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Characteristics of
facilities for the mentally
retarded, 1986

by Al Sirrocco, Division of Health
Care Statistics

Introduction and
background

This report presents data by State on facilities for the
mentally retarded from the 1986 Inventory of Long-Term
Care Places (ILTCP). Its focus will be on facility character-
istics such as type of ownership, type of facility, number of
beds, and number of residents. Also included are occu-
pancy rates, residents per population, numbers of black and
Hispanic residents, and age of residents.

The National Center for Health Statistics, in coopera-
tion with the National Center for Health Services Research
and Health Care Technology Assessment and the Health
Care Financing Administration, employed staff of the U.S.
Bureau of the Census to conduct the 1986 ILTCP. The
purpose of the ILTCP was to provide a current sampling
frame for two segments of the institutional component of
the 1987 National Medical Expenditure Survey. The two
segments were nursing and related care homes and facili-
ties for the mentally retarded.

The ILTCP had not been conducted prior to the 1986
survey. However, a similar survey, the National Master
Facility Inventory (NMFI), had been conducted many times
between 1967 and 1982'. Each year the NMFI was

IRoper D. Nursing and related care homes as reported from the
1982 National Master Facility Inventory Survey. National Center
for Health Statistics. Vital Health Stat 14(32). 1986.

conducted, nursing homes were surveyed, but mental retar-
dation (MR) facilities had not been surveyed since the 1976
NMEFT?. The types of questions asked in the ILTCP and the
NMFI were similar enough that a decision was made to
publish the ILTCP data as a means of updating the NMFI
nursing home data. At the same time, the ILTCP data on
MR facilities would provide baseline information on these
facilities.

In creating the mailing list of MR facilities, the ILTCP
updated a 1982 listing of facilities from a study by the
University of Minnesota’s Center for Residential and Com-
munity Services®. A description of how this mailing list was
created is given in appendix L

2Sutton JF, Sirrocco A. Inpatient health facilities as reported from
the 1976 MFI Survey. National Center for Health Statistics. Vital
Health Stat 14(23). 1980.

SHill BK, Lakin KC. Classification of residential facilities for
mentally retarded people; brief no 24. Minneapolis: Center for
Residential and Community Services, University of Minnesota.
1984.



Highlights

During the 1986 ILTCP, 14,639 facilities for the men-
tally retarded were identified. At the time of the survey,
these facilities had 269,954 beds and 250,472 residents
(table 1). California had the most facilities (2,798), beds
(31,499), and residents (28,143), with Michigan second in
facilities (1,858) and New York second in beds (25,649)
and residents (24,331). Alaska and Wyoming had the few-
est facilities (15 and 16), with Alaska also having the fewest
beds (205) and residents (169).

Although counts of facilities, beds, and residents are
important as measures of availability, States with large
populations invariably will have the most of these, and
States with low populations will have the least. Relating
these data to State population figures would, therefore, give
more meaningful measurements, Because mental retarda-
tion cuts across all age groups, rates for the entire popula-
tion were necessary. This is in contrast to nursing home
rates, which are better measured using the elderly popula-
tions (such as 65 years and over, 75 years and over, 85 years
and over, and so forth).

Accordingly, table 2 presents the rate per 100,000
population of residents in facilities for the mentally re-
tarded for each State and gives the rankings from the
highest to the lowest State. As shown, the highest four rates
occurred in four contiguous States in the Midwest, namely,
Towa, Minnesota, North Dakota, and South Dakota, respec-
tively. The rates for these four States were substantially
higher than those for the rest of the States, with the fourth
highest, South Dakota, having a rate (183.5) 15 percent
higher than the rate for the fifth highest State, Massachu-
setts (159.3). The gap between the highest two States, Iowa
and Minnesota, was even more substantial (258.1 versus
203.0, or 27 percent).

In the States ranked 5th through 12th, two more
midwestern States appear—Michigan (6th) and Wisconsin
(11th). In addition, this group includes five northeastern
States—Massachusetts (5th), Maine (8th), Vermont (9th),
New York (10th), and Rhode Island (12th).

At the other end of the ranking, the lowest 12 rates
included seven southern States (Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, Virginia, West Virginia)
and the District of Columbia along with four western States
(Alaska, Arizona, Nevada, and New Mexico).

This regional grouping of the highest and lowest 12
States suggests strong regional differences in these rates.
Table A shows these strong regional differences, which
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Table A. Residents in facilities for the mentally retarded per
100,000 U.S. population, by census regions and divisions:
United States, 1986

Rate per
Region and diision 1,000 population
AllStates . ... ... . ittt it 103.9
Northeast....................c.uuu... 123.3
NewEngland .. ...........c0urnun.n.. 136.1
MidAtlantic . ......... ...t 118.9
Midwest. . ...........0 i, 130.2
EastNorthGCentral . . . . ... ................ 114.4
WestNorthCentral. . . ...........ccvvu... 167.6
SoUth ... e e e e 80.5
SouthAtlantic. . ...............v ..., 77.9
EastSouthCentral. ... ..............o.... 59.1
WestSouthCentral .. .................... 96.5
West. .. i e e e e, 91.8
Mountain. . . .. ... ... ..t e 67.2
Pacific. . .. ... e e e 100.7

ranged from a high of 130.2 for the Midwest to a low of
80.5 for the South. Table A also shows that when the
regions are subgrouped into census divisions, the differ-
ences are even more striking. The West North Central
division (Towa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, and South Dakota), with its rate of 167.6,
and the New England division (Connecticut, Maine,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, and
Vermont), with its rate of 136.1, had rates that were more
than double those of the East South Central division (Ala-
bama, Kentucky, Mississippi, and Tennessee) and the
Mountain division (Arizona, Colorado, Idaho, Montana,
Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming), 59.1 and 67.2,
respectively. Figure 1 shows these geographic differences
quite clearly.

Table 3 shows the State distribution of facilities for the
mentally retarded by bed-size groups. Almost three-fourths
had fewer than 10 beds; less than 3 percent had 100 beds or
more (table 4). Only Mississippi had a proportionally high
number of large facilities (100 beds or more)—10 out of
29, or 34.5 percent.

Table 5 presents the number of residents in facilities
for the mentally retarded by bed-size groups and State, and
table 6 presents the percent distribution of these residents
in each State. As table 6 shows, almost half of all mental
retardation (MR) residents were in facilities with 100 beds
or more, despite the fact that only 2.8 percent of the
facilities had this many beds. In Mississippi, 91 percent of
all MR residents were in these large facilities, and in each
of five other States about three-fourths of the MR residents
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were in these large facilities (Alabama, Louisiana, New
Jersey, Texas, and Virginia). At the other end of the facility
spectrum, three States (Hawaii, Montana, and Nevada) and
the District of Columbia showed more than half of their
MR residents in the very small facilities (one to nine beds).
Two other States (Michigan and New Hampshire) had
almost half of their residents in these small facilities.
Table 7 shows the number and percent distribution of
facilities and residents when ownership groups were
crossed with bed-size groups. The government MR facili-
tics, whose numbers were less than a third those of the
profit or nonprofit facilities, had many more residents than
either of the other two ownership types. One reason for this
was that there were many more large (100 beds or more)
government facilities (242) than there were large
nongovernment facilities (163). Another reason was that
these large government facilities were larger than the large
nongovernment facilities. This can be found from table 7,
where the large government facilities had an average of 403
residents compared with an average of 155 residents in the
nongovernment facilities. (The average number of residents
was 136 for the profit facilities and 173 for the nonprofit.)
Of the 1,913 government facilities shown in table 7, 1,853
were State or local government and 60 were Federal, Of the
242 large facilities, only one was Federal. Table 8 gives the

State breakdowns by ownership and condensed bed
categories.

Table 9 gives the ownership breakdown of MR facili-
ties and residents for each State. The majority of residents
in facilities for the mentally retarded were in government
facilities, and the table shows this was true in most States.
However, in California, Michigan, and Maine, where an
overwhelming number of MR facilities were profit, an
overwhelming number of residents were also in profit
facilities. On a smaller scale, but equally high in percents,
the vast majority of MR residents in Alaska and the District
of Columbia were in nonprofit facilities. It should also be
noted that Colorado, whose nonprofit facilities outnum-
bered its government ones by 105 to 6, still had more
residents in its government facilities.

The occupancy rate in facilities for the mentally re-
tarded was 92.8 percent (table 10). Only eight States had
rates below 90 percent and, of these, only two had rates
below 86 percent—Nevada (71.3 percent) and Alaska (82.4
percent).

Table 11 shows the age distribution of residents in
facilities for the mentally retarded in each State, and table
12 gives the percent distribution for these ages. Table B
shows the percents by region.

As these tables show, most residents in facilities for the
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Table B. Percent distribution of residents in facilities for the
mentally retarded by age of resident, according to geographic
region: United States, 1986

All Under 22-64 65 years
Region ages 22 years years and over
Percent distribution

Total ........... 100.0 16.4 76.0 7.6
Northeast . . .. .... 100.0 12.8 77.7 9.5
Midwest ... ...... 100.0 14.5 77.3 8.2
South........... 100.0 18.2 73.4 7.3
West ........... 100.0 20.1 75.5 44

mentally retarded were neither young nor old. The vast
majority (76 percent) were between 22 and 64 years of age.
In contrast, only 55 percent of the U.S. population in 1986
was in this age group. Conversely, only 16.4 percent of MR
residents were under 22 years of age, compared with almost
twice that (32.5 percent) in the U.S. population. Similarly,
persons 65 years and over constituted 7.6 percent of the
MR residents and 12.1 percent of the U.S. population. This
can be seen in figure 2.

The number of residents in facilities for the mentally
retarded per 100,000 U.S. population shown in table 2 was
103.9. Computing this rate for each of the three age groups
also resulted in large differences between the group 22 to
64 years of age (142.7) and the other two groups (52.2 in
the group under 22 years of age and 65.3 in the group 65
years and over). The reason for this age distribution of MR
residents is unclear, but one possible explanation is that
many mentally retarded children remain at home and many
mentally retarded older people are in psychiatric facilities
or nursing and related care homes. Table 13 shows the pre-
valence of mentally retarded residents in nursing and re-
lated care homes. When the 18,978 residents 65 years and
over in facilities for the mentally retarded are combined
with the 30,900 MR residents in nursing homes, the rate

per 100,000 population aged 65 years and over increases
from 65.3 to 171.0. When the 8,627 MR residents in
residential facilities are added, this rate increases to 200.5.

It can be seen in table 12, however, that not all States
had these low percents of older MR residents. More than
20 percent of the MR residents in Hawaii and Vermont
were 65 years and over, as were nearly 19 percent in New
Hampshire. In the nine States where MR residents 65 years
and over made up more than 10.0 percent of the total (table
12), eight (Hawaii, Idaho, Iowa, Michigan, New Hamp-
shire, New Jersey, Texas, and Vermont) had more of these
older residents in facilities for the mentally retarded than
than they had MR residents in nursing homes (tables 11
and 13). This was not true of the States in table 12 with the
lower percents of older residents. Indeed, these States
showed many more MR residents in nursing homes than
older residents in facilities for the mentally retarded (tables
13 and 11). In most of these States there were at least twice
as many, and in some States there were more than 10 times
as many. This suggests that a State with a relatively low
proportion of older residents in its facilities for the mentally
retarded tends to utilize nursing homes for its older men-
tally retarded population.

Table 14 shows the distribution of the residents in the
three age groups crossed with ownership and bed-size
groups. Among the profit facilities, small facilities had
virtually the same age distribution as large ones. This also
was true for government facilities. However, in nonprofit
facilities, children were nearly twice as likely to be in large
facilities as in small ones, while residents ages 22 to 64
years were somewhat more likely to be in the smaller
facilities.

The large percent of residents in the age group 22 to 64
years tends to dominate table 14. Almost lost are the other

65 years
and over,
12 percent

22—-64 years,
55 percent

Under 22 years,
33 percent

U.S. population

65 years
and over,
8 percent

Under
22 years,
16 percent

22-64 years,
76 percent

Residents in MR facilities

Figure 2, Percent distribution of U.S. population and of residents in facilities for the mentally retarded, by age: United States, 1986
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two age groups, which, when compared with one another,
reveal some interesting findings. For instance, nonprofit
facilities had many times more children than aged residents,
and this was true for all bed-size groups. Government
facilities also had more children than aged residents in
every bed-size group, but with not nearly the difference
shown in the nonprofit facilities. The profit facilities with 10
to 15 beds actually had more aged residents than children.
The other three profit bed-size groups had more children
than aged, but with smaller differences—similar to those of
the government facilities. Overall, table 14 shows that profit
facilities tend to accept more aged residents and fewer
children than nonprofit facilities. It has been suggested that
older residents are less costly to treat and care for than
younger residents; and it has been argued that profit facil-
ities have more incentive to be less costly than nonprofit
facilities*.

