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PREFACE 

Grants of National Significance and Special Projects aided 
the Developmental Disabilities Program to stay on the cutting 
edge in developing new services and combinations of services for 
individuals who are developmentally disabled. In the years of 
adequate funding of Section 145 projects, such as FY '78, Grants 
of National Significance and Special Projects brought together 
the vast resources of the University Affiliated Facilities, the 
creativity of private organizations, and the vast experience of 
State Agencies in designing and developing new and varied service 
models for individuals who are developmentally disabled. This 
same funding source also provided the resources necessary for 
technical assistance to deliver these new service models to the 
Developmental Disabilities Program at the State and local level. 

In FY '80 and FY '81, the Grants of National Significance 
and Special Projects have been grossly underfunded and the 
cutting edge has been left dull so that innovation and adaption 
of service modalities for our most severely handicapped popula­
tion are not being done. 

In prior years, the Developmental Disabilities Program 
was able to lead the way and blaze the trail from institution to 
community through new and different approaches in deinstitution­
alization, normalization and mainstreaming. The trails are now 
again becoming overgrown and the trees which were blazed in the 
past have grown new bark. However, there are many more individ­
uals who are developmentally disabled who still need society's 
help to overcome the real and self-conceived barriers which 
prohibit them from taking their place to the maximum extent 
possible in a free, dynamic and ever changing society. 

This report on Projects of National Significance is 
written for two purposes. The first purpose is to serve as a 
plea to the policy makers that Grants of National Significance 
Should not be an historical event but should remain and again 
become an adequately funded, vital component of the Develop-
mental Disabilities Program. Without adequate funds, services 
and combinations of services stagnate and we provide what we 
always have provided even though needs change as society changes 
and even though we gain new technologies which could remove or 
relieve the developmental delay suffered by our population. 

The second purpose of this report is to provide for the 
first time a national directory of those organizations and 
agencies which have conducted programs in the four priority 
areas of services listed in PL 95-602 and in related service 
areas. The last two sections of this report contain a listing 
by State of organizations and agencies which have conducted 



programs and projects in the various service areas. Not only 
the programs funded by Grants of National Significance and 
Special Projets are herein contained, but also the projects 
funded by Part C monies at the State and local level are 
contained in this report. 

In fiscally hard times, it is necessary that we share as 
much knowledge as possible in order to provide the best services 
and programs for our people for the least amount of cost. It 
makes economical and program sense to look at what has been done 
before starting a new program or expanding an existing program. 
Therefore, I have tried to provide a list of possible resources 
for those who wish to look at program models of existing and/or 
previously operated programs. 

Any time one ventures into a national directory, it is 
going to be incomplete. I have probably missed more than I have 
included; for these omissions I apologize. However, no matter 
how primitive the listing, I am impressed with the variety of 
agencies and organizations which provide the many services for 
our very dear and most severely handicapped citizens. I hope 
that this report and the listing is helpful as we share exper­
iences, and that it helps to improve and expand services to 
individuals who are developmentally disabled in the United 
States. 
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INTRODUCTION 

Grants of National Significance and Special Projects have 
been part of the Developmental Disabilities Program since its 
inception. Grants of National Significance and Special Projects 
are funded under Part D of PL 95-602, Title V. Part D, entitled 
Special Project Grants, contains the following: 

(a) The Secretary may make project grants to public or 
nonprofit private entities for--

(1) demonstration (and research and evaluation in 
connection therewith) for establishing programs which 
hold promise of expanding or otherwise improving 
services (particularly priority services) to persons 
with developmental disabilities (especially those 
who are disadvantaged or multihandicapped); and 

(2) demonstration (and research, training, and 
evaluation in connection therewith) for establishing 
programs which hold promise of expanding or other­
wise improving protection and advocacy services 
related to the State protection and advocacy system 
(described in Section 113). 

(b) Grants provided under subsection (a) shall include 
grants for--

(1) public awareness and public education programs 
to assist in the elimination of social, attitudinal, 
and environmental barriers confronted by persons 
with developmental disabilities; 

(2) coordinating and using all available community 
resources in meeting the needs of persons with devel­
opmental disabilities (especially those from disad­
vantaged backgrounds); 

(3) demonstration of the provisions of services to 
persons with developmental disabilities who are also 
disadvantaged because of their economic status; 

(4) technical assistance relating to services and 
facilities for persons with developmental disabili­
ties, including assistance in State and local plan­
ning or administration respecting such services and 
facilities; 

(5) training of specialized personnel needed for 
the provision of services for persons with develop­
mental disabilities or for research directly related 
to such training; 

(6) developing or demonstrating new or improved 
techniques for the provision of services to persons 
with developmental disabilities (including model 
integrated service projects); 

(7) gathering and disseminating information relat­
ing to developmental disabilities; 



(8) improving the quality of services provided in 
and the administration of programs for such persons; 
and 

(9) developing or demonstrating innovative methods 
to attract and retain professionals to serve in rural 
areas in the habilitation of persons with develop­
mental disabilities. 

PL 95-602, Title V, Sec.145 

For each of the three fiscal years covered by this report, 
FY '78 through FY '80, the Bureau of Developmental Disabilities 
printed an announcement of intention to make grants in certain 
priority areas which were consistent with the eleven areas of 
activities designated in Parts a and b of Section 145. 

The introduction to the announcement appeared in the Federal 
Register on Monday, August 18, 1980. This announcement was for the 
Special Project Grant Program - Projects of National Significance 
in Developmental Disabilities. 

OFFICE OF HUMAN DEVELOPMENT SERVICES 

[Program Announcement No. 13631.801] 

Special Project Grant Program - Projects of National 
Significance In Developmental Disabilities 

AGENCY: Office of Human Development Services, DHHS 

SUBJECT: Announcement of availability of grant funds for the special project 
Grant Program - Projects of National Significance In Developmental Disabilities 

SUMMARY: The Administration on Developmental Disabilities (ADD) announces 
that applications will be accepted for grants under the Special Project Grant 
Program - Projects of National Significance authorized by Title I, Section 145 
of the Developmentally Disabled Assistance and Bill of Rights Act, Pub.L.95-602, 
[42 U.S.C. 6001]. Regulations applicable to this program Include the Adminis­
tration on Developmental Disabilities general regulations, 45 CFR Part 1385, 
and the regulations governing Discretionary Grant Programs [45 CFR Part 1387]. 

DATE: Closing date for receipt of applications Is September 5, 1980. 

Scope of this Announcement 

This program announcement covers only projects of national significance 
authorized under the Special Project Grants Program of the Developmentally 
Disabled Assistance and Bill of Rights Act, Pub.L.95-602, and encompasses only 
those projects that relate to the Developmental Disabilities Protection and 
Advocacy Systems. 

Program Purpose 

The Special Projects Grant Program, as authorized In Section 145(a) of 
Pub.L.95-602, enables the Administration on Developmental Disabilities to 
award grants for a variety of purposes, among which are: 

1. To demonstrate how to establish programs which will expand or Improve 
services to developmentally disabled persons 

2. To increase public awareness and public education programs 
3. To demonstrate services for economically disadvantaged developmentally 

disabled persons 
4. To gather and disseminate Information. 



For the purposes of this program announcement, these projects must: 
(1) Be designed to have a direct impact on Developmental Disabilities 

State Protection and Advocacy systems throughout the country; and 
(2) Involve activities to be conducted in a number of sites In various 

parts of the country as part of a unified program. 

Program Goal and Objective 

All States and Territories participating in the Basic State Formula Grant 
Program have systems designed to protect and advocate for the rights of persons 
with developmental disabilities. Staff of Protection and Advocacy Systems 
must deal with a wide variety of programs and Issues, Including legal matters 
on behalf of the developmentally disabled persons whom they serve. Many of 
the systems need Information In the most expeditious manner possible on rele­
vant laws, court decisions, as well as guidance on legal matters In order to 
protect their clients' rights to services. 

The purpose of these projects Is to provide back-up specialized know­
ledge, legal expertise, and support to State Protection and Advocacy Systems 
that will enhance and strengthen their capabilities to engage In outreach to 
minority, institutionalized, geographically Isolated and other hard-to-reach 
persons with developmental disabilities. Specifically, the objectives for 
these projects are: 

1. To provide State Protection and Advocacy Systems with the necessary 
legal and technical Information that will assist them in assuring the rights 
of Institutionalized, minority and other under-served and under-involved 
persons with developmental disabilities; and 

2. To provide technical Information to State Protection and Advocacy 
systems to enable them to overcome obstacles to reaching underserved, tradi­
tionally separated, and Isolated persons with developmental disabilities. 

eligible Applicants 

Applications may be made by public or private non-profit organizations 
experienced In the provision of legal services and which have particular 
expertise In areas relevant to the rights of developmentally disabled persons. 
Applicants must have legal and technical expertise specifically related to the 
civil rights of Institutionalized developmentally disabled persons as well as 
the rights of developmentally disabled members of racial and ethnic minority 
groups affirmed in Title VI of the Civil Rights Act. 

Grants of National Significance and Special Projects are 
especially important to the Developmental Disabilities Program 
in that they supply the models and open up new areas of service 
which remain unexplored and undeveloped. Especially did Grants 
of National Significance and Special Projects have a significant 
impact on the service delivery system in the mid-70's when dein­
stitutionalization, normalization, and mainstreaming came into 
the vocabulary. It was through Grants of National Significance 
and Special Projects that models of services, especially support 
services located in the community, were conceived and tested. 
Many of these model programs were then adapted to local situa­
tions and funded through Part C monies and offered by University 
Affiliated Facilities on a regular basis. 

It is important that a developmental program such as 
Developmental Disabilities have a well funded component such as 
Grants of National Significance and Special Projects. The 
individuals who are developmentally disabled are in need of 



"a combination and sequence of special, interdisciplinary, or 
generic care, treatment, or other services which are of lifelong 
or extended duration and are individually planned and coordin­
ated." Without a well funded Special Projects program, new and 
innovative services and combinations of services are impossible. 

The rapid growth of community support systems for dein­
stitutionalization can partially be traced to model programs and 
program combinations developed through funding from Grants of 
National Significance and Special Projects. Especially is this 
true of models requiring interdisciplinary treatment systems 
where University Affiliated Facilities and communities jointly 
sponsor the development of multiple programs for individuals who 
are developmentally disabled. 

The Grants of National Significance fell on hard times in 
FY '79 and FY '80, having funds cut 76% to just over $4.7 million 
in the later year. In FY '78, funding was over $19.5 million 
for Section 145 projects which initiated the pioneering efforts 
in programming for individuals who are developmentally disabled. 

The cycle of program development for new service modali­
ties often started with ideas funded through Grants of National 
Significance and Special Projects, observed by universities and 
organizations which provided technical assistance to the Devel­
opmental Disabilities Program, and supported with Part C monies 
and State and local funds. The cycle could take three to five 
years to effect changes or new programs could be implemented 
within a year after the initial funding of an original Grant of 
National Significance or Special Project. 

The dental program for individuals who are developmentally 
disabled is one example of State and local communities implement­
ing the program immediately after the first year of funding of a 
Grant of National Significance. Other examples can be found in 
a multitude of recreation programs which were originally funded 
as Special Projects and continued with State and local funds. 

Grants of National Significance are grants provided to 
programs which have promise of national or multi-regional effect 
on the Developmental Disabilities Program and/or its intended 
target population. Special Projects are projects of significance 
at the regional and/or multi-state level. The Grants of National 
Significance are generally awarded at the national level by the 
Administration on Developmental Disabilities and its predecessor 
agencies. Special Projects are generally awarded at the regional 
level. However, because of the severe restriction in Section 145 
funds in FY '81, no new Special Projects were awarded in that 
fiscal year. Only four new Grants of National Significance were 
awarded in FY '81. 

