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States with the largest waiting lists
numerically were lllinois (12,288 people were
waiting for residential services), Indiana (17,382},
Maryland (18,698), and Oklahoma (4,885). Eight
states reported either that they did not keep
waiting lists or that they had no people waiting for
residential services as of June 30, 2009
(California, District of Columbia, Hawaii, ldaho,
Massachusetts, North Dakota, Rhode Island,
South Dakota, and Vermont).

We compared the reported number of people
on waiting lists to the number of current residential
service recipients in each state to estimate the
amount of growth that would be required fo
provide residential services in places other than
family homes to all persons with ID/DD waiting for
those service as of June 30, 2009. Overall, states
reported having waiting lists that would require
expansion of existing residential services capacity
by 28%. States that would have to increase their
capacity proportionally the most to meet the
identified need were Indiana (the current system
would have to grow 187.8%), Maryland {(251.4%),
New Mexico (213.6%), and Oklahoma (110.9%).
The eight slates that reported no waiting lists
would not have to increase their capacity o meet
current expressed needs. The remaining states
reported needing fo grow between 0.3% (lowa)
and 92.4% (Alaska).
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Table 2.4 Persons with ID/DD
Receiving Residential Services Per
100,000 of State General Population by
Size of Residential Setting,

June 30, 2009

Number per 100,000 of
*State State Population in
Population Residential Seltings by
{100,000) size category
State 16 7-15 16+ Tofal
AL 4709 525 184 45 754
AK 698 1479 26 16 1520
AZ 6596 593 05 25 623
AR 2889 452 324 561 1337
CA 36962 1348 34 116 1500
cO 5025 919 101 2.0 104.0
CT 3518 187.0 114 205 199.0
DE 8.85 10268 0.0 136 116.1
DC 6.00 1988 147 00 2135
FL 18538 596 64 167 827
GA 98289 520 0.0 86 6086
HI 1295 847 13 00 860
ID 1546 2190 333 306 2829
IL 129.10 634 57.0 447 165.1
IN 6423 964 407 7.0 144.1
1A 3008 2042 351 59.7 2990
KS 2819 1749 169 125 2044
KY 4314 751 59140 950
LA 4492 928 30.0 404 163.2
ME 1318 2045 162 0.0 2207
MD 5699 1235 48 23 1305
MA 6594 154.0 18.0 135 1856
Mi 9970 1252 155 58 1465
MN 5266 2513 103 7.2 26838
MS 2952 210 241 694 1145
MO £988 7386 175 176 1087
MT 975 1464 412 86 1842
NE 17.97 1406 3.8 23.3 1677
NV 2643 541 00 44 584
NH 13.25 1320 1.7 1.9 1355
NJ 8708 774 211 553 1538
NM 20.10 1014 60 0.0 1074
NY 195.41 1267 96.0 156 2383
NC 93.81 782 19228 1067
ND 6.47 2183 765 240 3188
OH 11543 1315 219 345 1951
OK 36.87/ 759 125 310 1194
OR 3826 1373 88 19 1481
PA 126.05 1285 125 26.3 1905
Ri 10.53 1996 108 20 2124
5C 4561 699 194 178 1071
SD 812 1952 68.8 199 2840
™ 6296 640 121 90 851
™ 24782 780 2.5 23.0 1035
uT 2785 860 55271 1186
VT 6.22 2499 0.0 0.0 2499
VA 7883 549 48344 940
WA 6664 887 24 165 107.6
WV 1820 7689 275 26 107.0
Wi 56.556 1429 435 141 2006
WY 544 2107 7.7 151 2335
us ;  3,070.07 1047 19.0 194 1431
Total

1 See notes in Table 2.2



Table 2.5 Persons with ID/DD on a Waiting List for, But Not Receiving
Residential Services on June 30, 2009

Total Total % Growth
Stat Persons Residential Required
ae on Waiting Senice to Match
List Recipients Needs
AL 1,159 3,549 327
AK 981 © 1,062 92.4
AZ 67 4111 1.6
AR 874 3,863 226
CA 0 55,436 0.0
co 1,135 5,227 217
CT 482 7,001 6.9
DE 169 1,028 16.4
DC 0 1,280 0.0
FL 3,780 ¢ 15,339 246
GA 1,626 5,961 273
Hi 0 1,114 0.0
D 0 4373 0.0
IL 12,289 21,311 57.7
IN 17,382 9,257 187.8
1A 27 8,994 0.3
KS 1,287 5,761 223
KY 363 4,097 8.9
LA DNF 7,332 DNF
; ME 73 2910 2.5
MD 18,698 7,438 251.4
MA 0 12,235 0.0
M 45 ¢ 14,607 0.3
MN 2,853 14,157 20.2
MS DNF 3,379 DNF
MO 531 6,511 82
MT 598 1,893 3186
NE 2,059 3,013 68.3
NV 352 1,544 22.8
NH 208 1,795 116
NJ DNF 13,389 DNF
NM 48610 2158 2138
NY 4,409 46,568 95
NC DNF 10,013 DNF
ND 1] 2,062 0.0
OH DNF 22,521 DNF
OK 4,885 4404 1109
OR 3,399 ¢ 5,664 60.0
PA 2,095 24,015 8.7
RI 0] 2,237 0.0
5C 2,022 4,885 414
sSD 0 2,307 0.0
TN 856 5,355 16.0
> DNF 25,640 DNF
ut 1,924 3,303 58.3
VT 0 1,554 0.0
VA 4,306 7411 58.1
WA DNF 7,168 DNF
wv 154 1,947 79
wi 4,057 11,341 358
WY 115 1,271 9.0
Reporting
States 99,870 357,241 28.0
Estimated
US Total 122,870 439,515 28.0
¢ = gstimate

Note: Estimates from non reporting states based on the
ratio of persons w aiting to persons served in the
reporting states 39



Chapter 4

Residential Settings and Residents by Type of Living Arrangement

This chapter describes residential settings for per-
sons with Intellectual and developmental
disabilities (ID/DD) by setting type. Four separate
types of residential settings have been developad
to conform to state ID/DD reporting systems.
These include;

Congregate Care: A residence owned, rented, or
managed by the residential services provider, or
the provider's agent, to provide housing for
persens with ID/DD in which staff provide care,
instruction, supervision, and other support for
residents with |ID/DD (includes ICF-MR cerified
facilities).

Host Famlly/Foster Care: A home owned or
rented by an individual or family in which they live
and in which they provide care and support for
one or more unrelated persons with ID/DD.

Own Home: A home owned or rented by one or
more persons with ID/DD as their personal home
in  which personal assistance, instruction,
supervision, and other support is provided to them
as needed.

Family Home: A home owned or rented by a fam-
ily member of a person with ID/DD in which the
individual with ID/DD resides and in which the in-
dividual receives paid care, instruction,
supervision or other support from persons other
than family members and/or from family members
who are paid. :

Congregate Care Settings and
Residents

On June 30, 2009 residential services were
provided to an estimated total of 276,460 people
in 58,937 congregate care settings (See Table
2.6). An estimated 53,168 of these settings
served six or fewer people (89%), 6,361 served 7
to 15 people (11%), and 969 served 16 or more
people (2%). An estimated 158,621 people lived
in congregate care settings with 6 or fewer people
(57%), 58,235 pecple living in congregate settings
of 7-to 15 residents- (21%), and 59,604 lived in
congregate seftings with 16 or more residents
(22%).

States reporting the greatest number of
residential settings in the congregate care type
were California (5,963), Massachusetts (2,750),
Minnesota (2,376), New York (5,099), and
Pennsylvania (3,790). States reporting the fewest
congregate care settings were Hawaii (47),
Nevada (8), Vermont (45), and Virginia (35).

States reporting the largest number of people
with ID/DD living in the congregate care type
settings were California (30,736), lllincis (17,039),
New York (36,109), Pennsylvania (11,579), and
Texas (15,692). States reporting the fewest
people living in congregate care seftings were
Hawaii (186), Nevada (100), Mew Hampshire
(309}, and Vermont (124). The states serving the
highest proportion of congregate care residents in
settings with 18 or more people were Arkansas

. {60%}, lowa (56%), Mississippi (62%), Nevada

a1

{65%), and Virginia (50%).

Host Family/Foster Care Settings and
Residents

On June 30, 2009 states reported that 40,967
people with ID/DD lived in an estimated 21,602
family foster care settings (See Table 2.7).
Overall, 87% of family foster care settings served
3 or fewer people, 3% served 4 to 6 people, and
only 30 (less than 1%) served 7 or more pecple.
Overall 94.6% of all people living in host
family/foster care settings lived in homes with 3 or
fewer people with ID/DD, 4.9% lived in places with
4 to 6 people with ID/DD, and 0.5% lived in homes
with 7 or more residents.

States with the largest number of host
family/foster care type residential settings were
Idaho (1,429), Massachusetts (1,569), New York
{1,419), and Pennsylvania (1,131). States serving
the greatest number of people with ID/DD in host
familyffoster care settings were California (3,844
people), New York (2,598), North Carolina
(2,608), and Texas (5,330).



Table 2.6 Congregate Care Settings (including ICFs-MR) and Residents by State

on June 30, 2008

State Number of Congregate Care Settings Number of Residents

1-3 4.6 1-6 7-15 16+ Total 1-3 4-6 16 7-15 16+ Total
AL 614 82 696 64 1 761 1,595 406 2,001 865 214 3,080
AK 197 e 80 o 277 ° 5¢ 11 293 586 e 224 ¢ 810 ¢ 5e e 826
AZ 641 268 909 4 2 915 1,446 1,083 2,529 36 164 2,729
AR 50 9 59 97 27 183 95 38 133 935 1621 2,680
CA DNF DNF 5,723 145 95 5,063 DNF DNF 25,163 1,267 4306 30,738
co 64 e 116 * 180 ¢ 61°¢ 2 243 129 560 e 689 ¢ 506 © 103 1,208
cT 608 531 807 49 6 862 746 2,652 3,398 370 723 4,491
DE 137 106 243 0 2 245 288 439 727 0 120 847
oG 404 110 514 12 0 526 604 504 1,108 88 0 1,196
FL 224 1,293 1,517 159 61 1,737 348 5,489 5,837 1,187 3,101 10,125
GA 1,042 208 1,250 0 5 1,265 1,714 968 2,682 0 849 3,531
HI 1 38 " 39 8 0 47 3 166 169 17 0 186
D 12 34 46 100 53 199 23 196 219 515 473 1,207
IL DNF DNF 42 220 47 309 211 3,698 3,909 7.357 5,773 17,039
IN 132 304 436 336 7 779 396 1,453 1,849 2,617 451 4,917
A 0 97 97 93 32 222 0 371 37 1,055 1,797 3,223
KS 315 311 626 60 2 633 650 1,493 2,143 477 353 2,973
KY 848 15 863 69 8 940 2,066 69 2,135 233 601 2,969
LA 34 344 378 182 15 575 123 1,764 1,887 1,348 1,816 5,051
ME 604 148 752 19 0 771 1,104 608 1,712 214 0 1,926
MD 1,485 352 1,837 35 3 1875 3,584 1514 5,098 271 129 5408
MA © 869 1685 2554° 18G-¢ 7 2,750 1483¢ 4988 6471 1,188¢ 893 8,552
M DNF DNF DNE DNF  DNF DNF 412 5,851 6,263 1,533 529 8,325
MN 408 1,904 2,312 48 18 2,376 1,019 8642 9661e¢ 543 379 10,583
MS 310 71 331 73 12 416 621 108 541 710 2,048 3,299
MO 169 218 387 120 16 523 488 1,015 1,503 1,048 991 3,542
MT 144 ¢ 63 © 207 ¢ 56 © 2 265 214 e 371 585 ¢ 402 © 64 1,051
NE 293 ¢ 119 » 412 ¢ gs 3 424 671 e 519° 4,190 ¢ 69 e 418 1,677
NV ] 6 6 0 2 8 0 35 35 0 5 100
NH 177 18 195 3 1 199 180 82 262 22 25 309
NJ 233 769 1,002 196 48 1,246 438 4,097 4,535 1,834 4,817 11,186
NM 336 78" 414 14 0 428 754 307 1,061 120 0 1,181
NY 1830 2,186 4016 2,000 83 6,000 3.453 10,855 14,308 18,753 3,048 36,109
NG 400 830 1,230 38 9 1277 DNF DNF 4,730 178 2,141 7,049
ND 0 40 40 61 2 103 0 225 225 495 155 875
OH DNF DNF 612 308 85 1,005 DNF DNF 2,815 2,525 3,981 9,31
OK 0 142 142 43 28 213 0 773 © 773 © 461+ 1,144 2,378
OR 96 500 506 40 4 640 234 2,149 2,383 338 74 2,795
PA 2,116 1,208 3414 312 64 3,790 4575° 3916+ 8481 1223¢ 1,865°¢ 11,579
Ri 9 206 302 12 1 315 287 937 1,224 114 21 1,359
sC 140 503 643 108 5 756 368 2,017 2,385 836 810 4,081
sSD 554 70 624 61 2 687 892 364 1,056 559 162 1,777
TN 96 69 165 95 6 266 223 314 537 763 565 1,865
> DNF - DNF DNF 53 30 DNF DNF DNF 9,385 617 5690 15692
ut 537 ¢ 69 © 656 * 18e 13 687 870 ° 332 1,202 ¢ 154 « 754 2,110
VT 31 14 45 0 0 45 51 73 124 0 0 124
VA 0 12 12 15 8 35 1,080 1,244 2,324 378 2,709 5,411
WA 52 384 436 18 15 469 93 1,064 2,057 157 1,102 3,316
WV 136 35 171 62 2 235 218 » 171 380 * 500 ® 47 936
Wi 0 897 897 597 10 1,504 0 2,869 2,869 2,065 798 5,732
WY 114 129 243 4 1 248 227 645 872 42 82 996
Reported
USTotal 16,509 16,711 39,355 6,271 854 46,307 34,362 78,558 154,825 57,040 57,982 269,847
Estimated
USTotal 22605 30,563 53,168 6,361 969 59,937 43068 114653 158621 58,235 59604 276460
o = gstimate
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Table 2.7 Host Family/Foster Care Settings and Residents by State on

June 30, 2009

Number of Family Foster Care Settings Number of Residents
State 1-3 4-8 1-6  7-15 Total 1-3 4-6 16 7-15 Total
AL 72 2 74 0 74 215 8 223 0 223
AK 24 9 33e  qe 34 120 ¢ 31 151 @ 4 155 e
AZ 890 0 890. 0 890 - 905 0 905 0 905
AR 552 0 552 0 552 552 0 552 0 552
CA CNF DNF DNF 0 DNF 3,844 0 3,844 0 3,844
co DNF 0 DNF 0 DNF 787 ¢ 0 787 ¢ 0 787 ¢
CcT 298 2 300 3 303 452 8 470 31 501
DE 142 0 142 0 142 157 0 157 0 157
DC 40 0 40 0 40 54 0 54 0 54
FL DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF  DNF DNF
GA 611 28 639 0 639 745 126 871 0 871
HI 343 114 457 0 457 531 248 779 0 779
D 1,429 0 1,429 § 1,429 1,729 0 1,729 0 1,729
IL DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF 173 16 189 0 189
IN 180 3 183 0 183 253 14 267 0 267
1A 7 0 7 0 7 7 0 7 0 7
KS DNF 0 DNF ] DNF 227 0 227 0 227
KY 357 1 358 0 358 749 4 753 0 753
LA 43 0 43 0 43 55 0 55 0 55
ME 469 11 480 0 480 550 59 609 0 609
MD 193 0 193 0 193 215 0 215 0 215
MA 1,569 0 1,569 0 1,569 1,569 0 1,569 0 1,569
M DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF 109 0 109
MN 580 o 580 e 0 580 = 949 0 949 0 949
MS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
MO 13 0 13 0 13 19 0 19 0 19
MT 182 B 188 O 188 e 209 ¢ 12 221 e 0 221 ¢
NE 322 0O 322 ¢ 0 322 ¢ 384 ¢ 0 384 ¢ 0 384 e
NV 65 0 65 0 65 81 0 81 0 81
NH 901 1 902 0 902 1,081 5 1,086 0 1,086
NJ 802 0 802 0 802 1,276 1 0 1,276 1 0 1,276 1
NM 389 3 392 0 392 434 6 440 0 440
NY 1,153 265 1,418 1 1,419 1,741 850 2,591 7 2,598
NC 231 g 240 25 265 DNF DNF 2,435 171 2,606
ND 27 0 27 0 27 . 27 0 27 o 27
OH DNF DNF DNF 0 DNF DNF DNE 751 0 751
OK 441 [t} 441 0 441 441 0 441 i} 441
OR DNF DNF 531 0 531 DNF DNF 2125 0 2,125
PA 1,131 0 1,131 0 1,131 1,782 ¢ 0 1,782 ¢ 0 1,782 ¢
RI 116 2 118 0 118 127 9 136 4] 136
sSC 109 0 109 0 109 142 0 142 a 142
sD 4 0 4 0 4 5 0 5 0 5
TN 234 0 234 0 234 301 0 301 0 301
TX DNF DNF DNF  DNF DNF DNF DNF 6,830 o 6,830
uT 250 - 0 250 0 250 250 v} 250 0 250
vT 1,051 0 1,051 0 1,051 1,196 o 1,196 0 1,196
VA DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF 564 o 564 o] 564
WA 120 0 120 0 120 120 0 120 0 120
WV 258 0 258 0 258 258 0 258 0 258
wi 1,066 0 1,066 0 1,066 1,728 0 1,728 0 1,728
WY 47 0 47 0 47 94 0 94 0 94
Reported US
Total 168,711 456 17,698 30 17,728 27108 1,396 40,754 213 40,967
Estimated
US Total 20,999 573 21,572 30 21602 38,758 1,996 40,754 213 40,967
¢ = estimate
12008 data
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Table 2.8 Homes Owned or Leased by
Persons with ID/DD and the Number of
- People Living in Them by State on

" (30,858).

June 30, 2009
Number People in . % in
State of Their Own All Resi Own
dents
Homes Home's Home
AL 190 246 3,549 7%
AK 72 ¢ 72 1,062 7%
AZ 391 477 4,111 12%
AR 563 622 3,863 16%
CA DNF 20,856 55,436 38%
CO DNF 823°¢ 5,227 16%
CT 1,611 1,675 7,001 24%
DE 20 24 1,028 2%
DG 29 30 1,280 2%
FL DNF 5214 15,339 34%
GA 1,375 1,559 5,961 26%
Hi 139 149 1,114 13%
1D 905 1,437 4373 33%
IL DNF 4083° 21311 19%
IN 2,464 4073 9,257 44%
1A 1,774 5764 8,994 64%
KS 1,652 2,561 5,761 44%
KY 341 352 4,097 9%
LA DNF 2,228 7,332 30%
ME 285 375 2,910 13%
MD 1,559 1,725 7,438 23%
MA 2,114 2,114 12,235 17%
M DNF 6,087 14,607 42%
MN 1,547 2320 14,157 16%
MS 80 80 3379 2%
MO 2,886 2,886 6,511 44%
MT 563 621 1,893 33%
NE 763 ° 952° 3013 32%
NV 783 1,305 1,544 85%
NH 400 400 1,795 22%
NJ 927 927 13,389 7%
NM 404 537 2,158 25%
NY DNF 7861 46,568 17%
NC DNF 2,606 10,013 26%
ND 1,160 1,160 2,062 56%
CH DNF 11,607 22,521 52%
CK 298 1,585°% 4,404 36%
OR DNF 744 5,664 13%
PA DNF 5642°¢ 24015 23%
RI 641 742 2237 33%
SC DNF 662 4,885 14%
SD 499 525 2,307 23%
TN 1,780 3,189 5355 60%
> DNF 3,118 25,640 12%
uT 859 ¢ 943 3,303 29%
VT 228 234 1,554 15%
VA DNF 1,436 7.411 19%
WA 2420 °* 3,732 7,168 52%
WV . 682 ° 753° 1,947 39%
Wi 2796 2,796 11,341 25%
WY 91 181 1,271 14%
Reported
US Total 36,001 122,088 439,515 27.8%
Estimated
US Total 89,639 122,088 439515 27.8%

&= gstimate

Own Home Settings and Residents

On June 30, 2009, states reported providing
residential supports to 122,088 people living in an
estimated 89,639 homes owned or leased by the
person c¢r a roommate {See Table 2.8). The
estimated 122,088 people with 1D/DD living in
homes owned or leased by a person with ID/DD
on June 30, 2009 were 27.8% of all people
receiving residential services in the congregate
care, host family/foster care, and own home
service types

States reporting the largest number of
residential service recipienis living in homes

.owned by them or another person with ID/DD in

2009 were California (20,856 people), lowa
(5,764}, Michigan (6,087), New York (7,861) and
Ohio (11,607). States reporting the smallest
number of residential service recipients living in
this type of setting were Alaska (72), Delaware
(24), the District of Columbia (30), and Mississippi
(80).

Siates reporting the highest proportional
support of people living in homes owned or leased
by people with ID/DD were lowa (84% of all
residential service recipients in lowa lived in this
type of setting), Nevada (85%), North Dakota
(56%), and Tennessee (60%). States reporting
the lowest proportion of residential service
recipients in this type of setting were Alabama
(7%), Alaska (7%), Delaware (2%), the District of
Columbia (2%), Mississippi (2%), and New Jersey
(7%).

Family Home Settings and Residents

On June 30, 2009, states reported supporting
599,152 people with ID/DD who were living in the
home of a family member compared to 439,515
people receiving residenfial supports in a
congregate care, host family/foster care or own
home setting. Nationally, an estimated 57.5% of
all people with ID/DD receiving support lived in the
home of a family member.

States reporting the largest number of service
recipients receiving support while living in the
home of a family member on June 30, 2009 were
California (137,942), Florida {36,253), New Jersey
(26,838), New York (78,553), and Pennsylvania
States supporting the fewest service
recipients who were living in the home of a family
member were Alaska (195), the District of
Columbia (615), Maine (464), Nebraska (491),
and New Hampshire (612).

States reporting serving the greatest
proportion of service recipients who were living in
the homes of family members rather than in one
of the three other types of residential service



options were Arizona (86.4%), California (71.3%),
Florida (70.3%), ldaho (74.5%), and South
Carolina (71.0%). States reporting serving the
smallest proportion of service recipients in this
type of setting included Alaska (15.5%), Maine
(13.8%), Maryland (23.4%), Nebraska (14.0%)
and Texas (16.2%).

National distribution of service reciplents
by setting type. In this chapter we have
described the number and proportion of service
recipients receiving one of four types of service:
congregate care, host family/foster care, own
home, and home of a family member.

Figure 2.2 shows those proportions
graphically.  Altogether on June 30, 2009 an
estimated 276,460 people with ID/DD received
residential supports in a congregate care setting;
40,967 received supports in a host family/foster
care sefting, 122,099 received supporis while
living in 2 home owned or leased by a person with
ID/DD, and 599,152 people received supports
while living in the home of a family member. The
proportions in these seitings were congregate
care 26.6%, host family/foster care 3.9%, home
owned or leased by a person with ID/DD 11.8%,
and family home 57.7%.

Figure 2.2 Number of People with 1D/DD Receiving Each of Four Types of
Support as of June 30, 2009

40,967

45

O Host Family/Foster Care (3.9%)
BOwn Home (11.8%)
Congregate Care (26.6%)

= Family Home (57.5%)



Table 2.9 Number of People with ID/DD Receiving Services While Living in the
Home of a Family Member on June 30, 2009

In Farmily
Homes or

In Family  Residential % in Family
State Homes Settings Homes
AL 3,118 6,667 46.8%
AK 195 1,257 15.5%
AZ 26,101 e 30,212 86.4%
AR 1,737 5,600 31.0%
CA 137,942 193,378 71.3%
cO 7173 e 12,400 57.8%
CT 7,758 14,759 52.6%
DE 2,053 3,081 66.6%
DC 615 1,895 32.5%
FL 36,253 51,582 70.3%
GA ' 7443 13,404 55.5%
HI 2,124 3,238 65.6%
ID 12,761 17,164 74.5%
IL 12,248 ¢ 33,559 36.5%
IN 6,046 15,303 39.5%
1A 5,320 14,314 37.2%
KS 2,591 8,352 31.0%
KY . 1,904 6,001 31.7%
LA 13,263 20,595 64.4%
ME 454 3,374 13.8%
MD 2,270 9,708 23.4%
MA 19,916 32,151 61.9%
Mi 17,552 32,159 54 6%
MN 14,372 28,529 50.4%
MS 1,686 5,065 33.3%
MO 7,397 13,808 -53.2%
MT 2,418 4311 56.1%
NE 491 e 3,504 14.0%
NV 3,440 4984 69.0%
NH 612 2407  254%
NJ 26,838 40,227 66.7%
NM 1,656 3714 41.9%
NY 78,553 125121 62.8%
NC 14,694 24,707 59.5%
ND 773 2835 27.3%
CH 16,574 39,095 42.4%
CK 26409 7,044 37.5%
OR 8,079 13,743 58.8%
PA 30,858 ¢ 54,873 56.2%
RI 895 3,132 28.6%
SC 11,968 16,853 71.0%
sD 944 3.251 29.0%
TN 3,655 9,010 40.6%
TX 4,947 30,587 16.2%
uT 1,997 5,300 37.7%
VT 1,602 3,156 50.8%
VA 9,663 17,074 56.6%
WA 13,961 21129 66.1%
WV 2714 4 661 58.2%
wi 8,038 19,379 41.5%
WY 910 2,181 41.7%
Total

Reported 599,152 1,038,667 57.7%

® = estimate 46




Chapter 5

Changing Patterns in Residential Service Systems: 1977-2009

Changing Patterns in Residential
Settings

Table 2.10 presents summary statistics on the
number of residential settings in which services
were provided to persons with intellectual and
developmental disabilities (ID/DD) by state and
nonstate agencies on June 30th of 1977, 1982,
1987, 1992, 1997, 2002 and 2009. Totals are
reported by type of operator {state or nonstate)
and size of residential setting (6 or fewer
residents, 7-15 fesidents, and 16 or more
residents).

Between 1977 and 2009 the estimated total
number of residential settings in which services
to persons with ID/DD were provided increased
from 11,008 to an estimated 173,042. The
number settings with 7-15 residents increased
by an estimated 3,986 (an increase of 166%)
and the number of settings with 6 or fewer resi-
dents increased by an estimated 158,682
settings (a 23 fold increase). The number of
settings with 16 or more residents declined by
736 (a decline of 43%).

Between 1977 and 2009 the proportion of
residential settings operated by nonstate
agencies increased from 96% to 99% overall.
The proporticn of seitings with 1-6 people
operated by nonstate agencies remained
constant at 99%. The proportion of seftings of
7 to 15 people operated by nonstate agencies
decreased from 96% to 89%. Finally the
proportion of settings with 16 or more people

operated by nonstate agencies declined from
81% to 79%.

Between 1992 and 2009 the number of
residential settings with 15 and fewer residents
grew by 124,237 (or 7,308 per year). By
confrast between 1977 and 1992 the number of
settings with 15 or fewer residents grew by
38,533 (or 2,569 per year).

Changes in Number of Residential
Service Recipients

Table 2.11 presents summary statistics on the
number of residents with ID/DD in residential
settings served by state or nonstate agencies
on June 30th of 1977, 1982, 1987, 1992, 1997,
2002 and 2009. Totals are reported by type of
operator (state or nonstate) and size of residen-
tial setting {1-6, 7-15 and 16 or more residents).

Between 1977 and 2009 the estimated total
number persons with © ID/DD  receiving
residential services increased from 247,780 to
an estimated 439,515 (an increase of 77%).
The number of pecple living in settings with 7-
15 residents increased by an estimated 38,424
(an increase of 192%) and the number of
people receiving residential services in settings
with 6 or fewer residents increased by an
estimated 301,063 (a 15 fold increase). The
number of people with ID/DD living in settings
with 16 or more residents declined by 147,752
(a decrease of 71%).

Table 2.10 State and Nonstate Residential Settings for Persons with ID/DD on
June 30 of 1977, 1982, 1987, 1997, 2002 and 2009

Residential Settings

Nonstate State Total

Year 1-6 7-15 16+  Total 16 7-15 16+ Tofal 1-6 7-15 16+  Total

1977 6,855 2,310 1,378 10,543 43 95 327 465 6,898 2,405 1,705 11,008
1982 10,073 3,181 1,370 14,624 182 426 349 957 10,255 3,607 1,719 15,581
1987 26475 4,713 1,370 32,558 189 443 287 918 26,664 5,156 1657 33477
1992 41444 5158 1,320 47,822 382 852 323 1,557 41,826 6,010 1,643 49,479
1997 87,917 5578 1,040 94,535 1,047 702 246 1,995 88,964 6,280 1,286 96,530
2002 116,188 5,880 1,026 123,095 1634 713 233 2,580 117,823 6,593 1,259 125675
2009 164,379 5659 764 170,802 1,637 732 205 2,574 165,682 6,391 969 173,042
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Between 1977 and 2009 the proportion of
people with ID/DD living in settings operated by
nonstate agencies increased from 37% to 90%
overall, The proportion people living in settings
with 1-8 people operated by nonstate agencies
decreased slightly . (from 99% to 98%). The
proportion of people living in settings of 7 to 15
people operated by nonstate agencies
decreased from 95% to 88%. Finally the
proportion of pecople with ID/DD living in
settings with 16 or more people operated by
nonstate agencies increased from 37% to 45%.

Between 1992 and 2009 the number of
people with ID/DD living in residential settings
with 15 and fewer residents grew by 206,228
{or 12,131 per year). By contrast between 1977
and 1992 the number of people with ID/DD
living in residential setfings with settings with 15
or fewer residents grew by 133,259 (or 8,884
per year).

Figure 2.3 depicts graphically the
residential service frends from 1977 fo 2009
summarized in Table 2.11. This breakdown
shows that the rapid growth from June 30, 1977
to June 30, 2009 in the number of people living
in residential settings of 15 or fewer residents
came primarily from growth in number of
persons in settings with 1-6 residents. This
breakdown also clearly shows the significant
decrease in the populations of large state and
nonstate residential facilities.

Residential Settings, by Size, of
Persons with ID/DD in 1982 and
2009

Figure 2.4 shows changes number of persons
with |ID/DD receiving residential services,
including nursing facility residents, by setting
size in 1982 and 2009. Residential services for
the 471,132 persons reported on June 30, 2009
provide a very different profile than of the
284,387 persons with ID/DD reported in June
1982.

In 1982, more than three-fifths (63.3%) of
all residents lived in state and nonstate ID/DD
settings of 18 or more persons, 68.1% of whom
were in state facilities. An additional 14.3%
were in generic nursing facilities. In total, in
1982 more than three-quarters (77.6%) of
persons with ID/DD receiving long-term
services and suppeort received them in
institutions (large ID/DD or nursing facilities);
only 11.7% lived in settings of 6 or fewer
residents, with an additional 10.7% in settings
of 7 to 15 residents. About 5.5% of persons with
ID/DD in residential or nursing facilities lived in
settings of 3 or fewer pgople.

By 2009, 68.2% of all residents lived in
ID/DD settings of 6 or fewer persons, with an
additional 12.4% living in settings of 7 to 15
persons. Persons living in settings with 3 or
fewer residents made up 43.7% of the
combined residential and nursing service
recipients. Only an estimated 89,212 (18.9%)
lived In state or nonstate ID/DD settings of 16 or
more residents, or in generic nursing facilities.

Table 2.11 Persons with ID/ DD in State and Nonstate Residential Settings on
June 30 of 1977, 1982, 1987, 2002 and 2009

. Residents
Nonstate Senvices State Services Total

Year 16 7-15 16+ Total 16 715 16+ Total 1-6 7-15 16+ Total

1977 20,184 19,074 52,718 91,976 216 950 154,638 155,804 20400 20,024 207,356 247,780
1982 32,335 28,810 57,396 118,541 853 1,705 122,750 125308 33,188 30,515 180,146 243,849
1987 68,631 45,223 42,081 155935 1,302 3,414 95022 99,738 69,933 48,637 137,103 255673
1992 118,304 46,023 45,805 210,132 1371 7,985 74,538 83,894 119,675 54,008 120,343 294,026
1997 190,715 46,988 38,696 276,399 4,253 6926 54,666 65845 194,968 53,914 93,362 342,244
2002 258,709 46,728 30,676 336,113 5532 7,028 44066 56,627 264,241 53,757 74,742 392,740
2009 316,036 51,400 26,695 394,131 5427 7048 32909 45384 321,463 58,448 59,604 439,515
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Residents

Flgure 2.3 Persons with ID/DD in State and Nonstate Residential Settings on

June 30 of 1977, 1982, 1987, 1992, 2002, and 2009
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SECTION 3

Status and Changes in
Medicaid Funded Residential and
Related Services



Chapter 6

Background on Medicaid Long-Term Services and Supports

This chapter provides a brief overview of Medicaid
programs for persons with intellectual disabilities
and related developmental disabilities {ID/DD) on
which statistics are presented in Chapter 7.

Establishment of the ICF-MR Program

Before 1965 there was no federal participation in
long-term care for persons with intellectual
disabilities and related developmental disabilities
(ID/DD). In 1965, Medicaid was enacted as
Medical Assistance, Title XI[X of- the Social
Security Act. It provided federal matching funds
from 50% to 83%, depending on each state's per
capita income, for medical assistance, including
Skilled Nursing Facilities {(SNFs), for people in the
categories of elderly, blind, disabled, and
dependent children and their families.

It was only shortly after the introduction of
federal reimbursement for skilled nursing care in
1965 that government officials noted rapid growth
in the number of patients in SNFs. It was further
documented that many of these individuals were
receiving far more medical care than they actually
needed, at a greater cost than was needed,
largely because of the incentives of placing
people in facilities for which half or more of the
costs were reimbursed through the federal Title
XIX program. Therefore, in 1967, a less medically
oriented and less expensive “Intermediate Care
Facility” (ICF) program for elderly and disabled
adults was authorized under Title XI of the Social
Security Act.

In 1971 the SNF and ICF programs were
combined under Title XIX. Within the legislation
combining the two programs was a little noticed,
scarcely debated amendment that for the first time
authorized federal financial participation (FFP) for
‘intermediate  care” provided [n facilites
specifically for people with ID/DD. Three primary
outcomes of the new [CF-MR legislation appear to
have been intended by proponenis of this
legislation: 1) to provide substantial federal incen-
tives for upgrading the physical environment and
the quality of care and habilitation being provided
in large public ID/DD facilities; 2) to neutralize
incentives for states to place persons with 1D/DD
in nonstate nursing homes andfor to certify their
large state facilities as SNFs; and 3) to provide a
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program for care and habilitation (“active
treatment”) specifically focused on the needs of
persons with ID/DD rather than upon medical
care. It was alsc a way to enlist the federal
government in assisting states with their rapidly
increasing large state facility costs, which were
averaging real dollar increases of 14% per year in
the five years prior fo the passage of the ICF-MR
legistation (Greenberg, Lakin, Hill, Bruininks, &
Hauber, 1985).

The ICF-MR program was initiated in a period
of rapid change in residential care for persons
with ID/DD. By FY 1973 state facility populations
had already decreased to 173,775 from their high
of 194650. in FY 1967 (Lakin, 1979).
Nevertheless, states overwhelmingly opted fo
centify their public institutions to participate in the
ICF-MR program, with two notable outcomes: 1)
nearly every state took steps to secure federal
participation in paying for large state facility
services, and 2) in order to maintain federal
participation, most states were compelled to
invest substantial amounts of state dollars in
bringing large state facilities into conformity with
ICF-MR standards. Forty states had at least one
ICF-MR certified state facility by June 30, 1977.
Nearly a billion state dollars were invested in
facility improvement efforts in FYs 1978-1980
alone, primarily to meet ICF-MR standards
(Gettings & Mitchell, 1980)." :

In the context of growing support for
community residential services, such statistics
were used by a growing number of critics to
charge that the ICF-MR program 1) had created
direct incentives for maintaining people in large
state facilities by providing federal contributions to
the costs of those facilities; 2) had diverted funds
that could otherwise have been spent on
community program development into facility
renovations solely to obtain FFP; 3) had promoted
the development of large private ICF-MR facilities
for people leaving large state facilities through
available FFP (11,943 people were living in large
private ICFs-MR by June 1977); and 4) had
promoted  organizational inefficiency and
individual dependency by promoting a single
uniform standard for care and oversight of ICF-
MR residents irrespective of the nature and
degree of their disabilities andfor their relative
capacity for independence.



These criticisms, and the growing desire to
increase residential opportunities in community
setfings, along with the continued desire of states
to avail themselves of the favorable Medicaid
cosi-share, helped stimulate the development of
community ICFs-MR and the eventual clarification
by the Health Care Financing Administration
{(HCFA), now the Centers for Medicare and
Medicaid Services (CMS3), of how the ICF-MR
level of care could be delivered in 4-15 person
group homes.

