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UNITED STATES

TRENDS IN REVENUE
COMMUNITY SERVICES REVENUE IN 2004
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UNITED STATES

TRENDS IN RESIDENTIAL SERVICES
PERSONS SERVED BY SETTING IN 2004
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UNITED STATES

INDIVIDUAL AND FAMILY SUPPORT
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PARTICIPANTS AND SPENDING LEVELS
1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004
TOTAL IFS ($) 1,120,845,610| 1,345,683,300| 1,654,198,181| 2,101,887,281| 2,424,530,733( 2,905,826,510| 3,364,773,543| 4,340,155,075| 4,824,120,880| 5,526,677,898| 5,925,261,404
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Supported Employment ($) 315,729,5%6| 365,316,035 416,578,071] 458,617,595 498,169,604 559,733, 225| 609,995,660, 640,052,550| 661,419,370| 684,565,883| 684,310,455|
#of Persons 72231 82,328 87,929 88,067 94,187 102,830 109,390, 112,226 111,410 114,779 112,023
Supported Living ($) 367,377,685 462,568,976| 628,921,360 842,915,734 1,019,331,502| 1,292,483,164| 1,511,704,930| 1,841,176,752| 2,036,100,040| 2,374,848,153| 2,557,742,702)
#of Persons 30,519 37,052 43,294 52,492 60,388 73,606 79,167| 91,200 96,003] 105,026 110,986
Personal Assistance ($)* 37,050,205 50479,765( 95552843 146921.941| 177,420,187] 172,942,648 200,496,608) 428,3858%| 505549446 598,635,151| 701,458,681
# of Persons* 8,199 9,581 13,008 16421 18,250] 17,815] 19,045 33,462 37,214 40,237| 44,062
FAMILY SUPPORT ($) 400,688,123 467,318,524| 513,145907| 653,432,011| 729,609,441| 880,667,473| 1,042,576,346| 1,430,539,878| 1,621,052,025| 1,868,628,711| 1,981,749,567|
Total Families 211,190) 233,875 255,253 272,180, 281,303] 313,072, 341,464 372429 393,729 394,001 395,978
Cash Subsidy/Payment ($) 36,793,661 37,729,756 42795628  46,750,556| 47,938,570 60,132,638  73,306,947| 81,426,853| 85910289 94,444,639 95,095,115
#of Families 15,268| 15,943] 17,495| 19,015f 21,011 24,257 27912 31,044 30,986 32,299 33,334
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*Supported/competitive employment in 2004 includes 6,368 competitively employed workers assisted by MR/DD agencies in CT, KS, LA, NH, PA, and TX.

Source: Braddock, Hemp, & Rizzolo, Coleman Institute and Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado, 2005. 73