The contents of this report describe the funding of the 
Grants of National Significance and Special Projects, the organ­
izations and agencies which conducted the programs, and the type 
of programs and projects supported. 



The last two sections of this report are most exciting in 
that these sections contain a listing of the organizations and 
agencies which have not only conducted Projects and Programs of 
National significance and Special Projects, but also organiza­
tions and agencies which have conducted projects and programs 
funded with Part C monies. One section contains a listing of 
organizations and agencies which have conducted programs and 
projects in the four priority areas of service listed in 
PL 95-602. These four priority areas of service are Alterna­
tive Community Living Arrangements, Case Management, Child 
Development, and Nonvocational Social Development. The other 
section contains a listing of organizations and agencies which 
have conducted programs and projects in related service areas, 
such as Vocational Training and Advocacy. 



APPROPRIATIONS AND DISTRIBUTION OP RESOURCES 

The Special Projects component of the Developmental Disa­
bilities Program has almost ceased to exist because of the drastic 
cutback in appropriations. The cutback of appropriations in the 
area of Special Projects was unfortunate both in magnitude and 
timing. The severe cutback of appropriations in FY '80 limited the 
amount of assistance at the national and regional levels which 
could be provided to the DD community in the implementation of the 
definition of PL 95-602 and the understanding of the four priority 
service areas. The lack of appropriation also limited the amount 
of assistance which could be provided in the development of the 
comprehensive evaluation plan in accordance with Section 110 of 
PL 95-602. Without the Special Projects, the DD Program has not 
the flexibility and resources to provide the technical assistance, 
model programming, and regional and national demonstration neces­
sary at a time of massive program change. Therefore, the de-appropriation of Special Projects in FY '80 and FY '81 was unfortunate 
in light of program needs. 

The reduction of funds provided for the Special Projects 
is illustrated by the appropriations provided for Special Pro­
jects for FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80. Table 1 shows the amount 
of appropriation provided for Special Projects in each of the 
three fiscal years. 



It is apparent from appropriation levels over the three 
year period that all phases of Special Projects have been virtual­
ly eliminated from the Developmental Disabilities Program. There 
was an overall reduction of 35% in FY '79 and an overall reduction 
from FY '78 of 76% in FY '80. The level of funding was reduced 
from $19.5 million in FY '78 to $4.7 million in FY '80. 

The various categories of Special Projects were almost 
equally reduced over the three year period with the exception of 
the Projects of National Significance in FY '79. 

Project grants were usually distributed and supervised at 
the regional level. The administrative structure of Developmental 
Disabilities provides for ten Regional Directors of Developmental 
Disabilities. A Regional Director is placed in each of the ten 
Health and Human Services regions. 

The Central Office of the Administration on Developmental 
Disabilities and its forerunner would have published in the 
Federal Register the announcement and Request for Proposal for 
Special Project grants. The Regional Directors would receive 
the proposals, supervise the peer review process, and have the 
regional grants personnel award the grant. The Regional Director 
of Developmental Disabilities would then supervise the implemen­
tation and operation of the project to its conclusion. 

As is evident from the information presented in Table 1, 
the amount of funds appropriated for project grants was reduced 
78% in FY '79 from the FY '78 level, and reduced 86% in FY '80 
from its FY '78 level. As any program specialist can verify, this 
magnitude of reduction over a twenty-four month period eliminates 
the program resources and research capabilities. 

Projects of National Significance were projects which at­
tempted to provide model programs having universal application and 
provide technical assistance from a national perspective. The 
Projects of National Significance were successful in performing 
this mandate. 

Projects of National Significance funded the design and 
implementation of the comprehensive planning system used by all 
of the DD State Planning Councils and Administrative Agencies. 
Without this uniform process of planning, coordinated program 
data from each of the States and Territories would have been 
unattainable. 

Also, the telecommunications system in place throughout 
the University Affiliated Facilities was the result of a Project 
of National Significance. Coordinated UAF data would have been 
unattainable without the Projects of National Significance. 

Appropriations for Projects of National Significance were 
increased 95% in FY '79 from the FY '78 level. However, as is 
demonstrated later in this report, much of these funds had to be 



used for second and third year commitments made under FY '78 
project grants which had potential of being national demonstration 
projects. The FY '80 level of Projects of National Significance 
was reduced 49% from its FY '78 level. 

There was only one special study during the three year 
period covered by this report. The special study was the defini­
tion study. The result of this study was to change the definition 
of developmental disabilities from the one in PL 94-103 to the 
current definition contained in PL 95-602. (See ICP's Congres­
sional Series Report No. 1 for a description of the impact of 
this change of definition on the DD Program.) 

Program evaluation received much attention in FY '80 with 
the requirement to implement Section 110 of PL 95-602, Part V. 
However, funding for program evaluation has been cut 33%, both in 
FY '79 and FY '80 from the FY '78 level. 

Special Projects, when adequately funded in FY '78, relied 
on a variety of resources to provide the demonstration, advocacy, 
technical assistance, and applied research mandated in Section 145 
of PL 95-602. The following accounting of projects and resources 
used for Special Projects in FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80 demon­
strates conscious stewardship on the part of the Administration on 
Developmental Disabilities and its forerunner to make the Special 
Projects work for the benefit of the individuals with developmental 
disabilities by efficiently and effectively developing model and 
demonstration programs, strengthening the State Planning Councils 
and Administrative Agencies, and researching problematic areas in 
an effort to find solutions. 

The Special Project monies were distributed throughout the 
developmental disabilities system through national and regional 
grants. Table 2 shows the distribution of the Special Project 
monies according to regions and national offices. The Projects 
of National Significance have been included on this table due to 
utilization of some of these funds in FY '79 for Special Projects. 

The information presented on Table 2 shows just over 70% of 
the Special Projects monies were used for Special Projects at the 
regional level and almost 30% of the monies were used for Projects 
of National Significance in FY '78. There was a total of $13.8 
million expended for Special Projects at the regional level in 
FY '78 and just over $5.8 million expended on Projects of National 
Significance. 

In FY '79, almost 58% of the Special Project monies were 
expended for Projects 6f National Significance. The 58% does not 
include almost 18% of the monies of Projects of National Signifi­
cance used for Special Projects at the regional level. A total of 
42% of the Special Projects monies were used for Special Projects 
at the regional level. A total of $7.2 million was expended for 
Projects of National Significance in FY '79. A total of almost 



$5.3 million was expended for Special Projects at the regional 
level in FY '79. 

In FY '80, the distribution of Special Project funds almost 
paralleled that of FY '79. Fifty-eight percent of the Special 
Project funds were expended for Projects of National Significance. 
Almost 42% of the Special Project funds were expended for Special 
Projects at the regional level. There was a total of just over 
$2.7 million expended for Projects of National Significance in 
FY '80. There was a total of just over $1.9 million expended for 
Special Projects during the same year. 



PROJECTS FUNDED 

The legislative mandate for Special Projects contained in 
Section 145 of PL 95-602 requires attention be paid to specific 
areas and activities of the Developmental Disabilities Program. 
The specific areas identified in Part A of Section 145 are the 
priority service areas and advocacy services. There are four 
priority service areas identified in PL 95-602 which are to be 
emphasized by the DD Program. These four priority areas are: 

1. Case Management Services 
2. Child Development Services 
3. Alternative Community Living Arrangements 
4. Nonvocational Social Development Services 

There are several areas and activities identified in Part B 
of Section 145 for which attention is to be paid through the fund­
ing of Special Projects. The areas and activities so identified 
are: 

Public Awareness 
Coordination of Services 
Demonstration Projects 
Technical Assistance 
Training 
Model Programs 
Information Dissemination 
Improving Quality of Services 
Projects for Special Groups 

In order to document the areas in which projects were 
funded for Projects of National Significance and Special Projects, 
all projects for FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80 have been grouped 
under topical headings which closely parallel those identified 
in Section 145 of PL 95-602. The topical headings which are used 
for this part of the report are as follows: 

1. Child Development 
2. Case Management 
3. Alternative Living Arrangements 
4. Nonvocational Social Development 
5. Technical Assistance 
6. Training 
7. Employment/Vocational Development 
8. Advocacy 
9. Programs for Special Groups 

10. Standards/Needs Assessment 
11. Public Awareness 
12. Council Activity 



Table 3 shows the number of projects, percent of resources, 
and the amount of money expended for Projects of National Signifi­
cance in each of the three fiscal years. 

There were a total of 69 individual Projects of National 
Significance funded during the three fiscal years. The projects 
on Table 3 have been recorded as one year projects, separate for 
each fiscal year, although many of the projects are funded for two 
or three years. However, for the purposes of comparing expendi­
tures between fiscal years it is assumed that each project is a 
one year project. 

In FY '78, 20% of the Projects of National Significance 
monies were for technical assistance. Almost 17% was expended for 
alternative living arrangements and 15% for advocacy. Nearly 14% 
was expended for nonvocational social development. Programs for 
special groups accounted for just under 12% of expenditures. Just 
under 8% was expended for training. Child development, standards/ 
needs assessment, and public awareness each received 5% of the 
funding in FY '78. 



Just over 50% of the expenditures for Projects of National 
Significance in FY '78 went to the four priority areas and advocacy 
or the activities identified in Part a of Section 145 of PL 95-602. 

In FY '79, Council activities received 20.5% of the funds 
from Projects of National Significance. This was the funding of 
the UAF telecommunications project already referred to in this 
report. 

Almost 15% of the project funds was used for advocacy and 
15% was used for projects in alternative living arrangements. 
Just over 10% of the funds was used for technical assistance and 
just over 10% was used for training. There was an equal amount 
used for child development and for case management. Just over 7% 
was used to fund projects for programs for special groups. Nearly 
4% was used for the developing of standards. Public awareness 
received 1% of the funds in FY '79. 

In FY '79, 46% of the National Significance monies was 
expended in the four priority areas of service and advocacy. 
These are the activities identified in Part a of Section 145 of 
PL 95-602. 

In FY '80, almost 28% of the Projects of National Signifi­
cance monies was spent for advocacy. Nearly 20% of the money was 
expended for technical assistance. Over 13% of the money was 
expended for training, and almost 12% was expended for projects 
for special groups. Over 10% of the monies was expended to devel­
op standards for the services provided for individuals who are 
developmentally disabled. Nearly 10% was expended for projects 
in alternative living arrangements. Just over 3% of the funds was 
used for two projects in child development and just over 3% was 
used for one project in nonvocational social development in FY '80. 

In FY '80, nearly 45% of the Projects of National Signifi­
cance monies was expended for projects in the four priority areas 
and advocacy. These are the activities which are listed in Part a 
of Section 145 of PL 95-602. 

Figure 1 shows the percent of Projects of National Signifi­
cance by topical headings for the three fiscal years of '78, '79, 
and '80. There was a total of $15.8 million expended for Projects 
of National Significance during the three years. 

Seventeen percent of the National Significance project 
funds was used to develop and aid the advocacy program for the 
Developmental Disabilities Program during the three fiscal years 
of '78, '79, and '80. 

The next largest category of projects was technical assis­
tance, for which 15.7% of the resources was used. These projects 
were used to aid DD Councils/Administrative Agencies to implement 
the DD Program and aid in the development of staff and service 
providers. 



Nearly 15% of the resources was used for projects in 
alternative living arrangements. Several of the projects funded 
under this topic were in deinstitutionalization, which was the 
emphasis of the DD Program in FY '78. 

Ten percent of the resources was used to fund training 
projects. The development of Council staff, Council membership, 
interdisciplinary training and specialized personnel were included 
in training projects funded during the three years. 

There was 9.6% of the resources used for programs for 
special groups. These projects included projects for the aged, 
programs for delivery of services in rural areas and projects for 
minority groups. 



There was 9.5% of the resources used to develop the tele­
communications system for the University Affiliated Facilities. 

