
308,000 women beneficmrms had fewer than 8 
years of educatmn By mterpolatm from table I 
the standard error 1s 24 percent Thus mth 
95-percent confidence the proportlon of women 
benefiaarles wth less than 8 years of educatmn 
hes between 8 2 percent and 17 8 percent 

To make a rough determmat~on of the statw 
txal s~gruficance of the chfference between two 
Independent percentages, find estnnntes of the 
standard errors of the percentages m question 
m table I; square these standard errors to get 

vansnces; add the var,ances, and take the square 
root of this sum to get the standard error of the 
difference If the absolute chfference between the 
two percentages IS greater than twxe the standard 
error of the d&xence, they are sad to be slg- 
mficantly d&rent from one another at the 95s 
percent level 

If, for example, from table I the 8-pant chf- 
erence between the proportion of women bene- 
ficmr~es wlt,h fewer than 8 years of formal 
educutlon (13 percent) and that of expermnced 
women Rorkers at that educational level (5 per- 
cent) 1s to be exammed for stat&& s~gmficance, 
the standard error of the d&rence 1s computed 
as follows Take the square root of the sum of 
24 squared plus 02 squared, or the square root 
of 5 8, rlnch equals 24 Smce the absolute 
chfference (8 0) IS 3 3 tunes the standard error 
of the d&rence (2 4), t,he proportion of women 
beneficlnrles 1s ad to be slgmficantly lugher 
than that of all experuaced women workers at 
t,he 95-percent level 

Notes and Brief Reports 

Soaal Security Beneficlarxs Wtth 
Spanish Surnames m the Southwest* 

Some mformntlon on the charactenstlcs of 
socml security beneficmrles of Spnmsh orlgm 
can be gamed from exammmg the program dntn 
m St&es with slznble populatmns of Spamsh 
h&age and compnrmg them with other bene- 
fmsrms 1x1 those States Such companions have 
been made for five Southwestern States-Arizona, 
C&forma, Colorado, New Mexmo, and Texas 1 

*Prepared by George Stepanovich, DIvIsIon of OASDI 
Studm The beneficiary data file was fmllnred by Walter 
E Kelney and John W Wagner ai the Statmticnl Ofma- 

The data we derived from the Socml Security 
Adnumstrat~on’s master beneficmry record, l%lnch 
contnms detnlled mformatlon for all beneficuuxs 
The concept of the Spnmsh “eurmune” as defined 
m the 1970 Ilecenn~al Census data nas used here 
~mce persons of Spnmsh background could not 
other\xIse be ldent&d m the beneficwy record 
Matchmg the surnnmes m the beneficuwy dntn 
nlth the hst of Spamsh surnames cornpIled by the 
Bureilu of the Census made It possible to assemble 
mformaon for the five Southnestern States 
studvzd 

At the end of June 1972, 44 mllhon benefi- 
CKXES resldmg m these States were recewng 
monthly soanl security benefits amountmg to 
$49’72 nnlhon (table 1) About 442,000-or 1 m 
IO of nil those recewmg benefits-had Spnmsh 
surnames, and then monthly benefits amounted 
to $38 5 nulhon or 8 percent of total pnyments 
m the Southwest group About 82 percent of the 
Spnmsh-surnamed nere old-age and SUPYIYOI‘S 
msurnnce (OASI) beneficmrles and 89 percent 
of the others IGghty-five percent of the total 



TABLE 1 -Number and amount of OASDI benefits m current-payment status for Spmsh-mrnamed and for other beneficmm 
,n five States.l bv t,ve of ~rwrmn. June 1972 

payments to the Spamsh-surnamed group and 8Q OASI beneficmrw appear, as expected, m Cab- 
percent of those gang to t,he other beneficmr~es fornm and Texas (table 2) About 45 percent 
were for OASI benefits of those \11th Spnnmh surnames and 56 percent 

of those vathoot Spanuh surnames readed m 
Cahfornm; 38 percent of the former and 31 per- 

BENEFITS UNDER OASI PROGRAM cent of the latter hved m Texas Also to be 

Of all OASI beneficmrms m the five South- 
expected, Cahfornm and Texns had the greatest 

western States at the end of June 1972, 9 3 per- 
shares of the total amount of OASI benefit p&y- 

cent had Sparush surnames, these beneficmrw 
mats m the five-State group 

accounted for 7 4 percent of the monthly benefits 
Cshfornm had relat,lvely more r&red-worker, 

bang pald for that month 
wdow and wdower, and specml age-72 benefim- 
arks than the other four States Texas had the 

