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Digest , 
This study into the use of all types of health services of people 

in Towanda, county seat of Bradford county, and Coudersport, 
county seat of Potter county, and the areas surrounding each 
borough, involved a survey of 1071 families and 3684 individuals. 
These were classified by residence as borough, rural farm, and rural 
nonfarm; by income; and by education. 

Illnesses and accidents occurred at about the same rates for the 
two communities with no significant difference between the resi
dent classes. Doctors made fewer home calls per illness in rural 
areas; borough residents had more cases hospitalized. 

There was no significant difference between the percentages of 
borough and rural births occurring in hospitals, both being extreme
ly high with 94 per cent of all births hospitalized. Only I per cent 
of all illnesses invoh·ed nursing services in either community. . 

Persons receiving dental treatments reached very low per
centages with borough populations highest and rural nonfarm low
est. Extractions represented a large proportion of rural treatments. 

It was found that rural parents were less apt to have their chil
dren's physical defects corrected than were borough parents, even 
though rural children were in greater need of corrections. The 
majority of all families in both communities used unprescribed drug 
store remedies, rural use of home-prepared remedies being slightly 
above that of the borough. 

Insurance coverage for illness, accident, hospitalization. and 
death was much greater for urban than for rural families. Borough 
costs of total health services were generally higher than rural costs. 

Study of the factors affecting the use of health services within 
the two health communities revealed that: 

1. Distance from the doctor was not important. 
2. Differences in home call cost which increase with distance from the 

doctor did not prevent use of the doctor. 
3. Age affected the need and use of health services. 
4. Educational cJass of the family head was not important so far as 

percentage of persons ill and of i11ness attended was concerned, but the per
centage of those persons receiving dental treatment increased directly with 
educational class of the familY head. 

5. Despite the educational class involved, rural areas were lower in use 
of dental treatment than borough areas. 

6. \Vithin the Towanda and Coudersport health communities the per
centages of unattended illnesses was significantly greater among those families 
using unprescribed remedies. 

7. Income class had no important effect on the percentage of illnesses at
tended; however, a slightly lower percentage of these were in the $1000-$1999 
income class. 

8. Numb-er of physicians' calls per attended illness and income class 
showed no consistent relationship. · 

9. \Vhen income class increased there was an increase in the percentage 
of persons receiving dental treat~ent in borough, farm, and nonfarm areas. 

10. Low income groups, below $2000, without exception, bore the heaviest 
load of all health service expenses. 



The Use of Health·-S~J;_yices 
In Two Northet'll Pennsylvania Communities* 

RUTH M. CoNNOR AND vVILLIAM G. MATHER t 
This study was designed to determine the effect of distance 

fron1 the health service, cost of such service, income, education, and 
habits of self-medication on the use of medical, dental. and hospital 
facilities in the Towanda and Coudersport communities, and the 
difference between borough and rural populations in these respects. 

A similar study of "The Use of Health Services in Two South
ern Pennsylvania Communities" was made in 1946 and published 
under. that title as Bulletin 504, July 1948. These southern com
munities, Shippensburg and Gettysburg, have a warmer climate 
and gently rolling land on which fruit-growing and general farming 
predominate around the slightly larger borough centers. The north
ern communities are in a higher. altitude and latitude with very 
rough terrain. 

The two studies together involved four sociological communi
ties in which rural populations obtained health services at four 
borough centers. A total of 863 borough families, or 3138 persons, 
and 1184 rural families, or 4213 persons, totalling 2047 families, or 
7351 persons, were interviewed. They formed approximately 18 to 
20 per cent of the population in the four health service areas. 

In spite of this large number of cases, however, only four com
munities were studied, and the findings may or may not be 
applicable to other communities or to other states. 

Method of Study 
The communities of Towanda and Coudersport, located in the 

similar agricultural countjes of Bradford and Potter, were selected 
for study, with the help of an advisory committee of professional 
and state government agencies representing the Pennsylvania State 
Dental Society, the Hospital Association of Pennsylvania, the 
Medical Society of the State of Pennsylvania, the Pennsylvania 
Tuberculosis Society, and the State Departments of Health, Public 
Assistance, and \N elfare. The boundary of each area was drawn on 
a county map at the point along roadways where half of the families 
received health services in the community center and the other half 
went elsewhere. Interviewers determined this boundary by ques-
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tioning families along the main arteries of transportation until ~h.ey 
found families which secured health services in other commumttes 
rather than Towanda or Coudersport. The areas within these 
boundaries will be referred to in this bulletin as the respective 
health communities. 

vVithin the boundary of each community a 20 per ceut sample 
of rural households was selected. Using county maps indicating 
the location of every rural farm or nonfarm house, a circle was 
drawn about each cluster of five or six houses as indicated by 
stream and road patterns. The clusters were numbered spirally 
outward from the community center. Health records were taken 
for all households within every fifth cluster. 

Information was gathered by personal interview, recorcjs for 
Towanda being taken in the summer ·of 1947 and for Coudersport 
in the summer of 1948. 

Doctors and dentists within the health communities were noti
fied by the Medical Society of the State of Pennsylvania and The 
Dental Association concerning the surveys to be made. Letters of 
explanation were written to local hospitals, State Offices of Public 
Assistance and Public Health nurses. Local newspapers published 
articles during each survey period informing the communities of the 
survey and questions being asked. 

The Schedule 

A two-page schedule was used to obtain the necessary data. 
Questions were classified into two types: those pertaining to the 
family unit and those pertaining to individuals within that unit. 
The information obtained from each household was: tenure of the 
family; last year of school completed by family head; income of 
family head; distance from such health services as doctor, hospital, 
drugstore, and dentist; distance to the trading center; government 
assistance received; physician's charge for a home call; number of 
children born during the last 24 months; and the use or nonuse of 
prescribed, unprescribed, and home remedies by the family. In
dividual data consisted of age; types of insurance held; number and 
nature of attended and unattended illnesses; number and cost of 
office and home calls; number, nature, and cost of hospitalizations 
and clinical care; and number of dentures, cleanings, extractions, 
and fillings, with cost. School health and dental examinations were 
recorded and corrections were suggested by the examiner, and the 
type of action taken by the family was noted on individual child 
records. All this information was. secured for the 12 preceding 
months except as indicated. Records of the number of maternitv 
cases, pre- and post-natal visits, and maternity cost of physician an;! 
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hospital over a 24-month period were taken for the individuals con
cerned. 

Six hundred and sixty-six family records consisting of 232 
borough, 204 rural farm, and 203 rural nonfarm families were 
secured in the Towanda health community and 405 family records 
consisting of 168 borough, 75 rural farm, and 162 rural nonfarm 
records were secured in the Coudersport health community. A 
total of 2321 individual records of which 782 were borough, 703 
rural farm, and 836 rural nonfarm were taken in Towanda; and a 
total of 1363 individual records of which 763 were borough, 257 
rural farm, and 343 rural nonfarm were taken in Coudersport. The 
total survey population consisted of 1071 families and 3684 in
dividuals. 

The People 
THEIR RESIDENCE AND NuMBERS 

According to the 1940 census, the population of Towanda 
borough was 4154 and of Coudersport borough, 3197. The health 
community boundary of Towanda enclosed approximately 376 
square miles and that of Coudersport 283 square miles. 

Two hundred and four Towanda families or 703 persons and 75 
Coudersport families or 257 persons were engaged in farming as an 
occupation. Two hundred and thirty Towanda families, 836 persons, 
and 162 Coudersport families, 343 persons, were living in the open 
country or in small villages and filling nonfarm positions, table 1. 

THEIR AGE 
Rural families contained more persons under 20 years of age 

than borough families, as is typical of rural-borough population dif
ferences. The percentage of borough families having persons be
tween the ages of 20 and 40 was greater than in the rural farm and 
nonfarm families. Persons 60 years and over were slightly less 
numerous than persons between the ages of 40 and 60, table 2. 

THEIR EDUCATION 
About half as many rural family heads had attended college as 

borough family heads. Forty-two per cent of the borough and 36 
per cent of the rural family heads had attended high school. Forty
six per cent of the rural family heads and 33 per cent of the borough 
family heads had ended their formal schooling between the fifth and 
eighth grades, table 3. 

THEIR INCOME 
Rural farm income in both Towanda and Coudersport health 

communities was derived primarily from dairying with poultry, 
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livestock. and fi eld c rop enterprises in combination or o f slightly 
less importance. (The widely kn own potato area of Potter county 
was largely outside the Coudersport health sen ·ice area.) A g ro w
ing nonfarm popu la tion commuted from the surrounding rural areas 
t o work in manufacturing plants in the boroughs. 

Families with reported incomes of less than $1000 a year ap
peared a lmost twice as o ften in th e rura l areas as in the bo roughs. 
Incomes of more than $4000 appeared only half as frequently among 
rura l fa1nilies. T he la rgest percentage o f boroug h income appea red 
in the $2000 to $3000 c lass, while the la rgest percentage in the rural 
farm group appeared in the $1000 to $2000 class, table 4. 

No comparisons may be accurately drawn between rural farm 
families and rural nonfarm and borough famili es o n an income basis. 
Incomes o f borough and rural nonfarm families large ly represent 
cash; much farm income is in the form of farm priv ileges . such as 
rent fo r usc o f ho use, food and fuel consumed. items having Yalua
tion which are difficult to estimate. Interest on the use o f farm 
capital-land , buildings, mac hinery, and livestock-is al so difficult 
for farm respond ents to compute. H owever. th e s imilarity of the 
trends o f health service use between borough. rural nonfarm and 
farm income groups suggests reasonable accuracy. 

Health Services Available 
P HYSI CIANS 

T owanda borough had five doctors in acti ve practice. \\ ' ithin 
the community four active doctors and one retired were located in 
smaller centers. Coudersport borough had s ix active doctors and 
one retired . A doctor from Emporium, had an o ffice open se ,·eral 
days a week in Austin, within the Co udersport community bo rder. 
One doctor fro m U lysses was on the sta ff o f the county hospital in 
Coudersport. This means that the T o wanda medical co mmunity 

tl 1~1 . I I. 
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Fig. 1-Percentage of families and persons reporting illness or accident. 
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had approximately I doctor per 1300 persons and the Couder~port 
medical community had 1 per 900 persons. The State of Pennsyl
vania had 1 registered doctor for every 700 persons in 19~7. The 
load per physician in Coudersport was light compared to that in 
Towanda. 

HosPITALS 

Towanda had no hospital but a small nursing home wa~ u~ed 
for maternity and emergency cases. The 300-bed hospital in Sayre, 
19 miles from the community center, was used by the people in 
that area . 

. Coudersport had a small hospital with 43 beds. Many of the 
persons interviewed in the Coudersport area traveled to the ho~pital 
in Sayre, a distance well over 100 miles, for specialized hospital 
services. 

NURSES 
The Coudersport Health Community had the service~ of a 

school nurse and a county health nurse and her assistant. The 
Towanda community had school nurses available as well as the 
services of a county nurse. 

DENTISTS 
The Towanda health commtmity had seven dentists-~ix in 

Towanda borough and one in a smaller center-or I for every 1600 
persons in the area. The community had the services of a dental 
hygienist in some of its rural schools. 

The Coudersport community had seven dentists, or I for every 
974 persons in the area. 

Occurrence of Illness or Accident 
An illness or accident was defined as any symptom, injury, or 

disorder which prevented a person from doing his usual duties for 
one or more days, or for which some type of health service, other 
than dental or optical, was received. 

The percentage of borough families reporting illness or acci
dent, over a yearly period, was very slightly greater than rurat farm 
and nonfarm. Illnesses or accidents were reported as having oc
curred in 88 per cent of the borough families and 84 per cent of the 
rural families. There was no significant difference between the per
centages of borough, farm, and nonfarm persons reporting illnesses 
or accidents. Fifty-four per cent of borough and 54 per cent of rural 
persons were affected, table 1 and fig. 1. 
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Fig. 2.-Percentage of illnesses or accidents attended by a physician. 

Use of Doctors 
The difference was s lig ht between the T owanda and Couders

port hea lth communities a s far a s use of doctors was concerned. 
Seventy-fi v:! per cent of th e tota l number o f illnesses in the sample 
population were attend ed by a physic ian. The percentage o f ill
nesses a ttended by a phys ic ia n was only lig htly higher among the 
rural nonfa rm ca es. The percentage o f a ttended illnesses was 
s lightly higher among the Coudersport farm a nd n onfarm families 
than in T o wanda, whil e the percentage o f treated illnesses was 
hig her in T o wanda boro ug h th a n in Coudersport borou g h, table 5 
and fi g. 2. 

P hy -ic ians in bo th hea lth communities made an average of 6.2 
office calb a nd 1.3 hom e calls per attended illness. An average of 
7.5 ph ysic ia n ca ll ~ o f a ll types we re made per attended illness, table 
5. \\'hil e th e to ta l number o f ca lls per attended illness was es
sentially th e sam e for borough a nd rural populations, the rural 
pati ent called at the doc tor 's o ffice relati,·ely mo re often than did 
t he boroug h patient a nd. corn-crsely. ca ll ed the doctor to his home 
less frequentl y, ta ble 6 a nd fi g . 3. 

