enrollment data for each State to estimate a
school· age migration rate. which was ttu," converted to a
rate for ottler age groups under 65. Factors are used to con'
vert ttle school· age migration rate to a rate for ottler age
groups under 65 based on ttle 1965-70 State-sPecific migra·
tion experience, by age, IS reported in ttle 1970 Census of
Population. Cemparable migration. data, by age, from the
1980 census for ttle 1975-80 period are not yet available.

The natural change cemponent makes use of ttle number
of registered births and deaths by State of residence for
calendar years 1980 and 1981 provided by St"te health
departments, adjusted to cover ttle. periods April ,. 1980,
to July 1, 1981, and July 1, 1981, to 1982, and adjusted
to independent national controls.

Estimates for ttle population 65 years of age and over
were developed using ttle change measured in Medicare
records for each State.

As a final step, ttle .stimates of ttle age groups for each
Stat. were adjusted to sum to ttle independently estimated
resident populltion total for ttle State. In addition, ttle sum
of the State estimates for each age group was adjusted to be
consistent wittl an independent national population estimate
for ttlat age group.

The populations presented in ttle tables have been rounded
to the nearest ttlousand wi ttl out being adjusted to group
totals, Which are independently rounded.

) Foor .,1, Ov the $uperintlncant ot Docum,nts, U.S. Governm,nt Printing Offic•• W.hinqton. D.C. 20402. POCtll9f lump' not ace,ot.blt; curr!ncy
.... bmitted J1 Ifflder'l d'k. Remittenc. from foreign cOl.Intri.. mUlt M by Int.rrtttion.1 rnon,y or~r Of by I draft on I U.S. bank. Curren~ PaQu'
Iltl!?n Raooru Ire laid in ~'M) lLlb$cflption PlCk~. Stri.. p'4'O. P·23. P'2?, Ind p..aO Ir. tvlil.bI. for sao per yMr (522,50 additIonal for foreign
mlilingl; s.n. P·2S. P·33, end p.2B It' l'\"Iillbl. 'or 1:22 per y..r ($5,50 tdditionll fot fOr1li;n tnlilingJ, Thl lingle-eOCY pric! of this reoort il
$2.
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u.s. Department of Commerce
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS

Population Estimates
and Projections

Series P·2S. No. 919
Issued August 1982

.Estlmates of the Population of Puerto Rico and the
Outlying Areasl 1970 to 1981
(EstimateS in this repOrt supersede those for 1970 to 1978 published In Current Population Reports, Sene,
P·25. No. 872. Estimates for Puerto R,co Gild the outlying areas tor earlier years appear in Curren'(
Population RepOrts. Series P·25. Nos. 603 and 336L

)

)

ThIs report presents estimates of the population for Julv 1,

1970. to 1981 tor Puerto RIco. the Virgin Islands at the
United States, American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mari·
ana Islands. and the remainder of the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands' Census counts for 1970 and 1980 are also
shown for each of the arElas. These areas had an estimated
population of 3,6 million in 1981, Small areas under
Amer.ican jurisdiction in the Pacific Ocean, such .as Midway.
Wake, and Canton Islands. and Johnston Atoll, are excluded;
there were 1.082 persons on theSe islands in 1980, •

The report also presents the components of population
change for these areas for the 197Q.81 period: births. deaths.
and net migration (the number of persons migrating into a
particular area minus the number migrating from the
areal. In some of the areas shown, net migration is not
estimated directly but is derived as the difference between
the total amount of change and natural increase.

METHODOLOGY

Because the availability of data relating to population
change varies from territory to territory and the concentra·
tion of special population groups in some of the ~reas makes
it difficult to rely on standard methods, different procedures
are used for each area.

