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INTRODUCTION 

The major purpose of this publication is to present the basic data on 
mentally retarded people who were served in state-operated residential 
facilities in the United States during the year July l, 1977 to June 
30' 1978. 

Each term in the report title is intended to mean something specific. 
This is a tally of people, starting with what is known by each state 
through its information system. The people are mentally retarded, in 
the particular way that is defined below. The people were residents 
of facilities that were operated directly by the states during one 
year, the year ending on June 30, 1978. A distinction is made, as is 
noted below, between two types of facility. 

The meaning of each item of data in this report is best understood in 
reference to the question that was asked of the states in order to 
obtain the data item. Appendix A contains the survey questionnaire 
that was used, and each question is quoted in the text opposite the 
table of data that was generated from it. Beyond this, the following 
definitions underlie this report. 

11 Mentally retarded people 11 in this context are those who have 
been officially so designated by their respective state 
governments in the process of placing them into residential 
service. The formal definition has changed over the years 
since some of the older residents first entered the facilities, 
but the currently accepted definition is that of the Associa
tion on t·1ental Deficiency: 11 Mental Retardation refers to 
significantly subaverage general intellectual functioning 
existing concurrently with deficits in adaptive behavior, 
and manifested during the developmental period .. (Grossman, 
1973, p. ll). As a practical matter, it is also evident 
that 11 

••• mental retardation alone is not a sufficient 
explanation for institutionalization. The mentally retarded 
individual must present some additional problems to either 
the family or the community which designate him as super
fluous or threatening to social relationships'' (Farber, 1968, 
p. 197). The definition that opens this paragraph, and that 
refers to an official act rather than some essence of the 
persons alone, is therefore the one that is useful to this 
report. 

11 State-operated residential facilities, 11 although fairly self
defined and structured in its meaning by the nature of the 
survey reported here, has some important distinctives of its 
own. The 11 residential facility" portion of the term reflects 
the fact that they are places where people live; facilities 
that only give day or outpatient services are excluded. 



11 State-operated•• is denoted by the fact that the employees 
of the facility are employees of the state, and are not 
employed by a contractor or vendor of service to the state. 
The term excludes those public facilities that are operated 
by such public bodies as counties and municipalities; 
consequently, the term is a slight restriction of ••public 
residential facility (PRF) , 11 although 11 PRF•• is used in 
the table headings of this report as a handy approximation. 
See page 6 fot" the atypical California situat·ion. 

11 PRF/MR•• is used in this report to designate a state-operated 
(public, in a slightly restricted sense) residential facility 
which is designed exclusively or primarily to serve mentally 
retarded people. It is a term that corresponds closely to 
its historic usage (for example, see Scheerenberger, 1976), 
except that it is used in contradistinction to the term 
which is defined in the next paragraph. 

11 PRF/other 11 is used in this report to designate a state
operated (public) residential facility, but one which as a 
whole is not designed exclusively or primarily to serve 
mentally retarded people. Thus, a state has p·i tal for the 
mentally ill, even if it has a special and perhaps even a 
large unit set aside for the management of mentally retarded 
people, is classified in this report as 11 PRF/other. 11 

The classes of data that were chosen for acquisition and compilation in 
this report are those that enumerate the very basic facts about the numbers 
and movement of mentally retarded people in state-operated residential 
facilities: loosely, of the people who are generally referred to as being 
institutionalized. The public policy of deinstitutionalization incorporates 
institutional reform, of course, so that the meaning of being institution
alized has undergone some change, but this is still a distinguishable 
population. 

No widely available, state by state compilation of these facts has been 
made during the present decade. The last previous nat·ional publication 
of this kind was in the Menta 1 Retardation Sourcebook ·j ss ued in 1972 by 
the Office of Mental Retardation Coordination in the US Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare. A survey of public residential facilities 
that were identified by the National Association of Superintendents of 
Public Residential Facilities for the Mentally Retarded (Scheerenberger, 
1976) gave detailed national figures for PRFs, but the state by state 
breakdown was given in a Supplement that has not had wide distribution. 
A publication of this Project (Bruininks, Krantz, and Clumpner, 1978), 
issued concurrent with this report, makes a state by state breakdown by 
secondary analysis of data provided by Scheerenberger from his 1976 report 
and other historical information, and appending some 1974 information on 
mentally retarded people in nursing homes and in state and county mental 
hospitals. 

The policy of deinstitutionalization has been of great public interest 
during the present decade. Nationwide, numerical information about the 
effects of this policy has not been readily available. It is the purpose 
of this report to make a contribution of information for the analysis of 
this decade of institutional change. 
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PROCEDURES AND SOURCES OF DATA 

This compilation was made as a report of the Developmental Disabilities 
Project on Residential Services and Community Adjustment. The Project 
is administered by the Department of Psychoeducational Studies of the 
University of Minnesota and is funded in part by a grant (54P-7ll73/5) 
from the US Bureau of Developmental Disabilities, Rehabilitation Services 
Administration, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare. 

The Project has engaged in a number of related studies. One set of studies 
concerns the several thousand non-public residential facilities for the 
mentally retarded in the United States. Another set of Project studies 
is concerned with public residential facilities (PRFs) for the mentally 
retarded; the compilation given in this report is one of those studies. 

In the course of these activities, the Project has examined the available 
national sources of information about public residential services. This 
examination has led to several observations and conclusions: 

In the years since the previously mentioned Mental Retardation 
Sourcebook (US, DHEW, 1972), no complete and--federally sponsored 
tally has been made of mentally retarded people in public (state) 
residential facilities, giving state by state data. 

The nationwide data cannot be retrieved from national sources of 
information. There is no central, national authority to which the 
states must routinely report their data regarding residential 
services to mentally retarded people. 

Perhaps increasingly, but certainly in significant numbers, 
mentally retarded people are given residential service by 
many states in facilities that are not designed exclusively 
or even primarily for the mentally retarded. Some of these 
facilities are designed to be generic, and others serve 
mentally retarded people in unites contained within the larger 
facility. This fact may or may not represent a breakdown of 
the concept of 11 institutions for the mentally retarded, 11 but 
it definitely is slightly different from the more traditional 
concept. 

Residential service to mentally retarded people is, within the US 
constitutional framework, basically a state responsibility. The 
states may discharge the responsibility with different mixes of 
direct and regulated services, but their operation of residential 
facilities as such is a clear-cut and definable operation. 

Certain common, basic data are essential to the managers of each 
state's program of residential service for the mentally retarded. 
These data relate to numbers of people in residence, movement into 
and out of residence, and operating costs. They are such that a 
given state needs to have them on hand for rational program 
management. They are usually known within the state's management 
in reasonably current form. 

Within each state, someone or some agency has been designated as 
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responsible for managing the program of state-operated residential 
facilities for mentally retarded people. The organizational form and 
the titles may vary from state to state, but one or more responsible 
persons can be located. In particular, these persons or agencies are 
likely to be informed as to the basic data that they need to manage a 
rational program, and those data are the ones of interest here. 

On the basis of that analysis of the situation, plans were made by the Project 
to conduct the present survey and report. 

A questionnaire was devised (see Appendix A) to elicit the basic data that 
seemed to be most useful and feasible of acquisition. The questionnaire asked 
for these items separately for facilities that are designed exclusively or 
primarily to serve the mentally retarded (PRF/MRs) and for facilities that are 
designed primarily to serve other populations (PRF/others). Data were sought 
in reference to residential facilities only, and only those that were directly 
operated by the states. The data items chosen were: 

numbers of facilities of each type; 

mentally retarded residents at the beginning of the immediately-past 
fiscal year, on July 1, 1977; 

average daily number of such residents during the year; 

mentally retarded residents at the end of the year, on June 30, 1978; 

number of new admissions during the year; 

number of previously-institutionalized mentally retarded people who 
were readmitted during the year; 

number of live releases during the year; 

number of deaths while on facility rolls during the year; and 

average daily cost of maintaining a mentally retarded person in each 
type of residence during the year (per diem cost). 

The questionnaire was intended to provide a clear definition of the requested 
datum within each separate question, and to clearly differentiate the two types 
of facility. Subsequent experience with the survey questionnaire seemed to 
indicate that the respondents had little or no difficulty with most definitions. 

In order to contact the appropriate official or agency within each state, a 
mailing list was prepared for the survey, drawing upon the list of persons who 
were known to be affiliated with the National Association of Coordinators of 
State Programs for the Mentally Retarded. In states where some ambiguity was 
evident, the executive officer of the state Developmental Disabilities Council 
was added to the list. This constituted the initial mailing list for the 
survey, and it was augmented and refined during the survey as the result of 
mail and telephone contacts. 

A letter was prepared to accompany the survey form (see Appendix A) and the 
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two documents were mailed on July 17~ 1978, just over two weeks after the 
close of the year under inquiry. A number of responses were received by 
return mail, and 22 were received within a month. 

On August 14, telephone follow-up was begun. Calls were made to those who 
had responded (for expression of thanks and for verification of provided 
data, and to obtain the names of the facilities reported on) as well as to 
those who had not yet responded (to refine the contact list, locate 
knowledgable officials, and to encourage response). 

The data which resulted from the initial survey and telephone follow-up 
were drafted into a report, clearly marked as a draft for correction, and 
sent to the state respondents on September 7. The correction draft 
contained information from 43 states. A number of corrections and new 
responses followed from this mailing. 

Meanwhile, telephone contact continued. A total of 195 long distance calls 
were logged by September 27, when acquisition of data was closed off. The 
result was the degree of completeness which is reflected in this report, 
with data from all states and the District of Colombia for most items 
retarding PRF/MRs and from most states for the items regarding PRF/others. 

A pre-publication draft was issued on September 30 and provided to the 
state respondents and to selected Developmental Disabilities officials. 
Final corrections were made, and the first printing was completed in early 
November, 1978. 
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NOTES: 

QUALIFICATIONS, BY STATE 

ALABAMA: As typical of several states, the state fiscal year is 
October-September, but data have been tallied on basis 
of the requested July-June dates. 

CALIFORNIA: The facilities are all classed here as PRF/MR because, 
on those four of the eight sites that primarily serve 
mentally ill populations, the services to the mentally 
retarded residents are under the programmatic 
administration of the separate state agency for 
developmental services. 

CONNECTICUT: The state also operates directly 29 group homes with a 
total average daily membership of 370; they are not 
included in the tallies shown in this report. 

HAWAII: The state reported eight mentally retarded people as 
resident in its mental hospital; the facility and its 
residents are omitted from this report as not 
constituting a significant number. 

MISSOURI: The Regional Centers of this state, tallied in this 
report as PRF/other, function in residential intake 
screening; this contributes to high turnover statistics. 

NEW YORK: This state has two conditional release categories: 
11 Community status 11 with 2343 mentally retarded people 
on 7/l/78, and ••family care 11 with 3998 on that date; 
these are omitted from the PRF/MR figures as being 
unrepresentative of PRF/MR residents. 

OREGON: The figures for the beginning and end of the year do 
not include people who are on trial placement. 

VERMONT: Figures on residents carried 11 in-census 11 only are 
reported here (=411 average daily residents), people 
carried on 11 placement 11 roll (=328) omitted; most 
people on placement roll had been in the community 
over a year, and their legal status changed recently 
due to change in state law. 
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FINDINGS 

The data that were reported by the 51 states, with the District of 
Columbia treated here as a state, are shown in Table l through 18. 

The first nine tables give direct reports of the raw data, in the 
order listed on page 4 of this report and as requested on the survey 
form. The remaining nine tables were calculated from the reported 
data and, in the case of Table 18, with the use of census figures. 

The tabular subheads refer to 11 PRF/MR 11 and 11 PRF/other". These are 
space-saving references to, respectively, state-operated (public) 
residential facilities that are designed exclusively or primarily 
to serve the mentally retarded (PRF/MR), and state-operated (public) 
residential facilities of other kinds that house significant numbers 
of people whose primary diagnosis is mental retardation (PRF/other). 

On the left-hand page that faces each table is a text that refers to 
that table. Because the questions on the survey fonn were designed 
to each call for specific information, to be interpreted literally, 
and to be self-contained, the actual eliciting question is quoted in 
discussing the infonnation in Tables l through 9. 

On the left-hand page that faces this one is a series of notes that 
qual·ify the information that relates to each of several states. The 
states with these notations have special circumstances that affect 
the interpretation of their data. 
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Number of Facilities 

Table l \.Vas generated in response to the question, "How many faciLities 
or institutions did your state operate during all or part of the fiscal 
year 1977-78? Use your own definition of what is a separate facility." 

The second part of the question was included because previous surveys 
had had difficulty with defining separate facilities in a standard way, 
whereas each state seemed to have no special difficulty with the classi
fication. The reference in Question 2 to persons 11 Carried on the facility•s 
roll of residents 11 seemed, in telephone follow-up, to blanket a halfway 
house operated by a large facility as being part of the larger facility, 
rather than as a separate one. Each facility that was tallied in response 
to Question l was checked against the state•s report of its name and 
location (see Appendix B). 

Like the other eight questions of the survey, Question l was divided 
into two subquestions. The first subquestion asked for the number of 
"facilities, operated by the state, that are exclusively or primar_ily 
residential facilities for the mentally retarded." Telephone follow-up, 
which was made with every state, clarified this to mean a facility of 
any size if its employees were on the state payroll (but see California 
note on page 6). The identity of the facilities was checked against 
those identified in an earlier survey (Scheerenberger, 1976) and against 
a current listing obtained by the Project from independent sources. 
The total number of 236 in the United States compares with the 246 that 
were identified by Scheerenberger in 1976, though his tabulation at that 
time included a number of facilities that are now of the type described 
in the next paragraph. Nor did the Project•s current list make a 
distinction between the two types of facility. The crosschecking did 
establish, however, that each facility tallied in Table 1 met the definition 
in the question, and that no small group homes are included. 

The second half of Question 1 asked for the number of "facilities operated 
by the state as mental hospitals or as any other care facilities 9;_nd which 
have a significant number of residents whose primary diagnosis is mental 
retardation. Do not count penal institutions." The use of the word 
11 residents 11 seemed to effectively exclude outpatient facilities, according 
to the telephone contacts. Penal institutions were exclud~d because 
incarceration is not management of mental retardation per se. 11 Significant 
number 11 was clarified by telephone to mean at least ten persons. The 
primary diagnosis of mental retardation was intended to exclude people who 
are being treated for mental illnesses who miqht have a secondary diaqnosis 
of mental retardation. Appendix B of this report indicates whether the 
mentally retarded people in these facilities were managed in a separate 
unit or integrated fully with other residents. The United States total of 
such facilities for the fiscal year was 135. 