Just over 6% of the Projects of National Significance 
monies was used for projects in child development. Projects in 
this area included prevention, genetics, preschool, and demon­
stration projects in early intervention. 

Nearly 6% of the monies was used for projects under non-
vocational social development, including coordination of services, 
dental programs, and social adjustment programs. 

The Administration on Developmental Disabilities has ex­
pended just over 5% of its resources to develop and implement 
national standards for service providers who provide institutional 
care and alternative community living arrangements. As a result 
of this expenditure, national standards for services provided to 
individuals who are developmentally disabled exist. 

Almost 4% of the resources was expended for projects in 
case management. Public awareness projects accounted for 2.5% of 
the expenditures during the three year period. 

There was nearly equal distribution of expenditures between 
those activities identified in Part a of Section 145 of PL 95-602 
and those activities identified in Part b of the same section. 
There was a total of 47.4%, or $7,492,917 expended for projects in 
the four priority areas and advocacy during the three year period. 
There was a total of 52.6%, or $8,331,875 expended for projects 
under headings identified in Part b during the three year period 
from October 1, 1977 through September 30, 1980. 

Table 4 shows the number of projects, percent of resources, 
and the amount of money expended for Special Projects in each of 
three fiscl years. The Special Projects were funded by regional 
offices of the Developmental Disabilities Administration, as 
previously explained. 

There were 210 individual Special Projects funded in Fiscal 
Years '78, '79, and '80. The projects in Table 4 have been 
recorded as one year projects, separate for each fiscal year, 
although many of the projects are funded for two or three years. 
Many of the projects identified in FY '78 are continuation years 
of projects originally funded in FY '76 and FY '77. However, for 
the purposes of comparing expenditures between fiscal years, it is 
assumed that each project is a one year project. 

In FY '78 there was $13.8 million expended for Special 
Projects. Over 18% of this amount was expended for employment and 
vocational development projects. There were 40 such projects 
funded in that year. FY '78 projects were funded under PL 94-103 
and not subject to the four priority areas as in FY '79 and FY '80 
under PL 95-602. 



There was over 18% of the Special Project monies expended 
for nonvocational social development projects. These projects 
involved dental services, offenders programs, recreation, and 
coordination of services within the community. 

Just under 18% of the Special Projects monies was spent for 
regional technical assistance projects in FY '78. Over 10% of the 
Special Projects money was devoted to training projects at the 
regional, state and local levels. Over 12% of the funds was used 
for alternative living arrangement projects in FY '78. 

Six percent of the monies was used for advocacy projects in 
the regions. The rest of the funds were used to fund projects in 
child development, case management, programs for special groups, 
needs assessment, and public awareness in FY '78. 



There was $5,293,208 expended for 72 Special Projects in 
FY '79. There is a change in emphasis from projects funded in 
FY '79 when compared to those funded in FY '78. Changes occurred 
in Special Projects funded in FY '79 because of the passage of 
PL 95-602. The four priority areas of service are included in the 
law and advocacy was in its second year of implementation. 

Over 27% of the Special Project monies was expended in non-
vocational social development projects. Also, 27% of the funds 
was expended for technical assistance projects which aided Coun­
cils in implementing the new legislation, understand the change 
in definition, and maintain the system of comprehensive planning 
in FY '79. 

Almost 11% of the funds was used for training programs, 
many of which were started in FY '78 and continued in FY '79. 
Eleven percent of the funds was used for programs for Special 
Projects including programs in rural areas and programs for 
minority and poverty groups. Almost 10% of the funds was used 
to assist advocacy programs at the state and local level. Pro­
jects were also funded for public awareness, case management, 
and alternative living arrangements in FY '79. 

Less than $2 million was expended for 37 Special Projects 
in FY '80. The average size of each grant was reduced from over 
$70,000 in FY '79 to just over $50,000 in FY '80. The same areas 
of activities were emphasized in FY '80 as in FY '79. Most of the 
projects in FY '80 were continuations of projects originally 
funded in FY '78 and FY '79. 

Nearly 30% of the FY '80 funds was used for technical 
assistance and over 22% was used for projects in the nonvocational 
social development service area. Fourteen percent was used for 
advocacy programs and assistance to advocacy programs. Over 12% 
was used for programs for special groups. Eight percent was used 
for child development projects. Eight percent was used for pro­
jects in training programs. Public awareness and alternative 
living arrangements were also funded with FY '80 funds. 

The impact of PL 95-602, Title V can be seen in areas of 
Special Project grants funded in FY '79 and FY '80. In FY '78, 
41% of the Special Project funds was used for projects in the four 
priority areas of service and advocacy. In FY '79, these areas of 
funding utilized over 44% of the funds, and in FY '80 over 46% of 
the funds was expended in these areas. 

Figure 2 shows the percent of Special Projects by topical 
headings for the three fiscal years of '78, '79, and '80. There 
was a total of $21 million expended for Special Projects during 
the three years. 

Just over 21% of the Special Project funds was used for 
technical assistance during the three year period between 



October 1, 1977 and September 30, 1980. Over 20% was used for 
projects in the area of nonvocational social development at the 
state and local level. Just over 12% of the Special Project funds 
was used for employment and vocational development projects. 
Training projects received over 10% of the funds during the three 
year period. 

Special Projects in the area of alternative living arrange­
ments required 8.8% of the funds over three years and advocacy 
projects used just under 8% of the funds. Seven percent of the 
funds was used for programs for special groups. 

Public awareness projects accounted for 4.4% of the funds. 
Case management accounted for 3.6% of the funds and 1.6% was 



expended for needs assessment. Child development projects used 
1% of the funds. 

The total amount for Special Projects and Projects of 
National Significance during the three year period was $36,896,000. 
Figure 3 shows the percent of all Special Projects by topical head­
ings for the period between October 1, 1977 and September 30, 1980. 

During the three year period, almost 19% of Section 145 
monies was used for technical assistance. Technical assistance 
projects were funded at just over $6.9 million. These projects 
aided Councils in implementation of programs, developed and 



maintained the comprehensive planning process, and improved the 
quality of services for individuals who are developmentally 
disabled. 

Just over $5 million of Section 145 monies was used to fund 
projects in the area of nonvocational social development service. 
There were a variety of projects funded at the national, regional, 
state and local levels which aided individuals who are develop-
mentally disabled and created model programs for imitation by 
service providers. 

Nearly 12% of the Section 145 monies was used to aid in 
implementation of the advocacy program in the three year period. 
The $4.3 million was used for technical assistance to advocacy 
programs, national and regional conferences, and legal assistance 
in the three year period. 

Over 11% of the Section 145 monies was used to fund alter­
native community living projects. Nearly $4.2 million was used 
for this purpose. These projects help establish model programs 
and demonstration projects for establishing alternative community 

living arrangements. 

Over 10% of the Section 145 funds was used for training 
programs. The nearly $3.8 million was used to train personnel, 
professionals, para-professionals, and volunteers in information, 
techniques and skills related to the developmentally disabled. 

Programs for special groups such as the aged, minority 
groups, and programs for rural areas accounted for just over 8% 
of the expenditures of Section 145 funds, or $3 million. 

Programs for employment and vocational development of 
individuals were funded with 7% of the Section 145 monies. The 
$2.6 million was expended in Special Projects in FY '78 prior to 
the passage of PL 95-602 and the change of emphasis and program 
focus. 

Projects related to Council activities and a project to 
establish the UAF telecommunications system required 4.5% of 
Section 145 monies. This percent of the funds accounted for just 
over $1.6 million. 

Projects in case management were funded at the $1.3 million 
level in the three year period, which represented 3.7% of the 
Section 145 funds. Projects in child development were funded at 
the $1.2 million level, and represented 3.3% of the funds. 

Public awareness projects used 3.6% of the funds, or just 
over $1.3 million. Projects to establish national standards and 
needs assessment programs were funded with 3% of the funds, or 
just over $1.1 million in the three year period encompassing 
FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80. 



IMPACT OF DEFINITION 

The Special Projects funded with Section 145 monies can be 
divided into five groups in order to assess the impact of the def­
inition of developmental disabilities in PL 95-602 when compared 
with the definition in PL 94-103. The five groups of projects are: 

1. Projects affecting DD community 
2. Advocacy projects 
3. Projects for employment/vocational development 
4. Telecommunications projects 
5. Projects in four priority areas/special groups 

Each of the 400 Special Projects funded within the three 
year period of this report was assigned to one of the five cate­
gories. Actually, there were 262 individual projects funded 
during the three years, but 138 of the 262 Special Projects were 
extended for a second and, in some cases, third year. For the 
purposes of this report, each project has been assumed to be a one 
year project, therefore the report contains information on the 400 
Special Projects. The target population and number of individuals 
served has been analyzed in order to be responsive to the report 
requirements contained in PL 95-602. 

The Special Projects assigned to group 1 are all projects 
involving technical assistance, public awareness, training, stan­
dards/needs assessment, and Council activities. Table 5 contains 
the amount and percent of resources expended in each of these 
areas of activity. 



The magnitude of service according to disability groups 
is contained in Table 6. 

In FY '78, almost $4.7 million of Special Project money in 
the first category affected individuals who were mentally retarded. 
Nearly $700,000 affected individuals who were cerebral palsied, 
$1.5 million affected individuals with epilepsy, just over $100,000 
affected individuals with autism, and just over $100,000 affected 
individuals with other handicapping conditions. 

In FY '79, $2.7 million of Special Project monies affected 
individuals who were mentally retarded, just over $500,000 affected 
individuals with cerebral palsy, and over $800,000 affected in­
dividuals who were epileptic. Just over $63,000 affected the 
autistic, and $96,000 affected individuals with handicapping 
conditions other than those listed. 

In FY '80, just over $1.1 million of Special Project monies 
affected individuals who were mentally retarded, and almost 
$300,000 affected individuals who were cerebral palsied. In the 
same year, just over $350,000 affected individuals who were 
epileptic and $32,000 affected individuals who were autistic. 
Nearly a quarter of a million dollars was spent on individuals 
with other handicaps in FY '80 in the first category of Special 
Project funding. 



The percent of Special Project monies spent for advocacy 
and support of advocacy increases each of the three fiscal years 
encompassed by this report. In FY '78, $1,720,251 of Special 
Project monies was so spent, which represented 8.8% of the appro­
priation. In FY '79, the amount spent for advocacy was $1,572,072, 
or 12.5% of the appropriation. In FY '80, 22% of the appropria­
tion was spent for advocacy, which represented $1,046,570. 

Table 7 shows the magnitude of services provided by Special 
Project monies in the area of advocacy for Fiscal Years '78, '79, 
and '80. 

In FY '78, 65.8%, or $1,131,925, of the Special Project 
funds expended for advocacy benefited individuals who were mentally 
retarded. The individuals with cerebral palsy were benefited by 
$144,502, or 8.4%, of the funds in advocacy projects. There was 
9.5% of the funds, or $163,424, expended for individuals with 
epilepsy, and just over $55,000 for the autistic. Other handi­
capped were assisted with 13.1% of the funds, or $225,352 in 
FY '78. 

In FY '79, $946,387, or 60.2%, of Special Project monies in 
advocacy were used to benefit the mentally retarded. There was 
6.5% of the funds, or $102,185, used for the cerebral palsied, and 
5.6%, or $88,037, used for individuals with epilepsy. There was 
3.2% of the funds, amounting to $50,306, used for the autistic in 
FY '79. Nearly one-fourth of the Special Project funds used for 
advocacy went for individuals with handicaps other than those 
listed. 



In FY '80, just over 50%, or $540,000, was used to benefit 

the mentally retarded. Almost the identical amount of 8% went to 

both the individuals with cerebral palsy and the individuals with 

epilepsy. The autistic received the benefit of 3.4%, or $35,584. 

The other handicapping conditions received the benefit of $300,365, 

or 28.7% of the funds. 