Community ICF-MR Group Homes

Expansion of ICF-MR services to privately-
operated programs in the late 1970s and the
1980s was a major development in the evoluiion
of the program. Private residential facilities were
not an issue at the time of original ICF-MR
enactment in 1971, probably because: 1) most
private facilities were already technically covered
under the 1967 amendmenis to the Social
Security Act authorizing private ICF programs,
and 2) in 1971 large state facilittes were by far the
predominant model of residential care. Indeed, the
1969 Master Facility Inventory indicated a total
population in nonstate ID/DD facilities of about
25,000, compared with a large state ID/DD facility
population of 190,000 (Lakin, Bruininks, Doth, Hill,
& Hauber, 1982).

Although Congressional debate about the ICF-
MR program had focused on large public facilities,
the statute did not specifically limit ICF-MR
coverage either to large public facilities, or to
“institutions” in the common meaning of the term.
The definition of “institution” which served as the
basis for participation in the ICF-MR program was
(and remains) the one that also covered the
general ICF institution: “four or more people in
single or multiple units” (42 CRF 435.1010 (b){(2)).
Although it cannot be determined whether
Congress, in authorizing a “four or more bed’
facility, purposely intended the ICF-MR benefit to
be available in small settings, it does seem
reasonable to suppose, in the absence of specific
limitations, that Congress was more interested in
improving the general quality of residential care
than it was in targeting specific types of residential
settings. ICF-MR regulations, first published in
January 1974, also supported the option of
developing relatively small settings, delineating
two categories of ICFs-MR, those housing 16 or
more people (‘large”} and those housing 15 or
fewer pecple (“community”) and providing several
specifications that allowed greater flexibility in
meeting ICF-MR standards in the smaller settings.

Despite the regulatory recognition of
community ICFs-MR, the numbers of such ICFs-
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MR actually developed varied enormously among
states and regions. In some DHHS regions (e.g.,
Region V) hundreds of community ICFs-MR were
developed while other regions (e.g., Il and X} had
nong. By mid-1977 three-quarters (74.5%) of the
188 community ICFs-MR were located.-in just two
states (Minnesota and Texas), and by mid-1982
nearly half (46.4%) of the 1,202 community ICFs-
MR were located in Minnesota and New York and
nearly two-thirds (65.1%) were Ilocated in
Minnesota, New York, Michigan and Texas.
These variations reflected what scme states and
national organizations considered a failure of
HCFA to delineate clear and consistent policy
guidelines for certifying community settings for
ICF-MR participation and/for reluctance on the part
of some regional HCFA agencies to support the
option.

In response to continued complaints from the
states that there was a need to clarify policy
regarding the certification of community ICFs-MR,
in 1981 HCFA issued “Interpretive Guidelines” for
certifying community ICFs-MR, These guidelines
did not change the existing standards for the ICF-
MR program, but clarified how the existing
standards could be applied to delivering the ICF-
MR level of care in community settings with 4 to
15 residents. The publication of the 1981
guidelines was followed by substantially greater
numbers of states exercising the option to develop
community ICFs-MR. Ironically, these guidelines
were published in the same year (1981) that
Congress enacted legislation that would give even
greater opportunity and flexibility to states to use
Medicaid funding for community services through
the Medicaid Home and Community Based Ser-
vices waiver authority (Section 2176 of P.L. 97-
35).

Home and Community Based Services

Section 21786 of the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1981 (P.L. 97-35), passed on
August 13, 1981, granted the Secretary of Health
and Human Services the autherity to waive certain
existing Medicaid requirements and allow states
to finance "noninstitutional” services for Medicaid-
eligible individuals. The Medicaid Home and
Community-Based Services (HCBS) waiver
program was designed to provide noninstitutional,
community services ic people who are aged,
blind, disabled, or who have ID/DD and who, in
the absence of alternative noninstitutional
services, would remain in or would be at a risk of
being placed in a Medicaid facility (i.e., a Nursing
Facility or an ICF-MR). Final regulations were
published in March 1985 and since then a number
of new regulations and interpretations have been



developed, although none have changed the
fundamental premise of the program, that of using
community services to reduce the need for
institutional services.

A wide variety of noninstitutional services are
provided in state HCBS programs for persons with
ID/DD, most frequently these include service
coordination/case management; in-home
supports; vocational and day habilitation services;
and respite care. Although not allowed o use
HCBS reimbursements to pay for room and board,
all states provide residential support services
under categories such as personal care,
residential habilitation, and in-home supports.
HCBS recipients with ID/DD use their own
resources, usually cash assistance from other
Social Security Act programs and state
supplements to cover room and board costs. In
June 2009 an estimated 51.7% of HCBS
recipients received services in settings other than
the home of natural or adoptive family members. .

Given both its flexibility and its potential for
promoting individualization of services, the HCBS
program is recognized in all states as a significant
resource in the provision of community services
as an alternative to institutional care. Beginning in
the early 1990s, stringent standards that
previously required states to demonstrate
reductions in projected ICF-MR residents and
expenditures roughly equal to the increases in
HCBS participants and expenditures were
considerably relaxed and then dropped in the
1994 revision of the HCBS regulations. As a
result, from 1992 fo 2009 there was dramatic
growth (800%) in the number of HCBS
participants, even as the number of ICF-MR
residents decreased by 37.5%. In June 2009
states provided HCBS to more than six times as
many persons with ID/DD (562,067) as lived in
ICFs-MR (90,348).

Medicaid Nursing Facilities

Almost from the inception of Medicaid, states
noted incentives for placing persons with ID/DD in
Medicaid certified nursing facilities. Almost as
soon as this began to happen, there was a sense
among the advocacy community that many more
people with ID/DD were living in nursing homes
than were appropriately served in them (National
Association for Retarded Citizens, 1875). In 1987
Congress responded to these and other criticisms
of nursing facility care in the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act (OBRA) of 1887 (P.L. 100-203).
Provisions of this legislation restricted criteria for
admissions fo Medicaid reimbursed nursing
facilities, so that only those persons requiring the
medical/nursing services offered would be

admitted. Current residents not in need of nursing
services were required to be moved to "more
appropriate” residential settings, with the
exception of individuals living in a specific nursing
home for more than 30 months could stay if they
80 choose. In either case nursing facilities were
required to assure that each person's needs for
‘active treatment’ (later termed “specialized
services"} were met.

Despite the intent of OBRA-87, the efforts to
move persons with 1B/DD out of nursing facilities

as described by states in their required
“alternative  disposition  plans,” and the
implementation of required preadmission

screening and resident review (PASARR} provi-
sion, class action court cases established within a
decade of the 1990 implementation deadiine that
the requirements of OBRA-87 were not always
achieved (see Roland et al. v Cellucci et al., 1999,
in Massachusetts; Olesky et al. v. Haveman et al.,
1999, in Michigan; Gettings, 1990). Other cases
would likely have been filed for violation of OBRA-
87 had not the Supreme Court in Olmstead
established a right fo placement in the most
integrated setting under its interpretation of the
Americans with Disabilities Act. In another effort to
reduce unnecessary institutionalization in 2005
Congress authorized the Money Follows the
Person (MFP} program to help states decrease
the number of people with disahilities living in
Medicaid institutions. The legislation provided a
system of flexible and augmented financing for

_long-term services and supports to assist states in
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moving people to more integrated, the most
appropriate and preferred settings (Crisp, Eiken,
Gerst & Justice, 2003). Despite the efforts, the
estimaied number of people with ID/DD in
Medicaid-certified nursing facilities in June 2009
(29,608) was only 25% less than in 1986 (39,528),
the year before OBRA 1987 nursing facility reform
was enacted.



Chapter 7

Utilization of and Expenditures for Medicaid Institutional and Home

and Community Based Services

This chapter provides statistics on the utilization of
the three primary Medicaid long-term care
programs for persons with intellectual disabilities
and related developmental disabilities (ID/DD):
Intermediate Care Facilities for (persons with)
Mental Retardation (ICF-MR), Home and
Community Based Services (HCBS), and Nursing
Facilities (NF). These statistics are reported on a
state-by-state basis, reflecting the independent
state administration and the substantial variability
among states in the use of these programs.

ICF-MR Program Utilization

Number of facilities. Table 3.1 presents state-by-
state statistics on the number of ICFs-MR in the
United States by size and state/nonstate
operation on June 30, 2009. The total of 6,469
ICFs-MR on June 30, 2009 compares with 574
ICFs-MR reported on June 30, 1977; 1,889 on
June 30, 1982; 3,813 on June 30, 1987; 6,512 on
June 30, 1992; 7,249 on June 30, 1997; 6,623 on
June 30, 2002; and 6,409 on June 30, 2007.
During the decade between 1999 and 2009 the
total number of ICFs-MR decreased from 6,753 to
6,469.

In June 2009 ICFs-MR were primarily
concentrated in the 10 states with more than 200
each (80% of the total). In contrast, 20 states had
fewer than 10 each and their combined total of
200 was just 1.1% of all ICFs-MR. Only Alaska
had no ICFs-MR.

The vast majority of all ICFs-MR (91%) on
June 30, 2008 were settings of 15 or fewer
residents, of which 64% had six or fewer
residents. Most (84%) ICFs-MR with six or fewer
residents were in 7 states with more than 100
each (California, Indiana, Louisiana, Minnesota,
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, and Texas).
Twenty-two states reported no ICFs-MR with six
or fewer residents and 12 states reported no
ICFs-MR of 15 or fewer residents.

Seven states (Alaska, District of Columbia,
Hawaii, Maine, Michigan, New Mexico and
Vermont) reported no ICFs-MR with 16 or more
residents on June 30, 2009. About 44% of all
large ICFs-MR were located in four states
(Florida, lllinois, New York, and Ohio). Mare than
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two-thirds of large ICFs-MR (67%) were operated
by nonstate agencies. Almost all ICFs-MR (98%)
with six or fewer residents and almost all ICFs-MR
with 7 to 15 residents (92%) were operated by
nonstate agencies. Of the total 6469 ICFs-MR
reported on June 30, 2009, 6,031 (93%) were
operated by nonstate agencies.

Number of residents. Table 3.2 presents state-
by-state statistics on the number of people
residing in ICFs-MR of different sizes and
state/nonstate operation on June 30, 2009. There
were 91,383 ICF-MR residents on June 30, 2009.
This represented the sixteenth consecutive year
of decreasing ICF-MR populations. The decrease
of 3,038 residents between June 2008 and June
2009 was slightly less than the decrease between
2007 and 2008 (3,363). It was also slightly less
than the average annual decreases between 1996
and 2006 (3,105), and substantially less than the
average annual decrease of 5,784 between June
1993 and June 19886. Thirty-eight states reported
reductions in their total ICF-MR residents between
June 30, 2008 and June 30, 2009. Five states
reported reductions of more than 200 ICF-MR
residents between June 30, 2008 and June 30,
2009. In June 2008 the largest numbers of ICF-
MR residents were in Texas (10,792), California
{9,293), Ilinocis (8,525) and New York (7,664).
Alaska and Michigan had no ICF-MR residents,
and New Hampshire, Qregon, and Vermont each
had 25 or fewer.



Table 3.1 Number of ICFs-MR by State and Size on June 30, 2009

State Setiings Nonstate Settings All Setlings
State 1-6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total 16 7-15 1-15 16+ Total 16 7-15 1-15 16+ Total
AL 0 0 1] 1 1 0 4 4 0 4 0 4 4 1 5
AK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AZ 0] 4 4 1 5 0 ] 0 1 1 0 4 4 2 6
AR 0 0 0 6 6 0 31 31 4 35 0 31 31 10 41
CA 0 0 0 6 6 1,216 0 1216 11 1227 1216 0 1216 17 1,233
co ¢ 0 0 2 2 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 2 6
CcT o 0 0 6 6 67 2 69 0 69 67 2 69 6 75
DE 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 -0 1 1 0 0 0 2 2
DC 0 0 0 0 0 76 12 88 1] 88 76 12 38 0 88
FL 0 0 0 6 6 38 2 40 49 89 38 2 40 55 95
GA 0 0 0 5 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 5 5
HI 0 1 1 0 1 17 0 17 0 17 17 1 18 0 18
ID 0 0 0 1 1 29 36 65 1} 65 29 36 65 1 66
IL 0 0 0 8 8 42 220 262 38 300 42 220 262 4B 308
IN 0 0 0 3 3 213 336 549 3 552 213 338 549 6 555
1A 0 0 0 2°® 2 69 44 113 28 141 69 4 113 30 143
KS 0 0 0 2 2 16 10 26 0 26 16 10 26 2 28
KY 0 3 3 2 5 o 0 0 4 4 0 3 3 6 9
LA 38 3 41 7 48 306 179 485 8 493 344 182 526 15 541
ME 0 0 0 0 0 2 12 14 0 14 2 12 14 0 14
MD 0 0 1] 3 3 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3
MA 0 0 0 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 6
I 0 0. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
MN 15 0 15 0 15 128 48 176 15 191 143 48 191 15 206
MS 1 62 63 5 68 0 0 0 6 6 1 62 63 11 74
MC 0 87 87 6 93 0 7 7 1 8 0 94 94 7 101
MT 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
NE 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 2 3 0 1 1 3 4
NV 0 0 1] 1 1 6 0 6 ] 7 6 0 8 2 8
NH 0 0 0 0 o 0 0 0 1 1 0 V] 0 1 1
NJ 0 0 0 7 7 0 0 0 2 2 0 0 0 9 9
NM 1 0 1 0 1 24 14 38 0 38 25 14 39 0 39
NY 8 8 16 51 67 60 419 479 31 510 68 427 495 82 577
NGC'? 0 0 0 4 4 287 15 287 18 305 287 15 302 22 309
ND 0 "0 0 1 1 27 35 62 1 63 27 35 . 62 2 64
OH? 0 0 0 10 10 0 229 229 73 302 0 229 229 83 312
oK 0 0 0 2 2 31 25 58 26 82 31 25 56 28 84
OR o 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
PA? o 0 0 5 5 143 72 215 31 246 143 72 215 3B 251
RI 4 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 1 1 4 0 4 1 5
SC 0 0 0 5 5 0 78 78 1] 78 0 78 78 5 83
SD 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0] 0 0 0 1 1
™ 3 0 3 3 6 28 49 77 3 80 31 49 80 6 86
> 2 0?2 2 13 15 779 53 832 17 849 781 53 834 30 864
ur 0 0 - 0 1 1 0 2 2 12 14 i} 2 2 13 15
VT 0 0 0 0 0 1 o 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 1
VA 0 0 0 5 5 12 15 27 3 30 12 15 27 8 35
WA 0 0 0 4 4 6 2 8 0 8 6 2 8 4 12
wv 0 0 0 0 0 15 46 61 2 63 15 46 61 2 63
wi 0 0 0 2 2 o 5 5 8 13 0 5 5 10 15
WY 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
US Total 72 168 240 198 438 3,642 2003 5630 401 6,031 3714 2171 5885 599 6,469
% of all

ICFs-MR 1.1% 26% 3.7% 3.1% 6.8% 563% 310% 87.0% 62% 932% 57.4% 33.6% 91.0% 93% 100.0%

12008 Data
2Seenote on Table 2.2
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Nonstate ICFs-MR

Between 1977 to 2009, there was a steady and
substantial shift toward nonstate operation of
ICFs-MR, aithough significantly less than the shift
toward nonstate residential services generally. In
1977 there were 13,312 nonstate [CF-MR
residents. They made up only 12.5% of all ICF-
MR residents. In 1987, the 53,052 nonstate ICF-
MR residents were 36.8% of all ICF-MR residents.
By June 30, 1997, 72,061 (or 56.9%) of all ICF-
MR residents were in nonstate ICFs-MR. On June
30, 2009, there were 56,818 residents of nonstate
ICFs-MR and they made up 62.9% of all ICF-MR
residents.

Large nonstate ICFs-MR. Most of the growth in
the number of residents in large nonstate ICFs-
MR took place in the decade between program
inception and 1982. There were 23,686 residents
of large nonstate ICF-MR facilities on June 30,
1982, 11,728 more than on June 30, 1977. The
ICF-MR certification of large nonstate facilities
continued at a generally high rate until 1987,
when there were 32,398 residents. Between 1987
and 2009, large nonstate ICF-MR populations
decreased by 13,913 residents to 18,485 persons
with 1D/DD on June 30, 2009.

Nonstate “community” ICFs-MR. Cn June 30,
2009 nonstate ICFs-MR with 15 or fewer residents
housed 38,333 individuals or 42.4% of all ICF-MR
residents. This proportion of all ICF-MR residents
compares with 1.3% of residents in 1977; 6.0% of
residents in 1982; 23.9% of residents in 1992;
36.9% of residents in 2002; and 38.9% of
residents in June 2005. Of the 38,333 people
living in nonstate ICFs-MR of 15 or fewer
residents, slightly more than one-half (51.5%)
were living in ICFs-MR of six or fewer residents.

On June 30, 2009 the 5 states with the
greatest number of nonstate community ICF-MR
residents (California, lllinois, Indiana, New York,
and Texas) had 60% of all nonstate community
ICF-MR residents. California and Texas each had
more than 5,000 nonstate community ICF-MR
residents.

) State ICF-MR Utilization

The proportion of ICF-MR residents living in state
facilities has been decreasing steadily since 1982.
FY 2008 was the seventeenth straight year that
fewer ICF-MR residents lived in state settings
than in nonstate settings (state ICF-MR residents
made up 37.8% of the total on June 30, 2009).

Large state ICFs-MR. On June 30, 2009, the
national population in large state ICFs-MR was
32,380. This was 88.4% of the 32,909 total state
institution residents. Although the percentage of
large state ID/DD facility residents living in ICF-
MR certified units increased from 88% to 98.4%
between 1982 and 2009, the number of people
living in large state ICFs-MR decreased by 74,710

. people.

59

Between 1977 and 1982 there was an
average annual average increase of about 2,917
ICF-MR recipients in large state faciliies as the
proportion of large state ID/DD facilities certified to
participate in the ICF-MR program increased from
about 60% to about 88%. So even though states
were decreasing large state ID/DD facility
populations by about 5% per year, the number of
newly certified facilities led to an overall increase
in persons living in ICF-MR certified units.

By 1982, with 88% of large state 1D/DD facility
residents already living in units with ICF-MR
certification, the ongoing depopulation of these
facilities caused substantial decreases in the num-
ber of residents in ICF-MR units. The decreasing
populations in large state ID/DD facilities greatly
reduced the extent to which the ICF-MR program
was essentially a large state institution-centered
program. In 2009, 35.8% of ICF-MR residents
lived in large state institutions, as compared with
87.1% in 1977; 61.3% in 1987; and 42.1% in
1997. .

State community ICFs-MR. On June 30, 2009
there were only 240 state-operated community
ICFs-MR in the United States and they housed
only 1,165 (1.3%) of all ICF-MR residents. This
compares with 742 state community ICFs-MR and
6,526 residents in June 1993. The dramatic
decrease in the residents in state-operated
community ICFs-MR began as New York reduced
the number of persons living in state community
ICFs-MR from 5,227 in June 1993 to 136 in June
1995. These and other reductions in state-
operated ICF-MR populations have typically not
reflected change in place of residence, but simple
conversion of community group homes from ICF-
MR financing to financing through the Medicaid
Home and Community Based Services program.
In FY 2009, 53% of the 1,165 residents of state-
operated community ICFs-MR live in Mississippi.
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Table 3.2 Persons with and Developmental Disabilities Living in ICFs-MR by State and Size on June 30, 2009

Residents in State ICF-MRs

Residents in Nonstate ICF-MRs

Residents in All ICF-MRs

State 1-6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total 1-6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total 1-6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total
AL 1] ) i) 192 192 1] 41 4% 1] 41 [s] 41 41 192 233
AK o 0] 0 0 0 o 0 b} 0 0 ] 0 0 0 2]
AL 0 36 36 123 159 1) 0 o 41 41 o] 36 36 164 200
AR 0 1] 0 1,078 1,078 1) 320 320 200 520 2] 320 320 1,278 1,598
CAl [3] 2] 1) 2,252 2,252 6,227 4] 8,227 814 7,041 6,227 0 8,227 3,086 9,293
co o] 0 Q 103 103 12 0 12 . 4] 12 12 s} 12 103 115
CT 0 1) 0 723 723 340 17 357 0 357 340 17 357 723 1,080
DE ] 0 i) 72 72 0 0 [v] 48 48 ' 0 0 4] 120 120
DC 0 i) o 0 1) 355 88 443 [4] 443 355 a8 443 [3) 443
FL 0 1) 1) 1,084 1,094 216 ;24 240 1,768 2,008 216 24 240 2,860 3,100
GA o] 0 0 761 761 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 761 761
Hl 0 9 9 0 9 82 4] g2 0 82 82 9 91 o 91
[¥] [4] i) [i) 74 T4 158 303 461 Q 461 158 303 461 74 535
L 0 0 0 1,987 1,987 194 3,224 3,418 3,120 6,538 194 3,224 3,418 5,107 8,525
N 0 o 1) 106 106 1,089 2,617 3,706 317 - 4,023 1,088 2,617 3,706 423 4129
1A 0 1] 8] 528 528 237 376 613 815 1,828 237 378 813 1,443 2,056
KS 3] 0 2] 353 353 71 97 168 [} 168 71 a7 168 353 521
KY 0 24 24 170 194 0 0 0 429 429 0 24 24 589 623
LA 206 27 233 1,165 1,398 1,618 1,321 2,939 851 3,580 1,824 1,348 3,172 1,816 4,988
NME 8] 0 o 0 1] 12 171 183 ] 183 12 171 183 0 183
NMD 0 ¢ 1) 129 129 o] 0 0 1) [4] 4] 1] ] 129 129
MA 0 )] o) 856 866 ) 0 0 o 0 0 1) g 266 868
i o] o 1) Q 0] 0 0 0 0 . o 0 -0 o 0 o
VN 87 Q 87 9] B7 760 543 1,303 357 1,660 847 543 1,390 357 1,747
MS [:] 614 620 1,336 1,956 1] i) 0 688 88 [5] 614 620 2,024 2,644
MO v} ] o 695 695 0 60 60 30 90 4] 60 60 725 785
MT a] 1) 0 52 52 0 o 0 1) 1) 3] 0 0 52 52
NE [v] 1] o] 184 184 0 g 9 234 243 o =] 9 418 427
Y [§] [a) 1] 47 A7 25 4] as 18 83 a5 1] 35 - 85 100
NFH o] 0 0 o 1) 0 ) 0 25 25 4] n} o} 25 25
NJ 0 1) 1} 2,785 2,785 0 1) 4] 80 80 0 o} 1} 2,865 2,865
NV 3 0 3 o 3 108 120 228 0 228 111 120 231 231
NY 35 76 111 2,056 2,167 319 4,207 4,526 971 5,497 354 4,283 4,637 3,027 7,664
NC 0 0 0 1,508 1,508 1,620 178 1,798 548 2,346 1,820 178 1,798 2,056 3,854
ND 0 o} 0 123 123 159 270 429 32 461 159 270 429 155 584
OH Q 0 0 1,429 1,429 467 1,736 2.203 2 504 4,707 467 1,736 2,203 3,933 6,136
OK 1] 1] 1] 289 289 186 286 472 855 1,327 186 286 472 1,144 1,616
OR s} o} o} 22 22 0 [} )] ¢} 0 o o} 0 22 22
PA 0 0 o} 1,452 1,452 679 356 1,035 1,452 2,487 679 356 1,035 2,904 3,939
Rl 17 0 17 0 17 0 0 o 21 21 17 0 17 21 38
SC [4] 1] 1] 810 310 o] 835 835 [¢] 635 1] 635 635 810 1,445
S0 0 0 0 146 148 0 o} )] ¢} 0 n} ] 0 146 146
™ 15 0 1} 421 421 132 392 524 144 668 147 392 539 565 1,089
T2 10 0 10 4,541 4,551 4,475 617 5,092 1,149 8,241 4 485 B17 5,102 5,690 10,792
Ut 1] 1] 1] 222 222 3] 26 26 532 558 1] 26 26 754 780
VT 0 0 o} 0 0 6 0 & o} 5] 6 ] 5] s] 5]
VA 4] 0 0 1,259 1,259 81 146 207 140 347 61 146 207 1,399 1,806
WA 0 0 0 704 704 34 22 56 0 56 34 22 56 704 760
v 0 1] 1] o] [¢] 75 355 430 47 477 75 355 430 47 477
Wi 0 0 0 441 441 Q 49 49 357 406 o 49 49 798 847
YWY 0 0 0 82 82 0 0 1] 0 0 0 4] o] 82 82
US Total 379 786 1,150 32,380 33,530 19,727 18,608 38,333 18,485 56,818 20,106 19,392 39,498 50,865 90,348
% of allin

KCFs-MR 0.4% 0.9% 1.3% 35.8% 37A% 21.8% 20.6% 42.4% 20.5% 62.9% 223% 21.5% 43.7% 56.3% 100.0%

! Includes and estimated 759 persons in Skilled Nursing units w ithin California's ICF-MR certified Developmental Centers

2 Texas data are effective as of 8/31/09
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Figure 3.1 ICF-MR Residents as a Proportion of All Residents by Facility Type

and Size June 30, 2009 .
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Figure 3.1 shows ICF-MR residents as a
proportion of all persons receiving residential
services in state and nonstate settings of different
sizes on June 30, 2009. As shown, 98.4% of large
state ID/DD facility residents lived in ICF-MR
units, as did 69.2% of large nonstate facility
residents (a combined total of 85.3%). Nationally,
32.5% of the people living in settings of 7 to 15
residents, and 6.5% of the pegople living in settings
of six or fewer residents resided in ICFs-MR.

Figure 3.2 shows the changing proportion of
ICF-MR residents living in large and community,
state and nonstate ICFs-MR between 1977 and
2009. It shows the decreasing overall ICF-MR
population and also substantial proportional
growth in the number of residents in ICFs-MR
other than large state facilities. Large state
residential facilities remained the single most
frequently used setting for ICF-MR services until
2005 when, for the first time, residents of large
state ICFs-MR (with 39,378 residents) were
slightly fewer than the 39,653 persons living in
nonstate settings with 15 or fewer residents. In
2009, residents of nonstate community ICFs-MR
exceeded large state ICF/MR residents by 5,953
persons.

Large and Community ICFs-MR

Table 3.3 reports the total number of persons with
ID/DD who live in large (16 or more residents) and
community (15 or fewer residents) ICFs-MR, the
number who live in all ICF-MR and non-ICF-MR
residential settings for persons with ID/DD, and
the percentages of all residents of large and
community residential settings who were living in
places with ICF-MR certification on June 30,
2009.

A total of 39,498 persons were reported living
in community ICFs-MR nationwide on June 30,
2009 (43.7% of all ICF-MR residents). However,
states varied greatly in their use of large and
community ICFs-MR. Use of community ICFs-MR
on June 30, 2009 was dominated by 6 states
{California, lllinois, Indiana, Louisiana, New York,
and Texas), each having more than 3,000
residents. Together they served more than 65% of
all community ICF-MR residents.

The "All Residents” columns of Table 3.3
present statistics on combined ICF-MR and non-
ICF-MR residential service recipients. It shows
that nationally on June 30, 2009, 86% of persons
in all residential service recipients were in settings
with 15 or fewer residents and 73% lived in
settings of 6 or fewer residents.

The “Percentage in ICF-MR" columns report
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the percentage of ail residential service recipients
living in ICFs-MR within each size category of
residential sefting. It shows that 21% of all
residential service recipients nationally were in
ICFs-MR, but that only 10% of all people living in
residential settings of 15 or fewer residents and
only 6% of people living in settings of 6 or fewer
residents lived in ICFs-MR. In contrast, 85% of
residents of large residential facilities lived in ICF-
MR certified units.

In 1977, only 4.2% (1,710} of the total 40,400
persons in community residential settings were in
ICFs-MR; in 1982, 15.7% (9,985) of 63,700
persons in community residential settings; in
1987, 19.8% (23,528) of 118,570 residents; and at
the highest peint ever, in 1992, a quarter (25.1%)},
or 48,669 of 193,747 fotal community setting
residents, were living in ICFs-MR. Since then, with
greatly accelerated use of the Medicaid HCBS
option, ICF-MR certification of community
residential seltings decreased substantially. In
2009 the 39,498 community ICF-MR residents
were only 10.4% of all community residents.

The. expanded use of the HCBS option is
reflected in the rapid growth in the non-ICF-MR
residential services since 1992. From the 103,000
persons in residential settings without ICF-MR
certification in 1982, in the first year of the HCBS
program, persons living in non-certified settings
grew to 111,353 in 1987 and to 147,655 in 1992,
before increasing dramatically to 248,882 in 1987
and to 349,167 persons in 2009.

Between June 1992 and June 2009 total
HCBS patrticipants with 1D/DD grew by 800%. On
June 30, 2009 an estimated 290,701 individuals
with |ID/DD were receiving HCBS financed
residential services outside their natural or
adoptive family home (see Table 3.12). In June
2009 an estimated 76.3% of the 381,049 persons
with ID/DD living outside their family home with
residential services financed by either ICF-MR or
HCBS programs, had those services financed
through HCBS. Since 1982, the number of people
recelving services outside their family home
financed by neither the ICF-MR nor HCBS
program actually decreased by nearly 50,000 to
an estimated 59,400 persons (or about 13.5% of
residential service recipients).



Figure 3.3 Number of Residents in ICF-MR and Non ICF-MR Settings by
Facility Size and Year
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_Table 3.3 Number and Percentage of Residents in ICFs;-MR4by State and Size on June 30, 2009

1£:]

ICF- MR Residents %in 15 All Residents %in1-15 % of All Residents in ICF-MR
1-6 7-15 +15 16+ Total ' 1-6 7-15 115 16+ Total 1-6 71 116 16+ Total
0 41 41 192 233 17.6 2,470 865 3,335 214 3,549 94.0 0.0 4.7 1.2 89.7 6.6
1] o 0 0 0 0.0 1033 18 1,051 l 1,062 99.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
0 36 36 164 200 18.0 3,91 36 3,947 164 4,11 96.0 0.0 100.0 0.9 100.0 4.9
0 320 320 1278 1,598 20.0 1,307 935 2,242 1,621 3,863 58.0 0.0 34.2  14.3 78.8 414
6,227 0 6,227 3,066 9,293 67.0 49,863 1,267 51,130 4,306 55,436 922 125 0.0 12,2 7.2 1B.8
12 0 12 103 115 10.4 4618 508 5,124 103 5,227 898.0 0.3 0.0 0.2 100.0 2,2
340 17 357 723 1,080 33.1 5,877 401 6,278 723 7,001 89.7 5.8 4.2 5.7 1000 154
0 0 0 120 120 0.0 908 0 908 120 1,028 838.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.7
355 88 443 0 443 100.0 1,192 88 1,280 ] 1,280 00,0 29.8 100.0 346 0.0 346
216 24 240 2,860 3,100 7.7 11,051 1,187 12,238 3,101 15,339 79.8 2.0 2.0 2.0 92.2 20.2
0 0 0 761 761 0.0 5,112 0 5,112 849 5,961 85.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 896 128
82 9 91 0 91 100.0 1,097 17 1,114 0 1,114 100.0 7.5 52.9 8.2 0.0 8.2
158 303 461 T4 535 86.2 3,385 515 3,900 473 4,373 89.2 4.7 58.8 1.8 15.6 12.2
194 3,224 3,418 5107 8,525 40.1 8,181 7.357 15,538 5,773 21,31 72.9 2.4 438 220 88.5 40.0
1,089 261 3,708 423 4,129 89.8 6,188 2,617 8,806 451 9,257 951 176 100.0 421 93.8 448
237 376 613 1,443 2,056 29.8 6,142 1,055 7,197 1,797 8,994 80.0 3.9 35.6 8.5 80.3 229
71 97 168 353 521 32.2 4,931 477 5,408 353 5,761 B53.9 14 20.3 3.1 100.0 9.0
0 24 24 599 623 3.9 3,241 253 3,494 603 4,097 85.3 0.0 9.5 0.7 993 15.2
1824 1,348 3,172 1,816 4,988 63.6 4,168 1348 5516 1,816 7.332 75.2 438 100.0 575 100.0 68.0
12 171 183 0 183 100.0 2,696 214 2,910 0 2,910 100.0 0.4 79.9 8.3 0.0 8.3
0 0 0 129 129 0.0 7,038 271 7,309 129 7,438 98.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.7
0 o] 0 866 866 0.0 10,154 1,188 11,342 893 12,235 92,7 0.0 0.0 0.0 97.0 7.1
0 0 0 1] 0 0.0 12,481 1,543 14,024 583 14,607 96.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
847 543 1,380 357 1,747 79.6 13,235 543 13,778 379 14,157 97.3 6.4 100.0 10.1 942 123
[] 614 620 2,024 2,644 23.4 621 710 1,331 2,048 3,379 39.4 10 86.5 46.6 988 78.2
0 60 60 725 785 7.6 4,408 1,048 5,456 1,055 6,51 83.8 0.0 5.7 11 68.7 121
0 0 0 52 52 0.0 1,427 402 1,829 64 1,893 96.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 813 2.7
0 9 9 418 ‘427 2.1 2,526 69 2,695 418 3,013 86,1 0.0 13.0 0.3 1000 4.2
35 0 35 65 100 35.0 1,429 0 1,429 15 1,544 92.6 2.4 0.0 2.4 56.5 6.5
0 0 0 25 25 0.0 1,748 22 1,770 25 1,795 98.6 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 1.4
0 0 0 2,865 2,865 0.0 6,738 1834 8,672 4,817 13,389 64.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 505 214
11 120 231 0 231 100.0 2,038 120 2,158 0 2,158 100.0 5.4 000 107 0.0 10.7
354 4283 4,637 3,027 7,664 60.5 24,760 18,760 43,520 3,048 46,568 93.5 14 228 10.7 993 1B.5
1,620 78 1,798 2,056 3,854 46.7 7,336 178 7,514 2,141 10,013 75.0 221 100.0 239 96.0 385
159 270 429 155 584 73.5 1,412 495 1,907 155 2,062 925 "3 545 225 000 283
467 1,736 2,203 3,933 5,136 35.9 15,173 2,525 17,608 3,981 22,521 78.6 3.1 68.8 12.4 988 27.2
186 286 472 1,144 1,616 29.2 2,799 461 3,260 1,144 4,404 74.0 6.6 62.0 U5 100.0 36.7
0 0 0 22 22 0.0 5,252 338 5,590 74 5,664 98.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 29.7 0.4
679 356 1,035 2,904 3,939 26.3 16,198 1,679 7,777 3,317 24,015 74.0 4.2 22,5 5.8 87.5 1B4
17 0 ' 17 21 38 44.7 2,102 114 2,216 21 2,237 99.1 0.8 0.0 0.8 100.0 1.7
0 635 635 810 1,445 43.9 3,189 886 4,075 810 4,885 83.4 0.0 717 1586 100.0 2986
0 0 0 146 146 0.0 1,586 559 2,145 162 2,307 93.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 90.1 6.3
47 392 539 565 1,089 485 4,027 763 4,790 565 5,355 89.4 3.7 51.4 1.3 100.0 203
4,485 617 5,102 5,600 10,792 47.3 19,333 617 19,950 5,690 25,640 77.8 3.2 100.0 256 100.0 42.1
1] 26 26 754 780 3.3 2,395 154 2,549 754 3.303 77.2 0.0 16.9 1.0 100.0 236
6 0 6 0 6 100.0 1,554 0 1,554 0 1,554 100.0 0.4 0.0 0.4 0.0 0.4
61 46 207 1,399 1,606 12.9 4,324 378 4,702 2,709 7.4M1 63.4 14 38.6 4.4 516 217
34 22 56 704 760 74 5,909 157 6,066 1,102 7,168 84.6 0.6 14.0 0.9 63.9 10.6
75 355 430 47 477 90.1 1,400 500 1,900 47 1,947 97.6 54 710 226 100.0 245
0 49 49 798 847 5.8 8,083 2,460 10,543 798 11,341 93.0 0.0 2.0 05 100.0 7.5
0 0 0 82 82 0.0 1,147 42 1,189 82 1,271 93.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 8.5
20,106 19,382 39,498 50,865 90,348 43.7 321,463 58,448 379,911 59,604 439,515 86.4 6.3 33.2 104 853 206

See notes on Califomia and Texas in Table 3.2



Expenditures for ICF-MR Services

Table 3.4 shows national totals and interstate
variations in ICF-MR program recipients and ex-
penditures for FY 2009. National expenditures for
ICFs-MR increased from $12 billion in FY 2008 to
$12.56 billion dollars in FY 2009. Between FY

20086 and FY 2009 ICF-MR expenditures changed

little (from $12.51 billion to $12.56 billion.

