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Source: Tanis, Lulinski, Wu, Braddock, & Hemp (in preparation). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado 
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Total IDD Medicaid spending: 

$55.3 billion

Total IDD spending:

$71.6 billion



Source: Tanis, Lulinski, Wu, Braddock, & Hemp (in preparation). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado 
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(Range: $28 - $27,558)

(Range: $390 – $65,715)

(Range: $7,300 – $82,490)

(Range: $2,555 - $110,595)

(Range: $26,149 - $176,670)

(Range: $11,315 - $416,830)

(Range: $37,960 - $469,025)

(Range: $36,350 – $443,475)

(Range: $115,340 - $616,120)



Source: Tanis, Lulinski, Wu, Braddock, & Hemp (in preparation). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado 
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 Using SOS data can help you complete the following 

sections: 

 III. B. Employment spending

 IV. B. Family support, HCBS, LTSS

 Section V. A & B. Assistive technology

 Data can be found in: 

 State profile

 Create-a-chart

 Book

 Contact us 

Source: Tanis, Lulinski, Wu, Braddock, & Hemp (in preparation). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado





Source: Braddock et al. (2017). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado

 CRA section III.B.

 Supported 

employment 

spending

 IV.B

 Family support



Source: Braddock et al. (2017). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado
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Source: Tanis, Lulinski, Wu, Braddock, & Hemp (in preparation). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado

State Families Spending Families Spending Families Spending

Alabama 1,666 $650,000 $390 44 34 43 0 $0 1,666 $650,000

Alaska 1,162 $10,618,091 $9,138 22 155 23 0 $0 1,162 $10,618,091

Arizona 28,493 $539,796,665 $18,945 11 413 1 0 $0 28,493 $539,796,665

Arkansas 374 $408,070 $1,091 40 12 49 0 $0 374 $408,070

California 128,888 $973,832,023 $7,556 24 326 7 0 $0 128,888 $973,832,023

Colorado 3,689 $5,499,039 $1,491 38 66 37 0 $0 3,689 $5,499,039

Connecticut 4,230 $107,399,167 $25,390 7 118 26 1,987 $2,526,255 2,243 $104,872,912

TABLE 19

Rank3

FAMILY SUPPORT IN THE STATES:                                                                                                                

SPENDING FOR PARTICIPANTS WITH IDD IN FY 2017

Spending 

Per 

Family Rank2

Families 

Supported 

Per 100K

Total Family Support1 Cash Subsidy Other Family Support



Source: Tanis, Lulinski, Wu, Braddock, & Hemp (in preparation). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado

State Participants1

% Supported 

Employment2 Spending

Spending 

Per Capita3 Rank4

Alabama 186 3% $484,923 $5.46 13

Alaska 558 23% $8,679,739 $11.56 4

Arizona 2,555 17% $28,700,371 $4.16 20

Arkansas 92 9% $543,985 $0.18 49

California 10,814 12% $115,062,703 $2.91 26

Colorado 2,602 32% $19,925,844 $3.55 21

Connecticut 4,799 41% $68,470,940 $19.08 2

TABLE 18STATE IDD AGENCY SUPPORTED EMPLOYMENT 

PROGRAMS IN THE STATES: PARTICIPANTS AND SPENDING 

IN FY 2017



Source: Tanis, Lulinski, Wu, Braddock, & Hemp (in preparation). Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado 



Source: Tanis, E. S. (2018). State of the States in Technology. University of Colorado Anschutz Medical Campus. 
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7.37 million people in the United 

States had IDD in 2016

RISP InfographicHow many people 

have Intellectual 

or Developmental 

Disabilities?



IDD Prevalence Explained

 5.14 million children (Birth to 17 years) 

 6.99% of the noninstitutionalized US population had ID, ASD or DD 
(defined categorically)

 Parent report from 2016 NHIS (Zablotsky et al, 2017)

 1.97 million adults (18+ years)

 0.79% of the noninstitutionalized US population had ID (defined 

categorically) or DD (3+ substantial functional limitations from DD Act)

 Self or proxy report 1995 NHIS-D (Larson et al., 2001)

 255,873 People in congregate settings (risp.umn.edu)

Where to find it: 

Table 1.1 RISP report

https://risp.umn.edu/publications


Where to find it: 

Report Figure 4.6
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Where to find it: 

RISP Chart Gallery

Report Figure 1.1

58%

12%

5%

7%

11%

4%

3%

Family home

Own home

Host/Foster family

IDD group 1-3

IDD group 4-6

IDD group 7-15

IDD group 16+

1,228,700 people with IDD received long-term 
services or supports through state IDD Agencies. 
Residential settings included:

National Residential Setting Types 2016

https://risp.umn.edu/viz


Where to find it: 

RISP Chart Gallery

RISP report Figure 1.2
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Where to find it: 

The FY 2017 profile will be available 

online. There is a similar chart on the 

chart gallery with FY 2016 data

LTSS Recipients with IDD by Residence Type 

1998 to 2017



Where to find it: 

RISP online Chart Gallery

RISP report Figure 1.5
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Where to find it: 

RISP report Figure 1.5

State Profile

140,752 74,614 

807,462 

1982 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2016

NationalICF/IID Recipients

Waiver Recipients

Medicaid ICF/IID and Waiver Recipients with IDD 

1982 to 2016



Where to find it: 