There were several Special Projects funded in the area of 

employment and vocational development in FY '78. Most of these 

projects went toward funded programs in sheltered workshops de­

signed for individuals who were mentally retarded. The amount 

funded for this purpose in FY '78 was $2,545,567, or 13% of the 

funds appropriated for Special Projects in FY '78. 

Employment and vocational development were not categories 

for which Special Project funds were used in FY '79 and FY '80. 

The reason for the decrease and omission of Special Project funds 

being used in these areas in FY '79 and FY '80 was that the 

priority service areas of PL 95-602 omit these categories. The 

Special Project funds were primarily used in the four priority 

areas, advocacy, training and technical assistance in the Fiscal 

Years '79 and '80. 

The omission of the category of employment and vocational 

development in FY '79 and FY '80 as a category of funding is more 

a change in the emphasis of the 19 78 amendments to the DD law 

rather than the definition of developmental disabilities in 

PL 95-602. 

There was $1,499,825 of Special Project monies expended for 

the UAF telecommunications system. The distribution of this money 

according to disabilities is approximately 55% for the mentally 

retarded, 9% for the cerebral palsied and epileptic, and 3% for 

the autistic. About 24% of the money is distributed to handicaps 

other than the ones listed. Therefore, of the amount expended for 

the telecommunications system, $824,904 is designated for individ­

uals who are mentally retarded, $134,984 each for the cerebral 

palsied and for individuals with epilepsy, and $45,000 for the 

autistic. There is $359,953 assigned to individuals with handi­

caps other than the ones listed. 

There was a total of $8,143,669 Special Project funds used 

for projects in the four priority service areas and projects for 

special groups in FY '78 which involved a total of 204,897 indi­

viduals who were developmentally disabled, as shown in Table 8. 

Seventy-nine percent of these individuals were mentally retarded, 

3.3% were cerebral palsied, 12% were epileptic, and 1.5% were 

autistic. 



There was a total of $5,222,622 Special Project funds used 
for projects in the four priority service areas and projects for 
special groups in FY '79 which involved a total of 153,956 indi­
viduals who were developmentally disabled. Just over 73% of these 
individuals were mentally retarded, over 4% were cerebral palsied, 
15.7% were epileptic, and 1.9% were autistic. Five percent were 
handicapped because of conditions other than those listed. 

There was a total of $1,676,743 Special Project funds used 
for projects in the four priority service areas and projects for 
special groups in FY '80 which involved 98,900 individuals who 
were developmentally disabled. Just over 54% were mentally re­
tarded, 13% were cerebral palsied, 15.1% were epileptic, and 1.8% 
were autistic. There were 15.3% who were handicapped because of 
conditions other than those listed. 

Table 9 contains a comparison of utilization of Special 
Project funds distributed by disability groups for the three 
fiscal years of this report with the exception of those funds 
distributed for employment and vocational development for the 
reasons heretofore stated. 

There was a total of $17,019,433 Special Project funds 
spent on projects other than employment in FY '78. Just over 70% 
of this amount was expended for individuals who were mentally 
retarded, 8.2% for the cerebral palsied, 16.4% for the epileptic, 
and 2.4% for the autistic. 

In FY '79, there was a total of $12,502,919 expended for 
Special Projects with the exception of that which was spent for 
employment. Of this amount, 65.3% was spent for individuals 



who were mentally retarded, 9.5% for the cerebral palsied, 12.9% 
for the epileptic, and 2.4% for the autistic. Just under 10% was 
expended for projects for handicapped individuals other than those 
listed. 

In FY '80, $4,756,000 was expended on all Special Projects. 
Individuals who were mentally retarded were involved in 56.5% of 
the projects, cerebral palsied in 12.3% of the projects, epileptic 
in 14.6% of the projects, and autistic in 2.6% of the projects. 
'Other' handicapping conditions received 14% of the expenditures. 

Table 10 contains the comparison of the percent of expendi­
tures between FY '78, the control year, and FY '79 and FY '80, the 
two experimental years, in relation to the expenditures of Special 
Project monies funded under Section 145 of PL 94-103 in FY '78 and 
PL 95-602 in FY '79 and FY '80 by disability groups. 



The apparent effect of applying the definition of devel­

opmental disabilities in PL 95-602 on the magnitude of Special 

Project funding is a 13.9% decrease in the percent used for indi­

viduals with mental retardation and a 11.4% increase in the amount 

of money expended for individuals with handicaps caused by other 

than mental retardation, cerebral palsy, epilepsy or autism. 

Table 11 contains a comparison of the numbers of individuals 

involved in Special Projects by disability between FY '78 and 

FY '79 and FY '80. 

The apparent effect of applying the definition of devel­

opmental disabilities in PL 95-602 on the number of individuals 

involved in Special Projects is a decrease in the percent of 

individuals with mental retardation by almost 25% and an increase 

in the percent of individuals who are cerebral palsied, epileptic 

and autistic, and also an increase in the number of individuals 

with 'other' handicapping conditions by 11.1%. 



It is important to make an assessment, evaluation and 
comparison of services provided to persons with developmental 
disabilities through the Special Projects. 

There are at least two ways in which such an assessment, 
evaluation and comparison of services provided under Special 
Projects might be made. One way to evaluate services is to 
ascertain the amount of Special Project funding which went into 
developing standards and implementing standards for services for 
individuals who are developmentally disabled. Another way to 
assess, evaluate and compare services is to examine the service 
providers used to conduct the Special Projects in each of the 
fiscal years of '78, '79, and '80 to determine any change in 
service providers. 

It must be pointed out that Grants of National Significance 
and Special Projects are awarded through a comparative bid process 
in which peer review teams are used at the national and regional 
levels to rate each proposal. With this quality control process 
of grant awards in effect, it is assumed that the most qualified 
resource is used for each of the Special Projects funded. 

Taking the first indicator of quality, information already 
presented shows that nearly 3% of the Special Project monies were 
expended for the development and implementation of standards in 
FY '78. In FY '79, 2.1% of the Special Project monies were used 
for this purpose. In FY '80, the amount of Special Project monies 
used for standards of service was 6.2%. 

The one national project dedicated to the development of 
service standards for services to individuals who are development-
ally disabled is the project conducted by the Accreditation Council 
for Services for Mentally Retarded and Other Developmentally Dis­
abled Persons. There were other projects which trained ICF/MR 
evaluation teams at the regional and state levels. 

A further analysis of the service providers used shows that 
the same or nearly the same providers were used for Special 
Projects in each of the three fiscal years. 

There were 20 different universities used to provide ser­
vices in 29 different Projects of National Significance. Table 12 
shows the universities that conducted Projects of National Signi­
ficance in FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80. 

There were 14 universities which were conducting national 
projects in FY '78. There were 15 universities conducting national 
projects in FY '79, of which six did not have national projects in 
FY '78. There were 10 universities conducting national projects 



in FY '80. All projects in FY '80 are continuations, second or 
third year, of original projects funded in earlier years. 

It should be noted that most of the universities listed on 
Table 12 are University Affiliated Facilities and conduct programs 
under the recently developed standards for the UAF's. The univer­
sities conducted 50% of the Projects of National Significance in 
the three year period. 

Table 13 shows the non-profit organizations used to conduct 
Projects of National Significance during the three year period of 
FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80. There were 23 non-profit organizations 
used to conduct Projects of National Significance over the three 
year period. There were 13 organizations which conducted projects 
in FY '78, three projects continued in FY '79, and two of those 
projects continued in FY '80. 



There were seven new projects started in FY '79 which were 
granted to organizations not used to conduct projects in FY '78. 
Three of the seven projects continued through FY '80. There were 
three new projects started in FY '80 granted to organizations 
which did not have grants in the prior years. However, it should 
be noted that many of these organizations had Special Projects at 
the regional and local levels prior to receiving Projects of 
National Significance grants. 

There were two State Governments and one City Government 
which conducted Grants of National Significance. The two State 
Governments were used in FY '78. Projects were operated by the 
New York Department of Mental Hygiene and the Massachusetts De­
partment of Mental Health. In FY '80, a project was awarded to 
the City of Los Angeles. 



National and local associations have traditionally conducted 
Projects of National Significance. Table 14 shows the associations 
which conducted Projects of National Significance in FY '78, FY '79, 
and F Y ' 8 0 . 

Table 14 shows the thirteen associations which conducted 
Projects of National Significance. Eight of the associations con­
ducted projects funded in FY '78, of which two projects continued 
through FY '79 and one continued through FY '80. Five associations 
conducted new projects in FY '79, of which three were continued 
through FY '80. Four of the five associations used in FY '79 for 
new projects were different from those used in FY '78. 

There were no changes in the service providers used to 
conduct the Special Projects in FY '79 and FY '80 from those used 
in FY '78 due to the fact that only continuation monies were made 
available to the Regional Offices in those two years. There were 
no new Special Projects funded at the regional level in FY '79 and 
FY '80. 

In summary, the quality of Special Projects remained con­
sistent throughout the three year period since similar service 
providers or the same service providers were used for the conduct 
of the projects and an effective peer review group process was 
used in selection of the service providers to receive awards. 



SERVICE PROVIDERS 

The initial instructions in Section 145 of PL 95-602 allow 
the Secretary to make "project grants to public or non-profit 
private entities." A variety of service providers were used for 
the Grants of National Significance and Special Projects during 
the three year period. The service providers can be classified in 
four categories. The four categories of service providers used 
are: 

1. Non-profit organizations 
2. Universities 
3. State Governments 
4. Associations 

Non-profit organizations were used for their specialized 
services and knowledge in providing services to individuals who 
are developmentally disabled. The majority of non-profit organ­
izations used for Projects of National Significance and Special 
Projects were service providers who specialized in providing 
specific services. 

Universities were used as service providers for Projects of 
National Significance and Special Projects. University Affiliated 
Facilities provided assistance in performing many of the national 
projects and Special Projects at the regional, state and local 
levels. Non-UAF universities were also used as resources of 
Special Projects during the three year period. 

Projects of National Significance and Special Projects were 
also conducted by State Governments. Departments of Human Resour­
ces and Departments of Mental Retardation were recipients of 
several Grants of National Significance. 

Associations were used as a resource for conducting Pro­
jects of National Significance and Special Projects. National, 
state and local Associations of Retarded Citizens were recipients 
of grants for Special Projects. The United Cerebral Palsy Asso­
ciations at all levels were also used as sources, as were the 
Epilepsy Associations. Other associations were also used as 
sources for Projects of National Significance and Special Projects 
during FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80. 

Table 15 shows the service providers used for the Projects 
of National Significance in FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80. 

Universities were used as providers for 44% of the Projects 
of National Significance in FY '78. Universities received 16 
grants which totaled $2,535,433 in FY '78. Non-profit organiza­
tions received 28% of the Projects of National Significance in 



FY '78. There were 13 grants awarded to non-profit organizations, 
for a total of $1,626,296. Eighteen projects were awarded to 
associations, for a total of $1,037,407. Almost 10% of the Grants 
of National Significance were awarded to State Governments, for a 
total of $566,804 in two grants in FY '78. 

Universities were the recipients of 17 Grants of National 
Significance in FY '79, for a total of $4,363,639. This repre­
sented almost 60% of the total Grants of National Significance in 
FY '79. More than $3 million of these grants were awarded to 
University Affiliated Facilities. 

Ten Grants of National Significance were awarded to non­
profit organizations for $2,095,191 in FY '79. This represented 
nearly 29% of the Grants of National Significance awarded in 
FY '79. Associations were used as service providers for seven 
Projects of National Significance in FY '79. Associations re­
ceived a total of $820,962, or just over 11% of the grants in 
FY '79. No grants were awarded to State Governments in FY '79. 