Estimates of the numbers of black and Hispanic resi-
dents in facilities for the mentally retarded were obtained
during the ILTCP. Table 15 shows the State counts of these
residents, of which there were 29,442 black residents and
10,181 Hispanic residents. As mentioned earlier, the num-
ber of residents in facilities for the mentally retarded per
100,000 population was 103.9 (table 2). When this rate for
black MR residents per 100,000 black population is com-
puted and compared with the rate for residents who are not
black, the difference is quite small—100.5 for black resi-
dents versus 104.4 for those who are not black. However, a
similar comparison between Hispanic and non-Hispanic
residents resulted in a rate for non-Hispanic residents
(108.0) nearly twice that for Hispanic residents (55.0).

Table C was created to check State variations in these
Hispanic rates. The table presents the nine States with the
most Hispanic people in 1986, and compares the rates of

Lakin KC, Hill BK, Bruininks RH, eds. An analysis of Medicaid’s
Intermediate Care Facility for the Mentally Retarded (ICF-MR)
Program. Minneapolis: Department of Educational Psychology,
University of Minnesota. 1985.

Hispanic versus non-Hispanic residents in MR facilities per
100,000 Hispanic and non-Hispanic population. These nine
States showed considerable variation from the total U.S.
rates mentioned above (55.0 for Hispanic and 108.0 for
non-Hispanic residents). In Arizona and Colorado, there
was virtually no difference between the rates for Hispanic
and non-Hispanic residents. In California, Illinois, and
Texas, the Hispanic rate was approximately half the rate for
non-Hispanic residents. In Florida, New Jersey, and New
York, the Hispanic rate was about one-third that for the
non-Hispanic residents. In the 41 States (and the District of
Columbia) not shown, the Hispanic rate was less than
two-thirds the non-Hispanic rate. Whether this reflects an
undercounting of Hispanic residents in MR facilities, a lack
of utilization of MR facilities by Hispanic persons, or a
lIower incidence of mental retardation for Hispanic persons
is not known at this time. However, it is interesting to note
that New Mexico had the opposite situation—its non-
Hispanic rate was two-thirds the Hispanic rate.

There was little difference in the percent of black
mentally retarded residents, regardless of size or ownership
of the facility (table 16). The range of percents went from a
JIow of 8.9 to a high of 14.3. The same also was true for the
Hispanic residents, whose percents ranged from 2.9 to 5.9.
When black MR residents were compared with MR resi-
dents who were not black (table 17), black residents were
somewhat more likely to be in government facilities (54 to
45 percent). The largest difference between Hispanic and
non-Hispanic MR resident populations was for the profit
facilities, where 34 percent of Hispanic residents and 24
percent of non-Hispanic residents resided.

For this report, intermediate care facilities for the
mentally retarded (ICF-MR’s) are defined as facilities for
the mentally retarded that either identified themselves as
ICF-MR in question 6 or reported having ICF-MR beds in
question 7d (see questionnaire in appendix II). In addition,
facilities meeting either of these requirements needed four
total beds or more to be counted as ICF-MR’s. This latter
requirement was added because of the ICF-MR participa-

Table C. Estimated number of Hispanic and non-Hispanic persons in the United States and in facilities for the mentally retarded, and
rates of residents in these facilities per 100,000 corresponding population, by selected States: United States, 1986

Eslimated Residents in
populations MR facilities MR
Non- Non- Non-
Stale Hispanic Hispanic Hispanic Hispanic Hispanic Hispanic
Rate per
Number In thousands Number 100,000 population

AllStates . . ... v i i i i e 18,497 222,581 10,181 240,291 §5.0 108.0
California . v v v v v v e e 6,192 20,789 3,701 24,442 59.8 117.6
TOXAS. + v v vt vttt i it e e 3,911 12,774 2,167 12,689 554 99.3
NOWYOrK . o v vt v vt it icii s i s 2,032 15,740 1,039 23,202 511 148.0
(o] Lo = 1,354 10,321 341 8,181 25.2 79.3
MINOIS &« v v st et e et e 769 10,783 418 12,203 54.4 113.2
NeWJersay . ..« v v v v i ettt i i i o v o 616 7,003 188 6,493 30.5 927
AZONA. v v v v i e e e 608 2,711 220 1,004 36.2 37.0
NewMexICO. . . . v v v v vt v it e e e i e 530 949 405 465 76.4 49.0
Colorado v . v v v i e i s 363 2,904 275 2,251 75.8 775
OtherStates . ......ovv i 2,122 138,607 1,427 149,271 67.2 107.7

11986 State estimates of Hispanic persons were computed using a 1986 national estimate and 1980 and 1988 State estimates of the Hispanic population as reported by the U.S. Bureau of the
Census.
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tion requirements that specify that four persons or more,
unrelated to the proprietor, be served. In addition, it has
been found that respondents in the very small facilities
frequently check the ICF-MR box erroneously because of a
lack of understanding of the ICF-MR program. The defini-
tion of ICF-MR’s is given in appendix III, along with
definitions of other terms used in this survey.

Based on this definition, there were 3,851 ICF-MR’s
and 10,788 non-ICF-MR’s (other-MR), as shown in table
18. The table indicates that among the largest MR facilities,
those with 100 beds or more, most were ICF-MR’s (78
percent). The opposite was true for the small facilities (4 to
9 beds): 73 percent were other-MR.

Similarly, table 19, which presents the distribution of
residents in these same facility categories, shows that 87
percent of the residents in the largest facilities were in
ICF-MR’s, and 71 percent in facilities with 4 to 9 beds were
in other-MR’s.

If the percents were calculated in the other direction
(by bed-size groups), the results would show that 70 per-
cent of ICF-MR residents were in these largest facilities,
compared with under 17 percent of the other-MR
residents.

Regarding ownership, almost half (5,224) of the other-
MR’s were profit facilities, compared with 29 percent
(1,106) of the ICF-MR’s. The ICF-MR’s had somewhat
higher percents of nonprofit facilities (50 to 42 percent)
and government facilities (22 to 10 percent). These figures
were derived from table 18.

The largest group of ICF-MR’s were the 1,222 non-
profit facilities with 4 to 9 beds that made up almost a third
of all ICF-MR’s. There were two such large groups of
other-MR’s, 2,774 profit facilities with 4 to 9 beds and
2,539 nonprofit facilities with 4 to 9 beds, each representing
approximately one-fourth of all other-MR’s. If the next two
largest groups of other-MR’s (profit and nonprofit facilities
with 1 to 3 beds) were added to the above groups of 4 to 9
beds, these four would constitute 7,581 of all other-MR’s
(70 percent).

Although most facilities for the mentally retarded were
profit and nonprofit, the largest facilities were those owned
by State or local governments. Table D shows that the
average bed size of the State or local government facilities
was 66.6 beds, compared with 10.5 for profit and 12.3 for
nonprofit facilities. The ICF-MR’s, which averaged 134.5
beds (six to eight times higher than the profit and nonprofit
facilities), were the major source of this differential. The
other-MR’s averaged 13.8 beds in the State or local govern-
ment facilities, which was only moderately higher than the
profit (8.4 beds) and nonprofit (10.7 beds) facilities.
Table D also indicates that ICF-MR’s were larger than
other-MR’s in every ownership category.

Table 19 shows some distinctive differences between
the numbers of residents in ICF-MR’s and residents in
other-MR’s. For instance, more than 88 percent of all
residents in government MR facilities were in ICF-MR’s. In
contrast, only 35 percent of all residents in profit facilities
and 40 percent in nonprofit facilities were in ICF-MR’s.
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Table D. Average bed capacity of facilities for the mentally
retarded, by type of ownership and facility: United States, 1986

MR faciity
Intermediate
Type of ownership All care Other

Alltypes ofownership . . . .. ..... 18.4 42.5 9.8
Profit. . . .....oviiii i 10.5 20.5 8.4
Nonprofit . ................. 12.3 16.3 10.7
Federal Government . . .. ....... 17.1 39.7 6.7
State or local government. . . .. ... 66.6 134.5 13.8

The largest group of ICF-MR residents was the 92,517 in
government facilities having 100 beds or more—almost 61
percent of all ICF-MR residents. There was no one such
large group of residents in any ownership or bed category
for the other-MR’s; however, four groups stood apart from
the rest: profit facilities with 4 to 9 beds, profit facilities
with 16 to 99 beds, nonprofit facilities with 4 to 9 beds, and
nonprofit facilities with 16 to 99 beds. Together, these four
groups made up 57 percent of the total.

Table 20 presents the age breakdown of residents in
ICF-MR’s versus other-MR’s by ownership categories.
Overall, there was less than a 4-percent difference between
ICF-MR and other-MR residents in any of the age groups.
This was somewhat misleading because of the very large
numbers of residents in the age group 22 to 64 years. By
ignoring this group and comparing only the groups for
children and the aged, the differences between these two
groups become clearer. As seen in table 14 and again here
under all MR’s, the nonprofit facilities had many times
more children than aged residents. Table 20 further shows
that this was true whether the nonprofit facility was an
ICF-MR or an other-MR. The profit facilities showed little
distinction between ICF-MR’s and other-MR’s, with a
slightly higher ratio of children to aged residents in the
ICF-MR’s. However, in the government facilities a notice-
able difference emerged. For ICF-MR’s there were nearly
twice as many children as aged, but for other-MR’s there
were more aged than children.

State counts of ICF-MR’s and other-MR’s are shown
in table 21, and their residents are shown in table 22.
Forty-five States had more other-MR’s than ICF-MR’s (in
most cases, many times more). Five States (Indiana, Loui-
siana, Minnesota, Rhode Island, and Texas) and the Dis-
trict of Columbia had more ICF-MR’s; of these, Louisiana
had almost 13 times as many ICF-MR’s, and Minnesota
had more than 7 times as many.

Table 23 shows the percent distribution of black and
Hispanic residents in facilities for the mentally retarded by
type of ownership and type of MR facility, and thencom-
pares these with the corresponding percent distributions for
residents who were not black and for non-Hispanic resi-
dents. The comparisons show very little difference between
black residents and those who were not black, with no more
than a 10.1-percent difference in any comparison. The
difference was even less between Hispanic and
non-Hispanic residents, with no more than a 5.0-percent
difference in any of the comparisons.
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Table 1. Number of facilities for the mentally retarded, number of Table 2. Residents in facilities for the mentally retarded per

beds, and number of residents, by State: United States, 1986 100,000 population and ranking, by State: United States, 1986
Slale Facilities Beds Residents Slale Rate Ranking
Number AllStates . . ...... .. it 103.9 .
AliStates . .. ............... 14,639 269,954 250,472 03 258.1 1
Minnesota. . ....... i 203.0 2
Alabama. . . ..........00un.n 41 1,587 1,484 NorthDakota...........ovuunuunnnns 187.9 3
Alaska . . v cvvn it i 15 205 169 SouthDakota. . .............coovun 183.5 4
Afizona .......... ... 20 1,273 1,224 Massachusefts. . ... ...........vuuun. 159.3 5
AKaNSas . .. ...ov i 40 1,987 1,917 Michigan. . . ..., 153.6 6
California . . ................ 2,798 31,499 28,143 WYOMING « oo vv it ie i vieeeeneennns 149.1 7
Colorado . ... vii e 142 2,599 2,526 MaiNe ..t e e e 146.6 8
Connecticut. . . .............. 236 3,590 3,406 VEBIMONL. « v it it et e iee e enneeanns 137.3 9
Delaware . ............0.ue 22 699 669 NeWYOrK . . .o i ettt i i i i e 136.9 10
District of Columbia. . .. ........ 60 392 383 WISCONSIN. & oo v v v it et i e e i 132.8 11
Florida. . . ...covviinvennnn, 447 8,950 8,522 Rhodelsland . . ... ...ccovveriennenn. 128.1 12
Georgla . ........... .. 279 4,318 3,985 MISSOUM . . o ot v et i e e e it e i i 126.2 13
Hawail. . .......... v 136 1,008 882 SouthCarolina. . . ...covviviveerneann 124.3 14
ldaho. .................... 49 1,004 933 Louisiana . . ..« vt it i e 120.1 15
Minols . ..., 21 13,112 12,621 KAMSAS. « « e vt vv e ennneennnnnnnns 114.3 16
Indiana ................... 232 4,789 4,480 OKIahOMA. . .ttt i e e i en e eieanaenns 113.7 17
lowa.........ooiiiienn 220 8,356 7,359 Pennsylvania. . . .. ..o h it i 112.3 18
Kansas. .. ....oovvunnnennn 1 3,131 2,811 Nebraska . . .. v oo i in et et 110.1 19
Kentucky . .........vouvn.n. 94 1,944 1,891 MiNOIS .. vt vr it e it i s 109.3 20
louistana . . .. ..o e 139 5,752 5,407 connecticut. . . ..o vttt i e 106.8 21
Maine ....oovvviiiinnnn 218 1,848 1,720 DEIAWANE - . oo e v vttt e e i 105.7 22
Maryland . ...........oo il 164 4,254 3,694 (07111 (o)1 N 104.3 23
Massachusetts. . ............. 546 9,741 9,293 Washington. .. ................. ... 96.9 24
Michigan . ................. 1,858 15,552 14,045 NorthCarolin@. . ....covveevernnnnn 96.5 25
Minnesota, .. ............... 406 9,118 8,553 [0 117 T 95.3 26
MisSISSIPPI + v v v e i 29 2,031 1,867 Oregom. . .ot ittt e e 93.2 27
Missourf. . ......... ..o h 510 6,943 6,391 1daho. ..ot e e 93.1 28
Montana. . ................. 63 768 71 NewHampshire . .. . ... vveiennennnn 90.6 29
Nebraska . ................. 183 1,867 1,760 TOXAS. o v v vt e 89.1 30
Nevada ................... 54 527 376 NeWJEISEY . o vt vt v it v iin i eeeineaann 87.7 31
New Hampshire . . . . .......... 116 1,019 930 Montana. ...............oviunnnn. 86.8 32
Newdersey................. 276 7,173 6,681 Maryland .. ... ..ol e 83.8 33
NewMexico . ............... 52 1,002 870 Hawall . . .o vir it e i e et ieenn 83.1 34
NewYork. ................. 1,484 25,649 24,331 INdi@ana. . « . oot vt ir et it e 81.4 35
NorthCarolina. . ............. 283 5,693 5,349 Utah . ..o e 79.9 36
NorhDakota. . .............. 37 1,332 1,276 ATKaNSas . . ... ...t iinniennnonans 78.4 37
Ohio . ......coviivinnvn.. 649 10,660 10,244 TONNESSEO . 4 v v vt v vt en s vnennannss 78.0 38
Okfahoma. . . . . e 72 4,141 3,757 Colorado . ... vvviviir it e 773 39
Oregon . .................. 92 2,561 2,514 Flofida. . . oo it in e 73.0 40
Pennsylvania. . .............. 723 14,681 13,354 Mississippl. . .. oot ii e e 71.1 41
Rhode Island. . ... ... Ce e 119 1,286 1,249 GEOGIA & v v vt v v e i i e 65.3 42
South Carolina. . ... .. e 112 4,291 4,198 Virginda. . .. oo e e 59.8 43
South Dakota . ...... e 51 1,339 1,299 NEeWMEXICO. . .. v v v it i it erennenn 58.8 44
TONNESSee . . .o v v vi v e v s 181 3,982 3,747 Districtof Columbia. . .. .. .cvvevnenn.. 54.0 45
TEXAS o\ v ittt 274 16,395 14,856 Kenfucky . .....coviiiininnnnnnn.n 50.7 46
Uah.............. ... ... 24 1,419 1,331 WestVirginia . . . .. ... ... oo 44.9 47
Vermont. . .............. . 88 825 743 Nevada . .........oiivernunnennnn. 39.0 48
Viginia .. ... ...l . 112 4,604 4,226 AfZONA o v v vt s e et ne st e e 38.3 49
Washington. . . . ............. 180 4,487 4,323 ABDEMA, . .o i e 36.6 50
WestVirginia, .. .........o00 32 920 862 Alaska ........... e 316 51
Wiseonsin. .. ... . oLl 293 6,868 6,354
Wyoming . ................. 16 783 756