Use of Hospitals 
FoR lLLl'/Ess 

\Vithin the To\\'anda-Couder~port hea lth communtttes it was 
found that out of 2508 illnesses, 353 o r 14 per cent of all illnesses 
were ho~pita lized . T he percentage o f fa rm and nonfarm illnesses 
ho ·pitali zed in T o wa nda borough wa~ less than those hospitalized 
in Coudersport bo roug h . The percentage of cases hospitalized in 
the borough ~ was ~ lightly higher than in the rural a reas, table 6 
and fig. 4. 

F oR MATER!'\ ITY CAsEs 

There wa. no s ig nificant difference between the percentage o f 
borough and rura l births occurrin g in hospital s. Ninet y-four per 
cent of a ll birth in the entire sa mpl e popu lation were hospitalized. 
N inety-eig ht per cent o f a ll borough ca es and 91 per cent o f a ll 
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Fig. 3.-Number of home and office calls per attended illness. 

rural cases were hospitalized. Couder port boroug h and nonfarm 
groups showed higher percentages of ho pita! births than did the 
same group in T owanda areas. T he small number of rural farm 
maternity case in the Coudersport sample made compari son with 
T owanda rura l farm births unreliable, table 7 and fig. 5. T owanda 
and Coudersport both had facilities fo r hospita lizing maternity 
cases. 

F o R C LI N I CAL SERVICEs 

The out-patient department or clinics in both T owanda and 
Coudersport were relath·ely undeveloped. O nl y 9 per cent of the 
total number of illnesses in both communities secured out-patien t 
services. Use of out-patient services was g reater among Couders
port borough and rural nonfarm families than in T owanda . Use of 
out-patient care is significantly less in the rural farm cases than in 
the borough or nonfarm, table 8. 

Use of Nurses 
Lack of adequate special nurs ing ser vices was apparent when 

the number of available nurses in each health community was con
sidered. Only 1 per cent of illnesses involved spec ial nursing service 
in either community. Two per cent of borough illnesses in volved 
nursing ser vices compared to les than .5 per cent of rural farm 
.::ases and 1 per cent of rural nonfarm cases. table 9. 

HOSPITAL 

o[ffi]o 
0 10 zo JO 40 ~0 60 10 eo 90 100 

Fig. 4.-Percentage of illnesses or accidents receiving hospital treatment. 
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Fig. 5.-Percentage of births occurring in hospitals. 

Use of Dentists 
.-\dequa te dental care in any community would necessitate at 

least one vis it per person to a den ti st per year. The percentage of 
persons receiving dental t reatment in the total sample population 
is in general low, with the boroug h po pulation hi g hest and the rura l 
nonfa rm lowest. The difference between bo rough and t otal rura l 
is statis ticall y s ig nificant as checked by the chi square test , which 
indicated a less than 1 out o f 100 chance o f the differ ence being 
accidental. Twenty-nine per cent of the to tal sample population re
cei,·ed dental treatment, tabl e 10 and fig. 6. 

A difference was found in the kinds of dental treatment re
ceh·ed. Cleanings represented a very small frac tion of the denta l 
work done, particul a rly among the rural populatio n ; 9 per cent of 
boro ug h treatments, 3 per cent o f rural farm treatments a nd 4 per 
cent u f rura l nonfa rm treatments were cleanings. E xtractions were 
much more common in rura l than in boroug h areas, 47 per cen t of 
rural treatments and 24 per cent of borough treatments being ex
tractions. Three per cent of treatments in th e two communities were 
dentures and 54 per cent were fillings, table 11. 

Use of Unprescribed Drug Store Remedies 
N inety-three per cent o f all families in both communities used 

unpre crib ed drug sto re remedies. A g reat er percentage of families 
in a ll Couderspo rt residence-types used preparations other tha n 
aspirin . table 12 and fi g . 7. 

Use of Home-Prepared Remedies 
Ho me-prepared remedies ranged from the s imple to the com

plex. from turpentine for the treatment of colds to boiled toads with 
lettuce for the trea tm ent of arthritis. Thirty-six per cent o f the 

\f r~1 
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Fig. G.-Percentage of persons reporting dental treatment. 
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Fig. 7.-Percentage of families using unprescribed drug s tore 
remedies other than aspirin. 
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families in the T owanda and Coudersport health communiti es used 
home-prepared medicines. vVhil e there wa no sig nificant d ifference 
bet\\"een the percentage of bo rough and rura l famili e u ing home
prepared remedies, totals t ended to hide difference between the 
T o \\"anda and Couder port communiti es. O nl y 23 per cent of the 
families in Towanda borough u ed home remedie- wh ile 52 per cent 
of the fami lies in Coudersport applied them. Similar d iffe rences, 
emphasizing significantly g reater use of home prepara tion in the 
Coudersport health area than in T owanda, were noted in rural 
farm and rural nonfarm data, table 13 and fig . 8. 

Use of School Health Examination 
According to Pennsylvania law, school child ren mu t have 

hea lth and dental examinations every two years. Records of re ult. 
a re sent to the parents for action. A tota l of 440 children of the 
sample families were gi,·en health examinations in the two health 
communities and 298 were g iven dental examinations, tables 14 and 
15 and figs. 9 and 10. 

Forty-eight per cent of the children g i,·en hea lth examina tion 
were iound needing correction and 49 per cent of these had their 
defects corrected. R ural parents were less apt to have their chil
dren 's defects correct ed than were borough parent , and rural chil
dren \\"ere more likely to need correction. 

T hirty-seven per cent of the children given denta l examination 
were found in need of correction and 51 per cent of these had their 
defects correct ed. The rural g roup was found much more in need of 
correction than the borough g roup. 

Use of Insurance 
One thou and three hundred and thirty- ix per ons 12 yea rs 

of age and over m the T owanda medica l community and 591 111 

0 10 20 30 40 ~0 60 70 eo 90 100 

F ig. B.-Percentage of families us ing home-prepared remedies. 
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Fig. 9.-Percentage of children in need of health or dental correction by 
school health and dental examinations. 

th e Coud ersport community, a tota l o f 1927 per ·ons, carried a t least 
o ne type o f in urance (hospital. illness. acc ident, o r life). H ospital 
coverage wa - more common than a ll other ty pes with the exception 
of life in urance. P e rsons in the T owanda boro ug h had a :::lig htly 
higher percentage o f ho;-;pital insurance th an did rura l fa rm and non
farm g roups in th e ;-;a me a rea. Coudersport medical community 
per on - were exceptiona l in their co ,·erage. \\"hil e 89 per cent o f 
Couderspo rt boroug h indi,· iduals had hospital insurance. 96 per 
cent of rura l fa rm and 95 per cen t of rural no nfa rm people were 
co,·ered in that area. The emphasis placed on hospital insurance 
by the C ra nge and other loca l orga ni za tio ns as well a the prefer
ence o f th e doctors within the Coud ersport a rea to confine practice 
to within th<: lwsp ita l ma y contribut e to th e large ho p ita li zation 
coverage. 

The percentage of persons pro tec ted by insurance again t ill
ness or acc ident was s light throug hout th e ;-; mall e tin the rura l non
farm gro up. Couder;o:;port rura l and boro ug h areas had a much 
hig her coverage fo r il lnes insurance tha n did the T o wanda a rea. 
table 27 and fig. 11 . 

Fig. 10.-Percentage of children in need of health or dental correction 
whose defects had been corrected. 
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Fig. 11.-Persons 12 year s a nd o lder carrying indicated type of in urancc. 

1-l o :-; pita l insura nce co,·e red 61 per cent o f the to ta l boroug h per
sons 12 yea rs o ld and o,·e r. and 47 per cent o f th e rura l. 

Illness insura nce \\'a s repo rted fo r 17 per cent o f the to ta l 
bo roug h persons a nd 9 per cent o f the rura l. 

Acc ident in ura nce co,·ered 27 pe r cent o f the to tal borough 
persons a nd 23 per cent o f th e rural. 

Life in ·ura nce was ca rri ed by 75 per cent f th e total borough 
perso ns a nd 65 per cent o f the rural. 

Total Cos ts of Health Services Used 

\\' hil e co · t o f sen ·ice · are diffi cult to compute acc urately du e 
to memory fa ilure a nd re luc tance to revea l th em , 1059 fam ili es in 
T o \\·anda and Co ud ers port hea lth communities repo rted pay mc nb 
for sen ·ices tota lin g 132.706. a n a\·erage o f $125 per famil y. 
Boroug h famili es a\'c ragcd $ 139. fa rm fa mi lies $ 13 1. rural non farm 
familie ..; $97. a nd a ll rura l fa milies Ill. The tota l cost o f hea lth 
sen ·ices was hig h er in th e oudersport health a rea than in th e 
T o \\·anda a r ea. table 16. 

The d is tributio n o f costs \' a ried g rea t ly between th e two com
muniti es. \\ ' hil e hospita l ex pense, fo r exampl e. wa:- 23.9 pe r t'ent 

22.6 

urootAL 
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eoroogh·.n~ 
RurJI· shJded 

F ig. 12.-How the health and maternity service do lla r was s pent. 
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of the total costs for both communities together, it was a much 
larger portion of the Coudersport area costs than of Towanda costs. 
For Coudersport borough it was 30.0 per cent, for Towanda 
borough 21.2 per cent ; for Coudersport farm families it was 36.0 
per cent and for Towanda farm families 24.1 per cent; for Couders
port nonfarm families 23.0 per cent and for Towanda nonfarm 
families 20.8 per cent. Surgical costs likewise took a very much 
larger share of the Coudersport costs than of Towanda, being 17.3 
per cent for Coudersport borough families, 13.7 per cent for the 
farm, and 18.0 per cent for the nonfarm, compared to 9.7 per. cent 
for Towanda borough, 9.9 per cent for the farm, and 3.1 per cent 
for the nonfarm. 

In the grand total, charges for routine medical services were 
21.7 per cent; dental costs, 17.5 per cent; maternity charges, 15.3 
per cent; surgical services, 11.5 per cent; prescribed drugs, 5.4 per 
cent; unprescribed drugs, 2.8 per cent; hospital out-patient clinic 
services, 1.5 per cent; and nursing services, 0.4 per cent of the total 
costs, table 17 and fig. 12. · 

MEDICAL SERVICE CosTs 

Medical services are defined as the ordinary nonsurgical 
services performed by a physician in his office or the patient's home. 

Eight hundred and fifty-four families, 1728 patients, reported 
costs of medical services. Average costs of medical services were 
$35.78 per borough family and $15.70 per patient. Rural farm 
families averaged $31.10, or $15.73 per farm patient. The average 
per rural nonfarm family was $33.42 and per patient, $18.78. Costs 
of medical services in the Coudersport rural area were consistently 
higher than in the Towanda rural area, table 18. 

SuRGICAL SERVICE CosTs 

A total of 134 families with 163 patients reported costs of 
surgical services. The average per borough family reporting surgi
cal costs was $131.95 or $105.56, per patient. Rural farm families 
averaged $88.68 or $74.89 per patient. Rural nonfarm surgical costs 
per family were $108.00 and $90.42 per patient. Costs per family in 
the entire Coudersport health service community were significant
ly higher than in Towanda, table 19. 

HoSPITAL SERVICE CosTs 

Twenty-one per cent of the total number of families, or 228, 
reported using hospital services for other than rna ternity reasons. 
Borough c;~sts per family were $151.26 or $143.62 per patient. Rural 
far':' famihes averaged $.1~2.19 per family or $139.78 per patient, 
while rural nonfarm famihes paid $91.84 per family or $86.17 per 
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patient during a year's period of time. Borough costs for both 
family and patient exceeded those for farm and nonfarm families 
and patients. Nonfarm costs were the lowest for both groups. table 
20. 

MATERNITY SERVIllE CosTs 

Maternity service costs for the 163 families reporting were 
over a 24-month period. The average per family for the total sample 
population reporting maternity costs was $124.71. Borough fami
lies paid an average of $154.50, rural farm families $77.34, and rural 
nonfarm families $138.52 for maternity services. The average costs 
of maternity services were much higher in Coudersport rural farm 
and borough families than in the Towanda area; it must be noted, 
however, that the Coudersport rural farm class contains only 6 
cases. Rural nonfarm costs in both communities were approxi
mately the same, table 21. 

HosPITAL OuT-PATIENT OR CLINICAL SERVICE CosTs 

Slightly less than 10 per cent of the total number of families, 
or 104, reported out-patient service costs. The average cost per 
family in borough, farm, and nonfarm areas differed only slightly 
and averaged $19.11. The cost of clinical services for patients was 
slightly higher among rural farm people, averaging $10.32. The 
average cost for one year for all patients was $8.68, table 22. 

UNPI!ESCRIBED DRuG REMEDY CosTs 
The average costs per family for unprescribed drug store 

remedies were $3.65. The cost per person averaged $1.04. The 
average cost per family and person was higher for all sections in 
the Towanda medical community. The lower cost of unprescribed 
drugs in the Coudersport area may be due to the fact that families 
in that area use a smaller total quantity of unprescribed drugs than 
in the Towanda area, table 23, even though a larger percentage 
of Coudersport families use them, table 12. 

PREscRIBED DRuG CosTs 
Prescribed drugs cost 185 borough families an average of $20.45 

or $5.41 per patient. Average family costs of $12.24 and patient 
costs of $3.67 were reported by 276 rural families. Costs ran higher 
in the Towanda health community than in the Coudersport. 
Borough costs were greater than rural farm and nonfarm, table 24. 

NuRSING CosTs 
Costs for home or special hospital nursing services were re

ported by 23 families, 15 with home and 8 with special hospital 
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·en ·ices. T h e a,·erage cost was $24.61. Caution mu t be u sed in 
makin g compa risons d ue to the ,·c ry s ma ll number of cases, table 
?" - ::>. 

