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1. Study Enrollment

Table D1.a: Target Study Enroliment of CB-LTSS Populations by State

Individuals With

Individuals Who Indmdualls, With an Intellectual or Individuals With Indlylduals With
Sample . a Physical . Serious Mental
Are Frail Elderly e e Developmental a Brain Injury
Disability .. lliness
Disability

Arizona 58 147 - - - 205
Colorado - - 164 90 87 341
Connecticut 76 26 - - 98 200
Georgia 58 10 - 90 - 158
Kentucky 80 89 - - - 169
Minnesota - - 108 92 87 287
Total 272 272 272 272 272 1,360

En-dash (-) indicates population was not used for the state

Table D1.b: Completed Study Enroliment of Individuals CB-LTSS Populations by State

Individuals With

Individuals Who Indmdualls, With an Intellectual or Individuals With Indlylduals With
Sample . a Physical . Serious Mental
Are Frail Elderly e e Developmental a Brain Injury
Disability .. lliness
Disability

Arizona 73 156 - - - 229
Colorado - - 146 26 55 227
Connecticut 77 26 - - 98 201
Georgia 55 87 - 42 - 184
Kentucky 76 47 - 4 - 127
Minnesota - - 124 56 19 199
Total 281 316 270 128 172 1,167

En-dash (-) indicates population was not used for the state




2. Population Characteristics

Table D2.a.1: Participant Characteristics

Individuals With

Individuals With
Individuals Who Individuals With a an Intellectual or Individuals With a ndlyldua s Wit
. . . . . Serious Mental | Total Sample
Variable Are Frail Elderly Physical Disability Developmental Brain Injury liness n (%)
n (%) n (%) Disability n (%) n (%) .
n (%) .
Age
18 to 24 - 3(0.95) 17 (6.30) 2 (1.56) 0 22 (1.89)
25to0 34 - 23 (7.28) 63 (23.33) 16 (12.50) 9 (5.23) 111 (9.51)
35to 44 - 44 (13.92) 55 (20.37) 26 (20.31) 9 (5.23) 134 (11.48)
45to 54 - 77 (24.37) 71 (26.30) 37 (28.91) 39 (22.67) 224 (19.19)
55to 64 - 148 (46.84) 41 (15.19) 35 (27.34) 84 (48.84) 308 (26.39)
65to 74 128 (45.55) 19 (6.01) 19 (7.04) 8 (6.25) 24 (14.53) 199 (17.05)
75 or older 153 (54.45) 2 (0.63) 4(1.48) 4(3.13) 6 (3.49) 169 (14.48)
Total 281 316 270 128 172 1,167
Sex (Female) 186 (66.55) 168 (53.16) 117 (43.33) 54 (42.19) 107 (62.21) 633 (54.24)
Race
White 174 (62.14) 160 (50.79) 170 (62.96) 85 (66.41) 85 (49.42) 674 (57.85)
Black or African | =4 (1571 80 (25.40) 17 (6.30) 28 (21.88) 19 (11.05) 188 (16.14)
American
Asian 22 (7.86) 7 (2.22) 3(1.11) 1(0.78) 1(0.58) 34 (2.92)
American Indian
or Alaska Native - 6 (1.90) 3(1.11) 3(2.34) 2 (1.16) 14 (1.20)
Other 25 (8.93) 37 (11.75) 45 (16.67) 4(3.13) 56 (32.56) 167 (14.33)
Unknown 15 (5.36) 25 (7.94) 32 (11.85) 7 (5.47) 9 (5.23) 88 (7.55)
Total 280 315 270 128 172 1,165
JEthnicity (Hispanic) 15 (5.36) 29 (9.21) 14 (5.19) 4(3.13) 8 (4.65) 70 (6.01)
IFormat (Paper) 126 (44.84) 180 (56.96) 45 (16.67) 26 (20.31) 55 (31.98) 432 (37.02)

En-dash (-) indicates age or race was not applicable for the population



3. Self-Care

Table D3.a.1: Contingency Table of Eating Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past Month)
Reference Periods

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental
Disability

Individuals Who Are

Individuals With a
Physical Disability

Individuals With a
Brain Injury

Individuals With

i All Participan
Serious Mental lllness articipants

Frail Elderly

6a. Eating Scores
Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 159 157.4| 151 :54.5| 216 {68.6| 210 {66.7 | 215 {79.9 | 212 {78.8 | 105 {82.0 | 102 {79.7 | 167 {97.1 | 167 :97.11862;74.3| 842 | 72.5
05. Setup or cleanup 63 122.7| 64 {23.1| 33 !10.5| 37 {11.8| 28 {10.4| 29 {10.8| 6 4.7 7 5.5 2 1.2 2 1.2 1132111.4| 139 12.0
04. Supervision/touching 16 { 58 | 17 | 6.1 5 1.6 3 1.0 6 2.2 6 2.2 3 23 5 3.9 2 1.2 2 12 13228 33 2.8
03. Partial/moderate 13 {147 | 16 | 58 | 12 { 3.8 | 12 | 3.8 1.9 2.6 2 1.6 2 1.6 1 0.6 1 06133128 381 33
02. Substantial/maximal 5 1.8 7 25| 12 138 | 13 | 41 6 2.2 6 2.2 2 1.6 2 1.6 0 0.0 0 00§25 22| 28 2.4
01. Dependent 21 {76 | 22 : 79 | 33 110.5| 35 {111| 9 3.4 9 3.4 8 6.3 8 6.3 0 0.0 0 00f71:61 | 74 6.4
Total scored respondents} 277 { 100 | 277 { 100 | 311 1 98.7 | 310 {98.4| 269 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 126 {98.4| 126 :198.4 | 172 | 100 | 172 { 100 J 115! 99.5 1154} 99.4
07. Person refused o:00| 0 {00, 0 00 0 00| O 00| O 00| O 00| O {OO| O 00| O {00JO0{00| O 0.0
09. Not applicable o:00| 0 :00| 4 1123| 4 113| 0 100|] O 100 2 16| 2 16| 0 100 O 100] 6 05| 6 0.5
88. Not attempted 0 {00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0100 1 0.1
Total respondents] 277 { 100 | 277 | 100 | 315 { 100 | 315 { 100 | 269 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 128 { 100 | 128 { 100 | 172 { 100 | 172 | 100 | 116! 100 |1161} 100

Table D3.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Eating Scores and

CB-LTSS Population

Most Dep. | Most Dep. | Most Dep. Most Dep.
(Past Month)|(Past Month)|(Past Month) (Past Month)
df %2 Sig.

p<.0001

Usual
(3-Day)
Sig. N
p<.0001 1,154

Usual
(3-Day) (3-Day)
n df

1,155

(VTE]

6a. Eating




Table D3.c.1: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Eating
Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Individuals Who Are Individuals With a Intellectual or Individuals With Individuals With

All Participant
Frail Elderly Physical Disability Developmental a Brain Injury Serious Mental lliness articipants

Disability

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s
95% Cl 95% Cl 95% Cl 95% Cl 95% Cl 95% Cl
Tau (1p) ¢ Tau (1) ’ Tau (1) ? Tau (1) ’ Tau (tp) ? Tau (1) v
. Eating 094 [0.89to0.96] 0.96 [0.93t00.98 0.96 0'08250 0.92 0.81t0.98 1.00 - 0.95 0'(?3;0

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D3.a.2: Contingency Table of Oral Hygiene Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical B e an Individuals With Individuals With Serious L.
. Intellectual or All Participants
Elderly Disability

Developmental Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

6b. Oral Hygiene Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) | (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 125 | 446 | 120 { 429 | 176 | 55.7 | 173 | 54.8 | 180 ! 669 | 175 | 65.1 | 89 69.5 84 1656 | 140 | 81.9 | 138 | 80.7 | 710! 61.0 | 690 | 59.3
05. Setup or cleanup 64 22.9 67 23.9 53 16.8 54 17.1 18 6.7 19 7.1 12 9.4 14 10.9 6 3.5 7 4.1 153! 13.1 | 161 | 13.8
04. Supervision/touching 12 43 12 43 13 4.1 14 4.4 32 119 | 36 134 | 10 7.8 13 10.2 11 6.4 12 7.0 78 | 6.7 87 7.5
03. Partial/moderate 16 5.7 18 6.4 11 3.5 12 3.8 4 15 4 1.5 2 1.6 2 1.6 1 0.6 1 0.6 34 1 29 37 3.2
02. Substantial/maximal 14 5.0 14 5.0 16 5.1 15 4.8 11 4.1 11 4.1 3 2.3 4 3.1 2 1.2 2 1.2 46 | 4.0 46 4.0
01. Dependent 36 | 129 | 36 129 | 40 12.7 | 41 13.0 | 22 8.2 22 8.2 11 8.6 11 8.6 2 1.2 2 1.2 111! 9.5 112 9.6

Total scored respondents] 267 | 95.4 | 267 | 954 | 309 | 97.8 | 309 ! 97.8 | 267 | 99.3 | 267 ! 99.3 | 127 {1 99.2 | 128 | 100 | 162 ! 94.7 | 162 | 94.7 J1132: 97.3 | 1133} 97.3
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 1 0.1 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 13 4.6 13 4.6 7 2.2 7 2.2 2 0.7 2 0.7 1 0.8 0 0.0 8 4.7 8 4.7 311 2.7 30 2.6
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

Total respondents] 280 | 100 | 280 ! 100 | 316 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 269 ! 100 | 128 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 171 ! 100 | 171 100 1164} 100 | 1164 | 100

Table D3.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Oral Hygiene Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

6b. Oral hygiene 1132 20 131.34 p<.0001 1133 20 138.46 p<.0001




Table D3.c.2: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Oral
Hygiene Scores by Population and Overall
Individuals With an

Intellectual or
Developmental

Individuals With Individuals With
a Brain Injury Serious Mental lllness

Individuals Who Are Individuals With a

Frail Elderly Physical Disability All Participants

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s
0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% Cl Tau (%) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% Cl Tau (%) 95% CI
. 0.92 to 0.85 to
6b. Oral hygiene 0.97 0.95 to 0.99 0.98 0.96 to 0.99 0.96 0.98 0.90 0.81t0 0.96 0.95 1.00 0.96 0.95 to 0.97

Table D3.a.3: Contingency Table of Toileting Hygiene Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LI ERE L Ch) Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
. Intellectual or All Participants
Elderly Disability

s Brain Injur Mental llin
Developmental Disability 4 8ra Jury enta €58

6¢. Toileting Hygiene Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) | (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 106 | 38.1 | 96 ! 345 | 137 1 439 | 122 1391 | 199 | 740 | 191 | 710 | 8 1695 | 88 688 | 160 | 93.0 | 157 | 91.3 | 691 59.6 | 654 | 56.4
05. Setup or cleanup 19 6.8 18 6.5 17 5.5 17 5.5 8 3.0 10 3.7 3 23 3 2.3 2 1.2 2 1.2 49 | 4.2 50 43
04. Supervision/touching 28 1 10.1 | 27 9.7 8 2.6 14 4.5 16 6.0 17 6.3 5 3.9 4 3.1 3 1.7 3 1.7 60 | 5.2 65 5.6
03. Partial/moderate 39 1140 | 44 158 | 32 1103 | 38 1122 | 11 4.1 14 5.2 2 1.6 3 2.3 3 1.7 6 3.5 87 1 75 | 105 | 9.1
02. Substantial/maximal 31 1112 | 36 | 13.0| 37 ! 119 | 38 ! 122 | 14 5.2 16 6.0 8 6.3 9 7.0 3 1.7 3 1.7 93 | 80 | 102 | 838
01. Dependent 54 1194 | 56 {201 | 74 1237 | 76 244 21 7.8 21 7.8 19 148 | 19 14.8 1 0.6 1 0.6 169 14.6 | 173 | 14.9

Total scored respondents| 277 | 99.6 | 277 | 99.6 | 305 | 97.8 | 305 ! 97.8 | 269 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 126 ! 98.4 | 126 | 98.4 | 172 | 100 | 172 100 J1149: 99.1 | 1149 ! 99.1
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 1 0.4 1 0.4 7 2.2 7 2.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.6 2 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 i 0.9 10 0.9
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

Totalrespondentsl 278 | 100 | 278 | 100 | 312 | 100 | 312 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 100 J1159! 100 | 1159 ! 100

Table D3.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Toileting Hygiene Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual (VETE] Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) | (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df x2 Sig.

6c. Toileting hygiene 1149 20 221.86 p<.0001 1149 20 227.47 p<.0001




Table D3.c.3: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Toileting Hygiene Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical '"dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Ill
derly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0, 0, 0 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

0.93 0.89 to 0.96 0.94 0.91t0 0.96 0.93 0.88 t0 0.97 0.98 0.92 to 1.00 0.88 0.69 to 0.97 0.94 0.93 to 0.96

6c. Toileting hygiene

Table D3.a.4: Contingency Table of Wash Upper Body Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit Intellectual or a Brain Iniu Mental lliness All Participants
Y . Developmental Disability jury

6d. Wash Upper Body Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 78 27.9 70 25.0 | 131 | 416 | 124 {394 | 183 | 67.8 | 182 | 67.4 72 56.3 71 55.5 | 132 | 76.7 | 129 75.0 596 51.2 | 576 49.4
05. Setup or cleanup 16 5.7 15 5.4 22 7.0 20 6.4 7 2.6 8 3.0 5 3.9 6 4.7 4 2.3 5 2.9 54 | 4.6 54 4.6
04. Supervision/touching 30 | 10.7 | 27 9.6 13 4.1 18 5.7 10 3.7 10 3.7 6 4.7 6 4.7 5 2.9 7 4.1 64 | 55 68 5.8
03. Partial/moderate 52 18.6 | 61 21.8 | 36 11.4 | 38 12.1 12 4.4 11 4.1 9 7.0 9 7.0 9 5.2 9 5.2 118y 10.1 | 128 11.0
02. Substantial/maximal 54 1193 | 57 204 | 39 12.4 | 39 12.4 11 4.1 13 4.8 12 9.4 12 9.4 10 5.8 10 5.8 126} 10.8 | 131 11.2
01. Dependent 50 | 17.9 | 50 179 | 73 23.2 75 238 | 25 9.3 25 9.3 19 148 | 20 15.6 5 2.9 5 2.9 172} 14.8 | 175 15.0

Total scored respondents] 280 | 100 | 280 { 100 | 314 | 99.7 | 314 { 99.7 | 248 1 919 | 249 1922 | 123 1 96.1 | 124 {1 969 | 165 | 959 | 165 ! 959 [1130! 97.0 | 1132 97.2
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3 22 8.2 21 7.8 5 3.9 4 3.1 7 4.1 7 4.1 35 1 3.0 33 2.8
88. No total respondents 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

Totalrespondentsl 280 { 100 | 280 | 100 | 315 ! 100 | 315 ! 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 100 jJ1165! 100 | 1165 ! 100

Table D3.b.4: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Wash Upper Body Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

6d. Wash upper

body 1130 20 206.70 p<.0001 1132 20 220.94 p<.0001




Table D3.c.4: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Wash Upper Body Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

6d. Wash upper body 0.95 0.91t0 0.97 0.96 0.93t00.98 0.98 0.94 t0 0.99 0.97 0.93 to 1.00 0.95 0.86 t0 0.98 0.97 0.95 to0 0.98

Table D3.a.5: Contingency Table of Shower/Bathe Self Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical B e an Individuals With Individuals With Serious L.
Elderl Disabilit Intellectual or a Brain Injur Mental lliness All Participants
Y Y Developmental Disability Iury

6e. Shower/Bathe Self Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) | (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 39 1139 | 35 125 | 8 273 | 80 254 | 182 i 674 | 177 1 656 | 65 512 | 63 ! 49.6 | 111 | 645 | 108 | 62.8 | 483 41.5 | 463 | 39.8
05. Setup or cleanup 8 2.9 8 2.9 15 4.8 12 3.8 9 33 10 3.7 4 3.2 5 3.9 3 1.7 3 1.7 39 | 34 38 33
04. Supervision/touching 42 1150 | 36 ;129 | 21 6.7 24 7.6 22 8.2 25 9.3 12 9.5 13 10.2 | 14 8.1 16 9.3 111} 95 | 114 | 9.8
03. Partial/moderate 57 1204 | 64 1229 | 40 127 | 43 13.7 | 12 4.4 13 4.8 9 7.1 9 7.1 17 9.9 17 9.9 1351 11.6 | 146 | 125
02. Substantial/maximal 65 | 232 | 67 1239 | 48 152 | 54 1171 | 18 6.7 18 6.7 14 1 110| 14 ! 110| 20 ! 116 | 21 12.2 § 165! 14.2 | 174 | 15.0
01. Dependent 55 1196 | 56 | 20.0| 68 ! 216 | 70 ! 222 | 26 9.6 26 9.6 20 {158 | 21 16.5 6 3.5 6 3.5 1751 15.0 | 179 | 15.4

Total scored respondents] 266 | 95.0 | 266 | 95.0 | 278 | 88.3 | 283 | 89.8 | 269 | 99.6 | 269 | 99.6 | 124 | 97.6 | 125 | 98.4 | 171 | 99.4 | 171 | 99.4 ]1108: 95.2 | 1114 | 95.7

07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 12 4.3 12 4.3 36 | 114 | 32 10.2 1 0.4 1 0.4 3 2.4 2 1.6 1 0.6 1 0.6 53 | 4.6 48 4.1
88. Not attempted 2 0.7 2 0.7 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3 2 0.2

Totalrespondentsl 280 { 100 | 280 { 100 | 315 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 127 | 100 | 127 }{ 100 | 172 } 100 | 172 100 J1164! 100 | 1164 | 100

Table D3.b.5: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Shower/Bathe Self Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)

df x2 Sig. n df x2 Sig.

6e. Shower/bathe self 1108 20 241.46 p<.0001 1114 20 248.83 p<.0001




Table D3.c.5: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Shower/Bathe Self Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental IlI
derly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (t) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau () 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau () 95% CI

6e. Shower/bathe self 0.95 0.92 t0 0.97 0.96 0.93t00.98 0.96 0.92 t0 0.98 0.97 0.92t0 0.99 0.97 0.91 to 0.99 0.97 0.95 to0 0.98

Table D3.a.6: Contingency Table of Upper Body Dressing Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent
(Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LI EREEA , LaCh) Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
Elderl Disabilit L CElC] a Brain Injur Mental lliness LT 210
v ¥ Developmental Disability jury

6f. Upper Body Dressing Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) | (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 76 1273 | 68 245 | 120 ;383 | 109 | 348 | 216 | 80.0 | 209 { 774 | 70 551 | 67 {528 | 138 { 80.7 | 136 | 79.5 | 620} 53.5 | 589 | 50.8
05. Setup or cleanup 25 9.0 18 6.5 16 5.1 17 5.4 0 0.0 2 0.7 5 3.9 6 4.7 3 1.8 4 23 49 | 4.2 47 4.1
04. Supervision/touching 19 6.8 23 8.3 9 2.9 10 3.2 13 4.8 16 5.9 4 3.2 4 3.2 3 1.8 3 1.8 48 | 4.1 56 4.8
03. Partial/moderate 46 1166 | 54 1194 | 55 176 | 61 | 195 | 10 3.7 12 4.4 14 1 110| 15 118 | 15 8.8 15 8.8 1401 12.1 | 157 | 13.6
02. Substantial/maximal 68 1245 | 69 | 248 | 47 150 | 48 | 153 | 18 6.7 18 6.7 10 7.9 11 8.7 7 4.1 7 4.1 150 12.9 | 153 | 13.2
01. Dependent 44 1158 | 46 ! 166 | 66 | 211 | 68 | 21.7 | 13 4.8 13 4.8 24 1189 | 24 | 189 4 23 5 2.9 151} 13.0 | 156 | 13.5

Total scored respondents| 278 : 100 | 278 : 100 | 313 | 100 | 313 § 100 | 270 { 100 | 270 : 100 | 127 i 100 | 127 ; 100 | 170 ! 99.4 | 170 | 99.4 J1158; 99.9 | 1158 | 99.9
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 1 0.1 1 0.1
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

Total respondentsl 278 | 100 | 278 { 100 | 313 | 100 | 313 ! 100 | 270 { 100 | 270 | 100 | 127 | 100 | 127 } 100 | 171 | 100 | 171 100 J1159{ 100 | 1159} 100

Table D3.b.6: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Upper Body Dressing Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

6f. Upper body dressing 1158 20 276.69 p<.0001 1158 20 282.38 p<.0001




Table D3.c.6: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Upper Body Dressing Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental IlI
derly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

6f. Upper body dressing 0.95 0.92 t0 0.97 0.95 0.93t00.97 0.94 0.87 t0 0.97 0.96 0.90 to 0.99 0.96 0.88 t0 0.99 0.96 0.94t0 0.97

Table D3.a.7: Contingency Table of Lower Body Dressing Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent
(Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit Intellectual or a Brain Iniur Mental lliness All Participants
L/ v Developmental Disability Iury

6g. Lower Body Dressing Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) | (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 266 1 69 248 1 95 | 30.1 84 | 266 218 | 80.7 | 214 | 79.3 72 5631 71 5551 131 [ 76.6 | 130 | 76.0 | 590 |50.7! 568 | 48.8 | 26.6
05. Setup or cleanup 7.6 12 4.3 12 3.8 11 3.5 2 0.7 4 1.5 2 1.6 2 1.6 1 0.6 1 0.6 38 33! 30 2.6 7.6
04. Supervision/touching 4.3 16 5.8 10 3.2 11 3.5 7 2.6 8 3.0 6 4.7 6 4.7 5 2.9 5 2.9 40 3.4 46 4.0 4.3
03. Partial/moderate 133 42 15.1 51 16.1 55 17.4 10 3.7 10 3.7 12 9.4 13 10.2 14 8.2 14 8.2 124 §10.7} 134 | 115} 133
02. Substantial/maximal 28.4 1 82 29.5 55 17.4 61 19.3 14 5.2 15 5.6 11 8.6 11 8.6 13 7.6 13 7.6 172 148! 182 | 15.7 | 28.4
01. Dependent 19.8 1 57 | 20.5 93 | 294 94 | 29.8 19 7.0 19 7.0 25 19.5 25 19.5 6 3.5 7 4.1 198 | 17.00 202 | 17.4 | 19.8

Total scored respondentsf 100 | 278 | 100 { 316 | 100 | 316 | 100 ! 270 | 100 ! 270 | 100 ! 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 ! 170 | 99.4 ! 170 | 99.4 | 1162 |99.9! 1162 | 99.9 | 100
07. Person refused 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0
09. Not applicable 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 1 0.1 1 0.1 0.0
88. Not attempted 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0

Total respondents] 100 | 278 | 100 ! 316 | 100 | 316 | 100 { 270 | 100 { 270 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 171 | 100 ! 171 | 100 | 1163 j 100} 1163 | 100 | 100

Table D3.b.7: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Lower Body Dressing Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.
6g. Lower body dressing 1162 20 308.94 p<.0001 1162 20 313.54 p<.0001




Table D3.c.7: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Lower Body Dressing Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental IlI
derly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (t) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau () 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau () 95% CI

6g. Lower body dressing 0.95 0.92 t0 0.97 0.95 0.93t00.97 0.96 0.90 to 0.98 0.98 0.94 to 1.00 0.97 0.91 to 1.00 0.96 0.95 to0 0.97

Table D3.a.8: Contingency Table of Putting On/Taking Off Footwear Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit Intellectual or a Brain Iniur Mental lliness All Participants
L/ . Developmental Disability Iury

6h. Putting On/Taking Off Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
Footwear (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) | (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 65 1233 | 59 1212 | 95 301 | 87 275|212 785 | 209 {774 | 81 1638 | 78 {614 | 136 { 79.5 | 135 | 79.0 | 589 50.6 | 568 | 48.8
05. Setup or cleanup 14 5.0 9 3.2 8 2.5 5 1.6 4 1.5 4 1.5 1 0.8 1 0.8 1 0.6 1 0.6 28 | 2.4 20 1.7
04. Supervision/touching 10 3.6 11 3.9 7 2.2 8 2.5 6 2.2 7 2.6 1 0.8 1 0.8 1 0.6 2 1.2 25§ 2.2 29 2.5
03. Partial/moderate 41 1147 | 46 1 165 | 44 1139 | 45 | 142 8 3.0 8 3.0 6 4.7 9 7.1 9 5.3 10 5.9 1081 9.3 | 118 | 10.2
02. Substantial/maximal 52 1186 | 55 19.7 | 33 104 | 37 | 117 | 12 4.4 13 4.8 7 5.5 6 4.7 13 7.6 11 6.4 117} 10.1 | 122 | 10.5
01. Dependent 92 1330 (| 95 341 | 122 ;386 | 129 ; 408 | 28 ! 104 | 29 10.7 | 31 | 244 | 32 | 252 9 5.3 11 6.4 2821 243 | 296 | 255

Total scored respondents| 274 | 98.2 | 275 | 98.6 | 309 | 97.8 | 311 | 98.4 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 127 { 100 | 127 | 100 | 169 ! 98.8 | 170 | 99.4 J1149; 98.8 | 1153 ! 99.1
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 5 1.8 4 1.4 5 1.6 5 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.2 1 0.6 12 1 1.0 10 0.9
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2 0 0.0

Total respondentsl 279 | 100 | 279 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 316 ! 100 | 270 { 100 | 270 ! 100 | 127 | 100 | 127 } 100 | 171 | 100 | 171 100 1163} 100 | 1163} 100

Table D3.b.8: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Putting On/Taking Off Footwear Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

6h. Putting on/taking off

1149 20 308.41 p<.0001 1153 20 321.90 p<.0001
footwear
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Table D3.c.8: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Putting On/Taking Off Footwear Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

6h. Putting on/taking off

footwear 0.95 0.92 t0 0.97 0.94 0.90to 0.96 0.96 0.91 to 0.99 0.96 0.90to 0.98 0.96 0.89 t0 0.99 0.96 0.94t0 0.97

Table D3.d.1: Equality of Medians, Self-Care

Individuals Who Are Frail | Individuals With a Physical  '"cividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious .
Elderl Disabilit: LIS LG a Brain Inju Mental lliness LG AL S AU
Y ¥ Developmental Disability jury