The grand total of all facilities reported, 371, is a larger number than 
has been reported by any other recent listing. This is at least partly 
due to the fact that this survey identified the PRF/others, with their 
units housing an average n~mber of 79 residents each. A similar calcu
lation with the aid of Table 3 shows that the average PRF/MR had 591 
residents. 
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Table l 

:;umber of Facilities: ~lumber of state-operated facilities which provided residential 
services to persons whose primary ~iagnosis wac mental retardation; by state; for 
year July l, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

STATE PRF ;r1R PRF/other TOTAL 

ALABAt~A 4 0 4 
AU.SKA 1 0 1 
ARIZONA 3 2 5 
ARKANSAS 5 0 5 
CALIFORNIA 9 0 9 (see note page 6) 

COLORJl.DO 3 0 3 
cmJNECTI CUT 10 3 13 (see note page 6) 
DELAvJARE 1 0 1 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 1 1 2 
FLORI D.A. 6 4 10 

GEORGIA 2 6 3 
HAWAII 1 0 1 (see note page 6) 
IDAHO l 0 1 
ILLINOIS 1l 7 18 
INDIANA 4 3 7 

IOHA 2 0 2 
KArlS AS 4 1 5 
KENTUCKY 4 2 6 
LOUISIANA 3 2 10 
~1A I NE 3 0 3 

:1ARYLAND 7 0 7 
~·1ASSACHUSETTS 8 8 16 
~ICHIGAN 12 0 12 
~1INNESOTA 3 5 8 
rHSSISSIPPI 4 0 4 

t·1ISSOURI 5 11 16 (see note page 6) 
~lONTAi!l\ 2 2 4 
NE[3r;',Si<Jl. 1 2 3 
NEV f\.01~ 2 0 2 
NE\J :J.liJ·lPSH IP.E 1 0 1 

tlEI·J JERSEY 8 0 8 
NE~·J ~~EXICO 2 1 3 
NE~J YORK 20 31 51 (see note page 6) 
tlORTH CAROLINA 4 4 8 
NORTH DAKOTA 1 1 2 

OHIO 10 3 13 
OKLAH0t1A 3 0 3 
OREGON 2 0 2 
PENNSYLVANIA 12 7 19 
RHODE ISLAND 1 0 1 

SOUTH CAROLINA 4 0 4 
SOUTH DAKOTA 

..., 0 2 L 

TENNESSEE 3 5 8 
TEXAS 14 6 20 
UTAH 1 0 l 

VER~·10~1T l l 2 
VIRGINIA 5 6 11 
1-JASH INGON 9 3 12 
:.~EST VIRGINIA 2 7 9 
~...JiscmlSHj 3 0 3 
~·JY0~1ING 1 1 2 

UNITED STATES 236 135 371 
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Residents Beqinning of Year 

Table 2 gives the number of residents in each of the two types of state
operated residential facilities at the beginning of the fiscal year. The 
numbers are in response to the question, "How many mentallt; retarded persons 
were resident in these facilities on June 30, 1977(a year ago)? Include 
those persons who were on trial placement or on vacation or leave, but who 
were still carried on the facilitl..]'s roll of residents." 

The second sentence of the question was stated in recognition of the fact 
that actual release from a facility roll may take place some time after~ the 
resident has physically moved to the community, with the facility carrying 
responsibility for return and with the facility still showing the person 
as an official resident "on the books. 11 Telephone veri fica t ion of the data 
led to some refinement of the original response; see the note regarding 
Vermont on page 6 as an example. 

The first subquestion again asked in reference to "state residential facilities 
for the mentally retarded." The second subquestion asked in reference to 
"other state residential facilities ... ,persons whose primary diagnosis was 
mental retardation." The respondents were referred to their answers to 
Question l in order to distinguish the two types of institution. Telephone 
contacts seemed to indicate that there was no confusion as to the meaning of 
the two numbers requested, here or in subsequent questions. 

On the other hand, a few states had difficulty in locating the information on 
mentally retarded people in 11 0ther state residential facilities." This was 
often so because two quite different units of state government had jurisdiction 
over the two typ€s of facility, and the two units had not developed routine 
channels for exchange of information. 

Some states reported that they have a clear and monitored policy that prevents 
placement of persons with a primary diagnosis of mental retardation into state 
facilities that are designed for other populations. They are reported in 
Table 2 (and subsequently in this report) as MA = Not Applicable, meaning that 
the data category does not apply to that state. The designation of NP. is also 
used for states that reported no, or fewer than 10, mentally retarded residents 
in PRF/other. 

The United States totals-- PRF/t·1R, 148.,752; PRF/other,.ll,l33; All Facilities, 
159,885 -- represent benchmarks for comparison to end-of-year totals as in 
Tables 16 and 17, but they are less representative of the year than are the 
figures of Table 3. 

1

1 

10 

Exp lana t i O_f2___~f non-numerical. symbo 1_? ___ ~-~~the _!_?b l es: 

NA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; n1ay have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because somr of the data needed for calculation is not furnisl1ed. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est= the reporting state furnisl1ed estimated data, believed to he the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 2 

Res1dents 3eainning of Year: Number of ~ersons with a primary diagnosis of mental 
retardation who were residents in state-operated residential facilities on 
July l, 1977. 

STATE PRF r1R PRF/other ALL FACILITIES 

ALABA~1A 1830 NA 1830 (see note page 6) 
ALASKA 106 NA 106 
fl.RI ZOi~A 956 120 1076 
ARKANSAS 1764 NA 1764 
CALIFORNIA 9921 NA 9921 

COLORADO 1539 NA 1539 
CONNECT! CUT 3068 146 3214 (see note page 6) 
DELAWARE 552 NA 552 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 950 205 1155 
FLORIDA 4515 393 4908 

GEORGIA 1643 1223 2866 
HAWAII 525 NA 525 (see note page 6) 
IDAHO 454 NA 454 
ILLINOIS 6017 390 6407 
INDIANA 2589 250 est 2839 est 

IOWA 2052 NA 2052 
KANS.L\S 1485 1 1486 (see Table 4; PRF/other 
KENTUCKY 946 125 1071 opened 1977) 
LOUISIANA 3158 125 est 3283 est 
MJl.I NE 525 NA 525 

r1ARYLANO 3499 ~lA 3499 
i"lASSACHUSETTS 5234 781 6015 
t~ICHIGAN 6100 NA 6100 
P1IN~JESOTA 1934 916 2850 
r'liSSISSIPPI 1804 NA 1804 

~1ISSOURI 2195 354 2549 
MONTANA 307 107 414 
NEBRASKA 913 57 970 
NEVADA 132 NA 132 
NE~J HAr1PSH IRE 775 NA 775 

~lEW JERSEY 7927 NA 7927 
ND·J MEXICO 741 43 784 
NE!~ YORK 18166 1770 19936 (see note page 6) 
NORTH CAROLINA 3524 615 4139 
SOUTH DAKOTA 870 61 931 

OHIO 6842 416 7258 
0KLAHQt.1A 1977 NA 1977 
OREGON 1877 NA 1877 (see note page 6) 
PENNSYLVANIA 9250 est 850 est 10100 est 
RHODE ISLAND 755 NA 755 

SOUTH CAROLINA 3423 ~lA 3423 
NORTH DAKOTA 835 NA 835 
TEilrlESSEE 2115 422 2537 
TEXAS 12123 461 12584 
UTAH 854 NA 854 

VERMONT 435 47 482 (see note page 6) 
'II RGIN IA 3836 457 est 4293 est 
c~ASH I NGT0t1 2450 56 est 2506 est 
·.~ EST V I R G I N I A 425 717 1142 
1.IISCONS IN 2372 r1A 2372 
l·JYm·HNG 467 25 492 

IJiJITED STATES 1~8,752 i 1 '133 159,885 
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Average Daily Residents 

Tab l e 3 reports the _9_v_e_r_M_~ number of persons w i t h a p r i mary d i a g nos i s of 
mental retardation who were resident in the state-operated residential 
facilities during the fiscal year. This average is the most represetative 
measure of the number of people in this population, more representative 
than is the number on any given date. It is therefore the set of figures 
that was used in the calculation of Tables 10 through 15 and Table 17 of 
this report. 

The question which was asked was, "What was the averaqe daily resident 

population of mentally retarded persons in these faciJ.ities during FY 78 

(JulLJ 1, 1977 to June 30, 1978)?" 

All states were able to report this datum for residents of facilities that 
are designed exclusively or primarily for the mentally retarded (PRF/MRs). 
Six states were able to give only estimates at the time of the survey, but 
specific figures, reported to be direct and official tallies, were given 
by the remaining 45 states. This figure, average daily membership (ADM) 
or average daily residents (ADR), is one that each state uses in planning, 
budgeting, and managing its residential affairs. 

The second half of this survey question, which asked regarding persons with 
a primary diagnosis of mental retardation who were resident in state-operoted 
facilities designed primarily for other populations, was more difficult for 
some states to answer. In many states, an agency other than the one initially 
contacted by the Project has responsibility for facilities that do not 
primarily serve the mentally retarded, and sometimes such persons are not 
officially "tracked.'' Four states were not able to pr·ovide a fioure, and 
nine others reported estimates. For states where "NA" is entered in Table 3, 
the meaning is "zero," because those states reported that they had no signif
icant numbers of mentally retarded persons in PRF/other placement. 

To obtain the United States total for all facilities, the "NC" entries were 
counted as the PRF/MR figures with a "+" added to indicate that it is a 
minimum figure and that there is an additional unknown quantity which is 
represented by the "DNF" that is not zero in the "PRF/other" column. The 
figures that are followed by a "+" are to be treated as underestimates. 

For qualifying notes, by state, see page 6 of this report. NOTE: calculations 
based on population size should use Table 3 rather than Tables 2 or 4. 
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Expl_9natio_n of non-numetical symbols used in the tables: 

NA =Not Applicable; the category is not us0d in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC =Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est = the reporting state furnisherl estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstar1ces; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 3 

Average Daili Residents: Average daily resident populations of persons with a 
primary diagnosis of mental retardation in state-operated residential facilities; 
during fiscal year July 1, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

ALL STATE 
STATE PRF /t1R PRF/other FACILITIES 

ALABAMA 1654 NA 1654 
ALASKA 98 NA 98 
ARIZONA 380 est 120 est 1000 est 
ARKANSAS 1511 NA 1511 
CALIFORNIA 9614 NA 9614 

COLORADO 1459 NA 1459 
CONNECTICUT 3013 134 3147 
DELAWARE 543 NA 543 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 950 DNF NC (950+) 
FLORIDA 4256 365 4621 

GEORGIA 1602 1177 2779 
HAWAII 500 NA 500 
IDAHO 440 NA 440 
ILLINOIS 6245 est DNF NC ( 6245+) 
INDIANA 2475 250 est 2725 est 

IOWA 1378 NA 1378 
KANSAS 1479 12 1491 
KENKUCKY 909 30 939 
LOUISIANA 3071 110 est 3181 est 
MAINE 515 NA 515 

MARYLAND 2531 NA 2531 
MASSACHUSETTS 4937 DNF NC (4937+) 
MICHIGAN 6209 NA 6209 
MINNESOTA 1805 895 2700 
MISSISSIPPI 1825 NA 1825 

MISSOURI 2036 344 2380 
MONTANA 319 66 est 385 est 
NEBRASKA 352 56 908 
NEVADA 129 NA 129 
NEW HM~PSHIRE 644 NA 644 

NEW JERSEY 7893 est NA 7893 
NEW MEXICO 535 40 est 575 est 
NEW YORK 17144 1698 18842 (see note page 6) 
NORTH CAROLINA 3228 533 est 3761 est 
NORTH DAKOTA 872 61 933 

OHIO 6095 355 6450 
OKLAHOMA 1750 NA 1750 
OREGON 1788 NA 1788 
PENNSYLVANIA 8050 est 780 est 8830 est 
RHODE ISLAND 740 est NA 740 est 

SOUTH CAROL I ~iA 3333 NA 3333 
SOUTH DAKOTA 769 NA 769 
TENNESSEE 2096 400 2496 
TEXAS 10591 420 11011 
UTAH 838 est NA 838 est 

VERMONT 411 45 456 (see note page 6) 
VIRGINIA 3815 est 425 est 4240 est 
WASHINGTON 2400 est 56 est 2456 est 
'/JEST 'JIRGINIA 428 709 1137 
~JI SCONS IN 2302 ~~A 2302 
'tiYOMING 475 20 495 

UNITED STATES 139432 ?1 Ul + 148533 + 
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Residents End of Year 

Table 4 reports the number of residents at the end of the fiscal year. The 
question was, "How many mentally retarded persons were resident in these 
facilities on June 30, 1978 (this year}?" Include persons who were on trial 
placement or on vacation or leave, but who ~vere still carried on the facility's 
roll of residents.'' The phraseology of the question was intended to parallel 
exactly that of Question 2, which had asked for comparable figures at the 
start of the fiscal year. 

The subquestions as usual requested separate figures for the two types of 
facility. A few states had some difficulty in responding to this regarding 
the 11 0ther 11 facilities, evidently because the inquiry was made so soon after 
the date of tally, and intrastate communication channels require some time to 
operate. 

See Tables 16 and 17 for comparison of resident numbers at the beginninq and 
at the end of the fiscal year. Here, it might be noted that the United States 
totals all show a net population decrease in these facilities between July 1, 
1977 and June 30, 1978: a decrease of 7135 in PRF/MRs, or 5.1% of the average 
daily population and of 4.8% from the beginning of the year; a decrease of 
1426 in reported PRF/others, or 15.7% of their average daily population 
orl2.8% from the beginning of the year; and a decrease in all reported 
facilities of 8561, or 5.7% of the average daily population or 5.4% from the 
beginning of the year. The decrease in mentally retarded population in the 
reported PRF/others, while large proportionate to the total in that type 
of facility, is submerged in the totals for all facilities, because nearly 
94% of the total population is reported from PRF/MRs. 

One should also note that the populations at the end of the year, while 
smaller than those at the beginning of the year, are still larger than is 
the average daily population. It will be recalled that the average daily 
population figure is asserted to be the most stable measure of populat·ion 
size. The differences noted in this paragraph may be due to actual population 
fluctuations such that midsummer is the time of actual highest population in 
these facilities. The caseload accountinq system in some states miqht also 
use a slightly different basis for accouniing the average, versus a~counting 
particular dates, such as omitting those people who were on leave or trial 
placement. The question phraseology sought to avoid this, however. 
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Explanation of non-nume_rical symbol_~~~~~-~~s: 

tJA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est= the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 4 

Residents End of (ear: Number of f.)ersons 'dith a primary diagnosis of mental 
retardation who were residents in state-operated residential facilities on June 30, 1978. 