DENTAL SERV ICE CosTs 

ln gen era l, rura l de nta l costs per patient were hig her than 
boro ugh, a wide difference be ing fo und b etween localities. D enta l 
· e r vices a ,·eraged $31.22 per bo roug h fam il y reporting and $14.96 
per patient. [{ura l fa mili es averaged $25.20 a nd rura l patients 
a ,·eraged $16.34. tab le 26. 

Factors Affecting the Use of Health Services 

D ISTANCE :\S A FACTOR 

Since the health ser vice community o f Towanda is appr oxi
mately 376 square mil es a nd Cou dersport 283 square miles, dis tance 
mig ht well b e a fac tor in the use of ava ilable ser vices. 

Jt was found. h owe ,·er, that the percentage o f rural illnesses a t 
tended by docto rs d id not vary con s istently with the di stance from 
the doct<,r . table 28 a nd fig. 13. 

Commo n I y accepted practices in the areas se t a s ta ndard home 
ca ll fee of 50¢ a mil e each way. plus $3 for the call. T he average 
reported ph ysic ia n's charge for r ura l hom e calls r an ged from $3.45 
fo r 0-2 miles to $10.54 for 15- 17 mil es. Cou dersport rural fees ranged 
hig her than those o f T owanda, table 29. The difference in cost s d id 
no t seem to d iscourage th e use o f docto rs. 

Road s in the two communities were of two types, hard a nd 
dirt. . \ fte r the first heavy s now o f the yea r many of the di rt roads 

Per Cent 
100 

Fig. 13.-Rural illnesses attended by doctors according 
to number of miles dis tant. 
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Fig. 14.-Unattended illnesses according to age and residence. 
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were closed until early spring. At certain periods of the year. heavy 
rains made travel in either county difficult. Large tracts of land 
within Coudersport community have been turned back to forest. 
Isolated farmsteads within such areas had many hindrances to travel, 
but apparently these difficulties had no consistent effect on the use 
of health services, except for reducing the number of rural home 
calls by the doctor and increasing the number of office calls by the 
rural patients, table 6 and fig. 3. 

AGE AS A FACTOR 

Age seemed to be a factor in the need for health services. Per
sons in the boroughs, rural farm and nonfarm groups, 40 to 60 years 
of age and over, were more likely to suffer from illness than those 
under 40, table 30. 

Age seems to affect the use of health services. The percentage 
of unattended illnesses in the rural areas was highest among the 
0-19 and 60-and-over age groups. The percentage of unattended ill
nesses in the boroughs was greatest between the ages of 20 and 59. 
Forty-four per cent of borough illnesses of persons between the 
ages of 20 and 59 were unattended, while 45 per cent of the rural 
illness of persons between the ages of 0 and 19 were unattended 
and 29 per cent of those over 60 years, table 31 and fig. 14. 

EDUCATION AS A FACTOR 

Within the Towanda-Coudersport health communities the per
centage of persons ill did not vary consistently with the last school 
grade attended by the family head, table 32. 
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The percentage of illnesses attended by physicians did not vary 
consistently with the educational class of the family head, table 33 
and fig. 15. 

The average number of calls per attended illness was generally 
highest in the lowest educational class and decreased irregularly 
with the increase in years of school. There was such variation be
tween communities and within any one community however, as to 
indicate little direct relationship between education and number of 
calls per illness, table 34. 

In the total sample population there was a definite tendency 
for the percentage of persons receiving dental treatment to increase 
with the educational class of the family head. Twenty-two per cent 
of persons in the lower educational classes of 0-4 and 5-8 years of 
school by the family head had received dental treatment in the pre
ceding year, 30 per cent in the 9-12 educational class, and 54 per cent 
in the group whose family head had attended college. Education 
class for education class, the rural areas were lower in dental 
treatment than the borough, table 35 and fig. 16. 

UNPRESCRIBED DRUG REMEDIES AS A FACTOR 

Within the Coudersport and Towanda health communities the 
percentage of unattended illnesses was significantly greater among 
those families using unprescribed remedies. The chi square test 
indicated that the probability of obtaining the observed differences 
through chance alone was less than 2 per cent. 

Doubt is cast on the real significance of the difference between 
those using and not using unprescribed remedies and the percentage 

~ 
Per Cent 
100 

80 

60 

~40 

yc--20 

BOROUGH~ RURAL 

College 
Fig. 15.-Illnesses attended by a physician, according to last school 

grade attended by family head. 
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Fig. 16.-Persons receiving dental treatment according to last 

school grade attended by family head. 
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of unattended illnesses, however, because of the small number of 
cases in the nonuse group, table 45. 

HoME-PREPARED REMEDIES AS A FACTOR 

Only 36 per cent of the total number of families used home 
remedies, table 8. ·while there was wide variation between areas, 
27 per cent of the total number of illnesses were unattended in this 
group and 29 per cent among those not using home-prepared 
remedies. This seems to be an insignificant difference, table 40. 

INCOME AS A FACTOR 

In the two communities studied, a slightly higher percentage 
of persons in the $0-$999 income class was reported as ill during 
the year than in other classes, table 36. A slightly lower percentage 
of attended illnesses was in the $1000-$1999 income class, but there 
is no consistent difference between the different iticome groups as 
to percentage of illnesses attended, table 37 and fig. 17. The average 
cost of combined medical, surgical, and hospital services per attend
ed illness varied greatly but in no particular pattern that would 
show a consistent relationship of-:cost of illness to size of income, 
table 39. 

There seemed to be no consistent relationship likewise between 
the number of physician calls per attended illness and the income 
class, table 38. 



Fig. 17 .-Illnesses attended by physicians according to income class. 

In a comparison of the percentage of the family income spent 
for all health services, table 41 and fig. 18 show clearly that in each 
section, without exception, health service costs bore most heavily on 
the income groups below $2000, which included more than half of 
the families. (Families of unknown income are omitted from thi~ 

6 

4 

2 

BOROUGH ~RURAL 

Fig. 18.-Percentage of income spent for all health services by income groups. 
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Fig. 19.-Persons receiving dental treatment according to income class. 
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table and the figures, therefore, do not tally precisely with table 16, 
Total Cost of Health Services.) 

Hospitalization for births was more prevalent in the Couders
port borough and rural areas than in the Towanda areas, probably 
due to the emphasis placed on hospitalization in the former com
munity.· There was a slight increase in hospitalization for births in 
the upper income classes in both borough and rural areas, table 42. 

Persons receiving treatment in borough, farm, and nonfarm 
groups showed a definite general tendency for the percentage treat
ed in all these areas to increase as the income class increased, table 
43 and fig. 19. 

More than 50 per cent of the free medical or surgical services 
reported were in the income groups below $2000. Those cases in 
income groups over $3000 may represent "professional courtesy" 
between doctors and their friends, table 44 .. (Government and pub
lic assistance cases are not included in this table.) 

Comparison With Previous Study 
Certain similarities and differences among the two southern 

and the two northern communities seem worth noting. 
Illness rates were about the same in all residence classes of all 

four communities, with about 50 per cent of the persons and 80 per 
cent of the families being affected. 
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Fig. 20.-Percentage of families in four medical service communities 
using home-prepared remedies. 

The use of the various health services varied greatly between 
the communities and between residence classes of the communities. 
This variation was generally greater than the variation between in
come and educational subdivisions of the populations. Apparently 
these studies have revealed that there are powerful community at
titudes and habits that strongly influence the use of health services. 

For example, the use of home-prepared remedies was much 
more prevalent in the Coudersport area than in any other, fig. 20 .. 

Use of insurance of all types was very much higher in the north
ern communities; hospital insurance was held by 95 per cent of the 
Coudersport rural families compared to only 12 per cent of the rural 
Gettysburg families, although both communities had hospitals. 

The use of hospitalization facilities likewise showed great com
munity variation, the two northern communities having twice as 
great a proportion of illnesses hospitalized as the two southern. Of 
1294 illnesses in the Shippensburg area only 91, or 7 per cent, were 
hospitalized; of the 883 illnesses in the Coudersport area 197, or 22 
percent-three times the Shippensburg rate-were hospitalized, fig. 
21. Even for maternity cases Coudersport had twice as much hos
pital use as did Shippensburg. 

Rural persons used dental care less than borough, and rural 
dental care involved a higher percentage of extractions. The use 
of dental services, unlike that of medical and surgical services, was 
directly related to the income and education of the family head and 
increased as income and education increased. 

Distance, even in the rougher outlying parts of the northern 
communities, did not seem to be much of a factor in the percentage 
of illnesses treated by a physician; neither did income or education. 
Their influence was apparently outweighed by other factors. 

Rural families did not have their children's health defects, 
which had been found by school health examinations, corrected as 
frequently as did borough families. · 
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Fig. 21.-Percentage of illnesses hospitalized in four 
medical service communities. 
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In all four communities the burden of health costs was heaviest 
upon the two lowest annual income groups-$0 to $999 and $1000 
to $1999---which numbered 1033 of the 2047 families. They spent 
$90,647 of the total health costs of $194,958, or 7.2 per cent of their 
income of $1,256,300, compared to the 3.7 per cent of their income 
spent by the income groups above them. 

These differences and others nearly as striking cannot be ac
counted for by differences in the education or income of the com
munities, for the communities were very much alike in those re
spects. Moreover, families of the northern communities paid more 
both in money and in percentage of income for their health services. 
They averaged $125 per family compared to $73 per family in the 
southern communities, fig. 22. Their over-all expenditures for health 
care were 6 per cent of their family income compared to 3.6 per cent 
in the southern communities. 

RECOMMENDATION 

The recommendation that communities establish health coun
cils for consideration of their local conditions and needs, as made 
in the report of the study of the two southern Pennsyh·ania com
munities, is confirmed by these findings of great community dif
ferences in use of health services. 

Fig. 22.-Average cost of tota~ health serv.i~es per family in 
four medical servtce communJties. 
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Table 1-Families and persons reporting illness or accident, 
by place of residence. 

RKIJDESCF. 

Dorough 

Towanda 
Coudersport ................... . 
Total ............................... . 

Rural farm 
Towanda ......................... . 
Coudersport ................... . 
Total ............................... . 

Rurol nonfarm 

Towanda ........................ . 
Coudersport ................ . 
Totnl ............................... . 
Total rurnl 

Grand total 

TOTAL 
Nt:JUBKB 

F.UULIE8 

••• 
168 

400 

204 
75 

270 

280 
102 

892 

671 

TOTAL 
NCMBF.R 
)lt:BSON8 

782 
763 

J,!J.I5 

703 
2:'17 

900 

886 ... 
1,179 

2,130 

8,0R4 

FA!IIILI£8 REPORTING PERSONS REPORTING 
ILLNESS OR ACCIDENT ILLNESS OR ACCIDE:O."T 

No. 
108 
150 ... 
167 
68 

230 

192 
us 
••• 
565 

OlD 

Per cent 

85 

•• 
88 

82 
84 ., 
•• 
88 

85 

•• 
86 

No. 
427 
405 

832 

... 
123 

517 

... 
191 

636 

1,158 

1,985 

Per cent 

•• 
•• 
•• 
56 
48 

•• 

• • 
56 

54 

54 

54 

Table 2-Classification of persons by age and residence. 

Dorough 

Townmln. ..•..... ······-···· 
Coudersport 

Total ............... . 

Rurnl rarm 
Towandn 
Coudersport 

Total 

Hurnl nonrnrm 
Townmln ........ 
Coudersport 
Totnl_ 

Totnl rural 

Towanda 
Coudersport 

Totnl ........................... . 

Grand total 

0-19 

N11m- Per 
ber cent 
2!10 38 
266 80 

525 85 

... ., 
334 . .. 
134 

47D 

5R7 
228 

813 

•• 
86 

85 

41 
86 

40 

•• 
•• ., 

Towanda .................... 848 36 

•• .. Coudersport .............. 4D2 
Total ............................ 1,818 

20·80 

Num~ Per 
ber cent 
212 27 
200 28 

412 27 

184 
50 

240 

206 
89 ... 
• •• 
U5 

585 

602 ... 
047 

26 ., 
,. 

25 
24 .. 
25 
28 .. 
26 
26 

26 

40·50 
60 

and over 

Nunt
ber 

18. 
142 

826 

149-
6< 

218 

U5 

•• 
228 

29. 
U7 

~11 

478 
289 

767 

Per Num
cent- her 

24 127 
19 128 

21 250 

21 
25 

•• 
17 
22 

19 

19 
28 

20 

21 
u 
21 

128 

•• 
li3 

140 
69 

••• 
268 
114 

8H2 

••• . ., 
83! 

Per 
cetlt 

16 
17 

17 

18 
17 

18 

17 
18 

17 

18 
18 

18 

17 
17 

17 

TOTAL 

Nutn- Per 
ber cent 
782" 100 
781 100 

1,513 100 

708 
257 

960 

836 
375 

1,211 

1,!180 
682 

2,111 

2,8!1 
1,388 

8,884 

100 
100 

100 

100 
100 

100 

100 
100 

100 

100 
100 

100 
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Table 3--Families according to last school grade attended by 
family head, and residence. 

1\E:-Jm;~c•: ·-· ·-8 0-12 

Borough 
Towanda. 

Number ·················································~····················· • 91 104 
Per cent ...................................................................... • •• .. 