Table 3. Number of facilities for the mentally retarded by bed-size group and State: United States, 1986

1-9 10-15 16-99 100 beds
Stale Tolal beds beds beds or more
Number
AllStates . ............ e e 14,639 10,606 2,097 1,531 405
Alabama. + + v v v v s e e e e 41 30 5 3 3
Alaska . . v v e 15 8 6 1 -
ANZONA, o v v v vt et e e e 90 75 2 11 2
AKANSAS .+ v vt v v vt it et e s 40 9 10 16 5
Calfornia o v o v v h e e e e 2,798 2,332 258 184 24
Colorado .. .vvvn it i ittt 142 113 12 14 3
Connecticut. . . . oo i it i 236 154 45 36 1
Delaware . . ... oo v v v i vttt e it e 22 14 2 5 1
Districtof Columbla. .. .........ccovu.. 60 57 -~ 3 -
Florlda. .. ... i ittt i s i i 447 219 94 122 12
Georgia v o v v i e e 279 258 5 8 8
Hawall o . v v v v e v e et e et e eee v e et 136 132 1 2 1
ldaho. ... ... i e 49 29 6 13 1
Minois ... «o oo vttt e e 211 55 36 86 34
Indlana. . .o oo v e e e 232 206 3 14 9
e 220 76 61 63 20
Kansas. . v v v vt vt vt it e e 91 44 23 19 5
Kentucky . ....oovviiiiniii i, 94 79 1 10 4
LOWSIANa « v vt e i e e 139 104 8 13 14
Mainge .....civiiiini it 218 181 14 22 1
Maryland . ... ..o i e e 164 125 8 22 9
Massachuselts . . . .... .. oviv v i 546 460 26 50 10
Michlgan. . . ..o oo i it e 1,858 1,519 216 110 13
Minnesota. . ................ e 406 177 136 78 15
MiSSISSIPPE. « v v v v e e e e e 29 10 8 1 10
MisSOUM . . v v vt v i e e e 510 392 52 56 10
Montana. . . .. .o cv ittt et 63 58 2 2 1
Nebraska . « v oo vv vt e v ie e i 183 159 15 6 3
Nevada . ..... ..o, 54 49 1 3 1
NewHampshlre . .. .......... .. ... ... 116 103 9 2 2
NEeW JOISeY « & v v v v vt vt e eemvaee e 276 223 14 30 9
New Mexico. ... .. e e e 52 39 7 4 2
NewYork . ... ... .o 1,484 910 481 59 34
NothQGarolina. . ........c..cvvvevnn. 283 242 10 22 9
Northbakota.......... ..o, 37 18 7 10 2
[0 11 J 649 447 81 104 17
Oklahoma. . .. ... .o v it i riinn e 72 25 16 19 12
(07 (=T o ¢ 92 27 44 20 1
Pennsylvanfa ., . . ..... .o, 723 582 39 80 22
Rhodelsland . . ... ......... ... .. .... 119 95 18 4 2
SouthCarolina. . . ......ccov v i v 112 66 15 23 8
South Dakota, . . . . et 51 12 29 7 3
Tennessee . ... .. e e e 181 119 42 16 4
TeXas. .o v v e e e 274 96 101 48 29
1 L 24 11 2 9 2
Varmont. ........ e e 88 72 11 4 1
virginia, . .o e e e 112 60 30 16 6
Washington. .. ........ ..o, 180 87 41 46 6
WestVirginla . . . ......... ... v, 32 18 5 7 2
WISCONSIN . « . v v v i v e s 293 225 37 20 11
WYomMINg « . oo v e e e 16 5 2 8 1




Table 4. Percent distribution of facilities for the mentally retarded by bed-size group, according to State: United States, 1986

1-9 10-15 16-99 100 beds
State Total beds beds beds or more

Percent distribution

AllStates . ... ...ttt it 100.0 72.4 143 10.5 2.8
Alabama. .. ......... s 100.0 73.2 12.2 7.3 7.3
Alaska . . ... e e e 100.0 53.3 40.0 6.7 -
AfZONA. . . . it i e 100.0 83.3 2.2 12.2 22
ATKANSES . . .o vttt ittt et 100.0 225 25.0 40.0 12.5
California . ... ..., 100.0 83.3 9.2 6.6 0.9
Colorado .. ........ i 100.0 79.6 8.5 9.9 2.1

Connecticut. .. ......... o i, 100.0 65.3 19.1 15.3 0.4
Delaware . .............. e e e 100.0 63.6 9.1 22,7 4.5
Districtof Columbia. . .. ............... 100.0 95.0 - 5.0 -
Flotida. . .....cooiii i i oansns 100.0 49.0 21.0 27.3 2.7
[0 = T {1 100.0 925 1.8 29 29
Hawail . . .....vvv v e e e 100.0 97.1 0.7 1.5 0.7
Idaho, ..o v i i e e 100.0 59.2 12.2 26.5 2.0
MINOIS ... .o v it it 100.0 26.1 171 40.8 16.1

Indiana. . .. ...t i ittt 100.0 88.8 13 6.0 3.9
L 100.0 34.5 27.7 28.6 9.1

Kansas. . . . v v v v i v i it i i 100.0 484 25.3 20.9 5.5
Kentucky ........... e h e 100.0 84.0 1.1 10.6 4.3
Louisiana . . ... .cv vt i i e 100.0 74.8 5.8 9.4 10.1

Maine ......c. ittt 100.0 83.0 6.4 10.1 0.5
Maryland . ... ... ittt i e 100.0 76.2 4.9 13.4 5.5
Massachusells. . .. .... P 100.0 84.2 4.8 9.2 1.8
Michigan. . . ........... ... ... 100.0 81.8 11.6 5.9 0.7
Minnesota. . ........ i . 100.0 43.6 33.5 19.2 3.7
Mississippl. . . oo oo i e e 100.0 34.5 27.6 34 34.5
MissoUr . . . .. .ot e i e e e 100.0 76.9 10.2 11.0 2.0
Montana. . . ... ...ttt e e 100.0 92.1 3.2 3.2 1.6
Nebraska . . ..... ..ot iennn 100.0 86.9 8.2 3.3 1.6
Nevada .. ...ttt niennnaans 100.0 90.7 1.9 5.6 1.9
NewHampshire . .. ......... ... v 100.0 88.8 7.8 1.7 1.7
Newdersey.........covi i 100.0 80.8 5.1 10.9 3.3
NewMexico. . . . ... i nan 100.0 75.0 13.5 7.7 3.8
NewYorK . . ..o it r i ittt i s i 100.0 61.3 324 4.0 2.3
NorthCarolina.............couuevnn. 100.0 85.5 3.5 7.8 3.2
NorthDakota..........cooiievieunas 100.0 48.6 18.9 27.0 5.4
[0 1o 100.0 68.9 12,5 16.0 2,6
Oklahoma. . .. ...t nnnnas 100.0 34.7 222 26.4 16.7
[0 =T o 1 100.0 29.3 47.8 21.7 1.4

Pennsylvania. . . .. .o oo ve it 100.0 80.5 54 1141 3.0
Rhodelsland . . ..................... 100.0 79.8 15.1 3.4 1.7
SouthCarolina. . ........ccvvvvvrnn. 100.0 58.9 13.4 20.5 71
South Dakota. . . . . e 100.0 23.5 56.9 13.7 5.9
TEnNNessee . ... ... ittt 100.0 65.7 23.2 8.8 2.2
= 100.0 35.0 36.9 17.5 10.6
Ulah . .. i e i i e e . 100.0 45.8 8.3 375 8.3
Vermont. . . ... ...t e e 100.0 81.8 12.5 4.5 1.1
Virginia. . . . oo et e e e 100.0 53.6 26.8 14.3 54
Washington. . ..................... . 100.0 48.3 228 25.6 3.3
WestVirginia . . . ..o v v ii i e i i 100.0 56.2 15.6 21.9 6.2
WIsCONsin. . ..... ... ... 100.0 76.8 12.6 6.8 3.8
WYomimg . ... v i it i ii e 100.0 31.3 125 50.0 6.2

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.
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Table 5. Number of residents in facilities for the mentally retarded by bed-size group and State: United States, 1986

1-9 10-15 16-99 100 beds
State Total beds beds beds or more
Number

AllStates . ... ... .. it 250,472 50,049 23,444 54,090 122,889
AlabaMA. v e it e e 1,484 177 52 122 1,133
Alaska . .« o o i v e e e 169 40 64 65 -
AZONA. o v v v et i et e e 1,224 397 24 445 358
ATKANSAS + v v v v v e e v e e 1,917 69 117 459 1,272
Galifornia . v oo v ve v e v i e e 28,143 9,999 2,816 6,910 8,418
Coloradd . v oo v it e 2,526 775 150 610 991
Connecticut. . .. ..o v v i i it i e 3,406 736 522 1,040 1,108
Dolaware . . . v v v v v v sttt b e 669 85 23 155 406
Districtof Columbia., . .. ...... v v 383 307 - 76 -
[ Lo o - N 8,522 1,023 1,018 3,784 2,697
€= TaT (v |- L 3,985 919 36 417 2,613
Hawall . . . . . oot i i e e i 882 519 5 67 291
05 - 1 T Y 933 200 73 351 309
MNOIS . . v v vt ittt it e it i e e nna 12,621 256 463 3,976 7,926
Indiana. . . .. e et 4,480 1,103 33 669 2,675
o 7,359 505 725 2,856 3,273
KaNSAS. . v v v v v vn v vt en e nnneonn 2,811 232 267 906 1,406
Kentucky « .o v i i iii i iei i 1,891 246 10 480 1,155
Louisiana « v . v v v v i e 5,407 608 88 583 4,128
Malng . ..ottt in ittt e 1,720 678 179 578 285
Maryland . ... o0 v v ih i i e e 3,694 489 90 773 2,342
Massachusetts . . ... v v cv v i v ae e 9,293 2,319 285 1,934 4,755
Michigan, . . ..ot in et e i e e 14,045 6,820 2,276 2,303 2,646
MINNESOMA. . v . v v v v ot e es v e 8,553 1,150 1,738 2,610 3,055
MiSSISSIPPL. v v v v e v e e e 1,867 69 89 15 1,694
Missouri . . ... .. e e 6,391 1,771 573 1,408 2,639
Montana. . .......ccv i it 711 418 20 68 205
NEDIaSKA « v v v v vv v vt ii it i i e 1,760 729 145 162 724
Navada . ...... .00ttt ennenns 376 192 15 120 49
NewHampshire . .. ......coovvvve e 930 457 98 56 318
Nawdarsey. .. ... ... ivviivennnnn 6,681 772 149 873 4,887
NeWMeXICO. .. v v v i s vn s v ees i enna s 870 216 69 108 477
NeWYOrK . o oo v vr i i r ittt i e 24,331 4,421 5,281 2,190 12,439
NothCarolina., . .....ovvevviine s 5,349 1,235 100 675 3,339
NorthDakota, . ......c v vv v vi i 1,276 132 79 395 670
[0 1« 10,244 2,139 208 3,530 3,667
OKIAhOMA. « v v v v v v v v e i s v st v e e ans 3,757 182 170 885 2,520
L0 =T o] T 2,514 143 485 615 1,271
Pannsylvania. . . .o v oo i v i 13,354 2,316 440 3,212 7,386
Rhodelsland . . . ... ... ... viinnnnn 1,249 482 188 132 447
SouthCaroling., . ..o v v vt v i it et v e 4,198 471 166 890 2,671
South Dakota. . . .. TS 1,299 98 344 207 650
TONNASSEE . v v v vt v v v v v i n e et v 3,747 735 435 475 2,102
TOXBS. v v v o v vt e s s ettt 14,856 610 1,194 2,123 10,929
L 1,331 83 29 481 738
Vermont. . o . v vttt e e e 743 319 133 97 194
VIRgINIAL, &+ v v e s i i e 4,226 361 341 499 3,025
Washington. . .. ..... ..o 4,323 545 466 1,420 1,892
WestVirginla . . ..o viin i 862 98 46 230 428
Wisconsin. . .. ov i v it e 6,354 1,370 407 722 3,855
Wyoming . ... cvv vttt i e 756 33 20 273 430
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Table 6. Percent distribution of residents in facilities for the mentally retarded by bed-size group, according to State: United States, 1986