STATE 

ALA8At-1A 
ALASKA 
ARI ZONP1 
ARKt"INSAS 
CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
DISTRICT OF COLur1BIA 
FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 
HAL~AI I 
IDAHO 
ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 

IOWA 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
~1A INE 

MARYLAND 
MASSACHUSETTS 
~1I CHI GAN 
rHNNESOTA 
MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 
~10NTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NHJ JERSEY 
NEVJ 11EX I CO 
NEH YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 
0KLAH0t1A 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
UTAH 

VERr10NT 
VIRGINIA 
;.JASH I NGTON 
'~EST VIRGINIA 
'.HSCONSIN 
:.~YOMING 

UNITED STATES 

PRE/MR 

1356 
96 

300 
1775 
9674 

1413 
2957 

538 
954 

4247 

1523 
475 
427 

5862 
2349 

2010 
1475 

938 
3174 

517 

3226 
4810 
5833 
1902 
1832 

2195 
334 
308 
146 
727 

7886 
650 

16122 
3416 
806 

6141 
1956 
1796 
8750 est 

742 

3409 
759 

2077 
11835 

832 

393 
3673 
2371 

443 
2233 

454 

141 ,617 

PRF/other 

NA 
NA 

120 est 
~lA 
NA 

NA 
123 

NA 
205 est 
337 

1121 
NA 
NA 

499 
250 est 

NA 
14 

136 
92 
NA 

NA 
DNF 

NA 
953 

NA 

334 
56 
55 
NA 
NA 

NA 
40 

1625 est 
555 est 

61 

436 
NA 
NA 

800 est 
NA 

NA 
~lA 

379 
378 

NA 

41 
388 

44 est 
650 

'lA 
15 

971)7+ 

ALL FA:~ILITIES 

1356 (see note page 6) 
96 

920 est 
1775 
9674 

1413 
3080 (see note page 6) 

538 
1159 est. 
4584 

2644 
475 
427 

6361 
2599 est 

2010 
1489 
1074 
3266 

517 

3226 
NC (4810+) 

5833 
2855 
1832 

2529 
390 
86l 
146 
727 

7886 
690 

17747 est (see note page 6) 
3971 est 
867 

6577 
1956 
1796 (see note page 6) 
9550 est 

742 

3409 
759 

2456 
12213 

~-332 

434 (see note page 6) 
4061 
2415 e~t 
1093 
2233 

469 

151,324+ 
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New Admissions During Year 

Table 5 reports first admissions. The question was, "How many persons with 
a primary diagnosis of mental retardation, and who had !2ot previously been 
resident in one of your state-owned facilities serving the mentally retarded, 
were admitted to these facilities between July 1, 1977 and June 30, 1978?" 
The subquestions, as before, requested separate figures for the two types 
of facility. 

In this and in other questions relating to admission and demission, transfers 
among the facilities of the two types were not to be counted. This 
instruction was, as far as could be determined by telephone, followed by 
the states in their reports. However, the possibility does remain that an 
error of over-reporting may have occured in one or more states. 

More commonly, some states have reported as first admissions a few people 
who had previously been served in a different facility. This took place 
because some states keep their records by separate facility; in such situa
tions, a person who had in the past been a resident in Facility X would be 
counted as a new admission when entering Facility Y, which would have no 
record of any previous residence. The effect of this error, when present, 
is to correspondingly reduce the number of reported readmissions in Table 6. 
There is no way to estimate, from the facts available here, the probable 
size limits of that kind of error. 

Beyond the absolute numbers given in Table 5, it will be useful to note, in 
Tables 10, ll and 12, the admission rates relative to the size of the resident 
populations. 

For the calculation of United States totals, states that were unable to report 
their PRF/other admissions were tallied in the 11 All Facilities 11 column as 
having at least the number of PRF/MR admissions. This is shown in the table 
by the parenthesized number, followed by a 11 +, 11 at the far right. As in 
the three previous tables, the United States total for all facilities is 
shown with a ''+ 11 to indicate that it is a minimum statement, and the same sion 
is added to the United States PRF/other total to indicate that any unreported 
quantity would be additional. 
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f!.Rlanation of non-numerical symbols used in the tahles: 

NA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est= the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 5 

New Admissions During Year: Number of persons with primary diagnosis of mental 
retardation, who had not previously been resident in a facility operated by that 
state, who were admitted to state-operated residential facilities during fiscal 
year July l, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

ALL STATE 
STATE PRF/MR PRF/other FACILITIES 

ALABAMA 134 NA 134 
ALASKA 4 NA 4 
ARIZONA l 5 est 6 est 
ARKANSAS 275 NA 275 
CALIFORNIA 281 NA 281 

COLORADO 42 NA 42 
CONNECTICUT 114 50 164 
DELAl~ARE 14 NA 14 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA zero 39 39 
FLORIDA 125 44 169 

GEORGIA 261 53 314 
HAWAII l3 NA 13 
IDAHO 22 NA 22 
ILLINOIS 83 DNF t1C (83+) 
INDIANA 122 30 est 152 est 

IOWA 76 NA 76 
KANSAS 69 14 83 
KENTUCKY 86 DNF NC (86+) 
LOUISIANA 240 DNF ~lC (240+) 
r·1AINE 24 NA 24 

MARYLAND .13 NA 13 
(zero+) ~~ASSACHUS ETTS zero DNF ~IC 

r1ICHIGAN 239 NA 239 
MINNESOTA 52 48 100 
MISSISSIPPI 240 NA 240 

~~ISSOURI 185 166 351 (see note page 6) 
MONTANA 5 2 7 
NEBRASKA 10 5 15 
NEVADA 21 NA 21 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 5 NA 5 

NEW JERSEY 355 est NA 355 est 
ND~ MEXICO 25 zero 25 
NE\~ YORK 297 DNF NC (297+) 
NORTH CAROLINA 102 122 est 244 est 
NORTH DAKOTA 20 18 38 

OHIO 50 2 52 
OKLAHOMA 134 NA 134 
OREGON 80 NA 80 
PENNSYLVANIA 93 est zero est 93 est 
RHODE ISLAND 21 ~JA 21 

SOUTH CAROLINA 183 NA 183 
SOUTH DAKOTA 7 NA 7 
TENNESSEE 109 199 308 
TEXAS 79 87 166 
UTAH 29 NA 29 

VERMONT 6 4 10 
VIRGINIA 135 65 200 
1tJASH I NGTON so DNF ~K (80+) 
!tJEST VIRGINIA 47 286 333 
':JISCONSIN 520 NA 520 
1;/YOMING 13 1 14 

IJNITED STATES 5141 1240+ 6381+ 
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Readmissions During Year 

Table 6 reports readmissions to the facilities. The question asked was, 
"How many persons with a primary diagnosis of mental retardation, and who 
had previously been resident in one of your state-owned facilities servi:ng 
the mentally retarded, were admitted to these facilities between July 1, 
1977 and June 30, 1978? Do not include those who transferred between 
facilities of these two types." The subquestions asked for the numbers 
readmitted "to state resic'lential facilities for the mentally retarded" and 
"to other state residential facilities, persons whose ~primary diagnosis was 
mental retardation." 

Refer to page 16 for the discussion, relative to Table 5, of possible 
reporting of some readmissions as new admissions. The result of such an 
error, when present, would be to reduce the numbers reported in Table 6 and 
to correspondingly increase the numbers reported in Table 5. 

Comparison of Tables 5 and 6 shows that, for the United States as a whole, 
the ratio of new admissions to readmissions for the year was 5141:4590, 
or 49%:51% for the PRF/MRs. The ratio was 38%:62% for PRF/others. In other 
words, while PRF/MR admissions were almost equally new admissions and read
missions, for PRF/others the readmissions outnumbered new admissions nearly 
two to one. 
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~£~nation of non-numerical symbols used _ _j_~_!he tab~s: 

NA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est= the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 6 

Readmissions During Year: Number of persons with primary diagnosis of mental 
retardation who had previously been resident in a facility operated by that 
state, who were readmitted to state-operated residential facilities during 
fiscal year July l, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

ALL STATE 
STATE PRF/:~R PRF/other FACILITIES 

A LABAr-lA 57 NA 57 
ALASKA 2 NA 2 
ARIZGriA 3 5 est 8 est 
ARKANSAS 12 NA 12 
CALIFORNIA 320 NA 320 

COLORADO 9 NA 9 
CONNECTICUT 1100 78 1178 
DELAI~ARE 4 NA 4 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 3 DNF NC (3+) 
FLORIDA 118 74 192 

GEORGIA 186 84 270 
HAWAII 39 NA 39 
IDAHO 39 NA 39 
ILLINOIS 81 DNF NC (81+) 
INDIANA 12 est 8 est 20 est 

IOWA 64 NA 64 
KANSAS 63 zero 63 
KENTUCKY 39 DNF NC (39+) 
LOUISIANA 60 DNF NC (60+) 
MAINE 14 NA 14 

MARYLAND 253 NA 253 
r~ASSACHUSETTS 18 DNF rK ( 18+) 
mCHIGAN 174 NA 174 
MINNESOTA 53 53 106 
MISSISSIPPI 25 NA 25 

MISSOURI 533 525 ~058 (see note page 6) 
MONTANA 7 2 9 
NEBRASKA 9 1 10 
NEVADA 10 NA 10 
N El~ HAMPSHIRE 3 NA 3 

NEW JERSEY 17 est NA 17 est 
NEW t~EXICO 10 zero 10 
NEW YORK 567 DNF NC (567+) 
NORTH CAROLINA 132 339 est 471 est 
NORTH DAKOTA 3 28 31 

OHIO 211 5 216 
OKLAHOMA 17 NA 17 
OREGON 33 NJl 33 
PENNSYLVANIA 90 est zero est 90 est 
RHODE ISLAND 8 NA 8 

SOUTH CAROLINA 31 NA 31 
SOUTH DAKOTA 10 NA 10 
TENNESSEE 251 12 263 
TEXAS 403 217 620 
UTAH zero NA zero 

VERt·10NT 1 6 7 
VIRGINIA 135 55 190 
~lASH I NGTON 47 :JNF '!C (47+) 
WEST VIRGINIA 14 494 508 
~~IS CONS IN DNF ~jA :~c 

WY0~1I NG zero zero zero 

UNITED STATES 5290 1986 7276 
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Live Releases During Year 

Table 7 reports live releases during the year. The eliciting question was, 
"How many persons with a primarl] diagnosis of mental retardation were 
officially released from the facilities and removed trc~!!!_ the institutior~ 
rolls during the period from July 1, 1977 to June JOJ- 1978? 
Include those who made the physical. move, such as to trial placement, 
before July 1, 1977; do not include those who made the move during the 
year but were 'carried on the books' of the faci1ities on June 30, 1978 .. 
Do not include transfers _between state institutions." 

The intent of this somewhat complicated instruction was to seek a number 
that could be found in the existing record systems, and that would also 
reflect the ongoing responsibility (where such existed) for persons who 
were not physically present but were carried on the rolls as charges of 
the facility. 

Telephone contacts seemed to show that the question agreed with the existing 
record systems of most states. Ambiguities appeared to be rare and to be 
readily resolved. 

The ratio of all admissions (new admissions and readmissions; see Tables 
5 and 6) to live releases for the United States was: 

PRF/MRs: 10431 admissions to 13116 releases, or 44:56 ratio 
PRF/others: 3226 admissions to 4727 releases, or 41:59 ratio 
All Facilities: 13657 admissions to 17843 releases, or 43:57 ratio 

Live releases, it will be noted, outnumbered all admissions. 

For ratio comparison of live releases to population sizes, see Tables 
13, 14 and 1 5. 
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Explanation ~f non-numerical symbols used in the tables: 

tlA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculatior1 is not furnished. 

zero= the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est= the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 7 

Llve Releases During Year: Number of persons with orimary diaanosis of mental 
retardation who were officially released from state-ooerated residential facilities 
(removed from the institution's rolls) during fiscal year July l, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

STATE PRF/MR PRF/OTHER TOTAL 

ALABAMA 333 NA 333 
ALASKA 19 NA 19 
ARIZONA 147 5 est. 152 est 
ARKANSAS 263 NA 263 
CALIFORNIA 713 NA 713 

COLORADO 110 NA 110 
CONNECTICUT 1,34.1 146 1,490 
DELA\~ARE 41 NA 41 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 4 DNF NC ( 4+) 
FLORIDA 430 165 595 

GEORGIA 486 259 745 
HAWAII 61 NA 61 
IDAHO 69 NA 69 
ILLINOIS 437 507 944 
INDIANA 337 22 359 

IOWA 180 NA 180 
KANSAS 158 zero 158 
KENTUCKY 122 DNF NC (122+) 
LOUISIANA 229 DNF NC (229+) 
MAINE 50 NA 50 

MARYLAND 265 NA 265 
MASSACHUSETTS 226 est. DNF NC (226+) 
MICHIGAN 240 NA 240 
MINNESOTA 172 167 339 
MISSISSIPPI 575 NA 575 

MISSOURI 647 688 1,335 
MONTANA 45 4 49 
NEBRASKA 96 13 109 
NEVADA 16 NA 16 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 42 NA 42 

NEW JERSEY 312 NA 312 
NEW ~1EX I CO 29 1 30 
NEW YORK 783 DNF NC (783+) 
NORTH CAROLINA 303 387 690 
NORTH DAKOTA 24 45 69 

OHIO 190 46 236 
OKLAHOMA 156 NA 156 
OREGON 180 NA 180 
PENNSYLVANIA 440 est. 150 est. 590 est. 
RHODE ISLAND 26 NA 26 

SOUTH CAROLINA 268 NA 268 
SOUTH DAKOTA 77 NA 77 
TENNESSEE 363 244 607 
TEXAS 614 369 983 
UTAH 41 NA 41 

VERMONT 33 14 47 
VIRGINIA 289 254 543 
WASHINGTON 231 DNF ~IC (231+) 
\-JEST VI RG INI A 241 1,239 1,480 
WISCONSIN 634 NA 63.1 

WYm1ING 25 2 27 

UNITED STATES 13 '116 4 '727 1'" l7 ,843 .... 
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Deaths During Year 

Table 8 reports deaths in institutions during the year. The question asked on the 
survey was, "How many persons with a primary diaqnos.is of mental retardation died 
during the period cJuly 1, 1877 to June 3, 1978 while they 1/Vere residents of these 
facilities? Include, if possible, those who were on the institutionls rolls at 
the t_ime of death but were physical] lJ on trial placement or on leave or in 
community hospitals.'' The subquestions differentiated the two types of facility. 

As with the previous question, this inquiry was intended to correspond with the 
states' record systems and also to reflect the possible occurance of death while 
off the facility grounds, such as while 8nder treatment in a community hospital. 

Telephone contacts seemed to show that the question was well understood; no state 
reported that it could not make the inclusion for PRF/MRs. Some respondents did 
not have the data for PRF/others. 

The ratios of deaths to population sizes will be found in Tables 13 to 15. 
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Explanation_of non-nume1·ical symbols used in the tables: 

NA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est = the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table ~3 

Deaths Duri_~: Number of persons v1i th primary di ag:~os ~ s of :nenta l 
retardation who died while on the rolls of state-operated residential facilities 
during fiscal year July l, :977 to June 30, 1978. 