Coudersport 
Number ...................................................................... 11 51 60 
Per cent ...................................................................... 7 11 •• 

Total 
Number ...................................................................... .. ... 170 
Per cent ...................................................................... • •• •• 

Rural farm 
Towancln. 

Number ...................................................................... 13 100 •• Per cent ..................................................................... • •• 38 
Coudersport 

~:;n~~t .. :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: • 87 80 
7 •• •• 

Total 
Number ........................................................................ 18 187 •• 
Per cent ........ ............................................................. 6 •• 36 

Rural farm 
Towanda 

Number .. 100 70 
Per cent··::::::::·:::::::::::::::::-:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: • " .. 

Coudersport 
Number ........................................................................ 15 ,. 01 
Per cent .................................................................... • •• ., 

Total 
Number ..................................................................... 27 17R 140 
Per cent ................................................................... 6 •• •• 

Total rural 
Number ...................................................................... •• 815 ••• 
Per cent ....................................... : .............................. 1 46 •• 

Grand total 
Number ...................................................................... •• U7 ••• 

' Per cent ........................................................ ........ • •• •• 

Table 4--Families in indicated income classes, by residence. 

10·999 

Borough 
TO\\'Rndn ................. . 
Coudersport ............ .. 

Nun~t
ber 

40 
10 

Total ........................ 59 

Rural fnrm 
Towanda .................... 50 
Coudersport .............. 19 

Total ........................ 89 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda .................... 81 
Coudersport .............. 42 

Total ........................ 108 
Total rural ............ 172 

Gmntl total ............ 21ll 

Per 
cent 
17 
12 
t• 

.. •• •• 
•• •• 
25 

•• 
•• 

11000· 
1999 

Nunlt
ber 

60 •• to• 

68 
•• 

102 

72 

•• 
121 ... 
an 

Per 
cent 

•• !7 
26 

88 
46 

•• 
II 
30 

•• •• 
10 

Nun~t
ber 
61 
01 ... 
50 
10 
60 

•• .. 
110 
170 

••• 

Per 
cent 

• • 87 

•• 
25 
18 
10 

.. 
II 
!8 

•• 
•• 

$3008-
8999 

Nmn·· 
ber 

•• •• •• 
17 • •• 
!0 
14 

•• .. 
m 

Per 
cent 

18 
13 
16 

8 
8 

8 

• 8 
8 

• 
11 

23 

COLLIWM 

•• .. 
•• 21 

77 • • 
n 
8 

• 8 .. • 
25 
11 

n 
10 

•• II 

01 • 
138 
II 

14000 
and over 

Num
ber 
27 
20 ., 
.. • 
21 

12 • 
17 

•• 
•• 

Per 
cent 

I! 
12 
I! 

7 
8 
8 

• • • • 
• 
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Table 5-Reported illnesses or accidents receiving medical or hospital 
treatment, by place of residence. 

RKIIIDI'.NCH 

_Borough 
Towanda ....... . 
Coudersport ... . 
Total ............... . 

Rurnl farm 

TOTAL 

Number ... 
518 

1,059 

Towanda ........ .510 
Coudersport .... 136 
Total ................ 1!146 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda .571 
Coudersport .... 28! 
Totnl .... .......... soa 

Total rural.. l,UD 
Grand total . 2,!508 

ATTENDED BY 
PHYSICIAN 

Number Per Cent 
485 80 
3.50 68 

785 74 

354 
128 
477 

437 
191 
628 

1,105 

1,890 

•• •• 
74 

77 
82 
78 
76 

75 

NOT A TJ'ENDI'.D 
BY PHYSICIAN 

Number Per Cent 
111 20 
168 32 
274 20 

. 156 
18 

160 

IS< .. 
175 
844 

618 

81 
10 
26 

•• 18 

•• •• 
•• 

HosPITALIZED 

Number Per Cent 
57 10 

110 21 
167 18 

•• <7 
89 

57 
40 
07 

186 

853 

8 
35 .. 
10 
17 

12 
13 .. 

Table 6-Number of doctor calls per attended illness, by place of residence. 

RfttUDP.NCH 

Borough ....................................................... . 
Fann 
Nonfarm .................................................... .. 
Total rural ............................................... .. 
Grnnd total 

NUliiDER 
ATTENDED 
ILLNESSES 

697 
804 
588 
887 

1,584 

OFFICE HOAlE 
CALLS CALLS 

5.7 1.8 
8.0 •• ••• 1.0 
6.6 .8 

6.2 1.3 

Table 7-Births occurring in a hospital by residence.• 

NUMBER NuMBER 
OF I:S 

BIBTH8 HosPITAL 

Borough 
37 •• 29 29 

Tou•nnda ....................................................................... . 
Coudersport ..................................................................... . 
Totnl ................................................................................. . 68 •• 

Rural fnrm 
31 20 

6 • .t:~::rC:ort····:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Total .....................................................................•............ 87 •• 

Rural noufarm 
58 47 
10 18 ~~ri'3:r~~ort····:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

Total ................................................................................. . 72 65 
Total rural .......... - ........................................................ .. 109 99 
Grand total 175 ... 

• Births over the 2-1 months preceding the survey. 

TOTAL 
C.\LI.S 

7.5 
8.0 
6.8 
7.-t. 
7.5 

PER CE~T 
~~ 

HosPITAl. 

07 
100 

98 

" •• 80 

80 
95 
92 
91 ., 
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Table 8-Dlnessea involving hospital out-patient or clinical 
services, by residence. 

NUMBEil 

25 

RESIDENCE 
OP ILLNEStJU INVOLVING 

lt.LNI".&!IES Olrr·PAnKNT SERVICES 

Borough Number Per cent 

• •• .. • . .. •• .. Towanda. ......................................................................... . 
Coudersport ................................................................... . 
Total ................................................................................. . 1,059 114 11 

Rural farm 
510 81 • 186 1 • 

Towanda ..•..........••..•...................•...........•.............•.........• 
Coudersport ................................................................... . 
Total ................................................................................. . 646 88 • 

Rural nonfarm 
m .. 8 
282 18 .. Towanda ......................................................................... . 

Coudersport ................................................................... . 
Total ................................................................................. . 803 •• • Total rural ................................................................. . 1,449 118 8 

Grand total ........ . .................................................... . 2,508 ... • 
Table 9--Illnesses involving nursing services, by residence. 

NUMDF.n ILLNESSES INVOI.VtNG NuRSING SER\ .. CF.& 

Borough 

OP 
]t.t.NF.SSF.S 

Towanda ............................ 546 
Coudersport .................... ... 518 
Total .................... ............... 1,059 

Rural fann 
Towanda ........................... 510 
Coudersport ........................ 136 
Total .................................... 646 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda . ......... ................. 571 
Coudersport ........................ 282 
Total ........ .......................... 808 
Total rural ........................ 1,449 

Grand total 2,508 

* Le.~ than .5 per cent. 

Hmt•ITAI. 

Num
ber 

1 
3 

• 
1 
0 
1 

0 
1 
1 
2 

6 

Per 
cent 
• 
1 
• 

• 
0 

• 

0 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Num
ber 

1 • 
12 

I 
0 
1 

• 1 

• • 
17 

H01ur. 

Per 
cent 

1 
1 

• 
0 
• 

1 
• 
• 
• 

Nllm· 
ber 

• • 
16 

2 
0 

• 
3 • • 
7 

•• 

TOTAL 

• 
0 
• 

1 
1 
1 
• 

Table 10-Persons reporting dental treatment, by residence. 

TOTAL 
NUMBER 

RESIDENCE OF PERSONS 

Borough 
Towanda . .............................................. 182 
Coudersport .................................... . ... 768 
Total ........................................................ 1,545 

Rural farm 
Towanda .............................................. .. 
Coudersport ........................................ . 
Total ........... : ........................................... . 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda .............................................. .. 
Coudersport ......................................... . 
Total ..................................................... . 
Total rural ........................................... . 

Grand total 

708 ... 
060 

••• ••• 
1,179 
2,189 

·a.&R4 

NuMBF.B RE- PuCENTR£--
PORTING DENTAL ~anNO Jbt."'ITAL 

TREATMENT 'faEATMENT 

817 41, .. 
210 •• ••• •• 
1RO 26 

•• 21 ... 21 

!R7 ,. 
•• ~· 260 .. ... .. 

1,060 •• ' 
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Table 11-Type of dental treatment reported, by residence. 

NUMBER 
OF TYPE OF TREATMENT 

TREATMENTB-------------~-----------
RY.PORTF.D CLEANING EXTRACTION DENTURE J\I~SIDE:SCE 

Borough 
Towanda 
Coudersport 
Total 

Rural farm 
Towanda ...................... . 
Coudersport ................... . 
Totnl ................................. . 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda 
Couden;port 
Total 
Total rural 

Grand total ..... 

1,100 
628 

1,78-1 

93< 
248 

1,182 

73< 
356 

1,090 
2,272 

4,006 

Nun"" 
b<'T 
119 

89 
)58 .. 

8 
81 

•• 11 
40 
71 

2!9 

Per 
cent 
11 
6 
9 

2 
8 
3 

4 
8 

• 
3 

6 

N~tm
ber 
216 
IUD 

••• ... 
157 
618 

270 
188 
458 

1,076 

1,4R5 

Per 
cent 

IU 
32 
2·1 

••• 63 
52 

Num· Per 
ber cent 
27 2 
22 • 
•• 3 

19 
16 
35 

• 6 
3 

37 20 3 

' ' 8 

53 7 
.J2 27 
47 62 

87 111 3 

FILLING 

Nltnt· 
ber 
750 
368 

1,118 

-i31 
67 

498 

u• 
150 
505 

1,063 
2,181 

Per 
cent 
68 •• 
64 

46 

" 42 

51 .. 
•• 
47 

•• 
Table 12-Families using or not using unprescribed drug store 

preparations, by residence. 

TOTAl. 
NL'MBI-:R 

OF UsrNG No UsrNc ONr.v Usrxc OTHER 
RJ:srm:xn: FAMII.II'.S PRt(I'AHATIOXS ASPIRIN PREPARATIONS 

N11m- Per Num- Per Num- Per 
Dorough ber cent ber cent ber cent 

Towanda ... •• 11 16 7 106 82 
Coudersport 168 6 • • 8 158 OJ 

Total 400 .. 8 21 • 3<3 86 

Rural farm 
Towamla !04 16 8 1 3 181 80 
Coudersport ... 75 0 0 2 3 73 01 
Total 279 16 • 0 3 ... OJ 

Runtl nonfarm 
Tow~tnda 230 21 0 II ' lOR 86 
Coudersport 162 3 2 • 2 159 08 
Total 302 .. 6 " • 357 OJ 
Total rural 671 40 6 .. • 011 91 

r.mnd total 1,071 72 7 .. • • •• 89 

Table 13-Families using or not using home-prepared remedies, by residence. 

TOTAl. 
St'MDEH OF 

H. K•mu:scv. fo'AMJI,!l-:>1 Usnw RF.MF.DIY.S NOT USING REa.U'.DIF.~ 

Rorough Number Pel' ce11t Numlu~r Per cent 
Towanda ...................... 232 " 23 179 77 
Coudersport )68 87 52 81 48 
Total 4UO 1-10 3S 260 65 

Rural fnnn 
Towanda !O·J 6R .. 136 67 
Coudersport 75 .. .i;l 41 •• Total 279 10~ 37 177 68 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda 230 11 81 150 60 
Coudersport 162 •• .. .. ., 
Total 3D! uo 36 ... 64 
Total rural 671 24! 36 ... 64 

Grnnrl total 1,071 3R2 16 6RO 64 
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Table 14-Children examined by school health officer, children needing· 
correction of defects and corrections carried out. by residence. 

NUMBER OF· 
CHILDREN CHILDRKN FoUND CHILDRES WHOIR DR· 

RF.SIDBNCE EXAJIIINRD NEEDING CoaaHCTION """"' w ... CORRI!C't'm 

Borough Number Per ce11t Numbf'r Pf!r cent 

Towanda ···································· 82 38 •• J9 .. 
Coudersport .............................. 108 •• 89 •• ao 
Total ............................................ 100 80 .. •• • • 

Rural fann 

Towanda .................................... 78 40 •• 18 .. 
Coudersport .............................. 81 18 •• 7 .. 
Total ......................................... ... 58 51 •• ., 

Rural -nonfarm 
Towanda ......... _. .......................... 101 57 •• 19 •• 
Coudersport .............................. .. •• 51 " 70 

Total ............................................ ... 80 .. 85 .. 
Total· rural ................................ ... 188 .. 60 .. 

Grand total .................................. 440 218 48 ... •• 

Table 15-Children examined by school dentist, children needing correction 
of defects and corrections carried out, by residence. 

ltEsiDENCK 

Borough 

Towanda 
'Coudersport ............................... . 

Total ............................................. . 

Rural farm 
Towanda ..................................... . 
Coudersport ............................. .. 

Total ........................................... .. 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda .................................... .. 
Coudersport ............................... . 

Total ............................................. . 
Total rural ............................... . 

Grand total .......................... : ...... .. 

NUMBER OF 
CHILDREN 
EXAMINED 

•• 
87 

151 

82 .. 
01 

•• .. 
•• ,., 

••• 

CtULDRF-...r FoUND CHJLDRF.N WHOSK DE--
NEEDING CoRRECTION FECTS WERE CoBRKCI'ED 

NumJJer Per cent Number Per Cl'llt 

• " • " 28 •• 1 • .. 
82 .. 18 •• 

80 •• 12 .. 
• 81 • .. 