Between FY 1999 and 2009 I[CF-MR
expenditures increased from $9.54 biflion to
$12.56 billion (31.7%). During the same period,
the number of ICF-MR residents decreased by
23.4% (from 117,817 to 90,348). As a result
average ICF-MR expenditures per end-of-year
ICF-MR resident increased between June 30,
19989 and June 30, 2009 from $81,368 to
$138,980 or an average increase of 6% per
person per year,

Total ICF-MR expenditures of $12.6 billion
dollars'in FY 2009 compare with $1.1 billion in FY
1977, $3.6 billion in FY 1982, $5.6 billion in-FY
1887, $8.8 billion in FY 1992, $10.0 billion in FY
1897, and $10.7 billion in FY 2002. Before 1982,
ICF-MR  program expenditures were pushed
upward by both increased numbers of recipients
and increased expenditures per recipient. Since
1982 growing expenditures per recipient have
been the only significant factor in the increasing
ICF-MR expenditures. Between June 30, 1982
and June 30, 2009, per person ICF-MR
expenditures increased by a compounded
average of 7.2% per year.,

There has been a substantial reduction in the
past decade in the per resident rate of increase in
expenditures for ICF-MR care. While per recipient
expenditures in the 12 years between 1975 and
1987 increased from $5,530 to $38,150 per year,
overall ICF-MR expenditures remained relatively
stable and average per resident cost inflation of
ICFs-MR in the past 12 years (6% on average per
year) was less compared to other periods. For the
most part, attention now given to Medicaid
services by federal and state policy makers is
directed foward issues of system-wide
expenditures, quality, and equity of access. States
have attended more to the rapidly growing HCBS
alternative as the program focus of these
considerations. However, cost management in
ICF-MR services remains a major concern.
Although this concern may have been somewhat
cushioned by the enhanced federal Medicaid cost-
share under the American Recovery and
Reinvestment Act of 2009 (which lowered the
average state cost-share of ICF-MR care by
21%), in most states efforts to reallocate Medicaid
expenditures to more flexible and less costly
HCBS continued. These efforts included
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depopulation and closure of ICFs-MR, especially
large ones, and the continued rapid growth in
HCBS enrolments. HCBS enroliment nearly
doubled from 291,255 to 562,067 between June
2000 and 2009, and by nearly 83,000 enroliments
between June 2006 and June 2009.

Interstate Variations in ICF-MR
Expenditures

There are major differences between states in
their expenditures for ICF-MR services. The
variability in state ICF-MR expenditures, and
federal contributions to those expenditures, is by
no means predictable solely by general factors
such as total ICF-MR residents or state size.

Per caplta cost variations. One indicator of
the wvariation among states in ICF-MR
expendifures is the average expenditure for ICF-
MR services per resident of the state. Table 3.4
shows the great variation in these expenditures
among the states. While in FY 2009 the national
average daily expenditure for ICF-MR services
was $40.90 per U.S. resident, the average varied
from more than three times the national average
in the District of Columbia and New York to less
than one-third the national average in fifteen
states. The variability in total and per resident
expenditures among states is affected by two
major factors: the number of people living in ICFs-
MR and the amount spent per resident. ,

Variations due to disproportlonate place-
ments. Variations in ICF-MR utilization rates
across states have a direct effect on interstate
differences in total expenditures and federal
contributions. As an example of the variability, on
June 30, 2009, 8 states housed more than one-
third of their total residential population in ICF-MR
certified settings, and 19 states housed 10% or
less of their residents in ICFs-MR. Obviously
states with disproportionately high placement
rates tended to account for disproportionate
amounts of total ICF-MR expenditures.



Table 3.4 Summary Statistics on ICF-MR Expenditures for Persons with ID/DD by
State and Fiscal Year 2009

CFMR
cE-MR  FBd8ral o Federal State % of End of Year Expenditures A"e;:?’le - ’;T MR State A;’,““a‘
State  Expenditures Sﬁgrs; ICF-MR  Federal ICF-MR per End of Resi denlti pepr;rl ;:l: Population [;2? Sl:lt:::
-~ i 1
#) g, Payments($) ICEMR - Residents Resi dent:‘:;; niCFs-MR  Resident () * 10000 pocident 9)
AL 37040039 766 28077036  035% 733 162,837 745 161795 3709 8.06
AK 0 587 0 0.00% 0 0 0 0 6.98 0.00
AZ 24181950 750 18138881  0.22% 200 120,910 2045 118,249 65.96 3.67
AR 144399452 791 114277726  1.39% 1,598 90.363 1599.5 90.278 28.89 49.97
CAT  GG6.865402 616 410,500,221  4.98% 5,293 78419 3336 7 77,750 T 360.62 18.04
co 23440493 588 13778322  0.17% 115 203,830 121.5 192,926 50.25 467
cT 236997479 * 602 142648783  1.73% 1,080 219442 1098 215,845 35.18 67.36
DE 27003771  60.2 16795280  0.20% 120 232,531 129 216,308 8.85 31.53
oC 73766507 777 57301818 0.70% 343 166.516 88 751,161 500 1Z3.01
FL 328.017.908  67.6 221.871.313  2.69% 3,100 105,812 31145 105320  185.38 17.69
GA 79700951 734 58532378  0.71% 761 104,732 8725 91.348 98.29 8.11
b 9911448  55.1 5462199  0.07% 91 108,917 88.5 111,994 12.95 7.65
] 55032345 784  43.126840  052% 535 102,864 535 102.864 15.46 35.60
I B01.375400 ° 605 363711842  4.41% 8,525 70,543 8774 68541 12910 46.58
N 315.650,361 732 231.077.529  2.80% 4129 76,423 4114 76.702 64.23 49.13
N 305373772 688 210158230  2.55% 2.056 148,528 2095 145,763 3008 101.53
RS B6104633 663 433141571  053% 51 175,880 5525 119,646 78.19 73.45
KY 100,520,929  77.8 78205283  0.95% 623 161,350 5735 175,276 43.14 23.30
LA 468,057,200  80.0 374492566  4.54% 4988 93,837 50235 93,174 4492 10420
ME 63010003 724 45619242  055% 183 344317 196.5 320,662 13.18 47.80
VD 34505350 588 25083910 0.32% 129 342677 504 516,603 56.99 776
MA 265008972  58.8 155825176  1.89% 866 306,119 8835 300,055 65.94 40.21
M 3410277  69.6 2372871  0.03% 0 0 40.5 84,204 99.70 0.34
MN 176405610  60.2 106178537  1.29% 1,747 100,076 1789.5 98,578 52.66 33.50
VS 277.104.524 836  231.700.061  Z81% 3,644 104.839 76335 705.257 26.52 53.90
MO 152806442 712 108923425  1.32% 785 194,773 875 174,739 59.88 25.54
T 12447430 763  0.267.274  0.11% 52 233,604 535 227,055 9.75 12.46
NE 66.975.808 657 ~ 44.020.897  053% 427 156,852 468.5 142,958 17.97 37.28
N 16426532 630 10501482 0.13% 700 164.265 025 160,258 76.43 B.21
NH 3262472 562  1827.889  0.02% 25 130,099 25 130,089 13.25 2.46
NJ 664713723 588 390718726  4.74% 2,865 232,012 28715 231,487 87.08 76.34
NM 24014820 772 18540054  0.23% 231 102,960 206 116,577 20.10 11.95
NV 3112018238  58.8 1820744300  22.20% 7,664 306,057 7708 303735 19541 15025
NG 511407.803 736 376140433  4.56% 3,854 132,695 4015 127,374 93.81 64.52
ND 781492643 700  54,695684  0.66% 584 133,891 584.5 133,777 647 12088
OH 686875004  70.3 482,530,386  5.86% 6,136 111,942 6277 100427 11543 59.51
OK 126206862 748 04579422  1.15% 1,616 78,008 7557 B1.377 36.87 3473
OR 7098075  71.6 5080802  0.06% 22 322,640 27 262,892 38.26 1.86
PA 617,822,886 631 389,537.330  4.73% 3,939 156,848 3896.5 158558  126.05 49.02
Rl 11424484 639 . 7299103  0.09% 38 300,644 39 202,935 10.53 10.85
SC 166,574,666 786  130.805725  1.59% 7445 115,942 7261 113.980 45,61 .51
sD 23336646 688 16043944  0.19% 146 159,840 148 157.680 8.12 28.73
™ 267567506 733 195993198  2.38% 1,089 245.700 1134.5 235,846 62.96 42,50
TX2  BOB706.862 688 617.950.838  7.50% 10,792 83275  10984.5 81816 247.82 36.26
T 0064655 778 47448.780  0.58% 780 78,160 7885 77.317 57.85 27,85
VT 980000  67.7 663558  0.01% 6 163,333 8 163,333 6.22 1.58
VA 283507550 588 166645738  2.02% 1,606 176,530 1616.5 175.384 78.83 35.97
WA 156180487 602 94051888  1.14% 760 205,501 760 205,501 66.64 23.44
W 54027030 805 51500753 063% 377 134,229 377 134,229 18.20 3518
WF  131510000° 656 86244258  1.05% 847 155,266 896.5 146,693 56.55 23.26
WY 17520919 562  9.846.756  0.12% 82 213.670 82 213,670 5.44 3219
US
Total 12,556,566,120 656 8,240,071,183 100.00% 90,348 138,980 91756 136,847  3,070.07 40.90
2008 data

1 An estimated 759 residents of California's ICF-MR certified Development Centers in June 2009 w ere in Skilled Nursing units. They are reported
here as ICF-MR residents but per person expenditures are adjusted to reflect that the expenditures for them w ere not ICF-MR expenditures

2 See note on Texas in Table 3.2
*Wisconsin ICF/MR expenditures estimated from 2007-2009 average annual ICF-MR reimbursements per resident
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Table 3.5a HCBS Recipients by State on June 30, 1982-1989
State 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 198/ 1988 1989

AL 0 808 1564 1524 1568 1570 1,730 1,830
AK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AZ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
AR 0 Y 0 0 0 0 0 0
CA 0 433 619 2,500 2962 3,027 2493 3,355
cO 0 0 600 920 1,280 1,389 1621 1,679
CcT 0 0 0 0 0 0 644 1,127
DE 0 0 0 50 78 81 144 100
DC v 0 0 0 0 .0 0 0
FL 0 0 7003 7003 1003 2631 2631 2542
GA 0 0 0 V] 0 0 0 25
HI 0 4] 10 24 44 56 78 70
iD 0 0 18 51 25 55 201 270
IL 0 0 40 543 543 664 637 €80
IN 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1A 0 0 0 0 0 4 12 14
KS 0 0 23 186 173 135 185 314
KY 0 0 475 516 516 609 652 728
LA 0 2006 2046 2,087 0 0 0 0
ME 0 0 75 165 353 - 400 450 453
MD 0 0 28 356 464 685 716 813
MA 0 0 ¢ 235 526 593 593 1,210
Ml 0 ¢ 0 0 2 3 580 1,292
MN 0 0 0 239 570 1,423 1896 2,068
MS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
MO o 0 0 Q 0 0 0 338
MT 21 44 69 78 192 210 286 274
NE 0 0 0 0 0 0 553 540
NV 0 34 80 g0 108 129 117 136
NH o 0 303 409 504 541 634 762
NJ 0 0 1317 2025 1,893 25596 2873 3,170
NM 0 0 0 53 244 220 134 135
NY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
NC 0 0 17 120 331 328 405 553
ND 0 0 68 439 463 724 824 1,063
OH 0 0 56 62 86 100 134 240
oK 0 0 0 0 36 70 178 500
OR 1,360 1,886 1,992 973 572 832 968 1,218
PA 0 0 141 269 542 1,203 1,759 1,930
RI 0 0 11 25 117 136 250 449
SC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
sSD o0 382 457 523 498 596 610 683
TN o 0 0 0 0 213 351 474
T 0 0 0 0 70 70 412 417
ut ¢ 0 0 0 0 0 1,022 1,124
VT 0 11 74 116 234 196 248 280
VA 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
WA 0 0 844 998 905 886 946 1,084
wv 0 0 22 55 55 124 124 224
Wl 0 0 20 56 124 190 598 913
WY 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

US Total 1,381 5604 17,972 22,690 17,180 22,689 28,689 35,077
N HCBS :

States 2 8 27 31 32 35 38 40
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Table 3.5b HCBS Recipients by State on June 30, 1990-1999

State 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999
AL 1839 2021 2,184 2,184 2,000 2049 3415 3713 3,713 3,801
AK 0 0 0 0 32 127 190 353 424 466
AZ 0 3794 4832 6071 6773 7117 7727 8508 9248 10,180
AR 91 196 415 453 429 469 472 496 646 1647
CA 3628 3,360 3,360 11,085 13266 19,101 20,133 37478 33202 30,386
co 1,841 1,993 2204 2407 2684 3316 3976 4276 4928 6043
cT 1,555 1,655 1693 2069 2,361 2542 2999 3371 3380 4,493
DE 196 245 200 290 310 356 352 379 382 455
DC 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
FL 2615 2,631 2637 6009 6430 7,988 10000 11,389 12728 13,809
GA 160 353 359 359 556 848 1619 2,332 2400 2,847
HI 123 189 452 450 513 491 517 560 759 975
D 346 165 225 174 333 362 415 434 441 509
IL 724 1338 2006 2850 4590 3761 5267 5400 6,037 6,500
IN 0 0 0 447 529 594 816 1,067 1405 1554
1A 5 19 137 170 879 1,669 2575 3932 4058 4,118
KS 361 497 555 1,066 1339 1513 3,146 3872 4891 5,120
KY 743 762 819 855 887 879 924 1040 1,035 1,039
LA 0 56 939 1,134 1543 1,926 2,100 2,048 2407 2973
ME 454 509 509 509 742 742 1,000 1078 1345 1610
MD 858 1082 1972 2437 2./87 2,898 3,308 3,392 3,353 3,660
MA 1,639 1,700 3288 3288 5130 7,800 8,027 8027 10317 10,678
MI 1658 2,122 2741 2,885 3367 3,842 5207 6,199 5708 8024
MN 2184 2551 2890 3408 4385 4740 5422 6097 6710 7,102
MS 0 0 0 0 ) 0 65 231 413 550
MO 989 1452 2241 2822 3057 3511 5685 6282 7238 7,926
MT 276 355 444 504 546 646 807 891 931 929
NE 858 683 710 991 1257 1169 1834 2010 2,124 2252
NV 133~ 135 136 186 72 278 361 374 392 800
NH 822 955 1,059 1,032 1,303 1570 19068 2063 2262 2,276
NJ 3270 3655 3971 4,191 4729 5033 5242 5705 6,199 6,635
NM 160 160 334 612 402 1243 1553 1803 1617 1,765
NY 0 0 379 30398 18877 23,199 27,272 20,019 30,610 33,899
NC 731 780 939 1,190 1,318 1818 3,098 3726 3,986 4,974
ND 1055 1,163 1334 1362 1509 1637 1770 1792 1819 1,875
OH 245 246 397 1120 2399 2593 2593 2646 3968 5325
OK 621 844 949 1,287 1,693 1,055 2,260 2,497 2,586 2,705
OR 1282 2177 1458 2023 2,136 2,500 2,523 2586 3704 5500
PA 2221 2333 2705 3795 4303 5525 6076 8931 10,149 10,119
RI 277 793 993 1,192 1333 1,304 1,914 2178 2296 2,393
SC 0 0 471 586 966 1475 2,074 3412 3,701 4,073
SD 721 788 852 923 1,004 1,157 1295 1457 1619 1,971
TN 581 579 704 587 964 1399 3021 3293 3823 4315
T 485 973 968 968 1564 2728 3658 4753 5666 6,058
uT 1200 1,234 1367 1476 1,590 1,693 2,128 2315 2647 2857
VT 323 485 413 598 722 913 1107 1,372 1485 1540
VA 0 326 537 537 715 1,126 1453 1,764 3,138 3579
WA 1250 1,736 1918 1711 3068 3361 4666 6643 7,125 8165
W 316 413 513 637 803 1,121 1,337 1441 1,679 1,851
Wl 1,302 1,643 1812 2017 2315 3382 5063 6558 7273 8375
WY 0 125 318 459 565 719 864 916 1,054 1112
USTotal 39,838 51,271 62,429 86,604 122,075 149,185 190,230 221,009 239,021 261,788
N HCBS

States 42 45 48 48 49 49 50 50 50 50




Table 3.5¢c HCBS Recipients by State on June 30, 2000-2009

Net
State 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2008 2007 2008 2009 Change
1999/2009
AL 4,100 4,395 4764 e 4444 4,952 4979 5,164 5,230 5,670 5,460 1,569
AK 665 844 884 931 973 1,003 1,008 1,011 1,061 1,248 782
AZ 11,259 12317 13,471 14,494 15,659 16,724 17,845 19,066 20,154 21,811 11,631
AR 2084 2423 2494¢ 2644 2,960 3,329 3,356 3342 3360 3,744 2,097
CA 28,233 29,044 44205 53775 57,533 61,587 69,782 73024 75867 80,862 50,476
CcO 6,330 6,444 6516 6,779¢ 6730 B775 6,850 7,148 7275 7,883 1,840
CT 5076 5508 5972 5,825 6,356 6,583 7232 7692 7905 8519 - 4025
DE 481 518 547 614 688 732 744 788 817 831 376
DC 67 224 225 226 466 609 890 1,090 1,203 1,338 1,338
FL 21,126 24910 25921 24,301 24,079 26,003 31,324 31,425 30,939 29,807 15,998
GA 2,468 4,051 8,180 §,902 8,484 8,475 8617 9194 11296 11,433 8,586
HI 1089 1335 1,560 1,772 1,087 2,040 2363 2481 2531 2586 1,611
ID 801 1,031 1,139 1,302 1,501 1,702 1,813 2015 2,233 2,484 1,975
IL 6,787 6,787 8,787' 8,785 9,727 10,457 12,409 12,800 14,496 15,302 8,802
IN 2,081 2,646 3,802 © 7983% 9307 9,285 9,431 9,976 10,247 10,961 9,407
1A 4603 5503 6,228 7229¢ 8,002 10,933 11,823 12,7561 13,205 13,983 9,865
KS 5442 5835 6,239 6,340 6,457 6,771 6869 7195 7373 7,749 2,629
KY 1279 1,542 1,807 2,033 2,432 286584 - 2768 3,033 12946 5,073 4,034
LA 3629 4,008 4232 4,809 5,199 5324 5484 6915 6,834 7616 4643
ME 1834 2052 2,440 2458 2,549 2604 2666 2781 2867 4212 2,602
MD 4,959 6,013 6,768 7,593 8,753 0,438 9971 10,294 10,831 11,162 7,502
MA 10,375 11,196 11315 11,764 11,388 11,126 11460 11,962 11,381 11,861 1,183
M 8,287 8,550 8,550 8,688 8,256 8,601 8283 7,714 7,987 8535 511
MN 7,948 14,470 14735 14,754 14,599 14,468 14291 14,593 14,563 14,832 7,730
MS 850 1,720 1673 1,808 2,030 1,840 1,838 1,978 1,975 1974 1,424
MO 8,238 8,419 8,143 7,861 8,219 8,268 8,183 8396 8,729 8,766 840
MT 1,206 1,235 1,452 1,685 1,917 2,023 2058 2,242 2268 2,273 1,344
NE 2307 2,398 2,419 2,769 2,983 2,908 3,238 3,304 3,589 3,728 1,476
NV 795 1,090 1,083 1,040 1,294 1,326 1,373 1,372 1,591 1,567 767
NH 2475 2750 2,779 2,835 3,083 3,154 3254 3,339 3580 4,108 1,832
NJ 6,804 6,978 7486 8,122 8,455 9,075 9,611 9,923 10,048 10,081 3,446
NM 2,104 2,426 2,794 3,073 3,286 3,571 3,685 3,711 3,777 3,885 2,120
NY 36,100 40,165 48,165 48,921 51,427 51,486 54251 56401 58560 62,795 28,496
NC 5364 6141 6,013 5,692 6,011 6,753 7,831 9,309 9,700 10,333 5,359
ND 1,936 1,990 2,011 2,187 2,668 3,077 3,297 3,535 - 3857 3,805 1,930
OH 5624 55661 7,858 10,093 10,424 11,736 14,370 16,362 18,106 24,312 18,987
oK 2983 3,605 4100 4253 4,220 4,418 5,043 5308 5548 5,248 2,453
OR 5824 7,225 8,017 7,214 8,280 8,863 9,416 10,287 10,879 10,884 5,384
PA 16,830 18,513 24969 25550e 25474 24,896 25643 26558 29,357 30393 20,274
RI 2,471 2,567 2674 2,790 2,834 2991 3,073 3126 3217 3,275 882
SC 4,370 4,346 4410 4471 5,041 4774 4,885 5,186 5,652 5,768 1,695
sD 1,991 2,168 2,295 2,359 2,413 2 467 2522 2609 2733 2901 930
TN 4311 4,537 4,340 4,430 4,516 4,836 6,962 7244 7467 7,548 3,233
TX 6406 7,304 7,873 8,471 11,247 12,317 13,999 16301 18408 19,795 13,737
uT 3,152 3,370 3,589 3,661 3,757 3,832 3986 4003 4082 4214 1,357
VT 1,684 1,796 1,844 1,896 1,957 2,003 2102 2200 2270 2,372 832
VA 4635 5,043 5,491 5,737 5,892 6,759 6,991 7523 8108 8662 5,083
WA 8,984 9413 9,900 10,165 9,625 9,461 9475 9317 9205 10,831 2,666
wv 1,945 2,398 2,796 3,139 3,586 3,648 3,736 3,852 3,891 4334 2,483
Wi 9,547 10,686 9,474 10815 11,163 12,987 13,938 12,5504 17,268 17,424 9,049
WY 1,226 1,354 1,507 1,622 1,676 1,837 2,032 2079 2082 2,099 987
US Total 291,255 327,942 373,846 401,904 4227395 443608 479,245 501,489 538,767 562,067 300,279
N HCBS
States 50 51 51 51 51 51 51 51 51 51

°= gstimate; 'previous year's data; 2added new support services w alver; *Texas data reported for 8/31/08
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Variations in per resldent costs. Average
cost expended per ICF-MR resident is also a key
factor in total expenditures. Table 3.4 shows the
enormous variations among states in the average
per resident expenditures for ICFs-MR. The
national average expenditures for. ICF-MR
services per recipient in FY 2009 (total ICF-MR
expenditures in the year divided by the number of
average daily recipients in 2009) was $136,849
per year. States’ per recipient expenditures in
2009 ranged from more than $300,000 in Maine
($320,662), Massachusetts ($300.055), and New
York ($403,739) to states with less than $80,000
in California ($77,759), lllinois ($68,541), Indiana
($76,702) and Utah ($77,317). The effects of
relatively high per resident expenditures are
straightforward. New York had 8.4% of all ICF-MR
average daily residents in FY2009, but accounted
for 24.8% of total FY 2009 ICF-MR expenditures.

Medicaid HCBS Recipients

The Medicaid Home and Community Based
Services (HCBS) program serves persons who
but for the services available through the Medicaid
HCBS program would be at risk of placement in
an ICF-MR. Since enactment of the Medicaid
HCBS program in 1981, all states have recelved
authorization to provide Home and Community
Based Services as an alternative to ICF-MR
services, The growth in state participation is
shown on Tables 3.5a to 3.5c.

At the end of the HCBS program’s first year on
June 30, 1982, there were 1,381 HCBS program
participants in two states. By June 30, 1987 there
were 22,689 HCBS recipients in 35 states. On
June 30, 1992 there were 62,429 persons with
ID/DD receiving Medicaid Home and Community
Based Services in 48 states. As noted in Chapter
8 in the early 1990s restrictions that linked HCBS
expansion with decreases in projected ICF-MR
residents were loosened and then eliminated. As
a result in In just two years between June 30,
1992 and June 30, 1994, states nearly doubled
again the number of HCBS recipients, with an
increase of 95.5% to 122,075 residents in 49
states. Between June 1994 and June 1999 HCBS
recipients increased to a total of 261,788 persons
in 50 states (114% increase in five years).
Between June 30, 1999 and June 30, 2009 HCBS
recipients doubled again, with an increase of
300,279 recipients (115% increase) to a iotal of
582,087 recipients in 51 states.

States with the greatest increase in total re-
cipients in the decade between June 1999 and
June 2009 were California (50,478), Florida
(15,998), New York (28,496), Ohio (18,987),
Pennsylvania (20,274).
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Expenditures for HCBS Recipients

Table 3.6 shows the total annual Medicaid
expenditures for HCBS by state and national
totals for FYs 1987 through 2009. In the 22 years
between June 30, 1987 and June 30, 2009, the
number of states providing HCBS increased from
35 to 51. During the same period, HCBS
expenditures for persons with developmental
disabilities increased from $293,838,668 to
$24,713,245299 as the number of HCBS
recipients increased from 22,689 to 562,067
recipients. New York's HCBS expenditures of
$4.338 billion (17.6% of the U.S. total) were the
highest among all the states in FY 2008.

Table 3.7 presents FY 2009 statistics for
HCBS expenditures across states including total
expenditures, federal expenditures, per participant
average annual expenditures, per capita annual
HCBS expenditures (HCBS expenditures per
resident of the state), and each state’s proportion
of the federal HCBS expenditures. FY 2009 HCBS
expenditures were. $24.713 billion for 562,067
end-of-year HCBS recipients, or an “average” per
end-of-year recipient of $43,969. Because HCBS
programs were growing throughout FY 2009, this
statistic slightly underestimates the annualized
average cost. Assuming persons were being
added to the HCBS program at an even rate all
through the year, the estimated average number
of HCBS participants during the year was
543,539. Using this estimate of average daily
HCBS recipients yields an average per recipients
expenditure of $45,463. The unadjusted FY 2009
average HCBS expenditure of $43,969 compares
with $21,236 in FY 1990 and $34,891 in FY 2000.
The per recipient annual increases hetween FY
2000 and FY 2009 averaged less than 3% per
year and was well below the increase in the
Consumer Price Index.

Cost variations per state resident. Table 3.7
shows the variation among states in FY 2009
HCBS expenditures divided by July 1, 2009
residents of the state. Nationally, in FY 2009, the
average daily expenditure for HCBS per citizen
was $80.50. The average ranged from more than
$150.00 in eight states to less than $50.00 in 7
states (Connecticut, Maine, Minnesota, New York,
Rhode lIsland, Vermont, and Wyoming) to less
than $40.00 in 6 states (Georgia, lllinois,
Michigan, Mississippi, Nevada, and Texas). The
variability in total and per citizen expenditures
among states is affected by both the number of
persons who received HCBS and the amount of
money spent per recipient.



Table 3.6a HCBS Expendit_ures in Thousands ($) per Year by State for
Fiscal Years 1987-1997

State 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997
AL $6422 93,187  $9,431 $10,504 $12400 $12400  $22,982 $30,500 538,000 S45600  §72.327
AK 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 667 2964 7071 17,669
AZ 0 0 0 0 80,100 98716 114,162 100,358 164,161 189,921 203,808
AR 0 0 0 425 1,803 11,250 10,391 14,057 10472 13238 12,063
CA 42500 36,458 47,083 50497 54,049 54,049 02415 133830 254,508 314614 355246
co 18,016 31,399 34,872 38720 52714 60,192 63488 77802 107,034 125499 133,283
cT 0 5418 26677 59,180 61575 83575 130,801 135134 152291 103750  222.364
DE 851 1,766 3302 3,585 4705 5105 9668 9074 12353 22911 16279
oG 0 0 g 0 0 0 0 0 ) 0 0
FL 11,636 13905 18900 17766 18000 20,246 38675 67,760 99,540 113,853 131,805
GA 0 0 500 1,839 5085 10250 15068 17,300 17,300 56,394 63,127
HI 542 645 1188 1915 3052 4385 8620 12000 13408 11,982 11,721
D 0 727 1,068 1,648 2,148 1,188 2700 2035 2245 7815 9,997
L 14,732 13357 14500 19,100 16,900 79,600 34478 57554 51,957 58435 116,000
IN 0 0 0 0 0 0 484 4016 16863 23461 33,301
I 0 42 54 42 54 774 2477 4025 16702 32213 48272
KS 538 845 760 4,373 11670 13,737 36,813 32,032 40,720 71,569 93,510
KY 12,012 13201 13500 13,818 16,257 19,821 24506 25165 27,820 25722 29,430
LA 0 0 0 0 204 1785 13,086 25000 37958 42365 44,291
ME 6545 7,752 11681 12316 12500 13250 23607 23738 15291 15600  60.067
D 25,265 23,662 34,347 34,347 42979 72327 64,502 119237 125131 130,702 140,673
MA 3820 15800 26200 43780 57,020 90,000 74222 204300 231500 248400 280,000
M B0 22353 34813 41,500 58635 81,038 78235 90300 182,400 163,000 162,809
MN 13,383 24,371 46944 55185 79344 95381 107,235 127711 137,928 215225 260,223
VS 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 75 631
MO 0 0 9085 13818 28373 65792 75838 80,548 80,122 137228 155018
MT 4132 4301 4724 5236 7,693 10827 13516 15564 17,105 20,400 22,500
NE 0 5897 11086 1339 19569 25522 24169 32271 22277 45063  58.901
NV 1542 1,688 1,666 1,688 2236 2,400 2295 2060 3,180 4,640 4,877
NH 13129 18,981 25506 31565 39200 44,400 53026 64,006 70,330 80460 89,427
NJ 27221 36002 70152 77,103 91,503 108601 113720 130,084 141104 154,968 180,066
NV 1,044 2101 2384 2400 3191 8829 7552 10,179 43591 71,840 46,295
NY 0 9 ] 0 0 34496 163,505 403371 403957 728514 1,114,423
NC 3130 4489 5677 6826 12,831 13833 16223 19,846 30,504 56,651 106,199
ND 6543 6111 11755 13361 16336 18975 20586 23270 26589 28,925 30,176
OH 661 1,961 3016 4071 4001 12824 26512 49740 92,920 91365 90,058
OK 516 1,325 3,506 5400 11,818 39,376 73.728 57849 73677 104,988 93,593
OR 8783 15231 22704 34,838 40983 58604 86646 78200 86714 99134 105178
PA 35640 70645 81969 107,984 120,100 133681 169,501 247511 294264 340,699 415400
Rl 5627 5211 9417 14337 14337 14,367 74,433 58725 67466 80,600 107,962
5C 0 0 0 0 0 4371 14,703 18000 22,700 32600 51,300
SD 6381 7,581 9101 10,388 13,334 16257 20474 22527 27577 33903 38739
™ 1,824 5832 6412 7,809 11,380 14431 10134 16,031 23777 71431 72,739
X 1,750 4176 6,994 12,139 14368 39,755 10,742 47,384 72624 82983 ° 159,896
Ut 0 6416 7,800 13,300 20,000 23,000 29,537 31,114 35170 40827 50,794
VT 4786 5304 7046 8954 10255 14,154 28628 33140 39,888 45138 47,980
VA 0 0 0 0 264 15975 12350 26,130 31217 50479 67,430
WA 13503 16,974 13,748 18465 30,254 39974 79,861 77,223 102643 97772 105,006
W 863 1,818 2,850 7,197 10,040 13,200 38,189 19923 29410 36075 43,660
w 3424 9410 14837 18567 30132 39,078 50,140 60,550 87,519 103,000 155,238
wy 0 0 0 0 846 12,508 17,300 23987 26695 20,158 33,428
US

Total 293,939 453433 658,201 827,530 1,144,323 1,654,857 2,180,369 2,971,625 3711624 4714394 5065273
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Table 3.6b HCBS Expenditures in Thousands ($) per Year by State for
Fiscal Years 1998-2009

State 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002. 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009
AL $77,000 $77,810  $96,422  $08,005 $120,385° $148,745° $188,908  $219,627  $249,095° $253,250 ¢ $067,363  $272,231
AK 19,234 23,071 30,619 53,140 51,866 57,819 60,388 63,010 6,882 70,955 76,806 79,894
AZ 211,971 252771 287,562 322,808 386,529 332106 368,786 399,132 476,764 556,450 610,467 584,647
AR 16,815 25213 34,048 43009 53,077 55,976 62,676 75,507 83,131 91,380 97,105 129,052
CA 436,829 461,810 478,975 532,304  B53,788 ° 928,760 ° 1,070,153 © 1,185,664 ° 1,336,182 1,532,880 1,708,007 2,166,641
CO - 148,628 176383 191,257 217,914 205,028 237,440 243,392 237,868 253,093 268,080 311,355 326926
cT 230,358 204791 344,991 350,105 386,547 393,811 410,886 421,313 420,464 454,125 475540 540,053
DE 17679 18,452 27,433 32132 34,181 45424 48,205 53,848 68,014 75000 83,576 89,294
DC 0 0 277 970 1,648 3,507 5,120 9,082 17,538 19,678 54 123,350
FL 108,525 122,002 251,835 403110 495,821 551,082 635,135 664,000 761,392 908,572 945083  B70,808
GA 83,000 98200 92,058 149447 286,300 227612 218217 220,234 254,585 263,542 381,890 330,423
H 17,100 19,700 23,000 27,227 34,728 43996 ¢ 84,200 71,969 85,000 97.000° 104,462 107,166
D 9,077 10,804 16,279 23,181 27,804 36,036 44,700 50,531 52,367 50,937 68,119 75,006

151,000 149,300 140,200 140,200 140,200 285,368 324,900 359,100 401,424 416,200 461,700 493,700
34,324 73134 73,046 107,431 198,630 267,608 395,771 378,413 - 393,586 402,587 443,950 497,510
51,737 74,235 88,573 106,034 127,081 142647 ¢  171691° 221483 ° 256,981 275,728 ¢ 303,613 323,671

120,931 156,803 169,351 176,570 189,358 194,292 208,000 217,398 229623 ° 247,334 274,844 280,702
40,640 42,192 60,432 76,424 91,768 92,623 121,822 156,788 172,623 163,060 330,091 247,721
57,033 74,549 95,375 121,145 129,015 157,448 210,067 242,183 244,332 258,220 322,452 385,861
69,044 93,074 108,341 124,372 136,461 175,000 181,000 195,171 221,118 230,661 248,957 306,724

154,174 169,863 184,153 200,725 251,357 297,237 312,912 371,693 449,636 485,386 517,578 §39,178

377,347 408,875 423,922 454,625 483,391 540,114 564,726 619,925 671,087 587,453 584 667,080

237,666 310,751 424,430 538,109 538,108 420,690 370,729 330,689 345,619 316,274 381,731 382,926

311,248 355,968 408,224 508,066 699,687 796,838 812,254 848,406 649,093 889,902 925,199 981,249

1.526 2,641 4,422 10,414 20,699 28,348 30,200 36,500 ¢ 35,459 39,461 38,013 43,011
168,970 186,561 198,882 219,289 235,897 230,181 238,437 259,444 310,567 379,435 392,751 427 475
26,300 27,315 33,562 36,886 42,005 59,851 55,109 57,897 62,987 68,412 78,281 81,879
67,148 77,807 84,258 89,083 108,402 109,030 113,749 118,703 126,926 140,172 147,500 165,166
8,353 9,182 12,245 20,047 24,367 27,432 33,976 42,935 51,479 61,585 65,416 71,990

97,407 102,434 99,743 113,414 117,922 118,533 122,893 127,314 134,639 143,209 155,729 165,838
199,366 284,536 296,254 360,828 402,988 363,752 380,018 399,258 438,810 496,612 505,880 545,803
91,603 100,117 108,600 132,070 157,256 183,000 197,237 222738 243,699 247,597 267,982 277,843
1,343,414 1,561,068 1,604,410 1,701,780 2125808 2,120,120 2,617,127 3,169,344 3,187,877 3,449,089 3,825877 4,338,249
134,167 136,043 182,952 217,112 254,337 258,000 ¢ 265,354 266,945 289,467 377,747 457,750 472,188
33,850 37,634 41,962 44,856 47,531 49,235 53,907 57,489 3 64,630 * 71,823 77,570 85,486

EEZEEEERS5GEEFERE23|=F

OH 108,500 179,812 178,003 195,089 245,008 392,420 436,393 476,750 600,704 660,978 813,796 1,074,780
0K 119,328 134,251 147,633 177,065 222,356 205,537 218,91 211,694 228,941 253,401 267,878 273415
OR 127,803 161,500 232,255 292,334 361,705 285,540 314,616 332,591 365,420 385762 438,538 438,571
PA 446,454 532,018 677,863 789,399 977,487 1,044,794 1,075,806 1,040,866 1,103,171 1,199,738 1,224,628 1,339,183
Ri 126,266 97,627 145,629 149,671 180,859 196,071 215,616 215,544 230,814 245,521 251,289 243,023
sC 70,200 92,203 111,100 132,300 142,500 146,580 150,253 157,040 170,000 185,700 213,200 220,500
8D 40482 47,367 49,960 53,865 58,935 62,745 66,861 73,085 76,614 81,945 86,922 80,794
™ 96,593 135,111 159,937 201,248 205,314 277,188 285,820 366,432 461 903 525,964 563,899 569,200
™ 210,371 261,474 268,268 305,800 321,671 346,975 377,677 420,360 471,551 566,475 698,358 774,482
ur 58,316 65768 74,302 82,351 88,991 94,610 98,482 102,906 104,433 113,867 126,595 140,448
VT 51,558 54,438 60,014 68,534 74,856 77,823 85,190 92,172 102,246 109,071 121,271 128,447
VA 83,557 113,365 144,648 174,354 198,911 228,194 231,967 291,600 333,987 394,326 443,733 498,673
Wa 115,611 128,863 183,835 203,064 214,490 236,272 246,127 347,278 299,402 315,624 352,651 387,987
wv 57,751 66,636 87,636 87,574 120,218 141,396 143,431 173,426 167,342 203,371 222,657 263,676
Wi 193,666 237,380 273,008 300,058 312,785 3447292 3787132 4294807 471,332 439,200 620,474 696,768
WY 38,222 40,983 44,144 46,598 56,957 61,658 67,461 75,442 79,225 87,041 93,970 96,568
'llfoslal 7.133,408 8,363,766 9,644,622 10,922,985 13,224,202 14,122,912 15489,768 17,158,367 18,375,098 20,177,966 21,901,811 24,713,245

==gstimate; | previous year's data; 2 calendar year; * year ending 331
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Variations due to differences in per
recipient expenditures. The average
expenditures per HCBS participant is also a key
factor in interstate differences in total
expenditures. Table 3.7 shows the substantial
variations among the states in the average per
participant expenditures. The national average
expenditures for HCBS per recipient in FY 2009
(total HCBS expenditures divided by average daily
recipients) was $45,463. States with the highest
per recipient expenditures in 2009 were Delaware
($108,366), District of Columbia ($97,088), Maine
($86,657), New York ($71,852), Rhode Island
($74,869) and Tennessee ($75,818). States with
the lowest per recipient expenditures were
Arizona ($27,864), California ($27,648), Florida
($28,670), Georgia ($29,075), Mississippi
($21,783) and North Dakota ($22,912).