ALL. STATE 
STATE PRF /~1R PRF /other FJ;CILITIES 

AU\BM1A 12 NA 12 
,~LASKA zero NA zero 
ARIZONA 7 3 est 10 est 
ARKANSAS 15 NA 15 
CALIFORNIA 175 NA 175 

COLORADO 31 NA 31 
CONNECTICUT 30 5 35 
DELAWARE 4 NA 4 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 12 DNF iK (12+) 
FLORIDA 79 DNF NC (79+) 

GEORGIA 16 7 23 
HAWAII 14 NA 14 
IDAHO 10 NA 10 
ILLINOIS 175 DNF 175 
INDIANA 16 3 est 19 est 

IOi'JA 23 NA 23 
KANSAS 22 zero 22 
KENTUCKY 10 Dr1F NC ( 1 0+) 
LOUISIANA 56 DNF NC (56+) 
r1AINE 8 ~1A 8 

MARYLAND 3 NA 3 
MASSACHUSETTS 26 DNF NC (26+) 
MICHIGAN 145 NA 145 
MINNESOTA 33 14 47 
t~ISS ISS IPPI 24 NA 24 

i~ISSOURI 71 23 94 
MONTANA 4 2 6 
NEBRASKA 15 2 17 
NEVADA 1 NA 1 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 15 NA 15 

NEW JERSEY 101 NJl. 101 
NEW ~1EXICO 9 1 10 
NEW YORK 287 DNF NC (287+) 
NORTH CAROLINA 52 24 76 
NORTH DAKOTA 12 zero 12 

OHIO 96 3 99 
OKLAHOfv!A 24 NA 24 
OREGON 14 NA 14 
PENNSYLVANIA 95 est 50 est 145 est 
RHODE ISLAND 8 NA 8 

SOUTH CAROLINA 73 NA 73 
SOUTH DAKOTA 15 NA 15 
TENNESSEE 35 10 45 
TEXAS 129 16 145 
UTAH 13 ~1A 13 

VERMONT 9 0 9 
'/IRGINIA 64 15 79 
WASHINGTON 35 DNF NC (35+) 
I;/ EST VIRGINIA 4 43 47 
11'i IS CONS IN 22 est '4}\ 22 est 
t~YOMING 5 zero 5 

UtHTED ST.ATES 2l54 221 ;- 2375 -t-

23 



Cost Per Di ern 

Tab ·1 e 9 s how s the aver age c c s t , per day , of s e r v i n g a rn en t a l ·1 y r· e t. a r de d Per s on i n 
the f;:tcilities. The survey question VJas, "[vh.Jt 'v1'dS the per diem cost oF care of 

res 1 dents h'.i th c1 (il? m,tnJ tl i. ment. r(_'i_,:lrci,?t inrJ jn tllc'SC' _i! j t 7 es i 
reqw::(, ted ~;e r·(1te cliem fiiJUY'es ··,.Jere 

each of the two of faclli "· 

f thE~ repcrt·i state· 
Tl·li d uni vcr''.rlll.Y 

d if 1-ri th tfH? n~<::d i nq of " 
of the faci1itv 1 

ell em 
rlnua 1 

lliSJ t:\'.pf'ti)e, 

d ff(lrcn~_~es n 
h0~ been calculated 

.·'d:TdCJI" . f \ ·J('til'::. 
t P i g u r e ~ l~ : 1 t -; t I s a 

· ~~~ver'l'l.i dec.:lde':;, 

rr, 
tu:i; tl;c; t 

~~ler~c ~; ome e t 1 on'~. j ·;.1·11 • c: nnt~ 1 a quo tc(: D(JVe. 
.. ception VJO.S Tt.)rmesst.'C' /othc~r-·;; tf1c 

he on;·i :· l fOY' 

viou<:_; va iat ons pro 
scn:e other stet 

outs tand i nq l c 
d i en1 fi ~}tH'e t 

iatc rc F c1 1 
+ 
L 

l, /other:.; a reporting pr·ob-lem to the state:;" In some 
~ it V.JI.7S judgement tate infonnant that t:'le true per diem for· 

·:1ns ·in uni 1-.s or pr·ogran·1~: U r:1enta ·1-ly r·etarded vJa~. the :;arne, whethET e 
pe ·:;n vJas in a PRF/~m or P f"·/othe1·. In some other instances, mental retardation 
unit in PRF/others calcula1 the r own per diem. In still other instances, 
nier1tcd ly retarded persons • kPY' d·icl!: v.Jas averaged into the total residential 
pop u at i on of 11 other 11 fa c i l e s . The a v a i l a b l e i n form at i on does not perm i t a 
reconciliation of this admi)<ture, c1nd the state informants~ judgement was 
accepted without adjustment. 

The United States figures are weighted averages. For each state from which both 
the resident population and the per diem were furnished, the per diem figure was 
weighted proportionate to the number of people represented. The United States 
figures given here were thus based upon costs for 133,187 residents in PRF/MRs, 
8 4 l 5 res i dents i n P R F I others , and ., 4 l , 6 0 2 res i dents i n a l l fa c i l i t i e s . No s y s tern
atic bias to the result is evident. 
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~_lunatiQ~:~__c::__f non-numerical symbols used in the tables: 

tlA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero= the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est = the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circu1nstances; or estimated data contribute to the f·igure. 



Table 9 

Per Diem Cost: Cost per diem for care of residents with a primary diagnosis of mental 
retardation in state-operated residential facilities during fiscal year July 1, 1977 
to June 30, 1978. 

STATE 

ALABAr1A 
ALASKA 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALIFORNIA 

COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAt~ARE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
FU,R InA 

GEORGIA 
HA\t/A I I 
IDAHO 
ILLINOIS 
HJDIMA 

IOWA 
KJl.~ISAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
t·1AINE 

r~ARYLAND 
t~ASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 
MISSISSIPPI 

r~ISSOURI 
MmiTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NHJ HAMPSHIRE 

NE\~ JERSEY 
NE\-J r·1EXICO 
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 
OKLAHGr·1/\ 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROL I tlA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
UTAH 

VERr~ONT 
1/IRGINIA 
;-JASH I NGTON 
~JEST VIRGINIA 
' . .JI SCGriS IN 
\JYm1ING 

UNITED STATES 

DOLLARS, 
PRF /~1R 

53.02 
116.05 
29.77 
30.00 
64.19 est 

40.00 est 
37.80 
30.72 
43.00 
41.69 

38.61 
44.00 
48.95 est 

DNF 
41.60 

58.00 est 
5l.19est 
42.80 est 
34.16 
55.00 

54.25 
50.00 
59.37 est 
52.20 
21.20 

48.59 
64.02 
40.00 est 
45.00 
27.70 est 

29.35 est 
37. 12 
71.80 
56.61 
22.00 est 

55.00 
38.60 
38.88 
79.44 
55.00 est 

28.33 
32.30 
37.75 
35.86 
43.36 

45.77 
30.67 
39.15 
51.63 
69.00 
35.00 

s 50. 10 

DOLLARS, 
PRF/other 

Nil 
NA 

DNF 
N.( 
NA 

(PRF/other: per average 

NA 
65.65 

NA 
105.46 
38.00 of all patients) 

41 .96 
NA 
NA 

DNF 
38.26 

NA (averaqe for 2 facilities, not 
51.19 est weighted for faci1. size) 
71.56 est (PRF/other range 44.00 to · 

DNF 104.00) 
NA 

NA 
65.00 est 

NA (based on 10/1/77 - 3/31/78) 
52.20 

NA 

54.99 
51.25 
67.29 

NA 
NA 

NA 
45.00 est 
57.45 est (PRF/other range, 49.70- 65.20) 
60.28 
57.57 (PRF/other: average for all 

patients) 
27.11 est 

NA 
NA 

64.00 
NA 

NA 
NA 

9.07 (PRF/other: does not account 
49.92 for ICF income) 

NA 

68.52 
27.68 

ONF 
26.76 

~lA 
60.00 

s '+8.54 (weiahted mean, $50.00, All 
Facilities) 
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Admission Ratios, PRF/MR 

Table 10 of this report begins the section which derives from the survey 
questionnaire, but which includes secondary calculations. This table gives 
the ratio of admissions to the average daily resident population in the facilities, 
that are designed exclusively or primarily for the mentally retarded. 

The ratios given are calculated per thousand average daily resident population 
in each state•s facilities. To convert the figures to a true decimal fraction, 
the decimal point should be moved three places to the left. Thus, a given ratio 
of 81 (per thousand) becomes a true decimal of .881, indicating that somewhat 
fewer than one tenth of Alabama•s PRF/MR population was newly admitted during the 
year. Similarly, a ratio of 302 per thousand becomes .302, indicating that nearly 
a third of Missouri •s PRF/MR population had been either newly admitted or readmit
ted during the year. 

The fourth column of Table 10 gives a total that was not given in the earlier 
tables: the number of all admissions, both new and readmissions, to these 
facilities. 

Explanation of non-numerical symbols used in the_tabl~s: 

tJA = Not Applicable; the catego1·y is not used i th· 
is equivalent to zero except that .t d n 1S state; may have a meaning 

• 1 oes not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

that 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculat,·on 
is not furnished. 

zero= the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est= the reporting state ~urnished estimated data, believed to be th t 
accurate under the C1rcumstances; or estimated data contribute ~om~~e figure. 
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Table 10 

Admission Ratios. PRF/MR: New admissions, readmissions, and total admissions to 
state-operated residential facilities that are exclusively or primarily designed 
for the mentally retarded, expressed as the number per thousand average daily 
resident population in that type of facility; -...1L1 total numbers of admissions; 
for fiscal year July 1, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

NEvJ RE- TOTAL TOTAL 
Am1ISSIONS ADMISSIONS ADMISSIONS AD~1ISSIONS 

STATE RATIO RATIO RATIO NUMBER 

ALABAMA 81 34 115 191 
ALASKA 41 20 61 6 
ARIZONA l 3 4 4 
ARKANSAS 182 8 190 287 
CALIFORNIA 29 33 62 601 

COLORADO 29 6 35 51 
CONNECTICUT 38 365 403 1214 
DELAWARE 26 7 33 18 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 0 3 3 3 
FLORIDA 29 28 57 243 

GEORGIA 163 116 279 447 
HAWAII 26 78 104 52 
IDAHO 50 89 139 61 
ILLINOIS 13 13 26 164 
INDIANA 49 5 est 54 est 134 est 

IOWA 55 46 102 140 
KANSAS 47 43 89 132 
KENTUCKY 95 43 137 125 
LOUISIANA 78 19 98 300 
t~AINE 47 27 74 38 

~1ARYLAND 5 100 105 266 
~'1ASSACHUS ETTS 0 4 NC 18 
MICHIGAN 38 28 66 413 
MINNESOTA 29 29 39 105 
MISSISSIPPI 131 14 145 265 

MISSOURI 91 262 302 718 
MONTANA 16 22 31 12 
NEBRASKA 12 11 21 19 
NEVADA 163 77 240 31 
NEW HAt1PSH IRE 8 5 12 8 

NHJ JERSEY 45 est 2 est 47 est 372 est 
NE!~ MEXICO 47 19 61 35 
NEW YORK 17 33 46 864 
NORTH CAROLINA 32 41 62 234 
NORTH DAKOTA 23 3 25 23 

OHIO 8 35 40 261 
OKUl.HO~lA 77 10 36 151 
OREGON 45 18 63 113 
PENNSYLVANIA 12 est 11 est 20 est 183 est 
RHODE ISLAND 28 11 39 29 

SOUTH CAROLINA 55 9 64 214 
SOUTH DAKOTA 9 13 22 17 
TENNESSEE 52 120 144 360 
TEXAS 7 38 !l4 d82 
UTAH 35 0 35 29 

VERMONT 15 27 15 7 
VIRGINIA 35 35 64 270 
WASHINGTON 33 19 52 127 
l~EST VIRGINIA 110 33 54 61 
\~IS CONS IN 226 IK 'K NC (520+) 
\~YOt~ING 27 0 27 13 

UNITED STATES 36.9 37.9 74.8 10,431 
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Admission Ratios, PRF/other 

Table ll reports the ratios of admissions of persons, with a primary diagnosis of 
mental retardation, to the average daily resident population of mentally retarded 
people in state-operated facilities that are designed primarily to serve persons 
who are not mentally retarded. By primary identity, most of these "other'' 
facilities are mental health services. 

The ratios are expressed as the number of admissions pe1~ thousand average daily 
retarded resident populations in these facilities. 

The atypical ratio cited for new admissions in Kansas is due to the PRF/other's 
opening during the fiscal year, so that all of the residents were newly admitted 
and the total at the end of the year was greater than the year's average. 

Because Table ll (like Table 14) reports PRF/others only, and because 
many states do not have any such facilities with significant numbers of 
mentally retarded residents, 11 NA 11 is a frequently repeated entry here. 
See note below. 
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Explanation of non-numerical symbols used in the tables: 

tJA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est= the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Admission Ratios, PRF/Other: ~Je'"l admissions, readmis',ions, and total admiss~ons 
oT oer·sons 't~ith a primary diagnosis of mental retardation to state-operated 
facilities other than U10se thar :::.e exclusively or f)rimariiy designed for the 
nientally rc'tarded, expressed as the numhel' [Jer trwusr:~nd average cai ly retarded 
resident popular:ion in U1at tyre of ~J<ili ; .~nc totct1 '!urr;ters of admissions; 
for f1scal .·;ear ,July 1, 1977 tn ,June 3G. 1 

/\ lJ~ f3 /\ ~1,1'., 
1~!11.SKJi. 
. ~R J ZON;~ 
:\F<.K.:..NSA.S 
·~ .. ;u F ORN IA 

CCLOPAOO 
CUNNLCTICLi 
~~ [ Li~l,JM< E 

.:;TRI C1 ()F COLW1f3lA. 
iLORlDA 

GEORGIA 
HA\..JJ\ I I 
IDAHO 
IL;_liWIS 
INDIANA 

10\~A 
KANS!\S 
f:ENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
r~!II NE 

~1ARYLAND 
t~AS SACHUS ETTS 
MICHIGAN 
r1I NNESOTA 
MISSISSIPPI 

~1I SSOUR I 
~10NTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 
NEi~ I~EXICO 
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 
OKUHOMA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
uTAH 

VER~10NT 
'JIRGINIA 
't1.11.SH I IJGTON 
~~EST V I R G I N I A 
'tJI SCONS IN 
,i'rm1ING 

AOI,T:iS I OrJS 
RATII'~/1000 

w~ 
;JA 
:t2 est. 
nA 
I'll~ 

45 
~~A 

NP, 
:~c 

120 est. 

NA 
1 , 167 

NC 
NC 
NA 

NA 
NC 
NA 
54 
NA 

483 
30 
89 
NA 
NA 

NA 
zero 

NC 
229 est. 
295 

6 
NA 
NA 

zero est. 
~JA 

NA 
NA 

497 
207 

NA 

89 
153 
~lC 

403 
~lA 
:o 

F~E-

~2 est 

'j/\ 

~J 1 
I' 

~J,I'l, 

NA 
NC 
32 t:S t 

NA 
zero 

NC 
NC 
NA 

NA 
NC 
NA 
59 
NA 

1 ,526 
30 
18 
NA 
NA 

NA 
zero 

NC 
636 est. 
459 

14 
NA 
NA 

zero est. 
NA 

NA 
NA 
30 

517 
NA 

133 
129 

NC 
697 

•<r 
'1,'-1. 

zero 
-------------------

136 /1;:) - .u i'>S t. 

~OT!'Il_ 

MTTSSIC:~S 
'U\T IO/iC :JO 

TOTAl 
t-'\Df~1 ISS IONS 
~iUt1DER 

-.. --.. -·-·-··· ___ ,, -·--· -----·---.. ·----- ···------·---·----· 

C~3 E:·S t . 
NA 
riA 

'JSS 

NC 
323 

i1C 
1 S2 f':>t. 

N.L\ 
1,167 

NC 
NC 
NA 

NA 
NC 
NA 

113 
NA 

2,009 
61 

107 
NA 
N,l\ 

NA 
zero 

NC 
865 est 
754 

20 
NA 
NA 

zero est. 
NA 

NA 
NA 

527 
724 

NA 

222 
222 

NC 
1 '100 

'lA 
::;:J 

353 2St. 

NA 
NA 
10 est. 

137 
NA 
NA 
NC 
33 est. 

i-JA 
14 
NC 
NC 
I~A 

NA 
NC 
NA 

101 
NA 

691 
4 
6 

NA 
NA 

NA 
zero 

NC 
461 est. 