All 1-9 10-15 16-99 100 beds
Stale beds beds beds beds or more
Percent distribution
AllStates . ... ... . it et 100.0 20.0 9.4 21.6 49.1
Alabama. . . ... oo i e e 100.0 11.9 3.5 8.2 76.3
2 = 1< 100.0 23.7 37.9 38.5 -
AZONA. . v v ot e it ettt et st naenes 100.0 324 2.0 36.4 29,2
AKENSAS « o oo v it e it i e i 100.0 3.6 6.1 23.9 66.4
California .. ........... e 100.0 35.5 10.0 24.6 29.9
Colorado ............. e 100.0 30.7 59 241 39.2
Connecticut. .. ......... e 100.0 21.6 15.3 30.5 325
Delaware . ... ....... it inannn 100.0 12.7 3.4 23.2 60.7
Districtof Columbia. . .. ............... 100.0 80.2 - 19.8 -
Florida. . ...t iiininneernnns 100.0 12.0 11.9 44.4 31.6
Georgla . . ... e e i e 100.0 23.1 0.9 10.5 65.6
Hawall ... ... ... it i i e nee s 100.0 58.8 0.6 7.6 33.0
e = L 100.0 21.4 7.8 37.6 33.1
11174 Te 100.0 2.0 37 31.5 62.8
Indiana. . . . ...oot i iiiiiii i 100.0 24.6 0.7 14.9 59.7
1 100.0 6.9 9.9 38.8 445
Kansas. . .. ...vviiv i iiininnnnnens 100.0 8.3 9.5 32.2 50.0
Kentucky .. ...... ... i iinnn 100.0 13.0 0.5 25.4 61.1
Loulsiana . . ...t eenn 100.0 11.2 1.6 10.8 76.3
MalNe ... ..t iiiinieninnrnnns 100.0 39.4 10.4 33.6 16.6
Maryland ... ...ttt it e 100.0 13.2 24 20.9 63.4
Massachusetts. . . . ......... v 100.0 25.0 3.1 20.8 51.2
Mchigan. . . ...ttt i 100.0 48.6 16.2 16.4 18.8
Minnesota. . . ... .ttt 100.0 13.4 20.3 30.5 35.7
MISSISSIPPI. « v . v v v v v i i i e e 100.0 3.7 4.8 0.8 90.7
MiSSOUM . . . .ottt it it i e a e e 100.0 27.7 9.0 22.0 41.3
Montana. . ............o.... PP 100.0 58.8 2.8 9.6 28.8
Nebraska . . ... covvvviiiniinnnnans 100.0 41.4 8.2 9.2 411
Nevada ..........¢ o0 P 100.0 51.1 4.0 31.9 13.0
New Hampshire . .. ........... PRSI 100.0 49.1 10.5 6.0 34.3
Newdersey. .. ... ..ot in e 100.0 11.6 2.2 13.1 73.1
NeWMeXICO. . . . v v i v s i i e s ea e ennss 100.0 24.8 7.9 124 54.8
NewYork . . ............ PN 100.0 18.2 21.7 9.0 51.1
NorthCarolina.........oiivivnvnnenn 100.0 23.1 1.9 12.6 62.4
NothDakota. .........covvenvennnnn 100.0 10.3 6.2 31.0 525
Ohio . ..ot it e e it i e e e 100.0 20.9 8.9 34.5 35.8
OKIanoma. . .. .o v ottt eennvenneanns 100.0 4.8 4.5 23.6 67.1
L8 (=T [0 £ TR 100.0 57 19.3 245 50.6
Pennsylvania............... .00 100.0 17.3 3.3 24.1 553
Rhodelsland............cciinnns 100.0 38.6 15.1 10.6 35.8
SouthCarolina. . .......ccivvnvnnennsn 100.0 11.2 4.0 21.2 63.6
SouthDakota. . . .....covviivinnnnnnn 100.0 7.5 26.5 15.9 50.0
TONNESSEL . .. v v v v is v i i e 100.0 19.6 116 127 56.1
1= - 100.0 41 8.0 14.3 73.6
Utah . ... o i i e 100.0 6.2 22 36.1 55.4
Vermont. . . .o i it e 100.0 42.9 17.9 13.1 26.1
viiginia. . .. .. e i e 100.0 8.5 8.1 11.8 71.6
Washington. .. . ...ttt 100.0 12.6 10.8 32.8 43.8
WestVirginla . . ... ... ivinivnavenennn 100.0 11.4 53 33.6 49.7
Wisconsin. . ....... P e 100.0 21.6 6.4 114 60.7
Wyoming ......... N 100.0 4.4 2.6 36.1 56.9

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.
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Table 7. Numbers and percent distributions of facilities for the mentally retarded and of residents by bed-size group, according to type

of ownership: United States, 1986

1-9 10-15 16-99 100 beds
Type of ownership Total beds beds beds or more
Number
Allfacilities . . ...t 14,639 10,606 2,097 1,531 405
22 1) {1 6,330 4,884 737 630 79
Nonprofit . ........ .. oo 6,396 4,567 1,062 683 84
Government . ......... . i 1,913 1,155 298 218 242
Percent distribution
Allfacilities . .. v v e v v it i e e e 100.0 72.5 14.3 10.5 28
Profit . oo oo e et i e 100.0 77.2 11.6 10.0 1.2
Nonprofit .......... i 100.0 71.4 16.6 10.7 1.3
Government ... .. it e 100.0 60.4 15.6 11.4 12.7
Number
Allresidents. .« .o oo v vt v it 250,472 50,049 23,444 54,080 122,889
Proft . .. v vt i e e e 60,560 20,127 8,289 21,390 10,754
Nonprofit . ....... ..o 75,193 24,447 11,922 24,322 14,502
Government . ........ . i 114,719 5,475 3,233 8,378 97,633
Percent distribution

Allresidents. .. ........ooiii s 100.0 20.0 9.4 21.6 49.1
Proftt . ..o o e e e 100.0 33.2 13.7 35.3 17.8
Nonmprofit . ....... .o, 100.0 325 159 32.3 19.3
Government .. ... ... it 100.0 4.8 2.8 7.3 85.1

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.
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Table 8. Number of facilities for the mentally retarded, by type of ownership, bed size, and State: United States, 1986

Total Profit Nonprofit Government
1-15 16 beds 1~15 16 beds 1-15 16 beds 1-15 16 bads
Slate beds or more beds or more beds or more beds or more
Number
AllStates . . . . ... cvi vt r i 12,703 1,936 5,621 709 5,629 767 1,453 460
Alabama. . . ..o v v vt i 35 6 11 - 21 3 3 3
Alaska. . .....cvovve i ann 14 1 1 - 13 - - 1
AfZONA . . vt vt i 77 13 24 2 40 8 13 3
Arkansas . .........oveuun.n 19 21 1 4 18 10 - 7
Calfornia ... ............... 2,590 208 1,944 144 483 51 163 13
Colorado . ... . cv v i enn 125 17 23 8 99 6 3 3
Connecticut. . . .............. 199 37 39 6 99 6 61 25
Delaware . . .. .....ocvvnvenn 16 6 2 3 12 2 2 1
District of Columbia. . ... ....... 57 3 19 - 36 3 2 -
Florida..........ccouiveu..n 313 134 130 38 166 65 17 31
Georgia . ......... ., 263 16 128 1 48 3 87 12
Hawafi............oooon 133 3 94 2 30 - 9 1
o =1 o o 2N 35 14 19 13 16 - - 91
11170 T 91 120 13 36 73 70 5 14
Indiana . .................. 209 23 70 10 124 5 15 8
lowa . ... i i i e 137 83 10 9 121 26 6 48
Kansas. . . .« v v vvv e enn. 67 24 6 10 58 10 3 4
Kentucky . ..« o v i i e ie v n e 80 14 54 5 12 5 14 4
Louisiana . .. .. .ovovvvve e . 112 27 28 4 73 14 11 9
Maine ..........c.oiiivnn 195 23 124 13 59 6 12 4
Maryland . .. ............... 133 31 13 2 103 21 17 8
Massachusetts. . . ............ 486 60 48 k] 416 38 22 11
Michigan . ................. 1,735 123 1,014 71 581 44 140 8
Minnesota. . . ....... ... 313 93 172 37 140 45 1 "
Mississippl ... ..., 18 11 6 5 2 1 10 5
Missouri. ... .....cooiveian. 444 66 244 34 159 22 ] 10
Montana. . .. ......c.vvivnnn 60 3 2 - 57 1 1 2
Nebraska . ... ...cconvvevvnnn 174 9 20 2 64 4 90 3
Nevada . . ....... ... ..o 50 4 19 1 21 1 10 2
New Hampshire . . .. .......... 112 4 47 - 61 1 4 3
Newdersey................. 237 39 149 22 a9 8 19 . 9
NewMexico . ............... 46 [} 10 - 33 4 3 2
NewYork. ... ....c.vueveen 1,391 93 313 10 693 55 385 28
NorthCarolina. . ............. 252 31 88 12 136 11 28 8
NorthDakofa. . ... ........... 25 12 - 1 24 8 1 3
[0 1o 528 121 176 22 313 50 39 49
Oklahoma. .........cv0vuun 41 31 3 18 38 10 - 3
(07 (=Te o] ¢ 71 21 11 6 59 13 1 2
Pennsylvania. . . ............. 621 102 182 33 410 48 29 21
Rhodelsland. . ... ........... 113 6 4 2 72 2 37 2
SouthCarolina. . ............. 81 31 29 5 31 6 21 20
SouthDakota . .............. 41 10 3 - 38 8 - 2
TEnnessee . . ..o v v v vn i 161 20 18 7 128 7 15 6
TeXas . ..o i v i it e e 197 77 65 33 65 22 67 22
Utah . ... . ottt ie e 13 11 - 10 10 - 3 1
Vermont. . .......... ... 83 5 52 3 27 1 4 1
virginia ... e 90 22 21 6 43 8 26 8
Washington. . . .............. 128 52 46 30 81 14 1 8
WestVirginia. . . ............. 23 9 3 2 20 3 - 4
Wisconsin., . . ... 262 3t 121 16 129 10 12 5
Wyoming . ................. 7 9 2 - 5 8 - 1
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Table 9. Numbers of facilities for the mentally retarded and of residents, by ownership and State: United States, 1986