SOl RO Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) [(Past Month)| (3-Day) |(Past Month)| (3-Day) ((Past Month)| (3-Day) |[(Past Month)| (3-Day) |(Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
Mdn: IQR |Mdn! IQR | Mdn ! IQR {Mdn ! IQR {Mdn ! IQR [ Mdn ! IQR [ Mdn | IQR { Mdn | IQR [ Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR x2 P x2 p
6a. Eating 6 5-6 6 5-6 6 5-6 6 5-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 * * 2.72  ip=.6063]
6b. Oral hygiene 5 4-6 5 3-6 6 4-6 6 4-6 6 4-6 6 4-6 6 5-6 6 5-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 * * * *
6c. Toileting hygiene 4 2-6 4 2-6 5 2-6 4 2-6 6 5-6 6 4-6 6 4-6 6 4-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 * * * *
6d. Wash upper body 3 2-6 3 i2-55 4 2-6 4 2-6 6 5-6 6 5-6 6 2-6 6 2-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 * * * *
6e. Shower/bathe self 3 2-4 3 2-4 3 2-6 3 2-6 6 4-6 6 4-6 6 2-6 6 2-6 6 3-6 6 3-6 ] 197.00 ip<.0001] 201.98 ip<.0001
6e. Upper body dressing 3 {2-6| 3 {2-5| 3 (2-6| 3 {2-6| 6 i{6-6| 6 {6-6| 6 |2-6| 6 {2-6| 6 {6-6| 6 16-6 * * * *
6f. Lower body dressing 3 2-6| 25 12-5 3 1-6 3 1-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 2-6 6 2-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 * * 281.02 ip<.0001
f;;:vl:/t:;r:g on/taking off 2 {1-5| 2 {1-4| 2 {1-6| 2 {1-6| 6 {6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {2-6| 6 {1-6| 6 |6-6| 6 (6-6] * * | 293.39 ip<.0001]

*K-sample equality-of-medians test is only performed when sufficient variability in median scores is present.
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4. Functional Mobility

Table D4.a.1: Contingency Table of Roll Left and Right Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals Who Are Frail
Elderly

Individuals With a Physical
Disability

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious

All Participant:
Mental lliness d pants

2L LA (15 0 Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) | (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) |(Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 178 1 64.3 | 168 | 60.7 | 197 | 629 | 186 | 59.4 | 248 | 919 | 245 | 90.7 | 107 { 83.6 | 105 | 82.0 | 155 | 90.1 | 154 | 89.5 J 885 | 76.3 | 858 | 74.0
05. Setup or cleanup 10 3.6 10 3.6 2 0.6 2 0.6 0 0.0 3 11 2 1.6 2 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 1.2 17 1.5
04. Supervision/touching 17 6.1 20 7.2 7 2.2 6 1.9 2 0.7 2 0.7 3 2.3 3 2.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 29 2.5 31 2.7
03. Partial/moderate 15 5.4 16 5.8 18 5.8 26 8.3 3 1.1 3 11 1 0.8 1.6 4 2.3 5 2.9 41 3.5 52 4.5
02. Substantial/maximal 19 6.9 23 8.3 20 6.4 19 6.1 7 2.6 7 2.6 4 3.1 4 31 2 1.2 2 1.2 52 4.5 55 4.7
01. Dependent 26 9.4 27 9.8 61 19.5 66 21.1 7 2.6 7 2.6 10 7.8 11 8.6 3 1.7 3 1.7 107 | 9.2 114 | 9.8
Total scored respondents] 265 | 95.7 | 264 | 95.3 | 305 | 97.4 | 305 | 97.4 | 267 | 98.9 | 267 | 989 | 127 1 99.2 | 127 1 99.2 | 164 | 95.4 | 164 | 954 | 1128 | 97.2 | 1127 | 97.2
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 12 4.3 12 4.3 1.9 1.9 3 1.1 3 1.1 1 0.8 0.8 4.7 8 4.7 30 2.6 30 2.6
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 1 0.4 2 0.6 2 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2 3 0.3
Total respondentsl 277 | 100 | 277 | 100 | 313 | 100 | 313 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 ! 100 f§ 1160} 100 | 1160 | 100

7a. Roll left and right

Table D4.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Roll Left and Right Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

Usual

(3-Day)
n
1128

Usual
(3-Day)
df
20

Usual
(3-Day)
%2
155.77

Usual
(3-Day)
Sig.
p<.0001

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
n

1127

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
df

20

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
%2
180.68

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
Sig.
p<.0001
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Table 4.c.1: Usual (3-day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Roll Left
and Right by Population and Overall
Individuals With an

Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious
a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical

Elderly Disability All Participants

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (t) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau () 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau () 95% CI

7a. Roll left and right 0.93 0.87 to 0.96 0.93 0.88t0 0.96 0.93 0.81to0 0.98 0.94 0.78 to 1.00 0.94 0.71 to 1.00 0.94 0.91t0 0.95

Table D4.a.2: Contingency Table of Sit to Lying Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past Month)
Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh) Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
Elderl Disabilit pielestualod a Brain Inju Mental lliness SlRateipants
¥ Y Developmental Disability jury

7b. Sit to Lying Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 149 1 53.2 | 144 1 514 | 192 | 610 | 180 | 57.1 | 244 {1 90.4 | 243 1 90.0 | 101 { 789 | 99 {773 | 160 { 93.6 | 159 | 93.0 | 846 | 72.7 | 825 | 70.9
05. Setup or cleanup 11 39 10 3.6 3 1.0 3 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 1.3 14 1.2
04. Supervision/touching 31 1111 | 30 {107 | 10 3.2 10 3.2 1 0.4 1 0.4 1 0.8 2 1.6 3 1.8 3 1.8 46 4.0 46 4.0
03. Partial/moderate 26 9.3 31 111 | 20 6.4 29 9.2 4 1.5 5 1.9 4 3.1 4 31 5 2.9 5 2.9 59 5.1 74 6.4
02. Substantial/maximal 26 9.3 27 9.6 20 6.4 20 6.4 9 33 8 3.0 7 5.5 7 5.5 0 0.0 1 0.6 62 5.3 63 5.4
01. Dependent 30 | 10.7 | 31 111 | 63 | 200 | 66 | 21.0 9 33 10 3.7 14 109 | 15 ! 117 3 1.8 3 1.8 119 | 10.2 | 125 | 10.7

Total scored respondents] 273 | 97.5 | 273 1 975 | 308 | 97.8 | 308 | 97.8 | 267 | 98.9 | 267 | 989 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 171 100 | 171 | 100 | 1147 : 98.5 | 1147 | 98.5

07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 7 2.5 7 2.5 7 2.2 7 2.2 3 1.1 3 1.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 17 1.5 17 1.5
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

Total respondentsl 280 { 100 | 280 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 171 | 100 | 171 | 100 § 1164 ! 100 | 1164 | 100

Table D4.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Sit to Lying Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual (VETE] Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.
7b. Sit to lying 1147 20 209.59 p<.0001 1147 20 218.23 p<.0001
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Table D4.c.2: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Sit to Lying Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical '"aividuals Withan v als With a Brain  Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Inj Mental Il
erly 1sabiiity Developmental Disability njury entaliiness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

. Sit to lying 0.96 0.91t0 0.98 0.93 0.89t0 0.96 0.97 0.87 t0 0.99 0.95 0.82to 1.00 0.95 0.76 to 1.00 0.95 0.93t0 0.97

Table D4.a.3: Contingency Table of Lying to Sitting Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh] Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
¥ Y Developmental Disability Jury

7c. Lying to sitting Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 136 | 48.8 | 122 { 43.7 | 164 | 52.6 | 151 | 484 | 237 | 87.8 | 237 | 87.8 | 98 76.6 95 74.2 | 152 | 88.4 | 150 | 87.2 | 787 | 67.8 | 755 | 65.0
05. Setup or cleanup 5 1.8 6 2.2 2 0.6 2 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.6 2 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 0.8 10 0.9
04. Supervision/touching 30 10.8 31 111 4 13 7 2.2 3 1.1 3 11 2 1.6 3 2.3 5 2.9 5 2.9 44 3.8 49 4.2
03. Partial/moderate 36 1129 | 45 1161 | 44 141 | 49 1157 | 5 1.9 5 1.9 4 3.1 4 3.1 6 3.5 7 4.1 95 | 82 | 110 | 9.5
02. Substantial/maximal 30 10.8 32 115 | 20 6.4 23 7.4 9 3.3 9 33 6 4.7 7 5.5 2 1.2 3 1.7 67 5.8 74 6.4
01. Dependent 33 11.8 34 12.2 | 65 20.8 68 21.8 13 4.8 13 4.8 16 125 17 13.3 5 2.9 5 2.9 132 1 11.4 | 137 | 11.8

Total scored respondents] 270 | 96.8 | 270 | 96.8 | 299 | 95.8 | 300 | 96.2 | 267 | 98.9 | 267 | 989 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 170 | 98.8 | 170 | 98.8 | 1134 | 97.7 | 1135 | 97.8

07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 1 0.1 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 9 3.2 9 3.2 13 4.2 12 3.9 3 1.1 3 1.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 26 2.2 25 2.2
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

Total respondentsl 279 | 100 | 279 | 100 | 312 | 100 | 312 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 172 } 100 | 172 | 100 § 1161 ! 100 | 1161} 100

Table D4.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Lying to Sitting Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

7c. Lying to sitting 1134 20 220.44 p<.0001 1135 20 245.66 p<.0001
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Table D4.c.3: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Lying
to Sitting Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical '"dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0 0,
Tau () 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI

. Lying to sitting 0.92 0.88 to 0.95 0.94 0.89t0 0.96 1.00 = 0.94 0.83t00.98 0.93 0.79 to 1.00 0.94 0.92t0 0.96

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D4.a.4: Contingency Table of Sit to Stand Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past Month)
Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LD EL Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
Y v tal Disability jury

7d. Sit to Stand Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 118 1 425 | 105 | 37.8 | 140 | 444 | 126 1400 | 234 | 86.7 | 231 | 856 | 82 {651 | 75 {595 | 158 {919 | 153 | 89.0 § 732 | 63.1 | 690 | 59.4
05. Setup or cleanup 5 1.8 8 2.9 1 0.3 2 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 4.0 6 4.8 1 0.6 1 0.6 12 1.0 17 1.5
04. Supervision/touching 35 | 126 | 37 133 | 15 4.8 18 5.7 6 2.2 7 2.6 3 24 4 3.2 6 3.5 6 3.5 65 5.6 72 6.2
03. Partial/moderate 41 | 148 | 44 | 158 | 27 8.6 33 10.5 7 2.6 7 2.6 4 3.2 8 6.4 1 0.6 3 1.7 80 6.9 95 8.2
02. Substantial/maximal 31 112 | 34 1122 | 25 7.9 27 8.6 8 3.0 9 33 5 4.0 6 4.8 1 0.6 3 1.7 70 6.0 79 6.8
01. Dependent 25 9.0 26 9.4 46 | 146 | 49 156 | 10 3.7 11 4.1 10 7.9 10 7.9 4 23 5 2.9 95 8.2 | 101 | 8.7

Total scored respondents] 255 | 91.7 | 254 | 91.4 | 254 | 80.6 | 255 | 81.0 | 265 | 98.2 | 265 ! 98.2 | 109 | 86.5 | 109 | 86.5 | 171 | 99.4 | 171 | 99.4 | 1054 | 90.8 | 1054 | 90.8

07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 23 8.3 23 8.3 61 1194 | 60 | 19.1 3 1.1 3 1.1 17 1135 | 17 | 135 1 0.6 1 0.6 105 { 9.0 | 104 | 9.0
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.7 2 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2 3 0.3

Total respondentsl 278 | 100 | 278 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 126 | 100 | 126 ! 100 | 172 } 100 | 172 | 100 f§ 1161 ! 100 | 1161} 100

Table D4.b.4: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Sit to Stand Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df x2 Sig.

7d. Sit to stand 1054 20 226.23 p<.0001 1054 20 236.85 p<.0001
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Table D4.c.4: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Sit to
Stand Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

7d. Sit to stand 0.93 0.89 to 0.95 0.92 0.87t00.95 0.94 0.85 t0 0.98 0.86 0.73t0 0.94 0.82 0.64 to 0.94 0.92 0.89t0 0.94

Table D4.a.5: Contingency Table of Chair/Bed-to-Chair Transfer Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh] Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
¥ Y Developmental Disability Jury

7e. Chair/Bed to Chair
Transfer Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 120 1 429 | 107 ! 38.2 | 151 | 479 | 140 ! 444 | 212 785 | 210 { 778 | 82 646 | 82 646 | 131 | 77.1 | 131 { 77.1 § 69 | 59.9 | 670 | 57.7
05. Setup or cleanup 6 2.1 7 2.5 1 0.3 2 0.6 0 0.0 1 0.4 6 4.7 6 4.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 1.1 16 1.4
04. Supervision/touching 33 | 11.8 | 35 125 | 19 6.0 19 6.0 3 11 3 1.1 5 3.9 5 3.9 7 4.1 7 4.1 67 5.8 69 5.9
03. Partial/moderate 42 1150 | 45 16.1 | 26 8.3 32 10.2 3 1.1 3 1.1 7 5.5 6 4.7 5 2.9 5 2.9 83 7.1 91 7.8
02. Substantial/maximal 31 ! 111 | 35 125 | 33 1105 | 35 111 6 2.2 7 2.6 5 3.9 6 4.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 75 6.5 83 7.1
01. Dependent 40 ! 143 | 43 154 | 74 1235 | 77 1244 | 15 5.6 15 5.6 19 150 | 19 ! 150 3 1.8 3 1.8 151 | 13.0 | 157 | 13.5

Total scored respondents] 272 | 97.1 | 272 | 97.1 | 304 | 96.5 | 305 | 96.8 | 239 | 885 | 239 | 885 | 124 | 976 | 124 | 97.6 | 146 | 859 | 146 | 85.9 | 1085 93.4 | 1086 | 93.5
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 8 2.9 8 2.9 11 3.5 10 3.2 31 {115 | 30 {111 3 2.4 3 2.4 24 1141 | 24 {141 77 6.6 75 6.5
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1

Total respondentsl 280 { 100 | 280 | 100 | 315 }{ 100 | 315 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 127 } 100 | 127 ! 100 | 170 | 100 | 170 | 100 {§ 1162 ! 100 | 1162 | 100

Table D4.b.5: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Chair/Bed-to-Chair Transfer Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) | (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

7e. Chair/bed-to-chair

1085 20 233.90 p<.0001 1086 20 256.96 p<.0001
transfer
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Table D4.c.5: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Chair/Bed-to-Chair Transfer Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical '"0ividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental IlI
erly 1sability Developmental Disability abrain Injury entalfiiness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0,
Tau () 95% CI Tau (ts) 95% CI Tau (ts) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau () 95% Cl

7e. Chair/bed-to-chair

transfer 0.92 0.86 to 0.95 0.95 0.91t00.97 0.96 0.87 to 1.00 0.99 0.99 to 1.00 1.00 - 0.95 0.93t00.97

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D4.a.6: Contingency Table of Toilet Transfer Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MiCh) Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
Elderl Disabilit Intellectual or a Brain Iniu Mental lliness All Participants
Y i Developmental Disability jury

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

7f. Toilet Transfer

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 114 | 40.6 | 103 | 36.7 | 146 | 47.0 | 132 | 42.4 | 238 | 882 | 236 | 874 | 838 | 688 | 84 | 656 | 151 | 87.8 | 151 | 87.8 | 737 | 63.4 | 706 | 60.8
05. Setup or cleanup 5 {18 | 6 (21| 4 {13| 3 (10| 0o {00 | 0 {00 | 6 {47 | 6 {47 | 0 00| 0o {o00] 15 | 13 | 15 | 1.3
04. Supervision/touching 40 {142 | 36 {128 | 20 {64 | 20 {64 | 6 { 22| 6 [ 22| 5 {39 | 5 {39| 9 {52| 9 {52] 8 69| 7 |65
03. Partial/moderate 390 {139 | 48 | 171 | 22 { 71| 32 {103 | 4 {15 | 4 |15 | 4 {31 | 5 {39 | 7 {41 | 7 {41] 76 | 65| 9% | 83
02. Substantial/maximal 37 1132 | 38 1 135| 26 {84 | 30 {97 | 5 {19 | 7 26| 5 {39| 8 { 63| 0 00| 0o {o00] 73!63 ]| 8 |71
01. Dependent 31 {110| 35 | 125| 45 {145| 48 {154 | 13 { 48 | 13 | 48 | 9 {70 | 9 {70 | 4 | 23| 4 {23 | 102! 88 | 109 | 9.4

Total scored respondents] 266 | 94.7 | 266 | 94.7 | 263 | 84.6 | 265 | 85.2 | 266 | 98.5 | 266 ! 985 | 117 { 914 | 117 | 91.4 | 171 | 99.4 | 171 | 99.4 | 1083 | 93.2 | 1085 ! 93.4

07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 15 5.3 15 5.3 48 1154 | 46 | 14.8 4 1.5 4 1.5 11 8.6 11 8.6 1 0.6 1 0.6 79 6.8 77 6.6
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

Total respondentsl 281 { 100 | 281 | 100 | 311 | 100 | 311 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 | 100 f§ 1162 ! 100 | 1162} 100

Table D4.b.6: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Toilet Transfer Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual (VTE] Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) | (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

7f. Toilet transfer 1083 20 229.41 p<.0001 1085 20 253.44 p<.0001
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Table D4.c.6: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Toilet Transfer Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental IlI
derly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (t) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau () 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau () 95% CI

7f. Toilet transfer 0.92 0.88 to 0.95 0.91 0.87t00.94 0.96 0.85 to 1.00 0.90 0.79t0 0.97 1.00 = 0.93 0.91t0 0.95

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D4.a.7: Contingency Table of Car Transfer Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh) Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
Elderl Disabilit Intellectual or a Brain Iniu Mental lliness All Participants
Y i Developmental Disability jury

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

7g. Car Transfer
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 46 1 164 | 44 157 | 116 | 37.2 | 111 356 | 217 { 80.4 | 210 ; 778 | 76 {59.4 | 75 586 | 125 1 72.7 | 119 { 69.2 | 580 | 49.9 | 559 | 48.1
05. Setup or cleanup 3 11 3 11 9 2.9 9 2.9 1 0.4 2 0.7 3 2.3 3 2.3 1 0.6 1 0.6 17 1.5 18 1.6
04. Supervision/touching 46 1164 | 40 {142 | 21 6.7 22 7.1 18 6.7 23 8.5 7 5.5 8 6.3 21 1122 | 25 {145]) 113 i 9.7 | 118 | 10.2
03. Partial/moderate 59 1210 | 68 1242 | 42 1135 | 44 1141 8 3.0 9 33 13 10.2 | 12 9.4 14 8.1 17 9.9 136 | 11.7 | 150 1 12.9
02. Substantial/maximal 56 ! 199 | 61 {217 | 39 ! 125 | 45 14.4 8 3.0 8 3.0 8 6.3 8 6.3 2 1.2 2 1.2 113§ 9.7 | 124 ! 10.7
01. Dependent 40 | 142 | 42 150 | 49 157 | 51 164 | 12 4.4 12 4.4 15 11.7 | 17 133 4 23 5 2.9 120 { 10.3 | 127 ! 10.9

Total scored respondents| 250 | 89.0 | 258 | 91.8 | 276 | 88.5 | 282 | 90.4 | 264 | 97.8 | 264 | 97.8 | 122 1 953 | 123 | 96.1 | 167 | 97.1 | 169 | 98.3 | 1079 | 92.8 | 1096 | 94.2
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 29 1103 | 21 7.5 34 1109 | 29 9.3 6 2.2 6 2.2 6 4.7 5 3.9 5 2.9 3 1.7 80 6.9 64 5.5
88. Not attempted 2 0.7 2 0.7 2 0.6 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.3 3 0.3

Total respondentsl 281 { 100 | 281 | 100 | 312 | 100 | 312 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 | 100 § 1163 ! 100 | 1163} 100

Table D4.b.7: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Car Transfer Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual . . Most Dep. .
Usual Usual u Usual (3-Day) Most Dep Most Dep p Most Dep

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
Sig. .
n df %2 n df %2 Sig.

7g. Car transfer 1079 20 305.94 p<.0001 1096 20 309.70 p<.0001
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Table D4.c.7: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Car Transfer Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

7g. Car transfer 0.96 0.92 t0 0.98 0.96 0.93t00.98 0.93 0.86 t0 0.97 0.98 0.93 to 1.00 0.91 0.83 to 0.96 0.96 0.95 to0 0.97

Table D4.d.1: Equality of Medians, Bed Mobility and Transfer Results

Individuals With an
Intellectual or Developmental

Individuals With
a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Individuals With Serious

Elderly Disability

Nonparametric K-sample test*

Disability
Bed Mobility and Transfer ltems Usual | Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual M(::letep. Usual M‘::taI::p' Usual M(::letep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) |(Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) Month) (3-Day) Month) (3-Day) Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
Mdni IQR [Mdni IQR | Mdn | IQR |[Mdni{ IQR | Mdn IQR [Mdn: IQR |Mdn{ IQR {Mdn IQR [Mdn: IQR | Mdn IQR x2 p x2 E p

7a. Roll left and right 6 14-6| 6 135-6/ 6 2-6 6 2-6 6 6-6 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6 * * 3.26 ip=.5153
7b. Sitting to lying 6 13-6| 6 3-6 6 2-6 6 2-6 6 6-6 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6 * * * *
7c. Lying to sitting on side of bed 6 13-6| 4 3-6 6 2-6 6 2-6 6 6-6 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 15-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6 * * * *
7d. Sit to stand 4 13-6| 4 3-6 6 2-6 5 2-6 6 6-6 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 14-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6 * * 3.14 1p=.5352
7e. Chair/bed-to-chair transfer 4 12-6| 4 2-6 | 45 2-6 4 1-6 6 6-6 6 16-6| 6 B35-6/ 6 35-6 6 16-6| 6 16-6 * * * *
7f. Toilet transfer 4 12-6| 4 2-6 6 2-6 5 2-6 6 6-6 6 16-6| 6 16-6| 6 15-6| 6 16-6| 6 16-6 * * * *
7g. Car transfer 3 12-4| 3 2-4 4 2-6 4 2-6 6 6-6 6 16-6| 6 13-6| 6 13-6| 6 15-6| 6 14-6 * * * *

*K-sample equality-of-medians test is only performed when sufficient variability in median scores is present.
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5.

Table D5: Walking Ability (Yes or No)

Ambulation Mobility

Individuals With an

Individuals Individuals With Individuals Individuals With
8. Does the Person Walk . . Intellectual or . X . . .
Who Are Frail a Physical With a Brain Serious Mental All Participants
LIRS B Elderl Disabilit Developmental Injur lliness
Population v v Disability Jury

0. Yes 216 76.9 174 55.1 246 91.1 99 77.3 164 95.4 899 77.0
1. No, but walking is 10 | 36 24 7.6 2 0.7 4 3.1 2 1.2 42 36
indicated in future
2. No, and walking is not 55 | 196 @ 118 373 22 8.2 25 | 195 6 35 26 | 194
indicated

Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D5.a.1: Contingency Table of Walks 10 Feet Scores By CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past

Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail

Elderly

Individuals With a Physical

Disability

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious
Mental lliness

All Participants

8a. Walks 10 Feet Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 140 | 65.7 | 132 { 62.0 | 137 | 79.2 | 133 1 769 | 236 | 959 | 235 | 955 | 88 {839 | 88 889 | 157 | 95.7 | 155 | 945 | 758 | 84.7 | 743 | 83.0
05. Setup or cleanup 5 24 5 2.4 4 2.3 4 2.3 1 0.4 1 0.4 1 1.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 1.2 11 1.2
04. Supervision/touching 41 {193 | 45 21.1 | 22 12.7 | 24 13.9 5 2.0 5 2.0 5 5.1 3 3.0 2 1.2 4 2.4 75 8.4 81 9.1
03. Partial/moderate 13 6.1 13 6.1 5 2.9 3.5 1 0.4 2 0.8 1 1.0 1 1.0 5 3.1 5 3.1 25 2.8 27 3.0
02. Substantial/maximal 9 4.2 11 5.2 3 1.7 4 2.3 3 1.2 2 0.8 3 3.0 4 4.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 2.0 21 2.4
01. Dependent 4 1.9 6 2.8 1 0.6 1 0.6 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 1.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 0.7 9 1.0
Total scored respondents] 212 | 99.5 | 212 1 99.5 | 172 | 99.4 | 172 { 99.4 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 98 199.0 | 164 | 100 | 164 | 100 | 893 | 99.8 | 892 | 99.7
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0
09. Not applicable 1 0.5 0.5 1 0.6 1 0.6 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.2 0.2
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
Total respondentsl 213 | 100 | 213 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 164 | 100 | 164 | 100 § 895 | 100 | 895 ! 100
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Table D5.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Walks 10 Feet Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual  Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

8a. Walks 10 feet 893 20 112.22 p<.0001 892 20 127.72 p<.0001

Table D5.c.1: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Walks 10 Feet Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical LLLA RIS Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Elderly Disability Lkl AR IS a Brain Injury Mental lliness AR

Developmental Disability

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
() () ()
Tau () 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl

. Walks 10 feet 0.91 0.84 t0 0.95 0.92 0.79t00.97 0.94 0.74 to0 1.00 0.99 0.97 to 1.00 0.88 0.61 to 1.00 0.93 0.89t0 0.96

Table D5.a.2: Contingency Table of Walks 50 Feet With Two Turns Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals With an
Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
. Intellectual or . All Participants
Elderly Disability o a Brain Injury Mental lliness
) Developmental Disability
. Walks 50 Feet With Two

Turns Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 85 139.7| 76 355 | 106 | 61.3 | 102 1 59.0 | 227 1923 | 225 1915 | 78 1796 | 77 786 | 141 | 8.0 | 136 : 82.9 | 637 | 71.2 | 616 | 68.8

05. Setup or cleanup 3 1.4 3 1.4 2 1.2 2 1.2 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 1.2 6 0.7 8 0.9
04. Supervision/touching 44 1206 | 47 1220 18 {104 | 21 | 121 9 3.7 9 3.7 11 {112 | 10 ;| 10.2 7 43 10 6.1 89 9.9 97 1 10.8
03. Partial/moderate 23 1108 | 25 117 | 10 5.8 9 5.2 2 0.8 2 0.8 1 1.0 1 1.0 5 3.1 7 43 41 4.6 44 4.9
02. Substantial/maximal 14 6.5 14 6.5 5 2.9 7 4.1 1 0.4 2 0.8 4 4.1 5 5.1 2 1.2 2 1.2 26 2.9 30 34
01. Dependent 25 1117 | 29 {136 | 10 5.8 10 5.8 1 0.4 1 0.4 3 31 3 31 2 1.2 2 1.2 41 4.6 45 5.0