46 

7 
NA 
NA 

zero est. 
NA 

NA 
NA 

211 
304 

NA 

10 
120 

NC 
780 

31.37 est. 



Admission Ratios, All Facilities 

Table 12 reports the admission ratios for both types of facilities. They are 
expressed as the number of admissions per thousand average daily resident 
retar'ded population in both PRF /f~Rs a ndPR-F I others. This table dravJs upon the 
data i n Tab l e s 3 , l 0 , and ·1 l .. 

The ratios given in this table are most comparable to the ratios that were 
reported in earlier decades for state institutions for the mentally retarded. 
The reason for this is the evident emergence, in the last decade or so, of the 
generic state residential facility and/or the state mental health facility with 
a unit provided for mental retardation service. On the other hand, there has 
been improvement in both differential diagnosis and in case tracking technology 
during this time, so that comparisons with previous years should be made 
cautiously. 
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Explanation of non-numerical symbols used in the tables: 

NA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est = the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the n:ost 
accurate under thr circumstances~ or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 12 

Admission Ratios, All Facilities: New admissions, readmissions, and total 
admissions of persons with a pri~ary diagnosis of mental retardation to all 
state-operated residential facilities, expressed as the number £€r chousand 
average daily resident retarded population of those facilities; for fiscal 
year Ju1y l, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

NE\~ RE- TOTAL TOTAL 
ADMISSIONS Am~ ISS IONS ADMISSIONS AD~1ISSIONS 

STATE RATIO /1000 RATIO /l 000 RATIO 11000 NU~1B ER 

ALABAMA 81 34 115 191 
ALASKA 41 20 61 6 
ARIZONA 6 est 8 est 14 est 14 est 
ARKANSAS 182 8 190 287 
CALIFORNIA 29 33 62 601 

COLORADO 29 6 35 51 
CONNECTICUT 52 374 426 1342 
DELA~IARE 26 7 33 18 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA NC NC NC NC 
FLORIDA 37 41 78 361 

GEORGIA 113 97 210 584 
HAWAII 26 78 104 52 
IDAHO 50 89 139 61 
ILLINOIS NC NC NC NC 
INDIANA 56 est 7 est 63 est 172 est 

IOWA 55 46 102 140 
KANSAS 56 42 98 146 
KENTUCKY NC NC NC NC 
LOUISIANA NC NC NC NC 
r•1A INE 47 27 74 38 

MARYLAND 5 100 105 266 
~1ASSACHUSETTS NC NC NC NC 
MICHIGAN 38 28 66 413 
t1I NNESOTA 37 39 76 206 
t1ISSISSIP~_I 131 14 145 265 

r-HSSOURI 147 444 592 1409 
~ONTANA 18 23 42 16 
NEBRASKA 16 11 27 25 
NEVADA 163 77 240 31 
NEW HA~1PSH IRE 8 5 12 8 

NEW JERSEY 45 est 2 est 47 est 372 est 
NEW MEXICO 43 17 61 35 
NEW YORK NC NC NC NC 
NORTH CAROLINA 59 est 125 est 184 est 695 est 
NORTH DAKOTA 41 33 74 69 

OHIO 8 33 41 268 
OKLAHOMA 77 10 86 151 
OREGON 45 18 63 113 
PENNSYLVANIA 10 est 10 est 21 est 183 est 
RHODE ISLAND 28 ll 39 29 

SOUTH CAROL! NA 55 9 64 214 
SOUTH DAKOTA 9 13 22 17 
TENNESSEE 123 105 229 571 
TEXAS 15 56 71 786 
UTAH 35 zero 35 29 

VERMONT 22 15 37 17 
VIRGINIA 47 45 92 390 
WASHINGTON rK :Jc NC ~IC 

~JEST VIRGINIA 293 447 740 841 
wiSCONSIN 226 NC ~~c rJC 
!,~YOMING 28 zero 28 14 

UNITED STATES 43 est --+9 est 91.9 est 13657 est 
,, 
Ji 



Termination Ratios, PRF/MR 

Table 13 reports the ratios of terminations, by live release or by death, of 
mentally retarded people from state-operated PRF/MRs. The figures are expressions 
of the number of terminations per thousand of the average daily resident populations. 

Nationally, approximately one ~enth (9.4%) of the average daily population was 
released during the year, presumably to community placements. One and one-half 
percent died during the year. 

The release rates, it may be noted, show a wide range. Some of the more variant 
figures are associated with small population sizes, and might be quite different 
in other years. The same may be true of death rates, but they would be less 
subject to policy fluctuations; there, the differences may well be associated 
with differences among the states in age and severity characteristics of 
the residential populations. 
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Explanation of non-numPric_?l symbols used in the tables: 

NA = N?t App~icable; the category is not ~sed in this state; may have a meaning that 
1s equ1valent to zero, except that 1t does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evid1ently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero .. 

est= the reporting state !urnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the c1rcumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 13 

Tennination Rat~os, ?[\F/r1R: Live releases and deaths from state-oper-ated 
r·esidential facilities that are exclusively or priillarily designed for the 
mentally retarded, expressed as tne number ner t!Jousanc average daily 
resident population in that type of facility; for fiscal year July 1, 1977 
to June 30, 1978. 

STATE 

ALABAMA 
ALASKA 
ARIZONA 
ARKANSAS 
CALI FORNI A 

COLORADO 
CONNECTICUT 
DELAWARE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
FLORIDA 

GEORGIA 
HAWAII 
IDAHO 
ILLINOIS 
INDIANA 

IOWA 
KANSAS 
KENTUCKY 
LOUISIANA 
MAINE 

MARYLAND 
r~ASSACHUSETTS 
MICHIGAN 
MINNESOTA 
MISSISSIPPI 

MISSOURI 
MONTANA 
NEBRASKA 
NEVADA 
NE\~ HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 
NE\~ MEXICO 
NEW YORK 
NORTH CAROLINA 
NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 
OKLAHOMA 
OREGON 
PENNSYLVANIA 
RHODE ISLAND 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
SOUTH DAKOTA 
TENNESSEE 
TEXAS 
UTAH 

VERf~ONT 
VIRGINIA 
WASHINGTON 
WEST VIRGINIA 
wiSCONSIN 
'tiYOMI NG 

UNITED STATES 

LIVE 
RELEASE 
RATI0/1000 

201 
194 
167 
174 
74 

75 
446 

75 
4 

101 

303 
122 
157 
70 

136 

131 
107 
134 

74 
97 

105 
46 est 
39 
95 

315 

313 
141 
113 
124 

65 

39 
54 
46 
94 
27 

31 
89 

l 01 
55 est 
35 est 

80 
100 
173 

58 
49 

80 
76 
96 

563 
275 

53 

94 est 

DEATHS 
:\ATI0/1000 

7 
zero 

8 
10 
18 

21 
10 
7 

l3 
18 

10 
28 
23 
28 

6 

17 
15 
ll 
18 
15 

1 
5 

23 
18 
13 

35 
12 
18 
8 

23 

13 
17 
17 
16 
14 

16 
14 
8 

12 est 
11 

22 
19 
17 
12 
15 

22 
17 
15 

9 
10 est 
10 

15 est 

(see note page 6) 

33 



Termination Ratios, PRF/other 

Table 14 gives the termination ratios for mentally retarded people from facilities 
that are designed primarily to serve persons other than those who are mentally retarded. 
The ratios are expressed as the number per thousand average daily mentally retarded 
populations in these facilities. ---

Due to the fact that many states did not have mentally retarded residents in such 
facilities during the year July l, 1977 to June 30, 1978 (NA), and some other were 
not able to give figures needed for calculation (NC), data are cited for fewer 
than half of the states. Even the national weighted average, therefore, should be 
interpreted with caution. 

However, such information as is available indicates a substantially higher live 
release rate from these facilities than from PRF/MRs (see Table 13). The rate is 
over five times as high, indicating some basic differences in how the two kinds 
of facility are used used for what is nominally the same kind of populations. 
Nationally, approximately half (.519 est) of the average daily resident population 
was released during the year, amounting to complete turnover of the populations 
in two years. 
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Explanation of non-numeric_~mbols used in the tables: 

fJA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaninq that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. · 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est = the reporting stilte furnished estimated datJ, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 14 

Termination Ratios, PRF/other: Live releases and deaths of persons with a Drimary 
diagnosis of mental retardation from state-operated residential facilities other ~han 
those that are designed exclusively or primarily for the mentally retarded, expressed 
as the number per thousand average daily resident retarded population in that type of 
facility; for year July 1, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

LIVE 
STATE RELEJl.SES DEATHS 

RATIO I 1000 RATIO /1000 

ALABM1A NA NA 
ALASKA NA NA 
ARIZONA 42 est 25 est 
ARKANSAS riA NA 
CALI FORNI A NA NA 

COLORADO NA NA 
COtlNECTI CUT 1089 37 
DELAvlARE riA NA 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA NC NC 
FLORIDA 452 NC 

GEORGIA 220 6 
HAtJAI I NA NA 
IDAHO r·JA r·JA 
ILLitlOIS NC NC 
INDIANA 88 12 est 

Im,JA NA NA 
KANSAS zero zero (facility opened ll/77) 
KENTUCKY NC NC 
LOUISIANA NC NC 
r~A I NE NA flA 

t·1ARYLAND NA NA 
f11ASSACHUS ETIS NC NC 
MICHIGAN NA tlA 
f'1I NNESOTA 187 16 
MISSISSIPPI flA NA 

t1ISSOURI 2000 67 (see note page 6) 
~10tlTANA 61 30 
t!EBRASKA 232 35 
NEVADA NA NA 
NEt~ HM1PSHIRE t!A NA 

NDJ JERSEY NA NA 
NE\~ nEXICO 25 25 est 
NEW YORK NC NC 
NORTH CAROLINA 726 45 
NORTH DAKOTA 738 zero 

OHIO 129 8 
OKLAHOt·'lA NA t!A 
OREGON NA NA 
PENNSYLVANIA 192 est 64 est 
RHODE ISLAND NA NA 

SOUTH CAROLINA rJA NJ\ 
SOUTH DAKOTA ;~A NA 
TENtJESSEE 610 .25 
TEXAS 879 38 
UT,ll.H NA NA 

VER~10NT 311 zero 
VIRGINIA 598 est 35 
',·/ASH I NGTOtl ~:c :IC 
!.,JEST VIRGINIA 1747 61 
~·JISCONSIN ~lA ~lA 

IJYQfvJHIG 100 zero 

UNITED STATES 519 est 24 est 
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Termination Ratios, All Facilities 

Table 15 combines the terminations of mentally retarded people from both types 
of facility during 1977-78, and expresses them as the number per thousand average 
daily resident retarded populations in those facilit·i·es. -

To convert the given figures to a true decimal, the decimal point should be 
moved three places to the left. Thus, a ratio of 201 per thousand becomes .201 
of the population in the facilities. Moving the decimal poin two places to the 
left converts the figure to percent; 201 per thousand becomes 20.1 percent. 

The national ratio of 120 (estimated, because not all data are available, though 
there is no known bias to the figure) is .120 of the resident retarded population 
of the institutions, or 12 percent. If this and the other numbers for this one 
year were to remain constant, then the average resident could be expected to 
spend about eight and a third years in the facility. The numbers, of course, are 
not constant, and 11 the average resident 11 is a non-existant hypothetical person. 

The atypical figure for ~Jest Virginia appears to be due to the high turnover rate 
in that state 1 S PRF/others, plus the fact that over ha-lf of that state 1 s institu
tionalized retarded people were served in that type of facility during thE~ year. 
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Explanation of non-numerical symbols used in the tables: 

NA = Not Applicable; the category is not used in tlhis state; may have a rneaninq -that 
is equivalent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. -

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC =Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est = the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 15 

Termination Ratios, All Facilities: Live releases and deaths of persons with a primary 
diagnosis of mental retardation from all state-operated residential facilities; 
expressed as the number of each per thousand average daily resident retarded population 
of those facilities; for year July l, 1977 to June 30, 1978. 

LIVE 
STATE RELEASES DEATHS 

RATI0/1000 R_ATIO/ l 000 

ALABA~1A 201 7 
ALASKA 194 zero 
ARIZONA 152 est 10 est 
ARKANSAS 174 l 
CALIFORNIA 74 18 

COLORADO 75 21 
CONNECTICUT 473 ll 
DELA!~ARE 76 7 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA NC NC 
FLORIDA 129 NC 

GEORGIA 268 8 
HAWAII 122 28 
IDAHO 157 23 
ILLINOIS NC NC 
INDIANA 132 7 est 

IOV!A 131 17 
KANSAS 106 15 
KENTUCKY NC NC 
LOUISIANA NC NC 
MAINE 97 15 

~1ARYLMJO 105 1 
t1ASSACHUSETTS NC NC 
mCHIGAN 39 23 
mNNESOTA 126 17 
~~ISSISSIPPE 315 13 

mSSOURI 561 39 (see note page 6) 
MONTANA 127 16 est 
NEBRASKA 120 19 
NEVADA 124 8 
NEH HAr1PSH IRE 65 23 

NEW JERSEY 40 13 
NHJ i1EXICO 52 17 
NEW YORK NC NC 
NORTH CAROL! NA 183 20 
NORTH DAKOTA 74 13 

OHIO 37 15 
OKLAHOt~A 89 14 
OREGON 101 8 
PENNSYLVANIA 67 est 16 est 
RHODE ISLJl.ND 35 1l 

SOUTH CAROLINA 30 22 
SOUTH DAKOTA 100 19 
TENNESSEE 243 18 
TEXAS 8,9 13 
UTAH 49 15 

VERMONT 103 20 
VIRGINIA 128 19 
l~ASHINGTON NC ~JC 
WEST VIRGINIA 1302 41 
'tJISCONSirl 275 10 
:~yQt~HlG 55 10 

UNITED STrUES 120 est 16 est 
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Net Population Change During Year 

Table 16 reports the net population changes in numbers of mentally retarded people 
in the two types of residential facility. This number is derived as the simple 
subtraction of beginning-of-year population as reported by the states from end
of-year population. The direction of the subtraction was chosen so that a net 
gain in population would appear with a 11 +11 sign and a net loss during the year 
would have a 11

-
11 sign. 

The careful user of this compilation may find instances where, for a given state, 
the net change reported in Table 16 is not precisely the same as would be calcu
lated from releases and deaths minus admissions. When a state's responses seemed 
to show a marked discrepancy, the attempt was made to )~esolve it by telephone. 
Otherwise, the state's reports were not challenged. 

The national trend during the year, and most state trends, were toward reduction 
in population in the state-operated residential facilities. Trends compared to 
resident population sizes are shown in Table 17. In Table 16, it is note
worthy that there was, nationwide, reduction of number of residents during 
the year: reduction by 7136 residents in PRF/MRs, by 1426 in PRF/others, 
and a total reduction of 8561 residents in all facilities. 
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~~iln~tio~~o~_:-nurnerical symbols used in the tables: 

NA = Not f1pplicahle; the category is not ~sed in this state; may have a ':lean·ing that 
is equivalent to zero, except that 1t does not represent any quant1ty. 

DNF = Data Not FurnishL:d by the repol"ting state; evidently does not equal zer·o. 