Facilities Residents
All All
Slale facilities Proiit Nonprofit Government facilities Profit Nonprofit Government
Number
AliStates . .. ............... 14,639 6,330 6,396 1,913 250,472 60,560 75,193 114,719
Alabama, .« v v v vv i 41 11 24 6 1,484 49 281 1,154
Alaska.......... ..o, 15 1 13 1 169 3 101 65
Arzona . ... i e e 90 26 48 16 1,224 178 522 524
APKANSAS . . v v v v e 40 5 28 7 1,917 144 407 1,366
Calfornia.................. 2,798 2,088 534 176 28,143 15,775 5,448 6,920
Colorado . .o v v v v i i e v v 142 31 105 6 2,526 554 970 1,002
Connecticut, . .. ... oo 236 45 105 86 3,406 330 770 2,306
Delaware . .. ...ov v oann 22 5 14 3 669 59 191 419
District of Columbia., . .. ........ 60 19 39 2 383 91 289 3
Florida. . ..o oo v e v i e e e 447 168 231 48 8,522 1,962 3,612 2,948
Georgia . v v v v v i e 279 129 51 99 3,985 509 336 3,140
Hawall,............coon... 136 96 30 10 882 430 128 324
Idaho. . v v h v e e 49 32 16 1 933 485 139 309
Minois . ..o v vv i i e 211 49 143 19 12,621 2,509 5,506 4,608
Indiana ........covvie i 232 80 129 23 4,480 1,326 1,012 2,142
IOWA . v v v v e v e e e 220 19 147 54 7,359 721 2,715 3,923
KaNSAS. + v v v v v vt v i i e 91 16 68 7 2,811 663 812 1,336
Kemtucky . .o oo viv i en e e e e 94 59 17 18 1,891 819 273 799
Louisiana . . ... cv i e e 139 32 87 20 5,407 580 1,697 3,130
Malne . ... v v v i i e 218 137 65 16 1,720 800 486 434
Maryland . ... . cv v ii i oo 164 15 124 25 3,694 82 1,416 2,196
Massachusetts. . .. ........... 546 59 454 33 9,293 521 4,208 4,563
Michigan . ........ .. ....... 1,858 1,085 625 148 14,045 7,018 4,439 2,588
Minnesota. . ... .. .. e 406 209 185 12 8,553 3,080 3,151 2,312
Mississippl . .. oo v oo 29 11 3 15 1,867 642 33 1,192
Missourl, . .. oo i il 510 278 181 51 6,391 1,989 2,182 2,220
Montana. . .. ......ov i 63 2 58 3 711 17 429 265
Nebraska . . ............ ... 183 22 68 93 1,760 245 578 937
Nevada . ..o v vvnvn v ve i 54 20 22 12 376 59 139 178
NewHampshire. .. ........... 116 47 62 7 930 1998 361 370
Newdarsey. ... ......vovvnnn 276 171 77 28 6,681 952 872 4,857
NewMexico . ............... 52 10 37 5 870 56 320 494
NewYork. .. . v v ve v v v e i e 1,484 323 748 413 24,331 2,209 8,253 13,869
NorthCarolina. . ............. 283 100 147 36 5,349 846 1,248 3,255
NorthDakota, . . ............. 37 1 32 4 1,276 46 454 776
Ohlo......... v 649 198 363 88 10,244 1,840 4,332 4,072
OKlahoma. . . .. v v v v v v v n v v 72 21 48 3 3,757 1,518 925 1,314
Oregon « v v v v vt en e va e 92 17 72 3 2,514 259 886 1,369
Pennsylvania. . . . ............ 723 215 458 50 13,354 2,413 5,150 5,791
Bhodelsland.:. . ............. 118 6 74 39 1,249 85 554 610
SouthCarolina, . .. ... ..o 112 34 37 41 4,198 420 473 3,305
SouthDakota . .............. 51 3 46 2 1,299 33 763 503
TENNESSER . v v v v v v v v v v v n e 181 25 135 21 3,747 383 1,118 2,246
TEXAS v v v v v v v e e 274 98 87 89 14,856 3,170 2,498 9,188
L0 L £ 24 10 10 4 1,331 568 90 673
vermont. . .. i e 88 55 28 5 743 365 163 215
viigila o0 e i 12 27 51 34 4,226 287 676 3,263
Washington, . . .............. 180 76 95 9 4,323 1,270 1,167 1,886
WestVirginia. . .........cvvt 32 5 23 4 862 98 194 570
Wisconsin. .. . ..o vv i 293 137 139 17 6,354 1,882 2,110 2,362
Wyoming . ................. 16 2 13 1 756 1 315 430
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Table 10. Occupancy rates of facilities for the mentally retarded,

by State: United States, 1986

Table 11. Number of residents in facilities for the mentally
retarded, by age group and State: United States, 1986

Slate

Percent

AllStates. . . ... it i ittt i e e e

Alabama. .. ... ... . i i i e
AlBSKA ot vttt e i e e
- 7. ] 2t U
ATKANSES. « v v v vt ittt s at st
Califormia. . . oo v v i i e e e
Colorado. . v« vttt i i e e
Connecticut. .. ... iii it ii e e
Delaware. . . ... vt i e
DistrictofColumbia . . . ... ...............
Florida . ... i it ittt it ie s st een s

Hawaii . ... .. ..ottt it i e

Maryland. . . .. ... .. i e
Massachuselts . . ............... ... ...
Michigan. . . .. ..o vttt it iien e
Minnesota. . ... cov ittt it
MisSISSIPPI. « o v v v e e i e e e
MiSSOUN . . . . v vttt it i i it
Montana. . . ..o cv it ittt e

NewHampshire ... ........ ...
Newdersey . .. ... i ii it iiii e iennn
NewMexiCo. . . . .o v i ittt tieen v
NewYork ......... .o,

L =T (o 3
Pennsylvania . . .. ... iei it
Rhodelslfand .. ........ ...,
SouthCarolina. . . ..o ov v ittt i e
SouthDakota. . ........ oo ennn.

Virginia. . .« oo e i e e e
Washinglon. ... ..................c...
WestVirginia . . . .......... ... ... ...,
Wisconsin . . ... .. ittt e i e

WYOMING. -« o it et e it e e e enne e

92.8

93.5
82.4
96.2
96.5
89.3
97.2
94.9
95.7
97.7
95.2
92.3
87.5
929
96.2
93.5
88.1
89.8
97.3
94.0
93.1
86.8
954
90.3
93.8
91.9
92.0
92,6
94.3
713
91.3
93.1
86.8
94.9
94.0
95.8
96.1
90.7
98.2
91.0
97.1
97.8
97.0
94.1
90.6
93.8
90.1
91.8
96.3
93.7
92.5
96.6

16

Under22  22-64 65 years
State All ages? years years  and over
Number
AliStates .. ........... 250,472 40,954 190,469 19,049
Alabama. ............. 1,484 189 1,211 84
Alaska . .............. 169 59 110 -
Arizona. . . ... .0 1,224 253 948 23
Atkansas ............. 1,917 537 1,368 12
California . ............ 28,143 6,146 20,808 1,189
Colorado . ............ 2,526 447 2,003 76
Connecticut. . .......... 3,406 525 2,729 152
Delaware . ............ 669 88 531 50
District of Columbla. . .. ... 383 60 292 31
Floida............... 8,522 1,550 6,211 761
Georgia .. ...0oh i 3,985 777 2,974 234
Hawaii............... 882 81 606 195
Idaho. ............... 933 141 695 97
Minois ............... 12,621 2,341 9,391 889
Indiana. .............. 4,480 723 3,616 141
fowa ................ 7,359 831 5,300 1,228
Kansas. . ............. 2,811 618 2,144 49
Kentucky ............. 1,891 358 1,431 102
Louisiana . ............ 5,407 1,550 3,726 131
Maine ............... 1,720 198 1,301 221
Maryland . ............ 3,694 367 3,153 174
Massachusetts. . . ....... 9,293 982 7,640 671
Michigan. . . ... ........ 14,045 1,200 11,407 1,438
Minnesota. . ........... 8,553 1,152 6,796 605
Mississippl. . ........... 1,867 380 1,398 89
Missouri.............. 6,391 1,256 4,567 568
Montana. . ............ 711 94 586 31
Nebraska . ............ 1,760 248 1,449 63
Nevada .............. 376 132 238 6
New Hampshire . ... ..... 930 79 677 174
Newdersey............ 6,681 709 4,907 1,065
New Mexico. .. ......... 870 168 661 41
NewYork ............. 24,331 3,042 19,108 2,181
NorthCarolina . ......... 5,349 860 3,996 493
NorthDakota. . . ........ 1,276 124 1,024 128
Ohio .....cvviiin 10,244 1,509 8,017 718
Oklahoma. ............ 3,757 794 2,734 229
Ooregon. . ..o v vveeen s 2,514 359 2,117 38
Pennsylvania........... 13,354 2,228 10,032 1,094
Rhodelsland .. ......... 1,249 76 1,068 105
South Carolina. . . ....... 4,198 896 3,109 193
SouthDakota. . ......... 1,299 171 1,097 31
Tennessee . ........... 3,747 592 2,960 195
TEXAS. ¢ v v vt 14,856 3,079 9,908 1,869
Utah . ............... 1,331 378 914 39
Vermont.............. 743 77 515 151
Virginia. . ... co oo ee . 4,226 652 3,300 274
Washington. .. ......... 4,323 642 3,516 165
WestVirginia . . . ........ 862 117 714 31
Wisconsin., . ........... 6,354 1,001 4,900 453
Wyoming ............. 756 118 566 72

1For facilities not reporting age groups, imputed data were used.



Table 12. Percent distribution of residents in facilities for the Table 13. Number of mentally retarded residents in nursing and

mentally retarded by age group, according to State: related-care homes, by type of home and State: United States,
United States, 1986 1986
Under22 22-64  65years Nursing Residential
State All ages years years and over State Total homes? facilities
Percent distribution Number

AliStates . ..o v v 100.0 16.4 76.0 7.6 AliStates . .. ....... ... ... 39,527 30,900 8,627
Alabama. . ... v ee i e 100.0 12.7 81.6 57 Alabama. . ... ...ccvviienienn 704 687 17
Aask .. v vv v s i e 100.0 35.2 64.8 - Alaska . . . vt i e 23 23 -
Arlzona, . . v s e i 100.0 20.6 77.6 1.9 Arizona . . ... e e 165 45 120
AtKansas . ... cvon v ea o 100.0 28.1 71.3 0.6 AKansas . ... .....c.o00enann 898 878 20
Callfornla . v o v v vvvvvnnn 100.0 21.8 73.9 4.2 Calffornia . .. .......coovu.nn 2,189 1,546 643
Colorado . ....vovvvve 100.0 17.7 79.3 3.0 Colorado . .......ovvivinnn 405 365 40
Connecticut, .. ......... 100.0 15.4 80.1 4.5 Connecticut. . . .............. 740 624 116
Delaware ............. 100.0 13.2 79.4 75 Delaware . ... .....c..ocnovenen 32 32 -
District of Columbia. . ... .. 100.0 15.7 76.2 8.1 District of Columbia. . .. ........ 69 69 -
Florlda........oovvvnn 100.0 18.2 72.9 8.9 Florida. .. ......c.vvvvvnnnn 889 549 340
Georgla . . ovv i 100.0 19.5 74.6 5.9 Georgia . . ... oi i e i 1,269 1,174 95
Hawall . .............. 100.0 9.2 68.7 221 Hawali . . . ........ocovvnen 78 43 35
¢ 1= 1 To 1 100.0 15.1 745 10.4 e T 15T T 120 83 37
MNOIS & v oo v v v e veennn 100.0 18.6 74.4 7.0 MNois .. ..o v vi e i enns 2,749 2,668 81
Indlana. . ..o 100.0 16.1 80.7 3.2 Indiana ................... 1,976 1,911 65
fowa . vov vt 100.0 113 72.0 16.7 IoOWa . ... i e s e e 1,051 845 206
KaNsas. . . v v v e vv v en e 100.0 22.0 76.3 1.7 Kansas. . . .o v oo vvnnvnnnnnn 247 243 4
Kentucky ............. 100.0 18.9 75.7 54 Kentucky . ............ ... 1,262 694 568
loulslana . . ........ Ve 100.0 28.6 69.0 2.4 louisiana . .. .......covvnn.n 460 460 -
Maine .......coovvven 100.0 11.5 75.6 12.9 Maine .......... ..ot 313 228 85
Maryland .......... ... 100.0 9.9 85.4 47 Maryland . ......... ... ... 328 323 5
Massachusetts . . . .. ... .. 100.0 10.6 82.2 7.2 Massachusefts. . . ............ 1,598 1,400 198
Michigan. . . ........ Ces 100.0 8.5 81.2 10.2 Michigan . ................. 1,928 842 1,086
Minnesota, . ........... 100.0 13.5 79.5 7.1 Minnesota. . ................ 910 871 39
Mississlppl. « v v v v v v i i vt 100.0 20.4 74.9 4.7 Mississippl . . ... .. L 288 237 1
MiSSOUM . . v oo v v e 100.0 19.7 715 8.9 MISSOURT. . v v v e e e e e 1,201 1,050 151
Montana. .. ........... 100.0 13.2 82.4 4.4 Montana. . ............co.... 131 131 -
Nebraska . . ..coovv v 100.0 141 823 3.6 NEbraska . . . . oo v v vv v evennnn 261 217 44
Nevada .............. 100.0 35.0 63.3 1.6 Nevada ................... 66 52 14
New Hampshire . ... ..... 100.0 8.5 72.8 18.7 NewHampshire . . . . .......... 184 144 40
Newdersey........o.. 100.0 10.6 73.4 16.0 Newdersey. . ..........c..... 685 303 382
New Mexico. . v« v v v v v . 100.0 19.3 75.9 47 NewMexico . ............... 118 78 40
NewYork .. ........... 100.0 12.5 785 9.0 NewYork. ................. 2,100 1,544 556
NothCarolina., . ........ 100.0 16.1 74.7 9.2 NothCarolina. . . ............ 2,020 583 1,437
NorthDakota........... 100.0 9.7 80.2 10.0 NothDakota. . .. ............ 296 253 43
(0] 111« TN 100.0 14.7 78.3 7.0 [0 ] 11 T 1,763 1,633 130
Oklahoma. . ........... 100.0 20.9 73.0 6.0 Oklahoma. . . ... ............ 1,009 942 67
Oregon. . v v v v v vn e n e nn 100.0 14.3 84.2 1.5 Oregon . .......covvvinennn. 404 325 79
Pennsylvania. . ......... 100.0 16.7 75.1 8.2 Pennsylvania. . ... ..., ... . 1,852 1,050 802
Rhodelsland . .. ........ 100.0 6.1 85.5 8.4 Rhodelsland. . .. ............ 195 173 22
South Carolina, . ........ 100.0 21.4 74.1 4.6 SouthCarolina. . .. ........... 473 300 173
South Dakota. . . ........ 100.0 13.2 84.5 2.3 SouthDakota . .............. 125 117 8
TONNGSSEE 4 ¢« v v v v v v v v v s 100.0 15.8 79.0 52 TENNesSSee . . . . v v v v v v e a s 551 527 24
TOXAS. « v v v vv e 100.0 20.7 66.7 12.6 TEXES « v v vt e vt e 1,131 1,099 32
Uah . ......cvnvevenn 100.0 27.8 69.3 29 Utah . ... 129 129 -
Vermont. ..o v i i nn 100.0 10.4 69.2 20.4 vermont. . ......... ... 86 33 53
Virginia, . .. ooa oo 100.0 15.4 78.1 6.5 virginila . ... 1,011 531 480
Washington. ........... 100.0 14.8 81.3 3.8 Washington. . . .. ............ 1,026 867 159
WestVirginia . . . ........ 100.0 13.6 82.8 3.6 WestVirginia. .. ............. 319 267 52
Wisconsin. . ........... 100.0 15.8 774 71 Wisconsin. . ....... oo 1,733 1,695 38
Wyoming ............. 100.0 15.5 74.9 9.6 Wyoming . ........ocovnennn 17 17 -
NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding. Yincludes hospital-based facilities.
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Table 14. Percent distribution of facilities for the mentally