Eight projects were awarded to non-profit organizations in 
FY '80 for a total of $1,239,795, which was almost 45% of the 
awards made for Grants of National Significance. Just over 33% 
of the awards was made to universities in FY '80 under Grants of 
National Significance. This amounted to $930,426 of the FY '80 
appropriation. Over 18% of the projects was awarded to associa­
tions, for a total amount of $508,779. One grant was awarded to 
a State Government in the amount of $100,000 in FY '80. 



Figure 4 shows the percent of the grants of National Signi­
ficance for each of the four categories of service providers used 
for the three year period from October 1, 19 77 through September 30, 
1980. 

There was a total of $15,824,792 appropriated for Grants of 
National Significance in the three year period. Nearly 5 0 % , $7.8 
million, was awarded to universities. Just over 31%, $4.9 million, 
was awarded to non-profit organizations. Fifteen percent, $2.3 
million, was awarded to associations for Grants of National Signi­
ficance. Just over 4%, $.6 million, was awarded to State Govern­
ments in the three year period. 

Table 16 shows service providers used for the Special Pro­
jects for Fiscal Years '78, '79, and '80. The Special Projects 
were projects awarded at the regional level for activities con­
ducted at the regional, state or local level. 

A total of $13,801,000 was awarded for Special Projects in 
FY '78. Nearly 40% of the Special Projects were conducted by non­
profit organizations, indicating the service nature of several 
projects conducted at the local level. There was $5.4 million 
awarded to non-profit organizations in FY '78. 

Just over 33% of the Special Project grants were awarded 
to universities in FY '78. The universities received a total of 
$4.6 million during this year. Just over $2 million of Special 



Project grants was awarded to State Governments, which represented 
15% of the appropriations. Associations were awarded 12% of the 
Special Projects in FY '78 in the amount of $1.6 million. 

The percent of distribution of Special Project funds of the 
$5.2 million in FY '79 mirrored that of the distribution in FY '78 
in respect to service providers used. Just over 42% was awarded 
to non-profit organizations in the amount of $2.2 million. Just 
over 33% was awarded to universities. Thirteen percent of the 
Special Project funds for FY '79 was awarded to State Governments, 
while 11% was used by associations for the conduct of Special 
Projects in FY '79. 

In FY '80, just under $2 million was appropriated for 
Special Projects. Forty-one percent went to non-profit organi­
zations and 40% went to universities. Nearly 16% went to State 
Governments and almost 2% was awarded to associations. 

Figure 5 shows the percent of Special Project grant funds 
for each of the four categories of service providers used for the 
three year period from October 1, 1977 through September 3 0 , 1980. 

There was a total of $21,071,208 appropriated for Special 
Projects for the three year period. Forty percent, or $8,493,755, 
was provided for projects operated by non-profit organizations. 
Thirty-four percent, or $7,174,043, was awarded to universities 
to conduct Special Projects. Just under 15%, or $3,106,075, was 
provided to State Governments for the conduct of Special Projects 
and 10.9%, or $2,297,335, was appropriated to associations for the 
conduct of Special Projects in the three year period. 



Figure 6 shows the percent of Section 145 projects for each 
of the four categories of service providers used for the fiscal 
years encompassed by FY '78, FY '79, and FY '80. 

There was a total of $36,896,000 appropriated for all pro­
jects funded under Section 145 during the three fiscal years. 
Forty percent of the appropriation was provided to universities. 
Thirty-six percent was provided to non-profit organizations. 
Twelve percent was used for associations to conduct Special Pro­
jects. Ten percent was provided to State Governments with the 
opportunity to conduct Special Projects during the three year 
period. 



The cutback in appropriations for Special Projects has 
significantly reduced the resources available to the Developmental 
Disabilities Program and individuals with developmental disabili­
ties. 

One significant loss as a result of the cutback is the 
resource of national, state and local associations which usually 
stay on the cutting edge of the needs of the handicapped and the 
gaps in the service network. Parents groups and grass root 
advocacy groups are the first to try innovative programs for the 
benefit of the disabled. 

Also lost to the DD Program with cutback in appropriation 
of Special Project funds are the specific research and model 
programs conducted and developed by the universities. 

The DD Program is not the same dynamic and innovative pro­
gram without significant Special Projects and technical assistance. 
The program has little flexibility without adequate funds for 
Section 145 projects. 



PROGRAMS AND SERVICES IN PRIORITY AREAS 

PL 95-602, Title V, focused the Developmental Disabilities 
Program in four priority areas by identifying them as areas of 
service which States were to emphasize in the three years between 
FY '79 through FY '81 and by requiring States to use no less than 
65% of Part C monies for services. States were to select at 
least one and no more than two areas of service to emphasize in 
FY '79, FY '80, and FY '81. The four areas of priority services 
from which States were to make their selection were: 

1. Case Management Services 
2. Child Development Services 
3. Alternative Community Living Arrangements 
4. Nonvocational Social Developmental Services 

The four priority service areas were not new or unique 
service areas to the Developmental Disabilities Program since 
these were the four service areas in which over 60% of the Part C 
monies had been expended in FY '77 and FY '78. The major factor 
which confronted the Developmental Disabilities State Planning 
Councils and Administrative Agencies was to support activities in 
only one or two of the service areas rather than in all four of 
the areas, which had been the practice in previous years. 

There were several Grants of National Significance and 
Special Projects funded for programs and projects in the four 
priority service areas identified in PL 95-602, as has been 
heretofore documented in this report. These programs, funded 
through Section 145, frequently were used as models for subse­
quent State and local programs funded with Part C monies and/or 
State and local monies. The following contains a listing of the 
agencies and organizations which conducted programs funded with 
Section 145 monies during the three year period in each of the 
four priority service areas. The information includes the name 
and address of the agency or organization and the classification 
of program and/or service provided. 

C A S E M A N A G E M E N T S E R V I C E S 

PL 95-602, Title V, Section 102, paragraph 8(C) defines 
case management services as follows: 

The term "case management services" means such 
services to persons with developmental disabilities 
as will assist them in gaining access to needed 
social, medical, educational, and other services; 
and such term includes— 



(i) follow-along services which ensure, through 
a continuing relationship, lifelong, if necessary, 
between an agency or provider and a person with a 
developmental disability and the person's immediate 
relatives or guardians, that the changing needs of 
the person and the family are recognized and 
appropriately met; and 

(ii) coordination services which provide to 
persons with developmental disabilities support, 
access to (and coordination of) other services, 
information on programs and services, and moni­
toring of the person's progress. 

The following list of organizations and agencies are those 
which have provided programs or projects funded with Special 
Project funds during the three year period between October 1, 
1977 and September 30, 1980 in the area of case management. 

The programs and projects in case management are divided 
into two classifications. The two classifications are: 

• Coordination of Services 
• Case Management System 

Organizations and agencies which implemented programs in 
which a specific method or process was used to coordinate a 
variety of services needed by individuals who are developmentally 
disabled are listed as having conducted a coordination of services 
program. Many of these programs uniformly developed a coordina­
tion process for support services within the community. 

Organizations and agencies which actually implemented a 
case management system for individuals are identified as having 
developed a" case management system. Some of the identified 
organizations and agencies also developed standards for the 
Individual Habilitation Plans on which the case management system 
is based. 



The following is a listing of the States which selected 
case management as one of their priority service areas for 
emphasis in FY '81: 

Region I 

Connecticut 
Rhode Island 

Region II 
None 

Region III 
Maryland 
Pennsylvania 

Region IV 
Florida 
Georgia 
Kentucky 
Mississippi 
North Carolina 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 

Region V 
Illinois 
Indiana 

Region VI 
New Mexico 

Region VII 
Iowa 
Kansas 

Region VIII 
North Dakota 
South Dakota 
Utah 

Region IX 
Arizona 
Nevada 

Region X 
Oregon 

The following is a list of organizations and agencies at 
the State and local level which conducted programs in the area 
of case management during the period between October 1, 1977 and 
September 30, 1980. These programs were partially or fully 
funded with Part C monies. 

The list of organizations and agencies is State specific 
displayed under the Health and Human Services Region of juris­
diction. This listing is presented as a resource for any State 
Planning Council, Administrative Agency, organization or State 
Agency considering developing a case management program for the 
benefit of individuals who are developmentally disabled. 







CHILD D E V E L O P M E N T S E R V I C E S 

PL 95-602, Title V, Section 102, paragraph 8(D) defines 
child development services as follows: 

The term "child development services" means such 
services as will assist in the prevention, identifi­
cation, and alleviation of developmental disabilities 
in children, and includes (i) early intervention 
services, (ii) counseling and training parents, 
(iii) early identification of developmental disa­
bilities, and (iv) diagnosis and evaluation of such 
developmental disabilities. 

The following list of organizations and agencies are 
those which have provided programs or projects funded with 
Special Project funds during the three year period between 
October 1, 1977 and September 30, 1980 in the area of child 
development services. 



The programs and projects in child development services 
are divided into four classifications. The four classifications 
are: 

• Early Intervention 
• Parent Training 
• Identification 
• Evaluation 

Organizations and agencies which designed and/or imple­
mented programs of direct service for infants are listed as 
providing early intervention services. 

Organizations and agencies which designed and/or conducted 
training programs for parents, support programs to be used in 
the home, or counseling programs for parents of disabled infants 
are listed as providing parent training services. 

Organizations and agencies which have designed materials 
or conducted a specific program for disabled children under five 
years of age are listed as providing identification services. 
Also, prevention programs are listed under the classification of 
child development programs. 

Organizations and agencies which conducted screening 
and/or evaluation of high risk infants are listed as providing 
evaluation services. 



The following is a listing of the States which selected 
child development services as one of their priority service 
areas for emphasis in FY '81: 

The following is a list of organizations and agencies at 
the State and local level which conducted programs in the area 
of child development services during the period between October 1, 
1977 and September 30, 1980. These programs were partially or 
fully funded with Part C monies. 

The classification of programs has been expanded beyond 
the four classifications used in the display of Special Projects 
to encompass those programs designed for prevention and those 
designed to provide genetic counseling. 

The list of organizations and agencies is State specific 
displayed under the Health and Human Services Region of juris­
diction. This listing is presented as a resource for any State 
Planning Council, Administrative Agency, organization or State 
Agency considering developing a child development program for 
the benefit of infants who are developmentally disabled or "at 
risk" and/or their parents. 













ALTERNATIVE C O M M U N I T Y LIVING A R R A N G E M E N T S 

PL 95-602, Title V, Section 102, paragraph 8(E) defines 
alternative community living arrangement services as follows: 

The term "alternative, community living arrange­
ment services" means such services as will assist 
persons with developmental disabilities in main­
taining suitable residential arrangements in the 
community, and includes inhouse services (such as 
personal aides and attendants and other domestic 
assistance and supportive services), family support 
services, foster care services, group living ser­
vices, respite care, and staff training, placement, 
and maintenance services. 



The following list of organizations and agencies are those 
which have provided programs or projects funded with Special 
Project funds during the three year period between October 1, 
1977 and September 30, 1980 in the area of alternative community 
living arrangements. 

The programs and projects in alternative community living 
arrangement services are divided into eight classifications. The 
eight classifications are: 

• House Services 
• Family Support Services 
• Foster Care Services 
• Group Living Services 
• Respite Care 
• Staff Training 
• Placement Services 
• Maintenance Services 

Organizations and agencies which implemented programs in 
which model programs used home aides, assistance or other in-
house supportive services and supplies are listed under house 
service programs. 

Organizations and agencies which implemented programs in 
family support services for maintaining individuals in community 
settings are listed under family support services. 

Organizations and agencies which developed and/or placed 
individuals in foster care situations are listed under foster 
care programs. 

Organizations and agencies which developed, operated 
and/or contributed to the operation of group homes, apartment 
living arrangement programs or other community living arrange­
ment facilities are listed under group living services. 

Organizations and agencies which developed, operated 
and/or contributed to the establishment of respite programs are 
listed under respite care. 