NC = Not'Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zer·o. 

est= the repm·ting state· furnished estimated ~ata. believed to_be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or est1mated data contr1butr to the figure. 



Table 16 

Net Population Change During Year: Resident mentally retarded population in state
operated residential facilities on July l, 1977 (beginning of year), subtracted from 
that population on June 30, 1978 (end of year): a "+" sign indicates a net increase, 
and a"-" sign indicates a net decrease of population in the facilities. 

ALL 
STATE PRF /~1R PRF/other F,6,CILITIES 

ALABAMA + 26 rJA + 26 
ALASKA 10 r:A 10 
ARIZONA - 156 zero est - 156 est 
ARKANSAS + 11 ilA + 11 
CALIFORNIA - 247 NA - 247 

COLORADO - 126 NA - 126 
CONNECTICUT - 111 - 23 - 134 
DELAWARE 14 NA 14 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA + 4 zero est + 4 est 
FLORIDA - 268 - 56 - 324 

GEORGIA - 120 - 102 - 222 
HA\~AI I 50 NA 50 
IDAHO 27 NA 27 
ILLINOIS - 155 + 109 46 
INDIANA - 240 zero est - 240 est 

IOWA 42 NA 42 
KANSAS 10 + 13 + 3 
KENTUCKY 8 + 11 + 3 
LOUISIANA + 16 - 33 est 17 est 
~1A I NE 8 NA 8 

MARYLAND - 273 NA - 273 
MASSACHUSETTS - 424 NC NC 
r~ICHIGAN - 267 NA - 267 
~UNNESOTA 32 + 37 + 5 
~~ISSISSIPPI + 28 NA + 28 

~1ISSOURI zero - 20 20 
i~ONTANA + 27 - 51 54 
NEBRASKA - 105 2 - 107 
NEVADA + 14 NA + 14 
NEI~ HAMPSHIRE 48 NA 48 

NE\tl JERSEY 41 NA 41 
NEVi ~1EX I CO 91 3 94 
NEW YORK - 2044 - 145 - 2189 (3/31/77 to 5/31 /78) 
NORTH CAROLINA - 108 - 60 est - 168 est 
NORTH DAKOTA 64 zero 64 

OHIO - 701 + 20 - 681 
OKLAHOMA 21 NA 21 
OREGON 81 flA 81 
PENNSYLVANIA - 500 est - 50 est - 550 est 
RHODE ISLAND 13 NA 13 

SOUTH CAROLINA 14 NA 14 
SOUTH DAKOTA 76 NA 76 
TENNESSEE 38 - 43 81 
TEXAS - 288 - 83 - 371 
UTAH 22 NA 22 

VERf~ONT 42 6 48 
VIRGINIA - 163 - 69 - 232 
:tJASH I NGTON 79 - 12 est 91 est 
\~EST VI RG I rJIA + 18 - 67 49 
\JISCONSIN - 139 NA - 139 
'.~Ym~I NG 13 - 10 23 

UNITED STATES - 7135 est - 1-+26 est - 8561 est 
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Net Population Change Ratios 

Table 17 shows the net population changes in state-operated residential facilities 
that serve the mentally retarded, expt~essed as the number of net change p_er 
thousand of the retarded resident populations. 

To convert the figures to true decimal fractions, the decimal point shoud be 
moved three places to the right. Thus, +16 becomes +.016 or 1.6 percent. A 
-157 is the same as -.157 or -15.7 percent. 

The absolute numbers upon which these fiqures are based will be found in Table 16 
(net changes) and Table 3 (average daily-resident populations). 

Nationwide, the populations of mentally retarded residents declined during 
the year by 5. l percent in PRF/MRs, by 15.7 percent in PRF/others, and by 
5.8 percent in all facilities. 
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Exrlanation of non-nun:erical symbols used in the tables: 

NA = N?t App~icable; the category is not used in this state; rn 21 y have a rnectninq that 
1s equ1valent to zero. except that it does not rrpresent any quantity. -

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnisfJed. 

zero= the catrgory is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est= the repot·ting st~tc !urnishrd estimated data, believPd to be the most 
accurc:te undet' the c1rcumstances; or cstimuteci c!Jta contribute to the figure. 



Table 17 

Net Po2ulation Chanqe Ratios: net changes in resident mentally retarded populations 
in state-operated residential facilities during year July 1, 1977 to June 30, 1978; 
expressed as the number rer thousand average daily resident retarded population in 
those facilities. 

ALL 
ST.t\TE ?RF /~1R PRF/other FACILITIES 

ALABAr~A + 16 NA + 16 
ALASKA - l 02 NA - 102 
ARIZONA - 15() est zero est - 156 est 
ARKANSAS + 7 NA + 7 
CALIFORNIA - 26 NA - 26 

COLORADO - 86 NA - 86 
CONNECTICUT - 37 - 172 - 43 
DELA~JARE - 26 NA - 26 
DISTRICT OF COLUt'1B IA + 4 NC NC 
FLORIDA - 63 - 153 - 70 

GEORGIA - 75 - 87 - 80 
HAWAII - 100 NA - 100 
IDAHO - 61 NA - 61 
ILLINOIS - 25 NC NC 
INDIANA - 97 zero est - 88 est 

Im~fl. - 30 NA - 30 
KANSAS 7 +1083 + 2 (see note page 28) 
KENTUCKY 9 + 367 + 3 
LOUISIANA + 5 - 300 est 5 est 
~·1A I NE - 15 NA - 15 

t~ARYLAND - 108 NA - 108 
t1ASSACHUSETTS - 86 NC NC 
~1I CHI GAN - 43 NA - 43 
t1I NNESOTA - 18 + 41 + 2 
MISSISSIPPI + 15 NA + 15 

t~ IS SOUR I zero - 58 8 
~10NTANA + 35 - 773 est - 62 est 
NEBRASKA - 123 - 36 - 118 
NEVADA + 108 NA + 108 
NEW HAMPSHIRE - 74 N.A. - 74 

NEW JERSEY 5 NA 5 
NEVI MEXICO - 170 - 75 - 163 
NEW YORK - 129 - 85 - 116 (3/31/77 to 5/31/78) 
NORTH CAROLINA - 33 - 113 est - 45 est 
NORTH DAKOTA - 73 zero - 69 

OHIO - 115 - 56 - 106 
OKLAHm1A - 12 NA - 12 
OREGON - 45 NA - 45 
PENNSYLVANIA - 62 est - 64 est - 62 est 
RHODE ISLAND - 18 NA - 18 

SOUTH CAROLINA 4 NA 4 
SOUTH DAKOTA - 99 NA - 99 
TENNESSEE - 18 - l 07 - 32 
TEXAS - 27 - 198 - 34 
UTAH - 26 est NA - 26 est 

VERMONT - 102 - 133 - l 05 
VIRGINIA - 43 - 162 - 55 
'1JASH I NGTON - 33 - 214 est - 37 est 
',JEST VIRGINIA + 42 - 94 - 43 
\•iiSCONSIN - 60 ~lA - 60 
'..JYOrHNG - 27 - 500 - 46 

---------

UNITED STATES - 51 - 157 - 5(3 
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Per Capita Residents 

Table 18 relates the size of each state 1 s institutionalized mentally retarded 
population to the state 1 S total (census) population. The general population 
figures are the recently available estimate made by the US Bureau of the Census. 
Census estimates for the middle of the year July l, 1977 to June 30, 1978 are 
not available. 

Readers who wish to calculate similar ratios for any other data in this report 
may readily do so by using the general population figures given in the first 
numerical column of Table 18. 

The ratios given are per 100,000 general population. To convert to percent, 
the decimal point of the ratios should be moved three places to the left. Thus, 
a ratio of 64.5 given in Table 18 is the same as .0645 percent, or .000645 in a 
true decimal fraction. 

An interesting reference figure is that, in 1970, the reported number of resident 
patients per 100,000 general population who were in public institutions for the 
mentally retarded was 94.2 (compared with 64.5 in PRF/MRs and 68.7+ in all 
facilities covered by this report of fiscal 1978, eight years later). 

The figures in Table 18 for PRF/other and hence for all facilities show a 11 +11 

sign. This is to indicate that an unknown additional fraction is unreported 
for the PRF/others in three states. The additional amount, however, cannot be 
very large in comparison to the total. 

42 

Expl_anatiQ.~ of non-numerical symbols used in the tables: 
·---

NA = N?t App~icable; the category is not used in this state; may have a meaning that 
lS equ1valent to zero, except that it does not represent any quantity. 

DNF = Data Not Furnished by the reporting state; evidently does not equal zero. 

NC = Not Calculated because some of the data needed for calculation is not furnished. 

zero = the category is used, and the quantity is zero. 

est = the reporting state furnished estimated data, believed to be the most 
accurate under the circumstances; or estimated data contribute to the figure. 



Table 18 

Per Ca~ita Residents: Average daily resident populations of persons with a primary 
diagnosis of mental retardation in state-operated residential facilities, expressed 
as the number per 100,000 of the state's census population; ADR for year July l, 1977 
to June 30, 1978, census estimate for July 1, 1977. 

STATE POP'~l PRF /i1R PRF /other' ALL FACILITIES 
STATE IN THOUSANDS ,!\DR RATIO ADR RATIO ADP RATIO 

ALABAI'1A 3,960 41.8 NA 41.8 
ALASKi\ 407 24.1 ~lA 24.1 
ARIZONA 2,292 38.4 5.3 est 43.6 est 
ARKANSAS 2' 144 70.5 NA 70.5 
CALIFORNIA 21 ,896 43.9 NA 43.9 

COLORADO 2,619 55.7 filA 55.7 
CONNECTICUT 3 '108 96.9 4.3 101.2 
DELAl~ARE 582 93.3 NA 93.3 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 690 137.7 NC NC 
FLORIDA 8,452 50.3 4.3 54.7 

GEORGIA 5,048 31.7 23.3 55.0 
HA\~AI I 895 55.9 ~lA 55.9 
IDAHO 857 51.3 NA 51.3 
ILLINOIS 11 ,245 55.5 est NC NC 
INDIANA 5,330 46.4 4.7 est 51.1 est 

IOWA 2,879 47.9 NA 47.9 
KANSAS 2,326 63.6 . 5 64.1 
KENTUCKY 3,458 26.3 .9 27.1 
LOUISIANA 3, 921 78.3 2.8 81.1 
t~AI NE 1 ,085 47.5 NA 47.5 

i1ARYLANO 4,139 61.1 NA 61.1 
MASSACHUSETTS 5,782 85.4 NC NC 
MICHIGAN 9.129 68.0 NA 68.0 
t~INNESOTA 3.975 45.4 22.5 67.9 
i~ISSISSIPPI 2.389 76.4 NA 76.4 

iH SSOUR I 4.801 42.4 7.2 49.6 
MONTANA 761 41.9 8.7 est 50.6 est 
NEBRASKA l . 561 54.6 3.6 58.2 
NEVADA 633 20.4 NA 20.4 
iJEt~ HAr1PSH IRE 849 75.8 NA 75.8 

NEW JERSEY 7,329 45.0 NA 107.7 
NE\~ i~EX I CO I, 190 45.0 3.4 est 48.3 est 
rm~ YORK 17,924 95.7 9.5 105.1 
NORTH CAROLINA 5,525 58.4 9.6 68. l 
NORTH DAKOTA 653 133.5 9.3 142.9 

OHIO 10' 701 57.0 3.3 60.2 
OKLAH0~1A 2,811 62.2 NA 62.2 
OREGON 2,376 75.2 NA 75.2 
PENNSYLVANIA 11 ,785 68.3 est 6.6 est 74.9 est 
RHODE ISLAND 935 79.1 est NA 79.1 est 

SOUTH CAROLINA 2,876 115.9 ~~A 115.9 
SOUTH DAKOTA 689 111.5 NA 111. 5 
TENNESSEE 4,299 48.7 9.3 58.1 
TEXAS 12,830 32.5 3.2 35.8 
UTAH 1 ,268 66.1 est tJA 66.1 est 

VERMONT 483 85.1 9.3 94.4 
VIRGINIA 5,135 74.3 8.3 est 82.6 est 
\·JASH I NGTON J,658 65.6 est 1.5 est 67.1 est 
i.~ES T VIRGINIA 1 ,859 23.0 38. l 61.2 
I~ISCONSIN 4,651 4.9.5 NA <19.5 
WYGr~I NG 406 116.9 4.9 121.9 

UNITED STATES 216,685 64.5 4.2+ 68.7+ 
--------------------· ·--------------------- ----------------------
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SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION 

This is fundamentally a descriptive report, g1v1ng those few facts that are 
most central to an understanding of state-operated residential services to 
people whose primary diagnosis was mental retardation. The period covered by 
the report is July l, 1977 to June 30, 1978. The sources of the data are the 
several state officials who are responsible for those services and facilities. 
Statistics are reported for people in facilities that are designed exclusively 
or primarily for the mentally retarded (PRF/MRs) and for people with a primary 
diagnosis of mental retardation who resided in state facilities that are designed 
primarily to serve other populations, such as the mentally ill (PRF/others). 

Complete data are reported from every state and the District of Columbia on 
numbers of facilities and on numbers of residents (beginning, average, end of 
year), admissions, releases, and deaths, in PRF/MRs; some estimates, believed 
to be the most accurate available, are included. For the other type of facility 
(PRF/others), housing approximately six percent of the institutionalized mentally 
retarded, from three to seven states were unable to report a given datum; these 
omissions are not thought to substantially affect the national picture. 

The states operated a total of 371 of these residential facilities during 
1977-78. There were 236 PRF/MRs and 135 PRF/others that served significant 
numbers of people whose primary diagnosis was mental retardation. 

The average daily residential population of mentally retarded people in these 
facilities was 148,533 during 1977-78, nationally. This is .0687 percent of 
the general population. That is, the institutionalized proportion was 68.7 
per 100,000 general population in 1977-78; this compares with a rate of 94.2 
per 100,000 in 1970 (US DHEW, 1972). There has been a decline in the rate of 
27 percent in the intervening eight years. 

The residential population of the facilities dropped from 159,885 on July l, 
1977 to 151,324 on June 30, 1978. This was a reduction by 4.7 percent during 
the year. 

Of the average daily resident population, 139,432 or 93.9 percent were served 
in facilities that are exclusively or primarily designed to serve the mentally 
retarded. Most of the other facilities served their mentally retarded residents 
in separate, special units. 

Turnover, as measured by admissions and releases, varied substantially among the 
states. The national figures were: all admissions, 8,657; live releases, 17,843; 
and deaths, 2,375. Admissions amounted to 9.2 percent of the average daily 
population, live releases 12 percent, and deaths 1.6 percent. 

In comparing data from this report to data in other sources for previous years, 
some cautions ought to be observed. The cautions relate to the precision that 
is possible in such comparisons and trend analyses. None of the problems to be 
mentioned here will make for a very large difference. 

l. The exact wording of an inquiry may make some difference in how a 
particular number given in response should be interpreted. In this present 

45 



report, the text that accompanies each table should be consulted in order 
ot infer the meaning of each datum; it quotes the generating questions. 