RISP report Figure 2.10

State Profile

$140,831

$43,928

$117,714

$17,404
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$52,918

ICF/IID

Waiver

National

22 years and older

21 years and younger

All ages

Average Per Person Medicaid Expenditures 

Waiver and ICF/IID by Age FY 2016



District of Columbia
Fiscal Year 2017
Residential Information Systems Project | risp.umn.edu     

Intellectual or Developmental Disabilities (IDD)

ICF/IID: Intermediate Care Facilities for Individuals with Intellectual Disabililties; 

LTSS: Long-Term Supports and Services; 

See detailed information in the RISP report and interactive charts available on risp.umn.edu 
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Contact: risp@umn.edu 
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Access to Integrated 
Employment
National Data Collection on Day and 
Employment Services



 National Survey on Day and Employment Services
State IDD Agencies

 VR services and outcomes
RSA 911

 National Core Indicators

 American Community Survey 
Employment participation and outcomes

 Social Security Administration
Work incentive use, work participation

 Workforce development
Number of customers, entry into employment

Core Activities



Employment first case studies
Higher Performing States Model

Promising Practices
IDD Agency, Community Providers, 
Community Life Engagement

Real People Real Jobs
www.realworkstories.org

Special Topic Studies

Core Activities continued

http://www.realworkstoris.org/


Source: American Community Survey, 2017

No disability

Any disability

Cognitive disability

No disability

Any disability

Cognitive disability

How many people are employed?



Source: ICI National Survey of
State IDD Agencies
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Source: ICI National Survey of
State IDD Agencies
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Source: ICI National Survey of
State IDD Agencies

WA Adult Policy
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Source: 2017 ICI National Survey of
State IDD Agencies
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Higher-Performing States Model

Hall et al., 2007



Source: ICI National Survey of 
State IDD Agencies 2017
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Source: National Core Indicators
2017-2018
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Source: National Core Indicators
2016-2017
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Self Sufficiency & Meaningful Day
Mean Hours and Wages per week: Nation

Hours worked Gross Wages

Individual job with 
supports

13.25 $126

Individual job 
without supports

15 $139.80

Group supported 
job

12.25 $100.21

Source: National Core Indicators
2017-2018



53Source: RSA 911 PY2017

0%

10%

20%

30%

M
A

SC U
T

N
M

A
R

N
J

A
K

N
Y

TX ID N
H

C
A

A
Z

W
Y

LA M
T

N
V

P
A

D
E

M
I

N
E

H
I

M
S

FL V
T

M
E

IL W
A

W
V

K
Y

K
S

D
C

R
I

O
K

N
D

M
D

M
N

SD W
I

C
T

A
L

C
O

IN O
R

G
A

M
O

IA V
A

TN O
H

N
C

Partnerships: Engagement with VR
Percent of closures with an ID



Source: SSA
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State Employment Snapshot: Massachusetts

How many individuals participate in integrated employment services provided by the state intellectual
and developmental disability agency?

Source: National Survey of State IDD Agency Day and Employment Services

Who: Individuals who receive a day or employment service funded or monitored by the state IDD agency.

What: Participation in integrated employment, including both individual job supports and group supported employment.

Individuals may be working or be on a pathway to employment.

 Massachusetts 2015 Nat ion 2015

 Number Percent Number Percent

Total in day and employment services 16,217   610,188   

Total in integrated employment services 6,222 38% 113,226 19%

Total funding for day and employment services $125,858,386.00       

Total funding for integrated employment services $49,328,917.00 39.2%  *   *  

*  = Data not available
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Percent Participating in Integrated Employment Services by State, 2015

Massachusetts: 38%

Nation: 19%

How many people are working for pay in an integrated job?

Source: National Core Indicators Project Adult Consumer Survey (http:/ / www.nationalcoreindicators.org) 

Who: Individuals who receive any service other than/ in addition to case management from the state IDD agency. Inclusion

criteria varies by state.

What: Individuals who are reported as working for pay in an integrated job.

 Massachusetts 2015/ 2016 Nat ion 2015/ 2016

 Percent

Mean wages

earned in 2

weeks

Mean

hours

worked

in 2

weeks

Percent

Mean wages

earned in 2

weeks

Mean

hours

worked

in 2

weeks

In an integrated job

individual supported job + group supported

employment + competitive job

30%  *   *  19%   *   *

In an individual job

individual job without or with publicly funded supports
19% $228.79 24.2 14% $230.33 25.9

     In an individual job without

     publicly funded supports
7% $228.77 24.7 5% $237.05 26.8

     In an individual job with

     publicly funded supports
9% $228.86 23.7 7% $221.96 25.1

2
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Pro tip #1: Select all states to see 
a state by state table



Population Data from the American Community Survey (Post 2007),
Cognitive Disability



Download 
the table

Email 
the chart

Pro tip 2: 



Focus Areas

WIOA Implementation
Pre-employment Transition Services
Section 511: Subminimum wage
Interagency collaboration

Community Life Engagement

Provider capacity

Case Management

Service definition redesign

Funding



John Butterworth Ph.D.

John.butterworth@umb.edu
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www.ThinkWork.org

www.RealWorkStories.org

www.StateData.info