89 .. 17 .. 
.. .. .. 50 

16 88 10 •• 
40 47 •• .. 
79 .. •• • • 

111 87 57 51 



Table 16-Total reported costs of health services, including maternity, by residence and type of service. 

'l'n••: ov St:R\'Iet: 'fOWASDA CoVPF.Rili'ORT TOTAl. 
Tutnl 0RASIJ 

BurullfJ/1 Jt"urm •''•mfarm Bw·ouuh J.'unn !o.·u,frrrm B•Jrflllf}ll J.'arm 1\'tmfflrlll lt.urnl ToTAl. 

Medical ...... f 7,1-Ui ! 4,320 I !1',43-l I -4,601 I 2.20~ I .a,D67 $11,809 I 6,62-1 $10,.aOI $17,025 I 28,884 
Surgical 2,Htl5 I,H33 820 S,032 l,Sl!S 8,268 7,91i 3,370 3,/iHM 7,258 U,17!1' 
Hospital 6,267 4,.521 .a,tll 8, 7 .... 3,076 -i,IH U,Olt 8,497 8,2.53 16,752 31,763 
"-latemlty .... . ....... 8,0li4 2,697 8,962 5,8U 1,402 2,687 9,.579 4,000 0,649 10,748 .!0,3~7 

Out·pntlent clinic >H 359 ... 271 33 302 876 892 750 I,U2 2,018 
Drugs: 

3,6-18 Unprescrlbed 1,0·1~ .,. 
"" 877 Ill 278 1,.&22 1,0:10 1.102 2,221 

Prescribed 2,.517 1,023 1,876 1,206 277 702 3, 71!-1 1,801 2.078 3.878 7,162 
Surslng '" "' 20 830 IS 8.50 "' .. 216 ~66 

Dental 5,·106 2,803 2,888 2,.587 1,-130 1,60-1 71!143 10,881:1 4,-187 15,27.5 28,218 

Tot ttl $2D,l26 $18,781 $19,718 $29,132 $11,080 $17,96.5 ,, •. ~·~o! $30,338 $37,683 $7 .&,016 $182,706 

Number fnmllies 230 208 22.5 161 " , .. sot, 278 887 ... 1,039 

Averoge caRt per fnmlly I 128 I .. ' .. I 1 iS I H7 I 110 I ll'IO. I 181 I 97 I' lll I 125 

Table 17-Percentages of expenditures for health services, including maternity, by residence and type of service. 

Tva•F. OY 
Stln'ICK 

"-ledlcal .......................................... .. 
Surgical ........................................... . 
Hospital ........................................... . 
:'1-lnternlty ....................................... . 
Out-pntlent cllnle ........................ .. 
Drugs: 

¥~!s~~g~~ ... :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Nursing .......................................... .. 
Dental ............................................ .. 

Total ................................................. . 

Borough 

Per cent 
u.z 

9.7 
21.2 
12 • .5 
l.D 

••• ••• ·' 18.3 

100.0 

TowANDA 

Fnm1 

Per cent 
28.1 

••• U.l 
14.4 
l.D 

• •• ... 
1.0 

15.4 

100,0 

Nonfarm Borough 

Per cent Per ceut 
27.8 16.0 

8.1 17.8 
20.8 30.0 
20.1 20.0 

••• 1.0 

••• 1.2 
7.0 ... 
.I 1.1 

14.4 D.O 

100.0 100.0 

COUDERSPORT ToTAl. 
GRAND 

Farm Nonfarm Borough Rurnl 'foTAL 

Per cent Per cerat Per cent Per ceut Per cent 
20.8 27.6 20.1 23.0 21.7 
18.7 18.0 18 • .5 ••• ll . .5 
36.0 28.0 25.6 22.6 28.9 
12.7 1.5.0 )6.8 U • .5 1.5.3 

•• 1.6 1.5 1.6 1.5 

1.0 
,_. • •• 8.0 • •• ••• • •• ••• • •• • •• .o .1 •• .8 •• 18.0 ••• 18 • .5 20.6 17 • .5 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 
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Table 18-Reported costs of medics!• services paid by patient, by residence. 

NUMBER 
OF 

RESIDE:SC.f: COST FAMILlF.S 

Borough 
Towanda ............................. S 7,U8 202 
Coudersport .......................... 4,708 131 
Total ...................................... $11,916 383 

Rural farm 
T0\\1lnda .............................. $ 4,329 155 
Coudersport .......................... 2,205 •• 
Total ................................... $ 6,624 21.1 

Rurnl nonfarm 
To\\·anda ............................... $ 5,434 178 
Coudersport .......................... 4,800 130 
Total ...................................... $10,294 :JOS 
Total rural ................. : ....... $10,918 521 

Grand total ........................... $28,834 8.'54 

• Doctor's nonsurgical services. 

CO!iT PHR 
FAMILY 

$3!i.39 
86.-t.O 

$3l.7K 

$27.98 
89.li 

$31.10 

$80.53 
87.38 

$33.42 
$32.47 
$38.78 

NuMBER 
OF 

PATIENTS 

'"' .,0 
759 

208 
123 
421 

11.57 
191 

"" ... 
1,7\!R 

CoST PHB 
PATIENT 

117.-IR 
u.o~ 

115.70 

lt-1.!18 
18.66 

115.73 

$15.~2 
25.·1-5 

$18.78 
117.-111 
IIO.BD 

Table 19-Reported costs of surgical services paid by patient, by residence. 

NUMBER NuliBER 
OF COST I'ER OF COST PKR 

RF.SIDE:SCE CoST FAl'oiiLIRS FAMILY PATIENTS PATIF.NT 

Borough 
Towanda ······························· $ 2,865 .. I1U.60 " 1108.11 
Coudersport .......................... 5,052 35 U4.34 '" 105.25 

Total ...................................... $ 7,917 60 1131.95 7> $105.!16 

Rural farm 
Towanda ············· ............... $ 1,855 23 $ 80.65 25 $ 7-UO 
Coudersport .......................... 1,515 " 101.00 '" 75.75 

Total ······································• 3,370 38 $ 88.68 .. $ 74.89 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda ································• 020 11 $ 56.36 22 $ 28.18 
Coudersport .......................... 3,268 25 180.72 21 1!15.62 

Total .....................................• 8,888 36 1108.00 43 $ 90.4.2 

Total rural ························ $ 7,258 ,. I 98.08 88 $ 82.ol8 

Grand total ............................ $15,175 184 1118.25 168 $ 91.10 

Table 20-Reported costs of hospital services paid by patient, by residence. 

NUMBER NuMBER 
OF CoST rF..K OF CoiiT PV.K 

RESIDF.:SCE CosT FAMII.II-::S FUIILY PATIENTS PATIENT 

Borough 
I152.R5 Towanda ............................. $ 6,267 36 $174.08 .. 

Coudersport 7,951 •• 137,09 •• 187.09 .......................... 
Total ..................................... 114,218 •• $151.20 •• IUB.Il2 

Rural farm 
Towanda ····························• 4,272 •• $129 ... 6 .. I125.U 

Coudersport 3,975 25 159.00 25 BD.OO .......................... 
Total .................................. $ 8,247 58 $U2.19 " 1130.78 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda ·····························• 4,271 35 $122.03 •• llOD.51 

Coudersport 2,709 .. 66.07 " 64.50 .......................... 
$ 86.11 Total ······································• 6,080 76 $ 91.84 81 

Total rural .......................... $15,227 134 1118.68 ... 1108.78 

Grand total ............................. 129,4-4.5 228 $129.H 239 1128.20 
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Table 21-Reported costs of maternity services paid by family, over 
24·month period, by residence. 

NUMBER OF Con PER TOTAL 

FAMILIES FAJUII."\' CoST 

Borough 
Towanda .....•....................................................•.... 
Coudersport .......................................................... . 
Total ..................................................................... . 

82 $115.12 $ 3,08-i 
80 196.50 !5,895 

82 $154.!50 $ 9,379 

Rural farm 
Towanda ........................................................... . 
Coudenport ...... . ............................................ . 
Totnl ........... , ............................................................ . 

47 $ !57.38 $ 2,697 
8 238.07 1,>102 

58 $ 77.34 $ 4,099 

Rural nonrnrm 
Towanda ......................................•......................•.. 
Coudersport ........................................................ . 
Total ................................................ . 

•• $136.62 s 3,062 
10 141.42 s 2,087 

.8 $138.!52 $ 6,849 

Total rurnl ....................................................... . 101 $106.42 $10,748 

Ornnd totnl 168 1124.71 $20.327 

Table 22-Reported costs of hospital out-patient or clinic services 
paid by patient, by residence. 

CoST 

Borough 
Towanda .......................... S 574 
Coudersport ...................... 271 
Total ................................ $ 84!5 

Rural farm 
Towanda ........................... $ 850 
Coudel'lfport ...................... 83 
Total ................................ $ 392 

Rural nonfnnn 
Towanda ........................... $ 448 
Coudersport ........ ............. 802 
Total ................................. S 750 
Total rural ..................... $1.1>12 

Grand total $1,987 

NVMBRR 
OF 

FAMILIES 

.. 
18 

•• 
11 

3 
20 

'' 19 

" 81 
104 

COSTPHR 
FAMII.Y 

$22.06 
15.00 

SHU5 

$21.12 
u.oo 

$19.60 

$20.30 
1!5.89 

$18.20 
$18.72 

$19.11 

NuMBER 
OF 

PATI.:NTS 

51 .. ,,. 
81 

7 
88 

47 
30 
77 

115 

••• 

CosT PER 
PATJEXT 

$11.25 
.a..ao 

$ 7 • .&-1 

$11.58 
.&-.71 

$10.32 

' 9.53 
10,07 

' 9,74 
' 9.98 
s 8.613 

Table 23-Reported costs of unprescribed drug store remedies, by residence. 

CoST 

Dorough 
Towanda .................. fl,0-14.98 
Coudersport 887.90 
Total ........................... $1,-182.94 

Rural farm 
Towanda .................. S 918.61 
Coudersport .... 110.0! 
Total ........................... $1,029.58 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda ................. S 918.70 
Coudersport .............. 266.86 
Total .......................... $1,180.56 
Total rural ............... $!,210,09 

Grand total ...... .. fa.848.08 

NuMBI!ll. 
OF 

F.UUUE8 

... 
180 
888 

1HR 
75 

268 

••• ,.. 
887 

••o 
••• 

COST Pv.a 
FAMILY 

$5.07 
2.30 

18.80 

$4.RD 
1.48 

$8.01 

$4.87 
1.80 

$8.22 
$8.51 

$8.65 

NuMBER 
OF 

PYla soNs* 

708 
71. 

1,420 

889 
257 
028 

181 
871 

1,158 
2,084 

8,504 

CoST PHR 
PEHIIOX 

$1.48 
• •• 

11.01 

$1,37 

••• 
$1.11 

$1.16 
.7:! 

$1.02 
$1,00 

SI.U 

*The term ••person" Instead of •"patient" Is used due to the Indiscriminate way In wlllch 
such dru~r5 are used by a famll)'• and In this CJ.Se means the number of persons In the 
fnmlly. 
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Table 24-Reported costs of prescribed drug store remedies. by residence. 

NU)IDEB Nu:uaF.a 
OF COST PER OF CoSTPF..ll 

RF.!UDJo::SCE CoST FA!IIILIES FAloflLY PATU:!IIT!I PATlFXT 

Dorough 
Towanda .................... $2,.517.36 •• $26.22 337 17.-n 
Coudersport .............. 1,200.20 89 14.23 862 8.110 
Total .......................... $8,783 • .56 185 $20.4.5 ODD $5 • .&1 

Rural farm 
Towanda ................•... $1,028.48 08 $15.0.5 2H u.oa 
Coudersport ············· 277.10 •• 6.30 143 l.U 
Total ............................ $1,300.58 112 $11.01 S07 $3.tlt 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda ................... $1,375.82 •• su.o.a 361 $3.81 
Coudersport .............. 702.00 70 10.03 162 4.33 
Total ............................ $2,07'7.82 104 $12.07 523 $8.97 
Total rural ············· $3,378.4.0 270 $12.24 020 $3.07 

Grand total ··············· $7,161.96 401 $15.54 1,619 h.-12 

Table 25-Reported costs of nursing services in home and hospital 
paid by family, by residence. 

NmuBER OF FAMILII':S 

CoST Ho!'otE HosPITAL 

Borough 
To\\'tthdn ....................................... $ 20 7 1 
Coudersport .................................... 830 3 • 
Total ............................................ $350 10 0 

Rural fnnn 
Towanda ........................................ $183 1 1 
Coudersport .................................... o 0 0 
Total farm .................................... $183 

Rural nonfarm 
To\\·nnda ....................................... I 20 3 0 
Coudersport ................................... S 13 1 1 
Total nonfarm ............................. $ 83 • 
Total rural ................................... $216 • 2 

Grand totnl ...................................... $560 .. • 

TOTAl. 

8 
8 

10 

2 
0 

2 

3 • • 
7 

23 

Cotrr PER 
FAIIoiii.Y 

$ 2.50 
·U.2!S 

$21.!!18 

$01.!10 
0 

$1H.50 

• 6.67 
I n.so 
I IJ.IJO 
$80,81J 

$24.61 

Table 26-Reported costs of dental services paid by patient, by residence. 