Variations due to disproportionate HCBS
use. Variations in HCBS utilization rates among
states also have an important direct effect on
interstate  differences in total and per state
resident expenditures. Comparing state utilization
rates requires indexing HCBS recipients by a
common denominator of state population {e.g.,
people served per 100,000 people in each state’s
population). Nationally, on June 30, 2009, there
were 183.1 HCBS recipients per 100,000 people
in the US population. In 11 states there were more
than 300 HCBS recipients per 100,000 persons in
the state’s population and in 4 states there were
fewer than 100 HCBS reciplents per 100,000
persons In the state’s population. These variations
in the relative number of people served have an
obvious effect on total state expenditures The

Medicaid HCBS

indexed utilization rates for the individual states
are presented in Table 3.11 later in this report.

HCBS Recipients and Residents of
Community ICFs-MR

Table 3.8 summarizes the combined use of the
and ICF-MR to provide
community services within .individual states. On
June 30, 2009 there were 562,067 people
recelving Medicaid HCBS and 39,498 persons
living in community ICFs-MR of 15 or fewer
residents. This combined total of HCBS and
community ICF-MR recipients (601,565) was
92.2% of the 652,415 total of all HCBS and ICF-
MR recipients. In every state the majority of
recipients of the Medicaid-financed ICF-MR and
HCBS for persons with ID/DD were served in
HCBS or community ICF-MR programs (ranging
from 56.2% in Mississippi to 100% in 7 states). In
36 states more than 90% of the combined total of
ICF/MR and HCBS recipients were served in
community settings.

ICF-MR and HCBS Remplents and
Expenditures

Medicaid Intermediate Care Facilities (ICFs-MR)
and Home and Community Based Services
(HCBS) share common eligibility criteria and are
intended to serve the same general population.
Yet, as reported in Table 3.9, expenditures for
ICF-MR and HCBS services tend to be

Figure 3.4 ICF-MR Versus Non-ICF-MR Residential Services Recipients per
100,000 of the U.S Population, 1962-2009
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disproportionately higher in the former. In 2008,
nationally, HCBS recipients made up 86.0% of the
total HCBS and ICF-MR recipient population but
used only 66.3% of total HCBS and I[CF-MR
expenditures. FY 2001 was a milestone in that for
the first time ever, HCBS expenditures were
greater than for ICFs-MR.

HCBS and |ICF-MR recipients and
expenditures varied among individual states in FY
2009, but in every state (except where there were
no ICF-MR residents) the HCBS share of iotal
expenditures was lower than the HCBS share of
total recipient population. Of course, this is just
another way of saying that in every state the
average per person expenditures for HCBS
recipignts were lowar than for ICF-MR recipients.
Direct comparisons of the costs of ICF-MR and
HCBS approaches to financing residential
services are complicated by a numbher of factors.
In some states, disproportionately higher
expenditures for ICF-MR recipients may be
explained by inflated institutional costs resulting
from deinstitutionalization (i.e., fixed costs shared
by fewer and fewer people). The consistent
pattern of relatively lowear expenditures for HCBS
recipients in some states is an intended and
controfled program goal. In almost all states
substantial numbers of HCBS recipients live in
their family homes (an estimated 48.3%
nationally), reducing long-term care costs by the
relative value of the supports provided by family
members and other non-paid support providers.

Somewhat related, children and youth are
more likely fo be served under HCBS than ICF-
MR and as a result “"day program” costs are more
likely to be covered by educational agencies. In
addition, although federal regulations require that
both HCBS and ICF-MR recipients meet the same
eligibility criteria and level of care needs, in actual
practice in some states HCBS tend to be a less
intensive than ICF-MR, making HCBS in some
states, almost by definition, less costly than ICF-
MR. Finally, because Medicaid law specifically
prohibits HCBS financing of room and board
costs, HCBS recipients pay for such costs through
their own funds, typically from Social Security Act
cash benefit programs. These individual
“contributions” to room and board may represent
up to $6,800 per HCBS recipient per year, and
can be even higher because of state
supplements.

Variations in State Financial Benefit
for Combined ICF-MR and HCBS
Programs

As in all Medicaid programs, the federal
government shares the costs of the ICF-MR and

HCBS programs with the states as a function of
the state per capita income relative to national per
capita income. Relatively rich states share total
expenditures on an equal basis with the federal
government; relatively poor states may have
federal involvement in financing Medicaid services
up fo 83% and with ARRA stimulus funding in FY
2009 in excess of that (Mississippi's 76.3% was
the highest federal share in 2008). One

- component of the American Recovery and
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Reinvestment Act of 20089 (ARRA), aenerally
referred to as the “stimulus package,” was
assistance to states through a temporary increase
in the Federal Medical Assistance Percentage
(FMAP), that is the share of Medicaid
expenditures reimbursed from federal funds. In FY
2009, with the stimulus package, FMAP increased
to an average of 65.4% from an average of 56.3%
in FY 2008. For the Medicaid ICF-MR and HCBS
programs for persons with ID/DD this change
gllowed an overall increase in Medicaid
expenditures from $34.3 billion in FY 2008 to
$37.3 billion in FY 2009, while state contributions
to these programs actually decreased from
$14.898 billion in FY 2008 to $12.872 billion in FY
2009. Decreased state funding was more than
counter-balanced by federal contributions that
increased from $19.375 billion to $24.397 billion.
Although the ARRA “stimulus” increased FMAP to
all states it maintained the general principle
underlining the Medicaid federal/state cost-share,
notably that greater federal support would go to
states most badly in need of it. It might therefore
be presumed that the extent to which states
benefitted from ICF-MR and HCBS program par-
ticipation in FY 2009 would be directly related to
their general need for assistance as reflected in
the federal Medicaid cost share ratio. Because
states vary considerably in their ICF-MR and
HCBS utilization rates, proportions of ICF-MR and
HCBS recipients, and expenditures per recipient,
some variation is expected among states in
relative benefit from federal matching funds
beyond that built into the actual cost-share rate for
Medicaid. To assess the differences among states
in their relative "return” on current contributions to
Medicaid, a "state benefit ratio” was computed.
The state Medicaid benefit ratio in Table 3.10
represents a ratio of all federal ICF-MR and HCBS
reimbursements paid {0 each state divided by the
propertion of all dollars contributed to the program
through personal income tax paid by citizens of
the state. Obviously not all federal revenues for
the Medicaid program come exclusively through
personal income tax, nor are all federal payments
balanced by federal tax receipts, but despite the
oversimplification, the index provides a way of
assessing the  balance  between state



Table 3.7 Summary Statistics on HCBS Expenditures by State for FY 2009

HCBS HCBS Annual
HCBS Federal Total Federal State % of End of Expenditures Average Expenditures *State HCBS
State Expenditures Cost HCBS Federal Year per End of Daily per Average Population Expenditure
Share HCBS HCBS HCBS ]
(%) (%) Payments($) Payments Recipients Year Recipients Daily {100,000} per State
. Recipients Recipient Resident ($)
AL 272,231,359 76.6 208,638,114 1.29% 5,460 - 49,859 5,565 48,918 47.09 57.81
AK 79,893,540 58.7 46,881,529 0.29% 1,248 64,017 1,155 69,202 5.98 114.38
AZ 584,647,383 75.0 438,544,002 2.71% 21,811 26,805 20,983 27,864 65,96 88.64
AR 129,051,945 79.1 102,131,709 0.63% 3,744 34,469 3,662 36,332 28.89 4466
CA 2,166,641,000 61.6 1,334,434,192 B8.26% 80,862 - 28,784 78,365 27,648 369.62 58.62
cO 326,926,030 58.8 192,167,120 1.19% 7.883 41,472 7,579 43,136 50.25 65.06
CT 540,052,679 60.2 325,057,707 2.01% 8,519 63,394 8,212 65,764 35.18 153.50
DE 89,293,726 60.2 53,745,894 0.33% 831 107,453 824 108,366 B8.85 100.88
DC 123,350,241 7.7 95,818,467 0.59% 1,338 92,190 1,271 97,088 6.00 205.70
FL 870,805,862 67.6 586,013,085 3.65% 29,807 29,215 30,373 28,670 185.38 45,97
GA, 330,423,138 73.4 242 662,753 1.50% 11,433 28,901 11,365 29,075 98.29 3362
Hl 107,165,958 §5.1 59,059,159 0.37% 2,586 41,441 2,559 41,886 12.95 82.74
ID 75,005,934 78.4 58,782,150 0.36% 2,484 30,196 2,359 31,802 15.46 48.52
I 493,700,000 60.5 298,589,760 1.85% 15,302 32,264 14,899 33,136 12910 38.24
IN 497,510,169 73.2 364,326,697 2.25% 10,961 45,389 10,604 46,917 64.23 77.46
1A 323,671,279 68.8 222,750,574 1.38% 13,983 23,147 13,594 23,810 30.08 107.61
KS 280,702,208 66.3 186,049 423 1.15% 7,749 36,224 7,561 37,125 28.19 99.58
KY 247,720,721 77.8 192,726,721 1.19% 5,073 48,831 4117 60,170 43.14 57.42
LA 385,861,165 80.0 308,727,518 1.91% 7,616 50,665 7,225 53,406 44.92 85.90
VE 306,723,917 724 222,068,116 1.37% 4212 72,821 3,540 86,657 13.18 23267
MD 539,177,818 58.8 316,928,721 1.96% 11,162 48,305 10,997 49,032 56.99 9460
MA 667,079,913 58.8 392 109,573 2.43% 11,861 56,241 11,621 57,403 65.94 101.17
M 382,926,381 69.6 266,440,176 1.65% 8,535 44,865 8,261 46,354 99.70 38.41
VN 981,248,752 60.2 590,613,624 3.66% 14,832 66,158 14,698 66,763 52.66 188.33
MS 43,011,325 83.6 35,966,070 0.22% 1,974 21,789 1,975 21,783 29,52 14.57
MO 427,475,465 71.2 304,533,521 1.88% B,766 48,765 8,748 48 868 59.88 71.39
MT 81,878,574 76.3 62,465,164 0.39% 2,273 36,022 2,271 36,062 9.75 83.98
NE 165,166,237 65.7 108,580,284 0.67% 3,728 44 304 3,659 45,146 17.97 91.83
NV 71,990,200 63.9 45,023,235 0.28% 1,567 45,941 1,679 45,592 26.43 27.24
NH 165,838,268 56.2 93,201,107 0.58% 4,108 40,370 3,844 43,142 13.25 125.20
NS 545,803,019 58.8 320,823,015 1.99% 10,081 54,142 10,065 54,231 87.08 62.68
NM 277,842,944 77.2 214,605,890 1.33% 3,885 71,517 3,831 72,525 20.10 138.25
NY 4,338,249,379 58.8 2,550,022 985 15.78% 62,195 €9,752 60,378 71,852 195.41 222.00
NC 472,187,556 73.6 347,293,047 2.15% 10,333 45,697 10,017 47,141 93.81 50,34
ND 85,486,252 70.0 59,797,634 0.37% 3,805 ' 22,467 3,731 22912 647 132.16
OH 1,074,780,499 70.3 755,033,301 4.67% 24,312 44,208 21,209 50,676 11543 93.11
oK 273,415,135 74.9 204,897,302 1.27% 5,248 52,099 5,398 50,651 36.87 74.16
OoR 438,571,369 716 313,929,386 1.94% 10,884 40,295 10,882 40,304 38.26 114.64
PA, 1,339,183,108 63.1 844,354,950 5.23% 30,393 44,062 29,875 44,826 126.05 106.24
Ri 243,023,182 63.9 155,267,511 0.96% 3,275 74,206 3,245 74,869 10.53 230.75
SC 220,500,000 78.6 173,202,780 1.07% 5,768 38,228 5710 38,6186 45,61 48,34
SD 90,794,030 68.8 62,420,895 0.39% 2,901 31,297 2,817 32,231 812 111.76
™ 569,200,100 73.3 416,939,073 2.58% 7,548 75,411 7,508 75,818 62,96 50.40
™ 774,481,660 68.8 532,533,589 3.30% 19,795 38,125 19,102 40,545 247.82 31.25
ur 140,448,109 77.8 109,310,763 0.68% 4,214 33,329 4,138 33,911 27.85 50.44
VT 128,447,308 67.7 86,971,672 0.54% 2,372 54,151 2321 55,341 6,22 206.59
VA 498,672,777 58.8 293,119,858 1.81% 8,662 57,670 8,384 59,479 78.83 63.26
WA, 387,986,540 60.2 233,645,495 1.45% 10,831 35,822 10,018 38,729 66.64 58.22
W 263,676,099 80.5 212,127,422 1.31% 4,334 60,839 4,113 64,116 18.20 144.89
Wil 696,767,524 65.6 456,040,142 2.83% 17,424 390,989 15,415 45,202 56.55 123.22
wy 96,557,521 56.2 54,265,327 0.34% 2,099 46,002 2,091 46,189 544 177.41
US Total 24,713,245,299 654 16,156,539,174 100.00% 562,067 43,989 543,593 45,463 3,070.07 80.50
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Table 3.8 HCBS Recipients and Residents of Community ICF-MR by State

on June 30, 2009

. Community ICF-
Total Residents of ReSIgantsSt;f Residents of ICFMR& MR& HCgS as
State HCBS  Community "' il icron _ HCBS % of AllICF-MR
Recipients ICFs-MR Recipients & HCBS

ICFs-MR .
Recipients
Al 5,460 41 5,501 233 5,693 96.6%
AK - 1,248 0 1,248 0 1,248 100.0%
A7 21,811 36 21,847 200 22,011 99.3%
AR ‘3,744 320 4,064 1,598 5,342 76.1%
CA 80,862 6,227 87,089 9,293 90,155 96.6%
Cco 7,883 12 7,895 115 7,998 98.7%
CT 8,519 357 8,876 1,080 9,599 92.5%
DE 831 0 831 120 951 87.4%
DC 1,338 443 1,781 443 1,781 100.0%
FL 29,807 240 30,047 3,100 32,807 91.3%
GA 11,433 0 11,433 761 12,194 93.8%
HI 2,586 a1 2677 91 2877 100.0%
D 2,484 461 2,945 535 3,019 97.5%
IL 15,302 3418 18,720 8,525 23,827 78.6%
IN 10,961 3,706 14 667 4,129 15,090 97.2%
1A 13,983 613 14,596 2,056 16,039 91.0%
KS 7,749 168 7817 521 8,270 95.7%
KY 5,073 24 5,087 623 5,696 89.5%
LA 7,616 3172 10,788 4,988 12,604 85.6%
ME 4212 183 4,395 183 4,395 100.0%
MD 11,162 0 11,162 129 11,291 98.9%
MA 11,861 0 11,861 366 12,727 93.2%
Mi 8,535 0 0 0 8,535 100.0%
MN 14,832 1,390 16,222 1,747 16,579 97.8%
MS 1,974 620 2594 2,644 4618 56.2%
MG 8,766 60 8,826 785 9,651 92.4%
MT . 2,273 0 2273 52 2,325 97.8%
NE 3,728 g 3,737 427 4155 89.9%
NV 1,567 35 1,602 100 1,667 96.1%
NH 4108 0 4,108 25 4,133 99.4%
NJ 10,081 0 10,081 2,865 12,946 77.9%
NM 3,885 231 4116 23 4,116 100.0%
NY 62,195 4,637 66,832 7,664 69,859 95.7%
NC 10,333 1,798 12,131 3,854 14,187 85.5%
ND 3,805 429 4234 584 4,389 96.5%
CH 24,312 2,202 26,515 6,136 30,448 87.1%
OK 5,248 472 5720 16186 6,864 83.3%
OR 10,884 0 10,884 22 10,906 99.8%
PA 30,393 1,035 31,428 . 3839 34,332 91.5%
RI 3,275 17 3,292 38 3,313 99.4%
SC 5,768 635 6,403 1,445 7,213 88.8%
SD 2,901 0 2,901 146 3,047 95.2%
™ 7,548 539 8,087 1,089 8637 - 93.6%
TX 19,795 5,102 24 897 10,792 30,587 81.4%
uT 4214 26 4,240 780 4,994 84.9%
VT 2372 6 2378 6 2,378 100.0%
VA 8,662 207 8,869 1,606 10,268 86.4%
WA 10,831 56 10,887 760 11,591 93.9%
Wy 4,334 430 4,764 477 4811 99.0%
Wi 17,424 49 17473 847 18,271 95.6%
WY 2,099 a 2,099 82 2,181 96.2%
US Total 562,067 39,498 601,565 90,348 652,415 922%
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contributions to the federal government for ICF-
MR and HCBS programs and federal
reimbursements back to the states.

Table 3.10 shows that in FY 2009, eight
states got back two dollars or more in federal
reimbursements for every dollar contributed.
Eleven states got back less than $.70 in
reimbursemeants for every dollar contributed. The
31 states showing a favorable "State Benefit
Ratio” (state’s percentage of total federal HCBS
and ICF-MR reimbursements divided by state’s
percentage of total federal income tax payments
being greater than 1.00), included all but two of
the 12 poorest states (with federal Medicaid
matching rates of 76% or greater). Only two of the
10 “richest” states with federal Medicaid matching
rates of less than 60.0% had a favorable "state
benefit ratioc” (New York and Wyoming).
Therefore, while differential ICF-MR and HCBS
utilization and average costs may still allow that a
poor “state” like the District of Columbia (may
subsidize the combined ICF-MR and HCBS
expenditures of a relatively wealthy state like New
York, the highly favorable Medicaid federal/state
cost share for the poorer states was generally in

FY 2009 effective in establishing a general
tendency for them to receive more federal funds
for long-term care for persons with ID/DD than
they contribute through federal income tax.

Indexed Utilization Rates

Table 3.11 presents the number of ICF-MR
residents and HCBS recipients in each state per
100,000 of that state's population, along with
national totals. On June 30, 2009 there were 29.4
ICF-MR residents per 100,000 of the national
population. That included 12.9 persons per
100,000 in community ICFs-MR (6.5 in places
with 6 or fewer residents and 6.4 in places with 7-
15 residents) and 18.8 persons per 100,000 in
large ICFs-MR. There was rather remarkable
variation in utilization among the states. Louisiana
had the highest utilization rate nationally, with
111.0 ICF-MR residents per 100,000 population,
followed by the District of Columbia with 73.9
residents per 100,000 population, Mississippi
(89.6) and North Dakota (90.3). Nine states had
more than 150% of the national utilization rate of
29.8. In contrast, 21 states had less than 50% of
the national rate.

Figure 3.5 Average per Person Annual Expenditure for Medicaid Long-Term
Services and Supports, FYs 1993-2009

$140,000
[ Adjustment for 2009 CPI
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¥ " licas ICFMR | Average HCBS ICFIMR | Average
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Expediture perperson | $25176 | $62.180 | $48,505 3434684 | $126,130 | $55433
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Table 3.9 ICF-MR and HCBS Recipients and Expenditures by State
on June 30, 2009

Total ICF-MR & % of Recipients % of Expenditures

ICF-MR & HCBS

State HCBS E ditures ($)
Recipients 0o HGBS ICF-MR  HCBS  ICF-MR
AL 5,693 310,172,298 95.9 41 87.8 122
AK 1,248 79,893,540 100.0 0.0 100.0 0.0
AZ 22,011 608,829,333 99.1 0.9 96.0 40
AR 5,342 273,451,397 70.1 29.9 47.2 52.8
CA 90,155  2,833,306,402 89.7 10.3 76.5 235
Co 7,998 350,366,523 98.6 1.4 933 6.7
CT 9,599 777,050,158 88.7 11.3 69.5 305
DE 951 117,197,497 87.4 12.6 76.2 238
DC 1,781 197,116,742 75.1 249 62.6 74
FL 32,807  1,198,823,770 90.6 9.4 726 274
GA 12,194 410,124,089 93.8 6.2 80.6 194
HI 2677 117,077,406 96.6 3.4 91.5 8.5
ID 3,019 130,038,279 823 17.7 57.7 423
IL 23,827  1,095,075,400 64.2 358 451 549
IN 15,080 813,060,530 726 274 61.2 388
1A 16,039 629,045,051 87.2 12.8 51.5 48.5
KS . 8,270 346,806,841 83.7 6.3 80.9 19.1
KY 5,696 348,241,650 89.1 10.9 711 289
LA 12,604 853,918,365 60.4 396 452 548
ME 4,395 369,733,920 95.8 4.2 83.0 17.0
MD 11,291 583,383,177 98.9 1.1 92.4 76
“MA 12,727 932,178,885 93.2 6.8 71.6 284
M 8,635 386,336,658 100.0 0.0 99.1 09
NN 16,579 1,157,654,362 88.5 10.5 84.8 16.2
MS 4618 320,205,849 42.7 57.3 134 86.6
MO 9,551 580,371,907 91.8 8.2 73.7 26.3
MT 2325 94,026,004 97.8 22 87.1 12.9
NE 4,155 232,142,046 89.7 10.3 71.1 28.9
NV 1,667 88,416,732 94.0 6.0 81.4 18.6
NH 4,133 169,090,740 99.4 0.6 98.1 1.8
NJ 12,946 1,210,516,742 77.9 221 451 54.9
NM 4,116 301,857,773 94.4 5.6 92.0 8.0
NY 69,859 7,450,267,617 89.0 11.0 58.2 418
NC . 14,187 983,595,359 72.8 272 48.0 52.0
ND 4,389 163,678,795 86.7 13.3 52.2 47.8
OH 30,448 1,761,656,493 79.8 20.2 61.0 39.0
OK . . 6,864 399,621,997 76.5 235 68.4 3186
OR 10,908 445 669,444 99.8 0.2 98.4 186
PA 34,332 1,957,005,994 88.5 115 68.4 3186
Ri 3,313 254 447 666 98.9 11 95.5 45
sC 7,213 387,024,666 80.0 20.0 §7.0 43.0
SD 3,047 114,130,676 95.2 4.8 79.6 204
TN 8,637 836,767,606 87.4 12.6 68.0 32.0
> 30,587 1,673,188,522 64.7 35.3 46.3 53.7
uTt 4994 201,412,762 84.4 15.6 69.7 303
VT 2,378 129,427,308 997 03 99.2 08
VA 10,268 782,180,327 844 156 63.8 36.2
WA 11,591 ' 544,167,027 93.4 6.6 71.3 28.7
wv 4811 327,703,138 901 99 805 195
Wi 18,271 828,277,524 954 46 841 159
WY 2,181 114,078,440 96.2 3.8 84.6 15.4
US Tofal 652,415 37,269,811,428 86.2 13.8 66.3 33.7
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Table 3.10 Summary of Federal ICF-MR and HCBS Contributions and State

Benefit Ratios by State in Fiscal Year 2009

4] 9,
Federal Federal ICF-MR Federal HCBS State % of Federal State % State Medicaid
State Cost Expenditures Expenditures Federal ICF- Income Tax Total Benefit Ratio
Share (%) P P MR &HCBS  (Millions $)* Income Tax

AL 76.6 29077936 208,638,114 1.0 19,053,914 0.9 1.05
AK 58.7 0 46,881,529 0.2 4,387,073 0.2 0.90
AZ 75.0 18,138,881 438,544,002 1.8 28,564,174 1.4 1.34
AR 79.1 114,277,726 102,131,709 09 19,431,278 0.9 0.94
CA 61.6 410,599,221 1,334,434,192 7.2 230,209,894 11.2 0.64
CO 58.8 13,778,322 192,167,120 0.3 34,005,912 17 0.51
CT 60.2 142,648,783 325,057,707 19 39,059,563 1.9 1.01
DE 60.2 16,795,280 53,745,894 0.3 10,832,715 0.5 0.55
DC 77.7 57,301,818 05,818,467 0.6 17,896,573 0.9 072
FL 67.6 221,871,313 589,013,085 3.3 102,968,650 5.0 0.66
GA 73.4 58,532,378 242,662,753 1.2 51,636,705 25 0.49
HI 55.1 5,462,199 59,059,159 0.3 6,134,814 0.3 0.88
ID 784 43,128,849 58,782,150 0.4 6,249,425 0.3 1.37
IL 605 363,711,842 298,589,760 2.7 100,734,255 49 0.55
IN 73.2 231,077,529 364,326,697 2.4 38,686,817 19 1.29
1A 68.8 210,158,230 222 750,574 1.8 15,863,661 0.8 228
KS 66.3 43,814,151 186,049,423 0.9 17,803,520 09 1.08
KY 77.8 78,205,283 192,726,721 1.1 21,512,933 1.1 1.08
LA 80.0 374,492 566 308,727,518 2.8 32,971,179 1.6 174
ME 724 45,619,242 222,068,116 1.1 5,692,584 0.3 3.95
MD 588 25,983,810 316,928,721 1.4 41674214 2.0 0.69
A 58.8 155,825,176 392,109,573 2.2 63,808,820 31 072
M- 69.6 2,372,871 266,440,176 1.1 52,053,616 25 043
MN 60.2 106,178,537 580,613,624 29 57,135,872 28 1.02
MS 83.6 231,790,061 35,966,070 1.1 8,738,012 04 257
MO 71.2 108,823,425 304,533,521 1.7 39,048,966 1.9 0.39
MT 76.3 9,267,274 62,465,164 0.3 3,864,272 0.2 1.56
NE 65.7 44,029 897 108,580,284 08 12,121,294 0.6 1.06
NV 63.9 10,501,482 46,023,335 0.2 12,802,614 06 0.37
NH 56.2 1,827,889 93,201,107 04 8,118,357 0.4 0.98
NJ 588 390,718,726 320,823,015 29 87,095,421 4.3 0.69
NM 77.2 18,549,054 214,605,890 1.0 7,713,273 0.4 2.54
NY 58.8 1,829,244,320 2,550,022985 179 171,565,629 84 2.14
NC 736 376,140,439 347,293,947 3.0 53,783,272 26 1.13
ND 70.0 54,695,684 59,797,634 0.5 3,816,679 02 252
OH 70.3 482,530,386 755,033,301 5.1 91,350,121 45 1.14
OK 74.9 94,579 422 204,897,302 1.2 17,936,398 09 140
OR 716 5,080,802 313,929,386 1.3 20,196,879 1.0 1.33
PA 63.1 389,537,330 844,354,950 51 92,949,541 4.5 1.11
RI 63.9 7,299,103 155,267,511 07 8,063,988 0.4 169
SC 78.6 130,805,125 173,202,750 1.2 16,524 564 08 1.54
sD 68.8 16,043,944 62,420,895 0.3 4,664,408 0.2 1.41
TN 73.3 195,893,198 416,939,073 25 39,436,002 1.9 1.31
> 68.8 617,850,838 532,533,589 47 158,798,111 7.8 0.61
Ut 77.8 47,448,789 108,310,763 06 12,906,483 0.6 1.02
VT 67.7 663,558 86,971,672 04 3,066,551 01 240
VA 58.8 166,645,738 293,119,858 19 50.669_.866 25 0.76
WA 60.2 94,051,880 . 233,645,495 1.3 42,552,023 2.1 0.65
W 80.5 51,509,753 212127 422 1.1 5,852,802 0.3 378
Wi 65.6 86,244,258 456,940,142 2.2 34,662,866 1.7 1.32
WY 56.2 9,846,756 54,265,327 0.3 3,407,743 0.2 1.58
US Total 65.5 8,240,971,183 16,156,539,174 100.0 2,048,546,621 100.0 1.00
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Table 3.11 Utilization Rates per 100,000 of State Pop-ulation for ICF-MR, HCBS
and Total Residential Service Recipients by State on

June 30, 2009

State

ICF-MR Residents

HCBS & ICF-MR Recipients

All Residential Service Recipients
{Medicaid and non-Medicaid

State Populations - funded)
(100,000)* Communily o Hees
' 1-8 7-15 1-15 16+ Total HCBS ICFs-MR & 16 7-15 1-15 16+ Total
‘ HCBS & ICFs-MR

AL 47.09 00 09 09 41 49 116.0 116.8 120.9 525 184 708 45 754
AK 698 00 00 00 00 00 178.7 178.7 178.7 1479 26 1505 16 1520
AZ 6596 00 05 05 25 3.0 330.7 331.2 3337 593 05 598 25 623
AR 28,89 00 111 111 442 553 129.6 14086 184.9 452 324 776 561 1337
CA - 36962 168 0.0 168 83 251 218.8 23586 243.9 1349 34 1383 116 150.0
co 5025 02 00 02 20 23 166.9 157.1 159.2 919 101 1020 2.0 1040
CT 3518 9.7 05 101 205 307 2421 2523 272.8 167.0 114 1784 205 198.0
DE 885 00 00 00136 1386 93.9 939 107.4 1026 00 1026 1386 1161
DC 6.00 592 147 739 0.0 7398 2231 297.0 297.0 198.8 147 2135 0.0 2135
FL 18538 12 01 13 154 167 160.8 162.1 177.5 506 64 8660 187 827
GA 9829 00 00 00 77 7.7 116.3 116.3 1241 520 00 520 86 606
Hi 1295 63 07 70 00 7.0 199.7 . 206.7 206.7 847 13 860 00 86.0
ID 1546 102 196 208 4.8 3486 160.7 190.5 195.3 219.0 33.3 2523 306 2829
IL 12910 1.5 250 265 396 66.0 1185 145.0 1846 634 570 1204 447 1651
IN 6423 17.0 407 577 66 643 1706 228.3 2349 964 407 1371 7.0 14441
1A 3008 7.9 125 204 48.0 684 464.9 485.3 533.2 2042 351 2393 597 2990
KS 2818 25 34 6.0 125 185 274.9 280.9 293.4 1749 169 1919 125 204.4
KY 4314 00 06 06 139 144 117.6 1184 132.0 751 59 81.0 140 950
LA 4492 406 300 706 404 111.0 169.5 2402 280.6 92.8 30.0 1228 404 1632
ME 1318 09 130 139 0.0 139 3195 3334 3334 2045 16.2 2207 00 2207
MD 5699 00 00 00 23 23 195.8 195.8 1981 1235 48 1282 23 1305
MA 6594 00 00 0.0 131 131 1799 179.9 193.0 1540 18.0 1720 135 18586
Mi 9970 00 00 00 00 0.0 856 8586 858 1252 155 140.7 58 1485
MN 5266 161 103 264 68 332 2816 308.0 314.8 2513 103 2618 7.2 2688
MS 2952 02 208 210 686 896 66.9 879 156.4 21.0 241 451 694 1145
MO 5988 0.0 1.0 1.0 121 131 146.4 147.4 159.5 738 175 914 178 1087
MT 875 00O 00 00 53 53 23341 2331 2385 1464 412 1876 66 1942
NE 1797 00 05 05233 238 2075 208.0 231.3 1406 3.8 1444 233 1677
NV 2643 13 00 13 25 38 59.3 60.6 63.1 541 0.0 541 44 584
NH 1325 00 00 00 19 19 3101 310.1 312.0 1320 1.7 1338 1.2 1355
NJ 8708 00 00 00 329 329 115.8 1158 148.7 774 211 684 553 153.8
NM 2010 55 6.0 115 00 115 193.3 204.8 204.8 1014 6.0 1074 0.0 1074
NY 19541 1.8 219 237 1565 39.2 318.3 342.0 357.5 126.7 96.0 2227 158 2383
NC - 9381 173 19 192 219 411 1101 1293 151.2 782 1.9 801 228 106.7
ND 647 246 41.7 66.3 24.0 903 588.2 8546 678.5 2183 765 2948 240 3188
OH 11543 4.0 150 191 341 53.2 21086 229.7 263.8 1315 219 1533 345 1951
OK 3687 50 7.8 128 310 438 142.3 1851 186.2 7569 125 884 310 1194
OR 3826 00 00 00 06 086 2845 2845 285.1 1373 8.8 1461 1.9 14841
PA 12605 54 28 82 230 313 2411 2493 2724 1285 125 1410 26.3 1905
RI 1053 16 00 16 20 36 3110 3126 3146 1996 10.8 2104 20 2124
SC 4561 0.0 139 139 178 317 126.5 1404 158.1 69.9 194 893 17.8 107.1
SD 812 00 00 0.0 180 180 357.1 357.1 3751 1952 68.8 264.0 199 2840
TN 6296 23 62 86 9.0 173 119.9 128.4 137.2 640 121 761 90 851
X 24782 181 25 206 230 435 79.9 1005 1234 780 25 805 23.0 1035
uT 2785 0.0 09 09 271 280 1513 152.3 179.3 86.0 55 915 271 1188
VT 622 10 00 1.0 00 1.0 3815 3825 3825 2499 0.0 2499 0.0 2499
VA 7883 08 19 26 17.7 204 109.9 1125 130.3 549 48 597 344 940
WA 6664 05 03 08 106 114 162.5 163.4 1739 887 24 910 165 1078
WV 1820 41 195 23868 26 262 238.2 261.8 264.4 769 275 1044 286 1070
Wl 5655 00 09 09 141 15.0 308.1 308.0 323.1 1429 435 1864 141 2008
Wy 544 00 00 0.0 151 151 385.7 385.7 4007 2107 7.7 2185 151 2335
us
Total 307007 65 6.3 129 166 294 183.1 2125 1040 189 1228 194 1422
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On June 30, 2009 there were 183.1 HCBS
recipients per 100,000 of the national
population. As noted earlier there were notable
variations among states. In 11 states there
were more than 300 HCBS recipients per
100,000 persons in the state’s population and in
5 states there were fewer than 100 HCBS
recipients per 100,000 persons in the state's
population. The highest utilization rate was in
North Dakota (588.2 HCBS recipients per
100,000 state residents); the lowest was in
Nevada (59.3).

Combined ICF-MR and HCBS utilization for
persons with ID/DD also showed high interstate
variability. Nationally on June 30, 2009 there
were 212.5 total ICF-MR and HCBS recipients
per 100,000 of the nation’s population. The
states with the highest overall utilization rates
were lowa (533.2), North Dakota (678.5) and
Wyoming (400.7). The states with lowest
utilization rates were Michigan (85.6) and
Nevada (63.1). The national utilization rate for
Medicaid community services (both HCBS and
community ICFs-MR) was 196.3 per 100,000.
The states with the lowest rates of community
ICF-MR and HCBS utilization were Delaware
(93.9), Michigan (85.6), Mississippi (87.9),
Nevada (60.6} and Texas (100.5). The states
with the highest rates of community ICF-MR
and HCBS utilization were Arizona (331.2),
lowa (485.3), Maine (333.4), New York (342.0),
North Dakota (654.6), South Dakota (357.1),
Vermont (382.5), and Wyoming (385.7).