Puerto Rico. The estimates for Puerto Rico were based on
the 1970 and 1980 censuses and on reponed statistiCS for
each of the components of population change. Because of
the incomplete reporting of births. this compenent has been
correettd. for underreglstration by the Commonwealth gov
ernment. The migration component was derived from
monthly passenger statistics 0." arrivals to and departures

I As of OCtooer 1, 1919. t". Cana' Zan. Claud to bf under the
"lu,.,dtC'tlon, contrOl, or ,overell~nl"''' Of the Unl(ed Slates Therp·
lore. pC)culltl0n eftlmlteS It, no long.r snown for thIS ,rea For
estlmlteS through 1976, M' Current POPulat,on Reports. Sen.s P·2S.
No.7J1.

from Puerto RICO comPiled by the Commonwealth govern·
meht. The migration estimate for Puerto RICO IS the· sum at
centered 12·month moving averages of the reported monthly
data. This compensates for bias introduced bv short·ter m
fluctuations in passenger dau which reflect the seasonal
movement of transients (tourists and other vlSltorsl rathe~

than the movement of migrants to a new residence. The
movement of transients tends to cancel ou~ over longer
penods.

Net movement between the civilian population and the
Armed Forces is based on the reported number of Induc·
tions, enlistments, and separations in Puerto RICO through
1975, These data were not available for the years after 1975,
Net movement for those years was assumed to be ZerO.

Estimates made for the intercensal period, April 1. 1970.
to April 1,1980. were adjusted for the 1980 error of closur•.
the difference between the 1980 census count and the
provisional Apnl 1. 1980. estimate, (See the Limitations
Section for an analysis of the error of closure,) The error of
closure was distributed throughout the lO·year penod In
proportion to time elapsed since 1970 and populatIon SIze, as
measured by the proviSional population estimates. A detaIled
c;tescription of this procedure, also used to compute Inter·
cen!al estimates for States and counties, is available from the
PoplJlation DiVIsion, Bureau of the Census, Washlngtol"l. D.C.·
20233,

Virg;" Isaands. The estimates for the Virgin Islands were
based on the 1970 and 1980 censuses and reported b·rths
and deaths. Component Method II was used to estlmat5' net
migration. In thiS method. net migratIon IS estImated on the
basi~ of school enrollment or school census data uSIng
the differen,ce between the actual populatIon of elementary
school age and the population of school age expected on the
baSIS of the most recent census and births SJnce the census. A
more detailed dIscussion of the method can be found In
Current Population RepOrts, Se"es P,25, No, 640 No
intercensal adjustment was necessary for the Virgil, ISlands.

For ~Ie bv the Sucerlntendent 0' Oocumenu. U.S. Government PrIntIng Office. Wesnlng10n. D.C 20402 Postage stamos n01 ac:ceOUlCIE'. currenc\
lUDrTlltted '1 under's rllk. A.min.nce'S 'rom for"gn eountr,f'S must be 0 ... in1ern.tlonal mone.., order or by a drllft on a u.S. bank, Cur-.nt !'oau·
I'tlon R,oorn are ,Old In two wbSCrlCtlon OoICk.lgeS. Sf"es P·20. 1'·23 ;1·27. Ind 1'·60 art ,vallaole fOt $90 oe~ y.a' IS22.50 addl1Jonal 'or 'ore,,~n

millIng!. ~t1es 1'·25, P·26. end P·2S Irt tvlllaOI. lor $22 oer )'IMr ISS 50 addillonal 10' 10r'lgn maIling I Tnf $lngle~oo... orlce of :ntS recort IS
$2,25
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ADU~'??>~ DISABLED CHILD PROGRAM
\;,;;.;

- .?"
Tall'e 12.5.-Benefits in l;urrent·payment status for c:hl1drtn: Number. by type of child beneficiary and by State, Junl
1980

Child!t1\

. UIllkf II. II or- D~. tttd II Of old.r or- Scud.nu .,.d 1'-11 0(-

Knired Oi...~lld 0CCClI.1.-d ~I Ilttirt4 Di...blld DICelsed Itnired Oitlltlcd OCl:US
SlAl. TOUlI TOlAl wor~4'I' "'orier worier -orier workCl' worier TOlAl worker -orker .on.