Total scored respondents] 194 | 90.7 | 194 | 90.7 | 151 | 87.3 | 151 | 87.3 | 240 | 97.6 | 240 | 97.6 | 97 199.0 | 96 ! 98.0 | 158 | 96.3 | 159 | 97.0 | 840 | 93.9 | 840 | 93.9
07. Person refused 1 0.5 1 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 16 7.5 16 7.5 18 1104 | 18 | 104 6 2.4 6 2.4 1 1.0 1 1.0 6 3.7 5 3.1 47 5.3 46 5.1
88. Not attempted 3 1.4 3 1.4 4 23 4 2.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 0.8 8 0.9

Total respondentsl 214 | 100 | 214 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 98 100 98 100 | 164 | 100 | 164 | 100 § 895 | 100 | 895 | 100
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Table D5.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Walks 50 Feet With Two Turns Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

8b. Walks 50 feet with two

turns 840 20 181.99 p<.0001 840 20 196.63 p<.0001

Table D5.c.2: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Walks 50 Feet With Two Turns Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical '"dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
. Intellectual or All Participants
Elderly Disability

Brain Inj Mental Ill
Developmental Disability aBraininjury entaliiness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (1s) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI
f:r:nvsvalks 50 feet with two 0.91 0.85 to 0.95 0.94 0.87t00.98 0.92 0.75 to 1.00 0.96 0.82to0 1.00 0.86 0.74 to 0.96 0.93 0.90 to 0.95

Table D5.a.3: Contingency Table of Walks 150 Feet Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical B e an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or a Brain Iniur Mental Iliness All Participants
Developmental Disability Iury

Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

Elderly Disability

8c. Walks 150 Feet

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 49 1228 | 46 1214 | 80 46.2 | 77 1445 | 216 {878 | 213 1 8.6 | 68 687 | 66 !66.7 | 116 | 71.6 | 111 { 685 § 529 | 59.1 | 513 | 57.3

05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.2 2 1.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2 2 0.2
04. Supervision/touching 27 1126 | 30 | 140 | 12 6.9 14 8.1 7 2.9 8 33 9 9.1 10 | 101 | 14 8.6 18 {111 69 7.7 80 8.9
03. Partial/moderate 19 8.8 20 9.3 7 4.1 8 4.6 4 1.6 5 2.0 2 2.0 2 2.0 2 1.2 4 2.5 34 3.8 39 4.4
02. Substantial/maximal 9 4.2 9 4.2 7 4.1 7 4.1 1 0.4 2 0.8 6 6.1 6 6.1 3 1.9 4 2.5 26 2.9 28 31
01. Dependent 43 1200 | 44 1205 | 24 {139 | 24 139 2 0.8 2 0.8 5 5.1 5 5.1 11 6.8 13 8.0 85 9.5 88 9.8

Total scored respondents] 147 | 68.4 | 149 | 69.3 | 132 | 76.3 | 132 1 76.3 | 230 | 935 | 230 1 935 | 90 1909 | 89 !89.9 | 146 ! 90.1 | 150 ; 92.6 | 745 | 83.2 | 750 | 83.8
07. Person refused 0 0.0 1 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 59 {274 | 57 1265 | 34 {197 | 34 {197 | 12 4.9 12 4.9 5 5.1 6 6.1 14 8.6 10 6.2 124 | 139 | 119 | 13.3
88. Not attempted 9 4.2 8 3.7 7 4.1 7 4.1 4 1.6 4 1.6 4 4.0 4 4.0 2 1.2 2 1.2 26 2.9 25 2.8

Total respondentsl 215} 100 | 215 { 100 | 173 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 162 | 100 | 162 | 100 § 895 | 100 | 895 | 100
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Table D5.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Walks 150 Feet Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) | (Past Month) | (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

8c. Walks 150 Feet 745 20 200.40 p<.0001 750 20 196.45 p<.0001

Table D5.c.3: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Walks
150 Feet Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

All Participants

Elderly Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% Cl 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl
Tau (1) Tau (1) ° Tau (1) ° (1) ? () ¢ Tau (1) 0
8c. Walks 150 feet 0.97 0.84 to 0.99 0.96 0.92t00.99 0.89 0.71to 0.98 0.97 0.87 to 1.00 0.88 0.76 t0 0.95 0.95 0.92t0 0.97

Table D5.a.4: Contingency Table of Walks 10 Feet on Uneven Surfaces Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail  Individuals With a Physical LI ERE L Ch) Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or
Elderl Disabilit Brain Injur: Mental llin
ery =il Developmental Disability 4 Jury enta €58

All Participants

8d. Walks 10 Feet on Uneven Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
Surfaces (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 43 1201 | 40 18.7 | 69 399 | 64 1370 187 {763 | 18 | 755 | 63 64.3 59 60.2 | 102 | 62.6 | 100 | 61.4 | 464 | 52.0 | 448 | 50.2
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 1 0.5 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1 3 0.3
04. Supervision/touching 52 243 51 23.8 30 17.3 32 18.5 28 114 29 11.8 15 15.3 17 17.4 12 7.4 15 9.2 137 | 15.3 | 144 | 16.1
03. Partial/moderate 24 1112 | 24 11.2 15 8.7 17 9.8 6 2.5 6 2.5 3 3.1 3 3.1 5 3.1 5 3.1 53 5.9 55 6.2
02. Substantial/maximal 15 7.0 15 7.0 10 5.8 11 6.4 4 1.6 5 2.0 2 2.0 3 31 1 0.6 1 0.6 32 3.6 35 3.9
01. Dependent 32 150 | 37 17.3 10 5.8 12 6.9 3 1.2 3 1.2 3 3.1 3 3.1 18 11.0 | 18 | 11.0 66 7.4 73 8.2

Total scored respondents] 166 | 77.6 | 168 | 78.5 | 134 | 77.5 | 137 | 79.2 | 229 | 93.5 | 229 | 935 86 87.8 | 85 86.7 | 138 | 84.7 | 139 1853 | 753 | 84.3 | 758 | 84.9
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 1 0.1 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 37 1173 | 34 159 | 36 | 208 | 33 19.1 12 4.9 12 4.9 12 12.2 13 13.3 24 147 | 23 | 141§ 121 | 13.6 | 115 | 12.9
88. Not attempted 11 5.1 12 5.6 3 1.7 3 1.7 4 1.6 4 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 2.0 19 2.1

Total respondentsl 214 | 100 | 214 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 245 | 100 | 245 | 100 98 100 98 100 | 163 | 100 | 163 | 100 § 893 | 100 | 893 | 100
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Table D5.b.4: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Walks 10 Feet on Uneven Surfaces Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

8d. Walks 10 feet on uneven

753 20 175.60 p<.0001 758 20 180.24 p<.0001
surfaces

Table D5.c.4: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Walks 10 Feet on Uneven Surfaces Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious
a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical

Elderly Disability All Participants

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (1s) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI
8d. Walks 10 feet on 094 |0.88t0098| 092 |0.85t00.96| 097 |0.90t00.99]  0.89 07410097 096 |089t01.00] 095 |0.93t00.96
uneven surfaces

Table D5.a.5: Contingency Table of 1 Step (Curb) Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail  Individuals With a Physical LI EREEA , LaCh) Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderly Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Developmental Disability

8e. 1 Step (Curb) Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 61 1284 | 53 1247 | 8 1480 | 79 1457 | 201 \81.7| 200 !813 | 72 1727 | 67 {677 | 124 {76.1 | 121 {742 | 541 | 60.4 | 520 | 58.0
05. Setup or cleanup 2 0.9 2 0.9 2 1.2 2 1.2 1 0.4 1 0.4 2 2.0 2 2.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 0.8 7 0.8
04. Supervision/touching 50 {233 | 53 1247 | 31 {179 | 36 {208 | 25 | 10.2 | 24 9.8 11 {111 | 12 121 | 16 9.8 18 {11.0 § 133 | 14.8 | 143 | 16.0
03. Partial/moderate 33 1154 | 36 167 | 13 7.5 16 9.3 5 2.0 5 2.0 3 3.0 4 4.0 9 5.5 11 6.8 63 7.0 72 8.0
02. Substantial/maximal 19 8.8 19 8.8 14 8.1 14 8.1 6 24 8 33 3 3.0 4 4.0 2 1.2 2 1.2 44 4.9 47 5.3
01. Dependent 27 1126 | 32 | 149 9 5.2 11 6.4 1 0.4 1 0.4 2 2.0 3 3.0 10 6.1 10 6.1 49 5.5 57 6.4

Total scored respondents] 192 | 89.3 | 195 : 90.7 | 152 | 87.9 | 158 1 91.3 | 239 1 97.2 | 239 1 97.2 | 93 1939 | 92 1929 | 161 {988 | 162 {99.4 | 837 | 93.4 | 846 | 94.4
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 18 8.4 17 7.9 18 | 104 | 13 7.5 7 2.9 7 2.9 6 6.1 6 6.1 2 1.2 1 0.6 51 5.7 44 4.9
88. Not attempted 5 23 3 1.4 3 1.7 2 1.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 0.9 6 0.7

Total respondentsl 215} 100 | 215 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 163 | 100 | 163 | 100 § 896 | 100 | 896 | 100
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Table D5.b.5: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between 1 Step (Curb) Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig.

8e. 1 step (curb) 837 20 176.63 p<.0001 846 20 194.01 p<.0001

Usual (3-Day) | Usual (3-Day) Usual (3-Day)  Usual (3-Day)

n df %2 Sig.

Table D5.c.5: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, 1
Step (Curb) Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious
a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical

Elderly Disability AR

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (1s) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

. 1 step (curb) 0.91 0.85 to 0.95 0.95 0.90t0 0.98 0.98 0.93 t0 0.99 0.84 0.65 t0 0.93 0.95 0.87 t0 0.98 0.94 0.92 t0 0.96

Table D5.a.6: Contingency Table of 4 Steps Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past Month)
Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical B e an Individuals With Individuals With Serious L.
Elderl Disabilit Intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
¥ Y Developmental Disability jury

8f. 4 Steps Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 51 1238 | 40 1187 | 67 {387 | 61 1353 | 208 | 84.6 | 206 | 83.7 | 65 ! 657 | 63 1636 | 113 | 689 | 109 | 66.5 J 504 | 56.3 | 479 | 53.5
05. Setup or cleanup 1 0.5 2 0.9 1 0.6 2 1.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3 5 0.6
04. Supervision/touching 32 {150 | 40 ;187 | 27 {156 | 32 {185 | 20 8.1 21 8.5 11 | 111 9 9.1 14 8.5 15 9.2 104 | 116 | 117 | 13.1
03. Partial/moderate 23 1108 | 23 108 | 11 6.4 13 7.5 4 1.6 4 1.6 3 3.0 4 4.0 6 3.7 9 5.5 47 5.3 53 5.9
02. Substantial/maximal 23 1108 | 25 {117 | 10 5.8 11 6.4 1 0.4 2 0.8 2 2.0 4 4.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 37 4.1 43 4.8
01. Dependent 28 113.1 | 32 {150 | 13 7.5 14 8.1 1 0.4 1 0.4 3 3.0 4 4.0 16 9.8 17 {104 61 6.8 68 7.6

Total scored respondents] 158 | 73.8 | 162 | 75.7 | 129 | 74.6 | 133 1 769 | 234 1 951 | 234 1 951 | 8 1859 | 8 859 | 150 {915 | 151 ;92.1 | 756 | 84.4 | 765 | 85.4
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 50 {234 | 46 215 | 41 {237 | 38 {220| 11 4.5 11 4.5 13 1131 | 12 (121 | 14 8.5 13 78 129 | 144 | 120 | 134
88. Not attempted 6 2.8 6 2.8 3 1.7 2 1.2 1 0.4 1 0.4 1 1.0 2 2.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 11 1.2 11 1.2

Total respondentsl 214 | 100 | 214 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 173 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 164 | 100 | 164 | 100 § 896 | 100 | 896 | 100
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Table D5.b.6: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between 4 Steps Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
%2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.
8f. 4 Steps 756 20 188.74 p<.0001 765 20 215.62 p<.0001

Table D5.c.6: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
4 Steps Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderly Disability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% Cl 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl
Tau (1) Tau (1) ) Tau (15) ° (ts) ° () ° Tau (1) 0

8f. 4 steps 0.90 0.83 to 0.94 0.94 0.88t00.97 0.95 0.86 to 1.00 0.92 0.79t0 0.98 0.91 0.82t0 0.97 0.92 0.90 to 0.94

Table D5.a.7: Contingency Table of 12 Steps Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past Month)
Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail  Individuals With a Physical LI ERE L Ch) Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
. Intellectual or All Participants
Elderly Disability

a Brain Injur: Mental lliness
Developmental Disability jury

8g. 12 Steps Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 31 1144 | 19 8.8 48 1276 | 44 253 | 200 ! 813 | 197 1 80.1 | 63 636 | 60 !60.6| 96 !589 | 95 583 | 438 | 48.8 | 415 | 46.2
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 2 0.2 3 0.3
04. Supervision/touching 24 1111 | 34 1157 | 18 {103 | 20 115 | 19 7.7 21 8.5 11 {111 | 10 ;101 | 13 8.0 14 8.6 85 9.5 99 | 11.0
03. Partial/moderate 9 4.2 7 3.2 7 4.0 9 5.2 5 2.0 5 2.0 3 3.0 4 4.0 1 0.6 2 1.2 25 2.8 27 3.0
02. Substantial/maximal 10 4.6 12 5.6 3 1.7 3 1.7 1 0.4 2 0.8 4 4.0 6 6.1 1 0.6 1 0.6 19 2.1 24 2.7
01. Dependent 32 1148 | 36 167 | 20 | 115 | 22 ! 126 1 0.4 1 0.4 1 1.0 1 1.0 21 {129 | 22 ! 135 75 8.4 82 9.1

Total scored respondentsj 106 | 49.1 | 108 | 50.0 | 96 | 552 | 99 569 | 226 | 919 | 226 | 91.9 | 83 1838 | 82 !828 | 133 | 816 | 135 ;828 | 644 | 71.7 | 650 | 72.4
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 104 | 48.2 | 102 | 47.2 | 75 {431 | 73 {420 | 18 7.3 18 7.3 15 1152 | 16 1162 | 29 {178 | 27 | 16.6 | 241 | 26.8 | 236 | 26.3
88. Not attempted 6 2.8 6 2.8 3 1.7 2 1.2 2 0.8 2 0.8 1 1.0 1 1.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 13 1.5 12 1.3

Total respondentsl 216 | 100 | 216 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 163 | 100 | 163 | 100 § 898 | 100 | 898 | 100
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Table D5.b.7: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between 12 Steps Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
%2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.
8g. 12 steps 644 20 170.96 p<.0001 650 20 214.15 p<.0001

Table D5.c.7: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
12 Steps Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderly Disability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% Cl 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl
Tau (1) Tau (1) ) Tau (15) ° (ts) ° () ° Tau (1) 0

. 12 steps 0.90 0.84 t0 0.93 0.93 0.88t00.97 0.93 0.84 t0 0.98 0.89 0.77 t0 0.96 0.96 0.89 to 1.00 0.93 0.90 to 0.95

Table D5.a.8: Contingency Table of Walks Indoors Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail  Individuals With a Physical LI ERE L Ch) Individuals With Individuals With Serious

8h. Walks Indoors Elderly Disability Il S ] or a Brain Injury Mental lliness AR
Developmental Disability

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 123 1 56.9 | 110 ! 509 | 135 | 77.6 | 129 | 741 | 234 1 95.1 | 232 1 943 | 8 859 | 8 838 | 155 ! 945 | 154 1939 | 732 | 81.4 | 708 | 78.8
05. Setup or cleanup 7 3.2 8 3.7 2 1.2 2 1.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 1.1 11 1.2
04. Supervision/touching 46 1213 | 52 1241 15 8.6 19 | 10.9 6 24 8 33 3 3.0 3 3.0 2 1.2 3 1.8 72 8.0 85 9.5
03. Partial/moderate 18 8.3 19 8.8 7 4.0 7 4.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 1 1.0 1 1.0 4 2.4 4 2.4 31 3.5 32 3.6
02. Substantial/maximal 8 3.7 10 4.6 4 23 5 2.9 1 0.4 1 0.4 4 4.0 5 5.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 17 1.9 21 23
01. Dependent 9 4.2 11 5.1 1 0.6 3 1.7 1 0.4 1 0.4 3 3.0 3 3.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 1.6 18 2.0

Total scored respondents] 211 | 97.7 | 210 | 97.2 | 164 | 94.3 | 165 | 94.8 | 243 | 988 | 243 1988 | 97 198.0| 96 !97.0| 161 {982 | 161 | 98.2 | 876 | 97.4 | 875 | 97.3
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 4 1.9 4 1.9 8 4.6 8 4.6 3 1.2 3 1.2 2 2.0 2 2.0 3 1.8 3 1.8 20 2.2 20 2.2
88. Not attempted 1 0.5 2 0.9 2 1.2 1 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3 4 0.4

Total respondentsl 216 | 100 | 216 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 164 | 100 | 164 | 100 § 899 | 100 | 899 | 100
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Table D5.b.8: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Walks Indoors Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual (VETE] Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

8h. Walks indoors 876 20 160.38 p<.0001 875 20 182.49 p<.0001

Table D5.c.8: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Walks
Indoors Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderly Disability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% Cl 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl
Tau (1) Tau (1) ° Tau (1) ° (1) ? () ¢ Tau (1) 0

8h. Walks indoors 0.88 0.81t00.93 0.88 0.76 t0 0.95 0.90 0.70 to 1.00 0.91 0.69 to 1.00 0.92 0.56 to 1.00 0.90 0.87 t0 0.94

Table D5.a.9: Contingency Table of Carries Something in Both Hands Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail  Individuals With a Physical LI ERE L Ch) Individuals With Individuals With Serious

8i. Carries Something in Both Elderly Disability Intellectual S G Mental lllness All Participants
Hands Developmental Disability

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 32 1150 29 136 | 65 374 | 64 368 | 203 | 829 | 200 | 816 | 50 505 | 47 475 | 117 {713 | 115 ; 70.1 | 467 | 52.1 | 455 | 50.8
05. Setup or cleanup 2 0.9 2 0.9 1 0.6 1 0.6 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3 4 0.5
04. Supervision/touching 6 2.8 5 2.3 5 2.9 5 2.9 6 2.5 8 33 4 4.0 5 5.1 2 1.2 2 1.2 23 2.6 25 2.8
03. Partial/moderate 6 2.8 6 2.8 5 29 5 29 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 6.1 7 7.1 0 0.0 1 0.6 17 1.9 19 2.1
02. Substantial/maximal 5 2.3 6 2.8 3 1.7 3 1.7 2 0.8 1 0.4 3 3.0 3 3.0 1 0.6 2 1.2 14 1.6 15 1.7
01. Dependent 95 1444 | 96 | 449 | 55 (316 | 56 |322| 12 4.9 13 53 15 1152 | 16 {162 | 30 ! 183 | 31 189 | 207 | 23.1 | 212 | 23.7

Total scored respondents] 146 | 68.2 | 144 | 67.3 | 134 | 77.0 | 134 { 77.0 | 223 {910 | 223 1910 | 78 | 788 | 78 {788 | 150 | 91.5 | 151 192.1 | 731 | 81.6 | 730 | 815
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 62 | 29.0 | 62 {29.0 | 36 |20.7| 36 {207 | 17 6.9 17 6.9 18 | 182 | 18 | 182 | 13 7.9 13 79 | 146 | 16.3 | 146 | 16.3
88. Not attempted 6 2.8 8 3.7 4 2.3 4 2.3 5 2.0 5 2.0 3 3.0 3 3.0 1 0.6 0 0.0 19 2.1 20 2.2

Total respondentsl 214 | 100 | 214 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 245 | 100 | 245 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 164 | 100 | 164 | 100 § 896 | 100 | 896 | 100
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Table D5.b.9: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Carries Something in Both Hands Scores and
B-LTSS Population
Usual Usual (3- Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) Day) » Si (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df X & n df 22 Sig.

Usual (3-Day) Usual (3-Day)

8i. Carries something in both

731 20 236.27 p<.0001 730 20 238.94 p<.0001
hands scores

Table D5.¢.9: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Carries Something in Both Hands Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious
a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical

Elderly Disability All Participants

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau () 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl
8i. Carries something in 0.97 0.89t0 0.99 0.98 0.91to 1.00 0.93 0.83 t0 0.99 0.93 0.80t0 0.99 0.95 0.88 t0 0.98 0.96 0.94t0 0.98
both hands scores

Table D5.a.10: Contingency Table of Picking Up Object Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail  Individuals With a Physical LI EREEA , LaCh) Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Developmental Disability

8j. Picking Up Object Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

Elderly Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 56 {259 | 53 1245 | 8 460 | 79 454 | 214 870 | 212 1 8.2 | 65 ! 657 | 60 !606 | 122 | 753 | 114 | 70.4 | 537 | 59.9 | 518 | 57.8
05. Setup or cleanup 2 0.9 2 0.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.8 4 1.6 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 4 0.5 8 0.9
04. Supervision/touching 11 5.1 14 6.5 9 5.2 8 4.6 6 2.4 5 2.0 7 7.1 7 7.1 10 6.2 12 7.4 43 | 4.8 46 5.1
03. Partial/moderate 10 | 46 10 4.6 10 5.8 9 5.2 2 0.8 3 1.2 3 3.0 3 3.0 5 3.1 7 4.3 30 33 32 3.6
02. Substantial/maximal 5 2.3 4 1.9 6 3.5 6 35 2 0.8 2 0.8 3 3.0 3 3.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 17 1.9 16 1.8
01. Dependent 79 1366 | 8 {370 42 {241 | 46 |264 | 12 4.9 12 4.9 12 1121 | 16 {162 | 17 {105 | 23 142 | 162 | 18.1 | 177 | 19.7

Total scored respondents] 163 | 75.5 | 163 | 75.5 | 147 | 845 | 148 | 85.1 | 238 | 96.8 | 238 | 96.8 | 90 90.9 90 90.9 | 155 1 95.7 | 158 1975 | 793 | 884 | 797 | 88.9
07. Person refused 0 0.0 1 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 47 1218 | 45 1208 | 22 {126 | 21 | 121 5 2.0 5 2.0 8 8.1 8 8.1 6 3.7 3 1.9 88 9.8 82 9.1
88. Not attempted 6 2.8 7 3.2 5 2.9 5 2.9 3 1.2 3 1.2 1 1.0 1 1.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 16 1.8 17 1.9

Total respondentsl 216 | 100 | 216 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 162 | 100 | 162 | 100 § 897 | 100 | 897 | 100
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Table D5.b.10: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Picking Up Object Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual

(3-Day)

(VTE]
(3-Day)

Usual

(3-Day)

(VTE]

(3-Day)

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

n df

df
20

Sig. n
p<.0001 797

Sig.
p<.0001

%2
183.72

%2

8j. Picking up object 793 20 174.29

Table D5.c.10: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Picking Up Object Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious ..
Mental lliness All Participants

Elderly Disability

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% Cl 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl
Tau (w) Tau (1) ° Tau (15) ° (ts) ° () ¢ Tau (1) °
8j. Picking up object 0.97 0.89 to 0.99 0.95 0.85t00.98 0.96 0.86 to 0.99 0.85 0.71t0 0.95 0.85 0.73t00.92 0.94 0.92 t0 0.96

Table D5.a.11: Contingency Table of Walks for 15 Minutes Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent
(Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals Who Are Frail
Elderly

Individuals With a Physical
Disability

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious

Mental lliness All Participants

8k. Walks for 15 Minutes Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 24 1111 | 21 9.7 51 293 | 52 299 | 197 1 80.1 | 196 | 79.7 | 56 [ 56.6 | 54 1546 | 79 488 | 77 {475 | 407 | 454 | 400 | 44.6
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2
04. Supervision/touching 12 5.6 11 5.1 8 4.6 9 5.2 16 6.5 16 6.5 6 6.1 6 6.1 13 8.0 14 8.6 55 6.1 56 6.2
03. Partial/moderate 6 2.8 7 3.2 1 0.6 1 0.6 3 1.2 3 1.2 4 4.0 4 4.0 2 1.2 2 1.2 16 1.8 17 19
02. Substantial/maximal 5 23 6 2.8 3 1.7 3 1.7 2 0.8 2 0.8 4 4.0 4 4.0 1 0.6 2 1.2 15 1.7 17 1.9
01. Dependent 61 | 282 | 63 29.2 | 45 259 | 47 27.0 10 4.1 11 4.5 7 7.1 8 8.1 42 259 | 45 1278 | 165 | 184 | 174 | 194
Total scored respondents] 108 | 50.0 | 108 | 50.0 | 108 | 62.1 | 112 | 64.4 | 228 | 92.7 | 229 | 93.1 77 77.8 77 77.8 | 137 1 846 | 140 | 86.4 | 658 | 73.4 | 666 | 74.3
07. Person refused o {0o0o| o {o00| 0o 00| 0 {o00| 0 00| O {00| 0 (00| O 00| 0 (00| 0 {00] 0 { 00| 0 |00
09. Not applicable 100 | 46.3 | 99 | 458 | 62 35.6 | 58 33.3 14 5.7 13 5.3 16 16.2 17 17.2 24 148 | 21 | 13.0 J 216 | 24.1 | 208 | 23.2
88. Not attempted 8 3.7 9 4.2 4 2.3 4 2.3 4 1.6 4 1.6 6 6.1 5 5.1 1 0.6 1 0.6 23 2.6 23 2.6
Total respondentsl 216 | 100 | 216 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 246 | 100 | 246 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 162 | 100 | 162 | 100 §| 897 | 100 | 897 ! 100
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Table D5.b.11: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Walks 15 for Minutes Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

8k. Walks for 15 minutes 658 20 178.34 p<.0001 666 20 188.88 p<.0001

Table D5.c.11: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderly Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Developmental Disability

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% Cl 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl
Tau (1) Tau (1) ) Tau (15) ° (ts) ° () ° Tau (1) 0

8k. Walks for 15 minutes 0.95 0.86 to 0.99 0.99 0.94 to 1.00 0.96 0.89 to0 0.99 0.93 0.82to 1.00 0.94 0.86 t0 0.97 0.96 0.94t0 0.98