State Distrtbution 

largest proportions of vaves and husbands, CM- 
dren, wdowed mothers, and parents With respect 
to the chstrlbutlon of the total benefit amount 

In the group of five Southx%estern States, paId-for both surname groups-Cahfornm had 
t,he largest concentrations of Spamsh-surnamed the largest and Texas the next largest proportion 

Tnsm 2 -Number of current1 
St&a, by type of benefiomy, Y 

payable OASI benefits for Spamsh-surnsmed and for other benefiomnes m five Southwestern 
une 1972 



for *each beneficmry category except parents, 
where the order was rmersed for the Spsmsh- 
surnamed 

Rapresentahon Wlthin Benefit Category 

Among these five states, the t\\-0 surnwne 
groups chffered markedly m the chstrlbutmn 
pattern for the mchwdual benefit cntegorw For 
the non-Spanish-surnamed group, the largest pro- 
portmns (93 percent) nere found among the 
Rldorn-and-wdower and the speclsl age-72 bene- 
ficmnes, with r&red-uorker and wfe benefia- 
arles next The proportmn of Spanish-surnamed 
benefiolanes was lughest among those gettmg 
parent’s benefits (20 percent), and wdoned 
mother’s benefits (19 percent) 

New Mexm, the State ~11th the smallest number 
of OASI benefiaanes, had the largest proportmn 
(26 percent) of Spamsh-surnnmed beneficmnes 
overall-as veil as m each benefit category (from 
22 percent for retxed aorkers t,o M percent for 
parents) Texas, wth the second largest number 
of OASI benefic~nnes, also had the second largest 
proportmn who were Spamsh-surnamed 

Those wth Spamsh surnames accounted for a 
considerably larger proportIon of total monthly 
benefit payments m New Mexico (22 percent) 
than in the other four Southnestern States The 
range for those States nas from 6 percent m 
Colorado to 8 percent in Texas 

Type of Beneficmry Wlthm State 

Comparison of the &strlbutmns for the two 
surname groups by type of beneficmry at the end 
of June 1972 shows significant dlfforences m the 
proportmn of r&red-aorker and clnld benefi- 
manes In each of the five States, t,o an nppre- 
cmble degree, r&red workers n we relntlvely 
fever and chddren were r&t&y more numreous 
among the Spnmsh-surnamed than among the 
other beneficmrw The dlstrlbutmn of the total 
benefit amount psid for that month reveals the 
same pattern wth respect to r&red-vorker and 
chxld beneficxw~es 

Average Monthly Benefit 

At the end of June 1972, the average monthly 
benefit amount bang pad t,o Spemsh-surnamed 

benefianr~es was considerably lower for each of 
the benefit categories than the correspondmg 
sverages for the other beneficmrms The average 
amount bang pald to the Spanish-surnamed 
ranged from $5320 for W~Y~S and husbands to 
$116 40 for retwed workers, for the other surname 
group, t,he range w&s from $60 30 to $132 20 for 
the sane benefit cntegormsz (table 3) 

In each of t.he benefit categories, average 
monthly benefit amounts were lughest m Cah- 
forma for the Span&surnamed beneficwms 
and for the non-Spanish-surnamed beneficmrles 
as well (except the retwed-worker benefit, winch 
was lug-h& m Aruona) Except for rankmg 
fourth nlth respect to widow and mldower bene- 
fits, Texas shoaed the loaent averages for those 
R Ith Spamsh surnunes 

The difference betueen the average benefit 
nmount payable t,o Spamsh-surnamed retwed- 
norker beneficiaries and that payable to othex 
r&red-worker beneficlarms varied sugmficantly 
among the States, rangmg from $9 10 ,n Cah- 
forma to $24 30 m New Mex~o For the other 
categories, the &fference between the two surname 
groups was smallest for parent beneficmnes ln 
every State and largest for cluld benefiaar~es ,n 
every State except NW Mex~o 