2. The facilities that are here classified as '1state-operated residential 
facilities" may comprise a group that is not exactly the same as a list of 
"public residential facilities" that have been the subjects of some 
previous surveys. While the resulting discrepancies may be slight, a com
parison of those lists that are available indicates that this survey has 
tallied a few more facilities, not all of which are new or newly used to 
serve the mentally retarded. They are listed in Appendix B. 

3. In making comparisons with past years, one should take into account the 
possible effects of changes in definition of mental retardation, in the 
sophistication of state tracking or information systems, and perhaps the 
improvements in differenti~l diagnosis and in classification of people. 

4. There may be some slight differences inherent to the approach of this 
survey, which sought to tally populations by way of state records versus 
other sw~veys, some vvhich have sought tallies of residents from a -list of 
facilities. To the extent that this makes a difference, it is likely to 
have operated to yi ld slightly higher numbers to this survey. 

This report may be considered to incidentally demonstrate the feasibili~y of 
gathering and reporting this kind of state by state data. Tt1e compilers again 
wish to express their s ncere appreciation for the cooperation that was given 
by the many people who furnished their states' data. 
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APPENDIX A 
Copy (reduced for reproduction here) of questionnaire used in survey. 

1978 SURVEY OF PUBLIC RESIDENTIAL FACILITIES SERVING THE MENTALLY RETARDED 

Return completed survey to: 

Address label of state 
coordinator of mental 
retardation services 
pasted here. 

Developmental Disabilities Project 
Attn: Dr. Krantz 
Dept. of Psychoeducational Studies 
110 Pat tee Hall 

---------------------------------------------------/ 
University of Minnesota 
Minneapolis, MN 55455 

INSTRUCTIONS: See cover letter. Please complete and return this brief survey. 
hold it for final figures; if necessary, use estimates and mark them with "est." 
down any comments or notes that you think may be helpful. If you have questions, 
please phone (612) 373-5142, collect if you wish, and ask for one of us: 
Gordon Krantz, Jane Clumpner, or Sheila Peterson. 

Do not 
Jot 

1. Number of facilities: How many of these facilities or institutions did your state 
operate during all or part of the fiscal year 1977-78? Use your own definition of what 
is a separate facility. 

a. facilities, operated by the state, that are exclusively or 
primarilly residential facilities for the mentally retarded .............. . 

b. facilities operated by the state as mental hospitals or as 
any other care facilities and which have a significant number of 
residents whose primary diagnosis is mental retardation. Do not count 
penal institutions. . .................................................... . 

2. Number of residents at beginning of year; How many mentally retarded persons were 
resident in these facilities on June 30, 1977 (a year ago)? Include those persons who 
were on trial placement or on vacation or leave, but who were still carried on the 
facility's roll of residents. 

a. in state residential facilities for the mentally retarded ....... . 

b. in other state residential facilities (see l.b above), persons 
whose primary diagnosis was mental retardation ..................... . 

3. Average daily residents: What was the average daily resident population of mentally 
retarded persons in these facilities during FY 78 (July 1, 1977 to June 30, 1978)? 

a. in state residential facilities for the mentally retarded ....... . 

b. in other state residential facilities, persons whose primary 
diagnosis was mental retardation .................................. . 

4. Number of residents at end of year: How many mentally retarded persons were resident 
in these facilities on June 30, 1978 (this year)? Include persons who were on trial 
placement or on vacation or leave, but who were still carried on the facility's roll of 
residents. 

a. in state residential facilities for the mentally retarded ....... . 

b. in other state residential facilities, persons whose primary 
diagnosis was mental retardation .................................. . 

over, please 
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5. First admissions: How many persons with a primary dlagnosis of.mental retardation, 
and who had not previously been resident in one of your state-owned facilities serving 
the mentally~tarded, were admitted to these facilities between July 1~ 1977 and 
June 30, 19 78? 

a. to state residential facilities for the mentally :r:etarded ...... . 

b. to other state residential facilities, persons whose primary 
diagnosis was mental retardation ................................. . 

6. Be-;~q_:missio:1s: Hm.;r many person~:; wi.th a primary diagnosis of mental retardation 
and who _!:la~ previously been resLdert in one of your state·-·oi .... rned facilities serving 
the mentally retarded, vJere ac:cnittcd to these facilities bet-vn:en July 1~ 1977 and 
June 30, 1978? Do not include those ~vho tran~.:;ferre.d betv.Teen facilities of these t~vn 

types. 

a$ to state residentia_I t>:cLli tJ es foT the mentally retarded . " ..... 

b. to other stat£.::; resider;tia] fac.i Li ties, persons whose prj mary 

diagnosis was rnenta.Z retc:.,Tdat.i.on 

7. Live releases: How many pErsons with a primary diagnosis of mental retardation were 
of{i"~i;:CC~~-ieased from the facili t:Les and removed from th~~~ institutions' rolls during 
the from 7/1/77 to 6/30/78? Inc:lude Ehose -~11w --ha2l1na-2fe ·rhe--physJ.-Eafffiove, 
such as to trial placement, before 7 1/77; do not include those who had m2de the move 
during the year but were stili 11 carried on the books" of the facilities on 6/30/78. 
Do not include transfers between state institutions. 

a. from state residentia.l facLlities for the mentally .retarded ..... 

l.' ~ from other state l.~'esidenti~a~I ~facil_i ties, pe1 .. sor1s 1whr:J~:;e J;Jr imary 
d.iaqnosis was mental retardation 

8. titutions: How many persons with a primary diagnosis of mental retarda-
Jt J 977 to Ji .. me 30, 1978 while they were residents of 

these f~cilities? Include, i those who were on the institutions' rolls at 
"trie time of death but 'who l.verf' :i on trial placement or on leave or in 
eomnn:m hospitals. 

a .. in state re::ddential ac-:iLi.t es fcrr the m2.nta.Ily retardt:•d 

state Tes_ident ia.l f.:"~c.i li tic:s, persons whose primary 
s tvas menta . .l z-et,:-; z·dat:.i.or: 

9 _!'~r __ sLi5.!!1: What: wa.s the peT :::nem cost of care of residents with a primary diagno~;i.s 
of mental retardation in thes0 facil,ties in you state in fiscal year 1977-78? 

a .. in state .res.idential :t"aciLEtJes f'or the m.c:Jnta.Ily reta.rded $ . ---------
b. in other state res.idential. .faciLit.ies, for persons to/hose primary 
diagnosis was mental retardation .....•.•..• ~ .......... e • ~ • • • • • • • • $ . -----

Thank you for your help in completing this survey. As soon as we are able to entable 
the data from the several states, we will send the summary to you so that you can 
verify your own data and compare it to the national trends. 

GCK 7/14/78 
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Appendix A (Cont.) 
Cover letter sent with questionnaire to state M R coordinators. 

--------·-¥·----~ 

DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES 
PRO"'ECT ON RESIDENTIAL SERVICES AND COMMUNITtl AD"'USTMENT 

July 17, 1978 
110 Pattee Hall 
150 Pilsbury Drive SE 
University of r~i nnesota 
Minneapolis, MN 55455 
(612) 373-5142 

You are probably as acutely aware as I am that national data on institutional 
placements of mentally retarded people are hard to find. This gives all of us 
a special problem just now, at a time when we would like to guage the progress 
of the deinstitutionalization effort and to compare statewide figures against 
national trends. 

For the past year, I have tried to assemble data from national sources in order 
to bring up to date the 1972 Mental Retardation Sourcebook. The results should 
be ready to send to you in a few weeks. Unfortunately, even that effort has not 
produced really current data; the only complete year of tally is 1976. Data for 
1977 are being verified, but they will not be available until a couple of months 
from now. 

So I have decided to ask you directly for help, and to move swiftly on your 
response. 

I want to assemble a few, basic facts about Fiscal Year 1978. With your help, I 
think that I can assemble national data quickly enough to share it with you 
within three months. That may sound ambitious, but I'm sure it can be done if 
you and your counterparts in the other 49 states will furnish me with those few, 
basic figures. 

Enclosed you will find a list of the facts that are needed. If you find it 
convenient to simply put down the aswers now and send them to me, please do so. 
If not, or if matters cannot be stated as simply as the quesions imply, our 
project staff will phone you. 

The timetable that I hope to follow is this: 

by mid-July: this letter to be sent to each state; 

by July 30: receive as many responses as can be made in that form; 

during August: follow up by telephone to obtain and clarify data; 

by September 8: submit to each state's respondent the data from that 

OVER, PLEASE 
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state, for verification of its accuracy, together with a draft of 
national figures: 

by September 15: suhmi t the draft national tall'y to the US Develpmental 
Disabilities office; 

by September 30: prepare corrected f1:gures, for each state and the 
national tally, for publication. 

When we have completed this set of tasks, we will have the basic nationwide 
information that we so badly need, and it will be reasonably up to date. I know 
that this will be of value to you, because some of you have called me to request 
this kind of information, and I have had to report that it doesn't yet exist in 
reliable form. 

I look forward to your response. A stamped return envelope is enclosed for 
your use. 

Very truly yours, 

Gordon C. Krantz, Ph D 
~esearch Scientist 

encl: survey form 
response envelope 
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APPENDIX B 

List of facilities in each state whose mentally retarded populations are reported in this compilation for 
fiscal year 1977-78. The list distinguisnes those facilities that are exclusively cr primarily designed to 
serve the mentally retarded (PRF/i1R) from other state facilities that serve significant numbers of mentally 
retarded r-esidents (PRF/other). In the latter classification, a "yes" means that the facility has a separate 
unit or program for the mentally retarded and a 'no" indicates that the mentally retarded residents are integre\ted 
into the facility's general program. 

AL~.BAMA 

ARKANSAS 

CALI FORNI A 

COLORADO 

CONNECTICUT 

DEU\\~ARE 

DISTRICT OF 
COLY'!BIA 

FLDRIDA 

.JEORGIA 

Partlow State School and Hospital, Tuscaloosa 
Albert T. Bre~1er Deve l opmenta 1 Center, nobile 
J. S. Tarwater Developmental Center, Wetumpka 
Lurleen B. Wallace Developmental Center, Decatur 

PRF /~IRs 

Harborview Developmental Center, Valdez 

PRF /~1Rs 
Arizona Training Proaram, Phoenix 
Arizona Training Program, Tucson 
Arizona Training Program, Coolidge 

PRF/MRs 

Arkansas Children's Colony, Alexandria 
Arkansas Children's Colony, Conway 
Arkansas Children's Colony, Arkadelphia 
Arkansas Children's Colony, Booneville 
Arkansas Children's Colony, Jonesborough 
Southeast Arkansas Human Developmental Center, Warren 

PRF;t1Rs 
Agnews State Hospital, San Jose 
Camarillo State Hospital, Camarillo 
Fairview State Hospital, Costa Mesa 
Napa State Hospital, Imola 
Pacific State Hospital, Pomona 
Patton State Hosoital, Patton 
Porterville State Hospital, Porterville 
Sonoma, Eldritch 
Stockton, Stockton 

PRF/MRs 

\·Jheatridge State Home and Training School, Wheatridge 
Grand Junction, Grand Junction 
Pueblo State Home and Training School, Pueblo 

Bridgeport Regional Center, Bridgeport 
Central Connecticut Regional Center, Meriden 
John Dempsey Regional Center, Putnam 
Hartford Regional Center, Newington 
Lower Fairfield County Regional Center, Norwalk 
r1ansfield Training School, ~ansfield 
New Haven Regional Center, New Haven 
Seaside Regional Center, Waterford 
Southbury Training School , Southbury 
Waterbury Regional Center, Cheshire 

PRF/t1Rs 

Hospital for Mentally Retarded, Georgetown 

PRF/MRs 

"arrest Haven Institute, Laurel 

PRF /t~Rs 

Sunland Training Center, t1ariana 
Sunland Training Center, Tallahassee 
Sunland Training Center, Gainesville 
Sunland Training Center, Orlando 
Sunland Training Center, Ft. Meyers 
Sunland Training Center. '<1ia111i 

PR.FmRs 

Georgia Retardation Center, Atlanta 
Gracewood State School and Hospital, Augusta 

PRF.it-1P.s 

~~aimano Tt'aining School and rlosoital, Pearl CHy 

Are the mentally retarde 
PRF/others in a separate unit there. 

~one 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF/others 

Arizona State Hospital, Phoenix NO 
Child Development Center in 

the Arizona Children's Hospital, Phoenix YES 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF/others 
None 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF/others 

Norwich State Hospital, Norwich 
Fairfield Hills State Hospital, 

rlewton 
Connecticut Valley Hospital, 

Middletown 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF/others 

St. Elizabeth's Hospital, !rJashington, D.C. 

PRF/others 

~:o 
\"ES 

NO 

Florida State Hospital, Chattanoochee NO 
Northeast Florida State f'ospital, MacCenny NO 
South Florida State Hospital, Hollywood :w 
G. Pierce /Jood Hospital I Arcadia no 

PRF/others 

Atlanta ::<egional, Atlanta 
Savannah Reaional, Savahhan 
rlorthwes tern ~egi on a l , Rome 
Columbus Regional, Columbus 
Southwestern State Hosoi tal, Thomas ville 
'lorthwestern qegional, Columbus 

PRF/others 

<ula Sa.nitonum, ~iaui 

1 ES 
VES 
fES 
YES 
!ES 
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IDAHO PRF/HRs 

:daho State School and Hospital. :~arJ1D3. 

c Ll..I ~jQ I 5 pq F! ;,1Rs 

ImJA 

KANSAS 

KEiHUCKY 

LOUISIANA 

r1AINE 

>1ARYLAND 

Dixon Developmental ~enter, Di;on 
Lincoln Developmental Center, Lincoln 
~alesburg Developmental Center, Galesburg 
Jacksonville Developmer1tal and '1ental r~alth 

Center, Jacksonvjlle 
~urray Developmental Center, Centralia 
Bowen Developmental Center, Harrisburg 
Fox Developmental Center, Dwignt 
Shapiro Developmental Center, KanKekee 
Waukegan Developmental Center, Waukegan 
Howe Developmental Center, Tinley Park 
Ludeman Developmental Center, Park Forest 

PRF/MRs 

Northern Indiana State Hospital and Developmental 
Disabilities Center, South Bend 

Ft. Wayne State Hospital and Training Center, Ft. Hayne 
New Castle State Hospital, New Castle 
Muscatatuck State Hospital and Training Center, Butlerville 

PRF/nRs 

Woodward State Hospital and School, Woodward 
Glenwood State Hospital and School, Glenwood 

PRF /f1Rs 

Parsons State Hospital and Training Center, Parsons 
\~infield State Hospital, Winfield 
Kansas Neurological Institute, Topeka 
Norton State Hospital, Norton 

PRF/MRs 

Hazelwood, Louisville 
Outwood, Dawson Springs 
Oakwood, Somerset 
Central State Hospital, Louisville 

PRF/MRs 

Pinecrest State School, Pineville 
Ruston State School, Ruston 
Leesville State School, Leesville 
Hammond State School, Hammond 
Belle Chase State School, Belle Chase 
Columbia State School, Columbia 
Southwestern State School, Iota 
Northwestern State School, Bossier City 

PRF /r'-1Rs 

Aroostook Residential Center, Presque Isle 
Elizabeth Levinson Center, Bangor 
Pineland Center, Pownal 