NVMBER 
NVliBER OF CosT PFJI OP CoATPF.R 

CoOT FAMILIES"' FAMil-Y PATJP.Nnl PAnF.NT 

Borough 
1>8 $34.22 313 117.27 

97 26.34 210 11.60 
TO\\'Rncln ............................ $ 5,400 
Coudersport ........................ 2,555 
Total .............................. $ 7,961 205 $31.22 582 $1·'-DB 

Rural farm 
Towanda .............................. $ 2,805 11> $25.17 1RR 115.40 
Coudersport .......................... 1,430 39 30.67 •• 20.72 
Total .................................... S f,,325 ... $28.08 2>7 $11J.R:S 

Rural nonfarm 
To"·andn ................................ 1 2,833 112 $2!5.20 1R> SI:'I.:U 
Coudersport .......................... 1,538 79 10.-1-1- on 17.07 
Total .................................... S 4,300 191 $22.87 27.'J SU.RO 
1'otnl rural ......................... S s,OOf, ... $:!5.20 532 $11J.U 

Grnncl total .... !!18.8.55 ••• U7.76 l,OIU SUII'I 

• Number of families reporting <n~bl. 
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Table 27-Persons 12 years and over carrying various types of insurance 
other than employment·eonnected, by residence. 

TOTAL 
NUliBf.R 

ARv.A PF.RSON8 HOSPITAL [LLN£88 ACCIDENT LIFE 

Num- Per Num- Per Numr Per Num- Per 
Borough ber cent ber cent ber cent ber cent 

Towanda .,. ... .. 80 • 83 u 367 •• Coudel'8port ........ 870 881 80 120 85 160 .. ... • • Total borough .... •• 1 ., . 61 uo 17 252 " 769 75 

Rural form 
Towanda 816 121 89 87 12 OD •• 171 5.'5 
Coudersport ·········· 108 99 96 17 17 36 25 96 •• Total ······················ <18 220 53 5. 18 125 •• 267 '' Rural nonfarm 
Towanda .55 132 20 17 • 68 15 258 51 
Coudersport .......... 118 112 05 .. 19 87 81 115 07 
Total ...................... .,. 2H •3 30 7 165 18 378 •• Total rural ·········· 080 ... ., 93 9 230 28 .. o .. 

Grand total ............ 1,927 1,084 5. 252 13 ••• 25 1,840 70 

Table 28-Rural illnesses attended by a doctor according to number 
of miles distant from a doctor. 

ftRIIIDENCE ..... 8-5 0-8 0-11 
18 AND 

12-14 15--17 OVER 

Rural farm 
Towanda 

No. Illnesses •• •• 103 .. 00 .. 38 
No. attended ........................ 18 71 " 35 .. .. 30 
l'er cent attended .............. 78 77 73 83 80 57 , . 

Coudersport 
No. illnesses ........................ 1 21 87 28 37 11 1 
No. attended ........................ 0 20 38 .. 35 11 1 l,er cent attended .............. 0 •• 89 82 05 100 100 

Toto) 
No. Illnesses ........................ .. 1I3 uo 70 " 57 3D No. attended 18 91 108 .8 78 37 31 Per cent 

attend·~· ................ 
75 81 17 83 00 05 ,. 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda 

No. tllnesses ........................ ... 138 D7 70 32 19 43 No. attended ....................... 39 lii 00 00 •• 18 30 
~er cent ottended .............. 91 63 71 80 81 68 91 

Coudersport 
No. lllnesse.& ........................ " •• 78 00 " 19 ,. 
No. attended ..................... 1I •• .. •• 14 19 II Per cent nttended .............. •• •• 8B 70 100 100 7D 

Total 
No. Illnesses 55 1"0 li5 126 46 88 57 ........................ ·-No. attended ................... •• 143 10. •• •o .. 50 
Per cent attended .......... 01 88 ii 70 87 8 • 88 

Grnnd total 
No. lllnes..IIJC.8 ........ ............ 70 285 815 106 183 •• • • No. ottended ...................... 08 . .. ... 157 I18 .. 81 
Per cent attended ........ •• •• 77 80 •• 78 •• 
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Table 29-Reported physician's average charge for rural home call, 
according to number of miles from office. 

0-2 

Rural farm 
Towanda ........................ $1.20 
Coudersport .................... 3.06 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda ............ ............. $1.9-J 
Coudersport ........ 6.73 

Total rural 
Towanda .................. $1.70 
Coudersport ................... 5.20 

Grand average ................ $3.45 

8-· 

$3.60 
6.00 

$2.05 
3.37 

$3.22 
4.68 

$3.9.5 

·-· 
$3.01 

8.30 

S-1.12 
8.72 

S-UO 
8.56 

$6.28 

9·11 

I s.ao 
11.18 

$ .5.02 
8.85 

s 5.1.& 
10.02 

s 7.58 

1!-14 

s 5.88 
11.00 

s 5.85 
10.11 

s 5.80 
$10.80 

$ 8.80 

15-17 

$ CJ.66 
u.u 

s 4.11 
15.60 

s 5.70 
15.37 

$10.5-1 

18 AND 
ov .. 

• o.cu 

$ fU2 
11.31 

s 7.87 
11.31 

$ 0 • .50 

Table 30-Number and per cent of persons ill by age and residence. 

RESIDENCE 

Borough 
Towanda. 

No. persons .................................................... . 
No. Ill ................................................. . 
Per cent ill .................................................... . 

Coudersport 
No. persons ..................................................... . 
No. ill .... ........................ . .................. . 
Per cent ill ....................... . 

Total 
No. persons ... . 
No. ill ........................................... . 
Per cent Ill ....................................... .. 

Rural farm-Towanda 

~~: 1y.e~~ns ... ::::::·::::::::::::::::·:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Per cent ill .................................................... .. 

Coudersport 
No. persons .................. .. 
No. ill ......... .. 
Per cent Ill 

Totnl 
No. persons 
No. ill ..... 
Per cent ill 

Rural nonfarm-Towanda 
No. persons ................................................... .. 
No. ill ........................................................... . 
Per cent Ill .................................................... .. 

Coudersport 
No. persons 
No. m .... 
Per cent Ill 

Total 
No. persons .................................................... .. 
No. ill ..................................... .. 
Per cent Ill .................... .. 

Total rural 
No. persons 
No. ill 
Per cent ill 

Grand total 
No. persons ....................................... .. 
No. Ill .... ........................... .. .............. .. 
Per cent Ill ................. . 

2!59 

"' ., 
200 
120 •• 
52 • ., 
20-J 

50 

242 
129 
•• 
02 

•• 39 ... 
16. 

•• 
3-15 
172 

•• 
184 

" •• 
419 
28·1 
40 

••• ... .. 
1,33R 

608 

•• 

20·89 

212 
107 •• 
200 
100 
.8 

412 
218 ., 

.. 
22 
3D 

2·10 ... .. 
200 

••• .. 
•• 
"' 3R 

!!O!J: 
l2R 

48 

!J::J!J: 
233 

•• 
9-17 
.uo 

17 

40-50 

18-1 ••• •• 
142 ., 

OJ 

320 ••• •• 
UD 
•• 00 

••• 32 •o 
218 
121 ., 
1-15 

70 • • 
•• ••• ·•• 

2211. 
110 

52 

HI 

"' .. 
187 
-135 

" 

60 AND 
0\'Y.R 

127 
77 
01 

123 .. 
07 

250 
100 .. 
l2H 

08 
78 

., 
88 

" 
118 
120 

" 
140 
100 

71 

BO 
!U 
HO 

200 
U!'i 

"' 

012 

"' 7• 
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Table 31-Number and per cent of unattended illnesses by age and residence. 

Jll!SIDENCE 

Borou~rh 

'fowando. 
No. Illnesses ........................................................ 
No. unattended .................................................. 
l~er cent unntteruled ........................................ 

Coudert'port 
No. Illnesses ........................................................ 
No. unnttended ................................................ 
Per cent unattended ........................................ 

Total 
No. Jllnesses ························································ 
No. unottemled .................................................. 
Per cent unattended ........................................ 

Rural tnnn 

'fowandn. 
No. Illnesses ...................................................... .. 
No. unattended ................................................ . 
Per cent unattended ..................................... .. 

Coudersport 
No. IJines...o;es ....................................................... . 
No. unattended ................................................. . 
Per cent unattended ....................................... . 

Total 
No. Illnesses ...................................................... .. 
No. unattended ............................................... .. 
Per cent unattended ...................................... .. 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda. 

O-lD 

77 
50 .. 

170 

•• 
20 

... 
•• 
88 

70 
68 
00 

40 
2 

• 
110 

05 

•• 

No. Illnesses ..................................................... 116 
No. unattended .................................................. oo 
Per cent unattended ....... ................................ 52 

Coudersport 
No. Illnesses ...................................................... 76 
No. unattended .................................................. 12 
Per cent unattended .............................. ......... 16 

Total 
No. Illnesses ........ ... ... .............. ... ................ 192 
No. unattended .......... .................................. 72 
Per cent unattended ............ ........................... 38 

Total rural 
No. Illnesses ........................................................ 802 
No. unattended ........................ ...................... 187 
Per cent unnttended ... .................................... 45 

Grand total 
So. Illnesses ............................ ....... ................... 540 
So. unattended .................................................. !81 
Per cent unattended ........................................ 42 

60.AND 
20-89 40-59 OVER 

25 •• 101 

•• 29 lZ 
80 •• ,. 

129 109 105 .. 87 84 
87 84 •• 

154 151 206 
68 00 •• •• .. •• 

102 115 128 .. •• 81 
25 31 •• 
•• 37 •• 
2 7 2 

• 19 0 

125 U2 159 
28 43 88 ., 28 21 

117 100 32 
31 17 •• 20 10 81 

40 43 71 
4 • 10 

10 20 23 

157 151 103 
35 20 .. 
22 17 .. 

2R2 ••• 262 
08 09 75 
!!2 .. 211 

.. o 454 468 
131 185 121 

•• 30 •• 
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Table 32-Number and per cent of persons ill, by last school grade 
attended by family head, and residence. 

RESIDENCE 0--i ,_,. 0-1:! 

Borough 
No. persons ························································ 02 ... 637 
No. persons Ill . ., ............................................... •• 301 • •• Per cent Ill ························································ •• .. .. 

Rural farm 

No. persons ························································ 50 ... ••• 
No. persons: 1!1 ·················· ............................. 28 Sill 166 
Per cent ill ····················································· •• 78 48 

Rural nonfarm 

No. persons ........ ······················ 78 "' 468 
No. persons ill .................................................. 38 28~ 221 
Per cent ill ................................................ •• .. 47 

Total rural 

No. persons ....................................................... 128 1,003 821 
No. persons ill .................................................... 66 ... 300 
Per cent ill .............................................. .. 66 •• 

Grand total 

No. persons ........................................................ !DO 1,.5-18 l,UH 
No. persons ill .................................................... 00 ... 782 
l)er cent Ill .......................................................... •• 62 •o 

35 

Cm.ur.K 

!OR 
J.ID .. 
.. 
•• ., 

m 
77 

•• 
1s:e 
10!1 

•• 
... ... , . 

Table 33-Number and per cent of illnesses attended by a physician, according 
to last school grade attended by family head, and residence. 

RESIDENCE 0-4 5--S D-12 COI.LI'..OK 

Borough 
No. illnesses ........................................................ •• an ... 108 
No. attended ...................................................... 28 267 ... 1<9 

Per cent attended ... , ........................................ 72 72 70 75 

Rural farm 

No. Illnesses ........................................................ .. 301 ... •• 
No. attended ...................................................... .. 261 "' ,. 
l)er cent attended ............................................ 70 72 70 76 

Rural nonfarm 

No. Illnesses ................................................. " ... 280 07 
No. attended ...................................................... •• 2f8 226 78 
Per cent attended ............................................ •• 77 81 80 

Total rural 

No. Jllnesses ....................................................... 7< 'iU ••• 185 
No. attended ...................................................... •• • •• 3M! 107 
Per cent attended ............................................ 86 " 70 70 

Grand total 

No. Illnesses ........................................................ 118 ],083 ••• • •• 
No. attended ..................................... 87 SOl 722 ... 
Per cent attended ............................................ 77 " 77 77 
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Table 34-Average number of doctor calls per attended illness by last 
sebool year attended by family head, and residence. 