TOlAl ...•.••.•. '.7001.ln 3.30%.:" m.ol1 I.2U•.3%3 1.911.909 441.10' 131.6041 31.'39 17\.62S 160.199 1lI,IOol 131.413 4601,6·

A~b.m •......••••• IIUH ....~. 10,066 lU33 '4,1'9 10.116 1.060 137 6.219 1'.'17 %,906 1.004 ',60
A~sia.. 0 •••••••••• 6.116 S•• 19 657 91' 3.131 I~ ., 13 13' 613 116 10 4
04(1101\11 ..• 0 •••••••• )4.216 '3.69' .... 11 13,939 2'.93' 1.l05 1.115 111 1.731 7.31' I.'" 1.4" I ••
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C.lirorni& .......... 3".J63 190•.zee 30.616 lOO.JIO 1'9.11% 31.4H 10.31' 1.009 11.11% 76.'10 l ... tH 1',691 ~,'
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9 9,60% I.m 1.JIJ S,l
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OhIo .........•..•. 109.021 150.653 11.763 5,.uI ..... 441 12.336 6.1" I.~I 1.... '0 36.0LJ 5,1:1 ~.461 U
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UNITED STATES';,iJEPARTMENT QF COMMERCE
Bu,...u of the Cansus
W,lhin;ton. C.C. 20233

October 11, 1983

Ms. Eunice Friend
Ad~;nistrat1on on Oevelopmental Disabilities
U.5-. Department of Health and Human Services
200 Independence Avenue, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20201

Oear Ms. Friend:

This is in response to your telephone request for estimates of the population
18 to 64 years of age for certain outlying areas. The estimates are shown
below:

)

Resident population 18 to 64
years of age on July 1, 1982)

Puerto Rico 1.758,000
Virgin Islands 52.900
Guam 62,100
Northern Mariana Islands 8.900
American Samoa 16,500
Trust Territory 51,800

Estimates by age are based on the assumption that the proportio~ of the
population 18 to 64 years of age 15 the same on July 1, 1982 as it was on
April 1, 1980. Estimates of the total populat1on for these areas are based
on the 1980 census and reported components of change and will be published
in October in Current Population Reports, Series P-2S.

If you have any que~tion5, please call Jennifer Marks at 763·5072.

Sincerely, . /;.(

\/~ ," 1l~'-:r7 -
L . ' >. tbrr1( irA." ".

/~~;:~tpopu~at~~~ Division
Bureau of the Census



. ".. ATTACHI1ENT C

)
DEVELOPMENTAL, DISABILITIES

BASIC SUPPORT

DIFFERENCES BETllEEN FY 1983 AND FY 1984 ALLOCATIONS

FY 1983 FY 1984
STATE ALLOCATION ALLOCATION DIFFERENCE

Alabama 882,160 895,475 + 13,315
Alaska 250,000 250,000 ***
Arizona 403,815 451,852 + 48,037
Arkansas 503,180 515,918 + 12,738
California 3,247,555 3,406,279 + 158,724

Colorado 417,194 413,664 3,530
Connecticut 505,583 468,559 37,024
Delaware 250,000 250,000 ***
District of Columbia 250,000 250,000 ***
Florida 1,472,833 1,646,044 + 173,211

Georgia 1,030,177 1,096,155 + 65,978
Hawaii 250,000 250,000 ***

) Idaho 250,000 250,000 ***
Illinois 1,795,161 1,782,382 12,779
Indiana 1,008,868 1,013,472 + 4,604

Iowa 559,168 533,738 25,430
Kansas 415,937 388,866 27,071
Kentucky 824,466 839,762 + 15,296
Louisiana 840,304 839,915 389
Maine 252,797 250,699 2,098