retarded by age of residents, according to type of ownership and
bed size: United States, 1986

Type of ownership All Under 22 22-64 65 years
and bed size ages years years and over
Percent distribution
Total .........convv 100.0 16.4 76.0 7.6
1-9beds............. 100.0 15.2 78.6 6.2
10-15beds. .......... 100.0 10.7 82.0 7.3
16-99beds. .......... 100.0 20.9 705 8.7
100 bedsormore . ...... 100.0 16.0 76.4 7.7
Profit . . .....ovviivn 100.0 15.8 72.6 11.6
-9beds. ............ 100.0 17.5 72.4 10.0
10-15beds. .. ........ 100.0 8.0 78.3 13.8
16-99beds. ... ....... 100.0 16.6 70.1 13.3
100 bedsormore....... 100.0 17.3 73.7 9.0
Nonprofit ............ 100.0 19.9 76.5 3.6
i-9beds............. 100.0 13.5 83.3 3.2
10-15beds........... 100.0 13.3 83.6 3.1
16-99beds........... 100.0 26.6 70.3 3.0
100 bedsormore....... 100.0 249 69.6 5.4
Government .......... 100.0 14.4 77.5 8.1
19beds............. 100.0 14.3 79.5 6.2
10-16beds........... 100.0 7.9 85.3 6.8
16-99beds........... 100.0 15.2 71.8 13.1
100 bedsormore....... 100.0 145 77.6 7.9

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.
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Table 15. Number of black and Hispanic residents in facilities for
the mentally retarded, by State: United States, 1986

Black Hispanic
State residents residenis
Number
AllStates . .. ... .. ... 29,442 10,181
Alabama. .. .....covieunra.. 311 M
P M U]
Arfzona . . ... .. i 57 220
ArKansas . ... oo vv vt n e 392 10
Calffornia . . ................ 2,466 3,701
Colorado . ...........c00v.n 90 275
Connecticut. . . .............. 262 89
Delaware . . .. ......coou... 120 6
District of Columbia. . .. ........ 273 M
Florida. ................... 1,746 341
Georgiad . . .o v v i i it 1,134 [+]
Hawail.................... 4 30
Idaho. . . ..o i e M 10
1o S 1,897 418
Indiana ........ . o0 391 40
IOWa . .o i v i e i 99 25
Kansas. . . .......coivuuenn. 158 57
Kentucky . .« oo e vnin e v 164 M
louisiana . ... ... covvvivnnn 1,586 18
Maine ..........ciiiiiiann 4 3
Maryland . . .......o i i i 996 26
Massachusefts. . ... .......... 293 74
Michigan . ................. 1,411 147
Minnesota. .. ............... 89 36
Mississippi .. ..... ..o 649 7
Missouri. . . ...ooovi i i 735 51
Montana. . .......covevevnnn Y] 6
Nebraska . ................. 38 15
Nevada .. .......coivuvennn 34 15
New Hampshire . . . . .......... 3 4
Newdersey. . . ....cvvvvnnnnn 985 188
NewMexico . . .....covvununn 23 405
NewYorK. ........oovvvevnn 2,729 1,039
NorthCarolina. .. ............ 1,618 30
NorthDaKota. « o v v v vvwvnnenss M V)
(031« N 1,448 231
Oklahoma. . . .......coovuevnn 326 31
[0 =T o o 49 26
Pennsylvania. . ............. . 1,312 172
Rhodelsland. . .. ........... . 43 9
SouthCarolina. . ............. 1,344 13
SouthDakota . .............. U]} M
TENNESSE. . . v oo v vt v v v nens 634 4
= 2,175 2,167
L= 4 50
VEIMONt. « o v v v veeeimenn e 3 V]
Virginia .. ... o . 1,040 7
Washington. . . .......... . 80 69
WestVirginla. . .............. 47 "
Wisconsin, . ................ 170 59
Wyoming . ............c..... 3 47

{Fewer than 3 reported.



Table 16. Number and percent of black and Hispanic residents in facilities for the mentally retarded, by type of ownership and bed size:

United States, 1986

Black Hispanic Black Hispanic
Type of ownership and bed size residents residents residents residents
Number Percent
1 1€ | 29,442 10,181 11.8 4.1
All types of ownership
e 8 4T L T 6,835 3,147 9.3 4.3
16bedsormore. . . ... o e e 22,607 7,034 12.8 40
Profit
b 70T T - 2,720 1,590 9.6 5.6
16 hBUS OrMOTe. & v v v v ittt e it e e e e e 3,783 1,905 11.8 5.9
Nonprofit
T=18 AS, . . v v e e e e e e e 3,228 1,177 8.9 3.2
16 DEAS OFMOrE. + + v v v vttt it ittt i e e 3,710 1,139 9.6 2.9
Government

B e - o o £ 2 887 380 10.2 4.4
TEDBAS O MO, « v v v vttt i e i e e e e e 15,114 3,990 14.3 3.8

Table 17. Percent distribution of residents in facilities for the mentally retarded by type of ownership, according to race and Hispanic

origin: United States, 1986

All Black Other than Hispanic Non-Hispanic
Type of ownership residents residents black residents residents residents
Percent distribution
Total o oo 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Proft . ... 24.2 22.1 245 34.3 23.7
Nonmprofit . .......... ... . i 30.0 23.6 30.9 22.7 30.3
Government ............. ... .00 45.8 54.3 44.7 42.9 45.9

NOTE: Numbers may not add to totals due to rounding.
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Table 18. Number and percent distribution of facilities for the mentally retarded by type of facility, according to type of ownership and

bed size: United States, 1986

Mental retardation facility

Inlermediate Intermediate
Type of ownership and bed size All care Other All care Other
Number Percent distribution
i - | 14,639 3,851 10,788 100.0 26.3 73.7
T3beds. . . ... . e i e 2,590 - 2,590 100.0 - 100.0
4-9beds. ... i e 8,016 2,176 5,840 100.0 271 729
10-15beds. .. ..o vi i 2,097 790 1,307 100.0 37.7 62.3
16-99beds. . ... it i i i i 1,531 569 962 100.0 37.2 62.8
100bedsormore . ........ovevevvennns 405 316 89 100.0 78.0 22,0
Profit . .. . ..o e e e e e 6,330 1,106 5,224 100.0 17.5 82.5
1-83beds. . ... i e i i e 1,462 - 1,462 100.0 - 100.0
4-9beds. . ... e e e 3,422 648 2,774 100.0 18.9 81.1
10-15beds. .. ......c it 737 215 522 100.0 29.2 70.8
16-99beds. .. ... vt 630 195 435 100.0 31.0 69.0
100bedsOrmore. . ....ooov v v i v e v 79 48 31 100.0 60.8 39.2
Nonprofit .. ........ ... iivnun. 6,396 1,915 4,481 100.0 29.9 70.1
1-3beds. . . ... i i i e s 806 - 806 100.0 - 100.0
4-9beds. . ... i e e 3,761 1,222 2,539 100.0 32.5 67.5
10-15beds........ ... .o, 1,062 413 649 100.0 38.9 61.1
16-99beds. .. ....co i i it i i 683 235 448 100.0 34.4 65.6
100bedsormore. .. .......oiv v 84 45 39 100.0 53.6 46.4
Government . ........iiitiiianeaann 1,913 830 1,083 100.0 43.4 56.6
1-3beds. . ... i i e 322 - 322 100.0 - 100.0
4-9DedS. . .. i i e e 833 306 527 100.0 36.7 63.3
10-15beds. ........iii it 298 162 136 100.0 54.4 45.6
16-99beds. .. ....oi vt 218 139 79 100.0 63.8 36.2
100bedsOrmore . . . ...oov v v e evennnn 242 223 19 100.0 92.1 7.9
NOTE: For this report, mental retardation facilities with fewer than 4 beds did not qualify as intermediate care facilities for the mentally retarded.
Table 19. Number and percent distribution of residents in facilities for the mentally retarded by type of facility, according to type of
ownership and bed size: United States, 1986
Mental relardation facilily
Intermediate Intermediale
Type of ownership and bed size All care Other All care Other
Number Percent distribution

LI - | 250,472 152,755 97,717 100.0 61.0 39.0
T-83beds. . ... ii e 5,358 - 5,358 100.0 - 100.0
4-9beds. . ........ i . 44,691 12,938 31,753 100.0 28.9 711
10-15beds. ....... ..o i 23,444 9,124 14,320 100.0 38.9 61.1
16-99beds. ........ ... i i, 54,090 23,945 30,145 100.0 443 55.7
100bedsormore. .. .......covviunnenn. 122,889 106,748 16,141 100.0 86.9 13.1
Profit . o v e e e e 60,560 21,290 39,270 100.0 35.2 64.8
1=3beds. .. .....ci i i 2,857 - 2,857 100.0 - 100.0
4-9beds. ......... . i 17,270 3,544 13,726 100.0 20.5 79.5
10-15beds. ... ... ... i i e 8,289 2,591 5,698 100.0 31.3 68.7
16-99beds. .. .......ciiiiiiin, 21,390 8,932 12,458 100.0 41.8 58.2
100bedsormore ... . ... covvvvivne e, 10,754 6,223 4,531 100.0 57.9 421
Nonprofit .. .....ccvviininnnnn 75,193 30,022 45171 100.0 39.9 60.1
1-83beds. . . .ttt e e 1,836 - 1,836 100.0 - 100.0
4-9beds. . ... e 22,611 7,471 15,140 100.0 33.0 67.0
10-16beds. ... ..o it e 11,922 4,798 7,124 100.0 40.2 59.8
16-99beds. .........ihii i 24,322 9,745 14,5677 100.0 40.1 59.9
100bedsormore . .......c.oovvvuevnnn 14,502 8,008 6,494 100.0 8§52 44.8
Government .. ... ... i i 114,719 101,443 13,276 100.0 88.4 1.6
1-3beds. .............. e 665 - 665 100.0 - 100.0
4-9beds. . ... i e 4,810 1,923 2,887 100.0 40.0 60.0
10-15beds............. e 3,233 1,735 1,498 100.0 53.7 46.3
16-89bedS . .o v vt 8,378 5,268 3,110 100.0 62.9 37.1
100bedsormore . . ........coviveenoon 97,633 92,517 5,118 100.0 94.8 5.2

NOTE: For this report, mental retardation facilitles with fewer than 4 beds did not qualify as intermediate care facilities for the mentally retarded.
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Table 20, Number and percent distribution of residents in facilities for the mentally retarded by age of resident, according to type of

facility and type of ownership: United States, 1986

Type of facllity All Under 22-64 65 years All Under 2264 65 years
and ownership ages 22 years years and over ages 22 years years and over
Number Percent distribution

