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EditoO46 Note: A ct&oz-countuy ca,tavan oi d,4abZed peopte, many in wheet
cha%t4'u, uwit teave iAom San Rtancizco on Augu6t 15, to 6top kn major
citis ro& educationat and o&ganLzationat 'aL&e Z'n /suppott o6 human
lk4ghts 6o dLcabted peopte. They wiU joZn with simU2at catAavan4 6Iom
otheA. cities £ot a pubtic 6o.'um Zn Wa4thington, D.C., on SeptembeL 7-8-9.
The V-zab ed Amemican FLeedom Raty an ad hoc ptoject otganized by

Z peopte with phy6eic, 6e.noty, ot devt2opmentat dizabititiu,,teptuenieng
o | no .4pe.`ic dizabZed gtoupz ot otgaZn4zations. I.t a coutageou1
_ e.6pon4,e on behat6 o6 aU d6eabRed AmeAicans agaEnzt the Reagan

Advnin't'tation'4 ptopozed 35 bittion doZZ.ta cut Zn SedeAat 4pending 6o&
health and zociat and educationat 4sevZces and a.z6"tance. Contxibuwton,6

t aiate needed to 4Uppoht the cAtoz-countZy meeting4 and taUie,6 o6 the Bay
A/tea catavan. 1 yout unZon o'r Zabo.' otganization can hetp, ptea6e.

| contact MZchaet Pachovas act DAFR HeadquaAteA,, P.O. Box 4688, Be'ke2te CA.Ul #A 94704, oit cate him 6o&t wutheL Zn6oinamton at (4.15) 849-3098 oIt 549-2'2k2.
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I < | Disability in America

j X 36 million Americans are disabled - many from war, many from the
U LUI worlkplace, many from birth. Thousands have physical or mental handicaps
gx CZ that are simply inconceivable to most of those who are more fortunate.
<j And they have enormous social, educational and economic handicaps as well.

L<a The disabled are twice as likely as the average citizen to be unemployed
U1 | or underemployed - and the disproportionatley high percentage of minorities

LU = zI who are disabled face even tougher odds. Their access to full participation
in social and community life is limited by all types of restraints. Far

<z =: | too many of the disabled are still forced to live in dependency. Their
Q "equal rights" are continually a7bri-dged in our society.
Z

^ <_ | Beginning with the New Deal in the 1930's, the nation at least made a
t 6 start in recognizing the special problems of the disabled, and in trying to

u | allocate the resources and develop the programs that would help them.
26 Today, there are many specialized programs (which have come to be called
0 "categorical"), dealing with income maintenance, health care, housing, food,

>_ ~transportation, education, rehabil itat'ion, social serv'ices, employment,
CZ barrier removal, etc. The programs are often the only bridgethedisabled

I
L

0 have to try to cross over from dependency to a self-supporting life.
L z Further, many disabled look to federal support of research as the best long

LU term hope of curing a disease or dealing with a disabling condition.

YIL~rEE | While the programs which have developed over the past half century have
.sO indeed helped to build a bridge to connect the disabled back to community
t life, they have also come to depend more and more on federal budget

appropri'ations.
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The Reagan-Stockman Cuts

The Reagan Administration's proposals to cut the federal budget call for a
broad based reduction of support for most of the primary systems serving the
disabled - including cuts in Social Security disability insurance, Medicaid,
Medicare, vocational rehabilitation, developmental disability programs, crippled
children's services, mental health services, and education for handicapped children.
In addition, the Reagan-Stockman budget proposals severely cut all the secondary
and back-up systems serving disabled people along with broader groups - including
AFDC, food stamps, nutrition programs, student assistance and loans, legal
services, vocational and adult education programs and other support programs
for public education to mention only some of the cuts.

The reductions from prior budget estimates for the programs listed above,
as proposed by Reagan/Stockman, would total more than $35 billion initially, and
more than $55 billion annually by 1986.

Impact of the Cuts on the Disabled

Neither the Reagan Administration nor the Congress has made a thorough assess-
ment of the full impact on the disabled which would result from the adoption of all
the proposed budget cuts. The Administration's motivation is primarily political,
being based on the belief that the most vulnerable group in America is "too weak
and disorganized" to do anything about the budget cuts.