_PRF /MRs 

Walter P. Carter Center, Baltimore 
Great Oaks Center, Silver Springs 
Henryton Center, Henryton 
Highland Health Facility, Baltimore 
Holly Center, Salisbury 
~osewood Center, Owings Mills 
Victor Collins Center, Sabillasbille 

. \ASSACHUSETTS 

>1ICHIGAN ----

tialter E. Fernald State Scnool, '.Jaltham 
3elchertown State School, Belcher 
Paul A. Dever State School, Taurnton 
Glavin Regional Center, Shrewsbury 
Hogan Regional Center, Hathorn 
r":onson State Hospital, Palmer 
0rentham State School, Wrentham 
J. T. Berry Rehabilitation Center, Reading 

PRF/i~Ps 

Alpine qegional Center for Developmental Disabilities, 
Ga_yl ord 

Caro Regional Mental Health Center, Caro 

PRF/others 

!lone 

PRF/others 

Adler r1ental Health and Developmental 
Center, Champaign 

Alton Mental He~lth and Developmental 
Center, !'-. l ton 

Anna ~ental Health and Developmental 
Center, .1\nna 

Chicago-Reid Mental Health and Develop
mental Center, Chicago 

Madden Mental Health and Developmental 
Center, Hines (Chicago suburb) 

Meyer Mental Health and Developmental 
Center, Decatur 

Singer Mental Health and Developmental 
Disabilities Center, Rockford 

PRF /others 

Logansport State Hospital, Logansport 
Central State Hospital, Indianapolis 
Evansville State Hospital, Evansville 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF/others 

Larned State Hospital, Larned 

PRF /others 

Eastern State Hospital, Lexington 
WE~stern State Hospital, Hopkinsville 

PRF/others 

East Louisiana State Hospital, 
Jackson 

Central Louisiana State Hospital, 
Pineville 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF /others 

~lorth Hampton State Hospital, 
North Hampton 

Worchester State Hospital, ~orchester 
t1etropolitan State Hospital, ~Jaltham 
Danvers State Hospital, Danvers 
~~edfield State Hospital, Medfield 
,J,~stborough State Hospital, Aestborough 
Boston State Hospital, 3oston 
Taunton State Hospital, Taunton 

?RF/others 

'!one 

Coldwater Regional Center for ~evelopmental Disabilit1es, Coldwa:er 
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YES 
YES 

YES 

'fES 
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NO 

NO 

:m 
.'JC 
~j () 

'·'ES 



Hillcrest Regional Center for Developmental 
Disabilities, Howell 

Macomb-Oakland Regional Center, Mt. Clemens 
t1t. Pleasant Regional Center for Developmental 

Disabilities, t1t. Pleasant 
~1us keg an Regi anal Center for Deve 1 opmenta 1 

Di sabi 1 it i es, ~1uskegan 
Newberry Regi ana 1 Menta 1 Health Center, Newberry 
Northville Residential Training Center, Northville 
Oakdale Regional Center for Developmental Disabilities, 

Lapeer 
Plymouth Center for Human Deve 1 opment, Northville 
Southgate Regional Center for Developmental Disabilities, 

Southgate 

PRF /MRs 

Brainerd State Hospital, Brainerd 
Faribault State Hospital, Faribault 
Cambridge State Hospital, Cambridge 

MISSISSIPPI 

Northern Mississippi Retardation Center, Oxford 
Hudspeth Retardation Center, \~hitfield 
Boswell Retardation Center, Sanatorium 
Ellisville State School, Ellisville 

PRF /MRs 

Higginsville State School, Higginsville 
Marshall State School, Marshall 
Nevada State School, Nevada 
St. Louis State School, St. Louis 
St. Louis Developmental Disabilities 

Treatment Center, St. Louis 

PRF/MRs 

Eastmont Training Center, Glendive 
Boulder River School and Hospital, Boulder 

PRF/MRs 

Beatrice State Deve 1 opmenta 1 Center, Beatrice 

Sierra Developmental Center, Reno 
Desert Deve 1 opmenta 1 Center, Las Vegas 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

NEW JERSEY 

Laconia State School and Training Center, Laconia 

Vineland State School, Vineland 
North Jersey Training School, Totowa 
Woodbine State School, Woodbine 
New Lisbon State School, New Lisbon 
Johns tone Training and Research Center, Bordentown 
Woodbridge State School, Woodbridge 
Hunterdon State Schoo 1 , C 1 i nton 
Neuropsychiatric Institute, Princeton 

Los Lunas Hospital and Training School, Los Lunas 
Fort Stanton Hospital, Fort Stanton 

PRF /MRs 

J. N. Adam Deve lopmenta 1 Center, Perrysburg 
West Seneca Deve 1 opmenta 1 Center, West Seneca 
Craig Developmental Center, Sonyea 
t1onroe Developmental Center, Rochester 
Newark Deve lopmenta 1 Center, Newark 
Broome Deve 1 opmenta 1 Center, Binghamton 
Syracuse Developmental Center, Syracuse 
Sunmount Deve 1 opmenta 1 Center, Tupper Lake 
Oswald D. Heck Developmental Center, Schenectady 
Rome Deve l opmenta 1 Center, Rome 
~Ji lton Deve 1 opmenta 1 Center, Wilton 
Letchworth Village Developmental Center, Thiells 
Wassaic Developmental Center, Wassaic 
Suffo 1 k Deve 1 opmenta 1 Center, Me 1 ville 
Bernard M. Fi neson Deve 1 opmenta 1 Center, Corona 
Bronx Developmental Center, Bronx 
Brooklyn Developmental Center, Brooklyn 
~1anhattan Developmental Center, New York 
Staten Island Developmental Center, Staten Island 
Institute for Basic Research, Staten Island 

PRF /others 

Moose Lake State Hospital, Moose Lake 
Fergus Falls State Hospital, Fergus Falls 
St. Peter State Hospital, St. Peter 
Rochester State Hospita 1 , Rochester 
Wilmar State Hospital, Wilmar 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF /others 

YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 
YES 

Albany Regional Center, Albany NO 
Ki rksvi 11 e Region a 1 Center, Kirksville NO 
Hannibal Regional Center, Hannibal NO 
Kansas City Region a 1 Center, Kansas City NO 
Jop 1 in Regi ona 1 Center, Jop 1 in NO 
Springfield Regional Center, Springfield NO 
Rolla Regional Center, Rolla NO 
Poplar Bluff Regional Center, Poplar Bluff NO 
Sikeston Region a 1 Center, Sikeston NO 
Marshall Regional Center, Marshall NO 
St. Louis Regional Center, St. Louis NO 

PRF/others 

Galen State Hospital, Galen 
Wann Springs State Hospital, Wann Springs 

PRF /others 

Li nco 1 n Region a 1 Center, L i nco 1 n 
Hastings Regional Center, Hastings 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF /others 

None 

PRF/others 

None 

PRF /others 

New Mexico State Hospital, Las Vegas 

PRF /others 

Buffalo Psychiatric Center, Buffalo 
Gowanda Psychiatric Center, Helmuth 
Rochester Psychiatric Center, Rochester 
~Jill ard Psychiatric Center, l~i ll ard 
Binghamton Psychiatric Center, Binghamton 
Richard H. Hutchings Psychiatric Center, 

NO 
NO 

YES 
YES 

NO 

NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 

Syracuse NO 
St. Lawrence Psychiatric Center, Ogdensburg NO 
Marcy Psychiatric Center, Marcy NO 
Utica Psychiatric Center, Utica NO 
Harlem Valley Psychiatric Center, Wingdale NO 
Hudson River Psychiatric Center, 

Poughkeepsie 
Middletown Psychiatric Center, Middletown 
Mid-Hudson Psychiatric Center, New Hampton 
Rockland Psychiatric Center, Orangeburg 
Rockland's Children's Psychiatric Center, 

Orangeburg 
Central Islip Psychiatric Center, 

NO 
NO 
NO 
NO 

NO 

Central Islip NO 
Kings Park Psychiatric Center, Kings Park NO 
Pilgrim Psychiatric Center, West Brentwood NO 
Sagamore Chi 1 dren 's Psychiatric Center, 

Melville NO 
Bronx Psychiatric Center, Queens Village NO 
Creedmoor Psychiatric Center, Queens Village NO 
Dunlap-Manhattan Psychiatric Center, N.Y. NO 
Kingsboro Psychiatric Center, Brooklyn NO 
Kirby-Manhattan Psychiatric Center, New York NO 
t1eyer-Manhattan Psychiatric Center, New York NO 
Queen's Children's Psychiatric Center, 
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NORTH CAROLINA_ 

NORTH DAKOTA 

OHIO 

OREGON 

Murdoch Center, Butner 
O'Berry Center, Goldsboro 
Western Carolina Center, Morganton 
Caswell Center, Kinston 

Grafton State School, Grafton 

PRF /MRs_ 

Apple Creek State Institute, Apple Creek 
Cleveland Developmental Center, Cleveland 
Columbus State Institute, Columbus 
Gallipolis State Institute, Gallipolis 
Broadview Center, Brecksville 
Mt. Vernon State Institute, Mt. Vernon 
Northwestern Ohio Developmental Center, Toledo 
Orient State Institute, Orient 
Springview Center, Springfield 
Warrensville Center, Wan·ensville Heights 

PRF /MRs 

Enid State School, Enid 
Pauls Valley State School, Pauls Valley 
Hissom Memorial Center, Sand prings 

PRF /~1Rs 

Fairview Hospital and Training Center, Salem 
Eastern Oregon Hospital and Training Center, Pendelton 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Cresson Center, Cresson 
Ebansburg Center, Ebansburg 
Hamburg Center, Hamburg 
Laurelton Center, Laurelton 
Pennhurs t Center, Pennhurs t 
Polk Center, Polk 
Selinsgrove Center, Selinsgrove 
Western Center, Canonsburg 
White Haven Center, White Haven 
Woodhaven Center, Philadelphia 
Marcy Center, Pittsburgh 

RHODE ISLAND 

Dr. Joseph H. Ladd Center, North Kings town 

SOUTH CAROL! NA PRF /~1Rs 

Midland Center, Columbia 
Coastal Center, Charleston 
Peedee Center, Florence 
Whitten Center, Clinton 

SOUTH DAKOTA PRF /t~Rs 

Redfield State Hospital and School, Redfield 
Custer State Hospital, Custer 

TENNESlli PRF /MRs 

TEXAS 

UTAH 

VERt~ONT 

VIRGINIA 
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Arlington Developmental Center, Arlington 
Cloverbottom Developmental Center, Donelson 
Green Va 11 ey Developmental Center, Green ville 

PRF /MRs 

Abilene State School, Abilene 
Austin State School, Austin 
Brenham State School , Brenham 
Corpus Christi State School, Corpus Christi 
Denton State School, Denton 
Ft. Worth State School, Ft. Worth 
Lubbock State School, Lubbock 
Lufkin State School, Lufkin 
Mexa i State School , Mexa i 
Richmond State School, Richmond 
San Angelo Center, Carlsbad 
Travis State School, Austin 
San Antonio State School, San Antonio 
Rio Grande State Center for Mental Health/Mental 

Retardation, Harlingen 

PRF /MRs 

Utah State Training School, American Fork 

P_RF /t~Rs 

Brandon Training School, Brandon 

PRF /MRs 

Lynchburg Training School and Hospital, Lynchburg 
Northern Virginia Training Center, Fairfax 
Southeastern Training Center, Chesapeake 
Southside Trainin9 Center, Petersburg 
Southwestern Virg1nia Training Center, Hillsville 

PRF/gthers 

Dix Ho·;pital, Raleigh 
Broughton Hospital, f•1organtown 
Cherry Hosrital, Goldsboro 

PRF /others 

State l"'ental Hospital, Jamestown 

f_RF I others 

Cambridge Mental Health and Mental 
Retardation Center, Cambridge 

Athens Mental Health and Mental 
Retardation Center, Athens 

Tiffin Mental Health and Mental 
Retardation Center, Tiffin 

PRF /othe_!2 

None 

.E_RF /others 

None 

PRF /others 

YES 
YES 
YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

YES 

Allentown Mental Retardation Unit, Allentown YES 
Clark Summit Mental Retardation Unit, 

Clark Summit YES 
Embreeville ~1ental Retardation Unit, 

Embreeville YES 
Harrisburg Mental Retardation Unit, 

Harrisburg YES 
~1ayview ~1ental Retardation Unit, Mayview YES 
Somerset Menta 1 Retardation Unit, Somerset YES 
Torance Mental Retardation Unit, Torance YES 
Wernersville Mental Retardation Unit, 

Hernersville YES 

PRF /others 

None 

PRF /Others 

None 

PRF I others 

None 

~RF /others 

Lakeshore t1ental Institute, Knoxville 
Middle Tennessee Mental Health Institute, 

Nash vi 11 e 
Memphis Mental Health Institute, Memphis 
t·1occasin Bend Mental Health Institute, 

Chattanooga 
Western Mental Health Institute, Bolivar 

PRF /others 

NO 

NO 
NO 

NO 
NO 

San Antonio State Hospital, San Antonio YES 
Terrell State Hospital, Terrell YES 
Wichita Falls State Hospital, Wichita Falls YES 
Amarillo State Center for Human Development 

Amari 11 o YES 
Beaumont State Center for Human Development 

Beaumont YES 
E 1 Paso State Center for Human Deve 1 opment, 

El Paso YES 

PRF /others 

None 

PRF /others 

Vermont State Hospital, Waterbury 

£'BF /others 

YES 

Southwestern State Hospital, Marion YES 
Central State Hospital, Petersburg NO 
Western State Hospital, Stanton YES 
Eastern State Hospital, Williamsburg NO 
De Jarnette Center for Human Development, 

Stan ton NO 
Virginia Treatment Center for Children, 

Richmond NO 



~~ASH I NGTON PRF !>1Rs 

Fircrest School, Seattle 
Interlake School, liedical Lake 
Lakeland Village School, ~~edical Lake 
Rainier School, Buckley 
Yakima Valley School, Selah 
Frances Haddon Morgan Children's Center, Bremerton 
State School for the Blind, VanCouver 
State School for the Deaf, Van Couver 
State Cerebral Palsy Center, Seattle 

·.~EST VIRGI1HA 

ltJISCONSIN 

Colin Anderson Center, St. ~1a ry' s 
Greenbrier Mental Health/Mental Retardation Center, 

Lewisburg 

PRF ;rms 

Central Wisconsin Center for the Developmentally 
Disabled, Madison 

Southern Wisconsin Center for the Developmentally 
Disabled, Union Grove 

Northern ~isconsin Center for the Developmentally 
Disabled, Chippewa Falls 

PRF /~·1Rs 

Wyoming State Training School, Lander 

PRF/others 

Western 0ashington State ~ospital, 
Fort Steilacoom 

Eastern '.~ashington State Hospital, 
i~edical Lake 

Children's Study and Treatment Center, 
Fort Steilacoom 

PRF /others 

DK 

DK 

OK 

Huntinaton State Hospital, Huntinaton YES 
Lakin §tate Hospital~ Lakin J YES 
Spencer State Hospital, Spencer YES 
Weston State Hospital, Weston YES 
Barboursville State Hospital, Barboursville NO 
Guthrie Center, Charleston NO 
Roney's Point, Wheeling NO 

PRF/others 
None 

PRF/others 

Wyoming State Hospital, Evanston YES 
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