Table D5.a.12: Contingency Table of Walks Across a Street Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent
(Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail  Individuals With a Physical LI ERE L Ch) Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
. Intellectual or All Participants
Elderly Disability

a Brain Injur: Mental lliness
Developmental Disability jury

81. Walks Across a Street Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 19 8.8 16 7.4 33 1190 33 1190 | 164 1 669 | 162 ! 66.1 | 54 1546 | 51 ;515 | 8 {546 | 8 528 ] 359 | 40.0 | 348 ! 38.8
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.2 3 1.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3 3 0.3
04. Supervision/touching 21 9.7 23 1107 | 10 5.8 11 6.3 33 {135 | 35 | 143 8 8.1 9 9.1 14 8.6 15 9.2 86 9.6 93 | 104
03. Partial/moderate 3 1.4 3 1.4 4 2.3 4 2.3 1 0.4 1 0.4 3 3.0 3 3.0 2 1.2 3 1.8 13 1.5 14 1.6
02. Substantial/maximal 3 1.4 2 0.9 2 1.2 2 1.2 5 2.0 5 2.0 3 3.0 4 4.0 2 1.2 3 1.8 15 1.7 16 1.8
01. Dependent 35 1162 | 38 (176 | 32 184 | 32 184 | 18 7.4 17 6.9 2 2.0 4 4.0 12 7.4 14 | 86 99 ! 11.0 | 105 | 11.7

Total scored respondents] 81 {375 | 8 380 | 81 !46.6 | 82 {471 | 224 {914 | 223 1910| 70 707 | 71 {717 | 119 | 73.0 | 121 {742 | 575 | 64.1 | 579 | 64.6
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 134 { 62.0 | 133 | 616 | 90 | 51.7 | 89 | 51.2 | 18 7.4 19 7.8 28 {283 | 27 {273 | 43 {264 | 41 {252 ] 313 | 349 | 309 | 34.5
88. Not attempted 1 0.5 1 0.5 2 1.2 2 1.2 3 1.2 3 1.2 1 1.0 1 1.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 8 0.9 8 0.9

Total respondentsl 216 | 100 | 216 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 174 | 100 | 245 | 100 | 245 | 100 99 100 99 100 | 163 | 100 | 163 | 100 § 897 | 100 | 897 | 100
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Table D5.b.12: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Walks Across Street Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

8l. Walks across a street 575 20 136.00 p<.0001 579 20 139.60 p<.0001

Table D5.c.12: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Walks Across a Street Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderly Disability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% CI 95% CI 95% ClI 95% CI 95% ClI 95% CI
Tau () Tau (ts) ° Tau (tb) (Tb) ° () Tau (s) 0

8l. Walks across a street 0.93 0.79t0 0.98 1.00 1.00 to 1.00 0.98 0.94 to 1.00 0.87 0.65 to 0.96 0.92 0.79 t0 0.97 0.96 0.92t0 0.97
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Table D5.d.1: Equality of Medians, Ambulation Item Results

Individuals Who Are  Individuals With a Physical Individuals With an Individuals With

s . Intellectual or L,
Frail Elderly Disability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious
Mental lliness

Nonparametric K sample test*

Ambulation Items Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) [(Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)| (3-Day) (Past (3-Day) (Past Month)
IQR [Mdn{ 1QR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | 1R | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IGR [Mdn! 1R | 32 p x2 p
8a. Walks 10 feet 6 {4-6/ 6 |4-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 16-6| 6 {6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 6-6] * * 8.03 |p=.0905
8b. Walks 50 feetwithtwo § i3 ¢l 4 136 6 {a-6| 6 |4-6| 6 {6-6| 6 16-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 i6-6| 6 {6-6] = * 7.67 |p=.1044
turns
8c. Walks 150 feet 411-6/ 4 16 6 |3-6| 6 |3-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |4-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {4-6] * * 731 |p=.1201
8d. Walks 10 feet on 4 12-6| 4 {24 6 [3-6| 4 {3-6| 6 {6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |4-6| 6 |4-6| 6 l4-6| 6 {4a-6] = * 7.77 |p=.1005
uneven surfaces
8e. 1 step (curb) 413-6| 4 /26 6 |4-6|55/3-6| 6 |6-6|] 6 |{6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 45-6/ 6 |6-6| 6 {4-6] * * 8.01 |p=.0912
8f. 4 steps 412-6| 4 !2-5/ 6 {3-6| 4 [3-6| 6 [6-6| 6 {6-6| 6 {6-6| 6 |5-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {4-6] * * 7.90 |{p=.0951
8g. 12 steps 4 {1-6/ 3 {1-4| 5 |3-6| 4 [2-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |{6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |4-6| 6 |4-6| 6 {4-6] * * 6.77 |p=.1485
8h. Walks indoors 6 14-6/ 6 |4-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |{6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {6-6] * * 4.60 |p=.3306
8i. Carries something in 111-4| 1 {1-35 4 [1-6| 4 [1-6| 6 (6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 [3-6| 6 |{3-6| 6 (6-6| 6 {6-6] * * | 804 |p=.0902
both hands
8j. Picking up object 2i1-6| 2 |1-6| 6 |1-6| 6 |1-6| 6 {6-6| 6 {6-6| 6 {4-6| 6 |4-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {4-6] * * 7.75 |p=.1011
8k. Walks for 15minutes | 1 {1-4| 1 {1-4 4 {1-6| 4 {1-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |4-6| 6 |4-6| 6 [1-6| 6 [1-6] * * 510 [p=.2771
8l. Walks across a street 3{1-4| 3 {1-4| 4 [1-6| 4 {1-6| 6 {4-6| 6 {4-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |4-6| 6 |4-6| 6 {4-6] * * 2.84 |p=.5844

*K-sample equality-of-medians test is only performed when sufficient variability in median scores is present.
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6. Manual Wheelchair Mobility

Table D6: Contingency Table of Manual Wheelchair Use Scores by CB-LTSS Population

Individuals With an

9. Manual Wheelchair Use Scores :‘::‘:fal;r IIESI(YZ:‘IO I:: “s’ilgaula;s‘;\c;l'i‘ ta Intellectual or Ind;’::;:‘a::.ﬁlth 4 Se:;(:::al;iltsaw;lt:ess All Participants
by CB-LTSS Population v b v Developmental Disability Jury

0. No 152 54.1 177 56.2 241 89.3 88 68.8 152 88.4 810 69.5

1. Yes 129 45.9 138 43.8 29 10.7 40 31.3 20 11.6 356 30.5

Total respondents 281 100 315 100 270 100 128 100 172 100 1166 100

Table D6.a: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Motorized Wheelchair Use Scores and CB-LTSS Population

9. Manual wheelchair

1166 4 136.39 p<.0001
use

Table D6.a.1: Contingency Table of (Manual) Wheels 50 Feet with Two Turns Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and
Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious -
. e Intellectual or . All Participants
Elderly Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

tal Disability

- (Manual) Wheels 50 Feet Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
with Two Turns (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 28 1217 | 26 1202 | 61 449 | 60 441 8 27.6 8 27.6 13 325 12 30.0 | 10 ! 52.6 10 | 52.6 | 120 | 34.0 | 116 | 32.9
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.0 2 5.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.6 2 0.6
04. Supervision/touching 4 Sodl 4 31 3 2.2 3 2.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.0 2 5.0 1 5.3 1 5.3 10 2.8 10 2.8
03. Partial/moderate 5 3.9 5 3.9 3 2.2 4 2.9 1 3.5 1 3.5 3 7.5 3 7.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 12 34 13 3.7
02. Substantial/maximal 13 ! 10.1 13 10.1 6 4.4 6 4.4 4 13.8 4 13.8 2 5.0 2 5.0 3 15.8 4 21.1 28 7.9 29 8.2
01. Dependent 73 1566 | 76 | 589 | 53 39.0 | 58 | 427 13 | 44.8 13 | 448 16 | 40.0 16 | 40.0 3 15.8 4 21.1 | 158 | 44.8 | 167 | 47.3

Total scored respondents] 123 | 95.4 | 124 1 96.1 | 126 | 92.7 | 131 | 96.3 26 1| 89.7 26 89.7 38 1950 | 37 92.5 17 89.5 19 100 f 330 1 93.5 | 337 1955

07. Person refused 1 0.8 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3
09. Not applicable 5 39 4 3.1 10 7.4 5 3.7 3 10.3 3 10.3 2 5.0 2 5.0 1 5.3 0 0.0 21 6.0 14 4.0
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 1 5.3 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3

Total respondentsl 129 | 100 | 129 | 100 | 136 | 100 | 136 | 100 29 100 29 100 40 100 40 100 19 100 19 100 § 353 | 100 | 353 | 100
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Table D6.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between (Manual) Wheels 50 Feet With Two Turns

Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

Usual (3-D
sua):z g (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)

(3-Day) (3-Day)
n df Sig. n df x2 Sig.

9a.
Two Turns

Wheels 50 Feet with 330 20 48.57 0p=0.0004 337 20 50.24 p=0.0002

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau () 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl
9a. Wheels 50 feet with 0.95 0.87 to 1.00 0.98 0.94 to 1.00 1.000 - 1.00 - 1.00 - 0.97 0.94 to 0.99
two turns

Table D6.c.1: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
(Manual) Wheels 50 Feet With Two Turns Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious
a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical

Elderly Disability All Participants

9b. (Manual) Wheels 150 Feet Most Dep.

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D6.a.2: Contingency Table of (Manual) Wheels 150 Feet Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LR e Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderly Disability tal Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 16 | 12.7 16 12.7 | 47 341 | 46 | 333 6 20.7 6 20.7 11 27.5 10 | 25.0 5 26.3 5 26.3 85 1242 | 83 1236
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3
04. Supervision/touching 2 1.6 1 0.8 2 1.5 1 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 5.0 2 5.0 2 10.5 2 10.5 8 2.3 6 1.7
03. Partial/moderate 3 24 5 4.0 5 3.6 5 3.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 7.5 3 7.5 B 15.8 3 15.8 14 4.0 16 4.6
02. Substantial/maximal 9 7.1 9 7.1 7 5.1 9 6.5 4 13.8 4 13.8 3 7.5 3 7.5 3 15.8 4 21.1 26 7.4 29 8.2
01. Dependent 84 66.7 84 66.7 67 48.6 72 52.2 16 55.2 16 55.2 18 45.0 18 45.0 4 21.1 5 26.3 | 189 | 53.7 | 195 | 554

Total scored respondents] 114 | 90.5 | 115 { 91.3 | 128 {1928 | 133 1 964 | 26 !89.7 | 26 [89.7 | 38 1950 | 37 1925 | 17 1895 | 19 100 § 323 1 91.8 | 330 | 93.8

07. Person refused 1 0.8 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3
09. Not applicable 11 8.7 10 78 10 7.3 5 3.6 3 10.3 3 10.3 2 5.0 2 5.0 1 5.3 0 0.0 27 7.7 20 5.7
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 1 5.3 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3

Total respondentsl 126 | 100 | 126 | 100 | 138 | 100 | 138 | 100 29 100 29 100 40 100 40 100 19 100 19 100 § 352 | 100 | 352 ! 100
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Table D6.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between (Manual) Wheels 150 Feet Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual
(3-Day)
%2
52.46

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
%2
51.87

Usual
(3-Day)

Usual Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month)
Sig. n

p=0.0001 330

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
df

20

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
Sig.
p=0.0001

(3-Day)
n df

9b. Wheels 150 feet 323 20

Table D6.c.2: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
(Manual) Wheels 150 Feet Scores by Population and Overall
Individuals With an

Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious
Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical

All Participants

Elderly Disability

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% Cl 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl 95% CI 95% Cl
Tau (w) Tau (1) ° Tau (15) ° (ts) ° () ¢ Tau (1) °
9b. Wheels 150 feet 0.99 0.97 to 1.00 0.98 0.93to0 1.00 1.000 - 1.00 - 1.00 1.00 to 1.00 0.98 0.96 to 0.99

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D6.a.3: Contingency Table of (Manual) Wheels 15 Minutes Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals With an

Individuals Who Are Frail
Elderly

Individuals With a Physical
Disability

Intellectual or

tal Disability

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious

Mental lliness

All Participants

9c. (Manual) Wheels 15
Minutes Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 6 4.7 6 4.7 29 21.0 | 27 19.6 3 10.3 B 10.3 6 15.0 5 12.5 1 5.0 1 5.0 45 1127 | 42 1118
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 1 2.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3
04. Supervision/touching 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7 1 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0 1 5.0 2 0.6 2 0.6
03. Partial/moderate 3 23 2 1.6 5.8 7 5.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 7.5 10.0 3 15.0 3 15.0 17 4.8 16 4.5
02. Substantial/maximal 3 23 5 3.9 6 4.4 7 5.1 3 10.3 B 10.3 4 10.0 10.0 2 10.0 3 15.0 18 5.1 22 6.2
01. Dependent 93 1727 | 93 727 | 71 515 | 77 | 558 16 | 55.2 16 | 55.2 20 ! 50.0 | 20 ! 50.0 8 40.0 8 40.0 | 208 | 58.6 | 214 | 60.3
Total scored respondents] 105 | 82.0 | 106 | 82.8 | 115 | 83.3 | 119 | 86.2 22 75.9 22 75.9 34 18.0| 34 85.0 15 75.0 16 1 80.0 | 291 | 82.0 | 297 | 83.7
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 23 | 18.0 | 22 17.2 | 22 15.9 18 13.0 24.1 24.1 6 15.0 6 15.0 4 20.0 4 20.0 62 | 17.5 57 116.1
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7 1 0.7 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0 0.0 2 0.6 1 0.3
Total respondentsl 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 138 | 100 | 138 | 100 29 100 29 100 40 100 40 100 20 100 20 100 § 355 | 100 | 355 | 100
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Table D6.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between (Manual) Wheels 15 Minutes Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

9c. Wheels for 15

. 291 20 54.01 p=0.0001 297 20 52.67 p=0.0001
minutes

Table D6.c.3: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
(Manual) Wheels 15 Minutes Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical
Elderly Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious

a Brain Injury Mental lliness All Participants

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
() 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (1s) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl Tau (%) 95% Cl (%) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% CI
9c. Wheels for 15 minutes 0.99 0.98 to 1.00 0.95 0.85t00.99 1.000 = 0.98 0.90to 1.00 1.00 = 0.97 0.92t00.99

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D6.a.4: Contingency Table of (Manual) Wheels Across a Street Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LD EL Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
Y Y Developmental Disability jury

9d. (Manual) Wheels Across a Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

Street (3-Day) |[(Past Month)| (3-Day) |(PastMonth)| (3-Day) |(PastMonth)| (3-Day) |(PastMonth)| (3-Day) |(PastMonth)] (3-Day) |(Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 1 0.8 1 0.8 20 14.5 20 14.5 3 10.3 3 10.3 1 2.5 1 2.5 3 15.0 4 20.0 28 7.9 29 8.2
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
04. Supervision/touching 0 0.0 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 0 0.0 1 5.0 1 5.0 2 0.6 2 0.6
03. Partial/moderate 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.5 2 1.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 2.5 1 2.5 1 5.0 1 5.0 4 11 4 11
02. Substantial/maximal 2 1.6 2 1.6 4 2.9 5 3.6 3 10.3 3 10.3 2 5.0 2 5.0 2 10.0 3 15.0 13 3.7 15 4.2
01. Dependent 68 | 53.1 68 53.1 47 341 50 36.2 16 55.2 16 55.2 16 40.0 16 40.0 5 25.0 5 25.0 § 152 | 42.8 | 155 | 43.7

Total scored respondents} 71 | 555 | 72 {563 | 73 {529 | 77 1558 | 22 {1759 | 22 1759 | 21 {525| 20 !500| 12 :60.0 | 14 ! 700 f 199 ! 56.1 | 205 ! 57.8

07. Person refused 1 0.8 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3
09. Not applicable 55 1430 | 54 1422 | 61 442 | 57 | 413 7 24.1 7 241 | 19 {475 | 20 | 50.0 7 35.0 6 30.0 | 149 | 42.0 | 144 | 40.6
88. Not attempted 1 0.8 1 0.8 4 2.9 4 2.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 5.0 0 0.0 6 1.7 5 1.4

Total respondentsl 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 138 | 100 | 138 | 100 29 100 29 100 40 100 40 100 20 100 20 100 § 355 | 100 | 355 ! 100
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Table D6.b.4: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between (Manual) Wheels Across a Street Scores
and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

9d. Wheels across a

330 20 48.57 p=0.0004 337 20 50.24 p=0.0002
street

Table D6.c.4: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
(Manual) Wheels Across a Street Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical
Elderly Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious

a Brain Injury Mental lliness All Participants

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (1s) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI
9d. Wheels across a street 1.00 - 1.00 1.00 to 1.00 1.000 - 1.00 - 1.00 - 1.00 -

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D6.d.1: Equality of Medians, Manual Wheelchair Results

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LD EL Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or Nonparametric K sample test*

Elderly Disability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Manual Wheelchair Items Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) |(Past Month)| (3-Day) |[(Past Month)| (3-Day) [(Past Month)| (3-Day) [(Past Month)| (3-Day) |(Past Month)

Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month)

Mdn; IQR [Mdn: IQR |Mdn; IQR |Mdn i IQR | Mdn: IQR | Mdni IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn{ IQR | Mdn i IQR | Mdn | IQR x2 p x2 p

9a. Wheels 50 Feet with

1 1-4 1 1-3| 4 1-6 3 1-6| 15 i1-6| 15 11-6 3 1-6 3 1-6 6 2-6 6 12-6] 19.03 [p=.0008| 20.61 ip=.0004
two turns

9b. Wheels 150 feet 1 1-2 1 1-2 1 1-6 1 1-6 1 1-2 1 1-2 2 1-6 2 1-6 3 2-6| 3 1-6] 23.43 ip=.0001] 21.74 ip=.0002

9c. Wheels for 15 minutes 1 1-1 1 1-1 1 1-6 1 1-3 1 1-2 1 1-2 1 1-3 1 1-3 1 1-3| 1.5 i1-3] 25.51 p<.0001| 24.05 ip<.0001

9d. Wheels across a street 1 1-1 1 1-1 1 1-6 1 1-6 1 1-2 1 1-2 1 1-1 1 1-1 2 1-5 2 1-6] 28.81 ip<.0001] 28.81 1p<.0001

*K-sample equality-of-medians test is only performed when sufficient variability in median scores is present.
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7. Motorized Wheelchair Mobility

Table D7: Contingency Table of Motorized Wheelchair Use Scores by CB-LTSS Population

10. Motorized Individuals Who Individuals With a LCLAEEEIR ACh) Individuals With a Individuals With

s ) . Intellectual or . ) All Participants
Wheelchair/Scooter Use Are Frail Elderly Physical Disability Developmental Disability Brain Injury Serious Mental lliness
Scores by CB-LTSS

Population n % n % n % n % n % n %
0. No 237 84.3 190 60.1 252 94.0 102 80.3 161 93.6 942 80.9
1. Yes 44 15.7 126 39.9 16 6.0 25 19.7 11 6.4 222 19.1

Total respondents | 281 100 316 100 268 100 127 100 172 100 1164 100

Table D7.a: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Motorized Wheelchair Use Scores and CB-LTSS Population

10. Motorized wheelchair use 1164 4 138.45 p<.0001




Table D7.a.1: Contingency Table of (Motorized) Wheels 50 Feet With Two Turns Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day)
and Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical B on Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
. e Intellectual or .. All Participants
Elderly Disability Developmental Disabilit a Brain Injury Mental lliness
10a. (Motorized) Wheels 50 P Y

Feet With Two Turns Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 29 169.1 | 29 69.1 | 104 | 82.5 | 104 | 82.5 12 750 | 12 | 75.0 19 | 76.0 19 | 76.0 7 63.6 7 63.6 | 171y 77.7 | 171 | 77.7

05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.6 2 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.9 2 0.9

04. Supervision/touching 2 4.8 4 9.5 1 0.8 1 0.8 3 18.8 3 18.8 1 4.0 1 4.0 0 0.0 2 18.2 7 3.2 11 5.0

03. Partial/moderate 1 24 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.8 1 6.3 1 6.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 4 1.8 3 1.4

02. Substantial/maximal 1 24 1 2.4 2 1.6 3 2.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 4 1.8 5 2.3

01. Dependent 3 7.1 4 9.5 7 5.6 7 5.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 16.0 4 16.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 6.4 15 6.8

Total scored respondents} 36 | 85.7 | 38 | 90.5 | 117 | 929 | 118 | 93.7 16 100 16 100 24 196.0| 24 :96.0 9 818 | 11 100 J| 202 | 91.8 | 207 | 94.1

07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

09. Not applicable 4 9.5 3 7.1 6 4.8 5 4.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.0 1 4.0 1 9.1 0 0.0 12 5.5 9 4.1

88. Not attempted 2 4.8 1 2.4 3 2.4 3 2.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 0 0.0 6 2.7 4 1.8

Total respondentsl 42 100 42 100 | 126 | 100 | 126 | 100 16 100 16 100 25 100 25 100 11 100 11 100 | 220 | 100 | 220 | 100

Table D7.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between (Motorized) Wheels 50 Feet With Two Turns
and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual (VTE] Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

10a. Wheels 50 feet with two

turns 202 20 32.58 p=0.0375 207 20 34.97 p=0.0203

Table D7.c.1: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
(Motorized) Wheels 50 Feet With Two Turns Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical UG BEEMAE Individuals With Individuals With Serious L.
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Injur Mental lliness All Participants
Y ¥ Developmental Disability Iury

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
% Cl % Cl | | | % Cl
Tau (1) 95% Cl Tau (ts) 95% Cl Tau (%) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (ts) 95% Cl

10a. Wheels 50 feet with

0.92 0.64 to 1.00 0.95 0.79to0 1.00 1.00 1.00 to 1.00 1.00 - 1.00 1.00 to 1.00 0.96 0.87t0 0.99
two turns

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable
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Table D7.a.2: Contingency Table of (Motorized) Wheels 150 Feet Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With Serious
Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical
Elderly Disability

Individuals With

All Participant:
a Brain Injury articipants

10b. (Motorized) Wheels 150 Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

Feet (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 28 63.6 29 65.9 | 102 | 81.6 | 103 | 824 12 75.0 12 75.0 19 76.0 18 72.0 7 63.6 7 63.6 | 168 | 76.0 | 169 | 76.5

05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.5 1 0.5

04. Supervision/touching 4 9.1 4 9.1 1 0.8 1 0.8 3 18.8 3 18.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 18.2 8 3.6 10 4.5

03. Partial/moderate 1 23 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.8 1 6.3 1 6.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 4 1.8 3 14

02. Substantial/maximal 1 23 1 2.3 2 1.6 2 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 4 1.8 4 1.8

01. Dependent 3 6.8 4 9.1 8 6.4 8 6.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 16.0 4 16.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 6.8 16 7.2

Total scored respondents] 37 | 84.1 38 86.4 | 115 1 92.0 | 116 | 92.8 16 100 16 100 23 92.0 22 88.0 9 81.8 11 100 200 1 90.5 | 203 1 919

07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

09. Not applicable 4 9.1 4 9.1 7 5.6 6 4.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.0 3 12.0 1 9.1 0 0.0 14 6.3 13 5.9

88. Not attempted 3 6.8 2 4.6 3 2.4 3 2.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 0 0.0 7 3.2 5 2.3

Total respondentsl 44 100 44 100 | 125 100 | 125 | 100 16 100 16 100 25 100 25 100 11 100 11 100 221 | 100 | 221 | 100

Table D7.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between (Motorized) Wheels 150 Feet Scores and CB-LTSS
Population
Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig.

10b. Wheels 150 feet 200 20 34.69 p=0.0218 203 20 36.80 p=0.0124

Usual (3-Day) Usual (3-Day) Usual (3-Day)  Usual (3-Day)

n df %2 Sig.

