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“Don’t tell me what you 
value, show me your 
budget, and I’ll tell you 
what you value.”

~Joe Biden, 47th Vice President of the United States
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Sources: Braddock et. al. (1981-2017)

I. INSTITUTIONAL SERVICES FINANCIAL DATA
(16 or more persons)

A. PUBLIC 16+ INSTITUTIONAL SERVICES FUNDS 
1. State Funds

a. ICF/ID Medicaid Match
b. General Funds (not including state ICF/MR match)
c. Other State Funds (not including state ICF/MR match)
d. Local Funds in Excess of Match

2. Federal Funds
a. Federal ICF/ID
b. Title XX/Social Services Block Grant
c. Other Federal Funds

B.  PRIVATE 16+ INSTITUTIONAL SERVICES FUNDS
1. State Funds

a. ICF/ID Medicaid Match
b. General Funds (not including state ICF/ID match)
c. Other State Funds (not including state ICF/ID match)
d. Local Funds in Excess of Match

2. Federal Funds
a. Federal ICF/ID
b. Other Federal Funds



II. COMMUNITY SERVICES FINANCIAL DATA 
(15 or fewer persons)

A. COMMUNITY SERVICES FUNDS FOR 15 OR FEWER PERSONS
1. State Funds

a. ICF/ID Medicaid Match
b. General Funds (not including state ICF/ID match)
c. Other State Funds (not including state ICF/ID match)
d. Local/County Funds in Excess of Match
e. SSI State Supplement Funds

2. Federal Funds
a. Public ICF/ID (<16)
b. Private ICF/ID (<16)
c. HCBS Waiver
d. Other Medicaid Services 

1. Rehabilitation  Services
2. Clinic Services
3. Targeted Case Management
4. Personal Care Services
5. Other Medicaid Services

e. Title XX/Social Services Block Grant
f. Other Federal Funds 
g. SSI and Adults Disabled in Childhood (ADC) benefits –

HCBS Waiver participants



I. COMMUNITY RESIDENTIAL SETTINGS (1-6 PERSONS)
A. Public ICFs/ID
B. Private ICFs/ID
C. Supported Living
D. Personal Assistance
E. Other residential settings

(Group homes, apartments, foster, host homes)

II. COMMUNITY RESIDENTIAL SETTINGS (7-15 PERSONS)
A. Public ICFs/ID
B. Private ICFs/ID
C. Other residential settings for 7-15 persons

III. DAY/WORK PROGRAM PARTICIPANTS
A. Sheltered employment/work activity
B. Day habilitation ("day training")
C. Supported/competitive employment

IV. HCBS WAIVER PARTICIPANTS

V. PUBLIC & PRIVATE INSTITUTIONAL SETTINGS (16+ PERSONS)
A. State-operated institutions
B. Private ICFs/ID
C. Other private residential facilities
D. Nursing faciltiy residents with I/DD

Sources:  Braddock (1981, 2002a); Braddock, Hemp, & Fujiura (1987).

   
   

 



¡ Selected examples
 Review of: 

▪ Published budget documents
▪ Conversations with state IDD agency personnel

 Data collection tool
▪ Excel spreadsheets
▪ Revenue and expenditure data
▪ Number of participants
▪ Spending, revenue, and participant data on specific support categories

▪ Accompanied by an instruction guide and definitions 
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District of Columbia (1991)
New Hampshire (1991)
Rhode Island (1994)
Vermont (1995)
Alaska (1997)
New Mexico (1997)
West Virginia (1998)

Hawaii (1999)
Maine (1999)
Minnesota (2000)
Indiana (2007)
Michigan (2009)
Oregon (2009)
Alabama (2012)

Source: Braddock, et al.(2017).The State of the States in Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities:2017
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State FY2015 census FY2017 census % change

1.   Idaho 23 25 9%
2.   Nevada 47 48 2%
3.   Delaware 54 48 -11%
4.   Montana 55 21 -62%
5.   Oklahoma 66 50 -24%
6.   Wyoming 70 64 -9%
7.   North Dakota 82 74 -10%
8.   Arizona 93 83 -11%
9.   Nebraska 116 111 -5%
10. Maryland 122 92 -25%
Source: Braddock, et al.(2018).Preliminary Data from The State of the States in Intellectual and Developmental 
Disabilities



State FY2015 census FY2017 census* % change
1.   Texas 3,541 Not yet reported n/a
2. Illinois 1,724 1,656 -4%
3.   New Jersey 1,701 1,437 -15%
4.   North Carolina 1,194 1,125 -6%
5.   Mississippi 1,063 938 -12%
6.   California 1,011 787 -22%
7.   Pennsylvania 971 880 -9%
8. Ohio 923 702 -24%
9. Arkansas 918 907 -1%
10.  Florida 774 774 0
Source: Braddock, et al.(2018).Preliminary Data from The State of the States in Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities
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13.6%

10.7%

TOTAL IDD SPENDING: $65.21 BILLION

 General funds, special tax 
levies, lotteries, other stat  

and local funds

SSI/ADC, Title XX/SSB  
other Federal funds

Federal, State, Local
Medicaid*

*TOTAL FEDERAL-STATE MEDICAID: $49.4 BILLION    
a) HCBS W AIVER (70%)
b) PUBLIC & PRIVATE ICFs/ID (22%)
c) STATE PLAN MEDICAID (8%)
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683,290

793,615
3,590,998

TOTAL: 5,067,903 PERSONS

13.5%

15.7%

70.9%

 
 

   
      

Source: Braddock et al., Coleman Institute and Department of Psychiatry, 
University of Colorado, 2016, based on Fujiura (2015).
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Source: Braddock et al., Coleman Institute and Department of Psychiatry, 
University of Colorado, 2016, based on Fujiura (2015).
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Total: 3,590,998 Caregivers 
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Source: Braddock, et al.(2017).The State of the States in Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities:2017



Source: Braddock, et al.(2017).The State of the States in Intellectual and Developmental Disabilities:2017



*FY 2016 – 2017 data is preliminary with 40 states obtained; 15 reporting technology spending
Source: Braddock, et al.(2018).Preliminary Data from The State of the States in Intellectual and 
Developmental Disabilities
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Chose table or chart. Print to 
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¡ Advocacy organizations
 State budget hearings
 Advocacy efforts
 Strategic planning

¡ DD Councils
 Five year plan
 Advocacy
 Make the case for services/supports



“Don’t tell me what you 
value, show me your 
budget, and I’ll tell you 
what you value.”

~Joe Biden, 47th Vice President of the United States
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