The variability among states in the utilization
of Medicaid ICF-MR and HCBS services is a
substantial reflection of the size of state service
systems in general. For example on June 30,
2009 states had an average total utilization rate
for all residential services (both Medicaid and
non-Medicaid) of 143.5 per 100,000. States
varied from fewer than 100 residential service
recipients per 100,000 in 10 states to more than
200 in 13 states. Yet, while states wvary
markedly in their total utilization of residential
placements for persons with ID/DD, state policy
decisions create even greater variability in their
relative ufilization of Medicaid ICF-MR and
HCBS programs to finance those services.

Figure 3.3 shows patterns of overall U.S.

residential services and ICF-MR services as a
part of that total utilization from 1962 to 2009. It
shows the steadily increasing overall residential
services utlization rate since 1987, when
residential services utilization was 105.1 service
recipients per 100,00 of the general U.S.
population. It shows the decreasing role of ICF-
MR services in utilization rates since 1982. It is
notable that while the residential utilization rate
was increasing by 38.4 residents per 100,000 in
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the U.S. population in the between 1987 and
2009 (from 105.1 to 143.5), the ICF-MR
utilization rate decreased by 29.9 residents per
100,000 (from 59.3 to 29.4).

The aging of the "baby boom” generation
through middle age has been a primary driving
force of increasing overall placement rates and
is contributing to the growing number of people
waiting for services. As shown in Table 3.12,
the HCBS program played a major role in
funding the residential services of persons not
living in ICFs-MR, with an estimated 51.7% of
HCBS recipients receiving residential services
outside of a home shared with relatives,
Applying that statistic to all 562,067 HCBS
recipients on June 30, 2009 yields an estimated
271,366 persons or 88.4 persons per 100,000
of the U.S. population, receiving residential
services outside their family home financed by
Medicaid Home and Community Based
Services. This is more than three times the
number of people living in ICFs-MR,

Residential Arrangements of HCBS
Recipients

Forty-eight siates (with 94.8% of HCBS
recipients} provided breakdowns of the
residential arrangements of their HCBS service
recipients. Including missing states and
unknown arrangements for persons in reporting
states, the state reports included 88.2% of all
HCBS recipients. These reports are
summarized in Table 3.12 by state and
residential arrangement. The most frequent
residential arrangement of HCBS recipients
was sharing a home that was also the primary
home of parents or another family member. An
estimated 271,366 HCBS recipients (48.3% of
the total) lived with family members. Between
1994 and 2009 there was a notable increase in
the number and proportion of HCBS recipients
living with parents of other family members.
During that period, the estimated proportion of
HCBS recipients living with parents or other
relatives increased from 23.8% to 48.3%. In
estimated raw numbers between 1994 and
2008 people receiving HCBS while living with
family members increased from 29,068 to
271,368, and 55% of the increase in fotal HCBS
recipients (from 122,075 to 562,067) between
1994 and 2009 was made up of people living
with family members

In 2009, and estimated 28.4% of HCBS
recipients lived in a residence owned, rented, or
managed by an agency, in which agency-
employed staff come into the home to provide
care, supervision, and support to residents with



Table 3.12 HCBS Recipients with ID/DD by Reported Type of Residential

Setting on June 30, 2009

Residential Host/Foster Person's Family Other Reported Actual
Facility Home OwnHome Home Setting ~Total Total
AL _ 2,847 222 245 2,146 4] 5,460 5,460
AK 826 e - 155 « 72 e 185 = Ge 1,257 1,248
AZ 2,425 ) 814 425 18,104 0 21,768 21,811
AR ' 1,219 544 526 1,699 0 3,988 3,744
CA 19,866 692 9,448 50,856 0 80,862 80,862
Cco 906 e 787 e 602 2,642 2,319 7,256 7,883
CT . 2,725 394 1,546 1,216 0 5,880 8,519
DE 673 156 0 2 0 831 831
-DC 753 49 24 512 0 1,338 1,338
FL 6,770 DNF 3,340 6,737 8 0 16,847 29,807
GA 2,368 780 1,175 5,350 0 9673 11,433
HI 82 697 114 1,575 118 8 2,588 2,586
1D o 1172 735 577 0 2,484 2,484
L 7.871 178 1,030 ¢ 5,817 ¢ 0 15,805 15,302
IN 760 267 4073 6,046 o 11,146 10,961
1A 0 0 5,764 = 5,320 e 0 11,084 13,983
KS DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF 7,749
KY 2,154 714 38 330 0 3,236 5,073
LA ' 0 55 2,112 8,857 0 11,024 7616
ME 1,651 384 407 147. 0 2,589 4212
MD DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF 11,162
MA 5,794 1 1,102 249 2,745 &) 10,590 11,861
Ml 5,106 108 1,667 920 44 7,845 8,635
MN 8,191 543 1,307 4,694 80 14,815 14,832
MS 224 ¢ 0 80 1,686 0 1,990 1,974
MO 2,529 6 2,807 3,424 0 8,766 8,766
MT 926 ¢ 58 « 505 e 784 ¢ 0 2,273 2,273
NE 1,192 = 358 ¢ 704 ¢ 436 ¢ o 2,780 3,728
NV 0 59 1,085 432 0 1,576 1,567
NH 278 1,086 382 612 0 2,358 4,108
NJ DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF DNF 10,081
NM 674 419 473 1,403 0 2,969 3,885
NY 20,722 2,567 3,588 34,828 0 61,705 62,195
NC 3,000 ¢ 210 e 415 ¢ 6,708 ¢ 0 10,333 10,333
ND 290 28 1,078 772 0 2,166 3,805
OH ] 2,549 547 8,738 4,597 71 16,502 24,312
OK 564 441 1,685 ¢ 2,640 = 0 5,230 5248
OR 2,605 2,100 744 5,650 0 10,999 10,884
PA 9,536 1,562 ¢ 3261¢ 15/1156°¢ 919 » 30,393 30,393
RI ' 1,070 136 721 - 880 0 2,807 3,275
SC 2,580 2 139 578 5 2,489 0 5,796 5,768
SD ‘ 1,595 4 368 935 0 2,802 2,901
TN 776 300 3,086 3,386 0 7,548 7,548
TX 49003 6,830 3,118 4,947 0 19,795 19,795
uTt 1,324 249 801 1,740 0 4214 4,214
VT 118 1,186 148 586 0 2,048 2,372
VA 3,815 564 1,438 815 0 6,630 8,662
WA 2,210 3 117 3,497 5,007 7 0 10,831 10,831
wv 459 ¢ 156 753 e 2714 ¢ 0 4,082 4,334
wi 4,885 1,728 2,796 8,038 1,085 18,532 17,424
WY 914 94 181 910 0 2,099 2,099
US Total 142,732 30,765 79,626 237,920 4,645 495688 562,067

EstUS Total 159,593 36,113 89,643 271,366 5,452 562,067

Percentage 28.4% 6.5% 15.9% 48.3% 1.0% 100.0%
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ID/DD compared to 51.5% of HCBS recipients
in June 1994, An estimated national total of

159,593 HCBS recipients were living in agency--

operated settings in June 2009.

The third most common living arrangement for
HCBS recipients with ID/DD in June 2009 was a
home that they owned or rented for themselves
and into which persons come io provide personal
assistance, supervision and support (15.9% of
HCBS recipients). An estimated 89,543 persons
lived in their own homes.

Between 1994 and 2009 the proportion of
HCBS recipients living in homes that they them-
selves rented or owned increased from 11.1% fo
15.8%, as the estimated number of individuals in
their own homes increased from 13,500 to 89,543.

An estimated 36,113 HCBS recipients were
living in host family (also called foster family and
shared living) arrangements. Host family
arrangements are defined by the homes rented,
owned or shared by a families or individuals in
which they live and provide care and support to
one or more unrelated persons with 1D/DD). About
6.5% HCBS recipients in June 2009 were in host
family arrangements. The proportion of HCBS
recipients in  host  family/shared living
arrangemenis decreased in the past decade (from
9.6% in 1999 to 6.5% in 2009), but the number
people living in such arrangements has grown in
raw numbers from 25,057 in 1999 to 36,113 in
2009 with the rapid growth of HCBS. A small
proportion of HCBS recipients (1.0%) were
reported to be served in ‘“other” types of
residential arrangements.

Persons with ID/DD in Medicaid
Nursing Facilities

Table 3,13 presenis statistics on people with
ID/DD reported in “Medicaid certified nursing
facilities (NFs) not primarily for persons with
ID/DD." The ability of states to report an actual or
estimated count of Medicaid NF residents was
established primarily in response to the
requirement under the Omnibus Budget
Reconciliation Act of 1987 (OBRA 87) that states
screen NF residents with 1D/DD for the
appropriateness of their placement, The estimated
naticnal total of 29,608 nursing facility residents in
June 30, 2009 is based on state-reported
statistics from 44 states and data from the Online
Survey Certification and Review data set for the 7
non-reporting states. The estimated total of
persons with ID/DD in NFs was 4.3% of the
combined total of all persons with ID/DD in NFs,
ICFs-MR and Medicaid HCBS programs and 6.4%

83

of all persons with 1D/DD in residences for
persons with ID/DD and NFs. For FY 2009 5
states reperted a number of persons with 1D/DD
living in NFs that was more than 10% of the total
of their combined [D/DD residential program
residents and NF residents with 1D/DD.

Combined Per Person ICF-MR and
HCBS Expenditures

Table 3.14 presents for each state and the U.S.
the average per person annual expenditures for
the combined Medicaid ICF-MR and HCBS
programs for persons with ID/DD for FY 2009 and
for comparison purposes FY 1993. Fiscal Year
1993 is used as a benchmark because it was the
year prior to the 1994 revision of HCBS
regulations remobilizing the requirements in the
original 1985 regulations that HCBS expansion be
offset by reductions in projected ICF-MR
residents. Per person expenditures were
computed by adding the total expenditures for the
ICF-MR and HCBS programs for the fiscal year
and dividing that total by the tofal ICF-MR and
HCBS service recipients on June 30 of that year.
In FY 2009 the average per person expenditures
for the combined ICF-MR and HCBS programs
was $57,035. This compares with $48,505 per
person in FY 1993, The 17.6% increase in
average per person combined ICF-MR and HCBS
expenditures between FY 1993 and FY 2009 was
well less than the 46.6% increase in the
Consumer Price Index (CPIl) (US Bureau of the
Census, 2009). In CPl-adjusted dollars, the
average annual per person Medicaid expenditure
decreased by 19.8%. (The 1993 average per
person expenditure of $48,505, when adjusted for
CPl inflation was $71,115 in 2009 dollars).
Between FY 1993 and FY 2009 average per
person annual ICF-MR expenditures increased
from $62,180 to $136,847 (119%) and the
average per person HCBS expenditures
increased from $25,176 fo $45,463 (81%) (see
Figure 3.4). After adjusting the 1993 costs for
inflation, 2009 HCBS costs were still 19% higher
than 1993 average annual costs. After adjusting
for inflation, 1993 ICF-MR costs were $47,815
less than 2009 costs (2009 costs were 52%
higher). But importantly, the combined overall
costs for ICF-MR and HCBS programs in 2009
inflation adjusted dollars were actually higher in
1993 than in 2009 ($71,115 versus $57,035),



Table 3.13 Persons with Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities in Nursing
Facilities (NFs) by State on June 30, 2009

Persons with Total Persons with

Persons Total . Persons ID/DD in NFs as Total Residents ID/DD in NFs, as
with ID/DD ID/DD  with ID/DD % : . Residents . . % of All
. o . b of Persons with . with ID/DD in . .

State in Non- Recipients in NFs, ID/DD in NFs in ID/DD Residential Residents in
Specialized of ICF-MR ICFs-MR ICFs-MR and' Residential SeHings and ID/DD
NFs and HCBS and HCBS L. ' ) Settings g Residences &
Receiving HCBS NFs NFs

AL 890 . 5,693 65,592 13.6 3,549 4448 20.2 -
AK ge 1,248 1,257 0.7 1,062 1,071 0.8
AZ 52 22,011 22,063 0.2 4,111 - 4,163 1.2
AR DNF 5,342 DNF DNF 3,863 DNF DNF
CA 1,297 90,155 91,452 1.4 55,436 56,733 23
co 128 7,998 8,126 16 5,227 5,385 2.4
CT 358 9,599 9,955 36 7.001 7,357 48
DE 46 951 997 4.6 1,028 1,074 4.3
DC [ 1,781 1,787 03 1,280 1,286 0.5
FL 287 32,907 33,194 0.9 15,339 15,626 1.8
GA 964 12,194 13,158 7.3 5,961 6,925 13.9
HI 87 2677 2,764 3.1 1,114 1,201 7.2
ID 139 3,019 3,158 4.4 4373 4,512 3.1
IL 1,586 ¢ 23,827 25413 6.2 21,311 22,897 6.9
IN 1,607 15,090 16,697 9.6 9,257 10,864 14.8
1A 600 16,039 18,639 36 8,094 8,594 6.3
KS i 0 8,270 8,270 0.0 5,761 5,761 0.0
KY 1,031 5,696 6,727 15.3 4,097 5,128 20.1
LA 335 12,604 12,939 286 7,332 7,667 4.4
ME 167 4,395 4 562 37 2,910 3,077 54
MD DNF 11,291 DNF DNF 7438 DNF DNF
MA 712 12,727 13,439 83 12,235 12,947 55
Mi - 358 8,535 8,893 4.0 14,607 14 965 24
MN 250 16,5679 16,829 15 14 157 14 407 1.7
MS 140 ¢ 4618 4758 2.9 3,379 3519 4.0
MO DNF 9,551 9,416 DNF 6,511 DNF DNF
MT 0 2,325 2,325 0.0 1,893 1,883 0.0
NE ' 210 4,155 4,365 4.8 3,013 3,223 6.5
NV 88 1,667 1,755 5.0 1,544 1,632 54
NH 75 4,133 4,208 1.8 1,795 1,870 4.0
NJ 967 12,946 13,913 7.0 13,389 14,356 6.7
NM 112 41186 4,228 2.6 2,158 2,270 4.9
NY 1,123 ° 69,859 70,982 1.6 46,568 47,691 2.4
NC 849 14,187 15,136 6.3 10,013 10,962 8.7
ND 102 4,389 4,491 2.3 2,082 2,164 4.7
OH DNF 30,448 DNF DNF 22,521 DNF DNF
OK 433 6,864 7,297 59 4,404 4 837 9.0
OR 13 10,906 10,919 0.1 5,664 5677 0.2
PA DNF 34,332 29,819 DNF 24,015 DNF DNF
RI 110 3,313 3,423 3.2 2,237 2347 4.7
SC 173 7,213 7,386 23 4,885 5,058 34
sD 140 3,047 3,187 4.4 2,307 2,447 57
TN 450 ¢ 8,637 9,087 5.0 5,355 5,805 : 7.8
X DNF 30,687 DNF DNF 25,640 DNF DNF
uT 76 4994 5,070 1.5 3,308 3,379 2.2
VT 27 2,378 2,405 1.1 1,654 1,581 1.7
VA 2,877 10,268 13,145 21.9 7411 10,288 28.0
WA 329 11,591 11,920 2.8 7,168 7,497 4.4
WV DNF 4,811 DNF DNF 1,947 DNF DNF
Wi 101 18,271 18,372 0.5 11,341 11,442 0.9
WY 45 ¢© 2,181 2,226 2.0 1,271 1,316 3.4
1E_cs}tt.a|US 29,608 653,430 683,038 4.3 436,670 464 588 6.4%

Note: Estimates for non-reporting states from analyses of the CMS Online Survey Certification and Review (OSCAR) data set
prepared by the American Health Care Association 84



Table 3.14 Medicaid ICF-MR, HCBS Combined Per Person Expenditures in FY 1993 and FY 2009

1993 2009

State ICE/IMR ICF/MR HCBS E dit HCBS  Combined Per ICE/MR ICFIMR HCBS E dit HCBS  Combined Per
Expenditures Residents xpenditures Recipients Person Costs Expendilures  Residents xpenditures Recipients Person Costs

AL 79,030,041 1,266 22,182,047 2,184 29,337 37,040,038 233 272,231,359 5,460 54,483
AK 10,362,069 85 - 0 121,907 - 0 79,693,540 1,248 64,017
AZ 16,911,180 298 114,161,800 6,071 20,580 24,181,950 200 584,647,383 21,811 27,660
AR 29 553 111 1,724 10,391,122 453 45 909 144,399 452 1,598 129,051,945 3744 51,189
CA 356,304,904 11,025 92,414,684 11,085 20,285 666,665,402 9,293 2,166,641,000 80,862 31,427
co 50,704,123 737 63,448,347 2,407 36,308 23,440,493 115 326,926,030 7,883 43,807
CT 181,959,971 1,272 139,880,550 2,069 96,334 236,997 479 1,080 540,052,679 8,519 80,951
DE 26,574,433 370 9.667 487 290 54,912 27,803,771 120 89,283 726 831 123,236
DC 63,961,219 804 - [1] 79,554 73,766,501 443 123,350,241 1,338 110,678
FL 192,151,682 3,207 38,671,466 6,009 25,046 328,017,908 3,100 870,805,862 29,807 36,431
GA 116,223,419 1,933 15,068,108 359 57,283 79,700,951 761 330,423,138 11,433 33,633
HI B.155 659 117 5,620,253 450 26,060 9.911,448 91 107,165,958 2,586 43 735
D 38,497,578 454 2,700,000 174 61,673 55,032,345 535 75,005,934 2,484 43,073
IL 531,667,554 12,160 34,477,962 2,850 37,718 601,375,400 8,525 493,700,000 15,302 45,959
IN 283,528,589 6,213 483,489 447 42,644 315,550,361 4,129 497,510,169 10,961 53,881
1A 160,959,092 1.890 2477295 170 79,338 305,373,772 2,056 323,671,279 13.983 39,220
KS 106,648,757 1,837 36,813,107 ~ 1,066 49,418 66,104,633 521 280,702,208 7.749 41,936
Ky 69,885,596 1,053 24,505,668 855 49,471 100,520,929 623 247,720,721 5,073 61,138
LA 324,034,343 4,678 13,087,458 1,134 58,004 468,057,200 4,988 385,861,165 7,616 67,750
o ME 59,821,344 630 23 608 982 508 73,247 63,010,003 183 306,723,917 4212 54,126
MD 60,787,020 894 64,502,005 2,437 37,607 44,205,359 129 539,177,818 11,162 51,668
MA 315,569,399 3,520 74,222 387 3,288 57,255 265,098,972 866 667,079,813 11,861 73,244
Ml 149,187,111 3,342 78,234,680 2,885 36,522 3,410,277 o} 382,928,381 8,535 45,285
MN 288,650,678 5072 107,234,621 3,408 46 685 176,405,610 1,747 981,248.752 14,832 69 827
MS 79,043,314 2,035 . - 0 38,785 277,194,524 2,644 43,011,325 1,974 69,339
MO 113,792,154 1,708 75,838,414 2,622 43,784 152,896,442 785 427,475,465 8,766 60,766
MT 10,387,598 165 13,515,850 504 35,730 12,147,430 52 81,878,574 2,273 40,441
NE . 34,216,508 721 24 169 388 991 34,104 66,975 809 427 . 165.186.237 3728 55,871
Nv 26,810,857 208 . 2,295,417 186 73,874 16,426,532 100 71,990,200 1,567 53,039
NH 5,364,387 T4 53,026,255 1,032 52,794 3,252,472 25 165,838,268 4,108 40,912
NJ 286,201,207 3,802 113,719,748 4,191 48,477 664,713,723 2,865 545,803,019 10,081 93,505
NM 42,832,979 681 7,552,177 612 38,968 24,014,829 231 277,842,944 3.885 73,338
NY 1,927,559,462 21,850 163,595,442 3,398 B2,525 3,112,018,238 7,664 4,335,249,379 62,195 106,647
NC 316,571,784 4,662 16,223,347 1,190 56,869 511,407,803 3,854 472,187,556 10,333 69,331
ND 37,077,368 18 20,585,690 1,362 29,123 78,192,543 584 85,486,252 3,805 37,293
OH 449,570,809 §,222 26512 352 1,120 50,962 686,875 994 5,136 1,074,780,499 24,312 57,858
OK 132,075,921 2,415 43,728,032 1,287 47,489 _ 126,206,862 1,616 273,415,135 5,248 £8,220
GR 80,043,415 468 86,645,986 2,023 66,817 7,098,075 22 438,571,369 10,884 40,865
PA 500,105,694 6,768 169,500,650 3,795 63,392 617,822,886 3,939 1,335,183,108 30,393 57,002
RI 105,169,194 457 74,432,864 1,192 108,916 11,424 484 38 243.023,182 3275 76,803
SC 165,306,409 3,232 14,702,477 586 47,147 . 166,524,666 1,445 220,500,000 5,768 53,657
SD 29,613,205 504 20,474,218 | 923 35,100 23,336,646 146 90,794,030 2,901 37,457
TN 117,122,556 2,328 - 10,133,905 587 43,656 267,567,508 1,089 569,200,100 7,548 95,882
TX 508,053,498 12,143 10,741.860 968 39,569 898,706,862 10,792 774,431,660 19,795 54,703
uT 45,245,234 9358 29,537,055 - 1,478 30,979 60,964,653 780 140,448,109 4,214 40,331
\'2) 11,213,196 79 28,628,023 598 58,850 §80,000 3] 128,447 308 2,372 54,427
VA 148,246,524 2,669 12,350,227 537 50,083 283,507,550 - 1,606 498,672,777 8,662 - 76,177
WA 206,468 228 1,650 79,960,529 1,711 85,221 156,180,487 760 387,986,540 10,831 46,947
Wy 14,807,955 540 38,188,818 637 41,344 64,027,039 477 263,676,099 4,334 68,115
wil 207,826,034 3,887 50,139,752 2,017 43,693 131,510,000 847 696,767,524 17,424 45,333
WY 6,224 937 90 17,308,645 459 42 866 17,520,919 82 96,557,521 2,099 52,308

US Total 9.185.850.310 147,729 2,180,368,650 86,604 48 505 12,666.566,129 90,348 24,713,245 289 562 067 57,126




The low rate of growth in the combined ICF-MR
and HCBS average per person expenditures was
a resuit of the shift from ICF-MR io HCBS as the
primary Medicaid program for financing long-term
services and supports for persons with ID/DD. In
1993, 63.0% of 234,333 Medicaid LTSS recipients
with ID/DD were enrolled in the more costly ICF-
MR option; by 2009 only 13.8% of the 652,415
total ICF-MR and HCBS recipients were residing
in ICFs-MR. '

ICF-MR and HCBS for Persons with
ID/IDD as a Proportion of All Medicaid
Expenditures

Between 1992 and 2009 most of the growih in
federal Medicaid expenditures for ICF-MR and
HCBS for persons with ID/DD was due to growth
in expenditures for HCBS. In FY 1992, states
received $888,900,000 in federal reimbursements
for Medicaid HCBS services for persons with
ID/DD. By FY 1994 federal reimbursements for
Medicaid HCBS services had more than doubled
to $1,665,390,500. Between FYs 1994 and 2008
federal reimbursements for . Medicaid HCBS
increased more than 7.5 times to $12.491 billion.
Between FY 2008 and FY 2009 federal HCEBS
reimbursements grew dramaticaily as the ARRA
enhanced federal cost-share, from $12.491 billion
to $16.157 billion. Although ICF-MR populations
decreased between June 1992 and June 2009
from 146,260 to 90,348 residents, there was an

increase in federal [CF-MR reimbursements from
$5.08 to $8.24 billion,' including an increase of
$1.43 bhillion in federal reimbursements for ICF-
MR between FY 2008 and FY 2009 alone.

Because Medicaid long-term care services
are being steadily transformed from ICF-MR to
HCBS programs, it is instructive to examine
federal allocations to the combined ICF-MR and
HCBS programs for persons with ID/DD. Doing so
stimulates two obhservations. First, long-term care
payments for persons with ID/DD make up a
substantial and disproportionately large amount of
total Medicaid expenditures (i.e., per recipient
costs for persons with ID/DD receiving long-term
care are much greater than the per recipient
Medicaid costs for the entire Medicaid population).
Second, the proportion of total federal Medicaid
expenditures going to the ICF-MR and HCBS pro-
grams for persons with ID/DD has remained in a
fairly stable range over the past two decades
{between about 8.9% and 10.3% of federal
Medicaid expenditures).

As shown in Table 3.15, federal expenditures
for Medicaid ICF-MR and HCBS programs for
persons with ID/DD increased more than three
times between 1994 and 20098 (increased from
$12.2 billion in 1994 to $37.3 billion in 2009).
These increases contributed significantly to the
overall growth in total Medicaid expenditures. Still,
the annual average growth rate of ICF-MR and
HCBS expenditures for persons with |ID/DD he-
tween 1994 and 2009 was not inconsistent with
the overall Medicaid growth rate.

Table 3.15 Federal Medicaid Expenditures for ICF-MR and HCBS Programs for
Persons with ID/DD a Proportion of All Federal Medicaid Expenditures

Total ICF-MR and HCBS Total ICF-MR and HCBS Programs for

Year Tg;;::::ﬁ:f Expenditures for Persons Persons with ID/DD as a Proportion of
with ID/DD All Medicaid Expenditures
1994 $136.639 billion $12.194 billion 8.9%
1996 $154.157 billion $14.448 billion 9.3%
1998 $167.669 billion $16.967 billion 10.2%
2000 $194.346 billion $19.566billion 9.5%
2002 $243.497 billion $23.847 billion 9.9%
2004 $285.710 billion $27.436 billion 9.7%
2006 $301.889 billion $30.886 billion 10.3%
2008 $337.565 billion $34.273 billion 10.3%
2009 $37.270 billion 10.3%

$360.928 billion



Between 1998 and 2009 the proportion of
federal ICF-MR and HCBS expenditures within
the total Medicaid program remained essentially
the same (10.2%). Between 1998 and 2009
federal payments for- ICF-MR and HCBS
programs for persons with ID/DD increased by
119.7% as compared with the 115.3% increase in
all Medicaid expenditures.

Despite their generally stable proportion of all
federal Medicaid expenditures, it is hard to
overlook the disproportionately high expenditures
for ICF-MR and HCBS recipients with ID/DD in
comparison with the average for  all Medicaid
recipients. In 2008 the average health services
expenditure for each Medicaid beneficiary in 2008
was $6,015 according to the 2009 Actuarial
Report of the Financial Cutlook for Medicaid by
CMS
(http:/iwww.cms.hhs.gov/ActuarialStudies/downlo
ads/Medicaid Report2008.pdf). This compares to
an average expenditure of $57,035 for each 1CF-
MR and HCBS recipient with 1D/DD (excluding
other Medicaid services).

Medicaid ID/DD Expenditures Within
the Larger State Medicaid Programs

Table 3.16 presents a summary of Medicaid ICF--

MR and HCBS expenditures by state as a portion
of all Medicaid long-term care and all Medicaid
expenditures. The statistics on ICF-MR, Total
Long Term Care and All Medicaid expenditures
were provided by Thomson Reuters from
analyses of CMS financial reports and are
presented here with permission.
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States varied considerably in FY 2009 in the
proportion of all Medicaid Iong-term care
expenditures that went to HCBS and ICF-MR
services for persons with ID/DD. On average,
32.7% of siates’ Medicaid total long-term care
expenditures were for HCBS and ICFs-MR for
persons with ID/DD. In six states less than 25%,
and in 11 states more than 40% of all Medicaid
long-term care expenditures were for persons with
1ID/DD who received ICF-MR or HCBS services.

State and federal ICF-MR and HCBS
expenditures for persons with ID/DD equaled
10.3% of all siate and federal Medicaid
expenditures. States varied from more than 20%
in three states to less than 7% in four states.

HCBS and ICF-MR Expenditures, by
State, between 1994 and 2009

Tables 3.17a and 3.17b show the annual
expenditures in thousands of dollars for HCBS,
ICF-MR and combined totals, by state, in the
years 1994 to 2009, HCBS expenditures
increased from $2.971 billion in 1994 to $24.713
billion in 2009 (an average annual increase of
$1.449 billion). ICF-MR expenditures increased
from $9.222 billion in 1994 to $12.557 billion in
2009 (an average annual increase of $.222
billion). Combined expenditures more than tripled
from 1994 to 20009 from $12.193 billion to
$37.270 bilion (an average annual increase of
more than $1.6 billion).



Table 3.16 Medicaid HCBS and ICF-MR within Total Medicaid Program

in FY 2009
HCBSHICF-

i . MR as % of HCBS+ICF-
Total HOBS  Total ICF-MR Combined TotalMedicald .\, A Medicaid ~ Medicaid MR as % of

State . ¥ HCBS+ICF-MR  Long-Term Care . .
Expenditures ($) Expenditures ($) Expenditures (5)  Expenditures {S) Bxpenditures (3)  Long-Term Al Medicaid
P P Care Expenditures

Expenditures

AL 272,231,359 -37,940,939 310,172,298 1,414,860,887 4,412 ,433,225 21.9 7.0
AK 79,893,540 0 79,893,540 372,871,901 1,068,974,664 21.4 7.5
AZ 584,647,383 24,181,950 608,829,333 DNF 8,396,436,739 DNF 7.3
AR 129,051,945 144 399 452 273,451,397 1,082,471,177 3,470,257,060 25.3 7.9
CA 2,166,641,000 666,665,402  2,833,306,402  11,097,802,261 37,321,592,608 25.5 7.6
Cco 326,926,030 23,440493 = 350,366,523 1,370,380,509 3,546,695,507 256 9.9
Ccr 540,052,679 236,997,479 777,050,158 - 3,280,286,895 6,001,426,034 237 12,9
DE 89,293,726 27,903,771 117,197,497 333,763,098 1,211,814,329 351 9.7
DC 123,350,241 73,766,501 197,116,742 557,724,202 1,625,855,756 353 121
FL 870,805,862 328,017,908  1,198,823,770 4,237,877,425  15,106,995,676 28.3 7.9
GA 330,423,138 79,700,951 410,124,089 1,977,131,027 7,708,709,269 20.7 5.3
Hi 107,165,958 9,911,448 117,077,406 253,736,770 1,326,821,184 46.1 8.8
D 75,005,934 55,032,345 130,038,279 407,447 615 1,295,393,777 31.9 10.0
IL 493,700,000 601,375,400  1,095,075,400 3,093,396,517  12,807,207,193 35.4 86
IN 497,510,169 315,550,361 813,060,530 2,262,531,084 6,277,451,479 35.9 13.0
1A 323,671,279 305,373,772 629,045,051 1,298,260,032 2,959,346,068 48.5 21.3
KS 280,702,208 66,104,633 346,806,841 1,020,745,285 2,470,240,242 34.0 14.0
KY 247,720,721 100,520,929 348,241,650 1,387,667,418 5,350,038,564 25.1 8.5
LA 385,861,165 468,057,200 853,918,365 1,979,606,248 6,468,737,194 43.1 13.2
ME 308,723,917 63,010,003 369,733,920 722,900,885 2,510,039,790 51.1 14.7
MD 539,177,818 44,205,359 583,383,177 1,890,176,998 6,719,114,846 30.9 87
MA 667,079,913 265,098,972 932,178,885 3,620,676,478  12,515,865,131 25.7 74
Ml 382,926,381 3,410,277 386,336,658 2,376,290,776  10,541,325,287 16.3 3.7
MN 981,248,752 176,405,610 1,157,654,362 3,175,806,702 7.,376,746,077 36.5 15.7
MS 43,011,325 277,184,524 320,205,849 1,183,463,101 3,812,060,785 271 8.4
MO 427 475,465 152,896,442 580,371,907 1,893,231,018 7.658,651,626 30.7 7.6
MT 81,878,574 12,147 430 94,026,004 337,223,441 876,519,615 27.9 10.7
NE 165,166,237 66,075,809 232,142,046 658,113,063 1,615,968,152 35.3 14.4
NV 71,990,200 16,426,532 88,416,732 335,824,047 1,383,149,123 26.3 6.4
NH 165,838,268 3,252,472 169,080,740 567,868,863 1,326,875,842 29.8 12.7
NJ 545,803,019 664,713,723 1,210,516,742 3,754,425 268 9,859,168,502 322 12.3
NM 277,842,944 24,014,829 301,857,773 503,643,718 3,276,252,396 59.9 9.2
NY 4,338,249,379  3,112,018,238  7,450,267,617  20,237,825602  49,076,107,898 36.8 15.2
NC 472,187,556 511,407,803 983,595,359 3,329,404 170 11,424 557,810 29.5 8.6
ND 85,486,252 78,192,543 163,678,795 359,330,237 591,682,398 456 27.7
OH 1,074,780,459 686,875,004  1,761,656,493 5,051,981,260  13,318,132,734 34.9 13.2
OK 273,415,135 126,206,862 399,621,997 1,194,837,905 3,941,417 385 334 10.1
OR 438,571,369 7,098,075 445,669,444 1,307,892,511 3,671,029,014 341 12.1
PA 1,339,183,108 617,822,886  1,957,005,094 6,458,078,101 16,990,899,310 30.3 i1.5
RI 243,023,182 11,424,484 254 447 666 571,404,796 1,893,873,718 44.5 13.4
8C 220,500,000 166,524,666 387,024,666 1,171,352,627 5,096,830,845 33.0 76
8D 90,794,030 23,336,648 114,130,676 281,302,839 714,941,836 406 16.0
™ 569,200,100 267,567,506 836,767,606 1,916,773,226 7,401,937,748 437 11.3
> 774,481,660 898,706,862 1,673,188,622 5,635,627,491 23,094,797,054 29.7 7.2
ut 140,448,109 60,964,653 201,412,762 388,360,081 1,637,282,137 51.9 12.3
VT 128,447,308 - 980,000 129,427,308 DNF 1,140,506,805 DNF 11.3
VA 498 672,777 283,507,550 782,180,327 1,935,928,364 5,785,341,369 40.4 13.5
WA 387,986,540 156,180,487 544 167,027 2,186,657,594 6,600,806,543 24.9 8.2
WwWv 263,676,099 64,027,039 327,703,138 917,893,880 2,427,080,448 357 135
Wi 696,767,524 131,510,000 828,277,524 2,255,268,605 7,286,787,115 36.7 114
WY 96,557,521 17,520,919 114,078,440 214,845,338 526,359,605 53.1 217
US Total  24,713,245,209  12,556,566,128 37,269,811,428 114,080,193,960  360,927,535,512 327 10.3
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Table 3.17a Annual Expenditures in Thousands of Dollars for HCBS and ICF-MR by State, FYs 1994-2009