BENEFITS UNDER DI PROGRAM 

Of the 530,300 DI benefiwwes m the five 
Southwestern States, about 80,000 or 15 percent 
had Spamsh surnames (table 4) Tins surname 
group accounted for a lower proportmn of the 
total benefit amounts pnld for June 1972, both 
overall and m each benefit category, than they 
did as a percentage of the total number of 
beneficmr~es hvmg m these Southwestern States 

State Dlrtributmn 

&a&s bang paid to chsabled workers and 
thar enWed dependents under the cbsalxhty 
msurance (DI) program show many of the same 
dlstnbutlon patterns ns under OASI for Spamsh- 



Tasm 3-Totsl and average monthly amount of currently payable OASI benefits for Spsmh-surnamed and for other 
beneficw,ea m five Southwestern States, by type of benefiwary, June 1972 

surnamed beneficmr~es m these five Southwest,ern 
States at the end of June 1972 As for OASI 
beneficmrles m these States, the largest concen- 
tratlons of those wth Spamsh surnames are m 
C&forma (49 percent) and Texas (32 percent), 
the correspondmg proportmns for the non- 
Spamsh-surnamed are 58 percent and 29 percent, 
respectwely For both surname groups, the largest 
shares of total benefit payments m the five-State 
group are also found m C&forma and Texas, 
with C&forma’s percentage for non-Spamsh- 
surnamed beneficmrvas shghtly lugher than that 
for the Spamsh-surnamed As r, percentage of all 
Spamsh-surnamed DI beneficmrles m the five 
States and of the total amount of such benefits 
paId, the Awxma group was the lowest, New 
Mexxo had the lowest proportmn for the other 
beneficmrms 

Representdon WIthIn Benefit Category 

Spamsh-surnamed DI beneficuxrles made up 
a,s much as 40 percent of the DI beneficmrles 
resldmg m New Mexico and as llttle as 12 per- 
cent of those hvmg m Argons Although Cah- 
forma had the largest number of Spamsh-sur- 
named benefiaanes, the proportmn of Spamsh- 
surnamed DI beneficlarles m that State was only 
13 percent-not much larger than that for 
AITZOlXi 

The percentage of DI beneficmrxs with 
Spamsh surnames varied from State to State, but 
for all States It was larger for spouses and chd- 
dren than for disabled workers In Anzona- 
the State with the lowest proportmn of Spamsh- 
surnamed beneficwlesthat group comprised 9 
percent of all disabled-worker beneficlanes, 16 



TABLX 4-Number of currently payable DI benefits for 
Spamsh-surnamed snd for other benefiasnes m five Sauth- 
western States, by type of beneficmry, June ,972 

percent of t,he spouses, and 17 percent of the 
clnldren Tlnrty-two percent of the dlsnbled- 
worker benefiaarvzs m New Iviexxo-the St& 
havmg t,he highest proportion wth Span& SUP 
names-were in the Spamsh-surnamed group, 45 
percent of the spouses, and 46 percent of the 
clnldren 

The proportion of the total monthly benefit 
amount payable to Spamsh-surnamed beneficw~es 
also vnrmd from State to State It pitis lovest 
(9 percent) m Armona and highest (32 percent) 
m New Meaco Here, too, the proportIon of the 
amount payable m each benefit category to 
Spnnlsh-surnamed beneficmrles was larger for 
spouses and eluldren than for dwbled norkers 

Type of Beneficiary Within State 

Substantml chfferences between the Sp~msh- 
surnamed and the non-Spamsh-surnamed bene- 
ficmrms are also revealed m the compnrlson of 
the data on benefits bang pad m June 1972 to 
disabled-workers rend theu dependents m the five 
Southwestern States Among the Spnmsh-named, 
40 percent of these beneficuw~s were &sabled 
workers and 47 percent were cluldren Ehxty 
percent of the other surname group were chsnbled 
workers, and only 31 percent were chddren 

Dlssbled-worker and chdd benefiaar~es w- 
counted for 74 percent and 19 percent, respec- 
Wely, of the total benefit amount payable m 

62 

TABLE 5 -Total and severs, 
DI benefits for Spamsh-surn 
I” five Southwestern statea, I 

- 

June 1972 to the Spsmsh-surnamed beneficuw~es 
For the non-Spamsh-surnamed beneficlanes, the 
correspondmg proportions were 83 percent and 
13 percent. 