Table D7.c.2: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
(Motorized) Wheels 150 Feet Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical Individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

All Participants

Elderly Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
% Cl % Cl 1 1 1 % Cl
Tau (10) 95% Cl Tau (vs) 95% Cl Tau (w) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (vs) 95% Cl

10b. Wheels 150 feet 0.98 0.93 to 1.00 1.00 - 1.00 1.00 to 1.00 1.00 - 1.00 1.00 to 1.00 0.99 0.98 to 1.00

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable
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Table D7.a.3: Contingency Table of (Motorized) Wheels 15 Minutes Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

. Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Inc::::;:li‘::?ran Individuals With Individuals With Serious All Particioants
10c. (Motorized) Wheels 15 Elderly Disability o a Brain Injury Mental lliness -
Minutes Developmental Disability

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 21 47.7 21 47.7 94 75.2 92 73.6 12 75.0 12 75.0 19 76.0 19 76.0 5 45.5 5 455 | 151 | 68.3 | 149 | 67.4
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
04. Supervision/touching 4 9.1 4 9.1 2 1.6 2 1.6 3 18.8 3 18.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 18.2 9 4.1 11 5.0
03. Partial/moderate 0 0.0 1 23 2 1.6 2 1.6 1 6.3 1 6.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 4 1.8 5 2.3
02. Substantial/maximal 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.6 3 2.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 3 14 4 1.8
01. Dependent 5 11.4 5 11.4 8 6.4 8 6.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 16.0 4 16.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 18 8.1 18 8.1
Total scored respondents] 30 | 68.2 31 70.5 | 108 | 86.4 | 107 | 85.6 16 100 16 100 23 92.0 23 92.0 8 72.7 10 1909 | 185 | 83.7 | 187 | 84.6
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 11 1250 | 11 250 | 14 11.2 | 15 12.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 8.0 2 8.0 2 18.2 1 9.1 29 1131 | 29 | 131
88. Not attempted 3 6.8 2 4.6 3 2.4 3 2.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 0 0.0 7 3.2 5 2.3
Total respondentsl 44 100 44 100 | 125 | 100 | 125 ! 100 16 100 16 100 25 100 25 100 11 100 11 100 | 221 } 100 | 221 | 100

Table D7.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between (Motorized) Wheels for 15 Minutes Scores and CB-LTSS
Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

10c. Wheels for 15

. 185 20 34.09 p=0.0053 187 20 30.18 p=0.0171
minutes

Table D7.c.1: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
(Motorized) Wheels for 15 Minutes Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical Individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
. Intellectual or . All Participants
Elderly Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Developmental Disability

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
% Cl % Cl I I I % Cl
Tau(w) | 95%C Taulw) | 9%E Toulm) | B%C ) 95% C e 95% C e (w) | %5%C
;Oirc]‘u\é\g;eels for 15 091 |049t01.00 096 |0.80t01.00| 1.00 |1.00t0o1.00  1.00 1.00t01.00|  1.00 - 096 | 0.89t01.00

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable
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Table D7.a.4: Contingency Table of (Motorized) Wheels Across a Street Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

. Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Inc::::;:li‘::?ran Individuals With Individuals With Serious All Particioants
10d. (Motorized) Wheels Elderly Disability o a Brain Injury Mental lliness -
Across a Street Developmental Disability

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 9 20.5 9 205 | 59 46.8 | 57 1452 10 | 62.5 10 | 62.5 12 | 48.0 12 | 48.0 6 54.6 6 54.6 96 432 | 94 1423
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 4.0 1 4.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.9 2 0.9
04. Supervision/touching 1 23 1 23 5 4.0 5 4.0 3 18.8 3 18.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 9 4.1 10 4.5
03. Partial/moderate 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.6 2 1.6 1 6.3 1 6.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 4 1.8 4 1.8
02. Substantial/maximal 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.8 2 1.6 1 6.3 1 6.3 2 8.0 2 8.0 1 9.1 1 9.1 5 2.3 6 2.7
01. Dependent 3 6.8 3 6.8 8 6.4 8 6.4 1 6.3 1 6.3 3 12.0 3 12.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 15 6.8 15 6.8
Total scored respondents] 13 1296 | 13 1296 | 76 1603 | 75 1595 | 16 100 16 100 18 720 | 18 | 72.0 8 72.7 9 81.8 | 131 | 59.0 | 131 | 59.0
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
09. Not applicable 28 1636 | 28 1636 | 47 373 | 47 1373 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 28.0 7 28.0 2 18.2 2 18.2 84 1378 | 84 378
88. Not attempted 3 6.8 3 6.8 3 2.4 4 3.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 9.1 0 0.0 7 3.2 7 3.2
Total respondentsl 44 100 44 100 | 126 | 100 | 126 | 100 16 100 16 100 25 100 25 100 11 100 11 100 | 222 | 100 | 222 | 100

Table D7.b.4: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between (Motorized) Wheels Across a Street Scores
and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual (VETE] Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

10d. Wheels across a

131 20 21.44 p=0.3715 131 20 17.85 p=0.5973
street

Table D7.c.4: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
(Motorized) Wheels Across a Street Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical Individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
. Intellectual or All Participants
Elderly Disability

S Brain Injur Mental llin
Developmental Disability a8ra Jury enta €58

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
% Cl % Cl 1 1 1 % Cl
Tau (ts) 95% C Tau (1) 95% € Tau (ts) 5% C (ts) 5% ¢ (70) %C Tau (1) %€
:torz;el’\’heds acrossa 1.00 - 096 | 0.84t01.00  1.00 - 1.00 - 1.00 - 0.97 | 0.89t01.00

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable
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Table D7.d.1: Equality of Medians, Motorized Wheelchair Results

Elderly

Disability

Individuals Who are Frail Individuals With a Physical

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With a
Brain Injury

Individuals With
Serious Mental lliness

Nonparametric K sample test*

Motorized Wheelchair Items Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) |(Past Month)  (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) |(Past Month)| (3-Day) (Past (3-Day) (Past Month)

Mdn; IQR | Mdn { IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR |Mdn{ IQR x2 P x2 P

10a. Wheels S0feetwith | ¢ 4o ¢l ¢ 166 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |56| 6 |5-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 [a-6] * * * *

two turns

10b. Wheels 150 Feet 6 i6-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 5-6 6 5-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 6-6( 6 14-6 * * 7.73 p=.1018

10c. Wheels for 15 minutes] 6 14-6 6 4-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 5-6 6 5-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 2.65- 5 3-6 * * 0.72 p=.9492

10d. Wheels across a street] 6 14-6 6 4-6 6 6-6 6 6-6 6 4-6 6 4-6 6 2-6 6 2-6 6 4.65- 6 14-6 * * 0.73 p=.9476

*K-sample equality-of-medians test is only performed when sufficient variability in median scores is present.
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8. Instrumental Activities of Daily Living (IADLs)

Table D8.a.1: Contingency Table of Makes a Light Cold Meal Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent
(Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
tal Disability

Individuals Who Are Frail
Elderly

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious
Mental lliness

Individuals With a Physical

Disability All Participants

. Makes a Light Cold Meal Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 79 28.4 73 26.3 | 135 | 43.1 | 130 {415 | 177 | 65.6 | 173 | 64.1 73 57.0 68 53.1 | 127 | 74.7 | 125 | 73.5 ] 591 | 51.0 | 569 ! 49.1
05. Setup or cleanup 14 5.0 14 5.0 19 6.1 17 5.4 13 4.8 13 4.8 2 1.6 3 2.3 8 4.7 8 4.7 56 4.8 55 4.8
04. Supervision/touching 8 2.9 7 2.5 5 1.6 5 1.6 8 3.0 5 1.9 0 0.0 1 0.8 3 1.8 2 1.2 24 2.1 20 1.7
03. Partial/moderate 16 5.8 17 6.1 11 35 10 3.2 4 1.5 6 2.2 1 0.8 3 2.3 7 4.1 8 4.7 39 34 44 3.8
02. Substantial/maximal 10 3.6 12 4.3 9 2.9 13 4.2 14 5.2 16 5.9 6 4.7 6 4.7 5 2.9 6 3.5 44 3.8 53 4.6
01. Dependent 141 | 50.7 | 146 | 52.5 | 115 ! 36.7 | 120 | 38.3 | 43 159 | 46 17.0 | 31 24.2 31 24.2 13 7.7 15 8.8 343 | 29.6 | 358 | 30.9
Total scored respondents] 268 | 96.4 | 269 | 96.8 | 294 | 939 | 295 {943 | 259 | 959 | 259 ! 959 | 113 | 8383 | 112 | 875 | 163 | 959 | 164 | 96.5 | 1097 | 94.7 | 1099 | 94.8
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1 0.1 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 9 3.2 2.9 18 5.8 15 4.8 9 3.3 9 3.3 15 11.7 16 12.5 4.1 3.5 58 5.0 54 4.7
88. Not attempted 1 0.4 1 0.4 1 0.3 2 0.6 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3 0.3 4 0.4
Total respondentsl 278 | 100 | 278 | 100 | 313 | 100 | 313 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 170 | 100 | 170 ! 100 f§ 1159} 100 | 1159 100

Table D8.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Makes a Light Cold Meal Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

(VTE]

(3-Day)
X2

(VTE]

(3-Day)

Sig.

(Past Month)

Most Dep.

n

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

df

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

%2

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

Sig.

11a. Makes a light cold

1097
meal

20

175.35

p<.0001 1099 20 169.20 p<.0001
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Table D8.c.1: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Makes
a Light Cold Meal Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental IlI
derly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (t) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau () 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% CI

11a. Makes a light cold

meal 0.95 0.90 to 0.97 0.95 0.91t00.97 0.95 0.90 to 0.98 0.95 0.89t0 0.98 0.93 0.85 t0 0.98 0.95 0.93t0 0.97

Table D8.a.2: Contingency Table of Makes a Light Hot Meal Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent
(Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LI ELE LD Individuals With Individuals With Serious

11b. Makes a Light Hot Meal Elderly Disability Inte"ectt:lalg:)s;bility a Brain Injury Mental lliness

All Participants

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 58 120.7 | 54 1193 | 106 ! 33.7 | 100 | 31.8 | 126 | 46.7 | 119 ! 441 | 56 ! 438 | 51 398 | 101 | 59.4 | 98 ! 57.7 | 447 | 384 | 422 | 36.3
05. Setup or cleanup 7 2.5 7 2.5 9 2.9 9 2.9 12 4.4 13 4.8 2 1.6 2 1.6 7 4.1 7 4.1 37 3.2 38 3.3
04. Supervision/touching 8 2.9 6 2.1 3 1.0 4 1.3 14 5.2 14 5.2 2 1.6 6 4.7 4 2.4 5 2.9 31 2.7 35 3.0
03. Partial/moderate 16 5.7 17 6.1 12 3.8 11 35 13 4.8 17 6.3 6 4.7 7 5.5 10 5.9 10 5.9 57 4.9 62 5.3
02. Substantial/maximal 14 5.0 15 5.4 20 6.4 23 7.3 16 5.9 17 6.3 13 1102 | 12 9.4 10 58 13 7.7 73 6.3 80 6.9
01. Dependent 167 { 59.6 | 171 | 61.1 | 144 | 457 | 149 {473 | 74 {274 | 75 1278 | 33 1258 | 34 {266 | 23 {135 | 24 ! 141 | 441 ;379 | 453 | 39.0

Total scored respondents] 270 | 96.4 | 270 | 96.4 | 294 1 93.3 | 296 | 94.0 | 255 | 94.4 | 255 | 94.4 | 112 | 87.5 | 112 | 87.5 | 155 | 91.2 | 157 1 92.4 | 1086 | 93.4 | 1090 | 93.7
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 2 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 10 3.6 10 3.6 18 5.7 16 5.1 12 4.4 11 4.1 16 12.5 16 12.5 15 8.8 13 7.7 71 6.1 66 5.7
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.0 3 1.0 2 0.7 2 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 0.4 5 0.4

Total respondentsl 280 { 100 | 280 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 170 | 100 | 170 | 100 f§ 1163 ! 100 | 1163 | 100

Table D8.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Makes a Light Hot Meal Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) | (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

11b. Makes a light hot

meal 1086 20 147.53 p<.0001 1090 20 149.32 p<.0001
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Table D8.c.2: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use, Makes
a Light Hot Meal Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'Mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

11b. Makes a light hot

meal 0.97 0.92 t0 0.98 0.97 0.94t00.98 0.96 0.92 t0 0.98 0.95 0.90to 0.98 0.94 0.86 t0 0.97 0.96 0.95 t0 0.97

Table D8.a.3: Contingency Table of Light Daily Housework Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent
(Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh] Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
¥ Y Developmental Disability Jury

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

11c. Light Daily Housework
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 34 1122 | 34 1122 | 72 1229 | 67 1213 | 146 | 547 | 137 1513 | 52 1409 | 49 386 | 8 506 | 83 488 ] 390 | 33.7 | 370 | 32.0
05. Setup or cleanup 3 11 3 11 7 2.2 4 13 13 4.9 16 6.0 1 0.8 1 0.8 1 0.6 0 0.0 25 2.2 24 2.1
04. Supervision/touching 4 1.4 4 1.4 6 1.9 4 13 30 {112 | 33 | 124 8 6.3 9 7.1 5 2.9 6 3.5 53 4.6 56 4.8
03. Partial/moderate 12 4.3 11 4.0 18 5.7 19 6.1 12 4.5 13 4.9 4 3.2 5 3.9 27 1159 | 26 {153 73 6.3 74 6.4
02. Substantial/maximal 26 9.4 27 9.7 30 9.6 31 9.9 28 1105 | 29 {109 | 11 8.7 8 6.3 17 1100 | 19 {112} 112} 9.7 | 114 | 9.9
01. Dependent 175 1 63.0 | 178 | 64.0 | 152 | 484 | 162 ! 516 | 26 9.7 28 1105 | 33 1260 | 36 284 | 28 {165 | 29 171 ) 414 | 358 | 433 | 375

Total scored respondents] 254 | 91.4 | 257 | 925 | 285 | 90.8 | 287 | 91.4 | 255 | 955 | 256 | 959 | 109 | 85.8 | 108 | 85.0 | 164 | 96.5 | 163 | 95.9 | 1067 | 92.3 | 1071 | 92.7
07. Person refused 1 0.4 1 0.4 2 0.6 2 0.6 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 0.4 4 0.4
09. Not applicable 23 8.3 20 7.2 25 8.0 21 6.7 11 4.1 10 3.8 18 | 142 | 18 | 14.2 6 3.5 6 3.5 83 7.2 75 6.5
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.6 4 13 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.8 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 0.2 6 0.5

Total respondentsl 278 | 100 | 278 | 100 | 314 | 100 | 314 | 100 | 267 | 100 | 267 ! 100 | 127 | 100 | 127 ! 100 | 170 | 100 | 170 | 100 {§ 1156 ! 100 | 1156 | 100

Table D8.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Light Daily Housework Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df x2 Sig.

11c. Light daily

1067 20 319.66 p<.0001 1071 20 331.89 p<.0001
housework
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Table D8.c.3: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Light Daily Housework Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'Mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

11c. Light daily housework 0.98 0.94 t0 0.99 0.94 0.91t00.97 0.94 0.89 to 0.97 0.95 0.89t0 0.98 0.96 0.93 t0 0.98 0.96 0.95 t0 0.97

Table D8.a.4: Contingency Table of Heavier Periodic Housework Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh] Individuals With Individuals With Serious

11d. Heavier Periodic Elderly Disability Intellectualor Gl Mental lliness All Participants
Housework Developmental Disability

Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 5 1.8 4 14 11 35 11 3.5 92 1343 | 82 30.6 | 28 21.9 25 19.5 27 15.7 25 145 § 163 | 14.0 | 147 | 12.7
05. Setup or cleanup 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.6 2 0.6 9 3.4 12 4.5 1 0.8 3 2.3 2 1.2 1 0.6 14 1.2 18 1.6
04. Supervision/touching 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 1.6 2 0.6 14 5.2 17 6.3 4 3.1 3 2.3 2 1.2 2 1.2 25 2.2 24 2.1
03. Partial/moderate 4 14 5 1.8 4 13 4 13 32 119 | 30 11.2 11 8.6 13 10.2 23 13.4 | 24 | 140 74 6.4 76 6.5
02. Substantial/maximal 18 6.4 19 6.8 34 108 | 32 10.2 | 42 15.7 | 47 17.5 17 133 15 11.7 | 51 29.7 | 53 1308 162 | 13.9 | 166 | 143
01. Dependent 221 | 789 | 225 | 80.4 | 224 {713 | 229 1729 | 60 ! 224 | 62 23.1 | 42 328 | 44 1344 | 56 326 | 56 !32.6 ] 603 ! 51.9 | 616 | 53.0

Total scored respondents] 248 | 88.6 | 253 | 90.4 | 280 | 89.2 | 280 | 89.2 | 249 1 929 | 250 ! 93.3 | 103 | 80.5 | 103 | 80.5 | 161 | 93.6 | 161 | 93.6 | 1041 | 89.6 | 1047 | 90.1
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 32 11.4 | 27 9.6 32 10.2 30 9.6 18 6.7 17 6.3 25 19.5 25 19.5 10 5.8 9 5.2 117 | 10.1 | 108 | 9.3
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.6 3 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 1.2 3 0.3 5 0.4

Total respondentsl 280 | 100 | 280 | 100 | 314 | 100 | 314 | 100 | 268 | 100 | 268 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 | 100 {§ 1162 ! 100 | 1162 | 100

Table D8.b.4: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Heavier Periodic Housework Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual (VTE] Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

11d. Heavier periodic

1041 20 390.95 p<.0001 1047 20 399.56 p<.0001
housework
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Table D8.c.4: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Heavier Periodic Housework by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

11d. Heavier periodic

0.99 0.99 to 1.00 0.95 0.88t00.98 0.95 0.91 to 0.96 0.96 0.93t00.98 0.99 0.97 to 0.99 0.97 0.96 t0 0.98
housework

Table D8.a.5: Contingency Table of Light Shopping Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh] Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
¥ Y Developmental Disability Jury

11e. Light Shopping Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 23 8.2 24 8.6 80 255 | 78 1248 | 120 | 446 | 115 {428 | 49 1386 | 46 1362 | 75 1441 | 71 1418 | 347 {299 | 334 | 288
05. Setup or cleanup 2 0.7 2 0.7 7 2.2 7 2.2 9 34 8 3.0 3 24 2 1.6 4 24 5 2.9 25 2.2 24 2.1
04. Supervision/touching 16 5.7 12 4.3 14 4.5 14 4.5 28 1104 | 31 {115 9 7.1 10 7.9 15 8.8 16 9.4 82 7.1 83 7.2
03. Partial/moderate 9 3.2 10 3.6 27 8.6 30 9.6 25 9.3 28 1104 | 11 8.7 11 8.7 27 1159 | 31 {182 99 85 | 110 i 9.5
02. Substantial/maximal 32 ! 115 | 35 125 | 29 9.2 31 9.9 40 1149 | 39 1145 | 20 {158 | 24 189 | 21 {124 | 22 {129 142 {123 | 151 | 13.0
01. Dependent 158 | 56.6 | 164 ! 58.8 | 116 ! 369 | 121 ! 385 | 33 {123 | 35 ! 13.0| 25 19.7 | 25 1197 | 23 1135 | 23 135 | 355! 30.6 | 368 | 31.8

Total scored respondents] 240 | 86.0 | 247 | 885 | 273 | 869 | 281 | 89.5 | 255 | 94.8 | 256 | 95.2 | 117 { 92.1 | 118 | 92,9 | 165 | 97.1 | 168 | 98.8 | 1050 | 90.6 | 1070 | 92.3
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 39 | 140 | 32 115 | 40 | 12.7 | 33 10.5 | 13 4.8 12 4.5 10 7.9 9 7.1 5 2.9 1 0.6 107 | 9.2 87 7.5
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.1 1 0.1

Total respondentsl 279 | 100 | 279 | 100 | 314 | 100 | 314 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 269 ! 100 | 127 | 100 | 127 ! 100 | 170 | 100 | 170 | 100 § 1159 ! 100 | 1159} 100

Table D8.b.5: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Light Shopping Scores and CB-LTSS Population
Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df x2 Sig.

11e. Light shopping 1050 20 234.01 p<.0001 1070 20 242.72 p<.0001
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Table D8.c.5: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Light Shopping Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

11e. Light shopping 0.95 0.90 to 0.98 0.97 0.92t00.98 0.96 0.93 t0 0.98 0.95 0.91t00.98 0.96 0.91 t0 0.99 0.97 0.95 t0 0.98

Table D8.a.6: Contingency Table of Telephone-Answering Call Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh] Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
¥ Y Developmental Disability jury

11f. Telephone-Answering Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
Call (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 169 | 60.1 | 163 | 58.0 | 238 | 753 | 237 1 75.0 | 200 | 74.1 | 198 { 733 | 97 | 758 | 94 | 73.4 | 157 {913 | 154 { 895 | 861 | 73.8 | 846 | 72.5
05. Setup or cleanup 17 6.1 18 6.4 7 2.2 6 1.9 7 2.6 7 2.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 1.7 3 1.7 34 2.9 34 2.9
04. Supervision/touching 8 28 8 2.9 3 1.0 4 13 9 33 9 33 0 0.0 3 2.3 2 1.2 4 23 22 1.9 28 24
03. Partial/moderate 12 4.3 10 3.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 1.5 5 1.9 2 1.6 2 1.6 1 0.6 2 1.2 19 1.6 19 1.6
02. Substantial/maximal 6 2.1 7 2.5 7 2.2 6 1.9 2 0.7 3 1.1 1 0.8 1 0.8 1 0.6 1 0.6 17 1.5 18 1.5
01. Dependent 44 1157 | 50 {17.8 | 36 ! 114 | 40 ! 127 | 20 7.4 20 7.4 7 5.5 7 5.5 3 1.7 3 1.7 110 { 9.4 | 120 ! 10.3

Total scored respondents] 256 | 91.1 | 256 | 91.1 | 291 | 92.1 | 293 | 92.7 | 242 | 89.6 | 242 | 89.6 | 107 | 83.6 | 107 | 83.6 | 167 | 97.1 | 167 | 97.1 | 1063 | 91.1 | 1065 ! 91.3
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 2 0.2 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 24 8.5 24 8.5 25 7.9 23 7.3 26 9.6 26 9.6 21 164 | 21 | 164 4 2.3 3 1.7 100 | 8.6 97 8.3
88. Not attempted 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 0.2 3 0.3

Total respondentsl 281 | 100 | 281 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 172 } 100 | 172 | 100 {§ 1167 ! 100 | 1167 | 100

Table D8.b.6: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Telephone-Answering Call Scores and B-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) | (Past Month) | (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

11f. Telephone-answering

call 1063 20 85.35 p<.0001 1065 20 83.50 p<.0001
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Table D8.c.6: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Telephone-Answering Call Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'dividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental Il
erly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (10) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau (%) 95% CI (%) 95% CI (1) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI

11f. Telephone-answering
call

0.94 0.89t0 0.97 0.97 0.92t00.99 0.97 0.87 to 1.00 0.88 0.71to0 1.00 0.86 0.61 to 1.00 0.95 0.92 t0 0.96

Table D8.a.7: Contingency Table of Telephone-Placing Calls Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent
(Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh] Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
Elderl Disabilit intellectual or a Brain Inju Mental lliness All Participants
¥ Y Developmental Disability Jury

11g. Telephone-Placing Call Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 137 1 488 | 136 | 484 | 226 | 71.8 | 225 1 714 | 189 | 70.0 | 187 {693 | 93 | 727 | 90 703 | 153 | 89.0 | 151 | 87.8 § 798 | 68.4 | 789 | 67.7
05. Setup or cleanup 18 6.4 20 7.1 8 2.5 9 2.9 11 4.1 11 4.1 3 2.3 3 2.3 3 1.7 3 1.7 43 3.7 46 4.0
04. Supervision/touching 12 4.3 12 4.3 3 1.0 3 1.0 7 2.6 8 3.0 3 2.3 5 3.9 2 1.2 3 1.7 27 23 31 2.7
03. Partial/moderate 9 3.2 8 2.9 3 1.0 3 1.0 8 3.0 9 33 2 1.6 2 1.6 3 1.7 4 23 25 21 26 2.2
02. Substantial/maximal 7 2.5 7 2.5 5 1.6 6 1.9 6 2.2 6 2.2 2 1.6 2 1.6 3 1.7 3 1.7 23 2.0 24 2.1
01. Dependent 68 1242 | 69 246 | 43 | 137 | 43 13.7 | 24 8.9 24 8.9 7 5.5 7 5.5 5 2.9 5 2.9 147 | 12.6 | 148 | 12.7

Total scored respondents] 251 | 89.3 | 252 | 89.7 | 288 | 91.4 | 289 | 91.8 | 245 | 90.7 | 245 ! 90.7 | 110 { 859 | 109 | 85.2 | 169 | 98.3 | 169 | 98.3 | 1063 | 91.2 | 1064 | 91.3
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.6 2 0.2 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 29 | 103 | 28 10.0 | 27 8.6 26 8.3 23 8.5 23 8.5 18 | 141 | 18 | 141 2 1.2 1 0.6 99 8.5 96 8.2
88. Not attempted 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.8 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 0.2 4 0.3

Total respondentsl 281 | 100 | 281 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 | 100 f§ 1166 ! 100 | 1166 | 100

Table D8.b.7: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Telephone-Placing Calls Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) | (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

11g. Telephone-placing

call 1063 20 99.98 p<.0001 1064 20 101.19 p<.0001
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Table D8.c.7: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Telephone-Placing Calls Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail [Individuals With a Physical 'Mdividuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Elderl Disabilit Brain Inj Mental IlI
derly isability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury ental lliness

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
0 0, 0, 0, 0
Tau (t) 95% CI Tau (1) 95% CI Tau () 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% CI

11g. Telephone-placing

call 0.99 0.96 to 0.99 0.99 0.94 to 1.00 0.97 0.93 to 1.00 0.94 0.80to 1.00 0.93 0.80 to 1.00 0.98 0.96 to 0.99

Table D8.a.8: Contingency Table of Medication Management-Oral Medication Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and
Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

11h. Medication Elderly Disability Intellectualor Gl Mental lliness All Participants
Management-Oral Developmental Disability

Medications Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 53 1189 | 48 171 | 116 | 36.7 | 114 1 36.1 | 61 {226 | 55 {204 | 27 1211 | 25 {195 | 33 1192 | 31 {180 | 290 | 249 | 273 | 234
05. Setup or cleanup 52 1186 | 54 {193 | 53 ! 168 | 54 !171 | 39 {144 | 41 {152 | 16 {125 | 15 {117 | 50 |} 29.1 | 50 }29.1]) 210 { 18.0 | 214 | 184
04. Supervision/touching 33 | 11.8 | 34 | 121 | 24 7.6 25 7.9 22 8.2 24 8.9 10 7.8 12 9.4 30 {174 | 30 {174 119 | 10.2 | 125 | 10.7
03. Partial/moderate 22 7.9 24 8.6 9 2.9 9 2.9 11 4.1 12 4.4 6 4.7 6 4.7 3 1.7 4 23 51 4.4 55 4.7
02. Substantial/maximal 17 6.1 17 6.1 15 4.8 15 4.8 50 {185 | 51 189 | 12 9.4 12 9.4 29 {169 | 30 174§ 123 | 106 | 125 | 10.7
01. Dependent 100 ! 35.7 | 100 { 35.7 | 93 1294 | 93 1294 | 55 {204 | 56 {207 | 53 {414 | 53 1414 | 25 {145 | 25 {145 ] 326 | 28.0 | 327 | 28.0

Total scored respondents] 277 | 98.9 | 277 | 989 | 310 { 98.1 | 310 | 98.1 | 238 | 88.2 | 239 | 8385 | 124 {1969 | 123 1 96.1 | 170 | 98.8 | 170 | 98.8 | 1119 ! 96.0 | 1119 ! 96.0
07. Person refused 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 2 0.7 2 0.7 6 1.9 6 1.9 31 {115 | 30 {111 4 3.1 4 3.1 2 1.2 2 1.2 45 3.9 44 3.8
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1

Total respondentsl 280 | 100 | 280 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 | 100 f§ 1166 ! 100 | 1166 | 100

Table D8.b.8: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Medication Management-Oral Medication Scores
and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

11h. Medication management-oral

o 1119 20 133.67 p<.0001 1119 20 138.67 p<.0001
medications
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Table D8.c.8: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Medication Management-Oral Medication Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals Who Are

Individuals With a Physical
Disability

Individuals With
Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious

All Participants
Mental lliness fctp

Frail Elderly

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
() 0, 0, 0,
Tau(m) | 95%C T (c) 95% CI Toutm) | 95%C ) 95% CI e ossc | TR | 9swa
11h. Medication management- | 5 |5 9410009 099 | 097t01.00| 096 [092t0098 098 094t01.00| 097 [0.90t0099] 098 |0.96t00.98
oral medications

Table D8.a.9: Contingency Table of Medication Management-Inhalant/Mist Medication Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-
Day) and Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals With an

Individuals Who Are Frail
Intellectual or

Elderly

Individuals With a Physical
Disability

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals With Serious
Mental lliness

All Participants

Developmental Disability
11i. Medication Management- Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
Inhalant/Mist Medication (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 31 111 31 11.1 | 55 17.4 57 18.0 20 7.4 22 8.2 18 141 17 13.3 46 26.7 46 | 26.7 | 170 | 146 | 173 | 14.8
05. Setup or cleanup 14 5.0 15 5.4 13 4.1 12 3.8 6 2.2 6 2.2 1 0.8 1 0.8 7 4.1 6 3.5 41 35 40 3.4
04. Supervision/touching 9 3.2 9 3.2 6 1.9 7 2.2 5 1.9 5 1.9 2 1.6 4 31 7 4.1 8 4.7 29 2.5 33 2.8
03. Partial/moderate 9 3.2 9 3.2 2 0.6 2 0.6 3 1.1 3 11 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.2 2 1.2 16 14 16 14
02. Substantial/maximal 6 2.1 6 2.1 2 0.6 2 0.6 6 2.2 6 2.2 1 0.8 1 0.8 B 1.7 3 1.7 18 15 18 15
01. Dependent 25 8.9 25 8.9 26 8.2 26 8.2 10 3.7 10 3.7 5 3.9 5 3.9 5 2.9 5 2.9 71 6.1 71 6.1
Total scored respondents] 94 | 33.6 95 339 | 104 1 329 | 106 | 33.5 50 18.5 52 19.3 27 211 28 21.9 70 40.7 70 140.7 § 345 1 29.6 | 351 | 30.1
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.8 2 1.2 2 1.2 3 0.3 4 0.3
09. Not applicable 186 | 66.4 | 185 | 66.1 | 212 | 67.1 | 210 | 66.5 | 219 | 81.1 | 217 | 80.4 | 101 | 78.9 99 77.3 | 100 | 58.1 | 100 | 58.1 | 818 | 70.2 | 811 | 69.6
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Total respondentsl 280 | 100 | 280 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 ! 100 f 1166} 100 | 1166 | 100

Table D8.b.9: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Medication Management-Inhalant/Mist
Medication Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual (VIE] (VIE]

(3-Day)

(3-Day)

(3-Day)

(VIE]

Most Dep.