The major proposal now before Congress would end the 50-year evolution of the
"categorical" assistance concept, under which federal funds have been earmarked
for specific groups of disabled Americans, and for specific services and
assistance. It would substitute the block grant concept, and would return to the
states only 75% of the current level of federal assistance.

The states would then determine both the types and the levels of funding
required to assist the disabled. Unfortunately, the entire evolution of the
categorical concept at the federal level occurred because the states were unable
or unwilling to meet the service and assistance needs of the disabled. At every
step in the 50 year development of the federal programs, the needs and our
failure to meet them through state efforts were documented in hundreds of
volumes of studies, commission reports, public and legislative hearings. Reagan
and Stockman simply disregard the historical record.

The reduced level of federal funding proposed for state use in the form
of block grants would open the field of disabled assistance to political in-
fighting and would pit one program against another. The health care and rehabili-
tation needed by workers with asbestosis, for example, could become available
only at the expense of the help needed for crippled children's health services.

The combined effect of reduced funding and block grant politics would
result in returning more of the disabled to institutions, in increasing their
employment and health and rehabilitation and access problems, and in forcing
more of the semi-independent disabled into welfare status. The reductions in
one kind of program, like health care service or rehabilitation, will increase
costs in other programs like social service or income maintenance. Some of the
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most effective services for the disabled, like home health care, would never
reach about 50% of all U.S. counties which are not now covered. At least
600,000 people will never get any level of assistance if community mental
health programs are reduced as proposed. Further reductions in the crippled
children's program, which has already been drastically cut, will result in
more severely disabled adults. Proposed cuts in genetic disease programs
will lead to more birth defects. None of this has any relationship either to
the needs of disabled Americans or to any kind of cost effectiveness.

The Independent Living Program funded by the federal Rehabilitation Act
has been successful in establishing centers with comprehensive services, including
counselling, housing, job placement, attendant care, and physical rehabilitation,
to enhance the ability of handicapped people to live independently and function
in the community. Funding of the centers would be reduced from 5 billion to 3.8
billion. No increase in funding would be possible for a three year period, but
the states could further reduce funding for these centers, and would probably be
forced to do so.

The educational block grant legislation proposed by Reagan would repeal the
Education for All Handicapped Children Act, which served over 4 million children
in the 1979-80 school year. School systems would not be required to maintain
their current financial efforts to educate handicapped children - nor would
they be able to do so in California.

The above are only a few examples of the impact of Reagan and Stockman on the
nation's disabled. The actual impact of the cuts is so far reaching that even the
blind who have established vending stand businesses in public buildings would lose
their state vocational rehabilitation support. Is it our purpose to put them out
of business? Will that help us in the long run?
Who Cares?

In their budget proposals, Reagan and Stockman rely on the theory and the
hope that long run economic recovery in the private sector will compensate
Americans for services and assistance to be eliminated from government programs.
Perhaps the theory will actually work in practice for those who are able bodied
and readily employable. But it holds out no possibilities or hope for disabled
Vietnam veterans, or crippled children, or black lung victims or blind stand
vendors, or indeed for the majority of disabled Americans who need a bridge to
help them back to the mainstream of -social life,-and work life, and community life.

The American people are either badly misinformed about the nature of the
Reagan/Stockman budget cuts and the impact they will have on disabled Americans
or they have simply become heartless and careless about our treatment of those
who most need a helping hand. Perhaps there is no political constituency for
the disabled, even Vietnam veterans, and perhaps nothing counts but political clout.

The caravans of handicapped participants in the Disabled American Freedom
Rally, including the Bay Area caravan which will start cross-country August 15,
will try to inform the people. We salute their courage, and wish them every
success. We need to show them that many still care, and want to help.

--Bruce Poyer
Thiz atticte doeu not neee6-6aAity uepueent the opiLnion o6 the CenteA 6o'i. Laboii
R&seawLch and Educaeion, the Inst&tute o6 Indu6tAiat Retionzs, ot the Univeuity
o6 Cati6ounia. The authom " zotety ueiponzibte 6ot ct6 contentz. Labo&. Qigani-zationis and theZi p zez a6zoca-tez aAe encowuaged to &ep&oduce 6o' 6wtheu
di.tuibution any mateiaLs eLn thez tepotL.


