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Source: D. Braddock. (2016). Boulder, CO: University of Colorado, Coleman Institute for Cognitive Disabilities.

Figure 29





   749 ORGANIZATIONS HAVE ENDORSED  



ENDORSING ORGANIZATIONS 



APHA DISABILITY SECTION ENDORSEMENT 

• “We believe access to technology and information is essential for 
people with cognitive disabilities to participate in society, easily 
locate important health information, and identify opportunities to 
improve their health and the social determinants of health.”  

 

• “We believe the Declaration boldly advocates for inclusion in 
technology and access to information.”  

 

• “We believe access to technology and access to information is a 
public health issue and that improving access, as the Declaration 
promotes, can improve the health and well-being of the 30 million 
U.S. citizens with cognitive disabilities.” 

  



NATIONAL STATEMENTS ENDORSING 
THE DECLARATION 

 

AMERICAN NETWORK OF COMMUNITY OPTIONS AND RESOURCES 
(ANCOR)                                                                  

Policy Statement: “Bringing Long-Term Supports and Services into the 21st 

Century,” Released October 7, 2016 

PRESIDENT’S COMMITTEE FOR PEOPLE WITH INTELLECTUAL 

DISABILITIES (PCPID)                                       

Report to the President: “Leveling the Playing Field: Improving Technology 

Access and Design for People with Intellectual Disabilities,” 2015 

 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION (FCC)               

White Paper on Individuals with Cognitive Disabilities: “Barriers and 

Solutions for Accessible Information and Communication Technologies,” 

Released October 6, 2016 



The Declaration addresses today's reality as information and communication 
technologies are ubiquitous and have become valuable tools for billions of 
people worldwide. Yet people with cognitive disabilities, particularly individuals 
with intellectual and developmental disabilities, have limited access to such 
technologies.  

 

For the 30 million people in the US with cognitive disabilities, the disruptive 
convergence of computing and communication hardware and software has 
substantially created barriers to engaging meaningfully in education, health 
promotion, employment, recreation and civic participation. 

WHY ENDORSE THE DECLARATION? 



WHAT LEADERS SAY 

“It outlines the various ways in which people with 
disabilities should have the same kind of access to 
technology and the internet and all forms of interaction in 
today’s technological world.” 

 
– Maggie Nygren, Ed.D., 

Executive Director & CEO AAIDD  
 
“The Declaration is a joint Declaration where many 
organizations from across the country representing 
various components of the disability field have come 
together and agreed on the principles.” 

 
 – Renee Pietrangelo,  
Former CEO, ANCOR 

 



WHAT LEADERS SAY 

 

“If you cannot navigate technology in our society, you 
have limited access to work, to living in the community, a 
whole array of things. If we don’t begin to address this 
now, people with cognitive disabilities are going to further 
be discriminated against in all aspects.” 

–  Michael Wehmeyer, Ph.D., 

Director, Kansas University Center on            

Developmental Disability  



IF YOU OR YOUR ORGANIZATION HAVE NOT 
ENDORSED  

 

 
http://www.colemaninstitute.org/ 

declaration-endorse  

11 



NEXT STEPS AFTER ORGANIZATIONAL AND 
INDIVIDUAL ENDORSEMENT 

1. SPREAD THE WORD 

 

 

2. BE A CHAMPION OF STATE LEGISLATION:         
CURRENT LEGISLATION IN COLORADO AND MAINE 

 

3. DESCRIBE AND DEFINE THE PRINCIPLES AS APPLIED 
TO YOUR ORGANIZATIONAL CULTURE 

 

4. EDUCATE PEOPLE WITH COGNTIVE DISABILITIES AND 
THEIR FAMILIES ABOUT THEIR RIGHT TO TECHNOLOGY 
AND INFORMATION ACCESS 

 



http://www.stateofthestates.org/ 



60 62 64 66 68 70 72 74 76 78 80 82 84 86 88 90 92 94 96 98 00 02 04 06 08 10 12 14 15

Fiscal Year

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

R
e
s
id

e
n

ts
 (

1
,0

0
0
s
)

4 15
33 79

160

265

343

415

499

562

160
195

173

119

69
47 41 36 27

21

1 to 6 Persons

State Institutions (16+)

HCBS Enacted

(1982)

ICF/MR

Enacted

Figure 9

NUMBER OF PERSONS WITH IDD RESIDING IN SETTINGS

FOR SIX OR FEWER PERSONS: FY 1960-2015

Sources: [1-6 person settings]: 1960-76 (computed from O'Connor (1976)); 1977-91 (Prouty, Smith, & Lakin, 2002);

1992-15 (Braddock, et al., 2016). [State Institutions]: 1960-76 (Lakin, 1979); 1977-2015 (Braddock et al., 2016).

(1967)

(1989)



Source: Braddock et al., Coleman Institute and Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado (2016) 
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Figure 7
FISCAL EFFORT FOR IDD SERVICES IN

THE UNITED STATES: FY 1977-2015
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1 New York $9.23 18 Pennsylvania $5.31 35 New Jersey $3.75

2 North Dakota $8.18 19 Arkansas $5.22 36 Tennessee $3.62

3 Maine $8.16 20 New Mexico $5.11 37 California $3.58

4 West Virginia $7.53 21 Oregon $4.96 38 Maryland $3.35

5 District of Columbia $7.34 22 South Dakota $4.92 39 Kansas $3.25

6 Louisiana $7.22 23 Delaware $4.88 40 Washington $3.18

7 Minnesota $6.98 24 North Carolina $4.67 41 Virginia $3.18

8 Kentucky $6.90 25 Nebraska $4.58 42 Oklahoma $2.96

9 Iowa $6.90 26 Montana $4.48 43 Illinois $2.77

10 Ohio $6.78 27 Idaho $4.47 44 Utah $2.76

11 Vermont $6.65 28 Missouri $4.22 45 Georgia $2.46

12 Massachusetts $6.06 29 Wyoming $4.22 46 Hawaii $2.33

13 Wisconsin $5.77 30 New Hampshire $4.19 47 Colorado $2.32

14 Indiana $5.73 31 Mississippi $3.96 48 Alabama $2.20

15 Rhode Island $5.52 32 South Carolina $3.83 49 Texas $2.17

16 Connecticut $5.40 33 Arizona $3.79 50 Florida $2.01

17 Alaska $5.33 34 Michigan $3.75 51 Nevada $1.56

FISCAL EFFORT FOR IDD SERVICES: 2015 

Source: Braddock et al., Coleman Institute and Department of Psychiatry, University of Colorado (2016) 



CONTACT INFORMATION 

 

David Braddock, Ph.D. 

Coleman Institute for Cognitive Disabilities 

3825 Iris Avenue, Suite 200 

Boulder, CO 80301 

303-492-0639 

http://ColemanInstitute.org 
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