(Past Month)

(3-Day)

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

Most Dep.

(Past Month)

11i. Medication management-
inhalant/mist medication

n

345

df
20

%2
40.02

Sig.
p=0.0050

n

351

df
20

%2
40.52

Sig.
p=0.0043
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Table D8.c.9: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Medication Management-Inhalant/Mist Medication Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Individuals With an Individuals With Individuals With Serious

. Intellectual or o,
Elderly Disability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness

All Participants

Kendall's Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
% ClI | % ClI | | |
Tau (%) 95% Cl Tau (vs) 95% Cl Tau (w) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (vs) 95% Cl
11i. Medication management-
. . L 0.99 0.95 to 1.00 0.99 0.98 to 1.00 1.00 - 0.94 0.70 to 1.00 0.99 0.97 to 1.00 0.99 0.97 t0 0.99
inhalant/mist medication

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D8.a.10: Contingency Table of Medication Management-Injectable Medication Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual
(3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LR e Individuals With Individuals With Serious

Intellectual or All Participants

Man]:;ér::tlj:;z:rt‘able Elderly Disability Developmental Disability a Brain Injury Mental lliness
Medication Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 8 2.9 8 2.9 31 9.8 31 9.8 9 3.3 9 33 3 23 3 2.3 19 11.1 18 10.5 70 6.0 69 5.9
05. Setup or cleanup 7 2.5 6 2.1 9 2.9 9 2.9 1 0.4 2 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 2.9 4 2.3 22 1.9 21 1.8
04. Supervision/touching 6 2.1 6 2.1 4 13 4 13 B 1.1 B 11 2 1.6 2 1.6 4 2.3 4 2.3 19 1.6 19 1.6
03. Partial/moderate 4 1.4 4 1.4 5 1.6 5 1.6 2 0.7 2 0.7 1 0.8 1 0.8 4 2.3 4 2.3 16 14 16 14
02. Substantial/maximal 2 0.7 2 0.7 3 1.0 3 1.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 2 1.6 2 1.6 7 4.1 8 4.7 15 13 16 1.4
01. Dependent 21 7.5 22 7.9 33 10.5 33 10.5 9 3.3 11 4.1 10 7.8 10 7.8 11 6.4 12 7.0 84 7.2 88 7.6
Total scored respondents] 48 17.1 48 17.1 85 27.0 85 27.0 25 9.3 28 10.4 18 14.1 18 14.1 50 29.2 50 29.2 § 226 | 19.4 | 229 | 19.7
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 2 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.1 3 0.3
09. Not applicable 232 | 829 | 232 { 829 | 230 | 73.0 | 230 | 73.0 | 244 { 90.4 | 240 | 889 | 110 { 8.9 | 110 | 85.9 | 121 | 70.8 | 120 | 70.2 | 937 | 80.5 | 932 | 80.1
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0

Total respondentsl 280 | 100 | 280 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 270 | 100 | 270 ! 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 ! 100 | 171 | 100 | 171 | 100 f§ 1164 ! 100 | 1164 | 100
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Table D8.b.10: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Medication Management-Injectable
Medication Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) (Past Month) | (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df x2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

11j. Medication management-

injectable medication 226 20 25.26 p=0.1915 229 20 24.95 p=0.2035

Table D8.c.10: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Medication Management-Injectable Medication Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LLIERE, Lo Ch) Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
. Intellectual or All Participants
Elderly Disability

o a Brain Inju Mental lliness
Developmental Disability jury

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
() () () 0,
Tau (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl (1) 95% Cl Tau (1) 95% Cl

11j. Medication management-

. L 0.95 0.77 to 1.00 1.00 - 0.98 0.87to 1.00 1.00 - 0.94 0.72t0 1.00 0.97 0.92t00.99
injectable medication

En-dash (-) indicates information was not applicable

Table D8.a.11: Contingency Table of Simple Financial Management Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical LCHAEREIR MCh) Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
Elderl Disabilit pielestualod a Brain Inju Mental lliness SlRateipants
¥ Y Developmental Disability jury

11k. Simple Financial Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.
Management (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

06. Independent 71 1254 | 70 1 25.0 | 166 ! 527 | 166 | 527 | 87 {326 | 81 1303 | 49 1386 | 47 {370 | 110 | 64.0 | 107 ! 62.2 | 483 | 41.6 | 471 | 40.6
05. Setup or cleanup 6 21 6 21 4 1.3 5 1.6 7 2.6 9 34 2 1.6 2 1.6 3 1.7 4 2.3 22 1.9 26 2.2
04. Supervision/touching 10 3.6 10 3.6 6 1.9 6 1.9 31 {116 | 34 | 127 8 6.3 9 7.1 6 3.5 7 4.1 61 5.3 66 5.7
03. Partial/moderate 18 6.4 19 6.8 14 4.4 14 4.4 27 1101 | 27 {101 4 3.2 6 4.7 13 7.6 14 8.1 76 6.6 80 6.9
02. Substantial/maximal 21 7.5 21 7.5 15 4.8 14 4.4 34 1127 | 34 {127 | 10 7.9 10 7.9 14 8.1 15 8.7 94 ! 81 94 | 8.1
01. Dependent 124 | 443 | 126 | 450 | 83 ! 264 | 84 267 | 69 {258 | 70 (262 | 39 !307| 39 {307 | 22 {128 | 23 !134 ] 337 | 29.0 | 342 | 295

Total scored respondents| 250 { 89.3 | 252 | 90.0 | 288 | 91.4 | 289 | 91.8 | 255 | 955 | 255 | 955 | 112 | 83.2 | 113 | 89.0 | 168 | 97.7 | 170 | 98.8 | 1073 | 92.4 | 1079 | 92.9
07. Person refused 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.8 2 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 30 | 10.7 | 28 | 10.0 | 25 7.9 25 7.9 10 3.8 10 3.8 15 | 11.8 | 14 | 11.0 4 2.3 2 1.2 84 7.2 79 6.8
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.6 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2 1 0.1

Total respondentsl 280 { 100 | 280 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 315 | 100 | 267 | 100 | 267 | 100 | 127 }{ 100 | 127 | 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 | 100 f§ 1161 ! 100 | 1161} 100
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Table D8.b.11: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Simple Financial Management Scores and
CB-LTSS Population
Most Dep.

(Past Month)
Sig.

Most Dep.
(Past Month)

%2
149.97

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
df

Usual
(3-Day)
%2
143.37

Most Dep.
(Past Month)
n

(VTE]
(3-Day)
df

Usual

(3-Day)
n

11k. Simple financial
management

1073 20 p<.0001 1079 20 p<.0001

Table D8.c.11: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Simple Financial Management Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With Serious
Mental lliness

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals Who Are Frail |Individuals With a Physical

Elderly Disability All Participants

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
% Cl % Cl I I I % Cl
Tau(w) | 95%C T (c) 95% C Toulm) | B%C ) 95% C e 95% C e (w) | 95%C
11k. Simple financial 099 |097t01.00 099 |099t01.00| 097 [095t00.99 097 |092t0099| 097 [0.92t0099] 098 |097t00.99
management

Table D8.a.12: Contingency Table of Complex Financial Management Scores by CB-LTSS Population for Usual (3-Day) and Most
Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods

Individuals With an

Individuals With Serious
Intellectual or

Mental lliness

Individuals With
a Brain Injury

Individuals Who Are Frail
Elderly

Individuals With a Physical
Disability

All Participants

tal Disability
111. Complex Financial Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
Management (3-Day) | (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) |(Past Month)
n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %
06. Independent 52 18,5 | 50 17.8 | 132 | 41.8 | 131 | 415 | 24 8.9 17 6.3 26 20.3 25 19.5 61 355 | 59 1343 ] 295 i 253 | 282 | 24.2
05. Setup or cleanup 4 1.4 4 1.4 3 1.0 5 1.6 B 1.1 5 1.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 1.2 11 0.9 16 14
04. Supervision/touching 10 3.6 10 3.6 5 1.6 5 1.6 6 2.2 9 3.4 5 3.9 4 31 6 3.5 7 4.1 32 2.7 35 3.0
03. Partial/moderate 11 3.9 13 4.6 18 5.7 18 5.7 26 9.7 25 9.3 4 3.1 6 4.7 10 5.8 9 5.2 69 5.9 71 6.1
02. Substantial/maximal 19 6.8 19 6.8 18 5.7 18 5.7 42 156 | 41 15.2 10 7.8 10 7.8 32 18.6 | 33 19.2 § 121 | 104 | 121 | 104
01. Dependent 150 | 534 | 151 | 53.7 | 108 | 34.2 | 108 | 34.2 | 154 | 57.3 | 158 | 58.7 65 50.8 66 51.6 55 32.0 56 32.6 | 532 | 45.6 | 539 | 46.2
Total scored respondents] 246 | 87.5 | 247 | 879 | 284 1 89.9 | 285 {90.2 | 255 | 94.8 | 255 1 948 | 110 | 859 | 111 | 86.7 | 165 | 959 | 166 | 96.5 | 1060 | 90.9 | 1064 | 91.3
07. Person refused 1 0.4 1 0.4 1 0.3 1 0.3 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3 0.3 3 0.3
09. Not applicable 34 | 121 | 33 11.7 | 30 9.5 30 9.5 13 4.8 13 4.8 18 14.1 17 13.3 4.1 3.5 102 | 8.8 99 8.5
88. Not attempted 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1 0 0.0
Total respondentsl 281 | 100 | 281 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 269 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 ! 100 f 1166} 100 | 1166 | 100
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Table D8.b.12: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Complex Financial Management Scores and
CB-LTSS Population

Usual Usual Usual Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.

(3-Day) (3-Day) (3-Day) | (3-Day) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month) (Past Month)
n df %2 Sig. n df %2 Sig.

11l. Complex financial

1060 20 145.87 p<.0001 1064 20 155.92 p<.0001
management

Table D8.c.12: Usual (3-Day)/Most Dependent (Past Month) Reference Periods Rank Order Correlations on Rating Scale Use,
Complex Financial Management Scores by Population and Overall

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious
a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical

Elderly Disability Rl Pant

Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s Tau Kendall’s
95% ClI 95% CI 95% ClI 95% CI 95% ClI 95% CI
Tau (7o) Tau (1b) ¢ Tau (1) (Tn) ° (7b) Tau (1) 0

11l. Complex financial

0.99 0.97 to 1.00 0.99 0.98 to 1.00 0.96 0.91 to 0.98 0.99 0.96 to 1.00 0.98 0.95 to 0.99 0.98 0.97 t0 0.99
management
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Table D8.d.1: Equality of Medians, Instrumental Activities of Daily Living Results

Individuals With an
Intellectual or
tal Disability

Individuals With Individuals With Serious
a Brain Injury Mental lliness

Individuals Who Are Frail | Individuals With a Physical

Nonparametric K sample test*
Elderly ® °

IADL Items Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep. Usual Most Dep.

(3-Day) [(Past Month)| (3-Day) [(Past Month)| (3-Day) ((Past Month)| (3-Day) [(Past Month)| (3-Day) |(Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

Mdn | IQR | Mdn|{ IQR |Mdn|{ IQR [Mdn | IQR |Mdn | IQR [ Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR | Mdn | IQR x2 p x2 p
11a. Makes a light cold meal 1 i{1-6| 1 i1-6| 5 {1-6| 4 {1-6| 6 14-6| 6 13-6| 6 i1-6| 6 |1-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {6-6 * * 5.23 | p=.2649
11b. Makes a light hot meal 1 {1-4|( 1 {1-3| 2 {1-6| 1 {1-6| 5 i1-6| 5 {1-6| 55 i1-6| 4 {1-6| 6 [3-6| 6 {3-6] 106.49 |p<.0001| 106.18 | p<.0001
11c. Light daily housework 1 {1-2( 1 {1-2| 1 {1-6| 1 {1-4| 6 13-6| 6 13-6| 4 i1-6| 4 11-6| 6 [2-6| 6 1{2-6] 213.33 |p<.0001| 233.62 | p<.0001
11d. Heavier periodic housework 1 1-1 1 1-1 1 1-1 1 1-1 3 2-6 3 2-6 2 1-6 2 1-5 2 1-3 2 1-3 ] 319.69 {p<.0001| 320.45 | p<.0001
11e. Light shopping 1 i{1-2| 1 {1-2| 2 {1-6| 2 {1-6| 5 12-6| 4 12-6| 4 12-6| 3 12-6| 4 12-6| 4 1{2-6] 122.59 {p<.0001| 122.56 | p<.0001
11f. Telephone-answering call 6 {4-6| 6 i13-6| 6 !6-6| 6 i6-6| 6 i6-6( 6 i6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {6-6| 6 {6-6[ 6 16-6 * * 5.37 | p=.2513
11g. Telephone-placing call 6 {1-6| 6 {1-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {6-6| 6 {6-6( 6 {6-6| 6 |6-6| 6 {6-6| 6 {6-6 6 {6-6 * * 5.99 | p=.2000

11h. Medication management-oral
medications

11i. Medication management-
inhalant/mist medications

11j. Medication management-
injectable medications

3 1-5 3 1-5 5 1-6 5 1-6 4 2-6| 4 2-5 2 1-5 2 1-5 4 2-5 4 12-5] 24.16 ip<.0001| 27.08 i p<.0001

4 1-6 4 1-6 6 11.5-6| 6 2-6 5 2-6 5 2-6 6 4-6 6 4-6 6 5-6 6 14-6] 23.09 ip=.0001| 23.15 | p=.0001

3 1-5| 25 i1-5 4 1-6 4 1-6 4 1-6| 35 11-6 1 1-4 1 1-4 4 2-6 4 2-6 5.10 .2770 5.08 p=.2793

11k. Simple financial management 2 {1-6|15!1-6| 6 {1-6| 6 {1-6| 3 {1-6| 3 {1-6| 4 {1-6| 4 {1-6| 6 {3-6| 6 {3-6] 8135 {p<.0001| 83.59 | p<.0001

11l. Complex financial management] 1 {1-4| 1 {1-4| 3 {1-6| 3 {1-6| 1 {1-2| 1 {1-2| 1 {1-4| 1 {1-4| 2 {1-6| 2 i1-6f 61.11 {p<.0001| 63.21 |p<.0001

*K-sample equality-of-medians test is only performed when sufficient variability in median scores is present.
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9. Total Domain Scores

Table D9.a.1: Means and Standard Deviation by Population and Section by Population; Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past
Month)

Individuals Who Are Frail  Individuals With a Physical LR e Individuals With Individuals With Serious "
. Intellectual or All Participants
Elderly Disability

e TH a Brain Injury Mental lliness
FASI Domain Summary Scores Developmental Disability
by CB-LTSS Population

Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep. Most Dep.
(3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month) (3-Day) (Past Month)

X SD X SD X SD X SD X SD X SD X SD X SD X SD X SD X SD X SD

Self-care

(min. possible score = 8, max. 29.20}12.09|28.35!11.90 | 30.21 | 13.67 | 29.48 | 13.42 | 40.91 | 11.28 | 40.61 | 11.33 | 36.68 | 13.37 | 36.38 | 13.37 [ 42.74 | 7.73 |(42.53 ! 7.86 |35.00!13.22 ! 34.46 |13.24
possible score = 48)

Mobility and transfers
(min. possible score = 7, 27.68112.02 | 26.88 { 11.93 | 26.89 | 13.71 | 26.07 | 13.57 | 37.87 | 8.96 |37.71} 9.03 [33.73!12.11|33.23112.27 (38.21} 6.53 |37.96} 6.60 [32.04!12.32!31.49112.41
Max. possible score = 56)

Ambulation
(min. possible score = 12, 33.20} 16.87 | 32.11{ 16.46 | 42.20 | 20.15 | 41.68 | 20.25 | 64.65 | 13.72 | 64.40 | 13.95 | 55.70 | 18.68 | 54.28 { 19.67 | 56.70 { 16.04 | 56.29 { 15.89 | 50.34 { 20.80 i 49.67 { 21.00
Max. possible score = 72)

Manual wheelchair
(min. possible score = 4, 6.61 | 461 | 6.54 | 455 | 9.78 | 7.12 | 9.59 | 7.01 | 8.08 | 5.34 | 8.08 | 5.34 | 9.04 | 5.84 | 867 | 548 |11.00} 7.88 |10.64} 7.79 | 863 | 6.34 | 8.48 | 6.23
Max. possible score = 24)
Motorized wheelchair

(min. possible score = 4, 15.13} 6.94 [15.08 | 6.97 |19.43} 6.15 [19.16} 6.20 |21.19} 4.51 (21.19} 4.51 [18.42} 7.99 [18.17} 7.91 [19.00; 5.83 | 18.09| 5.66 | 18.61i 6.61 | 18.361{ 6.61
Max. possible score = 24)

IADLs

(min. possible score = 12, 27.44115.66 | 27.15115.64 | 35.33117.18 | 35.06 1 17.11 | 39.05 1 15.87 | 38.51 1 15.70 | 35.23 1 17.67 | 34.54 1 17.27 | 45.52 1 12.87 | 45.06 1 12.81 | 35.78 | 16.98 ! 35.37 1 16.85

Max. possible score = 72)

Table D9.b.1: Individual Total Domain Scores Across Populations; Usual (3-Day) and Most Dependent (Past Month)
Usual (3-Day) Most Dep. (Past Month)

Individual Total ~ Between Within ~ Between Within

Domain Score Groups Groups 95% CI Groups  Groups 95% CI
df df df df

Self-care 64.05 | p<.0001 4 1162 25-48 71.11 | p<.0001 4 1162 24 -48
Mobility and transfers 58.91 | p<.0001 4 1162 24-42 66.10 | p<.0001 4 1162 23-42
Ambulation 118.48 | p<.0001 4 892 31-72 122.26 | p<.0001 4 893 31-70
Manual wheelchair 6.39 | p=0.0001 4 446 4-10 6.13 | p=0.0001 4 455 4-10

Motorized wheelchair 3.99 | p=0.0039 4 200 18-24 3.84 | p=0.0050 4 204 16-24
IADLs 37.90 | p<.0001 4 1161 22-50 37.58 | p<.0001 4 1161 22-50
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10. Assistive Devices

Table D10.a.1: Frequency of Device Use by CBLTSS Population: Individuals Who Are Frail Elderly

02. Assistive 01. Device 00. Assistive
09. Device Not Device Needed but Device 07. Person
Individuals Who Are Frail Elderly Needed Needed and Unusable Needed but Refused
Not Available
n n

12a. Manual wheelchair 123 43.8 135 48.0 7 2.5 10 3.6 6 2.1
12b. Motorized wheelchair or scooter 218 77.6 42 15.0 7 2.5 11 3.9 3 1.1
12c. Specialized seating pad 217 77.2 51 18.2 4 1.4 9 3.2 0 0.0
12d. Mechanical lift 250 89.0 23 8.2 1 0.4 4 1.4 3 1.1
12e. Walker 131 46.6 127 45.2 9 3.2 7 2.5 7 2.5
12f. Walker with seat 180 64.1 79 28.1 4 1.4 16 5.7 2 0.7
12g. Cane 166 59.1 101 35.9 4 14 4 1.4 6 2.1
12h. Crutch(es) 279 99.3 2 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
12i. Prosthetics 279 99.3 2 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
12j. Orthotics/brace 255 90.8 20 7.1 3 1.1 2 0.7 1 0.4
12k. Bed rail 190 67.6 82 29.2 3 1.1 4 1.4 2 0.7
12I. Electronic bed 190 67.6 74 26.3 3 1.1 13 4.6 1 0.4
12m. Grab bars 92 32.7 171 60.9 3 1.1 15 53 0 0.0
12n. Transfer board 267 95.0 9 3.2 2 0.7 3 11 0 0.0
120. Shower/commode chair 75 26.7 193 68.7 3 1.1 6 2.1 4 1.4
12p. Walk/wheel-in shower 207 73.7 42 15.0 1 0.4 31 11.0 0 0.0
12q. Glasses or contact lenses 88 313 184 65.5 1 0.4 8 2.9 0 0.0
12r. Hearing aid 234 83.3 28 10.0 2 0.7 16 5.7 1 0.4
12s. Communication device 272 96.8 8 2.9 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0
12t. Stair rails 231 82.2 49 17.4 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0
12u. Lift chair 213 75.8 45 16.0 2 0.7 19 6.8 2 0.7
12v. Ramps 198 70.5 74 26.3 0 0.0 9 3.2 0 0.0
Other 236 84.6 37 13.3 1 0.4 5 1.8 0 0.0
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Table D10.a.2: Frequency of Device Use by CB-LTSS Population: Individuals With a Physical Disability

02. Assistive 01. Device 00. Assistive
09. Device Device . Device 07. Person

Individuals With a Physical Disability Not Needed Needed and Needed but Needed but Refused

Unusable Not Available

n
12a. Manual wheelchair 146 46.2 157 49.7 5 1.6 6 1.9 2 0.6
12b. Motorized wheelchair or scooter 158 50.0 125 39.6 11 3.5 18 5.7 4 1.3
12c. Specialized seating pad 196 62.0 105 33.2 4 1.3 11 3.5 0 0.0
12d. Mechanical lift 246 77.9 64 20.3 1 0.3 2 0.6 3 1.0
12e. Walker 228 72.2 74 23.4 6 1.9 4 13 4 1.3
12f. Walker with seat 242 76.6 56 17.7 4 1.3 9 2.9 5 1.6
12g. Cane 223 70.6 79 25.0 5 1.6 0 0.0 9 2.9
12h. Crutch(es) 305 96.5 9 2.9 0 0.0 1 0.3 1 0.3
12i. Prosthetics 303 95.9 9 2.9 0 0.0 1 0.3 3 1.0
12j. Orthotics/brace 251 79.4 52 16.5 5 1.6 6 1.9 2 0.6
12k. Bed rail 202 63.9 102 323 2 0.6 8 25 2 0.6
12I. Electronic bed 193 61.1 116 36.7 1 0.3 6 1.9 0 0.0
12m. Grab bars 150 47.5 142 44.9 0 0.0 24 7.6 0 0.0
12n. Transfer board 280 88.6 31 9.8 1 0.3 3 1.0 1 0.3
120. Shower/commode chair 90 28.5 207 65.5 1 0.3 14 4.4 4 1.3
12p. Walk/wheel-in shower 220 69.6 77 24.4 0 0.0 18 5.7 1 0.3
12g. Glasses or contact lenses 113 35.8 188 59.5 4 1.3 8 2.5 3 1.0
12r. Hearing aid 298 94.3 7 2.2 1 0.3 7 2.2 3 1.0
12s. Communication device 290 91.8 23 7.3 1 0.3 1 0.3 1 0.3
12t. Stair rails 277 87.7 36 11.4 0 0.0 2 0.6 1 0.3
12u. Lift chair 283 89.6 26 8.2 1 0.3 5 1.6 1 0.3
12v. Ramps 178 56.3 127 40.2 1 0.3 10 3.2 0 0.0
Other 258 81.9 47 14.9 1 0.3 8 25 1 0.3




Table D10.a.3: Frequency of Device Use by CB-LTSS Population: Individuals With an Intellectual or
Developmental Disability

02.Assistive .. . 00. Assistive
09. Device Device 01. Device Device 07. Person
Individuals With an Intellectual or Not Needed Needed and Needed but Needed but Refused
Developmental Disability . Unusable Not Available
n n n

12a. Manual wheelchair 235 87.0 31 11.5 2 0.7 2 0.7 0 2.1
12b. Motorized wheelchair or scooter 251 93.0 17 6.3 0 0.0 2 0.7 0 11
12c. Specialized seating pad 247 91.5 19 7.0 1 0.4 3 1.1 0 0.0
12d. Mechanical lift 254 94.1 14 5.2 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 1.1
12e. Walker 249 92.2 19 7.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 2.5
12f. Walker with seat 248 91.9 17 6.3 1 0.4 2 0.7 2 0.7
12g. Cane 250 92.6 15 5.6 2 0.7 1 0.4 2 21
12h. Crutch(es) 269 99.6 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
12i. Prosthetics 265 98.2 4 1.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
12j. Orthotics/brace 236 87.4 28 10.4 1 0.4 2 0.7 3 0.4
12k. Bed rail 245 90.7 23 8.5 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.7
12I. Electronic bed 237 87.8 29 10.7 1 0.4 2 0.7 1 0.4
12m. Grab bars 191 70.7 70 25.9 1 0.4 7 2.6 1 0.0
12n. Transfer board 268 99.3 1 0.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0
120. Shower/commode chair 210 77.8 58 21.5 0 0.0 2 0.7 0 1.4
12p. Walk/wheel-in shower 227 84.1 41 15.2 0 0.0 2 0.7 0 0.0
12g. Glasses or contact lenses 85 31.5 172 63.7 2 0.7 1 0.4 10 0.0
12r. Hearing aid 242 89.6 21 7.8 0 0.0 3 1.1 4 0.4
12s. Communication device 258 95.6 8 3.0 0 0.0 4 15 0 0.0
12t. Stair rails 185 68.5 83 30.7 2 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0
12u. Lift chair 261 96.7 8 3.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.7
12v. Ramps 231 85.6 39 14.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
Other 234 86.7 28 104 3 1.1 4 1.5 1 0.0