Organizations and agencies which developed and/or con­
ducted programs in which personnel was initially trained and/or 
in which in-service training was provided to existing personnel 
who worked in community living facilities for individuals who are 
developmentally disabled are listed under staff training. 

Organizations and agencies which developed and/or provided 
programs which led to community placement, other than in the case 
of foster care, of individuals who are developmentally disabled 
are listed under placement services. 



Organizations and agencies which developed and/or provided 
programs which aided in the retention of individuals who are 
developmentally disabled to live in community facilities and 
which cannot be classified under one of the seven already 
described identification classifications are listed under 
maintenance services. 

The following is a listing of the States which selected 
alternative community living arrangement services as one of their 
priority service areas for emphasis in FY '81. 



The following is a list of organizations and agencies at 
the State and local level which conducted programs in the area 
of alternative community living arrangements during the period 
between October 1, 1977 and September 30, 1980. These programs 
were partially or fully funded with Part C monies. 

The list of organizations and agencies is State specific 
displayed under the Health and Human Services Region of juris­
diction. The listing is presented as a resource for any State 
Planning Council, Administrative Agency, organization or State 
Agency considering developing a program in the area of alterna­
tive community living arrangements for the benefit of individuals 
who are developmentally disabled. 

Organization/Agency Address Program/Service 

Health and Human Services - Region I 

Connecticut 
Corporation for Independent Living Hartford, CT Placement Services 
Counsac Waterbury, CT Placement Services 
CT Association of Residential Facilities Hartford, CT Staff Training 
CT State Society for Autistic Children Waterbury, CT Placement Services 



















N O N V O C A T I O N A L SOCIAL D E V E L O P M E N T A L SERVICES 

PL 95-602, Title V, Section 102, paragraph 8(F) defines 
nonvocational social developmental services as follows: 

The term "nonvocational social developmental 
services" means such services as will assist 
persons with developmental disabilities in per­
forming daily living and work activities. 



The following list of organizations and agencies are 
those which have provided programs or projects funded with 
Special Project funds during the three year period between 
October 1, 1977 and September 30, 1980 in the area of non-
vocational social developmental services. 

The definition of this priority service area, in 
PL 95-602, does not contain sub-classifications of programs to 
be conducted under this priority area as do the other three 
priority areas heretofore described. Therefore, there is no 
sub-classification provided. The topic of each program which 
appears under the program/service in each listing is the topic 
or service provided in the program. 



The following is a listing of the States which selected 
nonvocational social developmental services as one of their 
priority service areas for emphasis in FY '81: 

The following is a list of organizations and agencies at 
the State and local level which conducted programs in the area of 
nonvocational social developmental services during the period 
between October 1, 1977 and September 30, 1980. These programs 
were partially or fully funded with Part C monies. 

The list of organizations and agencies is State specific 
displayed under the Health and Human Services Region of juris­
diction. This listing is presented as a resource for any State 
Planning Council, Administrative Agency, organization or State 
Agency considering developing a nonvocational social develop­
mental program for the benefit of individuals who are develop-
mentally disabled. 















PROGRAMS AND SERVICES IN RELATED AREAS 

There are two areas of service which are important to 
individuals with developmental disabilities but are not priority 
areas as stated in PL 95-602. PL 94-103, the forerunner to 
PL 95-602, allowed States to fill gaps in service in any area of 
service wherein they were found without the need of prior selec­
tion of one or two priority areas of service. Many States funded 
projects in the area of vocational training, employment, and 
programs in sheltered workshops. 

Advocacy became an independent component of the Develop­
mental Disabilities Program with the passage of PL 94-103 which 
included Section 113. Section 113 required that a State estab­
lish a system of protection and advocacy in order to continue to 
participate in the Developmental Disabilities Program. The Pro­
tection and Advocacy Agency which provides the required advocacy 
program is required to be independent of all service providing 
agencies and organizations and provide a variety of advocacy 
services including legal advocacy. 

The two areas of programs and services which are important 
to individuals with developmental disabilities which are featured 
in this section of the report are Vocational Training Programs 
and Services and Advocacy Programs. 

V O C A T I O N A L TRAINING P R O G R A M S AND SERVICES 

One of the most important areas of services for individuals 
who are developmentally disabled is the area of vocational train­
ing and employment. The individual who is disabled has a diffi­
cult job attempting to get employment in the competitive labor 
market. There is a shortage of sheltered employment opportuni­
ties for the individual who is disabled. 

Many of the adults who are developmentally disabled have 
been denied the opportunity for an education because the mandate 
for education for the handicapped is a recent mandate. The lack 
of education further restricts the individual who is disabled 
from gaining employment and becoming economically self-sufficient. 

There are many gaps in providing services in the area of 
vocational training and employment for individuals who are 
developmentally disabled. One of the gaps is that this area of 
service was omitted from the listing of priority areas in 
PL 95-602. 



One reason for the omission of vocational training and 
employment from PL 95-602 as a priority service area which has 
been given is that this area of service for the disabled is the 
domain of Vocational Rehabilitation. However, this argument is 
only partly true since Vocational Rehabilitation requires that an 
individual who receives their services has the potential of em-
ployability. Therefore, many individuals who are developmentally 
disabled are rejected from service because of their lack of 
potential. 

Vocational training and employment for the developmentally 
disabled have only recently become areas of serious research in 
the United States. In programs conducted in the last few years, 
it has been demonstrated that individuals who are developmentally 
disabled have a far greater potential for employment than hereto­
fore realized. Society has largely been unresponsive to the 
employability of the handicapped individual through the years. 

Section 145 monies and Part C monies from the Developmental 
Disabilities Act have been used to fund demonstration projects 
and fill gaps in the service system in vocational training and 
employment throughout the years. Especially was there an abun­
dance of projects funded in this area in Fiscal Year '78 before 
the passage of PL 95-602 with its restrictive four priority areas. 

The following list of organizations and agencies are those 
which have provided programs or projects funded with Special 
Project funds during the three year period between October 1, 1977 
and September 30, 1980 in the area of vocational training. 

The programs and projects in the vocational training area 
are divided into eight classifications. The eight classifications 
are: 

• Vocational Rehabilitation 
• Pre-Employment Training 
• Skill Training 
• Vocational Evaluation 
• Work Activity 
• Sheltered Workshop 
• Vocational Training 
• Placement 

Organizations and agencies which implemented programs in 
which vocational rehabilitation agencies increased skills, abili­
ties and program activity for the benefit of individuals who are 
developmentally disabled are listed as conducting programs in 
vocational rehabilitation. 

Organizations and agencies which implemented programs in 
which individuals were provided training in skills necessary to 
understand and prepare for employment are listed as conducting 
pre-employment training programs. 



Organizations and agencies which implemented programs in 
which individuals were provided training in a specific skill are 
listed as conducting skill training programs. 

Organizations and agencies which implemented programs in 
which individuals were assessed as to their employment potential 
and employment interests are listed as conducting vocational 
evaluation programs. 

Organizations and agencies which provided individuals 
opportunities to do work either in restricted or non-restricted 
environments are listed as conducting work activity programs. 

Organizations and agencies which established and/or 
expanded sheltered workshop programs with funding from Special 
Project monies are listed as conducting sheltered workshop 
programs. 

Organizations and agencies which provided individuals with 
a combination of pre-employment training and skill training are 
listed as conducting vocational training programs. 

Organizations and agencies which provided individuals with 
placement services in the competitive labor market are listed as 
having conducted programs in placement. 



The following is a list of organizations and agencies at 
the State and local level which conducted programs in the area of 
vocational training during the period between October 1, 1977 and 
September 3 0 , 1980. These programs were partially or fully 
funded with Part C monies. Most of the projects were funded in 
FY '78 or the period from October 1, 1977 to September 30, 1978 
since most States funded programs in the four priority areas in 
FY '79 and FY '80. 

The list of organizations and agencies is State specific 
displayed under the Health and Human Services Region of juris­
diction. This listing is presented as a resource for any State 
Planning Council, Administrative Agency, organization or State 
Agency considering developing a vocational training program for 
the benefit of individuals who are developmentally disabled. 







Advocacy is not new to the Developmental Disabilities 
Program since the parents of individuals who are developmentally 
disabled have long been advocates for their children. It was 
primarily through parents and professionals being advocates that 
the first Federal Public Law for the rights and services of the 
mentally retarded was passed in 1963. Continued advocacy efforts 
on the part of parents, professionals, and the disabled them­
selves brought about the expanded definition of developmental 
disabilities including all of the nation's most severely handi­
capped individuals. 

The advocate "speaks for" an individual who is unable to 
speak for himself or herself. The advocate teaches individuals 
to advocate for themselves or become self-advocates. The advo­
cate represents and/or goes with the individuals to negotiations 
for services, administrative or legal hearings. These activities 
are illustrations of the activities of an advocacy program which 
represents individuals who are developmentally disabled. 

There is a program of advocacy that is called systems 
advocacy in which the advocate group attempts to influence legis­
lation, administrative procedures, and the service system for the 
benefit of a particular group or population. Systems advocacy 
has been the work of the Developmental Disabilities State Planning 
Council and the associations and organizations which represent 
individuals with a particular handicap or disability. 

The word advocacy is used twice in PL 95-602 and the 
responsibility for advocacy is assigned to two groups. Advocacy 
is the assigned responsiblity of the State Planning Council in 
Section 137 of PL 95-602. The mandated advocate function is: 

Each State which receives assistance under this 
part shall establish a State Planning Council which 
will serve as an advocate for persons with develop­
mental disabilities (as defined in Section 102(7)). 

Advocacy is also the responsibility of the Protection and 
Advocacy Agency established within the State in compliance with 
Section 113 of PL 95-602. The mandated advocate responsibility 
for the Protection and Advocacy Agency is: 



In order for a State to receive an allotment 
under Part C, (1) the State must have in effect 
a system to protect and advocate the rights of 
persons with developmental disabilities, (2) such 
system must, (A) have the authority to pursue 
legal, administrative, and other appropriate rem­
edies to ensure the protection of the rights of 
such persons who are receiving treatment, services, 
or habilitation within the State. 

There has never been a clear definition or delineation of 
responsibilities in the area of advocacy between the State Plan­
ning Council and the Protection and Advocacy Agency. Generally, 
the Protection and Advocacy Agency represents individuals in 
pursuing legal, administrative and other appropriate remedies in 
receiving services in the service system. The State Planning 
Councils primarily seek legislative reform, administrative rem­
edies, and fill gaps in the service system in order to ensure the 
availability of a comprehensive service system for the benefit of 
individuals who are developmentally disabled. 

In application, the role of advocacy of both the Protec­
tion and Advocacy Agency and the State Planning Council has not 
been clearly articulated where the division of responsibility 
stops for Protection and Advocacy Agencies and starts for the 
State Planning Council. It would be of assistance to the Devel­
opmental Disabilities Program if there could be a clear defini­
tion of advocate responsibility to be carried by the Protection 
and Advocacy Agency and that to be carried by the State Planning 
Council. 

The overlap of mandated advocacy responsibilities has led 
to some confusion as to the relationship between the State Plan­
ning Council and the Protection and Advocacy Agency in the 
various States. Some States view the relationship as cooperative 
in that Part C money is made available for specific programs 
conducted by the Protection and Advocacy Agency. Some States 
view the relationship as only to share information and data 
between the two groups. In a few States there is no communica­
tion between the State Planning Council and the Protection and 
Advocacy Agency. 

There have been many advocacy programs funded with Section 
145 monies and Part C monies over the years. These programs have 
provided models for the emergence of the programs offered by the 
Protection and Advocacy Agencies in the last three years. The 
Special Projects and the State Planning Councils' advocacy 
programs were responsible for the timely implementation of the 
requirements of Section 113 in PL 94-103 on October 1, 1977. 