State  Program 04 ©96 CEH 2600 2002 2004 2005 2008 2009
AL HCBS 30,500.00 45,690.00 77,000.00 06A422.24 20,38550 168,008.38 249,094 .95 267,362.50 27223136
ICF-MR 79,259.15 68,01100 56,663.54 63,946.20 60,308.94 36,698.51 25886.48 36,179.90 3794094
Tolal 109,759.15 113,701.00 133,663.84 160,368 43 180,704 44 225,606,89 274,98143 303,542.40 310,172.30
AK HCBS 566.60 7.07120 %.234.0 3068.72 54865.80 60,387.60 66,882.30 76,806.11 70,893.54
IGF-MR 1158027 6,89128 267.54 - - : - - - -
Total 12,2556.87 13,962.48 19,50164 30618.72 51865.80 60,387.69 66,882.30 76,806.11 79,893.54
AZ ACES 09,357.80 769,920,60 Z1,970.60 28756171 327,357.00 368,765.506 476,763.80 610,467.29 584,647.36
ICF-MR 6,918 1779159 16,189.50 2 A57.6 14,6457 17,320.04 20417.84 15,370.90 2418195
Total 126,268 .98 20772.9 228,%60.10 300,018.87 34152157 386,105.60 497,8174 634,838.10 608,829.33
AR HCBS %,057.0 8,238.0 BEH.ID 34,048.50 53,076.90 6267558 62,130.75 97,04.70 129,05194
IGF-MR 94,136.91 105,334.76 08,7507 12123961 119.49115 113,000,00 134,527.84 147 ,860.20 14,399.45
Total 108,244.01 18,572 86 125,989.77 155,288.10 7256805 175,675.68 217 ,658.61 244.964.90 27345140
CA HCBS 33,639.0 . 31,6 %.00 436,829.40 476,275.30 853,768.10 1070,553.00 1:338,1B2.00 1,709,007.00 Z,166,64 100
ICF-MR 365,970.46 47104858 39115101 38721334 420,000.00 698,896.04 706,596.05 £10,506.40 666,665.40
Total 499,809 .56 785,662.58 827,08131 865,488.65 1273,768.0 1,769,049.04 2.044,778.05 2395140 2,833,308.40
CO HCBS 77,602.30 25,499.10 W5 62640 ©1256.95 205,026.10 243,39197 753 ,002.68 31354.73 326,026.03
ICF-MR 38,872.89 24,164.73 22 25167 17,985.71 9,202.41 20,545,00 4606347 22,289.0 23,440.49
Total 16,475,199 1066383 170,860.07 209,242.66 224,230.51 263,936.07 299,156.15 333,643 83 350,366.52
CT HCBS 135,54.00 103,750.0 230,357.60 34409130 386,546.50 470,686.6 420 464 42 475,540.00 540,052.68
IGF-MR 179,704.13 180,935.58 20421122 23062461 238,700.10 254,582.51 288,306.73 236,997.50 236,997.48
Total 3IU838.13 284,685 68 434,568.82 575,615.91 625,246.60 655,268 66 708,7715 712,537.50 777.050.%
DE HCBS 9,074 .40 2291L0 17.676.80 2743257 34,8140 48 ,205.01 68,9158 63,576.38 89,293,713
ICF-MR 27,269.88 30,886.23 3255796 3254497 "31218.29 28,453.88 22,750.88 29,8340 27.903.77
Total 36,344.28 53,797.33 50,236.76 59,977.55 65,400.69 76,658.89 91664.46 1341045 117,197.50
DG HCBS - z - 277.36 1647.50 5,19.55 17 532,58 E4469.78 ©3,350.24
ICF-MR 64 030.19 60,969.21 69,176.47 70,280.09 79,480.03 80,808.51 79,0319 82,083.70 73,766.50
Total 64,030.19 60,969.21 69,176.47 7055745 81127.83 85,928.06 96,563.72 136,553.48 197 1674
FL HCEBS 67,760.40 18,853.00 108,524.50 Z51855,13 496,02130 635,15.28 76139172 945,063.43 £70,805.86
ICF-MR 212,266.72 226,117.68 25500498 2681,143.1%6 310,393.23 309,107.34 314,472.72 338,699.60 328,047.91
Total 280,027.12 339,970.68 364,518.68 532,978.28 807,314.53 944,242 64 1075,864.44 1,283,763.03 1,98,823.77
GA HCBS 17,300.00 56,393.70 $3,000.00 92,0500 223,566.20 216,2%6.56 254,564.55 381669.80 330,423. 7%
ICF-MR 19,604 23 12584783 106 644,95 10,2134 1065933 617873 11,653.95 103 ,532.00 79,700.95
Total 136.,994.23 182,24153 189 844 85 202,277.42 33422553 364,385.31 ° 366,238.51 485,22180 4710,124.00
] HCES 12,000.00 11,961.60 7,00.00 22,000.00 34,727.50 64,199.54 85,000.00 0446244 07,6596
ICF-MR 10,540 55 1123775 10,026.72 797555 8,589.05 7,466.46 7,707.30 9,027.30 991145
Total 22 54055 23,2135 27,2672 30,975.55 4338655 71666.00 92,707.30 113,480.74 117 077.41
D HCBS 7,035.00 7.8%.90 9,076.90 6.279.34 27,804.30 44,700.00 52,367.04 68, 119.01 75,005.93
ICF-MR 40,364.39 40,57176 46,796.,00 53,2153 55,250.90 53,543.50 56,855.89 52,009.90 55,032.35
Total 42309.39 48,386.66 £5,672.90 69,489.87 83,055.20 98,243.50 109,222.93 130,28.91 130,036.28
I HCBS 57,653 .80 50,434.70 51000.00 140,200.00 236,978.30 324,300.00 301324.83 46170000 483,700.00
ICF-MR 489,074.51 594,718.86 61,073.36 649,19547 69581325 758,063.78 714,280.78 659,781.20 601375.40
Total 546,628.41 650,153.56 76107356 789,395.47 932 89155 1083,963.78 1115,704.91 12148120 1095,075.40
N HCBS 30620 23,46 1.30 34,323.80 73046.10 98,630.00 3957718 393,536.08 443,945 81 48751077
IGE-MR 309,133.36 308,112.56 300,946.37 258 454,59 343,22289 346,15158 580,564.86 304,804.90 315,550.36
Total 313,149.56 331573.86 3352707 33150068 541852.8% 741932.76 974,100.94 748,754.71 813,060.53
A HCBS 402530 32,212.50 51.737.00 B6.572.72 27,08130 71690,98 755,06 140 303,68.02 32367128
IGF-MR 61,6138 78,843.83 7747882 1125240 208,67.54 2255914 264,363.2 288,093.00 305373.77
Total 165,186.68 211056.43 229,2%.82 279,825.12 335,248.84 - 208,389.50 520,344.53 591706.02 629,045.05
KS HCBS 3203190 71569.00 £0,93140 %69,35100 ©9,358.10 206,000.00 220,623.24 27464352 280,702.21
ICF-MR 105,435.80 98,690.01 B4,830.82 66,924.38 65,927.80 68,847.40 65,0149 63,193.30 66,104.63
Total 1BTA67.70 70,25%.01 205,762.22 236,275.38 25528590 274 847 40 204 637.73 338,036.82 346,806 84
KY HCBS 25,5530 55,722.00 4063980 60,43186 9175580 162179 7252264 226,53147 247,720.72
ICF-MR 71528.60 58,064.78 79,354.73 83,523.74 9788845 106,755.74 128,758.53 1M,177.60 00,520.93

Tolal 06,683.90 83,786.78 119,894 .53 143,955.60 189,644.35 228 577.53 30138177 337,708.07 348,24165
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Table 3.17b Annual Expenditures in Thousands of Dollars for HCBS and ICF-MR by State, FYs 1994-2009

State Program Bod 1986 EEL 2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2009
LA HCES 25,000.00 42,365.00 §57,032.90 95,374.53 129,0%6.10 210,067.08 744,33 160 32245188 38586117
ICF-MR 29987867 312,379.85 323,94.84 34743851 359,384.84 4120176 42607563 43084170 468,057.20
Total 324 87867 354,744.85 380,947.74 442 813.05 488,399.94 629,268.84 670407.24 803,293.58 853.98.37
ME HCBS 23,738.00 15 ,600.00 69,044.00 108,340.80 155,499.70 181000.00 221117.84 24895694 306,723.92
ICF-MR £4,806.50 4947585 38,824.40 35,306.07 50,370.11 60,794.29 71845.30 65,103.00 63,010.00
Total 78,544.50 6507585 107,868.40 H3,646.87 205,869.81 241794.29 292,963.14 34,059.94 369,733.92
MD HCBS 9,236.50 B0,70160 54,7400 81163.00 25135700 31291229 449,636.41 517 57752 £39,177.82
ICE-MR 58,588.87 £63,594.03 65,636.27 68,820.22 54,062.53 60,159.80 61676.24 55,148.20 44,205.36
Total 178.825.37 194,295,63 209,810.27 239,973.12 306541053 373,072.09 511,312.65 572,725.72 583,383.8
MA HCBS 20430000 2438 .400.00 377,348.70 42392187 48339120 564,725,72 B71087.26 58354789 B687,079.91
ICE-MR 295,029.01 276,184.63 252,869.37 210,037.47 198,048 86 228,172,892 165,698.2 234,838.10 265,098.97
Total 489,328.01 524,584.63 630.2%6.07 6533,959.34 581440.06 792,898.64 836,785.38 §18,385.99 932,178.89
M1 HCBS 90,300.00 1%63,000.00 237665560 330,193.60 39328500 370,728.74 345,618.85 38173122 382,926.38
ICF-MR ‘BY.233.51 192,725.98 24289623 2788365 26 913.07 9,10136 35,28528 6,72820 3410.28
Total 247.533.51 365,725.98 480,56183 358,07725 . 420,198.07 389,830.0 380,904.13 388.459.42 386,336.66
MN HCBS 27,7120 213,225.00 3124760 408,223.73 699,687.00 B2,253.60 649,093.03 925,198.68 98124875
ICF-MR 245,807.00 B3,865.010 223,835.41 208,74.01 207 899.60 180,96.07 7102469 178,358.10 176,405.61
Total 378,51.20 388,080.01 535,083.01 616,937.74 907 586.60 993,%698.95 820,117.72 1,103 556.78 1,167,654.36
MS HCBS - 253,80 1526.40 4,42186 20,899.30 30,200.00 3545882 38,013.06 43,01133
ICF-MR 8496061 101825.12 131470.64 15820145 7804298 186,534,89 233,922.25 2B85,876.00 277.194.52
Total 84,960.61 101950.92 1B2,997.04 62,623.32 198,742,28 2%,734.89 268,38107 323,89106 320,205.85
MO HCBS 80,547.50 137.227.70 168,870.00 88,88171 235,897.00 238,437.5 310,567.09 392,75128 42747547
ICF-MR ‘H4, 13883 156,510.29 110,152.04 64,29191 213,8614.45 263,379.8 23751170 129,144 90 152,896.44
Total 224 58633 283,737.99 279,122.04 363,173.61 449,71145 501816.32 548,078.79 521896.18 580,37191
MT HCBS 1556440 20,399.90 26,300.00 33,56158 4200540 55,109.23 62,986.74 78,28103 8187857
ICF-MR 1422177 H.747.41 .132.36 1742506 ‘M,08108 19,298.62 12,744.63 13,044.00 12,4743
Total 29,786.17 35,147.31 38,432.38 50,986.53 56,066.48 74,407.85 75,731.36 91325.03 94,026.00
NE HCBS 32,27140 450863,00 67,147.90 82,54145 08 ,402.20 129,734 .12 126,925.60 ‘H7.500.4 65,%56.24
ICE-MR 34,234.13 36,497.94 42,975.94 48,86187 47,952.61 60,806.63 60,368.31 68,217.50 66,975.81
Total 66,505.53 81,560.94 10,2384 131,403.32 156,354.81 00,540.75 187.294.10 215,717 B4 252,42.05
NV HCBS 2,060.40 4,640.20 8,353.30 12,245.00 24,367.30 33,976.26 51479.30 65,4%6.40 71990.20
ICE-MR 20,334.86 23,737.03 25,448.55 28,496.21 30,468.26 26,018.92 26,727.88 18,993.80 %426.53
Total ' 2238526 28,377.23 33,80185 40,741.21 54,835.56 59,995. 8 78,207.8 84,410.20 B8,486.73
NH HCES 64,00540 B0,460.10 97,407.30 99,742.72 117 ,.92160 2289343 B1770.3 155,729.11 B5,838.27
ICF-MR 5979.76 3,290.79 1502.30 166041 1952.83 229004 2483.54 3,00540 325247
Total £9,985.6 §3,750.89 96,509.60 1140314 119,874.43 25,183.47 134.253.67 158,734.51 59,090.74
NJ " HCBS B0,063,50 154,868.00 199,366.00 296,254.00 402,988.00 380,08.00 438,610.00 5015,880.00 545.803.02
ICF-MR 357,32141 359,085.31 34728649 380,579.73 462,968.77 512,838.24 844,230.65 633,120.50 664,713.72
Total 487.384.91 54,053.31 546,582.49 676,833.73 865,956.77 892 856.24 1083,040.65 1,139,000.50 1210,56.74
NM HCBS 10,178.70 71840.0 91603.10 109,600,00 157,256.00 197,236.98 243698.84 26796205 27784294
ICF-MR 38,31101 31852.63 £.315.75 2781523 18,893,086 22,940.98 21730.01 23,7190 24,014.83
Total 48,485.71 103,692.73 07.98.85 B7.415.23 176,249,086 220,177.96 265428.85 291153.95 301857.77
NY HCBS 403,370,290 728613.80 1343,414.40 1694 ,409.80 2,15,806.30 2517,127.49 3,187,876.75 3,825878.62 4,338,249.38
ICF-MR 2,01018.23 2,112,557.19 2,047,529.20 2,129,387 .47 220198647 2,575.8682.34 2,893576.05 2,675,003.40 3,12,08.24
Total 244,385.13 2,641170.99 3,380,943 60 3,823,797.26 432772277 5,003,009.83 6,081452,80 5,500,879.92 7.450,267.62
NC HCBS 12.846.20 56,65100 B4,%56.80 B295155 254,336.70 265,354.48 289.466.93 457,750.00 472,187.56
ICF-MR 331537.74 347,958.34 380,%57.09 396 86337 416,422.56 431968.04 442,437.26 46193130 511407.80
Total 351383.84 404,609.34 5%,323.89 579.814.92 670,759.26 697,322.52 731804.20 519,661.30 983,595.36
ND HCBS 23,270,00 28,824.50 33850.0 4196185 4753120 53,906.83 654,630.13 77.570.21 85486.25
ICF-MR 38,746.,76 4152825 44 306,09 49,980,563 53,136.73 54,839.07 62,935.69 70,722.40 78,192.54
Total 62,0%6.76 70,452.Y5 78,156,189 81942.38 10066793 108,745.90 127,565.82 148,292 .61 £3,678.80
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Table 3.17c Annual Expendifures in Th;)usands ofzggllars for HCBS and ICF-MR by State, FYs 1994&3%?09 -
o8

State Program 1094 1996 2002 2004 2008
OH HCBS 49,739.50 91365.20 108.500.00 176,002.92 245,009.40 436,393.24 600,703.87 B13,795.69 1,074,780.50
ICF-MR 453,032.87 473,811.90 534,896.14 558,612.23 926,944,100 961,446.33 741765.4 691975.00 686,875.99
Total 502,772.37 565,77.10 6543,396.4 736,615.16 117195350 1,387,839.57 1342 ,469.01 1,505,770.69 1,761656.49
oK HCBS 57,848.60 104,988 .40 119,327.70 #7.633.04 222 356.10 26,9120 22894085 267877.65 273,415.4
IGF-MR 91,297.60 82,345.4 0641425 03,178.35 0882176 120,545.15 125,060.74 126,917.30 16,206.86
Total 19,46.20 197,333.54 225,74195 250,811.38 331177 86 33745635 354,00159 394,794.95 399,622.00
OR HCBS 78,109.60 99,133.70 127,803.00 23225530 283,1%6100 3H,6%6.40 365418.51 438,537 .59 438 57137
ICF-MR 78,685.48 775716 76,395.98 24519.82 9,896.35 13,280.89 1,26180 12,240,650 7,098.08
Total 157,085.08 1765,704.86 204,198.98 256,775.12 293,056.35 327,897.20 377,609140 450,778.09 445,660.44
PA HCBS 247 511.00 340,698.90 446,453 .60 677,863.08 97748720 1,075,B805.78 1103,77 125 1224,627.95 1339,83.1
ICF-MR 501,084,338 554,620,509 554,600.91 496 918.63 497,866.54 50174766 555,407.63 578,710.80 617,822.89
Total 746,605,338 895,319.49 100105451 1,174,78171 1475,353.74 1577,553.43 1658,576.89 1803,338.75 1,957,005.99
Rl HCBS 58,725.00 80,600.00 125,266.50 #5,628.99 160,859.50 21%,6%6.21 2308434 25128861 243,023.8
ICF-M R 42,%64.53 34,010.51 5893.10 6,292.08 7,244 45 7.686.8 78135 B,737.80 11424.48
Total 100,889.63 14,610.51 131,158 .60 15192107 168,103.95 223,302.37 238,627.49 260,026.41 254 447.67
sSC HCBS 18,000.00 32,600.00 70,200.00 11%,100.00 42,500.00 150,252 .90 170,060.00 213,200.00 220,500,00
ICF-M R 72,312.26 184,919.22 72,45345 17193180 174,843.15 174,884.24 $1278.52 154,255.50 1652467
Total 90,312.26 217,519.22 242 55345 283,03180 317,343.15 325,137.14 33127852 36745550 38702467
sD HCBS 22 526,60 33,903.90 40.452.00 49,960.43 5893520 66,860.58 76,614.42 86,92168 90,794.03
ICF-MR 3181548 28,300.14 2046862 17,998.21 16,447.71 8,793.99 20,785.29 2236660 23,336.65
Total 54,342.08 62,212,24 60,830.62 67,8059.63 7738291 ° 85,654.57 97,398.70 109,288.28 144,430.68
TN HGBS 16,031.00 7143140 96,592.90 159,937.0 205,313.60 285,620.09 461902387 553,899.B 569,200.10
ICF-MR 135,559.64 201502.73 24351098 234,719.37 253 862.66 22749408 262,019.42 241018.70 267 ,567.51
Total 151,590.64 272,934.13 340,212.88 304,656 47 459,176.26 5133117 723,922.29 794,917 85 836,767.61
X HCBS 4738430 82,982.50 21037120 269,268.00 3215670.60 377,677.0 471550.62 698,358.39 77448166
ICF-MR 552,768.74 580,1B7.83 646,617.51 72898684 77132584 826,576.41 817,810.89 890,443.00 B9E,706.86
Total 500,153.05 663,170.33 856,888.71 998,254.84 100290644 1204,253.51 1,289,361.51 1588,80138 1,673,188.52
uT HCBS 3111430 40,827,00 58,3640 74,301.90 88,991.00 88 482,04 104,433.39 126,595.28 140,448,171
ICF-MR 36,094 .68 46,127.90 43,954 81 53,0947 54,883.09 53977.35 60,702.44 69,802.70 60,964.65
Total 69,208.98 86,954,980 0227121 12750137 43,674.09 152 ,459.40 165,135.83 196,397.98 20141276
vT HCBS 33,130590 45,137.80 51557.60 60,014.16 74,B856.20 86,189.95 02,245.50 121270.84 128,447 31
ICF-MR 5,52535 3,00112 1566.55 166135 1630,66 829.38 959.45 979.00 980.00
Total 38,664.94 48,228.92 53,124.15 61675.51 76,486.86 £6,019.32 - 103,204.95 122,249.84 129,427.31
VA HCBS 26,129.70 50,479.0 88,557.30 454792 08,0120 231966.98 333,986.72 443,732,50 498 672.78
ICF-MR 193,543.51 153,656.35 160,.216.73 183,139.81 211837.74 20197433 237,888.98 273332.80 283,507.55
Total 79,673.21 204,135.45 248,774.03 32788772 410,748.84 433,941.32 571885.69 717,065.30 782,180.33
WA HCBS 77.223.30 9777190 115,51140 183,834.62 214 490,50 246,126.60 299.402.22 352,550,60 387,986.54
ICF-MR 6B6,587.72 121,522.99 2704726 133,127.03 12932122 124 23218 125,984.33 150,434.50 166,190.49
Total 243 81102 219,294 89 242,558.66 3%6,96165 343 811.72 370,358.79 425,386.56 502,285.10 544,67.03
wv HCBS 19,823.40 36,075.30 57,750.70 87,636.00 12021770 143,430.62 67,342.38 222 657.00 263,676.10
ICF-MR 14.288.18 53,704.31 4B,655.65 4708848 4751322 54,248.87 55,756.33 60,128.90 64,027.04
Total 34,21158 89,779.61 106,406.35 134,724.48 B7,730.92 197.679.49 223,096.71 282,785.90 327,703.14
wil HCBS 60,559.10 103.000.00 193,666.20 273,00553 297,750560 376,713.25 471332.0 504,234.87 696,/67.52
ICF-MR 88,3560 204 564.50 202,485.79 254,700.31 226,376 22696133 170,088.82 128,508.10 131510.00
Total 248,874.70 307,564.50 396,151.99 527,705.85 524 ,067.36 603,674.57 64142082 632,742.97 828,277.52
WY HCBS 23986380 28,157.60 38,222.20 44,143.52 56,956.50 67,460.73 79,225.0 93,970.24 96,557.52
ICF-MR 6,829.07 1048355 6,630.24 16,054.33 11662.08 5,908.40 18,296.18 8,312.20 1752092
Total 30,815.87 39,641.15 54,852 44 50,197.84 68,618.58 B4,369.13 97,52128 112,282 44 114,078.44
us HCBS 2971625.90 4.714,394.10 7.133,408.60 9,663,900.70 12,979,62230 15,505,753.68 8,372,228.69 22,310,392.90 24,713,245.30
ICF-MR 9,222,257 46 9,733,572.70 9,833,082.08 9,902,42.70 10,867,404.10 11,929,750.4 12,511,424,60 11,962,854.40 12,558,566.13

Total 12,193 882.66 14,447 966.80 6,966 500.68 19,566,043.40 23,847,026.40 27,435,503.83 30,863,653.19 34,273247.30 37,260,81143



SECTION 4

State Profiles of Selected Service
Indicators, 1977-2009



Chapter 8

Profiles of Trends in State Residential Services by State

Each year the Residential Information System
Project (RISP) receives requests from more than
half of all states for trend data on specific aspects
of their state’s residential services system. These
requests come from state agencies, advocacy and
consumer organizations, service provider groups
and others. Responses to these requests utilize
statistics that have been collected by the
Research and Training Center on Community
Living since 1977.

In this chapter, some of the statistics that are
frequently requested have been used to create a
“profile” for each state and for the United States
as a whole. The data points are for June 30 of
each year shown on the profiles unless otherwise
noted. On occasion states have not been able to
provide an updated report for each year of the
RISP survey. In such instances statistics from the
previous year have been repeated and the year
has been marked with an asterisk (*).

The statistics' included in each state profile
include: a) the numher of persons with intellectual
disabilities and developmental disabilities (1D/DD)
living in residential settings of different sizes; b)
the number of persons with ID/DD receiving
residential services per 100,000 of the state’s
population; c)} state ID/DD large facility
populations; d} average daily state [D/DD large
facility per diem rates; e) percentage of state
ID/DD large facility residents who are children and
youth (0-21 years old); f) the number of residents
of Intermediate Care Facilities (for people with}
Mental Retardation (ICF-MR); g) the number of
persons with 1D/DD receiving Medicaid Home and
Community Based Services (HCBS); and h) the
number of persons with 1D/DD living in Medicaid-
certified generic nursing homes.

The statistics presented in the state profiles
for 1977 and 1982 come from national surveys of
individual residential facilities in those years. The
sites surveyed included all residential settings that
were ideniifiable as being state-licensed or state-
operated to serve persons with intellectual
disabilities and other developmental disabilities.
Data for 1987 to 2009 come from annual surveys
of state ID/DD, Medicaid and other relevant
program agencies. The former studies’ outcomes
were shaped by state licensing data bases, while
the latter studies relied on state information
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systems. In most states these two approaches
included the same seftings. But a few states’
residential programs that serve significant
numbers of persons with ID/DD are operated as
generic programs without involvement of and
information to the state agency that has general
program responsibility for persons with ID/DD. In
these few states the 1977 and 1982 data were
inclusive of a wider range of residential settings
than were the data for 1987 and later.
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y : Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds .. Parsons with Persons with
16 715  1-15 16+ Total  100.000 of Papulation Institutions Institution in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population (in$) Residents HCBS Homes
AL 77 49 61 110 1,995 2,105 57 1,836 48 17% 0 o
AL 82 121 183 304 1,639 1,843 49 1,470 95 11% 1,470 0
AL 87 273 256 529 1,447 1,976 48 1,308 130 9% 1,339 1,570
AL 89 282 495 77 1,405 2,182 53 1,295 143 9% 1,326 1,830 1,650
AL | 295 585 880 1,258 2,138 52 1,258 169 8% 1,288 2,021 1,321
AL 94 591 711 1,302 1,142 2444 58 1,113 204 6% 1,145 2,900
AL 96 852 712 1,564 831 2,395 56 800 252 2% 8256 3,415
AL a8 1,444 941 2,385 709 3,094 74 709 238 2% 734 3,713
AL 00 1,348 803 2,151 665 2,816 63 633 276 2% 633 4,100
AL 02 1,664 887 2,551 468 3,018 67 448 375 1% 472 4,764 923
AL 04 2,069 897 2,966 199 3,165 70 199 304 0% 225 4,952 948
AL 06 2,130 930 3,060 205 3,265 71 205 370 3% 235 5,164 673
AL 08 2,480 826 3,306 198 3.504 75 198 457 3% 236 5,670 898
AL 09 2470 865 3,335 214 3,549 75 192 535 233 5,460 899
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
1982 2009 3600 »
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Number of Residents

ALASKA

, . Utilization Per Diem 0-21 Yr. Olds ; Persons with Persons with
St Year Persons with ID/DD by Homne Size Rate per Ing;ﬁfﬁon of State s % of State IPSIS%“E“‘:;::; /DD ID/DD Living
16 7-15 1-15 16+  Total  1000000F oo lation IMSfitufions - Institution TR fup” Receiving in Nursing
Population {in3) Residents HCBS Homes
AK 77 53 17 70 173 243 80 105 118 65% 135 0
AK 82 122 38 180 88 248 57 88 197 36% 118 0
AK 87 202 45 247 83 330 61 60 301 1% 93 0
AK 89 244 45 289 57 346 66 57 321 2% 97 0 50
AK o1 201 37 328 51 379 66 51 321 0% o1 0 48
AK 94 458 70 528 38 566 94 3B 397 0% 78 32 35
AK 96 492 73 565 19 584 90 19 453 0% 59 190 28
AK 98 404 7 411 1 412 67 0 NA NA 0 424 0
AK 00 766 8 774 0 774 108 0 NA NA 0 665 0
AK 02 040 D 940 0 940 146 0 NA NA 0 884 24
AK D4 842 D 842 0 842 120 0 NA NA 0 973 8
AK 0B 814 63 897 0 807 134 0 NA NA 0 1,008 5
AK 08 003 10 913 0 913 133 0. NA NA 0 1,061 5
AK 09 1,033 18 1051 1 1,062 152 D NA D 1,248 9
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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ARIZONA

77 82 87 80 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09
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. . Utilization Per Diem  0-21 Yr. Olds .. Persons with Persons with
State Year Persans with ID/DD by Home Size Rate per | nsiitfutt!ia on of State  as % of State rgfgobnii\\:ilrl:h 1D/DD ID/OD Living
1-6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total 100,000 of Population Instifutions  Institution in ICFs-MRg Receiving in Nursing
Population P (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
AZ 77 120 116 236 1,216 1,452 63 1,013 34 46% 0 0
AZ 82 689 137 826 907 1,733 61 572 124 17% 0 0
AZ 87 1,571 225 1,796 423 2219 65 423 175 6% 0 0
AZ 89 1,930 65 1,906 380 . 2,375 67 340 208 1% 69 0 33
AZ g1 2,263 91 2,354 238 2,502 69 193 213 1% 145 3.794 89
AZ 94 2,459 85 2544 168 2,712 68 123 222 1% 339 6,773 83
AZ 96 2,403 08 2,511 186 2,697 65 103 231 163 7.727 67
AZ 98 2,706 83 2,788 211 3.000 64 173 253 215 9,248 57
AZ 0o 3,300 70 3,469 225 3,604 72 166 270 0% 173 11,259 57
AZ 02 2,811 40 2,851 197 3,848 60 154 297 0% 207 13,471 96
AZ 04 3,408 41 3447 182 3,629 63 140 304 0% 195 - 15,659 55
AZ 06 3,934 42 3976 178 4,152 67 133 379 0% 190 17,845 43
AZ 08 3,941 40 3,981 169 4,150 64 126 329 0% 208 20,154 47
AZ 09 3,911 36 3947 164 4111 62 123 416.48 200 21,811 52
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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ARKANSAS

Utilization

Per Diem

0-21 Yr. Olds

Persons with  Persons with

77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09

77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09

77 B2 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09

st Persans with ID/DD by Homs Size Rate per State of State as % of State | ore0ns With T T I5BD Living
ate  Year 100,000 of  MSUUON \ointions  Institution  'D/RDLVING oo eiving i Nursing
1-8 7-15 1-15 16+ Total - Population ) A in ICFs-MR
- Population (in §) Residents HCBS Homes
AR 77 12 134 146 1,767 1,913 89 1,682 26 82% 1,385 0
AR 82 42 148 180 1,505 1,695 74 1,354 73 39% 1,420 - 0
AR 87 117 338 455 1,471 1926 81 1,337 100 25% 1,461 0
AR 89 202 432 634 1441 2,075 86 1,302 119 21% 1,441 0 800
AR 91 228 731,001 1,403 2,404 101 1,265 145 19% 1,565 196 1,100
AR 94 369 B34 1203 1,443 2646 109 1,258 154 13% 1,743 429
AR 96 503 823 1,326 1,496 2,822 113 1,272 167 12% 1,572 472
AR 98 993 866 1,858 1,740 4,104 162 1,245 188 1% 1,749 646
AR 00 1,232 B73 2105 1751 3,856 144 1,228 210 10% 1,766 2,084 867
AR 02 1,196 788 1984 1632 3616 133 1,165 207 7% 1,684 2,494 561
AR 04 1,068 858 1826 1,597 3,523 128 1,090 263 6% 1,588 2,960 842
AR 06 1,335 544 1,879 1462 3,341 119 1,070 273 4% 1,575 3,356 a76
AR o8 1,302 852 254 1420 3,574 125 1,082 279 8% 1,601 3,360 155
AR 0o 1,307 935 2242 1,621 3,863 134 1,078 285 1,598 3,744 DNF
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 . Average Per Diem of State Institutions
300
= 1994 2009
3 1982 5250 e
8 $200 "=9/
o /
816 E $150
2
@a7-15 B s100
1o E $50
v
$0 T T ¥ H ¥ T T T T F ¥ ¥ t
77 82 87 89 Of 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09
Year
State Institution Residents Proportion of Youth Among State ICF-MR + HCBS Recipients
1,800 2 Institution Population 6.000
@ 1600 2 70% ° WHCBS BICF-MR
= =2 60% £
& 1400 - Z ]
2 1,200 2 50% 2
& 1,000 2 4% | -
- 5 =]
E 800 @D 309 - B
T @ 600 E £
E 400 - £ 20% 1 E
=3
Z 200 o % RN =
5=
e 5 0% -
=

Year

Year

Year



1oL

Number of Residents

CALIFORNIA

; ; Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 YT, Olds .. Persons with Persons with
State  Year Persons vih ID/PD by Home S Rate per lnsstittat:{?on S::tat.e as % of State rgggnﬁi\ﬂg 'D”?P ID/DD Living
1-6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total 100,000_ of Population InsI!tutlons Insti_tutton in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population {in $) Residents HCBS Homes
CA 77 6,942 1,047 8,889 17,291 26,180 120 9,737 55 39% ] ]
CA 82 8,759 2,592 11,3561 15715 27,066 108 7,924 110 18% 10,374 0
CA 87 14,502 3,347 17,849 11,054 28,903 108 6,880 184 17% 11,457 3,027
CA 89 15,339 3,052 18,391 13,143 31,534 109 6,796 213 15% 10,978 3,355 880
CA 91 17,048 3,074 20,120 12,331 32,451 107 6,692 219 13% 11,376 3,360 1,075
CA 94 27,822 3,328 31,150 11,551 42,701 137 6,343 219 10% 12,781 13,266 1,620
CA 96 31,804 2,927 34,731 9,147 43,878 133 4,581 302 7% 10,233 29,133 1,248
CA 98 33,864 2,420 36,284 7,647 43,931 135 3,951 324 7% 10,835 33,202 1,363
CA 06 39,757 2,433 42190 7,087 49277 145 3,850 392 6% 11,158 28,233 1,409
CA 02 42,053 1,775 43,828 6,678 50,506 144 3,671 446 6% 10,839 44 205 1,420
CA 04 44,547 1,613 46,160 6,281 52441 1486 3,551 532 4% 10,585 57,533 1,632
CA 06 46,617 1,408 48,025 5353 53,378 146 2,834 640 6% 9,864 69,782 1,679
CA 08 48,619 11,293 49912 4724 54,636 149 2,530 772 5% 9,379 75,867 1,393
CA 09 49,863 1,267 51,130 4306 55436 150 2,252 701 9,293 80,862 1,297
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
1982 1994 2009 :233
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COLORADO

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization Per Diem 0-21 Yr. Olds .. Persons with Personsl\.\.'ilh
State  Year y “ Rate per lnssiittaut t?on of State  as % of State r;frggnii\:mh ID/DD ID/DD Living
100,000 of Population Institutions  Institution in !CFs-MRg Receiving in Nursing
-6 715 115 16+ Total  poyyation P (n$)  Residents HCBS Homes
co 77 119 421 540 2111 2651 101 1,539 33 45% 4,537 0
co 82 199 670 869 1,960 2,829 93 1,264 78 38% 2,017 0
co 87 354 1345 1,608 1,247 2046 89 ' 901 130 17% 1,247 1,389
co 89 664 1581 2,245 839 3084 93 493 141 13% 1,115 1,679 459
co 9 1819 910 2,728 666 3,395 99 386 194 9% 027 1,993 428
co 94 2814 642 3456 420 3,876 109 248 235 420 2,684 339
co 96 2929 593 3,522 233 3755 99 197 290 8% 245 3,976 258
co o8 3359 483 3842 169 4,011 101 169 304 5% 1682 4,928 278
co 00 3616 456 4072 122 4,194 98 122 387 6% 138 6,330 1270
co 02 3984 510 4,494 95 4,580 102 85 308 9% 111 6516 277
co 04 4346 498 4,844 97 4,941 107 97 497 3% 113 6,730 272
co - 06 4501 461 4962 115 5077 107 115 470 1% 135 6,850 147
co 08 3041 543 4484 105 4,589 93 105 529 0% 128 7275 180
co 09 4,618 508 5124 103 5227 104 103 580 115 7883 128
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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CONNECTICUT

. - Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds .. Persons with Persons with
State Year Persons wii [D/DD by fome Skee Rate per lnsStittaL:':on S}atga as % .Of _State r&rggnfnm ID".DP ".D‘IDD Li_ving
1-6 7-15  1—15 16+ Total  100,0000f o pulation Institutions institution . ~p 0" Receiving in Nursing
Population (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
CT 77 251 364 615 3,881 4,496 145 3,374 33 28% 687 0
CT 82 353 540 893 3680 4,553 144 3,216 74 17% 1,598 ]
CT = 87 1,630 806 2436 2384 4,820 150 2,298 191 12% 1,363 0
CT 89 2,680 557 3,237 1900 5137 159 1,845 323 11% 2,335 1,127 436
CT 91 3,113 570 3683 1652 5335 162 1,652 333 6% - 1550 - 1,655 482
cT 94 3,689 540 4220 1,342 5571 170 1,342 353 1% 1,276 2,361 419
cT 08 4,154 400 4,554 1,209 5763 176 1,209 357 1,298 2,099 394
cT 98 4,086 383 4480 1,070 5539 169 1,070 470 1% 1382 3,380 336
cT 0o 4,685 452 5137 988 6,125 180 988 . 540 . D% 1,276 5,076 358
o1} 02 4,846 496 5342 883 6,225 180 883 544 1% 1,192 5,072 701
cT 04 5,217 545 5671 853 6,524 186 853 . 592 1,173 6,356 358
cT 06 5,059 457 5516 816 6,332 181 816 656 8% 1,199 7,232 434
CT 08 5,705 388 760 760 6,853 196 760 920 1,116 7.905 420
CcT 09 5877 401 6278 723 7,001 199 723 922 1,080 8,519 356
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Residents

DELAWARE

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0—201 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons.vfrilh
State Year Rate per Institution State  as % of State ID/DD Livin ID/DD iD/DD Living
1-6 715 1-15 16+ Total 100,000 of Population Institutions  Institution inl CFs-MR? Receiving in Nursing
Population p (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
DE 77 179 9 188 622 810 139 548 28 35% 477 0
DE 82 148 10 158 606 764 127 513 64 16% 513 0
DE 87 248 49 297 383 680 106 383 107 6% 444 81
DE 89 239 86 325 3586 681 101 356 160 9% 442 100 89
DE 91 278 89 367 332 699 103 332 177 8% 421 245 60
DE 94 350 55 405 320 725 101 320 219 356 310 0
DE 96 421 31 452 291 743 - 102 284 263 2% 300 352 0
DE 98 502 8 510 271 781 105 271 306 C 2% 285 382 0
DE 00 550 0 550 253 803 102 253 332 2% 253 481 34
DE 02 659 0 659 241 900 112 182 377 241 547 78
DE 04 738 0 738 194 932 112 135 470 0% 194 688 59
DE 06 818 0 818 184 972 114 88 589 0% 154 744 71
DE 08 882 0 882 138 1020 117 79 834 1% 138 817 48
DE 09 908 0 908 120 1,028 118 72 853 120 831 46
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 $900 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Residents