Table D10.a.4: Frequency of Device Use by CB-LTSS Population: Individuals With a Brain Injury

02. Assistive . 00. Assistive
09. Device Device I\?:é:ee(;"l:lelt Device 07. Person
Individuals With a Brain Injury Not Needed Needed and Unusable Needeq but Refused
Not Available
n n

12a. Manual wheelchair 77 60.2 46 35.9 2 1.6 3 2.3 0 21
12b. Motorized wheelchair or scooter 98 76.6 23 18.0 2 1.6 3 2.3 2 1.1
12c. Specialized seating pad 99 77.3 28 21.9 0 0.0 1 0.8 0 0.0
12d. Mechanical lift 111 86.7 15 11.7 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 1.1
12e. Walker 97 75.8 25 19.5 3 23 1 0.8 2 2.5
12f. Walker with seat 111 86.7 12 9.4 3 23 2 1.6 0 0.7
12g. Cane 91 71.1 34 26.6 1 0.8 2 1.6 0 21
12h. Crutch(es) 127 99.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0
12i. Prosthetics 126 98.4 2 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
12j. Orthotics/brace 88 68.8 34 26.6 1 0.8 2 1.6 3 0.4
12k. Bed rail 101 78.9 26 20.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.7
12l. Electronic bed 100 78.1 25 19.5 0 0.0 2 1.6 1 0.4
12m. Grab bars 56 43.8 63 49.2 1 0.8 7 5.5 1 0.0
12n. Transfer board 123 96.1 4 3.1 1 0.8 0 0.0 0 0.0
120. Shower/commode chair 60 46.9 63 49.2 0 0.0 2 1.6 3 1.4
12p. Walk/wheel-in shower 74 57.8 50 39.1 1 0.8 3 2.3 0 0.0
12g. Glasses or contact lenses 39 30.5 84 65.6 1 0.8 4 3.1 0 0.0
12r. Hearing aid 123 96.1 3 23 1 0.8 1 0.8 0 0.4
12s. Communication device 115 89.8 10 7.8 0 0.0 1 0.8 2 0.0
12t. Stair rails 84 65.6 44 34.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
12u. Lift chair 116 90.6 10 7.8 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.7
12v. Ramps 89 69.5 37 28.9 1 0.8 1 0.8 0 0.0
Other 101 78.9 20 15.6 3 23 4 31 0 0.0




Table D10.a.5: Frequency of Device Use by CB-LTSS Population: Individuals With Serious Mental lliness

02. Assistive . 00. Assistive
09. Device Device 01. Device Device 07. Person
Individuals With a Not Needed Needed and Needed but Needed but Refused
Serious Mental lliness Unusable Not Available
n n n

12a. Manual wheelchair 145 84.3 19 111 2 1.2 5 2.9 1 21
12b. Motorized wheelchair or scooter 157 91.3 8 4.7 1 0.6 6 35 0 1.1
12c. Specialized seating pad 159 92.4 10 5.8 0 0.0 3 1.7 0 0.0
12d. Mechanical lift 169 98.3 3 1.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.1
12e. Walker 146 84.9 22 12.8 2 1.2 0 0.0 2 2.5
12f. Walker with seat 128 74.4 41 23.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.7
12g. Cane 110 64.0 54 31.4 4 23 1 0.6 3 2.1
12h. Crutch(es) 167 97.1 5 2.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
12i. Prosthetics 171 99.4 1 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
12j. Orthotics/brace 139 80.8 26 15.1 4 23 1 0.6 2 0.4
12k. Bed rail 152 88.4 16 9.3 0 0.0 3 1.7 1 0.7
12I. Electronic bed 154 89.5 18 10.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.4
12m. Grab bars 75 43.6 84 48.8 1 0.6 12 7.0 0 0.0
12n. Transfer board 168 97.7 4 23 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
120. Shower/commode chair 81 47.1 80 46.5 2 1.2 6 3.5 3 1.4
12p. Walk/wheel-in shower 142 82.6 25 14.5 1 0.6 4 2.3 0 0.0
12g. Glasses or contact lenses 35 20.4 118 68.6 11 6.4 7 4.1 1 0.0
12r. Hearing aid 158 91.9 7 4.1 1 0.6 5 29 1 0.4
12s. Communication device 168 97.7 3 1.7 0 0.0 1 0.6 0 0.0
12t. Stair rails 127 73.8 44 25.6 1 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0
12u. Lift chair 161 93.6 7 4.1 0 0.0 4 23 0 0.7
12v. Ramps 156 90.7 15 8.7 0 0.0 1 0.6 0 0.0
Other 128 74.4 39 22.7 2 1.2 2 1.2 1 0.0
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11. Living Arrangements

Table D11.a.1: Contingency Table of Living Arrangement Scores by CB-LTSS Population

Individuals With an
Individuals Who Are Frail Individuals With a Physical Individuals With Individuals With Serious ..
. Intellectual or o All Participants
Elderly Disability o a Brain Injury Mental lliness
Developmental Disability

13. Living Arrangement Scores by

CB-LTSS Population Past 3 Days | Past Month | Past3 Days | Past Month | Past 3 Days | Past Month | Past 3 Days | Past Month | Past 3 Days | Past Month | Past 3 Days | Past Month
(13a. Past 3 days/ 13b.Past Month)

n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n % n %

05. Lives alone 72 {256 | 72 {256 | 8 260 | 8 {253 | 30 {111 | 31 {115 | 24 | 188 | 24 | 188 | 107 | 62.2 | 107 | 62.2 | 315 | 27.0 | 314 | 26.9
04. Lives with others in home 204 | 72.6 | 204 | 72.6 | 230 | 72.8 | 231 | 73.1 | 158 | 585 | 157 | 582 | 59 {461 | 59 {46.1| 36 | 209 | 35 | 204 | 687 | 589 | 686 | 58.8
03. Lives in congregate home 3 11 3 1.1 4 1.3 4 1.3 81 {30.0| 8 (300 | 45 {352 45 {352 | 29 {169 | 28 | 163 | 162 | 139 | 161 | 13.8

02. No permanent
house/homeless

01. Was in a medical facility 2 0.7 2 0.7 0 0.0 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 0.2 4 0.3

Totalrespondentsl 281 | 100 | 281 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 316 | 100 | 270 { 100 | 270 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 128 | 100 | 172 | 100 | 172 | 100 § 1167} 100 | 1167 | 100

Table D11.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between Living Arrangement Scores and CB-LTSS Population

Past 3 Days Past 3 Days Past 3 Days Past3 Days Past Month | Past Month | Past Month | Past Month

n df %2 Sig. n
13. Living arrangements 1167 16 345.26 p<.0001 1167 16 343.84 p<.0001
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12. Availability of Assistance

Table D12.a.1: Contingency Table of Does the Person Have Assistance in Their Home Scores by CB-LTSS Population

LT Individuals With

14. Does t_he Pers?n Individuals Who Individual_s With an Intellectual or  Individuals With . ..
Have Assistance in Are Frail Elderly a !’hys:IFal el i Serious Mental All Participants
Their Home Scores by Disability lliness
CB-LTSS Population % % %
0. No 1 0.4 5 1.6 5 1.9 1 0.8 8 4.7 20 1.7
1. Yes 280 99.6 311 98.4 265 98.2 127 99.2 164 95.4 1147 98.3
Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D12.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Does the Person Have Assistance in Their Home Scores and CB-LTSS Population

.14. Dges the person have assistance 1167 4 12,61 p=.01335
in their home scores

. . Individuals With .. .
14a. Paid Level of Assistance Individuals Who Ind|V|duaI's With an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals With . .
. . a Physical . Serious Mental All Participants
in Home Scores by CB-LTSS Are Frail Elderly . Developmental a Brain Injury
. Disability lliness
Population
05. No assistance received 14 5.0 21 6.7 29 10.7 7 5.5 14 8.2 85 7.3
04. Occasionalfshort term 12 43 17 5.4 51 18.9 10 7.8 12 7.0 102 8.8
assistance
03. Regular nighttime 7 2.5 7 2.2 4 1.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 18 1.5
02. Regular daytime 184 65.5 237 75.0 62 23.0 55 43.0 112 65.5 650 55.8
01. Around the clock 64 22.8 34 10.8 124 45.9 56 43.8 33 19.3 311 26.7
Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 171 100 1166 100
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Table D12.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid Level of Assistance in Home Scores and CB-LTSS Population

14a. Paid level of assistance in home 1166 16 228.70 p<.0001

. . . Individuals With .. .
14b. Unpaid Level of Individuals Who IndeuaI.s With an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals With ..
. . . a Physical . Serious Mental All Participants
Assistance in Home Scores by | Are Frail Elderly . Developmental a Brain Injury
X Disability . lliness
CB-LTSS Population
05. No assistance received 39 13.9 45 14.3 134 49.6 43 34.4 85 49.7 346 29.8
04. Occasional/short term 56 19.9 58 18.4 69 25.6 39 31.2 45 263 | 267 | 230
assistance
03. Regular nighttime 54 19.2 63 20.0 3 1.1 11 8.8 8 4.7 139 12.0
02. Regular daytime 17 6.1 27 8.6 26 9.6 4 3.2 15 8.8 89 7.7
01. Around the clock 115 40.9 122 38.7 38 14.1 28 22.4 18 10.5 321 27.6
Total respondents 281 100 315 100 270 100 125 100 171 100 1162 100

Table D12.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Level of Assistance in Home Scores and CB-LTSS Population

14b. Unpaid level of assistance in
home

1162 16 258.07 p<.0001




13. Paid Assistance

Table D13.a.1: Contingency Table of Paid Self-Care Assistance Scores by CB-LTSS Population
Individuals With

Individuals With Individuals With

15a. Paid Self-care Assistance Scores Indlde.IaIS Who a Physical an Intellectual or Ind|V|d.uaIs.W|th Serious Mental All Participants
. Are Frail Elderly e e Developmental a Brain Injury
by CB-LTSS Population Disability e lliness
Disability
05. Assistance not needed 32 11.4 56 17.7 142 52.6 45 35.2 90 523 365 313
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 235 83.6 250 79.1 124 45.9 80 62.5 76 44.2 765 65.6
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
training/supportive services
02. Unclear if caregivers will provide
. 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.8 1 0.6 4 0.3
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 5 18 2 0.6 1 0.4 2 1.6 2 1.2 12 1.0
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 273 97.2 309 97.8 268 99.3 128 100 169 98.3 1147 98.3
00. Assistance needed but declined 8 2.9 4 1.3 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.6 14 1.2
09. Not applicable 0 0.0 3 1.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 2 1.2 6 0.5
Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D13.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid Self-Care Assistance Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15a. Paid self-care assistance 1161 16 187.50 p<.0001
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Table D13.a.2: Contingency Table of Paid Mobility Assistance Scores by CB-LTSS Population
Individuals With

. " . Individuals Who Ind|V|duaI's adlis an Intellectual or Individuals With Indlylduals ki .
15b. Paid Mobility Assistance Scores Are Erail Elderl a Physical Developbmental a Brain Iniur Serious Mental All Participants
by CB-LTSS Population v Disability P Jury lliness
05. Assistance not needed 39 13.9 73 23.1 173 64.1 51 39.8 107 62.2 443 38.0
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 228 81.1 231 73.1 93 34.4 74 57.8 58 33.7 684 58.6
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 1 04 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 08 0 0.0 ) 0.2
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 4 14 2 0.6 1 0.4 2 16 2 12 11 0.9
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 272 96.8 307 97.2 267 98.9 128 100 167 97.1 1141 97.8
00. Assistance needed but declined 7 2.5 4 1.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 12 1.0
09. Not applicable 2 0.7 5 1.6 3 1.1 0 0.0 4 2.3 14 1.2
Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D13.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid Mobility Assistance Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15b. Paid mobility assistance 1153 16 237.76 p<.0001
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Table D13.a.3: Contingency Table of Paid IADL Assistance Scores by CB-LTSS Population

TR T | el S Individuals With

15c. Paid IADL Assistance Scores by :‘f;‘gfal:r :!Z::o a Physical a;el‘r:(tazlercnt:::;r In:g/::it:laII:.ﬁlth Serious Mental All Participants
CB-LTSS Population v Disability P Jury lliness
05. Assistance not needed 5 1.8 31 9.8 51 19.0 14 10.9 19 11.1 120 10.3
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 264 94.0 275 87.0 215 79.9 111 86.7 146 84.9 1011 86.6
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 1 04 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 08 ) 12 4 03
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 5 18 4 1.3 2 0.7 2 1.6 2 12 15 13
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 275 97.9 310 98.1 268 99.6 128 100 169 98.3 1150 98.5
00. Assistance needed but declined 6 2.1 4 1.3 1 0.4 0 0.0 2 1.2 13 11
09. Not applicable 0 0.0 2 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 3 0.3
Total respondents 281 100 316 100 269 100 128 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D13.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid IADL Assistance Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15c. Paid IADL assistance 1164 16 58.77 p<.0001
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Table D13.a.4: Contingency Table of Paid Medication Administration Scores by CB-LTSS Population
Individuals With

. . .. .. . Individuals Who Ind|V|duaI's i an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals With . .
15d. Paid Medication Administration Are Erail Elderl a Physical Developbmental a Brain Iniur Serious Mental All Participants
Scores by CB-LTSS Population v Disability P Jury lliness

05. Assistance not needed 92 32.7 139 44.1 77 28.5 20 15.6 35 20.4 363 31.1
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 173 61.6 154 48.9 167 61.9 99 77.3 132 76.7 725 62.1
03. Caregiver(s) need 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 1 04 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 08 1 0.6 3 03
assistance
01 Assistance needed but no 2 0.7 2 0.6 1 0.4 2 16 1 0.6 8 0.7
caregiver available

Total scored respondents 269 95.7 295 93.7 246 91.1 122 95.3 169 98.3 1101 94.4
00. Assistance needed but declined 6 2.1 3 1.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 2 1.2 12 1.0
09. Not applicable 6 2.1 17 5.4 23 8.5 6 4.7 1 0.6 53 4.5

Total respondents 281 100 315 100 270 100 128 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D13.b.4: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid Medication Administration Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15d. Paid medication administration

1113

66.28

p<.0001
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Table D13.a.5: Contingency Table of Paid Medical Procedures/Treatments Scores by CB-LTSS Population

Individuals With

15e. Paid Medical Individuals Who Indlwdual.s With an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals With . .
. a Physical . Serious Mental All Participants
Procedures/Treatments Scores by Are Frail Elderly . Developmental a Brain Injury
; Disability lliness
CB-LTSS Population
05. Assistance not needed 47 16.7 53 16.8 74 27.4 18 14.1 40 23.3 232 19.9
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 94 335 76 24.1 94 34.8 43 33.6 32 18.6 339 29.1
03. Caregiver(s) need 1 0.4 3 1.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.6 6 0.5
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 1 04 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 ) 0.2
assistance
01 Assistance needed but no 1 0.4 2 0.6 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.6 5 0.4
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 144 51.3 134 42.4 169 62.6 62 48.4 75 43.6 584 50.0
00. Assistance needed but declined 2 0.7 1 0.3 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.6 5 0.4
09. Not applicable 135 48.0 181 57.3 100 37.0 66 51.6 96 55.8 578 49.5
Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D13.b.5: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid Medical Procedures/Treatments Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15e. Paid medical

589 16 24.82 p=.2083
procedures/treatments
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Table D13.a.6: Contingency Table of Paid Management of Equipment Scores by CB-LTSS Population

Individuals With

Individuals With

Individuals With

15f. Paid Management of Equipment :‘fe“gfal:r :;’Z::o a Physical a;(:c::e;::::;r In::;,r':il:la::.‘l’:?th Serious Mental All Participants
Scores by CB-LTSS Population v Disability P Jury lliness

05. Assistance not needed 63 22.4 51 16.1 71 26.3 24 18.8 49 28.5 258 221
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 60 21.4 62 19.6 44 16.3 20 15.6 15 8.7 201 17.2
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 0 00 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 08 0 0.0 1 01
assistance
01 Assistance needed but no 1 0.4 1 0.3 1 0.4 1 0.8 0 0.0 4 0.3
caregiver available

Total scored respondents 124 44.1 114 36.1 117 43.3 46 35.9 64 37.2 465 39.9
00. Assistance needed but declined 2 0.7 2 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 1.2 6 0.5
09. Not applicable 155 55.2 200 63.3 153 56.7 82 64.1 106 61.6 696 59.6

Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D13.b.6: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid Management of Equipment Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15f. Paid management of equipment 471 16 36.85 p=.0122
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Table D13.a.7: Contingency Table of Paid Supervision Scores by CB-LTSS Population

" Individuals with 'mdividuals With " _ Individuals With
. o Individuals Who . an Intellectual or Individuals With . . .
15g. Paid Supervision Scores by CB- Are Erail Elderl a Physical Developmental a Brain Iniur Serious Mental All Participants
LTSS Population v Disability . - ke lliness
05. Assistance not needed 36 12.8 82 26.0 64 23.7 26 20.3 41 24.0 249 21.3
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 214 76.2 161 51.0 200 74.1 95 74.2 115 67.3 785 67.3
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.1
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 0 00 0 00 0 00 1 0.8 1 06 ) 0.2
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 5 18 1 03 ) 07 ) 16 0 00 10 09

caregiver available
Total scored respondents 255 90.8 244 77.2 266 98.5 124 96.9 158 92.4 1047 89.7

00. Assistance needed but declined 7 2.5 3 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 11 0.9
09. Not applicable 19 6.8 69 21.8 4 1.5 4 3.1 12 7.0 108 9.3
Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 171 100 1167 100

Table D13.b.7: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid Supervision Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15g. Paid supervision 1058 16 53.96 p<.0001
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Table D13.a.8: Contingency Table of Paid Advocacy Scores by CB-LTSS Population
Individuals With

15h. Paid Ad\’locacy.o.r Fa.cilit.a\tion of Individuals Wh Ind::tlaslisc:“th an Intellectual or  Individuals With I::::;ﬂ:a;\l:e:ltl;r All Particioants
PEII’SOH ® Pa|:t|C|pat|on n Are Frail Elderly . y. . Developmental a Brain Injury P
Appropriate Medical Care Scores by Disability lliness
CB-LTSS Population
05. Assistance not needed 85 30.3 123 38.9 68 25.2 28 21.9 55 32.2 359 30.8
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 178 63.4 166 52.5 198 73.3 98 76.6 111 64.9 751 64.4
03. Caregiver(s) need 1 0.4 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 3 0.3
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide ) 07 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 08 1 0.6 4 03
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 2 0.7 3 1.0 2 0.7 1 0.8 2 1.2 10 0.9
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 268 95.4 293 92.7 268 99.3 128 100 170 99.4 1127 96.6
00. Assistance needed but declined 5 1.8 3 1.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.6 10 0.9
09. Not applicable 8 2.9 20 6.3 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 29 2.5
Total respondents 281 100 316 100 270 100 128 100 171 100 1167 100

Table D13.b.8: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Paid Advocacy Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15h. Paid advocacy 1137 16 36.80 p=.0124
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Table D13.a.9: Contingency Table of Has the PAID Caregiver(s) Ability Willingness, or Availability Changed During the Past Month

Scores by CB-LTSS Population

16. :ab?IitthevC:I‘IIilrJ\ ia;:Sgl;’fr(s) Individuals Individuals With Indl:“‘ltlgll:eal;‘g;t:ran Individuals Individuals With

. y g o Who Are Frail a Physical With a Brain Serious Mental All Participants

Availability Changed During Elderl Disabilit Developmental Iniur lliness
the Past Month Scores by CB- 4 ¥ Disability jury
LTSS Population % % %
0. No 260 92.9 298 94.9 260 96.3 116 91.3 150 87.7 1084 93.3
1. Yes 20 7.1 16 5.1 10 3.7 11 8.7 21 12.3 78 6.7
Total respondents | 280 100 314 100 270 100 127 100 171 100 1162 100

Table D13.b.9: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
PAID Caregiver(s) Ability Scores and CB-LTSS Population

16. Has the PAID caregiver(s) ability
willingness, or availability changed
during the past month scores

1162 4 14.53 p=.0058




14. Unpaid Assistance

Table D14.a.1: Contingency Table of Unpaid Self-Care Assistance Scores by CB-LTSS Population

" Individuals with  'ndividuals With " _ Individuals With
. . Individuals Who . an Intellectual or  Individuals With ) .
15a. Unpaid Self-care Assistance Are Erail Elderl a Physical Developmental a Brain Iniur Serious Mental All Participants
Scores by CB-LTSS Population v Disability P Jury lliness
05. Assistance not needed 98 35.0 105 33.3 204 75.8 75 59.1 137 80.1 619 53.0
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 171 61.1 198 62.9 51 19.0 46 36.2 28 16.4 494 42.3
03. Caregiver(s) need 1 0.4 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 6 21 ) 06 4 15 ) 16 1 06 15 13
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 3 1.1 5 1.6 8 3.0 4 3.2 3 18 23 2.0
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 279 99.6 311 98.7 267 99.3 127 100 169 98.8 1153 98.8
00. Assistance needed but declined 1 0.4 1 0.3 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3
09. Not applicable 0 0.0 3 1.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 2 1.2 6 0.5
Total respondents 280 100 315 100 269 100 127 100 171 100 1167 100

Table D14.b.1: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Self-Care Assistance Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15a. Unpaid self-care assistance 1156 16 218.14 p<.0001
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Table D14.a.2: Contingency Table of Unpaid Mobility Assistance Scores by CB-LTSS Population

Individuals With

. " . Individuals Who IndeuaI.s Ll an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals ki ..
15b. Unpaid Mobility Assistance Are Erail Elderl a Physical Developmental a Brain Iniur Serious Mental All Participants
Scores by CB-LTSS Population v Disability P Jury lliness
05. Assistance not needed 82 29.3 108 34.3 217 80.7 78 61.4 130 76.0 615 52.7
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 186 66.4 194 61.6 42 15.6 42 33.1 35 20.5 499 42.8
03. Caregiver(s) need 1 0.4 2 0.6 0 0.0 1 0.8 0 0.0 4 0.3
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 4 14 0 0.0 0 00 ) 16 0 0.0 6 05
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 3 11 5 16 7 26 4 3.2 2 12 21 1.8
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 276 98.6 309 98.1 266 98.9 127 100 167 97.7 1145 98.1
00. Assistance needed but declined 2 0.7 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3
09. Not applicable 2 0.7 5 1.6 3 1.1 0 0.0 4 2.3 14 1.2
Total respondents 280 100 315 100 269 100 127 100 171 100 1167 100

Table D14.b.2: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Mobility Assistance Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15b. Unpaid mobility assistance 1148 16 261.07 p<.0001
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Table D14.a.3: Contingency Table of Unpaid IADL Assistance Scores by CB-LTSS Population
Individuals With

. . Individuals Who IndeuaI.s With an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals With . .
15c. Unpaid IADL Assistance Scores Are Erail Elderl a Physical Developmental a Brain Iniur Serious Mental All Participants
by CB-LTSS Population v Disability P Jury lliness
05. Assistance not needed 41 14.6 62 19.7 148 55.2 55 43.3 89 52.1 395 33.9
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 226 80.7 242 76.8 104 38.8 65 51.2 75 43.9 712 61.0
03. Caregiver(s) need 1 0.4 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 6 21 1 03 3 11 4 32 ) 12 16 14
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 5 1.8 6 1.9 12 4.5 3 2.4 4 23 30 2.6
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 279 99.6 312 99.1 267 99.6 127 100 170 99.4 1155 99.0
00. Assistance needed but declined 1 0.4 1 0.3 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3
09. Not applicable 0 0.0 2 0.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 3 0.3
Total respondents 280 100 315 100 268 100 127 100 171 100 1167 100

Table D14.b.3: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid IADL Assistance Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15c. Unpaid IADL assistance 1159 16 185.18 p<.0001
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Table D14.a.4: Contingency Table of Unpaid Medication Administration Scores by CB-LTSS Population
Individuals With

15d. Unpaid Medication Individuals Who Indlwdual.s With an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals With ..
" . . a Physical . Serious Mental All Participants
Administration Scores by CB-LTSS Are Frail Elderly . Developmental a Brain Injury
. Disability lliness
Population

05. Assistance not needed 90 32.1 131 41.6 169 62.8 66 52.0 127 74.3 583 50.0
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 179 63.9 165 52.4 58 21.6 48 37.8 35 20.5 485 41.6
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 3 11 0 0.0 4 15 ) 16 1 06 10 09
assistance
01. Assistance needed but no 2 0.7 3 1.0 11 4.1 5 3.9 3 1.8 24 2.1

caregiver available
Total scored respondents 274 97.9 299 94.9 242 90.0 121 95.3 166 97.1 1102 94.4

00. Assistance needed but declined 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 6 2.1 16 5.1 26 9.7 6 4.7 4 2.3 58 5.0
Total respondents 280 100 315 100 269 100 127 100 171 100 1167 100

Table D14.b.4: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Medication Administration Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15d. Unpaid medication
administration

1104 16 157.03 p<.0001
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Table D14.a.5: Contingency Table of Unpaid Medical Procedures/Treatments Scores by CB-LTSS Population

. . Individuals With . . .
15e. Unpaid Medical Individuals Who Indlwdual's With an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals With ..
. a Physical . Serious Mental All Participants
Procedures/Treatments Scores by Are Frail Elderly . Developmental a Brain Injury
; Disability lliness
CB-LTSS Population
05. Assistance not needed 68 24.3 60 19.1 124 46.1 44 34.7 64 37.4 360 30.9
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 76 27.1 72 22.9 42 15.6 14 11.0 9 5.3 213 18.3
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 2 0.6 0 0.0 1 0.8 1 0.6 4 0.3
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 11 0 0.0 1 0.6 4 03
assistance
01 Assistance needed but no 1 0.4 1 0.3 1 0.4 2 16 0 0.0 5 0.4
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 145 51.8 135 42.9 170 63.2 61 48.0 75 43.9 586 50.2
00. Assistance needed but declined 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.8 1 0.6 3 0.3
09. Not applicable 135 48.2 180 57.1 98 36.4 65 51.2 95 55.6 573 49.1
Total respondents 280 100 315 100 269 100 127 100 171 100 1167 100