The following list of organizations and agencies are those 
which have provided advocacy programs or projects funded with 
Special Project funds during the three year period between 
October 1, 1977 and September 30, 1980. 



The programs and projects in advocacy are divided into 
three classifications. The three classifications are: 

• Legal Advocacy 
• Citizen Advocacy 
• Institutional Advocacy 

Organizations and agencies which implemented advocacy 
programs for the interpretation of legal rights and legal 
representation of individuals who are developmentally disabled 
are listed as having conducted legal advocacy programs. 

Organizations and agencies which implemented advocacy 
programs in which volunteers are recruited and trained to be 
advocates for individuals who are developmentally disabled are 
listed as having conducted citizen advocacy programs. 

The organization which conducted an advocacy program for 
individuals in an institution is listed as having conducted an 
institutional advocacy program. 

The following is a list of organizations and agencies at 
the State and local level which conducted advocacy programs 
during the period between October 1, 1977 and September 30, 1980. 
These programs were partially or fully funded with Part C monies. 

The list of organizations and agencies is State specific 
displayed under the Health and Human Services Region of juris­
diction. This listing is presented as a resource for any 
Protection and Advocacy Agency, State Planning Council, Admin­
istrative Agency, organization or State Agency which wants to 
create or expand advocacy programs for the benefit of individuals 
who are developmentally disabled. 







The specific street addresses are omitted for the agencies 
and organizations. Interested individuals and/or organizations 
can obtain specific addresses and phone numbers for each organi­
zation and/or agency by contacting either the Developmental 
Disabilities State Planning Council or the Administrative Agency 
in the State wherein the agency or organization is located. The 
addresses and phone numbers for each Developmental Disabilities 
State Planning Council and Administrative Agency are provided in 
the Appendix of this report. 



APPENDIX 

DD STATE PLANNING COUNCILS 

ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCIES 



DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES 
STATE PLANNING COUNCILS 

Alabama 

Mr. Dale W. Scott, Staff Director 
Alabama Developmental Disabilities 

Planning Council 
135 South Union St. 
Montgomery, AL 36130 
(205) 834-4350 

Alaska 

Ms. Dorothy J. Truran, Health Planner II 
Governor's Council for the Handicapped 

and Gifted 
600 University Ave., Suite C 
Fairbanks, AK 99701 
(907) 479-6507 

Arizona 

Mr. William C. Donovan, Jr. 
Executive Director 
Governor's Council on Developmental 

Disabilities 
1717 West Jefferson St. 
Phoenix, AZ 85005 
(602) 255-4049 

Arkansas 

Ms. Mary Eddy Thomas, Executive Director 
Governor's Developmental Disabilities 
Planning Council 

Waldon Bldg., 7th and Main, Suite 400 
Little Rock, AR 72201 
(501) 371-3494 

California 

Ms. Alice Smith, Acting Director 
State Council on Developmental Disabilities 
1600 Ninth Street, 4th Floor North 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 322-8481 

Colorado 

Ms. Merril Stern, Executive Director 
Colorado Developmental Disabilities Council 
4126 South Knox Court 
Denver, CO 80236 
(303) 761-0220 - Ext. 332 

Connecticut 

Mr. Edward T. Preneta 
Staff Director, DD Office 
Department of Mental Retardation 
342 North Main 
West Hartford, CT 06117 
(203) 236-2531 

Delaware 

Mr. James F. Linehan 
DD Council Administrator 
William State Service Center 
P.O. Box 1401 
Dover, DE 19901 
(302) 736-5338 

District of Columbia 

Mr. Abraham Davis, Executive Director 
D. C. Developmental Disabilities Council 
614 H Street, N.W., Room 703 
Washington, D.C. 20002 
(202) 727-0756 

Florida 

Mr. Joe Krieger, Administrator 
Developmental Disabilities 
Dept. of Health & Rehabilitative Services 
1311 Winewood Blvd., Bldg. 5, Rm. 215 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
(904) 488-4257 

Georgia 

Ms. Zebe Chestnut, Executive Director 
Georgia Council on Developmental 
Disabilities 

618 Ponce de Leon Ave., N.E. 
Atlanta, GA 30308 
(404) 894-5790 

Guam 

Mr. Felix J. L. G. Perez, DD Consultant 
Dept. of Vocational Rehabilitation 
GCIC Building, Ninth Floor 
414 W. Soledad Ave. 
Agana, GU 96910 
(809) 472-8806 

Hawaii 

Ms. Lily I. Wang, Executive Secretary 
State Council on Developmental Disabilities 
P. 0. Box 3378 
Honolulu, HI 96801 
(808) 548-5994 

Idaho 

Mr. J. Stephen Anderson, Executive Director 
Idaho State Council on DD 
450 West State St. 
Boise, ID 83720 
(208) 334-4408 



Illinois 

Mr. Raymond R. Ramirez, Executive Dir. 
Governor's Planning Council on DD 
222 South College 
Springfield, IL 62706 
(217) 782-9696 

Indiana 

Ms. Cynthia Brantner, Program Director 
IN DD Advisory Council 
117 State House 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
(317) 232-2492 

Iowa 

Mr. C. L. Hemphill, Director DD Program 
Bureau of Developmental Disabilities 
Division of Mental Health Resources 
Hoover Building, Fifth Floor 
Des Moines, IA 50319 
(515) 281-3711 

Kansas 

Ms. Janet Schalansky, Executive Secretary 
Kansas Planning Council on Developmental 

Disabilities Services 
State Office Bldg., Fifth Floor North 
Topeka, KS 66612 
(913) 296-2608 

Kentucky 

Ms. Debra Miller, Executive Director 
Kentucky DD Planning Council 
275 East Main St. 
Frankfort, KY 40621 
(502) 564-4504 

Louisiana 

Anne E. Farber, Ph.D., Executive Director 
LA State Planning Council on DD 
721 Government St., Room 306 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
(504) 342-6804 

Maine 

Mr. John Greene, DD Planning Coordinator 
Dept. of Mental Health & Corrections 
State Office Bldg., Room 411 
Augusta, ME 04330 
(207) 289-3161 

Maryland 

Mr. Philip C. Holmes, Director 
Maryland State Planning Council 

on Developmental Disabilities 
201 West Preston St. 
Baltimore, MD 21201 
(301) 383-3358 

Massachusetts 

Mr. Steve Rosner, Director 
Massachusetts Developmental Disabilities 

Council 
One Ashburton Place, Room 1319 
Boston, MA 02108 
(617) 727-6374 

Michigan 

Mr. Thomas A. Jones, Executive Director 
Michigan State Planning Council for 

Developmental Disabilities 
Lewis-Cass Building, Sixth Floor 
Lansing, MI 48926 
(517) 373-2557 

Minnesota 

Ms. Colleen Wieck, Director 
Minnesota DD Planning Office 
Governor's Planning Council on DD 
200 Capitol Square Building 
550 Cedar Street 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
(612) 296-4018 

Mississippi 

Mr. Ed Bell, Planning Director 
Developmental Disabilities Council 
Dept. of Mental Health 
1100 Robert E. Lee Building 
Jackson, MS 39201 
(601) 354-6692 

Missouri 

Mr. Kenneth L. Dowden, Coordinator 
Developmental Disabilities 
Div. of Mental Health & MR/DD 
2002 Missouri Blvd. 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 
(314) 751-4054 



Montana 

Ms. Beth Richter, Executive Director 
Developmental Disabilities Planning 

and Advisory Council 
1218 East Sixth Ave. 
Helena, MT 59601 
(406) 449-3878 

Nebraska 

Ms. Beth Macy, Director 
Div. of DD, Department of Health 
P. 0. Box 95007 
Lincoln, NE 68509 
(402) 471-2981 

Nevada 

Ms. Anne W. Clancy 
Developmental Disabilities Planner 
Dept. Human Resources, Rehab. Div. 
505 E. King St., Kinkead Bldg., 5th Fl. 
Carson City, NV 89710 
(702) 885-4440 

New Hampshire 

Ms. Susan Avery, Director 
Developmental -Disabilities Council 
Health & Welfare Bldg., Hazen Drive 
Concord, NH 03301 
(603) 271-4709 

New Jersey 

Ms. Catherine Rowan, Executive Director 
Developmental Disabilities Council 
State of New Jersey 
108-110 North Broad St. 
Trenton, NJ 08625 
(609) 292-3745 

New Mexico 

Ms. Marilyn Price, Director 
DD Planning Council 
State of New Mexico 
P.O. Box 1830 
Santa Fe, NM 87501 
(505) 827-5581 

New York 

Mr. Nicholas Constantino, Director 
Bureau of Developmental Disabilities 
N. Y. State Advisory Council on Mental 

Retardation & DD 
44 Holland Ave. 
Albany, NY 12229 
(518) 474-3655 

North Carolina 

Mr. Jim Keene, Planning Director 
Developmental Disabilities Council 
325 North Salisbury St. 
Albermarle Building, Room 611 
Raleigh, NC 27611 
(919) 733-6566 

North Dakota 

Dr. Darvin Hirsch, Director 
Developmental Disabilities Council 
Department of Health 
909 Basin Avenue 
Bismarck, ND 58501 
(701) 224-2769 

Ohio 

R. Jerry Adams, Ph.D., Executive Director 
Ohio DD Planning Council 
30 East Broad St., State Office Towers 
Columbus, OH 43215 
(614) 466-5205 

Oklahoma 

Mr. W. H. Hilton, Council Coordinator 
Division of Planning and Resources 

Development 
P. 0. Box 25352 
Oklahoma City, OK 73125 
(405) 521-3617 

Oregon 

Mr. Ric Crowley, Executive Director 
Developmental Disabilities Office 
Department of Human Resources 
300 Public Service Building 
Salem, OR 97310 
(503) 378-2314 

Pennsylvania 

Mr. Thomas E. Derr, Acting Executive Dir. 
Developmental Disabilities Planning 

Council 
2101 North Front St., Building 4 
Harrisburg, PA 17110 
(717) 787-6057 

Puerto Rico 

Ms. Iris M. Rodriguez, Director 
Puerto Rico Developmental Disabilities 

Council 
Box 9543 
Santurce, PR 00908 
(809) 722-0595 



Rhode Island 

Mr. Gerard Lobosco, Director 
Developmental Disabilities Council 
600 New London Ave. 
Cranston, RI 02920 
(401) 464-3191 

South Carolina 

Ms. Shari Fisher, Executive Director 
DD Council, Health & Human Services 
1205 Pendleton Street, Edgar Brown Bldg. 
Columbia, SC 29201 
(803) 758-8016 

South Dakota 

Mr. Thomas E. Scheinost, Program Adm. 
Office of Developmental Disabilities 
State Office, Richard F. Kneip Building 
Pierre, SD 57501 
(605) 773-3438 

Tennessee 

Ms. Hazel W. Lipscomb, Executive Director 
Developmental Disabilities Program 
Dept. of Mental Health and Mental 

Retardation 
501 Union Building, Fourth Floor 
Nashville, TN 37219 
(615) 741-1742 

Texas 

Ms. Pat Pound, Acting Director 
Developmental Disabilities Council 
P. 0. Box 12668 Capitol Station 
Austin, TX 78711 
(512) 454-3761 

Utah 

Ms. Ineda Roe, Executive Director 
UT Council for Handicapped and DD Persons 
P. 0. Box 11356 
Salt Lake City, UT 84147 
(801) 533-6770 

Vermont 

Mr. Stephen S. Chupack, Exec. Secretary 
Vermont Developmental Disabilities Council 
Waterbury Office Complex 
103 South Main Street 
Waterbury, VT 05676 
(802) 241-2612 

Virginia 

Mr. Allen Cohen, Planning Director 
Developmental Disabilities Planning 

Council 
Ninth Street Office Bldg., Suite 1005 
Richmond, VA 23219 
(804) 786-7788 