Total . .. ... oo i it i 1237,145 38,841 180,341 17,963 100.0 16.4 76.0 7.6
Proft. . ... i 56,084 8,873 40,728 6,483 100.0 15.8 726 11.6
Nonprofit , .. ... e e 71,039 14,159 54,353 2,527 100.0 19.9 76.5 36
Government .......... ... ... 110,022 15,809 85,260 8,953 100.0 14.4 775 8.1
Intermediatecare . . . .......... 146,177 23,102 133,290 9,785 100.0 15.8 775 6.7
Profit. . .. oo v i e 20,176 3,020 15,520 1,636 100.0 15.0 76.9 8.1
Nonprofit . .........oovvo.. 28,607 5,525 22,232 850 100.0 19.3 77.7 3.0
Government ................ 97,394 14,557 75,538 7,299 100.0 14.9 77.6 7.5
Other. . ..o v v v vt vt 90,968 15,739 67,051 8,178 100.0 17.3 737 9.0
Proft.......oovviiiii 35,908 5,853 25,208 4,847 100.0 16.3 70.2 13.5
Nonprofit . . ........ vt 42,432 8,634 32,121 1,677 100.0 20.3 75.7 4.0
Government . ............ ... 12,628 1,252 9,722 1,654 100.0 9.9 77.0 13.1

1excludes 13,327 residents for whom age was not reported.
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Table 21. Number of facilities for the mentally retarded, by type
of facility and State: United States, 1986

Table 22. Number of residents in facilities for the mentally
retarded, by type of facility and State: United States, 1986

Mental retardation facility

Mental retardation facillty

Inlermediate Intermediate
Slate All care Other Slate All care Olher
Number Number

AllStates . ............ 14,639 3,851 10,788 AllStates . ............ 250,472 152,755 97,717
Alabama.............. 41 8 33 Alabama. ............. 1,484 1,178 306
Alaska .. ..........0.. 15 5 10 Alaska .. ............. 169 105 64
Arizona. ... ... 920 - 90 Arizona. . ............. 1,224 - 1,224
Arkansas .. ........... 40 9 31 Arkansas . ............ 1,817 1,421 496
Califfornfa . ............ 2,798 329 2,469 California . . ........... 28,143 8,862 19,281
Colorado . ............ 142 49 93 Colorado . ............ 2,526 1,663 863
Connecticut. .. ......... 236 79 157 Connecticut. .. ......... 3,406 2,253 1,153
Delaware ............. 22 9 13 Delaware ............. 669 496 173
District of Columbia. . ... .. 60 38 22 District of Columbia. . ... .. 383 296 87
Florlda............... 447 114 333 Florida............... 8,522 4,788 3,734
Georgia . .. .o i ieh e 279 34 245 Georgia . .. ........... 3,985 2,913 1,072
Hawall . . ............. 136 20 116 Hawali .. ............. 882 370 512
ldaho................ 49 20 29 ldaho................ 933 525 408
Minols . .............. 211 85 126 Minols ............... 12,621 9,197 3,424
Indiana. . . ............ 232 167 65 Indiana. . ............. 4,480 3,634 846
lowa ................ 220 24 196 lowa ................ 7,359 2,102 5,257
Kansas............... 91 27 64 Kansas. . ............. 2,811 2,121 690
Kentucky ............. 94 12 82 Kentucky ............. 1,891 1,194 697
Loulsiana . . ........... 139 129 10 louisiana . . ........... 5,407 5,220 187
Maine ............... 218 68 150 Maine ............... 1,720 932 788
Maryland . ............ 164 25 139 Maryland . ............ 3,694 2,533 1,161
Massachusefts. . ........ 546 59 487 Massachusetts, . .. ...... 9,293 4,757 4,536
Michigan. . . ........... 1,858 407 1,451 Michigan. . . ........... 14,045 4,532 9,513
Minnesota. . ........... 406 359 47 Minnesota. . ........... 8,653 7,198 1,355
Mississippt. . . .......... 29 10 19 Mississippl. . ... ..o 1,867 1,558 309
Missouri. ............. 510 77 433 Missouri.............. 6,391 2,640 3,751
Montana. . ............ 63 10 53 Montana. . ............ 711 319 392
Nebraska ............. 183 14 169 Nebraska ............. 1,760 756 1,004
Nevada .............. 54 6 48 Nevada .............. 376 173 203
New Hampshire . .. ...... 116 14 102 New Hampshire . ... ..... 930 355 575
Newdersey............ 276 34 242 Newdersey............ 6,681 5,034 1,647
New Mexico. . .......... 52 16 36 NewMexico. ........... 870 626 244
NewYork ............. 1,484 609 875 NewYork............. 24,331 15,727 8,604
NorthCarolina. ......... 283 51 232 NorthCarolina. ......... 5,349 3,663 1,686
NorthDakota. .......... 37 16 21 NothDakota........... 1,276 976 300
Ohio ...........vvvn. 649 211 438 Ohio ................ 10,244 7,347 2,897
Oklahoma. ............ 72 21 51 Oklahoma. ............ 3,757 2,993 764
Oregon. .............. 92 19 73 Oregon............... 2,514 1,711 803
Pennsylvanla........... 723 112 611 Pennsyivania........... 13,354 7,665 5,689
Rhodelsland........... 119 95 24 Rhodelsland. . ......... 1,249 973 276
South Carolina. . ........ 112 47 65 South Caroina, . ........ 4,198 3,375 823
South Dakota. . . ........ 51 20 31 SouthDakota........... 1,299 926 373
Tennessee . ........... 181 33 148 Tennessee . ........... 3,747 2,522 1,225
Texas. . . ..o i 274 203 71 L= % - 14,856 13,636 1,220
Uah ................ 24 1 13 Uah ................ 1,331 1,221 110
Vermont. . ............ 88 22 66 Vermont.............. 743 304 439
virginia. ... .0 112 25 87 Vibginia. . .. ... ... 4,226 3,288 938
Washington. .. ......... 180 46 134 Washington. . .......... 4,323 2,592 1,731
WestVirginla . .. ...... .. 32 7 25 WestVirginia . . . ........ 862 441 421
Wisconsin. . ........... 293 46 247 Wisconsin. . ........... 6,354 3,644 2,710
Wyoming ............. 16 - 16 Wyoming ............. 756 - 756
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Table 23. Percent distribution of residents in facilities for the mentally retarded by race, Hispanic origin, and type of facility, according
to type of ownership: United States, 1986

All types
Race, Hispanic origin, type of facliity of ownership Profit Nonprofit Government
Percent distribution
Black residents
- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Intermediatecare . . . ... ... i i i 69.9 35.0 47.8 93.7
Other. . ..... C s e e s e 30.1 65.0 52.2 6.3
Other than black residents
- 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Intermediatecare . . . .. ... i i e 59.8 35.2 39.2 87.6
Oher. ....ov oo vvvvne et e 40.2 64.8 60.8 12.4
Hispanic residents
Total,....... e e e e e 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Intfermediatecare . . v v« v vt i i i e e e 57.1 30.5 443 85.1
Other...... PO 429 69.5 55.7 14.9
Non-Hispanic residents
Total. ... v v v e TR 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Intermediatecare . . . .o v vt i e s 61.2 35.5 39.8 88.6
[0 T T N 38.8 64.5 60.2 11.4

23



Appendixes

Contents

L TechmiCal MOLES. o oottt ittt ittt ettt et e st e et e teaeeeaenenaeneenennensenesneeeenneeeneeeennn 25
Creation of the Inventory of Long-Term Care Places file. .. .....ooouviinetiiniiiit e ennennnnns 25
Cleanup of file. .. ..o o i i e ittt ittt ettt et it aaeeaaans 25
1 0 25
SCOPE Of the SUIVEY . ..o vttt ettt e ettt ettt ettt ettt er e 26
3G 141 26

II.  Questionnaire USEd il the SUIVEY. . .. .vvue ettt ertttttreneerenseneanennsneenssnsenennenesnennsnnns 27

II. Classification and definitions Of termS. . .o v vttt ittt e ettt et ee e eaaaeaans 31
Types Of faCilities. . . o\ vuuit i i i e e i e e e, 31
Characteristics of faCilitIEs . . . ..o vttt ittt it i i i e e e e e 31

24



Appendix |
Technical notes

Creation of the Inventory of
Long-Term Care Places file

The 1982 National Master Facility Inventory (NMFI)
was used as the starting point in the creation of the nursing
and related-care home portion of the 1986 Inventory of
Long-Term Care Places (ILTCP). There were approxi-
mately 26,000 homes in this file. For facilities for the
mentally retarded, the starting point was a 1982 study by
the University of Minnesota’s Center for Residential and
Community Services (CRCS). There were about 15,000
mental retardation (MR) facilities on this file.

To update both files, letters were sent to over 200 State
and national agencies in July 1985 asking them to send any
and all listings and directories that they maintained for
nursing and related-care homes and facilities for the men-
tally retarded. In September, followup letters were sent to
those agencies that had not responded. These letters would
very often name the specific types of facilities (for example,
adult foster care homes, family care homes, and congregate
living facilities) for which directories had not been received
and that the agency was known to license or regulate.
Additional contacts were made to nonresponding agencies
from October through December.

The Minnesota CRCS file included place names ob-
tained through contacts with local area MR sources. Be-
cause of extremely tight time constraints, the National
Center for Health Statistics (NCHS) was unable to contact
all these local area sources. The only ones contacted were
those located in States where the number of MR facilities
reported by NCHS sources was significantly lower than the
number reported by CRCS.

As the listings and directories of facilities were re-
ceived, they were manually matched against the 26,000
nursing and related-care homes or the 15,000 MR facilities.
Any facility that could not be found on these two master
files was considered new and was assigned a unique identi-
fication number. This number, along with the new facility’s
name and address, was added to the appropriate nursing
home or MR file.

While working with the CRCS file, almost 1,500 places
were found with no names or addresses; they were merely
given numbers (for example, Home No. 78). The reason for
this, apparently, was that certain States wanted to keep the
location of these facilities confidential. To do this, the data
were collected by the State and given to CRCS with all

identifiers removed. Without addresses, these places had to
be removed from the MR file. (It is likely that many of
these 1,500 facilities were in the new listings obtained from
the NCHS State sources and were added back into the file
as new MR facilities.)

Cleanup of file

After adding new facilities, a matching process was
begun for removing duplicates from within and between the
two files. The nursing home file was sorted three ways: (1)
by State, first 10 characters of city and first 10 characters of
address; (2) by State, first 10 characters of city and first 10
characters of name; and (3) by State, zip, and first 10
characters of address. (In choosing only the first 10 charac-
ters of the name, address, and city fields, more matches
were created and more duplicates could be caught and
removed.) The same procedures were repeated with the
MR file. The nursing home and MR files then were merged
and the above procedures were repeated once again. If
there were any doubts as to whether two facilities were
duplicates, both were kept on the file. Whatever duplicates
still remained on the file would, in theory, be reported by
the respondents (per instructions on the questionnaire) and
removed later.

Mailout

The first questionnaire mailout was begun by the U.S.
Bureau of the Census on February 14, 1986; this was
followed by a reminder letter a week later. On March 14, a
second questionnaire was sent to all nonresponding facili-
ties, and on April 4 a third questionnaire was sent to the
remaining nonrespondents.

By the end of the third mailout, nearly 3,300 question-
naires had been returned by the post office. These were
reviewed to determine which ones would or would not be
eligible for telephone and personal interview field followup.
As a result of this review, approximately 1,400 cases were
declared eligible for followup, and about 1,900 were de-
clared ineligible. The 1,900 rejects fell into the following
three main categories:

1. Small residential and family care homes
2. Unknown types of facilities from New Jersey

3. Places with incomplete names and addresses
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The facilities in the first category, with names like
“Jane Smith’s Guest Home” and “Douglas Family Home,”
probably had gone out of business. More than 600 of these
were located in California and Michigan. These two States
combined had more than 8,500 of these small residential
care facilities in the 1982 NMFI file, and virtually all of
them were retained on the ILTCP file. (Only the duplicates
were removed.) Experience has shown that these types of
places are constantly going in and out of business. The fact
that the post office could not locate them even with com-
plete addresses led to the decision to treat them as out of
business and not subject to field followup.

The second category consisted of names of facilities
originally obtained from New Jersey’s Bureau of Rooming
and Boarding House Standards. The Bureau’s listing in-
cluded everything from board-and-care facilities (in scope)
to rooming houses and dormitories (out of scope). Al-
though each facility listed by this bureau had a classification
code, a sizable number were classified as unknown (be-
cause they had not yet been visited and classified). To avoid
losing the board-and-care places that might be present in
this unknown group, a decision was made to include all the
unknowns and remove those that were out of scope during
the survey. Approximately 350 of these unknown facilities
were found among the Post Master returns and eliminated
from the field followup.

The third category consisted of names of facilities with
inadequate and undeliverable names and addresses (for
example, “Resident, Fairfax Street, Putnam, CT 06260”
and “Group Home, Marietta, GA 30060”).

The field followup was completed in July, and the final
overall response rate was 96 percent.
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Scope of the survey

The survey contains two broad categories of facilities:
(1) nursing and related-care homes and (2) facilities for the
mentally retarded. The first category includes skilled nurs-
ing facilities (SNF’s), intermediate care facilities (ICF’s),
licensed but uncertified nursing homes, and residential care
facilities (for example, homes for the aged, personal care
homes, and board-and-care homes).