Table D14.b.5: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Medical Procedures/Treatments Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15e. Unpaid medical
procedures/treatments

589 16 84.98 p<.0001
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Table D14.a.6: Contingency Table of Unpaid Management of Equipment Scores by CB-LTSS Population

Individuals With

15f. Unpaid Management of Individuals Who Indlwdual.s With an Intellectual or  Individuals With Indlylduals With ..
. . a Physical . Serious Mental All Participants
Equipment Scores by CB-LTSS Are Frail Elderly . Developmental a Brain Injury
X Disability lliness
Population
05. Assistance not needed 54 19.3 51 16.2 94 34.9 31 24.4 60 35.1 290 24.9
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 69 24.6 64 20.3 19 7.1 12 9.5 6 3.5 170 14.6
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 1 04 0 0.0 3 11 0 00 0 0.0 4 03
assistance
01 Assistance needed but no 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.4 3 2.4 0 0.0 5 0.4
caregiver available
Total scored respondents 125 44.7 115 36.5 117 43.5 46 36.2 66 38.6 469 40.2
00. Assistance needed but declined 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1
09. Not applicable 155 55.4 200 63.5 151 56.1 81 63.8 105 61.4 692 59.3
Total respondents 280 100 315 100 269 100 127 100 171 100 1167 100

Table D14.b.6: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Management of Equipment Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15f. Unpaid management of
equipment

470 16 104.30 p<.0001

82



Table D14.a.7: Contingency Table of Unpaid Supervision Scores by CB-LTSS Population

" Individuals with  'ndividuals Wit " _Individuals With
. .. Individuals Who s an Intellectual or  Individuals With . . .
15g. Unpaid Supervision Scores by a Physical .. Serious Mental All Participants
. Developmental a Brain Injury
Disability lliness

CB-LTSS Population

Are Frail Elderly

05. Assistance not needed 61 21.8 80 25.6 139 51.7 59 46.5 105 62.1 444 38.1
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 191 68.2 161 514 112 41.6 58 45.7 47 27.8 569 48.8
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 1 0.1
training/supportive services

02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 3 11 0 0.0 1 04 1 08 ) 12 7 0.6
assistance

01. Assistance needed but no 4 14 4 13 12 45 5 39 3 18 )8 24

caregiver available

Total scored respondents 259 92.5 245 78.3 264 98.1 123 96.9 158 93.5 1049 89.9

00. Assistance needed but declined 2 0.7 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.3
09. Not applicable 19 6.8 68 21.7 4 1.5 4 3.2 11 6.5 106 9.1
Total respondents 280 100 313 100 269 100 127 100 169 100 1167 100

Table D14.b.7: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Supervision Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15g. Unpaid supervision 1052 16 125.85 p<.0001
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Table D14.a.8: Contingency Table of Unpaid Advocacy Scores by CB-LTSS Population

. . . Individuals With o .
15h. Unpaid Advocacy or Facilitation .. Individuals With .. . Individuals With
) S Individuals Who . an Intellectual or  Individuals With . e
of Person’s Participation in a Physical .. Serious Mental All Participants
Developmental a Brain Injury liness

Are Frail Elderl .
Appropriate Medical Care Scores by fe el erly Disability

CB-LTSS Population

05. Assistance not needed 58 20.8 85 27.2 136 50.6 57 44.9 105 61.1 441 37.8
04. Caregiver(s) provide assistance 206 73.8 205 65.5 110 40.9 63 49.6 62 36.1 646 55.4
03. Caregiver(s) need 0 0.0 1 0.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.6 2 0.2
training/supportive services
02..Unclear if caregivers will provide 3 11 0 0.0 7 26 ) 16 1 06 13 11
assistance
01 Assistance needed but no 3 1.1 2 0.6 14 5.2 5 3.9 3 1.7 27 2.3
caregiver available

Total scored respondents 270 96.8 293 93.6 267 99.3 127 100 172 100 1129 96.7
00. Assistance needed but declined 1 0.4 0 0.0 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.2
09. Not applicable 8 2.9 20 6.4 1 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 29 2.5

Total respondents 279 100 313 100 269 100 127 100 172 100 1167 100

Table D14.b.8: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Advocacy Scores and CB-LTSS Population

15h. Unpaid advocacy 1131 16 143.72 p<.0001
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Table D14.a.9: Contingency Table of Has the UNPAID Caregiver(s) Ability, Willingness, or Availability Changed During
the Past Month Scores by CB-LTSS Population

17. Has the UNPAID

. o Individuals Individuals With Individuals With an Individuals Individuals With
Caregiver(s) Ability, . . Intellectual or . . . . .
o Te(TF Who Are Frail a Physical With a Brain Serious Mental All Participants
Willingness, or Availability Elder] Disabili Developmental Ini i
Changed During the Past erly Isability Disability nury NEss
Month Scores by CB-LTSS
Population
0. No 265 95.3 300 96.2 261 96.7 121 96.0 156 91.2 1103 95.3
1. Yes 13 4.7 12 3.9 9 3.3 5 4.0 15 8.8 54 4.7
Total respondents | 278 100 312 100 270 100 126 100 171 100 1157 100

Table D14.b.9: Chi-Square Test for Independence: Association Between
Unpaid Caregiver Ability Scores and CB-LTSS Population

17. Has the UNPAID caregiver(s) ability,
willingness, or availability changed 1157 4
during the past month scores

8.17 p=.1265




15. Interrater Reliability Krippendorff’s Alpha Scores by Item

Table D15.a.1: Self-Care Krippendorff's Alpha Scores by Item for Each Assessment Entity

Krippendorff’s Alpha
FASI Items IRR Scores by | Entity 1 Entity 2 Entity 3 Entity 5 Entity 6 | Entity 7A Entity 7B Entity 8 Entity9 Entity 10 Entity11 Entity12 Entity 13
Entity
Raters (n) 14 5 5 8 4 4 2 3 3 5 4 4 7
Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs
alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha
P ) PP ) P ) PP ) TP ) PP ) PP ) PR ) PP ) TP ) PP ) TP ) PP ()
6a. Eating 0.85! 32 |038} 5 |1.00/ 4 [1.00{ 6 (097} 8 |1.00{ 6 |0.78} 3 |1.00! 30 |0.77{ 19 |1.00} 9 [1.00! 5 063} 10 [0.79! 28
6b. Oral hygiene 095! 32 |1.00{ 5 |0.75! 4 (095! 7 |0.99} 8 |1.00{ 6 |0.78{ 3 |1.00! 30 |0.85{ 19 |0.96! 9 |0.99! 5 0.88| 12 [0.84! 28
6¢. Toileting hygiene 0.90! 33 (099! 5 |096! 4 (071} 7 |1.00! 8 098! 6 |0.78! 3 |1.00! 30 [0.94} 16 |0.89! 9 [1.00f 5 (068! 12 |0.85! 28
6d. Wash upper body  |0.88! 32 |1.00{ 4 |1.00{ 4 099 7 |1.00{ 8 (098} 6 |1.00{ 3 |0.86| 30 [0.84} 18 [1.00| 9 [0.99| 5 0.88| 12 |0.84| 28
6e. Shower/bathe self  |0.921 33 |1.00{ 4 | * | * | * | 8 |1.00{ 8 |100| 6 |1.00! 3 0.89| 28 |0.93} 18 |1.00{ 9 [1.00! 5 |091| 11 |0.85| 28
6e. Upper body dressing |0.88! 33 |1.00{ 5 |0.96 4 |1.00{ 7 |1.00{ 8 |1.00{ 6 [1.00{ 3 |1.00{ 30 [0.91} 19 [0.88| 8 [1.00{ 5 0.82| 12 |1.00| 28
6f. Lower body dressing |0.95! 33 |1.00{ 5 |096! 4 |1.00{ 7 |1.00{ 8 |1.00{ 6 |1.00{ 3 |1.00} 30 [0.95| 19 [0.80| 9 [1.00| 5 093] 12 |0.75| 28
6f. Putting on/taking off | 5ot 35 19571 5 |1.00] 4 1.00] 7 |100] 8 |1.00] 6 |1.00] 3 099| 29 |0.96 18 |0.99| 9 |1.00{ 5 |1.00| 12 |0.80] 28

footwear

*Indicates that not enough data were present to run the analysis because there were no observations for that item.
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Table D15.a.2: Functional Mobility Krippendorff's Alpha Scores by Item for Each Assessment Entity

Krippendorff’s Alpha
FASI Items IRR Scores Entity 1 Entity 2 Entity 3 Entity 5 Entity 6 Entity 7A | Entity 7B Entity 8 Entity 9  Entity 10 | Entity 11 Entity 12 Entity 13
by Entity
Raters (n) 14 5 5 8 4 4 2 3 3 5 4 4 7
! Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs
alphal alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha
PR () 2PN () [TPE () [FPNRL () [FPTEE () (BPTRL () [BPREE () EPRA () [HPREL () TP () [FPRL () FPTEE () [EPRA ()
7a. Roll left and right ]0.93! 30 |1.00{ 5 |0.96{ 4 |1.00{ 7 |1.00{ 7 |1.00} 6 [1.00{ 3 |0.81| 28 [1.00{ 19 0.89] 9 [1.00{ 5 |0.97| 10 |1.00] 27
7b. Sitting to lying 096} 32 1098} 5 |096! 4 |1.00}{ 7 |1.00{ 7 |1.00/ 6 [1.00{ 3 |0.84} 30 [1.00} 19 |0.82} 9 |1.00! 5 |0.76} 12 |1.00} 28
Z&;‘é}”ﬁ;g sittingon f597¢ 32 |1.00f 5 096! 4 100/ 7 |1.00f 7 |1.00{ 5 |1.00! 3 |0.74} 29 [1.00{ 19 083! 8 |1.00{ 5 |0.90| 12 |0.78! 28
7d. Sit to stand 1.00{ 28 |1.00! 4 [1.00f{ 3 |1.00{ 7 |1.00/ 8 |1.00{ 6 |0.78! 3 |1.00} 28 099} 9 091! 9 |1.00{ 5 |091| 11 [0.87} 28
Zgncs'f‘:r'r/ bed-to-chair | 931 33 100! 2 100! 3 |1.00{ 7 |1.00{ 3 1.00} 6 |0.78] 3 |0.89| 26 [090| 18 068 9 |1.00{ 5 |0.90] 12 |0.68] 28
7f. Toilet transfer 092} 31 (100} 5 |096! 4 |1.00}{ 7 |1.00{ 8 |1.00! 6 [-0.23] 3 |091} 30 [0.97} 13 (052} 9 [1.00! 5 |0.91} 11 |0.68} 28
7g. Car transfer 0.85! 30 100} 4 096! 4 |061i 7 |071! 8 |1.00{ 6 |0.78} 3 |091! 27 |0.76{ 17 (022! 9 |0.67! 5 |0.87} 9 [1.00! 28
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Table D15.a.3: Ambulation Mobility Krippendorff’s Alpha Scores by Item for Each Assessment Entity

Krippendorff’s Alpha

FASI Items IRR Scores  Entity 1 Entity 2 Entity 3 Entity 5 Entity 6 Entity 7A  Entity 7B Entity 8 Entity 9 Entity 10 Entity 11 Entity 12 Entity 13
by Entity

Raters (n) 14 5 5 8 4 4 2 3 3 5 4 4 7
Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs

alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha
PR3 (n) (&P (n) PP () (TP () PR (n) TP (n) [BPNE (n) TP () PP (n) PPN (n) [TPTRE(n) PPN (n) PP (n)
8a. Walks 10 feet 1.00{ 28 |1.00{ 4 |1.00: 4 (100 7 |(0.71% 8 |1.00{ 6 |[1.00i{ 3 |0.80} 26 [1.00i 6 |095{ 9 |1.00{ 5 (058 8 |0.80: 27

8b. Walks 50 feet with
two turns

0.87: 24 /100 3 |1.00; 4 100! 7 |1.00;{ 8 |1.00: 6 |100: 3 |093: 26 (1.00{ 6 |093: 7 |1.00: 5 [1.00{ 6 [0.59: 25

8c. Walks 150 feet 0.76; 17 (1.00; 3 |1.00; 3 |1.00; 7 |1.00{ 6 |1.00; 6 |100; 3 |0.89; 25 (045 4 |090; 4 |1.00{ 4 |1.00{ 2 |0.90: 26

8d. Walks 10 feet on " "

0.99{ 16 |1.00: 3 [1.00: 3 |049; 7 |100; 7 (1.00! 6 0.80: 17 {0.87: 5 |1.00{ 8 |1.00; 5 |0.83: 2 [1.00: 25
uneven surfaces

8e. 1 step (curb) 0.93{ 21 (1.00; 4 [100: 4 |061; 7 |062; 8 |100; 6 (1.00{ 2 |0.75}; 24 |0.73; 5 |1.00; 8 [1.00;{ 5 |0.89; 5 |1.00; 26
8f. 4 steps 098 15 /100 4 |1.00; 3 |1.00; 7 |1.00{ 8 |1.00; 5 |100{ 2 |095} 22 (1.00{ 4 |099: 6 (0.88i 5 |0.63{ 5 [1.00{ 25
8g. 12 steps 097 6 (100; 4 [1.00; 2 |1.00; 6 |100; 6 |100; 5 (1.00{ 3 |1.00; 20 |1.00; 4 |1.00; 2 |[0S90: 5 |1.00; 2 |0.86; 24
8h. Walks indoors 1.00{ 28 |1.00; 4 (1.00{ 4 |1.00{ 7 |1.00; 8 |1.00{ 6 (1.00; 3 |0.93} 27 |100; 6 |0.76f 9 [100; 5 |058; 8 |1.00: 27

8i. Carries something

. 1.00! 16 |1.00! 3 |1.00{ 3 |044} 7 |099! 8 |100} 5 [(1.00i 2 |1.00} 21 (041! 4 |099! 5 |1.00! 3 |1.00! 4 |0.87: 25
in both hands

8j. Picking up object 1.00; 22 |1.00; 4 |1.00; 3 |-0.10; 6 [1.00; 6 |1.00; 6 |1.00; 2 (091; 25 (093; 3 |098; 5 |1.00; 4 |046; 5 [1.00; 27

8k. Walks for 15

minutes 1.00{ 11 |1.00¢{ 3 * * 1100} 7 |095; 7 |1.00; 5 |1.00{ 2 |0.82} 23 |096}; 4 |1.00; 2 |093; 3 |1.00{ 2 |1.00} 24

8l. Walks across a
street

1.00; 8 |100; 3 |100; 3 |049; 7 |097; 7 |1.00;{ 6 |1.00; 2 [1.00; 15 [0.41; 4 * * |1.00; 4 |025} 2 |1.00; 23

*Indicates that not enough data were present to run the analysis because there were no observations for that item.
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Table D15.a.4: Wheelchair Mobility Krippendorff’s Alpha Scores by Item for Each Assessment Entity

Krippendorff’s Alpha

FASI Items IRR Scores  Entity 1 Entity 2 Entity 3 Entity 5 Entity 6 Entity 7A Entity 7B Entity 8 Entity9  Entity 10 Entity11 Entity 12 Entity 13
by Entity

Raters (n) 14 5 5 8 4 4 2 3 3 5 4 4 7
! Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs

alphai alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha
PR () 2P0 (n) [TPTA () PPOE (n) [BPRRL () [FPTEE () [HPRRL () PN () [EPREE () PR () [EPREE () (TP () @R ()
9a. Wheels 50feet |y ool g3 | « |« | = |« |« L x|« f x| x L x| x| % 00610096 9 | * | * | * | * 100 3 |09s]| 5

with two turns

9b. Wheels 150 feet 098 13 | * * * * * * * * * * * * 1087 11 [0.67; 9 * * * * 11.00; 3 [099} 5

minutes

9d. Wheels across a 1.00f 7 * * * * * * * * * * * * 100! 4 |-058 3 * * * * 100! 2 |044a! 3
street

10a. Wheels 50 feet 1.00! 5 * * * * * * * * * * * * 100! 3 |073! 8 * * * * * * * *

with two turns

10b. Wheels 150 feet |1.00f 5 | * | * | * | * | * [ % | % b % | x|« | x| % 1100] 3 [0.73] 8 | * | * | x| x| x| x| x| x

lqc- Wheels for 15 1.00! 5 * * * * * * * * * * * * 1.00 2 0.97 8 * * * * * * * *
minutes
:t(:(:érlheas acrossa 1.00! 5 * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 0.83 2 * * * * * * * *

*Indicates that not enough data were present to run the analysis because there were no observations for that item.
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Table D15.a.5: IADL Krippendorff’s Alpha Scores by Item for Each Assessment Entity

Krippendorff’s Alpha
FASI Items IRR Scores | Entity 1 Entity 2 Entity3  Entity5 Entity6 | Entity 7A Entity 7B Entity8  Entity 9 Entity 10 | Entity 11 Entity 12 Entity 13
by Entity
Raters (n) 14 5 5 8 4 4 2 3 3 5 4 4 7
! Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs

alphai alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha

A () | BT () [TPTA () PR () BT () FPNEL () (PR () FPNAL () EPNAL () @PNA () [@PNA () PR () PR ()
;1;"\/'3"653"ghtc"'d'o.gz 28 | 100 | 4 (100! 4 025 7 |1.00{ 8 |1.00] 5 | * | * 092} 30 [1.00{ 19 |0.93| 8 |100| 5 |0.75| 10 |1.00| 28
11b'|Makesa“ghth°t 092{ 29 | 100 | 4 |1.00{ 4 |050} 7 |0.73! 8 (078} 3 | * | * |0.93}| 30 |0.87] 19 |0.83] 9 [1.00! 5 |053{ 9 |0.91| 28
mea
11c. Light daily 098] 27 | 1.00 | 5 |0.75| 4 |0.73] 7 |044} 8 |1.00} 3 [1.00{ 2 |0.88] 29 |0.76] 16 |1.00| 9 [1.00{ 5 |1.00{ 10 |0.94] 27
housework
11d. Heavier periodic | g5t 94 | 100 | 4 |075} 4 088} 7 |0s1 7 |100! 2 |100f 2 |o84al 30 [074} 16 (100! 8 [1.00] 5 |1.00] 9 |0.95] 25
housework
11e. Light shopping |0.98! 23 | 081 | 4 |1.00! 4 |042{ 7 086} 7 |0.40| 6 |1.00{ 3 |0.97| 23 |0.91} 18 (0.87| 9 |1.00/ 4 |0.99| 10 [0.87| 27
11f. Telephone- 1.00}{ 27 | 1.00 | 2 |100} 4 |-0.08] 7 |0.62} 8 |1.00{ 6 |1.00{ 2 |0.67| 30 |0.94{ 18 |0.84| 9 |1.00{ 3 |0.70} 9 |1.00} 28
answering call
:);gc'ilg'ce:’lrone' 0.90{ 28 | 093 | 3 |1.00/ 4 |049] 7 |1.00} 8 |100} 6 [1.00{ 2 |0.68] 28 |0.91] 17 |0.91] 9 [1.00{ 3 |0.78] 9 |1.00} 28
11h. Medication
management-oral 095! 31 | -006 | 4 |1.00! 4 |067} 6 |1.00{ 7 |006! 6 [1.00f 2 |0.72{ 29 |0.79} 19 |1.00} 9 |1.00! 5 |0.67! 11 |0.83} 26
medications
11i. Medication
management- 099! 13 | 083 | 2 | * | * o011} 3 | = | * | * | = | = | * |100! 3 |100! 3 |1.00] 4 [1.00! 1 |064] 7 |1.00] 3
inhalant/mist
medications
11j. Medication
management- 1.00{ 15 | * * | 4 ox | % x| % L% 11000 2 [ * | * 092! 7 |1.00! 4 100! 2 |100{ 1 |1.00{ 4 |0.97| 8
injectable medications
11k. Simple Financial § oet 56 | 064 | 4 0230 3 |041] 7 |1.00! 8 |055] 5 |1.00f 3 |0.84| 28 |095! 16 099! o |098! 5 097! 11 |0.92] 28
Management
11l. Complexfinancial §, 5ot o7 |« * 1000 2 | * | * | * ! * [075| 4 |1.00f 2 |094! 29 [0.97] 16 099 8 |1.00{ 5 |1.00{ 10 |0.75! 28
management

*Indicates that not enough data were present to run the analysis because there were no observations for that item.
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Table D15.a.6: Paid Assistance Krippendorff’s Alpha Scores by Item for Each Assessment Entity
Krippendorff’s

Alpha FASI Items Entityl Entity2 Entity3 Entity5 Entity6 Entity 7A Entity 7B Entity8 Entity9 Entity 10 Entity 11 Entity 12 Entity 13
IRR Scores by Entity

Raters (n) 8-14 5 3-5 4-8 4 4-6 4-6 3 3 3-5 3-4 4 7

Obs alpha Obs Obs Obs et Obs Obs Obs alpha Obs st Obs Obs Obs alpha Obs et Obs
(n) (n) (n) (n) (n) (n) (n)

Q15a. Self-care 0.87: 33 |1.00; 5 (031} 4 |0.82; 7 |1.00; 8 |1.00; 6 |1.00{ 3 |0.94; 30 (0.31} 19 |1.00} 9 (1.00; 5 |0.00} 12 |0.78} 28

alpha

Q15b. Mobility 0.87: 33 (064} 5 (031} 4 [1.00; 7 |0.76; 8 |1.00; 4 |0.44: 3 |0.78; 30 (0.31} 19 |1.00} 9 (1.00; 4 |-0.05{ 12 |0.57 28

Q15c. IADL 1.00¢{ 33 |1.00{ 5 |-0.51} 4 |1.00{ 7 |0.00{ 8 |0.00{ 6 |1.00; 3 |1.00} 30 [0.02} 19 |1.00{ 9 |1.00{ 5 |1.00; 12 |1.00; 28

Q15d. Medication
Administration
Q15e. Medical
Treatments

Q15f. Management
of Equipment.

0.67} 28 |1.00; 4 (054! 4 |069} 6 |1.00; 8 |1.00{ 6 |1.00{ 3 |0.81} 29 |0.11} 18 |1.00} 9 (1.00; 5 |-0.05} 12 |1.00; 27

1.00{ 10 | * -0.50; 2 |1.00{ 2 |1.00; 5 |1.00f 1 |1.00! 2 |1.00{ 8 |0.00; 2 |1.00{ 2 |1.00{ 3 |0.00! 4 |0.66} 14

1.00{ 10 | * * * * 10.00¢ 2 * * * * * * 11.00} 2 * * 11.00! 4 (1.00! 2 (0.00; 4 |0.84} 9

Q15g. Supervision |0.58: 18 |1.00{ 4 [0.00{ 3 |0.71} 7 |1.00{ 8 |0.00{ 5 |1.00; 3 |0.87; 30 [0.45} 14 |0.70{ 9 |1.00{ 5 |0.00} 12 |0.00 28

Q15h. Advocacy 0.82: 30 (1.00; 5 |-0.16; 4 |0.71: 7 |1.00: 8 |-0.50{ 6 |1.00{ 3 |0.90: 30 (0.01: 19 |1.00: 9 (1.00: 5 |0.00;{ 12 |1.00; 28

*Indicates that not enough data were present to run the analysis because there were no observations for that item.
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Table D15.a.7: Unpaid Assistance Krippendorff’s Alpha Scores by Item for Each Assessment Entity

Krippendorff’s Alpha

FASI Items IRR Scores | Entity1 | Entity 2 Entity3  Entity 5 Entity 6 Entity 7A Entity 7B Entity 8 Entity 9 Entity 10 Entity 11

Entity 12

Entity 13

by Entity

Raters (n) 8-14 5 3-5 4-8 4 4-6 4-6 3 3 3-5 3-4 4
! Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs Obs

alphal alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha alpha

A () PPN () PR () PN () [BPREL () BIPNEE () [BIPREE () [BIPNEY () [EPRA () RPN () [EPREL () [EPRA () [EPREE ()
Q15a. Self-care 0.82{ 33 [1.00{ 5 |1.00! 4 |100! 7 |1.00{ 8 |1.00{ 6 |0.00f 3 |0.80! 30 [0.08! 18 099! 9 |1.00{ 5 |0.00! 12 |0.85! 28
Q15b. Mobility 0.85{ 33 [1.00{ 5 |053! 4 |000! 7 |1.00/ 8 |1.00! 4 |1.00} 3 |093! 30 |[0.13! 18 (099! 9 |1.00{ 4 |-0.05/ 12 |0.72! 28
Q15c. IADL 091 33 [064! 5 |0.10! 4 |100! 7 |1.00! 8 |031} 6 |[1.00} 3 |0.79! 30 |-0.25! 18 (099! 9 |1.00f 5 |1.00! 12 |0.34! 28
Q15d. Medication  }¢ 264 57 1900} 4 |1.00! 4 |1.00] 6 |1.00{ 8 |069| 6 |1.00 3 |066| 28 |0.74] 16 |1.00{ 9 |1.00{ 5 |-0.05 12 |0.54] 26
Administration
Q15e. Medical « *

079 10 1.00{ 2 [1.00{ 2 |100{ 6 |1.00/ 1 |1.00{ 2 100} 8 [1.00{ 2 100! 2 |1.00] 3 |0.00| 4 |1.00] 14
Treatments
Q15f. Management of |, 5ot 49 | « | « | x| % 000! 2 |200f 2 | * | * | * | * 100 2 | * | * 000} 4 |1.00] 2 000 4 |-006/ 9
Equipment.
Q15g. Supervision 0.69{ 17 |1.00{ 4 |100! 3 |071! 7 |1.00! 8 |094! 5 |[1.00} 3 |0.79} 29 |0.55! 13 (099! 9 |1.00f 5 |0.00! 12 |0.32} 28
Q15h. Advocacy 0.65{ 29 [1.00{ 5 |-051! 4 |100! 7 |1.00{ 8 |-027/ 6 |1.00f 3 |0.86! 30 |0.62! 18 099! 9 |1.00{ 5 |0.00! 12 |0.63] 28

*Indicates that not enough data were present to run the analysis because there were no observations for that item.
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