Virgin Islands 

Ms. Myrna Sueiro, Coordinator 
VI Developmental Disabilities Council 
Div. MCH and CC 
P. 0. Box 520 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands 00820 
(809) 778-0751 

Washington 

Dr. Stephen Schain, Executive Director 
Washington State Developmental 

Disabilities Planning Council 
Mail Stop PJ-11 
Olympia, WA 98504 
(206) 753-3908 

West Virginia 

Mr. George Bennett, Director 
Developmental Disabilities Services 
Div. of Behavioral Health Services 
West Virginia Dept. of Health 
1800 Washington Street, East 
Charleston, WV 25305 
(304) 348-2276 

Wisconsin 

Ms. Jayn Wittenmyer, Executive Director 
Council on Developmental Disabilities 
State of Wisconsin 
1 West Wilson Street, Room 490 
Madison, Wisconsin 53702 
(608) 266-7826 

Wyoming 

Ms. Mary Harter, Staff Director 
State of Wyoming/Council on Developmental 
Disabilities 

Box 1205 
Cheyenne, WY 82001 
(307) 632-7105 



STATE ADMINISTERING AGENCIES 

Alabama 

Mr. Jerry Thrasher, Director 
Division of Mental Retardation 
Alabama Department of Mental Health 
135 South Union St. 
Montgomery, AL 36130 
(205) 834-4350 

Alaska 

Robert P. Gregovich, Ph.D. 
Program Administrator 
Developmental Disabilities, Div. MH & DD 
Dept. of Health and Social Services 
Pouch H-04 
Juneau, AK 99801 
(907) 465-3370 

Arizona 

Mr. William Jamieson, Director 
Division of Developmental Disabilities 
State Department of Economic Security 
1717 West Jefferson St. 
Phoenix, AZ 85005 
(602) 255-5678 

Arkansas 

Dr. Joseph P. Cozzolino 
Commissioner MR-DDS 
Department of Human Services 
7th & Main, Waldon Bldg., Suite 400 
Little Rock, AR 72201 
(501) 371-3419 

California 

Mr. Mario Obledo, Secretary 
Health & Welfare Agency 
915 Capital Mall, Office Bldg. #1 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
(916) 323-6951 

Colorado 

Dr. Raymond Leidig, Director 
Department of Institutions 
3620 West Oxford 
Denver, CO 80236 
(303) 761-0220 - Ext. 225 

Connecticut 

Mr. Gareth D. Thorne, Commissioner 
Department of Mental Retardation 
342 North Main St. 
West Hartford, CT 06117 
(203) 236-2531 

Delaware 

Mr. Amos Burke, Chief 
Bur. of Health Planning & Resources Devel. 
Jesse S. Cooper Building 
Dover, DE 19901 
(302) 736-4776 

District of Columbia 

Col. Curtiss Knighton, Director 
Social Services Planning & Development 
614 H Street, N.W., Rm. 703 
Washington, D.C. 20002 
(202) 727-0714 

Florida 

Mr. Charles Kimber 
Developmental Services Program Officer 
Dept. of Health & Rehabilitative Services 
1311 Winewood Blvd., Bldg. 5, Room 215 
Tallahassee, FL 32301 
(904) 488-4257 

Georgia 

Mr. Derril Gay, Director 
Div. of Mental Health & Mental Retardation 
Dept. of Human Resources 
47 Trinity Ave., S.W., Room 315-H 
Atlanta, GA 30334 
(404) 656-4908 

Guam 

Mrs. Rosa T. P. Salas, Director 
Dept. of Vocational Rehabilitation 
P. 0. Box 10-C 
Agana, GU 96910 
(809) 472-8806 

Hawaii 

Mr. George A. L. Yuen, Director 
State Department of Health 
P. 0. Box 3378 
Honolulu, HI 96801 
(808) 548-6505 

Idaho 

Mr. Dave DeAnglis, Acting Administrator 
Div. of Community Rehabilitation 
Department of Health & Welfare 
450 W. State St. 
Boise, ID 83720 
(208) 334-4181 



Illinois 

Dr. Ivan Pavkovic, Director, 
Illinois Department of Mental Health 
401 South Spring St. 
Springfield, IL 62706 
(217) 782-2243 

Indiana 

Mr. Jack Collins, Asst. Commissioner 
Div. of Mental Retardation & Other DD 
Five Indiana Square 
Indianapolis, IN 46204 
(317) 232-7836 

Iowa 

Mr. Charles Palmer, Administrator 
Department of Social Services 
Hoover Building 
Des Moines, IA 50319 
(515) 281-6003 

Kansas 

Mr. Gerald Hannah, Commissioner MR 
Dept. of Mental Health & Retardation Ser. 
State Office Building - Fifth Floor 
Topeka, KS 66612 
(913) 296-3774 

Kentucky 

Dr. Edward Skarnulis, Director 
Division of Community Service for 
Mental Retardation 

275 East Main St. 
Frankfort, KY 40621 
(502) 564-3418 

Louisiana 

Dr. Billy Ray Stokes, Asst. Secretary 
Office of Mental Retardation 
721 Government Street, Rm. 308 
Baton Rouge, LA 70802 
(504) 342-6811 

Maine 

Mr. Kevin W. Concannon, Commissioner 
Dept. of Mental Health & Corrections 
State Office Building, Rm. 411 
Augusta, ME 04330 
(207) 289-3161 

Maryland 

Dr. Stanley Platman, Asst. Director 
Department of Health & Mental Hygiene 
301 West Preston St. 
Baltimore, MD 21201 
(301) 383-2686 

Massachusetts 

Dr. Doris Fraser, Director 
Administering Agency for Developmental 

Disabilities 
One Ashburton Place, Room 1020 
Boston, MA 02108 
(617) 727-4179 

Michigan 

Dr. Frank M. Ochberg, Director 
Department of Mental Health 
Lewis-Cass Building 
Lansing, MI 48926 
(517) 373-3500 

Minnesota 

Mr. Arthur Sidner, Director 
Minnesota State Planning Agency 
101 Capitol Square Building 
550 Cedar Street 
St. Paul, MN 55101 
(612) 296-6662 

Mississippi 

Dr. Jan Duker, Executive Director 
Mississippi Dept. of Mental Health 
1100 Robert E. Lee Building 
Jackson, MS 39201 
(601) 354-6132 

Missouri 

Dr. Levester Cannon, Director 
Division of Mental Health & Mental 

Retardation/Developmental Disabilities 
2002 Missouri Blvd. 
Jefferson City, MO 65101 
(314) 751-4054 



Montana 

Mr. John La Faver, Director 
Social & Rehabilitation Services 
P. 0. Box 4210 
Helena, MT 59604 
(406) 449-5622 

Nebraska 

Dr. Henry D. Smith, Director 
Department of Health 
P.O.Box 95007 
Lincoln, NE 68509 
(402) 471-2133 

Nevada 

Mr. Del Frost, Director 
Dept. of Human Resources, Rehab Div. 
Kinkead Building 
505 E. King Street 
Carson City, NV 89710 
(702) 885-4440 

New Hampshire 

Dr. Gary Miller, Director 
Div. Mental Health & Developmental Services 
Health & Welfare Bldg., Hazen Drive 
Concord, NH 03301 
(603) 271-4680 

New Jersey 

Mr. Eddie Moore, Director 
Department of Human Services, Div. of MR 
222 South Warren Street 
Capitol Place One 
Trenton, NJ 08625 
(609) 292-3742 

New Mexico 

Dr. Robert Swanson, Director 
Division of Vocational Rehabilitation 
P.O. Box 830 
Santa Fe, NM 87501 
(505) 827-5581 

New York 

Mr. James Introne, Commissioner 
Office of Mental Retardation and 

Developmental Disabilities 
44 Holland Ave. 
Albany, NY 12229 
(518) 474-8108 

North Carolina 

Ms. Jane Smith, Director 
Developmental Disabilities Section 
Division of Plans and Operations 
325 North Salisbury St., Rm. 612 
Raleigh, NC 27611 
(919) 733-7787 

North Dakota 

Mr. Sam Ismir, Director 
Div. of Mental Health & Mental Retardation 
Department of Health 
909 Basin Avenue 
Bismarck, ND 58501 
(701) 224-2769 

Ohio 

Dr. Rudy Magnone, Director 
Ohio Dept. of Mental Retardation 

and Developmental Disabilities 
30 East Broad St., State Office Towers 
Columbus, OH 43215 
(614) 466-3813 

Oklahoma 

Mr. Ray F. Ashworth, Jr. 
Program Director 
Div. of Planning & Resources Development 
P. 0. Box 25352 
Oklahoma City, OK 73125 
(405) 521-3617 

Oregon 

Mr. David Isom, Assistant Administrator 
Mental Retardation Services and DD 
Mental Health Division 
2575 Bittern Street, N.E. 
Salem, OR 97310 
(503) 378-2429 

Pennsylvania 

Mrs. Helen O'Bannon, Secretary 
Department of Public Welfare 
P. 0. Box 2675 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 
(717) 787-2600 

Puerto Rico 

Dr. Jaime Rivera Dueno 
Secretary of Health 
Puerto Rico Department of Health 
Box CH 11321 Caparra Heights Station 
Santurce, PR 00922 
(809) 751-1548 



Rhode Island 

Dr. Joseph J. Bevilacqua, Director 
Dept. of Mental Health, Retardation, 

and Hospitals 
600 New London Ave. 
Cranston, RI 02920 
(401) 464-3231 

South Carolina 

Ms. Sarah Shuptrine, Director 
Div. of Health and Human Services 
1205 Pendleton Street 
Columbia, SC 29201 
(803) 758-7886 

South Dakota 

Mr. James Ellen Becker, Director 
Department of Social Services 
State Office, Richard F. Kneip Building 
Pierre, SD 57501 
(605) 773-3165 

Tennessee 

Dr. James S. Brown, Commissioner 
Tennessee Dept. of Mental Health and 

Mental Retardation 
501 Union Building, Fourth Floor 
Nashville, TN 37219 
(615) 741-3107 

Texas 

Dr. John Carliz, Director 
Texas Dept. of Mental Health/MR 
P. 0. Box 12668 Capitol Station 
Austin, TX 78711 
(512) 454-3761 

Utah 

Dr. John F. Gisler 
Deputy Director of Programs 
Department of Social Services 
150 West North Temple, Room 310 
Salt Lake City, UT 84110 
(801) 533-7009 

Vermont 

Sister Elizabeth Candon, Secretary 
Agency of Human Services 
103 South Main St. 
Waterbury, VT 05676 
(802) 241-2220 

Virginia 

Dr. Jean Harris, Secretary 
Department of Human Resources 
Tenth Floor 
Ninth Street Office Building 
Richmond, VA 23219 
(804) 786-3921 

Virgin Islands 

Dr. Andre Joseph, Director 
State Agency MCH-CC and DD Services 
Estate SLOB 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U. S. Virgin Islands 00820 
(809) 778-0751 

Washington 

Mr. James T. Lengenselder, Director 
Div. of Developmental Disabilities 
Dept. of Social & Health Services 
Mail Stop 0B42C 
Olympia, WA 98504 
(206) 753-3900 

West Virginia 

Ms. Sally K. Richardson, Acting Director 
Department of Health 
State Capitol 
Charleston, WV 25305 
(304) 348-2276 

Wisconsin 

Mr. Gerald Born, Director 
Bureau of Developmental Disabilities 
Wisconsin Department of Health and 

Social Services 
1 West Wilson St., Room 540 
Madison, Wisconsin 53702 
(608) 266-3719 

Wyoming 

Mr. Steven E. Zimmerman 
DD State Program Manager 
Division of Community Programs 
Halfway Building - Fourth Floor 
Cheyenne, WY 82002 
(307) 777-7115 