NCHS classified any nursing home with SNF beds as
an SNF, and any nursing home with ICF beds but no SNF
beds as an ICF. Hospital-based nursing homes can be SNF,
ICF, or uncertified.

The second category, facilities for the mentally re-
tarded, includes intermediate care facilities for the mentally
retarded (ICF-MR) and all other facilities for the mentally
retarded. An ICF-MR is a facility that has met certification
requirements set forth in Medicaid regulations.

Editing

All nonresponding facilities were removed from this
file. Also removed were facilities that provided day care
only, outpatient care only, or served an out-of-scope popu-
lation (for example, only served unwed pregnant women or
blind, deaf, alcoholic, or drug abusing persons).

Edits were conducted to correct inconsistencies be-
tween data items. For missing items, every attempt was
made to impute data from existing information, but when
this was not possible, 1982 data were substituted when
available.



Appendix i
Questionnaire used in
the survey

| l I rorm ILTCP-1
{12-3-85)

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
BUREAU OF THE CENSUS
ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE
U.S, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES
PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

1986 INVENTORY OF
LONG-TERM CARE
PLACES

_PLEASE. *
“RETURN IN . .
5DAYSTO

Bureau of the Census
1201 East Tenth Straet
Jeffersonville, Indiana 47132

Dear Administrator,

As part of our respansibility to provide information on tha Natlon's heaith resources, the Natlonal
Center for Health Statistics and the National Center for Health Services Research and Health Care
Technology Assessment collect information about facilities providing health care including hospitals,
nursing and related care homes, and facilities that provide some kind of personal care, board and care,
or domiciliary care. We are interested in all homes, even those with only one bed, as long as care is
provided to nonrelatives. This information is collected under the authority of Sections 304 and 306
{42 U.S.C. 242b and 242k} of the Public Health Sarvice Act and, as in past years, we have asked the
Bursau of the Census to conduct the survey for us.

The purpose of this survey is to obtain current information from each facility on its ownership, number
of beds, certification status, and other related facility characteristics, The questionnaire is short and
will take only a few minutes of your time. The information that you provide for sections A and B of the
quastionnaire will be made available by the Centers upon request. However, the data from section C
will be held in strict confidence, will be used only for statistical purposes, and will not be released to
anyone under any circumstances other than as statistical summaries. These summaries will only be
presented in 8 manner which will ensure that no individual facility can be identifiad.

Your participation in this survey is voluntary and there are no penalties for your refusal to participate.
Howaever, the information you can provide is needed by the health industry and your cooperation would
ba greatly appreciated. Please mail the completed form to the Bureau of the Census within 5 days in the
enclosed envelope which requires no postaga.

Sincerely yours,

/% ;/., - /‘{/
Manning Feinleib, M.D., Dr. P.H.

Qirector
National Center for Health Statistics

Tt

John E. Marshall, Ph, D.

Director

National Center for Health Services

Research and Health Care Technology Assessment
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Please answaer all questions unless otherwise instructed. Definitions and special instructions are given with the
questions when needed. if your answer to a question is “’None,”* mark {X) the ‘’None’’ box where provided or
put a zero in the appropriate spacae. DO NOT LEAVE THE SPACE BLANK.

IDENTIFICATION OF FACILITY

Note:

Detalled Identification information Is neadad to prevent duplicate listings and to assure that
your facility Is properly represented in this survey.

1. 1s the NAME of your home or facility cor-

rect as shown on the mailing Iabel?

100 Yes
23 No — What Is the correct name? -

facility?

2. 1s the ADDRESS on the malling label correct?
1l ves
20 No — What is ths carrect malling address? —
Number or box, street or route
City or town : County {_LL_
I
!
State L ZiP Code
I
3. Whatis the telephone number of your homa or o10 Area code Number

NN

FACILITY INFORMATION

4. wWhich of these best describes the type of ownership of
your homs or facllity?

Mark {X) only one box.

1] For profit (an individual, partnership, or a corporation}

21 Nonprofit (for example, a religious group or
nonprofit corporation)

al_] Federal government
4[] state or local government

5a. What age group does your facility PRIMARILY serve?
Mark (X} only one box.

I

1[0 Adults ———> What ages?
20 children ————» VWhat ages?
a(JBoth

b. Which of these groups of persons does your home or
facllity serve PRIMARILY or EXCLUSIVELY?

Mark (X) enly one box.

Q [~} [+] -} [~]
- - - o =]
w N - © ©

13 Mentally iil only
2 Mentally retarded or developmentally disabled only
3L Mentally retarded or mentally ill

4 Other neurologically or physically handicapped
5[] Blind or deaf

6] Unwed mothers

7L Alcoholics or drug abusers

8] Orphans or other dependent children
sL!Terminally ill

oJ some other special group — Speclfv—;

o[ J Does not serve one special group primarily or
exclusively

Remarks




FACILITY INFORMATION — Continued

T
6. Which of these categories describes your 014

home or facllity or a unit of your facility?

Mark (X) all that apply.

o1 A skilled Nursing Facility (SNF), certified under either
Medicars or Medicaid

02 An Intermediate Care Facility {ICF), certified under
Maedicaid

03] An Intermedisate Care Facility for the Mentally Retarded
(ICF-MRY} certified under Medicaid

04[] A licensed but not certified nursing home

os[] A long-term care wing/unit of a licensed hospital

osJA nursing care unit of a retirement center

o7 ] A sheltered or custodial care home, including home for the
aged, adult foster care home, board and care home

os[J some other kind of nursing or personal care home

09[] A foster home for the mentally retarded/developmentally disabled
1o JA group residence for the mentally retarded/developmentally disabled

1A segl\i-gndependent living program for the mentally retarded/developmantally
digable:

12 A state institution for the mentally reta.rded/developmentally disabled
13[C] some other kind of place for the mentally retarded/developmentally disabled

14[] Day care facility or outpatient facility only
15[_] Nonea of the above — Describe your kind of place %

7a. How many beds doas your home or facility 015 |
CURRENTLY have sot up and staffed for i
use? Do notinclude beds for day care only 1 Beds set up and staffed for use
patients. If a hospital or retiroment canter, :
L

Include only beds for your long-term cara unit.

| 018
b. How many bads are ,—-' N
certified as Skilled {1) Medicare? | SNF Medicare beds
Nursing Facllity 1 o None
(SNF) beds by — I
I 017
(2) Medicald? 1 SNF Medicaid beds
' ol None
€, How many bads are certifiod as Intermodiate | 018
Care Facility (ICF) bads by Medicald? Exclude) ICF Medicaid beds
bads that are certified as mentally retarded ]
ICF-MR. 1 oI None
)
d. :-Iow many beds arlo___ corﬂﬂgd a; ™M - :—9-11]
ntermaediate Care Facility for the Mentally 1 ICF-M icai
Retardad (ICF-MR) bads by Madicald? 1 ) R Medicaid beds
- R ¢ oI None

' I\I‘OTE‘ v . If this is a licensed hospital with a long-term care wing or unit, please respond for the long-term care unit only. If this is,
' : a nursing care unit of a retiremant center, please respond only for the nursing care unit.

8a. Between January 1, 1985 and Decamber 31, g 020
19885, APPROXIMATELY how many
admissions did your home or facility have?

Admissions in 1985-

b. Ware you In operation for all of 1 298572

10 ves

2[JNo — How many months were you in
oparation In 19857 A

Months

C. How many residents or patients

stayed In thls facility LAST NIGHT? Residents last night

'O [~]
N LN
N g

Remarks
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| PGM 5 |
LU Y- CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION

Information contained in this section which would permit identification of any individual or establishment is being
collected with a guarantee that it will be held in strict confidence by the Bureau of the Census, NCHSR, and NCHS,

NOTICE: will be used only for purposes stated in this study, and will not be disclosed or released to anyone, othar than
authorized staff of NCHSR and NCHS without the consent of the individual or establishment in accordance with
Section 308(d) of the Public Health Service Act {42 U.S.C. 242m}). ’

T
9. In addition to room and hoard, does your home or facility
ROUTINELY provide raesldents — | 023 l
Please answer yes or no for each activity. |
8. nursing or medical cara? I 100 Yes 20No
b. suparvision over medications that may be self- 'déLl
administered? : 1O vYes 2 No
C. help with bathing? | 025 |
! 1] Yes 2[INo
d. help with dressing? :_lZG_]
| 1l Yes 2[00 No
@. halp with correaspondence or shopping? l_ﬂ,
| 10 Yes 20No
f. help with walking or getting about? L 028 |
} 100 ves 2 No
. help with eating? L&zﬂJ
! 100 Yes 2[1No
h. room and board ONLY? "__J°3°
1 10 ves 200 No
L
10. Does your facility provide 24-hour-a-day, seven-day-a- 1 031 |
week supervision of its residents? | 1O Yes 2 INo
11. APPROXIMATELY how many paersons who stayed last iﬁl
night in your home or facility, or long-term care unitif a 1 Residents
hospital or retirement center, were — : - _ B
a. residents whose care is contracted by the Vaterans | xL] VA facility
Administration? (If VA facility, mark (X) box.) | o[ None
b. Black residents? L o33 |
} Black residents
I ol INone
¢. residents of Hispanic orlgin or ancestry (e.g., Cuban, || 034 |
Maxican, Puerto Rican, etc.)? : Rispanic residents
: o] None
d. age 21 or lens? cressencapena 20367 21 years or less 8¢ YNene

——

a. age 22 thTroURh 647 ereiecnvanas

2037/ ... R2~64 years of age U( INone

f. 3FS 65 O OLAGI? cresrsrreernes 7038, _____ 65 yvaars or sldar 0 INona

g Mentally ratarded? ccieeeen.nn.

70387 ____HMentally retarded 0O¢ YNone
REMARKS -
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Appendix Il
Classification and
definitions of terms

Types of facilities

Many factors were considered before a facility was
classified as a mental retardation (MR) facility. Responses
to the Inventory of Long-Term Care Places (ILTCP) ques-
tionnaire items concerning what groups of persons were
primarily served (Q.5b), which categories describe the fa-
cility (Q.6), how many intermediate care facility for the
mentally retarded beds (Q.7d), and how many MR resi-
dents (Q.11g) were used in combination with questions
intended for nursing home identification (such as presence
of skilled nursing facility (SNF) or intermediate care facility
(ICF) beds and provision of nursing or medical care). If a
facility could not be clearly classified after examining these
factors, the directory (or directories) that listed this facility
was located, and the agency sending the directory was
identified. If the agency dealt exclusively with MR facilities,
the facility then would be classified as MR.

Intermediate care facility for the mentally retarded (ICF-
MR)—A facility whose primary function is to serve resi-
dents who are mentally retarded. It must have four total
beds or more and must participate in the ICF-MR Medic-
aid program.

Other facility for the mentally retarded (other-MR)—A
facility whose primary function is to serve residents who are
mentally retarded. It can have one bed or more, but cannot
participate in the ICF-MR Medicaid program.

Nursing homes—Facilities had to have three beds or
more. A home was classified as a nursing home if it was (1)
certified as an SNF, (2) certified as an ICF, (3) not certified
but licensed as a nursing home, (4) identified as a nursing
care unit of a retirement center, or (5) determined to
provide nursing or medical care, and/or provide supervision
over medications that may be self-administered.

Hospital-based facilities—Facilities had to have three
beds or more. A facility was classified as hospital based if it
was (1) identified as such by the Health Care Financing
Administration or (2) reported itself to be exclusively
hospital based on the ILTCP questionnaire.

Residential facilities—Facilities had to have three beds
or more. A facility was classified as residential if it (1) was
not classified as a nursing home or hospital-based facility as
described above and (2) provided personal care or supervi-
sion to its residents, not just room and board (for example,
help with bathing, dressing, eating, walking, shopping, or
corresponding).

Characteristics of facilities

Ownership—Type of organization that owns the home.
Profit ownership includes control by an individual, partner-
ship, or corporation. Nonprofit includes ownership by a
religious group or by a nonprofit corporation. Government
ownership refers to homes operated under Federal, State,
or local government auspices.

Resident—A person who was admitted to, but not
discharged from, a facility for the mentally retarded. All
such persons who stayed in the facility the night prior to the
survey were included.

Occupancy rate— Computed by dividing the number of
residents by the total number of beds.

Geographic regions and divisions—The U.S. Bureau of
the Census groups the 50 States plus the District of Colum-
bia into the following regions and divisions:

® Northeast region—

—New England division—Connecticut, Maine,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island,
and Vermont

—Middle Atlantic division—New Jersey, New York,
and Pennsylvania

® Midwest region—
—East North Central division—Illinois, Indiana,
Michigan, Ohio, and Wisconsin
—West North Central division—Iowa, Kansas,
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota,
and South Dakota

® South region—

—South Atlantic division—Delaware, District of
Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Maryland, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Virginia, and West
Virginia

—East South Central division— Alabama, Kentucky,
Mississippi, and Tennessee

—West South Central division—Arkansas,
Louisiana, Oklahoma, and Texas

® West region—

—Mountain division— Arizona, Colorado, Idaho,
Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Utah, and
Wyoming

—Pacific division— Alaska, California, Hawaii,
Oregon, and Washington
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