RIUIIDESCE 0·4 

Dorough 
Towanda 

Number attended Illnesses ........................ 8 
OOice calls ........................................................ l.J 
Home cnll!l ........................................................ <& 

Total rolls .................................................... 18 

Coudersport 
Number attended Jllness~ .......................... 20 
Office cnlls ........................................................ 6.6 
Hon1e cnlls ........................................................ .o 

Totnl calls .................................................... 7.2 

Total 
Number attended lllnes!reS .......................... 28 
Office calls ........................................................ 8.7 
Hon1e calls ........................................................ 1.5 

Total calls .................................................... 10.2 

Rural farm 
Towanda 

Number attended Illnesses .......................... 15 
Office calls .... ................................................... 5 
Home calls ........................................................ 2 

Total calls ................................... ............... 7 

Coudersport 
Number attended Illnesses .......................... 10 
omce coils ........................................................ 5.7 
Hon1e coils ...................................................... o 

Total calls ................................. .................. 5. 7 

Totnl 
Number attended lllnesses .......................... 25 
Office calls ........................................................ 5.5 
Honte coils ........................................................ 1.1 

Total calls ......... .......................................... 0.8 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda 

Number attended illnesses .......................... 19 
Office calls ........................................................ 0 
Hon1e calls ........................................................ ·" 

Total calls ....... ............................................ 0.4 

Coudersport 
Number attended Hlnesses ........................ 15 
Office calls .................................................. ..... 4.4 
Ho1ne calls ........................................................ 1.1 

Total culls .................................................... 5.5 

Totnl 
Number attended Illnesses .......................... 8-1 
Office cnlls ........................................................ 5.5 
Home calls ................................................ ........ • 7 

Total calls .................................................... 6.2 

Totnl rural 
Number attended Illnesses .......................... 59 
Office calls ........................................................ 5.5 
Ho1ne rolls ........................................................ .D 

Total calls .................................................... 6.4 

Grand totnl 
Number attended Illnesses .......................... 87 
omee cnlls ................... .................................... 6.5 
Home calls ........ .......... ............................... I .I 

TotnJ calls ................ ................................... 7.6 

5·8 

161 

• 2 
10 

100 
•. o 

.7 
5.3 

207 
6.4 
1.7 
8.1 

192 

• 1 
6 

69 
1.4 

•• 1.8 

28I 
•. o 
.o 

•• 6 

20I 
5 
1 
6 

74 
7.0 

•• 
7.4 

275 
5.6 
1.1 
0.7 

530 
4.8 

•• 5.7 

808 
5.4 
1.1 
6.5 

D-I2 

187 

• 
' 7 

... ... 
1.1 
•• 5 

341 
2.1 
1.5 
3.6 

112 ... 
.2 

.. 
5.7 

.1 
5.8 

155 
4.6 

.1 
4.7 

145 

' 1 

• 
81 

3.6 
.7 ... 

226 ... 
.6 

5.0 

381 ... 
•• ••• 

722 

••• •• 5.2 

CoLLF.GE 

79 
6 
2 
8 

70 
2.9 

.5 

••• ... 
••• 1.6 
5.9 

28 ... 
.1 

4.8 

1 
9.0 
0 
9.0 

.. ... 
.1 

••• 

59 
3.7 
.6 ... 

19 
7.6 

.7 
8.3 

78 
4.0 

.6 

••• 
IOi 

4.6 
.5 

5.1 

256 ... 
1.1 ... 



BuLLETIN 517- UsE oF HEALTH SERVICF.s 37 

Table 35-Number' and per cent of peraons receiving dental treatment by 
last grade attended by family head, and residence. 

RESIDENCE IH ,_,. G-1! Coi.I.MII: 

Borough 
Towanda 

Number persons ······························ 10 281 ... 137 

Number treated ···································· 69 I» •• 
Per cent treated ····························· 10 •• ... ., 

Coudersport 
Number persons ················································ 52 26!5 !~3 tal 
~umber treated ................................................ 15 .. 78 •• 
Per eent treated ················································ 20 •• •• •• 

Total 
Number persons ··············································· .. M6 .., :!118 

Number treated ·············································· 16 1U ... 101 

Per cent treated ················································ 26 .. 11 80 

Rural farm 
Towanda 

Number persons ................................................ .. 352 2<0 .. 
Number treated ...................................... 10 82 •• •• 
Per eent treated ............................... 20 23 .. no 

Coudersport 
Number persons ................................................ 16 133 10. • 
Number treated ...................... ......................... • 30 31 • 
Per cent treated ................................................ 25 •• .. 50 

Total 
Number persons ................................................ 50 ••• ••• •• 
~umber treated ................................................ u 112 •• •• 
Per eent treated ................................................ •• 23 , . •• 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda 
~umber persons ................................................ •• 301 301 •• 
X umber treated ...................................... • 70 61 •• 
Per cent treated ................................................ •• 18 22 •• 

Coudersport 
Sumber persons ................................................ .. 121 161 87 

Number treated ................... ............................ 8 18 ., 10 

Per cent treated .............................................. 1 u 31 " 
Total 

Number persons ................................................ 78 ••• 408 1211 

Number treated ........................ ....................... 12 88 "" •• 
Per cent treated ................................................ 15 11 .. S1 

Total rural 
Number persons ................................................ 1!.8 1,0011 "" 102 

Number treated ............................................... •• 200 !HO 81 

Per cent treated ................................................ 20 20 .. .. 
Grand total 

Number persons .......................................... 190 1,549 l,.UH ••• 
Number treated .................................. •• ••• ... :U% 

Per cent treated ................................................ •• 22 •• • • 
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Table 36-N umber and per cent of persons ill, by income class and residence. 

$1000- $:?000- $3000- $4000-
RE81DF.N'CE $0-909- 1999 2DDD 3009 AND0VF.R 

Dorough 
Number per11ons ······································ 178 305 536 2·111 180 
Number persons Ill ................................ 112 218 :!Ni 13M 88 
l"er cent Ill ....................................... 68 ., .. 5:1 48 

lf.urnl fnrm 

Number persons ······································ 164 "' 23-1 •• n 
Number persons Ill ································ D4 212 114 48 3;l 
l,er cent Ill ·········································· 57 57 4D 48 4D 

Rural nonfurm 

Number persons ...................................... 216 ... 3Jii2 117 46 
Number persons Ill ·································· 142 205 };9 •• 26 
l'er cent Ill .............................................. 66 52 47 47 50 

Tot.nl rural 
Nun1ber persons ...................................... 380 jjl 616 216 n; 
Number persons Ill ................................ 136 417 208 103 61 
Per CCilt Ill ................................................ 62 54 48 ... 52 

Grand totnl 
Number persons ...................................... 55S 1.100 l,B! ... 1Di 
Number persons Ill ................................ 348 635 580 241 UD 
Per cent Ill ....................................... 02 54 50 52 ·'" 

Table 37-Number and per cent of illnesses attended by a physician, by 
income class and residence. 

$1000- $2000- $8000- S.JOOO-
RF.SIDP.SCK $0-DDD 1009 2909 3090 A!"D0\'F.R 

Borou~rh 

Number lllne..ues ...................................... 115 253 314 IDI D' 
Number attended by physician .......... 87 172 24D 12i •• Per cent attended ........................ 76 68 76 7D i2 

Rural form 
Number Illnesses ...................................... D4 220 liD 48 3 .• 
Number attended by physician 75 157 100 .. " Per cent attended 80 71 84 71 80 

Rurul nonfnrm 
Number Jllnes.."'es ................. 108 220 18R 50 •• Number attended by physician .......... 181 IOD 145 50 23 
I,er cent attended ................................... •• 74 jj •• " Total rum! 

Number IJ1nesses ...................................... 25i 44D so; 164 61 
Number attended by ph}'SICian .......... 200 326 2U .. 51 
Per cent attended ............ ................... 86 78 80 81 84 

Grand totnl 
Number Illnesses ..................................... 3i2 702 021 205 155 
Number attended by physician .......... 208 ••• 485 2Il liD 
Per ~nt attended .... .. ....................... 7D 71 78 80 76 
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Table 38-Average number of doctor calls per attended illness, by 
income class and residence. 

$1000· 12000· $!1000-

39 

$-1000 
R•:smt:xcF. $0-998 1999 !DOD !I DUD J.NDOn:R 

Borough 
Towanda 

Snmber attended lllnes.'ies .............. ... 96 97 66 •• Office calls .......................................... ., .. ••• 8.2 6 •• 7.7 i,O 
Home calls ............................ ••• 2.7 8.1 1.7 1.0 

Total en lis .......................... H.:! 10.9 o.• o •• ••• 
Coudersport 

Number attended illnesses .............. .. 76 ... 01 2M 
Office calls ............................................. 2.6 7.0 2.9 2.1 ••• Home cnlJ(II ··········································· 1.6 .6 •• .6 ••• Total calls .................................... 4.2 7.6 ... ·- i.S -·· 

Total 
Number attended Illnesses ·············· 87 172 lHO 12i 68 
Office calls ·············································· 6.-i 7.6 ... !1.0 6.2 
Home calls .................... ••• 1.8 1., ···' ... 

Total calls .............................. 9.-1 D.·i •. o 6.4 •• 1 

Rural farm 
Towanda 
~umber attended illnesses .............. .. OB " .. .. 
Office calls ............................................ 7 •• '·' •• 6 ••• 7.0 
Home calls ................ . o .6 •• ·' •• 

Total calls .............................. 8.3 6.< 6.1 ••• 7.6 

Coudersport 
Number attended illnesses .............. " 61 2!1 ll • 
Office calls ............................................ 13.1 3.8 6.7 '·' U.-1 
Home calls ........................................... 0 ·' ,:! • •• 

Total calls ........ ................. 13.1 ... 6.9 '·' u.s 
Tobu 

~umber nttended illnesses .............. " 
,., 100 .. " Office calls ............................................. ••• ..1 ••• u ••• 

Home calls ..................... •• ·' ·' .3 .6 

Total calls ............................ 0.6 '·' ••• ·'-" o.o 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda 

Number attended Illnesses .............. 82 08 01 " 1R 

Office rolls .............................................. 7.2 ... 6.8 '·' 3.1 

Home calls .......................................... ... 1.7 .6 l.O .8 

Total calls .................................... .., 7.1 7.4 6.R ••• 
Coudersport 

Number attended illnesses .............. .. 7l ., " ' 
Office en lis .............................................. 6.8 ·U •• 6 3.1 16.0 

Home calls .................. ........................ 1.z •• .6 •• 1.2 

Total calls ........................................ u ••• 6.:! 3.-1 17.2 

Total 
Number attended JIJnesses .............. l3l 160 U!J ,. 

" Office calls .............................................. 6.0 ••• IU ••• ..o 
Home calls ................ ........................... 1.2 1.2 .6 ·' .o 

Total calls ........ ................. 8.1 6.0 7.0 ••• 6.R 

Total rural 
Number attended illr.esses 206 826 2-15 •• " Office calls ..................... 7.7 7.2 6.2 4.6 7.3 

Home calls .................. l.O • 8 •• •• .7 

Total cans .......... ................... 8.7 8.0 6.7 ,,2 R.O 

Grand total 
Number attended Illnesses .............. 203 408 ... 211 110 

Office calls .................... ......................... 7.3 7.8 ••• ... 6.7 

Home calls .................................. 1.6 1.Z l.O 1.1 1., 

Total calls ............ ........................... ••• 8 •• ••• 5.9 H.:! 
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Table 39-Costs per attended illness of combined medical, surgical 
and hospital services, by income class and residence. 

$1000- $2000· $3000· $4011!) 

ltF ITIE!'TI': l':O·!IDD 1!100 :!f) !I !I 3!10!1 A!>:D0n:n 

Dorou.ch-Townndn I $ Cost ··········· ... $ 1,906 $ 3,i85 $ 2,653 729 1,170 

X umber 20 >3 52 •• 25 

A\'ernge ·~o~if's 61'i.82 I il..t.2 s 51.02 I 18.00 s 46.80 

Cotulen!Port I s Cost $ 2,602 s 6,0:!1 s 6,973 4,800 2,615 

~umber· 16 31 49 u 16 
A"ernge cost·· $ 162.62 I Ht-1.22 I U2.30 I 3-19.28 5 163.-U 

Total 
Cost .I 4,508 I 0,806 I 0,620 I 5,619 I 3,785 
sumbCr···· " ··1 191 ;i3 ·II 

A\·ernge ·ros·t-·s 102.18 I 116.H I 05.30 $ 106.02 $ 92.32 

lturnl fnrm-Townndn 
Cost ................ $ 3,650 s 2,l:i4 I 2,316 I 1,125 s 699 
X umber " 52 36 l:i 13 
A \"crnge cost . $ 10i.02 $ -U.42 s 04.33 I 75.00 $ 53.i6 

Coucler.!lport 
Co!lt .I 1,874 I 3,309 I 2,938 $ 86·' s 256 

Number 
'COSt., 

u 2i 0 ·I 6 
Avernge 133.86 I 124.78 I 326.44 I 216.00 $ 4:.!,67 

Total 
Cost ········· I 3,533 $ 5,3:.!3 $ 5,:!54 $ 1,989 s 95:i 
Number· 

rost·:·s ••• 79 " 19 19 
A\'erage 115.27 $ 69.91 $ 116.76 I 104.63 I 42.66 

Ruml nonfarm-Towamla 
Cost ............... $ 3,075 $ 4,054 I 3,542 $ 2,769 $ 2,770 
Number " 

,. " 15 9 
A \'emge CQSC' I 68.33 I 69.90 $ 82.37 $ 184.60 s 307.78 

Coudersport 
Cost .$ 3,070 I 5,635 $ 5,322 I 823 I 7H 
Number .. -12 n 12 • 
An~rnge co't I 93.21 $ 134.16 I 129.80 I 68.58 I 193,50 

Total 
Cost .. .I 6,151 s D,6S\9 $ 8,804 $ 3,592 $ 3,544 
Number 

cost·:·$ 
78 190 •• 27 13 

Average 78.86 i 96.89 $ 105.52 $ 133.04 $ 272.62 

Total rural 
Cost .. $11,6!H. $15,212 $14,118 $ 5,581 $ •i,499 
Number 126 liD 129 '" 32 
A \'ernge COSt .. I 92.73 $ 84..98 $ 109.44 I 121.32 s 140.59 

Grand totnl 
Cu.ott $16,282 $2.5,018 $23,744 $11,200 s 8,284 
Number 171 263 239 99 73 
Average COSt·:: ., 

95.22 $ 9.5.12 I 103.23 $ 113.13 s 113,48 

Table 40-Number and per cent of illnesses unattended by a physician, 
according to residence and use of home~prepared remedies. 