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Clds

Persons with | €7Sons with - Persons with

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Rate per State State  as % of State W ID/DD  ID/DD Living
State Year 100000 of Institution Instituti Instituti 1D/DD Living Receivi in Nursi
.16  7-15 1-15 16+  Total 000 0f 5o lation  MStitufions - Institution 5 mpg e’ Receiving N BUrSINg
Population (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
DC 77 28 0 28 960 988 143 923 NA 18% 0 0
DC 82 129 76 215 671 886 140 611 90 14% 438 0
DC 87 496 235 731 258 930 159 258 165 9% 633 0
DC 89 533 208 831 235 1,066 176 235 245 1% 641 0 55
DC 91 646 304 950 137 1,087 182 77 260 0% 1,027 0 34
DC 94 721 363 1,084 0 1,084 188 0 NA NA 722 0 0
DC 96 691 374 1,065 0 1,065 192 0 NA NA 754 0 28
DC 98 955 23 978 0 978 187 0 NA NA 754 0 0
DC 00 675 340 1,015 0 1,015 177 0 NA NA 840 67 0
DC 02 812 208 1,110 48 1,158 203 0 NA NA 734 225 21
DC 04 759 31 1,120 38 1,158 209 0 NA NA 746 456 6
nc 06 509 297 1,206 0 1,206 207 0 NA NA 677 890 7
Dc 08 1,187 169 1,356 0 1,356 229 0 NA NA 533 1,203 7
DC 09 1,192 88 1,280 0 1,280 213 0 NIA 443 1,338 6
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 5300 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
1994 2009
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of Residents

Number

FLORIDA

5,000

. . Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 YT. Olds . Persons with Persons with
5 Persons wilh ID/DD by Home Size Rale per State State  as %of State oot W s 1D/ Living
tate  Year 100000 0f  IStlufion i fions  Insitution  |2BDLVING pocoiving  in Nursing
1-6 715 1-15 16+ Total o Population . . in [CFs-MR
Population (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
FL 77 791 1,008 1,799 6,304 8,103 96 4,660 37 53% 370 0
FL 82 937 1474 2411 5649 8060 77 3,334 76 21% 2,128 0
FL 87 593 2,654 3,247 4952 8,199 69 2,061 17 17% 3,152 2,631
FL 89 1491 2230 3721 4775 B496 67 1,999 142 11% 3,180 2,542 126
FL 91 1,087 2244 4231 4628 B850 67 1,977 164 4% 3,187 2,631 212
FL 94 3,202 1,834 5126 4,281 9407 69 1,735 187 2% 3,407 6,430 212
FL 96 4539 1,572 6,111 3,877 9,988 69 1,459 217 6% 3,442 10,000
FL 98 5493 1,305 6,798 3822 10,620 71 1,533 215 2% 3,379 12,728 196
FL 00 6,609 1,359 7,968 4662 12,630 79 1,502 272 2% 3,440 21,126 191
FL 02 7,771 1315 9,086 3,601 12,687 76 1,504 263 1% 3,338 25,921 249
FL 04 8445 1,270 9715 3406 13,121 75 1,370 301 8% 3,362 24,079 282
FL 06 9160 1,258 10,418 . 3,236 13,654 76 1,227 322 4% 3,268 31,324 274
FL 08 10,685 1,186 11,871 3,125 14996 82 1,109 401 10% 3,129 30,039 207
FL 09 11,051 1,187 12,238 3,101 15339 83 1,094 404 3,100 29,807 287
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 o Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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GEORGIA

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0—2;1 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons vyilh
State  Year Rate per | chiuion | State as%ofState o) g, I/DD - ID/DD Living
1-6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total 100,00q of Population Instgtutmns |I'\Stl'lull()ﬂ in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
GA 77 96 236 332 2,994 3,326 66 2,807 55 38% 2,369 0
GA 82 709 138 847 2,710 3,557 63 2,460 28 20% 2,491 0
GA 87 1,181 61 1,242 2,227 3,469 56 2,089 155 10% 1.949 0
GA 89 1,362 42 1,404 2319 3,723 58 2,079 201 15% 1,944 25 2,000
GA 91 1,608 1 1,619 2292 3911 59 2,054 204 13% 1,942 353 1,941
GA 94 1,538 [ 1,538 2,101 3,639 53 1,991 197 10% 1,897 556 2,200
GA 96 1,638 0 1,538 2,019 3,657 49 1,909 222 10% 2,019 1,619 2,200
GA 28 3,063 0 3,083 1,732 4,795 63 1,622 233 5% 1,732 2,400 1,528
GA 00 3,151 0 3.151 1645 4,796 59 1,535 280 6% 1,645 2,468 1,800
GA 02 3,331 0 3331 1475 4,806 56 1,365 298 6% 1,475 8,190 1,636
GA 04 3,656 0 3656 1,350 5,006 57 1,240 346 7% 1,350 8,484 1,808
GA 08 4,717 0 4,717 1,085 5802 62 975 323 6% 1,085 8,617 1,620
GA 08 4,887 0 4,887 1,070 5957 62 960 514 2% 984 11,206 1,581
GA 09 5,112 0 5112 849 5961 61 849 472 761 11,433 964
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds as Persons with Persons with Persons.vx_'iih
Rate per - State % of State . ID/DD ID/DD Living
State Year 100,000 of Inst|tut|_on Institutions Institution I.D /DD Living Receiving in Nursing
1-8 7--15 i-15 16+ Total Population Population (in $) Residents in ICFs-MR HORS Homes
HI 77 366 18 384 543 927 101 524 44 524 0
HI a2 445 12 457 400 857 86 379 91 33% 387 0
HI 87 576 5 581 260 841 78 260 150 13% 297 56
HI 89 917 8 925 173 1,098 99 173 199 13% 246 70 39
HI 91 948 7 8955 146 1,101 97 137 335 17% 386 189 138
HI 94 915 7 922 96 1,018 84 84 365 9% 142 513 95
HI 96 1,070 7 1,077 63 1,140 92 49 388 0% 127 517 87
HI 98 1,216 7 1,223 34 1,257 105 24 467 0% 120 759 55
HI 00 1,175 0 1,175 13 1,188 98 0 NA NA 96 1,089 a7
HI 02 1,068 7 1.075 10 1,111 89 0 NA NA 94 1,860 31
HI 04 1,036 8 1,044 0 1,044 83 0 NA NA 70 1,987 103
HI 05 1,068 8 1,076 0 1,076 84 0 NA NA 79 2,363 103
HI 08 1.092 15 1,107 0 1,107 86 0 NA NA 86 2,531 86
HI 09 1.097 17 1,114 0 1,114 86 0 NIA 91 2,586 87
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-201 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons_uylih
State Year Rate per Institution State  as % of State ID/DD Livin ID/DD ID/OD Living
o 718 113 16v  Tom  1000000f SOUEPY instiuions Institution Gl JOR Receiving  in Nursing
Population P (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
D 77 42 76 118 698 816 95 453 38 35% 583 0
ID 82 41 180 221 639 860 89 350 9 29% 482 0
D 87 242 - 531 773 521 1,294 129 263 124 1% 445 55
D 89 300 494 794 345 1,339 132 221 220 9% 520 270 48
D 91 342 475 817 469 1,286 125 172 302 13% 535 165 83
ID 94 779 505 1,284 336 1620 147 143 351 9% 527 333 73
ID 96 1,208 §21 1,729 442 2171 184 123 392 12% ' 538 415 39
ID 98 1,618 469 2087 381 2,468 201 108 428 17% 560 441 36
ID 00 2,192 481 2,873 436 3,109 240 110 492 25% 592 801 28
ID 02 2,161 535 2606 227 2923 218 106 544 25% 576 1,139 25
ID 04 2,703 466 3,169 230 3,399 244 103 571 571 1,501 132
D 06 2,776 491 3,287 421 3,688 252 95 647 23% 542 1,813 107
D 08 3,084 507 3591 483 4,074 267 84 718 19% 535 2,233 109
ID 09 3,385 515 3900 473 _ 4,373 283 74 802 535 2,484 139
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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ILLINOIS

Persons with (D/DD by Home Size Utilization Siate Per Diem of 0-2;1 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons_v\_rith
State  Year 138‘30%” Institution ~,__State as % of Stale ryn )y, ID/DD DD Living
1-8 7-15 1—15 16+ Total 000 of Population Inst_itutlons Instlltuhon in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Poputation {in $} Residents HCBS Homes
IL 77 69 101 170 13,228 13,308 119 6,304 54 39% 5,353 0
L 82 331 387 718 12,170 12,888 113 5,250 96 30% 8,144 0
L 87 713 1,707 2,420 10425 12,845 111 4,436 134 10% 9,400 664
L 89 927 3,024 3951 11215 15,168 130 4,497 145 1% 10,864 680 3,200
iL 91 897 3,824 4721 11,824 16,545 143 4,340 174 6% 11,043 1,338 2,183
iL 94 1738 3,836 5574 10,194 15,768 135 3,726 196 5% 10,979 3,600 1,750
IL 96 2416 3442 5858 7,219 13,077 110 3,718 221 5% 10,416 5,267 2,872
IL 98 4063 4,193 8,256 8,324 16,580 138 3,358 262 10,789 6,037 1,543
IL 00 5349 5395 10,744 7676 18,420 148 3,191 281 3% 10,310 6,787 1,267
IL 02 5349 5395 10,744 7289 18,033 143 2,804 324 2% 9,923 6,787 1,689
IL 04 B,543 6,113 12,656 6,959 19,615 154 2,875 338 2% 9,723 9,727
L 06 7.780 6612 14,392 6452 20,844 162 2,695 453 2% 9,402 12,409
IL 08 8,199 7,179 15378 6,041 21419 166 2,403 349 1% 9,023 14,496 1,629
IL 08 8,181 7,357 15538 5773 21,311 165 2254 395 8,525 15,302 1,586
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with F'ersons'vyith
State Year Rate per Institution State  as % of State ID/DD Livin ID/DD ID/DD Living
1-6 715 1-15 16+ Total  100,0000f oo tion institutions  Inslitution ~ *, ICFs—MRg Receiving jn Nursing
Population P (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
IN 77 466 172 638 4,218 4,856 91 3,438 40 31% 1,026 0
IN 82 487 243 730 3,231 3.961 72 2,388 65 17% 2,798 o]
IN 87 914 1,609 2,523 2,863 5,386 o8 2,270 114 10% 4,068 0
IN 89 1,687 2,022 3,709 3,101 6,810 122 2,122 138 10% 5512 0 2,200
IN 91 2,015 2,424 4439 2,648 7.087 126 1,756 175 4% 6,048 14 2,587
IN 94 2,506 2,791 5,297 2,329 7,626 133 1,384 218 5% 6,224 486 2,047
IN 96 2,556 2,820 5,376 2,228 7,604 130 1,244 238 1% 5,986 976 2,057
IN 98 3,921 2,762 6,603 2,057 8,750 148 1,139 226 1% 5,855 1,590 1,300
IN 00 4,332 2,754 7,086 1632 8,718 143 78 357 1% 5,423 2,081 1,933
IN 02 3,957 2677 6634 1355 7,989 130 640 438 4% 4,981 3,802 1,827
IN 04 6,336 2,652 B988 880 9,868 158 559 569 2% 4,447 9,307 1,739
IN 06 10,674 2,436 13,110 670 13,780 218 349 762 4,207 9431 1,699
IN 08 7,648 2,576 10,224 464 10,688 168 145 646 4,089 10,247 1,641
IN 09 6,189 2,617 8,806 451 9,257 144 134 538 4,129 10,961 1,607
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1984, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons_vyith
State  Year JRaleper nfitution | SiAle as%ofState | n i, IDDD DD Living
_ 1-6 715 1-15 16+ Total 100.000_ of Population Insl!tuuons [nsh_tutmn in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population {in $) Residents HCBS Homes
1A 77 94 296 360 3,108 3,499 122 1,489 438 43% 1,432 0
1A 82 21 588 798 3,742 4541 156 1,684 65 16% 1.673 0
1A 87 466 702 1,168 2,183 3,351 119 1,057 136 12% 1,734 4
1A 89 1,065 1,326 2,390 2145 4,535 160 1,016 149 10% 1,818 14 986
1A 91 1,860 1,571 3,431 2997 6428 230 941 i78 9% 2,132 19 1379
1A 94 2,106 1,884 4,000 1,949 6,039 215 752 226 7% 1,818 879 1562
1A 96 2,831 1,994 4825 3,223 8,048 280 672 271 11% 2,182 2,575 148
1A 98 1,765 1,931 3696 3,931 7.627 266 858 279 13% 2,154 4,058
A a0 3,625 725 4,350 4,495 8,845 302 673 309 15% 2,355 | 4,603 150
1A 02 3,630 823 4,453 1,719 6172 210 682 33¢ 14% 2,157 6,228 820
1A 04 4,169 1,101 5,270 1,756 7,026 238 662 386 15% 2,212 8,002 808
1A 08 5,730 1,020 6,750 1695 8,445 288 604 403 14% 2,185 11,823
1A 08 5,983 1,070 7,053 1,851 8,904 297 547 514 11% 2,134 13,205 592
1A 09 6,142 1,085 7,197 1,797 8,994 289 528 595 2,056 13,983 600
Persons by Home Size In Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Residents

KANSAS

Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds .. Persons with Persons with
Rate per State State  as %ofState LoSoMS W T Tinpp T ID/DD Living

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size

State  Year Institution - o ID/DD Living o . )
. _ _ 100,000 of : Institutions  Institution . Receiving in Nursing
1--6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total Population Population (i $) Residents " ICFs-MR HCRS Homes
KS 77 220 406 626, 2,080 2,706 116 1,460 49 52% 1,810 0
KS 82 184 482 666 2,209 2875 19 1,371 78 46% 2,078 0
KS 87 613 555 1,168 1,974 3,142 127 1,298 123 31% 2,161 135
KS 89 885 1019 1,904 1,710 2,974 118 1,070 148 25% 1,955 314 35
KS o1 764 533 1,207 1,898 2995 120 1,021 200 23% 2,15 497 31
KS 94 584 941 1,525 1,477 3002 119 806 232 17% 1,767 1,339 0
KS 9 546 831 1,377 1406 2,783 106 876 277 1,586 3,148 0
KS 98 3,375 268 3,643 850 4,493 171 415 275 1% 1,098 4,891 0
KS 00 3,798 229 4,027 590 4,574 174 389 320 9% 853 5,442 38
KS 02 4,210 201 4411 467 4,878 180 383 327 7% 688 6,239 511
Ks 04 4,860 442 5302 441 5743 210 363 339 6% 640 8,457 499
KS 06 4,231 §31 4,762 420 5,182 188 363 377 6% 624 6,869 0
KS 08 4,763 476 5239 412 5651 202 359 415 6% 584 7.373 0
KS 08 4,031 477 5408 353 5761 204 353 408 521 7,749 0
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KENTUCKY

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-21 ¥r, Olds Parsons with Persons with Persons_vylth
Rate per - State as % of State L 1D/DD ID/DD Living
State Year Institution - o ID/DD Living - N .
1-6 715 1-15 16+ Total 100,000 of Pepulation Instifulions  Instifution in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population P (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
KY 77 44 29 73 1,585 1,658 48 789 69 56% 999 0
KY 82 112 63 175 1,685 1,860 51 811 89 40% 1,250 0
KY 87 327 103 430 1,199 1,629 44 786 131 24% 1,199 609
KY 89 483 137 820 1,245 1,865 50 732 142 14% 1,179 728 400
KY 91 747 1680 897 1,244 2,141 58 731 200 11% 1,191 762 217
KY 94 738 189 927 1,163 2,090 55 620 205 8% 1,133 8587
KY 96 1,002 234 1,236 1,173 2,409 62 644 227 5% 1,157 924
KY 98 1,092 258 1,350 1,169 2519 64 640 262 1,177 1,035
KY 00 1,267 274 1,541 1,133 2,674 66 620 291 2% 1,120 1,279
KY 02 2,462 204 2,666 852 3,518 86 601 384 2% 876 1,807 741
KY 04 2,760 92 2,852 795 3,647 a8 498 327 1% 793 2,432 302
KY 06 3,487 95 3,582 679 4,261 101 448 551 1% 656 2,768 450
KY 08 3,287 127 3,414 507 3,921 92 173 718 4% 524 3,161 500
KY 09 3.241 253 3,494 603 4,097 95 170 687 623 5073 1,031
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994,-and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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LOUISIANA
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-2;] ¥Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Personsivyllh
Rate per o State  as % of State L ID/DD ID/DD Living
State Year p Institution - - ID/DD Living - : .
1-6 715 115 - 16+ Total 100,000 of Population Institutions  Institution in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population p (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
LA 77 39 112 151 4,298 4,449 113 3246 30 47% 3,682 0
LA 82 85 185 270 4,785 5,055 116 3514 68 35% 4,849 0
LA 87 914 261 1,206 44368 5641 125 2889 100 24% 5,274 0
LA 89 1,869 123 2,012 4300 6,402 146 2738 03 21% 6,067 0 1200
LA 91 2,224 222 2446 4,418 6,864 185 2408 147 17% 5,951 56 1252
LA 94 2,609 8g2 3491 4211 7,702 179 2126 164 12% 6,029 1,543 1243
LA 98 3176 1,187 4363 3,848 8,011 183 2031 191 10% 6,102 2,100 - 1267
LA 98 2,905 842 3747 29668 6,713 154 1897 183 16% 5,843 2,407
LA 0o 3,595 779 4374 2745 7,119 159 1743 235 5% 5,620 3,629 1109
LA 02 3,705 785 4,500 2,673 7,173 160 1665 269 3% 5,539 4,232 765
LA 04 3,087 971 4,058 2,508 6566 145 1556 324 17% 5,442 5,189 580
LA 06 4088 1,204 5292 2364 7,656 179 1420 391 14% 5,603 5,484 684
LA 08 4052 1,275 5327 1,908 7,233 164 1197 460 7% 5,059 6,834 390
LA 09 4168 1,348 5516 1,816 7,332 163 1,165 473 4,988 7,616 335
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem 0-201 Yr.Olds o oons with [ ETsons with Personf_vyith
State  Year oalePer  instituon | OFState as % of Sale iy ey IDDD - IDIDD Living
1-6 7_15 1-15 16+ Total 000 of Population Inst_ltutlons lnstl_tutlon in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Populafion {in ) Residents HCBS Homes
ME 77 429 75 504 90B9 1,493 138 481 48 33% 310 0 '
T ME 82 524 179 703 761 1,464 129 364 111 21% 630 0
ME 87 1,165 140 1,305 568 1,873 158 290 188 13% 688 400
ME 89 1,201 153 1,354 586 1,840 159 279 209 17% 668 453 162
ME Ly 1,259 187 1,446 572 2,018 162 265 249 8% 656 509 190
ME 94 1,078 307 1,386 267 1,653 133 137 265 542 742 154
ME 96 1,088 310 1,398 149 1,547 125 19 265 0% 445 1,000
ME 98 2,286 314 2,600 80 2,680 215 0 NA 0% 309 1,345 194
ME 00 2,316 330 2,646 78 2,724 355 0 NA NA 208 1,834
ME 02 2,783 247 3,030 43 3,073 237 0 NA NA 246 2,440 132
ME D4 2,968 203 3,171 86 3,257 247 0 NA NA 225 2,549 120
ME 06 3,215 172 3,387 49 3,436 260 1] NA NA 211 2,666 112
ME 08 3,245 192 3,437 56 3,493 265 0 NA NA 210 2,867 105
ME D9 2,696 214 2,910 0 2,910 221 0 NIA 183 4,212 167
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MARYLAND

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-201 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons_\f\_rith
State Year Rate per Institution State as % of State ID/DD Livin 1D/DD [D/DD Living
1-6 715  1-15 16+ Total  100,0000f 5 oo, Insfitutions - Institution T ICFs-MRg Receiving in Nursing
Population p (in §) Residents HCBS Homes
MD 77 62 71 133 3,238 3,371 81 2,926 39 37% 1,367 0
MD 82 352 163 515 2,731 3246 76 2,421 65 23% 1,851 0
MD 87 2,368 256 2,624 1,532 4,156 g2 1,452 148 15% 1,464 685
MD 89 2,919 12 2,931 1442 4,373 93 1,362 166 1% 1,374 813 300
MD 91 3,325 0 3325 1,150 4484 92 1,079 200 8% 1,079. 1,082 537
MD 94 3,970 0 3970 1,013 4,983 100 822 250 822 2,787 738
MD 96 3,848 353 4201 726 4,927 96 652 288 5% 652 3,306 336
MD 98 3,908 381 4,269 660 4920 96 593 268 4% 593 3,353 336
MD 00 4,144 385 4,529 509 5,128 97 525 316 0% 525 4,959 121
MD 02 6,188 442 6630 859 7489 137 502 386 4% 502 6,768 524
MD 04 6,382 390 8772 455 7227 130 391 366 3% 391 8,453 343
MD 06 6,373 297 6670 385 . 7035 125 365 530 5% 365 9,971
MD 08 6,830 257 7,006 279 7375 134 279 470 3% 279 10,831 383
MD 09 7,038 271 7308 129 7438 131 129 466 : 129 11,162 DNF
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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MASSACHUSETTS

Utilization State Per Diem 0-21 Yr. Olds
of State  as % of State

Persons with  Persons with

Persons with [D/DD by Home Size ID/DD ID/DD Living

Persons with

8L

Rate per P L
State Year Institution o - ID/DD Living . - .
_ - - 100,000 of ) Institutions  Institution : ) Receiving in Nursing
1-6 7--15 1-15 16+ Total Population Population (in $) Residents in ICFs-MR HCBS Homes
MA 77 282 1012 1204 6429 7,723 134 5,616 37 21% 4,242 0
MA 82 911 1129 2,040 4682 6,722 118 3,931 138 9% 3,071 0
MA 87 1104 2658 3762 3,430 7,192 123 3,367 251 2% 3,698 593
MA 89 2224 2,780 5004 -3277 8281 140 3,026 325 1% 3,548 1,210 1279
MA 91 3440 1661 5101 2,694 7,795 130 2,694 344 1% 3,272 1,700 1600
MA 94 4691 1,874 6565 2419 8,984 149 2,119 407 0% 2,119 5,130 1823
MA 96 8093 1,364 7457 1,824 9,280 155 1,824 424 0% 1,795 8,027 1828
MA 98 7.028 1,362 8390 1,445 0,835 160 1,445 467 0% 1,445 10,317 1617
MA 00 8634 740 9,374 1,293 10,667 168 1,263 444 0% 1,266 10,375 1499
MA 02 9965  B74 10,839 1,150 11,989 187 1,150 447 0% 1,125 11,315 1274
MA 04 8920 874 9794 1144 10938 171 1,144 525 0% 1,116 11,388 1144
MA 06 9266 1,140 10406 1,037 11,443 178 1,037 572 0% 1,012 11,460 1009
MA 08 8708 1,134 9,842 929 10,771 166 929 728 0% 901 11,381 818
MA 09 10,154 1,188 11,342 893 12,235 186 893 675 8686 11,861 712
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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of Residents

Number

MICHIGAN

Persons with [D/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diemn of 0-201 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons-\.ynh
Rate per P State as % of State L ID/DD ID/DD Living
State Year Institution - o |D/DD Living o . R
1-6 715 1-15 18+ Total 100,000 of Population Institutions  Institution i ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population P (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
] 77 - 1,306 2341 3647 9,002 12,649 130 6,100 47 35% 5,760 0
M) 82 3520 1,868 5397 5705 11,102 - 122 3,173 132 18% 4,002 0
M 87 4,934 572 5506 2,333 7,839 85 1,658 199 9% 3,425 3
M 89 6,012 0 6,012 1,780 7,792 84 1,237 238 7% 2,950 1,202 1,800
Mi 91 7,513 0 7513 1013 8526 91 760 276 6% 2,350 2,122 1,800
Ml 94 8,719 0 8719 411 9,130 96 411 304 7% 3,366 3,367
MI 96 9,074 0 0,074 346 0,420 08 346 383 12% 3,185 5,207 748
Ml 98 9,425 0 0,425 283 9,708 99 283 375 9% 2,830 5,708 838
Ml 00 11,411 ¢ 1411 269 11,680 118 269 384 9% 269 8,024 902
M 02 13397e 0 13397¢ 173 13,570 135 173 405 10% 173 8,550 695
M 04 13,752 0 13752 129 13,881 137 165 533 8% 129 8,256 723
Ml 06 17,301 0 17,301 175 17,476 174 175 608 9% 127 8,283 740
M 08 18,557 0 8557 118 18,675 187 118 791 7% 81 7,987 390
Ml 09 12,481 1,543 14,024 583 14,607 147 0 N/A 0 8,535 358
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
$900
1982 1994 2009 @ 3800
@ $700 /
9 e
©Q $600 P
£ 3500
Q1--6 ]
5 $400 SR
@7--15 5 5300
16+ o 5200
$100 ("/
H+—
77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09
Year ,
State Institution Residents m Proportion of Youth Among State ICF-MR + HCBS Recipients
g Institution POpulation 10,000 BECBS BICE-MRE
= 40% " 8,000
& 35% £ 8,000
d
£ so e
D 259 o o
s 50/" %S 5,000
& 20% k= 4,000
£ 15% | 'E 3,000
€ 10% - 3 2000
S 5% - 1,000
'S 0% - 0 Y
77 82 87 89 91 04 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09 2 77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09 77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09

Year Year Year



MINNESOTA

Utilization

Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Qkis Persons with Persons with

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size State  as % of State Persons with

State

1748

Rate per g i ID/DD ID/DD Livin
State  Year ol j000pof  Insttution o ens  Instiution | 'D/DD Living Receving  in Nursingg
1-6 7--15 1-15 16+ otal Population Population (in$) Residents in ICFs-MR HOBS Homes
MN 77 286 911 1,197 4,985 6,182 156 3,032 44 37% 5,303 0
MN 82 652 1,805 2,457 4612 7,069 171 2417 89 17% 6,809 D
MN 87 2627 2390 5017 3772 8789 207 1,653 158 4% 6,549 1,423 -
MN 89 3,543 1040 5462 3329 8,821 203 1,410 191 2% 5,769 2,068 9581
MN o1 4310 1,853 6,163 3027 9,190 208 1,148 233 2% 5,316 2,551 827
MN 94 6615 1911 8526 2163 10,689 237 751 310 3% 4,838 4,385 750
MN 96 7,806 1,674 9,570 1420 10,990 236 345 355 3% 3,826 5,422 1144
MN 98 9,501 1,344 10,845 1,256 12,101 256 138 541 12% 3.419 8,710 553
MN 0o 9,984 1,225 11,200 1,031 12,240 249 48 (&1 22% 2,775 7,948 491
MN 02 10,930 1,113 12,043 1,023 13,066 260 43 778 24% 2,756 14,735 1010
MN 04 11,011 1,081 12082 893 13,455 264 26 854 15% 2,570 14,599 320
MN 06 12,822 1,027 13,849 915 15,074 292 44 827 30% 2,519 14,291 266
MN 08 12,273 560 12,842 415 13257 254 41 906 20% 1,832 14,563 245
MN 09 13235 543 13778 379 14157 269 22 906 1,747 14,832 250
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 _ Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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MISSISSIPPI

77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09
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77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09

Persons with iD/DD by Home Size Lll__‘:tilitzaiion State PerS[t)i?m of 0—2;6\{;. SCt!Ic:s Persons wiih Peri‘sg,nDsDwilh I;‘ggof.s with -
State  Year ale Per — jastitution ale - as ol S8 \nunn | ving in - ving in
100,060 of N Institutions  Institution Receivin Nursin
1--6 7—-15 1-15 16+ Total ! Population ICFs-MR g 9
Population (in$) Residents HCBS Homes
MS 77 17 102 119 2,055 2,174 91 1,666 23 32% 491 0
MS 82 67 210 277 2201 2478 97 1,756 53 29% 1,614 0
MS 87 205 112 317 2127 2444 92 1,522 60 22% 1,603 0
MS 89 262 74 336 2078 2414 92 1,483 75 18% . 1,588 0 280
MS 91 310 115 425 2,081 2506 o7 1,496 94 16% 1,820 0 300
MS 94 409 303 712 2124 2,836 107 1,439 127 15% 2,077 0 975
MS 95 467 292 759 2049 2,808 105 1,424 144 20% 2,126 65 0
MS 98 467 441 908 2,051 2,959 108 1,399 174 2,351 413 0
MS 00 400 647 1,017 2039 3,056 107 1,400 191 14% 2,487 850 321
MS 02 572 650 1,222 2018 3,240 113 1,388 222 13% 2,534 1,673 317
MS 04 720 705 1,425 2037 3,462 119 1,370 222 1% 2,640 2,030 416
MS 06 890 688 1,378 2,021 3,300 117 1,369 260 11% 2,630 1,838 458
MS 08 589 714 1,303 2025 3,328 113 1,314 316 10% 2,623 1,975 140
MS 09 521 710 1331 2048 3,379 114 1,336 318 2,644 1,974 140
Persons by Home Size in Years 1382, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Residents

MISSOURI

2,500

* Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem 0-201 ¥r. Olds Persons with Persons with Pelrgans.vyilh
State  Year 1';3‘80%” Institution  Of State as % of State (ny )y ID/DD - IDDD Living
1-6 7-15 1—15 16+ Total 000 of Population Inst!lutlons Instl'tutmn in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population (in $) Residenis HCBS Homes
MQ 77 599 1059 1,658 4,847 6,505 135 2,308 46 33% 2,051 0
MO 82 470 1,180 1,920 4331 6,251 126 2,018 84 23%, 1,878 0
MO 87 848 1432 2280 3671 5,951 117 1,874 118 14% 2,148 0
MO 89 1,058 1,778 2,836 2835 5671 110 1,885 130 14% 1,858 338 1440
MO 91 - 1,368 1,700 3,068 2804 5872 114 1,703 168 12% 2,008 1,452 1400
MO 94 2,384 1,463 3847 2371 6218 119 1,500 184 1,709 3,057 1267
MO 96 2,984 1,315 4,298 2219 6,518 123 1,494 200 8% 1,643 5,685 - 1125
MO 98 5,945 1,258 7,203 2034 9237 156 1,437 232 % 1,501 8,538 1348
MO 00 3,306 1,231 4627 1,749 6376 114 1,275 235 6% 1,371 8,238 152
MO 02 3,500 1,212 4712 1436 6,148 108 1,183 235 % 1,398 8,143 1091
MO 04 3,655 1,152 4,807 1,535 6,342 110 1,204 201 5% 1,286 8,219 878
MO 06 3,905 1,208 5110 1,317 6427 110 977 313 4% 1,054 8,183
MO 08 4,339 1131 5470 1,267 6,737 114 882 338 3% 965 8,729 524
MO 09 4,408 1,048 5456 1,055 6,511 109 695 437 785 8,766 DNF
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Resldents

MONTANA

Utilization Per Diem 0-21 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with

ot Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Rale per State of State a5 % of State ersems With s s ID/DD Living
ate  Year 100,000 of  nstitution o tions  Institution /DD LMNG  poceiving  in Nursin
1-6 7-15  1-15 16+  Total 00 Population ! , in ICFs-MR d 9
Population {in%) Residents HCBS Homes
MT 77 86 330 425 340 765 101 321 75 32% 0 0
MT 82 93 415 508 273 781 98 273 119 19% 290 21
MT 87 352 561 0183 254 1,167 143 254 143 7% 264 210
MT 89 513 559 1,072 240 1,312 163 240 164 5% 250 274 231
MT 91 615 523 1,438 199 1,337 165 190 199 5% 197 355 232
MT 04 778 531 1,309 163 1,472 175 163 233 171 546 158
MT 96 839 501 1,340 157 1,497 171 157 256 3% 165 807 169
MT 98 897 488 1,385 133 1518 172 133 286 3% 141 931 163
MT 00 1018 488 1,506 130 1,636 181 130 348 5% 130 1,206 205
MT 02 1055 488 1,543 119 1662 183 119 403 3% 119 1,452 149
MT 04 1204 420 1633 93 1,726 186 03 - 559 9% 93 1,917 167
MT 06 1,304 375 1679 72 1,751 185 72 587 17% 72 2,058 168
MT 08 1,427 402 1829  B7 1,896 196 67 668 19% 55 2,268 204
MT 09 1427 402 1829 B4 1,893 194 B4 690 52 2,273 0
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Resldents

NEBRASKA

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State PerSDu:m of 0'22 Y:; Olds Persons with Perfg;gDMth IS%?)OII_]? .‘Mth
State  Year : Rate per — |nstitution tate - as % of State | nyihy ) jving in L ving in
1-6 715 1-15 16+ Total  1000000f oo hion Instituions  Institution ICFs-MR Receiving Nursing
: Population P (in $) Residents HCBS Hormes
NE 77 195 551 746 1,553 2,200 147 1,158 44 51% 1,356 - 0
NE 82 344 398 742 930 1,722 100 582 85 23% 980 0
NE a7 950 399 1340 816 2,185 136 472 108 1% 816 0
NE 89 1,208 308 1,806 748 2,354 174 469 111 8% 756 540 353
NE 91 1,390 308 1,707 717 2424 152 463 134 6% 710 683 613
NE 94 800 208 1,108 686 1,704 112 439 175 4% 694 1,257
NE 96 1,453 240 1,693 641 2334 141 401 204 4% 650 1,834 0
NE 98 2,008 287 2,205 646 2,941 177 405 217 4% 655 2,124
NE 00 2,457 309 2677 639 3405 199 399 234 4% 848 2,318 115
NE 02 2,471 308 2,780 633 3413 197 392 253 4% 642 2,419 94
NE 04 2,708 44 2,753 509 3,352 192 370 278 3% 608 2,819 80
NE 06 2,614 131 2,745 593 3,338 189 365 311 602 3.238 271
NE 08 2,644 100 2,744 501 3,245 182 267 389 510 3,589 178
NE 09 2,526 69 2,595 418 3,013 168 184 608 427 3.728 210
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 A Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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NEVADA

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size lgi"za‘““'“ state  PerDiemof 0-ZLYE D108 pergons witn  7orsons Wi r;,rS‘JD“f."E‘““
State  Year mgtgo%egf Institution | ?:3'9 as %o O S IDIDD Living g ioro /DD Living
1-6  7-15 1-15 16+  Total 0000f oo ation  IMStitutions - Instifution 5 yoe g Receiving - in Nursing
Population {in §) Residents HCBS Hornes
N 77 61 20 81 166 247 39 166 67 24% 0 0
N B2 116 25 141 160 301 34 160 112 41% 175 0
NV 87 120 138 258 175 433 44 175 145 29% 190 129
NV 89 340 15 355 170 525 47 170 190 26% 185 136 40
N 91 389 15 404 173 577 45 173 215 26% 212 135 31
N o4 458 0O 458 150 608 44 145 264 205 172 7
N 96 476 19 495 158 653 43 154 275 18% 232 361 32
NV 8 656 27 683 169 852 49 169 276 20% 286 392 34
N 00 874 38 913 140 1,053 53 140 359 23% 252 795 40
NV 02 1000 15 1,105 131 1238 57 131 362 20% 242 1,083 76
NV 04 1414 15 1429 100 1520 66 1 400 12% 209 1,204 14
N 08 1,261 0 1261 94 1355 54 76 539 17% 130 1,373 29
NV 08 1,588 0O 1588 69 1857 64 51 542 19% 105 1,591 87
NV 09 1429 0 1420 115 1544 58 47 501 100 1,567 88
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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NEW HAMPSHIRE
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0—201 ¥r. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons'\:\'nth
State  Year Rate per Institution State as % of State ID/DD Livin ID/DD 1D/DD Living
1-6 7_15 115 16+ Total 100,000 of Population Institutions (in  Institution in ICFs-MRg Receiving in Nursing
Population P $) Residents HCBS Homes
NH 77 62 81 143 604 837 90 664 25 39% 288 0
NH 82 - 152 141 293 651 944 99 621 66 1% 339 0
NH 87 648 265 913 181 1,004 103 - 160 215 2% 265 541
NH 89 809 199 1,008 118 1,126 102 118 249 2% 158 762 1
NH 91 1,147 132 1,279 25 1,304 118 0 NA NA 91 955 26
NH 94 1,341 92 1433 23 1,456 124 0 NA NA 73 1,303 108
NH 96 1,505 58 1,563 22 1,585 139 0 NA NA 22 1,906 101
NH 98 1,630 73 1,703 25 1,728 146 0 NA NA 25 2,262 90
NH 00 1,708 0 1708 24 1,732 140 0 NA NA 24 2475 84
NH 02 1,726 28 1,754 25 1,779 140 0 NA NA 25 2,779 126
NH 04 1,732 80 1,792 25 1,817 140 0 NA NA 25 3,053 96
NH 06 1,710 42 1,752 25 1,777 135 0 NA NA 25 3,254 %
NH 08 1,761 19 1,780 25 1,805 137 0 NA . NA 25 3,580 80
NH 09 1,748 22 1,770 25 1,795 136 0 N/A 25 4,108 75
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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NEW JERSEY

. . Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds . Persons with Persons with
Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Rate per State State  as % of State | orooms With s 1D/DD Living
State Year Institution - I ID/DD Living o ; .
16 745 115 16+ Total 100,000 of Population Institutions  [nstitution in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
- - - ol pepulation P (in %) Residents HCBS Homes
NJ 77 280 197 477 8,836 9,313 127 7,961 25 50% 5§25 0
NJ 82 1,076 439 1515 7,216 8731 117 6,304 68 15% 4,366 0
NJ 87 2,556 462 3018 5376 8,354 109 5,304 17 8% 3,829 2,506
NJ 89 2,747 573 3320 5215 8535 110 5,143 197 7% 3,822 3,170 062
NJ 91 3,054 0 3954 5381 9,335 120 4,932 194 £% 3,818 3,655 210
NJ 94 4,440 0 4440 5490 9,930 126 4,363 249 1% 3975 - 4,729 371
NJ 96 4,505 533 5038 4931 6,898 125 4,241 204 1% 4,001 5,242 371
NJ 98 5,002 781 5783 3,744 9,527 117 3,863 232 2% 3,744 6,199
NJ 00 5,729 842 6571 3587 10,703 127 3,514 221 1% 3,487 6,804 468
NJ 02 6,060 843 6912 3370 10,282 120 3,296 415 1% 3,370 7,488 652
NJ 04 6,461 823 7284 3,798 11,082 127 3,121 443 1% 3124 8,455 714
NJ 06 6,493 791 7,284 3,806 11,000 127 3,051 567 1% 3,020 9,611 T4
NJ 08 6,033 855 7,788 3,697 11,485 132 2,897 641 1% 2,878 10,048 972
NJ 09 5462 1,834 7206 4817 12,113 138 2,785 685 2,865 10,081 967 -
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2008 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Resldents

NEW MEXICO

Persons with Persons with

. N Utilization Per Diem 0-21 Yr. Olds .
Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Rale per State of State  as % of State [ oreonS With o™ IDIDD Living
State Year Institution o P 1D/DD Living " - .
1-8 7-15  1--15 16+ Totar  1000000f o 0 tion Istitutions Institution o ICFs-MR  Receiving in Nursing
Population P (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
NM 77 113 100 213 581 794 67 547 34 27% 426 0
NM 82 139 155 294 552 845 62 503 93 33% 553 0
NM . 87 423 479 902 500 1,402 92 500 107 22% 633 220
NM 89 318 414 732 528 1,280 82 503 123 18% 751 135 88
NM 81 396 360 756 505 1,261 81 473 148 17% 706 160 88
NM 94 862 242 1,104 264 1,368 64 349 324 10% 585 802 121
NM 96 1,602 181 1,783 255 2,038 120 145 288 485 1563 138
NM 98 1,441 244 1,685 16 1,701 08 0 NA NA 301 1617
NM 00 1,639 279 1,918 16 1,934 106 D NA NA 405 2104 94
NM 02 1,746 181 1,927 16 1,943 105 D NA NA 284 2794 140
NM 04 1,786 127 1,013 0 1,913 100 0 NA NA 226 3286 110
NM 08 1,687 136 1,823 0 1,823 03 0 NA NA 181 3685 116
NM 08 2,186 121 2,307 0 2,307 116 0 NA NA 181 3777 101
NM 09 2,038 120 2,158 0 2,158 107 0 N/A 231 3,885 112
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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NEW YORK

: . . Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 YT. Olds .. Persons with Persons with
State  Year Persens wih ID/DD by Home Sz Rateper | GO Stale  as%ofStale TSEB“EJ?JS ID/DD - 1D/DD Living
1-6 715 1-15 16+ Total 100,00q of Population Inst!tulmns Inst[tutlon in ICEs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population (in §) Residents HCBS Homes
NY 77 3,496 1.817 5,313 21,239 26,552 148 18,446 48 36% 18,601 0
NY 82 4,271 5609 9,880 15437 25317 143 12,837 100 16% 15,577 1]
NY 87 7,506 8,537 16,043 11,274 27,317 154 10,022 239 8% 17,290 0
NY 89 5,827 11,625 17452 9,679 27,131 151 8,179 317 5% 17,774 0 800
NY 4l 6,165 15,751 21,916 8,530 30,446 168 6,489 338 4% 17,812 0 1550
NY 94 7,776 17,705 25481 5457 30,938 172 4233 350 1% 16,083 18,877 1454
NY 96 11,946 17,652 29,508 4,808 34316 189 3,399 365 3% 11,846 27,272 1454
NY a8 13,332 18,003 31,335 4,153 35488 195 2,920 477 11,083 30,610
NY 00 14668 18,238 32,906 3,693 36,599 193 2,411 598 8% 10,109 36,100 1956
NY 02 22,215 18,783 40,998 3,436 44434 232 2,255 563 9% 9,815 48,165 1812
NY 04 22,822 18,938 41,760 3,443 45203 235 2,241 599 13% 9,220 51,427 1215
NY 06 23,226 18,798 42024 3,209 45233 234 2,154 826 9% 8,124 54,251
NY 03 24,136 18,672 42808 3,132 45940 236 2,119 861 7% 7,752 58,560 1123
NY 09 24,760 18,760 43520 3048 46,568 238 2,056 925 7,664 62,195 1,123
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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NORTH CAROLINA

Utilization

Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds

Persons with Persons with

Persons with |D/DD by Home Size State Persons with i
State  Year [Rate ReT Institution | State asl%."f Stale 50D Living R'D"?E.’ 'E.”ELD Living
R 1-8 715 115 16+ Total OO,UOQ of Population nstitutions (in nstl.lutlon in ICFs-MR eceiving in Nursing
Population 3 Residents HCBS Homes
NC 77 239 153 392 4032 4424 80 3753 45 23% 2,073 0
NC 82 484 179 663 3778 4,441 74 3,451 95 23% 2,762 0
NC 87 992 237 1,220 3,261 4,400 70 2,720 156 8% 3,227 328
NC 89 1,771 285 2,036 3,321 5357 82 2,715 160 6% 3,173 553 316
NC 91 2,643 251 2,894 3,134 6,028 89 2,528 186 5% 4,378 780 465
NC 94 3,245 711 3,956 2,937 6,893 99 2,378 225 3% 4,732 1,318 300
NG 96 3,646 751 4397 2786 7,183 99 2,227 228 2% 4,593 3,008 850
NC 98 4,393 484 4877 2608 7485 80 2,084 272 0% 4,705 3,986 860
NC 00 8,190 506  B,786 2,543 11,329 141 1,936 318 1% 4,520 5,364 899
NC 02 8199 1286 9485 2703 12,188 147 1,888 326 2% 4,645 6,013 721
NC 04 8,450 952 9411 2450 11,861 139 1,764 360 2% 3,875 6,011 619
NC 06 8,580 1,005 9675 2383 12,058 136 1,683 415 2% 4,091 7,831 532
NC 08 7,852 528 8380 2201 10,581 115 1,666 481 3% 4,176 9,700 400
NC 09 7,336 178 7514 2,141 10,013 107 1,503 481 3,854 10,333 949
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 5600 Average Per Diem of State [nstitutions
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NORTH DAKOTA

Persons with [D/DD by Home Size Hlization state  FerDiemof 021 Ve OIS persons with PoMons W Persons with
State  Year : oSSl Institution | tate  — as % of S\ rynyy g ing L 2/DD Living
1-8 715 1-15 16+ Total 000 o Population nst!lut|0ns lnstl'tutlon in ICES-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
ND 77 23 47 70 1,306 1,376 211 1,145 21% 0 0
ND 82 12 146 158 1,076 1,234 -184 a4 66 12% 219 0
ND 87 260 702 971 441 1412 209 308 197 14% 892 724
ND 89 752 670 1422 316 1,738 263 251 236 13% 743 1,063 194
ND 91 965 595 1,560 278 1,838 289 211 277 1% 634 1,163 182
ND 94 1,003 535 1628 226 1,854 292 146 346 11% 551 1,500 167
ND 96 1,122 503 1,625 262 1,887 206 148 339 8% 624 1,770 175
ND 98 1,245 478 1,723 254 1977 310 142 338 7% 608 1,819 180
ND 00 1,205 485 1,700 267 1,967 308 153 357 8% 625 1,936 105
ND 02 1,225 533 1,758 264 2022 319 147 339 629 2,011 119
ND 04 1,225 515 1,740 200 1,840 306 140 417 1% 607 2,668 114
ND 06- 1,334 500 1,834 185 2,019 318 131 410 5% 502 - 3,207 113
ND 08 1,341 501 1,842 168 2,010 314 120 476 5% 585 3,657 112
ND 09 1,412 485 1007 155 2,082 319 123 514 584 3,805 102
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1894, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
: $600
1982 1994 2009
a $500 u/.,&_.
7]
8 $400
E $300 o
2
O $200
G
o $100 4
$0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1
77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09
Year
State Institution Residents Proportion of Youth Among State ICF-MR + HCBS Recipients
1,400 & Institution Population 5,000
£ 1200 g 2% 2 WHCBS EICF-MR
S 1,000 2 20% | 8
@ £ @
¢ 800 - & 15% - &
Hm © =]
e 800 ? 10% - g
2 400 £ 4
E € oy 5
2 200 | 2 z
=z )
>- 0,
D 4 Y5 0% -
=

77 82 67 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09

Year

77 82 B7 89 91 94 95 98 00 D2 04 06 0B 09

Year

Year



OHIO

el

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem 0-21 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons'u‘fith
State Year Rate per Institution of State  as % of State ID/OD Livin ID/DD 1D/DD Living
1-8 7.15 115 16+ Total 100,000 of Population Institutions  Institution in ICFs-MF? Receiving in Nursing
Population P (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
- OH 77 620 768 1,388 9,429 10,817 101 7126 32 83% . 2,488 0
OH 82 1,347 1,587 2,934 7,938 10,872 101 4,186 92 13% 6,040 0
OH 87 2,168 2270 4,438 6,860 11,298 105 2,900 164 6% 7,691 100
OH B89 2877 2,828 5,705 7.341 13,046 120 2,807 207 5% 7.971 240 2,950
QH 91 3,707 2,993 6,700 6,907 13,607 124 2,449 205 3% 8,220 302 2,823
OH 94 4,548 2,714 7,260 6,052 13,312 120 2179 242 2% 7.821 2,399 2,382
OH 95 5,619 3,099 9,718 5773 15,491 138 2,087 255 2% 7.756 2,593 2,169
OH 98 7932 3,011 10,943 5,645 16,588 148 2,019 271 1% 7,719 3,968 2,430
OH 00 7,288 2772 10,060 5483 15543 137 1,990 264 1% 7,691 5,624 2213
OH 02 8,244 25585 10,799 5,124 15923 139 1,938 279 2% 7.240 7,858 1,895
OH 04 7,165 2,606 9,771 4,890 14,661 128 1,784 325 2% 7,072 10,424 2,429
OH 06 5,501 2,576 8,077 4421 13,532 118 1,566 385 2% 6,656 14,370
OH 08 14,739 2445 17,184 4,233 22,748 198 1,521 413 2% 6,418 18,106
OH 09 15,173 2,525 17698 3,981 22,521 195 1,429 419 6,136 24,312 DINE
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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OKLAHOMA

0%

77 82 87 89 91 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 09

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-2: ¥r. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons_\.\flth
S Yi Rate per institution State as % of State ID/DD Livin ID/DD IYDD Living
e e T T e 118 16+ Toml  1000000f  SWUMSYinsgiutions (n Instiuton ol W Receiving in Nursing
ST - - Population P $) Residents HCBS ‘Homes
oK 77 1 19 30 3082 3,112 111 1,978 34 44% 1,978 0
OK 82 8 86 92 2820 3,012 95 1,803 60 69% 1,803 0
oK 87 393 424 817 3,014 3,831 116 1,276 150 49% 2,939 70
OK 89 509 372 881 3,045 3026 122 1,019 175 39% 3,060 500 1200
OK 9 720 283 1,003 3,306 4,309 136 937 235 28% 2,916 844 1850
OK 94 1,333 249 1,582 2256 3,838 119 658 282 20% 2,268 1,603 1285
0714 96 1,523 263 1,786 2,237 4,023 122 553 265 21% 2,275 2,260 930
oK 98 1,870 240 2,110 2635 4,745 142 436 408 8% 2,705 2,588 969
0K 00 2,497 222 2,719 1,678 4,397 127 339 413 3% 1,801 2,983 837
OK 02 2,917 322 3239 2044 5283 151 355 444 3% 2,243 4,100 732
oK 04 3,236 320 3565 1,381 4,516 140 372 405 4% 1,717 4,220 583
OK 06 2,711 331 3042 1216 4,258 119 335 473 2% 1,588 " 5,043 560
OK 08 2,785 397 3,182 1,046 4,228 116 204 525 3% 1,486 5,548 492
OK 09 2,799 461 3260 1,144 4404 119 289 525 1,616 5,248 433
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 3600 Average Per Diem cf State Institutions
1994 2009
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OREGON

_ Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons_vyith
State  Year Rate per [nstitution State as % of State ID/OD Livin ID/BD ID/DD Living
) 1-6 7-15  1-15 16+ Total 100,000 of Population Institutions (in  Institution in ICFs-MR? Receiving in Nursing
Population P )] Residents HCBS Homes
OR 77 49 325 374 2233 2807 110 1,781 40 22% 1,080 o .
OR 82 1 490 501 1,979 2,480 94 1627 65 26% 1,918 1,360
OR 87 1,008 588 1,666 1,476 3,142 116 1,145 110 14% 1,386 832
- OR 89 1,340 477 1817 1,077 2,894 103 883 235 9% 1,042 1,218 434
OR o1 2,344 555 2809 879 3778 128 640 374 770 2177 452
OR 94 2,620 555 3,175 628 3,803 125 480 411 1% 417 2,136 420
OR 96 2,718 561 3278 621 3,000 122 429 499 429 2,523 265
OR . 88 3,955 121 350 583 0% 350 3,704 81
OR ] 4,233 509 4742 221 4063 145 60 513 0% 60 5,824 96
OR 02 4,779 449 5228 130 5,358 152 51 536 0% 51 8,017 124
OR 04 4,613 424 5037 125 5162 144 50 751 0% 50 8,280 168
CR 06 4,902 400 5311 91 5,402 146 41 745 0% 41 9,416 70
OR 08 5357 331 58588 83 5,771 152 32 006 0% 32 10,879 28
OR 09 5,252 338 5590 74 5,664 148 22 985 22 10,884 13
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 200 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Residents

PENNSYLVANIA

12,000
10,000
8,000
6,000
4,000
2,000

0

- ; Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 YT. Olds ., Persons with Persons with
Slate  Year Persons vilh /DD by Hlome B¢ Rata par Iniit?utt?on .St?te 3 % .°f $tate r&ggnfnm 1D/ [.)P ":.)I oD Liying
1-5 7-15 115 16+ Total 1D0,00Q of Population Institutions’ (in Instl.lutlon in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population $) Residents HCBS Homes
PA 77 1,078 1,310 2,388 14,318 16,706 142 9,870 62 23% 7,355 a
PA 82 2,588 1075 3,663 11,904 155867 131 7,124 110 9% 8,598 0
PA 87 4,774 1,880 6654 8,151 14,805 125 5127 151 4% 7,537 1,203
PA 89 7,015 873 7,888 7,014 14902 124 4,082 176 2% 7,085 1,930 466
PA 91 7,809 813 8,622 6,289 14911 125 3,878 193 2% 7,100 2,333 509
PA 94 8,760 834 9,584 6,124 15718 130 3,563 225 1% 8,950 4,303 1544
PA 96 9,827 728 10,555 5,549 16,104 132 3,164 257 1% 6,469 6,076 1544
PA 98 11,666 896 12,562 4578 17,140 143 2,909 275 0% 5,747 10,149 1330
PA 00 11,617 689 12,306 4,026 16,332 133 1,969 331 0% 4,944 16,830 2573
PA 02 11,568 1,011 12,579 3,758 16,337 128 1,636 431 0% 4,280 24,969 1591
PA 04 11,470 1,333 12,803 3450 16,253 131 1,504 480 0% 4,124 25,474 1604
PA 06 14,008 18,173 146 1,380 491 0% 3,743 25,643
PA 08 24,483 197 1,275 580 0% 3,854 29,357 1685
PA 09 16,198 1579 17,777 3,317 24,015 i1 1,230 603 4,974 30,393 DNF
" Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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Number of Resldents

RHODE ISLAND

Utilization

Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds

Persons with Persons with

s Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Rate per State State  as %of State |oreems with T \D/DD Living
tate  Year 100,000 of  IPStitution o tions (i Institution (/D LVING oo oing  in Nursin
16 7--15 1—15 16+ Total T Population . in ICFs-MR g g9

Population $) Residents HCBS Homes

RI 77 0 %8 98 o2 1,070 114 904 43 40% 763 0

RI 82 153 228 381 631 1012 106 613 113 12% 881 0

RI 87 316 545 881 312 1,173 119 280 226 3% 994 136

RI 89 747 337 1084 242 1326 133 205 246 0% 956 449 250

RI 91 826 345 1171 196 1367 136 178 295 1% 766 703 40

RI 94 932 315 1247 43 1290 129 0 NA NA 653 1,333

RI 96 g78 337 1316 0 1315 132 0 NA NA 225 1914

RI 98 1029 310 1338 0 1339 134 0 NA NA 0 2,296

RI 00 1704 180 1,884 0 1884 180 0. NA NA 18 2,471 162

RI 02 1780 159 19030 22 1961 183 0 NA NA 40 2,674 104

RI 04 1936 124 2060 68 2128 197 47 397 NA 39 2,634 101

Ri 06 1839 154 19893 22 2015 189 0 NA NA 40 3,073 78

RI 08 2016 182 2198 23 2221 211 0 NA NA 40 3,217 93

RI 09 2102 114 2216 21 2237 212 0 NIA 38 3,275 110

Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009
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SOUTH CAROLINA
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem aof 0-2;1 ¥r. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons'vyith
State  Year Rate per institution State as % of State \D/DD Livin ID/ICD 1D/DD Living
1-6 715 1215 16+ Total 100,000 of Ponulation Institutions (in  Institution in ICFs-MRg Receiving in Nursing
Population P $) Residents HCBS Homes
5C 77 9 135 144 3982 4,126 143 3,826 32 37% 1,017 0
SC g2 3 191 194 3519 3,713 116 3,322 56 24% 2,665 0
sC 87 263 088 1,251 2510 3,861 113 2,534 84 20% 3,139 0
SC 89 587 833 1,420 2455 3,875 110 2,363 110 17% 3,231 ] 94
sC 91 927 . 973 1,900 2201 4191 118 2,199 132 15% 3,224 ] 98
sC 94 1,246 1,243 2489 1,997 4,486 123 1,885 145 3,111 956
5C 98 1650 1,087 2737 1626 4,363 116 1,548 193 10% 2,740 2,074
5C 98 1,970 1,003 3,063 1,370 4,433 116 1,295 194 10% 2,439 3,701
SC 00 2,368 1028 3,396 1,193 4,589 114 1,103 226 9% 2,176 4,370 226
5C 02 2,566 900 3466 1086 4,532 110 1,018 248 10% 1,992 4,410 137
sC 04 2,627 965 3,592 963 4,555 108 934 247 11% 1,820 4,570 164
sC 06 2,764 B89 3653 893 4,546 105 893 290 8% 1,610 4,895 238
SC 08 3123 885 4008 841 4,849 108 841 320 7% 1,477 5652 165
SC 09 3,189 B86 4,075 810 4885 107 810 310 1,445 5768 173
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 5350 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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SOUTH DAKOTA

Utilization

Per Diemof 0-21 Yr. Olds

Persons with Persons with

State Year Persons wih 11D by Home Size Rate per Insstit:.ltl?on .St?te a8 % .Of ?"ate Fgrrggnﬁi\ﬂg ID”.D[.) "?"DD Li_v ing
1§ 7_15 1-15 16+ Total 100.00q of Population Institutions (in Instl_tunon in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population $ Residents HCBS Homes
sSD 77 10 242 252 925 1,177 171 835 28 33% 540 o]
SD 82 8 471 479 736 1,215 176 [l 60 14% 721 0
SD 87 248 828 1,076 485 1.561 221 485 87 13% 680 506
8D 89 313 769 1,082 405 1,487 208 405 118 10% 581 683 155
sSo 91 585 739 1,204 378 1,672 238 378 145 9% 549 788 225
SD 94 903 689 1,592 351 1,943 272 351 196 5% 502 1,004 164
SD 96 989 684 1,673 252 1,925 259 252 214 349 1,295 169
So 98 1,171 657 1,828 228 2,056 279 240 195 12% 263 1,619 187
sb 0o 1,216 650 1,866 196 2,062 273 196 227 20% 231 1,991 177
Sb 02 1,362 809 1,971 238 2,209 290 189 271 25% 189 2,295 172
sD 04 1,489 589 2,048 208 2,256 293 176 314 24% 176 2,413 168
sD 06 1,507 582 2,089 178 2,267 290 162 356 29% 162 2,522 184
SD 08 1,559 559 2,118 166 2,284 284 180 447 29% 150 2,733 158
SD 09 1,586 559 2,145 162 2,307 284 146 458 146 2,901 140
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2002 $500 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
1982 1994 2009 $450 —
£ sa00 Val
O $350 {
O 3300 P
01-6 E 3250 rd
2 200 =
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TENNESSEE

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-201 ¥r. Olds Parsons with Persons with Persuns-vyilh
State Year Rate per (mstitution State as % of State ID/DD Livin |D/DD 1D/DD Living
1-6 715  1-18 16+ Total 100000 0f o tion  nstifutions Institution ~ ~ ICFs-MR? Receiving in Nursing
Population P (in ) Residents HCBS Homes
™ 77 210 495 705 2,500 3,205 75 2,11 45 41% 2,149 0
TN 82 343 729 1,072 2456 3,528 76 2,163 71 25% 2,377 0
TN 87 708 778 1,486 2,308 3,794 78 2,074 102 12% 2,289 213 .
™ 89 569 1,136 1,705 2189 3,894 79 1,963 128 14% 2,175 474 900
T 91 654 1,401 2,055 2167 4,222 a5 1,941 133 14% 2,380 579 1180
TN 94 753 1,497 2,250 1,828 4,178 82 1,784 156 10% 2,350 964 903
™ 96 1,216 1,461 2,677 1,532 4,209 80 1,388 267 6% 2,028 3,021 1351
TN 98 2,082 1,154 3,216 1,225 4441 82 1,081 431 4% 1,708 3,823 865
TN 00 2,251 1,127 3,378 1,047 4,425 78 903 495 3% 1,511 4,311 8§92
TN 02 2,464 1,099 3,563 936 4,499 78 792 587 2% 1,460 4,340 923
TN 04 3,034 925 3,959 830 4,789 81 671 691 1% 1,332 4,518 895
TN 06 3,640 879 4,519 763 5,282 a8 819 788 1% 1,287 6,862
™ 08 3,975 781 4,756 656 5412 87 512 962 0% 1,180 7,467 950
TN 09 4,027 763 4,790 565 5,355 85 421 1,030 1,089 7,548 450 -
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State [nstitutions
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TEXAS

Utilization

Per Diem of 0-21 YT, Olds Persons with Persons with

State Vear Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Rate per Insi:tault?o . State  as % of State r;,rggnﬁhﬁh ID/DD ID/DD Living
16 715 1-15 16+ Total 100,000 of Population Institutions (in  Institution in ICFs-MR? Receiving in Nursing
Population P $) Residents HCBS Homes
> 77 101 434 535 14,370 14,905 116 12,114 48 41% 10,486 0
™ 82 76 1,053 1,420 14,634 15,763 103 10,761 50 26% 13,859 0
CTX 87 910 1,104 2,014 10,894 12,908 76 7,936 98 16% 11,903 70
TX 89 1,183 967 2,150 10,168 12,318 72 7,933 113 12% 12,081 417 3,500
TX 91 1,987 793 2,780 9,660 12,440 72 5,880 153 - 10% 10,771 973 3,258
TX 94 4,023 978 5001 7.841 12,842 71 6,124 168 4% 13,742 1,564 3,258
TX o6 4,263 904 5167 8,057 13,224 70 5,735 182 5% 13,224 3,658 3.258
TX 98 8,867 856 9,723 7,840 17,363 88 5,436 200 4% 12,832 5,666 2,832
TX ) 10,600 §82 11,182 7,961 19,143 92 5,470 211 6% 13,453 6,406 2,919
TX 02 12,163 559 12,722 7,320 20,042 92 5,169 226 5% 12,684 7,873 2,415
TX 04 13415 670 14,094 6,855 20,049 93 4,991 266 5% 12,300 11,247 1,145
TX 06 14623 682 15305 6415 21720 o2 4,924 246 5% 11,616 13,999 2,074
TX 08 17,894 625 18519 6,041 24,560 101 4,789 288 8% 11,177 18,409
TX 09 19,333 617 19950 5690 25640 103 4,541 398 10,792 19,795 DNF
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
_ $450
1982 1994 2009 $400 /p-
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7]
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& g0 e
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Year
State Institution Residents : Proportion of Youth Among State ICF-MR + HCBS Recipients
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Persons with ID/DD by Home Size L:_:ilization State Per Diem of 0-201 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons_vyith
State  Year ate per Institution .St?te a8 % .°f $tate ID/DD Living ID’PP "?” DD L'.V ng
1-6 7-15  1-15 16+ Total 100.000_ of Population Institutions (in Instl_lutlon in ICFS-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population 3 Residents HCBS Homes
uT 77 68 95 163 1217 1,380 113 849 33 45% 1,193 0
uT 82 50 145 195 1,156 1,350 111 742 68 33% 1199 0
uTt a7 349 211 560 1,135 1,695 100 554 120 22% 1,151 0
ut 89 325 568 893 962 1,855 109 470 136 20% 1,005 1,124 360
uT 91 782 340 1,122 948 2,070 117 423 174 14% 960 1,234 283
uTt 94 939 312 1,251 912 2,163 116 362 180 8% 924 1,580 241
ut 96 1,241 276 1,517 854 2,371 119 311 230 5% 866 2,128 241
uT 98 1,515 50 1,565 799 2,364 113 262 257 5% 811 2,647 191
uT 00 1,613 160 1,773 748 2,521 113 238 300 2% 758 3,152 203
uT 0z 1,588 209 1,807 77 2,578 111 234 380 2% 783 3,589 265
uT 04 1,800 196 1,996 752 2,748 115 230 396 2% 778 3,757 250
uT 06 1,986 166 2,152 752 2,904 114 232 410 2% 794 3,986 114
uT 08 2,254 150 2,404 770 3,174 116 235 433 4% 797 4,062 121
uT 09 2,395 154 2,549 754 3,303 119 222 463 780 4,214 76

Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009
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VERMONT

Utilization

Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds Persons with  Persons with

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Rate per Stats State  as % of State FersOns With =% r ™ 150D Living
State Year 100.000 of Institution Instituti Instituti 1D/DD Living Receivi in. Nursi
1-6  7-15 1-15 16+  Total 000 OF oo ation  IMStitutions - Institution G jops g Receving - in Nursing
Population (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
VT 77 262 143 405 517 922 191 438 34 46% 352 0
VT 82 322 120 442 356 798 155 314 97 16% 385 0
vT 87 285 96 381 198 577 105 196 168 6% 250 196
VT 89 465 0 485 182 647 114 182 213 3% 236 280 100
VT 91 504 G 504 160 664 117 160 266 2% 214 405 91
VT o4 770 0 770 0 770 134 0 NA NA 42 722 81
VT 96 852 0 852 0 852 146 0 NA NA 15 1,107 66
VT o8 1,007 0 1,007 0 1,007 171 0 NA NA 12 1,485 58
VT 00 1,063 0 1,063 0 1,063 175 0 NA NA 12 1,684 .42
VT 02 1,140 0 1,140 0 1,140 185 0 NA NA 12 1,844 38
VT 04 1,248 0 1,248 0 1,248 201 0 NA NA 6 1,957 27
vT 06 1,359 0 1,358 0 1,359 218 0 NA NA 6 2,102 38
VT 08 1,479 0 1,479 0 1,479 238 0 NA NA 6 2,270 32
VT 09 1,554 0 1,554 0 1,554 250 0 NFA 6 2,372 27
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
$300
1982 1994 2009 »
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VIRGINIA

. : Utilization Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds .. Persons with  Persons with
Persans with ID/DD by Home Size Rate per S_tatg State  as % of State Persons.vinth IDIDD |ID/DD Living
State  Year 1-8 715  1-1§ 16+ Total 100,000 of 'L:stt}::;%r; Institutions  Institution I:?IHIJCE::;':;E Receiving in Nursing
Population P (in 8) Residents HCBS Homes
VA 77 123 153 276 4441 4T17 92 4,196 . 35 32% 3,568 0
VA 82 161 281 442 3778 4220 77 3,597 69 20% 3,616 0
VA 87 210 144 354 3,078 3432 58 2,970 120 12% 3,160 0
VA 89 23 386 609 2,765 3,374 55 2,673 144 9% 2,834 0 1,448
VA 91 223 304 617 2,667 3,284 52 2,575 182 6% 2,682 326 1,933
VA 94 223 386 609 2,598 3,207 49 2,298 187 5% 2,466 715
VA 96 471 713 1,184 2,189 3,373 50 Z188 215 5% 2,357 1,453
VA 98 2,001 498 2,580 2,274 4,863 72 1,888 245 4% 2,109 3,138
VA 00 1,901 75 1976 1,785 6,029 85 1,653 200 2% 1,868 4,635 1,272
VA 02 7,120 98 1,664 429 3% 1,885 5,491 1,012
VA 04 6,557 88 1,569 361 2% 1,837 5,692 460
VA 06 6,856 90 1,421 408 2% 1,742 6,091 899
VA 08 4,893 564 1420 1,420 6,877 89 1,304 478 1% 1,627 8,106 2,823
VA 09 4,324 378 4702 2,709 7411 94 1,259 496 1,608 8,662 2,877
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
600 ,
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4,500 o Institution Population 12.000
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WASHINGTON

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-201 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons_mth
State Year . Rate per Institution State as % of State ID/DD Livin ID/DD ID/DD Living
1-6 715 115 16+ Totar  [00.0000f oo sion IMstituions  Instituton Lo lCFs-MF? Receiving in Mursing
. Population p (in $} Residents HCBS Homes
WA 77 102 347 449 3,979 4428 121 2,469 41 41% 440 0
WA 82 194 473 667  3.067 3734 88 1,910 89 32% 2,464 0
WA 87 1,881 845 2726 2,823 5540 123 1,810 157 18% 2,553 886
WA 39 2,642 834 3476 2,538 6,012 126 1,794 168 13% 2,405 1,084 . 564
WA 91 3,549 402 3951 2,046 5907 120 1,575 269 10% 1,951 1,736 500
WA 94 4,266 423 4689 1,636 B,325 120 1,346 303 5% 1,302 3,088 516
WA Ta] 4,442 400 4,842 1,504 6,345 113 1,281 310 3% 1,187 4,666 492
WA 98 4,677 507 5274 1,404 6,678 117 1,222 344 3% 1,081 7,125 486
WA 00 6,262 260 6522 1,344 7,866 133 1,128 391 1% 948 8,084 452
WA 02 7,000 304 7,304 1,124 8428 139 1,072 403 2% 880 11,173 459
WA 04 5,246 272 5518 1,123 6641 107 1,103 401 2% 812 9,625 389
WA 08 5,665 259 5924 1,159 7,083 111 943 489 2% 779 9,475
WA~ 08 5,894 178 6072 1,131 7,203 110 938 551 3% 760 9,205 383
WA 09 5,909 157 6066 1,102 7,168 108 926 569 760 10,831 329
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
1982 1994 2009 $600 /’.
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State Institution Residents Proportion of Youth Among State ICF-MR + HCBS Recipients
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WEST VIRGINIA

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size Utilization State Per Diem of 0-201 Yr. Olds Persons with Persons with Persons.\.\_dth
State  Year 3t Per . Institution State  as%ofState ppy ), ID/DD - IDIDD Living
16 7-15 115 16+ Total 000 of Population Inst!tutlons Instl_tutlon in ICFs-MR Receiving in Nursing
Population (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
WV 77 24 32 56 950 1,006 54 916 28 40% 0 0
Wwv 82 29 24 53 978 1,031 53 894 52 33% 176 0
wv 87 352 216 568 523 1,091 57 480 106 10% 404 124
Wy 89 390 292 682 408 1,090 59 324 145 9% 762 224 136
Wy 91 448 409 855 373 1,228 68 138 230 3% 680 413 211
wv 94 495 424 918 251 1,170 65 109 364 640 803 21
wv 96 1,122 666 1,788 174 1,962 107 75 368 0% 588 1,337 30
wv 98 1,226 411 1,637 1] 1,637 90 B 0% 454 1,679 33
Wy a0 1,226 428 1,654 0 1,654 o1 0 NA NA 444 1,045 40
Wwv 02 961 557 1,518 81 1,599 89 0 NA NA 515 2,796 362
wv 04 1,408 555 1,964 59 2,023 111 ] NA NA 515 3,556
Wwv 06 1,407 498 1,905 47 1,952 107 0 NA NA 477 3,736
wv ‘08 1,400 500 1,800 47 1,947 107 0 NA NA 477 3,891 . 480
W 09 1,400 500 1900 47 1,947 107 0 NiA 477 4334 DNF
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
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WISCONSIN

Utilization

Per Diem of 0-21 Yr. Olds
State as % of State

Persons with Persons with

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size ID/DD ID/DD Living

State Persons with

Rate per I~ L
e T s 115 1o Tom 1000000r  MSMEON icyione Cinsttuton /PO LVNG peggiing inNursing
. Population P (in 3 Residents HCBS Homes
wi 77 194 960 1,154 4494 5648 121 2,390 61 54% 3,696 0
Wi 82 324 1282 . 1606 4,079 5685 119 2,167 96 32% 3,548 0
Wi 87 2,404 1,786 4,190 3,528 7718 161 1,868 126 18% 3,568 190
wi ag 3632 1,576 5208 4,583 9791 204 1,721 159 15% 4,609 913 817
wi 91 4655 1510 6,165 4,058 10,224 206 1,621 185 12% 4,126 1,643 995
Wi 94 8,567 896 7,563 3,685 11,248 223 1,384 . 242 8% 3,749 2315 798
Wi 08 7.872 830 8702 3,367 12,069 232 1,197 270 8% 3,382 5,063 672
Wi 95 8,473 884 9357 3,020 12,386 237 1,010 296 7% 3,058 7,273 496
Wi 00 8,420 807 9,227 2,840 12,067 225 871 345 8% 2,865 9,547 471
wi 02 8,073 882 8955 2551 11,508 212 811 423 4% 2,580 9,474 595
wi 04 9,543 1027 10,570 2,041 12,611 229 735 472 6% 2,082 11,163 112
wi 06 10,977 2,728 13705 1,310 15015 270 519 527 2% 1,346 13,938 82
wi 08 8,562 946 10,083 179 455 877 2% 946 13,405 223
W 09 8083 2460 10543 788 11,341 201 441 700.8 847 17.424 101
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average Per Diem of State Institutions
1982 1994 : 2009 zsgg
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WYOMING

Persons with ID/DD by Home Size L[l?lllltzatlon State PerSI?I?m of 0'2,,1/0\{';' SOlIctIs Persons with PerISSPSDm‘h II:’elrgoDnlz_s'\ylth
State  Year Ble DB |nstitution tale 88k 0l SlAle hnn | jying JL /DD Living
100,000 of h Institutions  Institution ; Receiving in Nursing
1-6 7-15 1-15 16+ Total L Population . L in ICFs-MR
Population (in $) Residents HCBS Homes
WY 77 28 70 98 584 682 168 533 28 19% 0 0
WY 82 17 93 110 519 629 125 441 75 28% 0 0
WY 87 68 200 268 429 897 138 409 93 19% 0 0
WY 89 110 202 312 411 723 152 411 112 15% 0 0 B0
WY 9 222 180 402 290 692 150 280 155 60 - 125 49
WY 94 543 64 607 156 763 162 156 304 3% 156 565 46
WY 96 599 75 674 145 819 166 145 320 145 864 33
WY 98 712 9 803 128 931 194 128 369 2% 128 1,054 42
WY 00 7M1 687 778 106 884 179 106 416 2% 106 1,226 40
WY 02 694 104 798 106 904 181 106 476 2% 106 1,507 48
WY 04 757 111 868 103 971 192 103 526 1% 93 1,576 49
WY 06 822 138 960 128 1,088 21 101 587 1% 89 2,032 45
WY 08 1,281 97 1,378 82 1,460 274 8z 618 DNF 82 2,082 a5
WY 09 1,147 42 1189 82 1,271 234 82 645 82 _ 2,098 45
Persons by Home Size in Years 1982, 1994, and 2009 Average -Per Diem of State Institutions
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