Maryland 651,229 637,689 13,540
:1assachusetts 1,026,761 949,811 76,950
Michigan 1,613,727 1,605,546 8,181
Minnesota 727,551 694,246 33,305
Mississippi 620,146 626,728 + 6,582

Missouri 949,816 930,885 18,931
Montana 250,000 250,000 ***
Nebraska 298,977 282,251 16,726
Nevada 250,000 ,250,000 ***
New Hampshire 250,000 250,000 ***

New Jersey 1,172,906 1,115,725 57,181
New Nexico 257,371 269,530 + 12,159

)
New York 3,190,111 2,977,408 212,703
North Carolina 1,218,184 1,263,982 + 45,798
North Dakota 250,000 250,000 ***
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Page 2 - Basic support Allocation Differences

FY 1983 FY 1984
STATE ALLOCATION ALLOCATION DIFFERENCE

Ohio 1,994,124 1,950,448 43,676
Oklahoma 548,400 540,064 8,336
oregon 414,981 436,881 + 21,900
Pennsylvania 2,293,672 2,203,200 90,472
Rhode Island 250,000 250,000 ***

South Carolina 646,971 697,962 + 50,991
South Dakota 250,000 250,000 ***
Tennessee 955,187 991.759 + 36,572
Texas 2,253,738 2,360,755 + 107,017
Utah 279,426 302,848 + 23,422

Vermont 250,000 250,000 ***
Virginia 946,749 941,269 5,480
Washington 597,675 629,215 + 31,540
West Virginia 496,537 505,660 + 9,123
Wisconsin 908,626 862,858 45,768

Wyoming 250,000 250,000 ***
) ,l\merican Samoa 135,000 135,000 ***

Guam 135,000 135,000 ***
Puerto Rico 1,032,937 1,469,253 + 436,316
'!'rust Territory 135,000 171,247 + 36,247

Virgin Islands 135,000 135,000 ***
Northern Mariana

Islands 135,000 135,000 ***

***No Change

)
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DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES

PROTECTION AND ADVOCACY

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN FY 1983 AND FY 1984 ALLOCATIONS

)

,)

STATE

Alabama
Alaska
Az;~zona

Arkansas
California

Colorado
Connecticut
Delaware
District of Columbia
Florida

Georgia
Hawaii
Idaho
Illinois
Indiana

Iowa
Kansa s
Kentucky
Louisiana
Ha i ne

r-1a ryla nd
Massachusetts
Michigan
Hinnesota
Hississippi

Missouri
Montana
Nebraska
Nevada
New Hampshi re- .

New Jersey
New Mexico
New York
N'orth Carolina
North Dakota

FY 1983
ALLOCATION

146,004
50,000
68,145
83,284

537,634

70,090
83,679
50,000
50,000

243,819

170,520
50,000
50,000

297,128
166,981

92,544
68,844

136,447
139,085

50,000

107,799
169,945
267,082
120,422
102,644

157,207
50,000
50,459
50,000
50,000

194,137
50,000

527,983
20],624

50,000

FY 1984
ALLOCATION

170,896
50,000
86,240
98,461

650,109

77,562
89,421
50,000
50,000

314,155

209,200
50,000
50,000

340,163
193,419

101,860
74,214

160,262
160,294

50,000

12J.,703
181,267
306,410
132,495
119,609

177,656
50,000
53,868
50,000
50,000

212,932
52,210

568,215
241,227

50,000

DIFFERENCE

+ 24,892

***
+ 18,095
.+ 15,177
+ 112,475

+. 7,472
+ 5,742

***
***

+ 70,336

+ 38,680
***
***

+ 43,035
+ 26,438

+ 9,316
+ 5,370
+ 23,815
+ 21,209

***

+ 13,904
+ 11,322
+ 39,328
+ 12,073
+ 16,965

+ 20,449
*",*

+ 3,409
***
***

+ 18,795
+ 2,210
+ 40,232
+ 39,603

***