Holllt-: Rt-:liiEDIES UsED HOlliE REJUEDIES NOT USED 

Number Number Per cent Number Number Per cent 
ill- un- un- Ill- un- un-

n..-.otm•:scE nesses nttended attended nesses attended attended 

Borough 
Towandn 13R 27 29 ·108 84 21 
Coudersport m 109 35 201 .. 27 
Total ... .uo 136 30 609 138 23 

Rural farm 
Towanda 183 56 31 327 100 31 
Couderspott .. , 7 11 71 6 8 
'fotnl ..... 2-18 63 .. 398 106 27 

Rurnl nonfarm 
Town min 221 at 23 3:10 170 49 
Coudersport 104 •• 23 128 17 13 
Total ....................... 325 75 •• -17R IH7 30 
Totnl rural .573 138 .. 876 ... 33 

Gmnd totnl 1.023 274 27 1,-IR!i <31 '" 
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Table 41-Percentage of income spent for all health services, by 
income group and residence. 

$1000- ·~000- saooo- $-f,OOD 
RQIDF.NCE $0-099 1000 2DD!l 1891 A.ND0\'RR TerrAl. 

Borough 

Towanda 
Number fAmilies . •• •• 01 4! !T too 
Health ............. $ .a. eo• s 7.081 s 7,127 ' 5,88.& ' 4,8!0 ,f ID,!all 
Income I so.ooo s 90,000 $152-,500 $1<&1,000 $181,.100 u.n,OCNI 
Per cent s.,ei.t .::: I. • • • • • 

Coudersport 
Number tamUieJ . 10 •• 01 !! 20 IRO 

Health costs s 8,!50 s 7.820 ' 9.222 s 5.818 ' ll;,&JI5 I :as.on~ 

Income ' 14.,2:50 $ 08,000 1152.500 I 'l''i,OOO • os.ooo uo;,;.,o 
Per ceut spent •a II • ' D • 

Total 
Number families . •• 104 122 •• ., ... 
Health costs s 1,55, $ 1'-IDO I 16.5.SD I 11.11o2 I }S,IOti ' 11!.000 
Income $ •14,.250 suo.ooo 1805,000 122-1,000 $21.'5,500 IOII-1,750 

Per cent -ap~nt ·:::: IT 9 • • • 7 

aural farm 
Towanda 

Number tamUfes . .. 08 50 IT .. 200 

Health eosts ....... $ 2,599 s 8,:J2'5 ' ..... s J,IHD s z.J.u I JR,O.'IJ 

Income s 31.500 $10!:,000 1125,000 • 59,500 I '"sao $8DH.500 

Per- cent spent :::: • • • 2 • • 
Coudersport 

Number tamiJies .. ,. •• 10 • • " Health oo•ts ........ $ 2.051 I 8,t10 ' 2.198 s 1,852 I . .,. I tO,!UD 

Income s 14.250 I n,ooo s 50.000 I 11.000 I so,ooo SJG!Ii,'UO 

Per cent speitt'" .::: .. 8 • • ! • 
ToW 

Number fn:mUies . •• 102 00 28 21 :75 

Henltll cost• $ 4,8:'50 • 10.-195 I 8.208 ' 2,741 s !,IUS f IM,OO! 

lneome S oU,750 IUa,ooo $115,000 s 80,500 1103,!100 $:103,750 

Per cent spent • ' • • • • 
Rural nonfarm 

Towanda 
Number families . ., •• .. 00 •• 223 

Health costs ........ s 4,AD5 s ,,!05 I 5.115 s 2,5111 I J,jiJj • 1!),2.10 

Income s 45,750 ttos.ooo 11-U,OOO I 7o,ooo • oo,ooo f42'K,750 

Per cent 'ir>c'nt ·:::: I] • • • • • 
Coudersport 

Number fnmtlles •• •• •• .. • lit! 

Health ...... I 3,284 ' 1.1.5 I 0.012 I ],8U~ ' Dli II 10,1:11 

Income • 81,500 I 1a,ooo 1130,000 I -ID,ooo I tG,300 fSU,OrHJ 

r~er cent -~ent :::: 10 9 • • • • 
Total 

Number tamtlies . 108 ... 110 8< 11 ••• 
Health costs .... s 8,U9 • 11,950 I u.ns; I B,RtO I !,3A1 • lrtlt7 

Income • 77,250 $186,000 121!5,000 snu.ooo I AI,:IOO $141.150 
l'er cent ·spent······ II • • • I • 

fl;J rural 
umber families .... 172 223 170 

., •• • •• 
He-nlth costs ............ I J2,R09 I !2,U5 S !O,!DO ' G,!JOJ s 5,114 • 17,!UUJ 

lneome . .. ...... $128.000 ssao,ooo tuo,ooo 1189.500 1190.000 IJ,I01',501J 

Per cent spent ........ 10 • • • • • 
Gtnnd total 1.0.54 

Number tamJJies ...... 231 ••• 20! 121 •• 
HeoJth cosh ............ • 10.303 I ltS,835 • 80,1139 • 17,801 • 111.299 I )30,)09 

Income llf3,250 1-&95,000 $755,000 J.jJ:I,$00 IU.\,!iOD 12,11t.UO 

Per cent spent ::::···· •• • • • I • 
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Table 4Z-Births occuring in hospitals, by income class and residence. 

11000- $2000- 13000- $4000 
RF.HIDY.SCE $0-999 !ODD 2909 3900 ANDOVER 

Dorough 

'fownncln 

X umber births ···················· • 13 II 7 
Number hospltnllzed .......... • 10 10 6 
I'er cent llospltallzed so " Dl 80 106 

Coudcrsr>ort 

Number births • 18 • 
S'UJnher hospltnllzed • )8 5 
J'er cent llo.'lpitnllzed 100 IOD IOD 160 

Total 

S'umber births ...................... • ID •• 12 
Number hospitalized .......... • 16 28 ll 
J'er cent ho11pltn1Jzed ········ DO .. •• 03 ' 100 

Rural fnrm 

Townndn 

Number births ······················ • u 10 3 2 
Number hospltnJJzed .......... u 7 3 2 
Per cent hospitalized •• 100 70 160 1DD 

Couderl.'port 

Number births • 2 
Number ho.'l'pitallzed .......... • 0 2 
Per cent ho.'lpltnllzed IOD 160 • 100 

Tolnl 

Number births ..................... 3 " u • • 
Number hospitalized 2 10 7 • 2 
l'er cent hospitalized 66 160 o• 1DD IDD 

llurnl nonfarm 

Townndn 

Number births ······················ • 20 l7 • • 
Number l•ospJtallzed .......... 3 H u • • l'er l."ellt hospitalized •• 70 .. 160 so 

Coudersport 

~umlu.~r births ...................... ID 7 • 
Number ho.!fpltnllzed .......... • 7 2 
Jler cent hospitalized •• IOD IOD 

Totnl 

Number births ............... • 30 •• • 5 
Number Jlospltn.llzed 3 •• 21 • • J'er C'l'Ut hospltnllzed ........ •• 70 88 IOD 80 

Total rurnl 

~umber births ...................... 8 •• 35 ll 7 
Nurnher hospitalized .......... • 3D •• u • l'er cent hospitalized ........ 78 87 83 •• 80 

Grnud total 

Number births ..................... " •• .. 23 8 
Numlk•r hospltnllzcd ID .. 56 22 7 
J•er c-ent llo.'~pltnllzed ........ •• 88 •• •• 88 
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Table 43-Persons receiving dental treatment by income class and residence. 

$1000- $2000- $3000- t.cooo 
ftESIDE~'CE $0-000 1909 !DOD 3900 ASD0\"Iilt 

Borough 

Towanda 

Number persons ............ 100 !!18 !23 "' .. 
Number treated ..... ).1 ·ID 100 .. 6l 
Per cent treated " 2:! H .. 70 

Coudersport 

Number treated 63 li1 311 •• " Number treated 13 .. " 31 .. 
Per cent treated 21 33 21 33 ,. 

Total 
Number persons )03 30J ,.. !:U I jl'! 

Number treated 27 107 li I 1 .. IO' 

Per cent treated 17 ·--· 32 ,. on 

Rural farm 

Towanda 

Number persons 120 ... ISO " " Number treated .. .. , 20 "' Per cent treated 17 22 20 3·1 .. 
Coudersport 

Number persons H 1!0 ,, 23 10 

Number treated • 28 • 12 .. 
Per cent treated 18 22 20 .'~2 7.'5 

Total 
Number persons .... 1M 373 .. , 00 71 

Number treated 28 82 '" 38 36 

Per cent treated 17 22 27 38 ·'" 
Rural nonfarm 

Towanda 

Number persons 100 280 2,0 HO " Number treated 2i " 63 311 II 

Per cent treated 17 17 2.1 3> 28 

(~oud er.sport 
Number persons 73 118 132 ... • 
Number treated 0 27 33 10 ' 
Per cent treated 12 23 2.'i 3i 62 

Total 
Number persons ........... 283 308 8R2 120 .. 
Number treated 30 " •• •• 16 

Per cent treated ........ " 10 " 30 .. 
Total rural 

Number persons 307 771 616 228 liD 

Number treated 0·1 J5i 100 •·I !52 

Per cent treated 10 20 20 37 " 
Orand total 

Number persons ·········-········ SO!) 1,166 1,1!52 -H12 2Di 

Number treated .................. 01 21H 33< 202 160 

Per cent treated ................ 16 23 2D H .. 
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Table 44-Reported free medical or surgical services, 
by income group and residence. 

$1000- $!WOO- $3000- $4000 

JtJI.jjJOJI.XCV. $0·990 1009 2009 3900 AXO 0\'t:R TOT.u, 

Borough 

Towanda 10 ' • 5 ' 26 

Coudersport 0 8 5 • 3 19 

Toto I ··············· 10 12 8 8 7 .. 
Rural farm 

Towanda ........ 0 2 0 6 0 2 • 

Coudersport .... 0 0 0 6 0 0 

Total .... 0 2 0 6 0 2 

Rural nonfarm 
Towanda ........ 0 8 6 0 3 II 

Coudersport 0 • 2 0 ' 0 

Total .............. 0 II 2 0 7 20 

Total rurnl 0 13 • 6 7 22 

Grnnd totnl 10 25 10 8 " 67 

Table 45-lllnesses unattended by a physician, according to residence 
and use of unprescribed drug store remedies. 

UNJ•RESCRIBED REMEDIES 
U:srat:sCHJBED RurEDIES UsED 0THF.R THAN ASI'JRIN NoT UsED 

Number Per cent Number Per cent 
Number un- un- Number un- un-

REBIDENct: Jllnesses attended attended illnesses attended attended 

Borough 

Towanda .................. 402 160 22 .. 5 9 
Coudersport .......... 506 161 32 7 2 29 

Total ....... 908 267 27 61 7 II 

llurnl tnrm 
Townndn ••• 153 32 25 3 12 
Coudersport ............ 130 13 16 6 6 0 

Total ................ 621 166 27 25 • 12 

Rural nontnnn 
Townndn ... 129 .. 27 5 19 
Coudersport 2311 " 18 2 0 0 

Total .................... 774 170 22 20 ' 17 

Total rural 1,895 336 .. 54 8 15 

Grnnd total 2,303 003 25 115 15 13 
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Chi Square Tests of Ststistieal Significance for Indicated Tables 

Table 
No. 

Degrees Chi Probability 
Factors Tested of freedom square of chance 

6 a. Borough and rural children found need-
ing correction of physical defects . . . . . . . . . . 1 

b. Borough and rural children whose de-
fects were corrected . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

8 Borough and rural families using home
prepared remedies . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

12 a. Borough and rural persons carrying hos-
pital insurance .......................... . 

b. Borough and rural persons carrying life 
insurance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1 

c. Borough and rural personS carrying ill-
ness insurance .......................... . 

d. Borough and rural persons carrying ac-

5.35 > .OS 

l.6Z Approx .. 20 

.02 > .50 

33.16 > .01 

22.80 > .01 

23.68 > .01 

cident insurance .......................... I 2.83 Approx .. 10 
e. Towanda a n d Coudersport persons 

carrying hospital insurance ................ I 479.81 > .OJ 
f. Towanda a n d Coudersport p e r s o n s 

carrying life insu~ance . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I 213.54 > .OJ 

26 a. Illnesses attended by income class . . . . . . . . 4 12.90 > .05 
b. Illnesses attended-$1000-1999 income 

class and all other income classes . . . . . . . . . . I I 1.87 > .05 

29 Persons receiving dental treatment by 
income Class ................•............ 4 200.99 > .01 

'· 31 Rural attended illnesses by distance from 
doctor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . • . . . . . . . . . . . . 6 12.66• > .OS 

. 34 Illnesses attended by educational level of 
family head . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 3.64 Approx .. 30 

36 a. Borough anc;l rural persons receiving 
derital treatfhent by educational level 
of family head ........................... 6 71.64 > .OJ 

b. Persons receiving dental treatment by 
educational level of family head ........... 3 196.36 > .01 

•Value obtaintd for X.~ is probably not reliable since it may have been unduly 
influenced by the per cent of frequencies in classes 12·to·14 and 15-to·17 miles, 
which varied considerably from the mean. 