In each of the five States, the proportion 
of chsabled workers was appreuably smaller and 
the proportIon of clnldren apprecmbly larger 
among the Spamsh-surnamed benefiaar~es than 
among the other benefiaary group For disabled 
workers, the proportmns for the Spamsh-sur- 
named rnnged from 34 percent m New Mexexwo 
to 43 percent m Cahfonua; for the non-Spamsh- 
surnamed, the range was from 48 percent in 
New Mexmo to 62 *percent m Cnhforma The 
pattern of the dlstrlbutmn by type of beneficiary 
for the total amount of monthly benefits closely 
paralleled that for the number of beneficmries 



Average Monthly Ben&if 

As for OASI benefits, the average monthly 
benefit amount bang pald to Span&surnamed 
DI beneficmrles varied considerably among the 
five States, and mlthm the States they were 
apprecmbly less than the correspondmg averages 
for the other beneficmrles The average dls- 
abled-worker benefit was highest m Cnhforma 
and lowest m Texas for both surnnme groups 
(table 5) 

The average monthly benefit amount for wwes 
and husbands of dlsnbled workers n as highest m 
Arizona and lowest m Texas for the Spsmsh- 
surnamed benefiaanes It was highest m Call- 
forma and lowest m New Mexico for the others 
The States reglstermg the highest snd lowst 
average monthly ben&s for that category mere 
C&forma and Texas among those with Sp~msh 
surnames and C&forma and New Mexico among 
the non-Spamsh-surnamed 

Comment 

Readers of the BULLETIN ml11 nant to note 
the comment by Robert J Myers, the former 
Chmf Actuary of the Socud Security Admmlstra- 
tlon, about a statement m “Social Security m the 
Commg Decade,” 11, the March 1976 BULLETIN 
In n letter sent to the Office of Research and 
Statlstlcs, Blr Myers says 

PROGRAM OPERATIONS 

beneficmrles Supplementary medud msurance 
(WI) benefits amounted to $429 3 nulhon Pre- 
hmmnry estmmtes mdlcate that mtermedw-les 
nnd carriers althdre~ $12 3 bIllIon and $47 
billion, respectwely, from the hospital and medl- 
cal msurance trust funds durmg fiscal year 1976 

Soaal Security Admmlstratlon records, as of 
June 26, 1976, show that 86 nulllon bills were 
approved and $9 2 bllbon \1 as reunbursed under 
HI m the first 10 months of fiscal year 1976 The 
nvernge amount rennbursed was $1,224 per m- 
pat,lent hospltnl bill (all hospltals), $140 per home 
health bill, and $489 per skdled-nuwng fumhty 
bill Approxnnntely 91 percent of approved bills 
and amounts reunbursed during June 1976 were 
for Servxes rendered t,o persons aged 65 and over 
The remammg 9 percent was for disabled per- 
sons who quahfy for Medicare under the 1972 
amendments to the Social Security Act 

Short-stay lroypltal bdls nccountcd fo1 83 per- 
cent of all bills approved and 95 percent of total 
rennbursements under III dung the first 10 
months of fiscal year 1976 The average reun- 
bursement per short-stay hospital bill aas $1,644 
nnd covered 75 percent of total hoapltnl charges 
Covered days of care per mpahent short-stay 
hospital bill averaged 10 5 days, 10 6 days for the 
aged, and 9 9 days for the dlsnbled 

Prelmnnnry estnnntes shou 809 rmlhon bills 
recorded under SMI as of June 26,1976 Of these 
bdls 76 percent were fol physm~ans’ serv~es, 14 
percent for outpnt1ent 11osp1tn1 serwces, 3 per- 
cent for Independent laborntory services, 1 per- 
cent fol home henlth serv~es, and 6 percent 
for nll other services SIG1 rambursements totaled 
$4 1 bdllon nnd averaged $51 per bdl About 91 
percent of all bdls and 86 percent of total reun- 
bursements under SMI were for serv~es ren- 
dered to the aged, the remammg amounts were 
for serv~es to disabled beneficmrw 

SSI Payments 

Federally admmzstered paymmts -The num- 
ber of persons who recewed SSI payments 
amounted to 4,308,OOO dung June 1976 This 
total represented a declme of about 21,000 from 

(Contznund on page 55, 


