Supporting Statement for the State Program Performance Report
for FY 2018-2021

A. Justification

1. Circumstances Making the Collection of Information Necessary

¢ This is a request for Office of Management and Budget (OMB) approval of the
Administration for Community Living’s (ACL) Administration on Aging (AoA)
Title IIT and Title VII (Chapters 3 and 4) performance data. This collection is a
revision of the 2016 approved version (Approval number 0985-0008).and that
incorporates significant reduction in the amount of data collected.

¢ The Older Americans Act (OAA), P.L. 89-73, enacted July 14, 1965, last
amended in April 2016, P.L. 114-144, requires the Department to submit an
annual report Congress on the performance of Older Americans Act funded
projects. (42 U.S.C. 3012).

¢ Data collection is essential to provide performance measures as required by
Congress and the GPR Modernization Act of 2010 (GPRMA).

2. Purpose and Use of Information Collection

¢ The information submitted by Older Americans Act (OAA) Title III and VII
(Chapters 3 and 4) grantees is AoA’s principle source of information on programs
and services funded under the (OAA). The State Performance Report (SPR)
serves as the Program Performance Report for state grantees to meet their annual
grantee reporting requirements and includes the data required by the OAA to be
reported in the AoA Annual Report to Congress. The data collection is summary
data of services for seniors and family caregivers provided or managed by State
Units on Aging (SUA) and Area Agencies on Aging (AAA). Data is submitted
annually by the 50 states, four Outlying Areas Territories (American Samoa,
Guam, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands and U.S. Virgin Islands),
Washington, D.C., and Puerto Rico. It includes information on the number of
people served and their characteristics, the number of units of specific services,
expenditures, number of state and local staff, and Aging Network description (e.g.
staffing).

Data from the SPR are the primary source for performance measures in the
Congressional budget justification; the HHS Annual Performance Plan and Report
as well as the Annual Report to Congress referred to above. AoA also uses the
data to respond to inquiries from stakeholders, the public, and the press as well as
program and policy decision makers.

Information from the most recent SPR is available on-line on the Aging Integrated
Database (AGID) website (http://www.agid.acl.gov/). Results are available
annually.



http://www.agid.acl.gov/

3. Use of Improved Information Technology and Burden Reduction

e States are required to submit data electronically via an on-line internet based
secure server.

4. Efforts to Identify Duplication and Use of Similar Information

¢ No other sources collect this specific data or similar information that could be
used for this purpose.

5. Impact on Small Businesses or Other Small Entities

® Reporting is performed by State Units on Aging. No small businesses or other
small entities will be involved in this information collection.

6. Consequences of Collecting the Information Less Frequent Collection

e The Older Americans Act requires the Department to report annually on the
performance of this program. If the reports were made less frequently, AoA
would not fulfill its statutory reporting responsibilities.

7. Special Circumstances Relating to the Guidelines of 5 CFR 1320.5

¢ Requiring respondents to report information to the agency more often than
quarterly;

Not applicable. Reports are only required on an annual basis.

¢ Requiring respondents to prepare a written response to a collection of
information in fewer than 30 days after receipt of it;

Not applicable.

¢ Requiring respondents to submit more than an original and two copies of any
document;

Not applicable.

¢ Requiring respondents to retain records, other than health, medical,
government contract, grant-in-aid, or tax records, for more than three years;

Not applicable.



¢ In connection with a statistical survey, that is not designed to produce valid and
reliable results than can be generalized to the universe of study;

Not applicable.

¢ Requiring the use of a statistical data classification that has not been reviewed
and approved by OMB;

Not applicable.

e That includes a pledge of confidentiality that is not supported by authority
established in statute or regulation, that is not supported by disclosure and
data security policies that are consistent with the pledge, or that unnecessarily
impedes sharing of data with other agencies for compatible confidential use; or

Not applicable.

¢  Requiring respondents to submit proprietary trade secrets, or other
confidential information unless the agency can demonstrate that it has
instituted procedures to protect the information’s confidentiality to the extent
permitted by law.
Not applicable.

8. Comments in Response to the Federal Register Notice/Outside Consultation

* A 60-day Federal Register Notice was published in the Federal Register on
June 1, 2017, Vol. 82, No. 104, pp. 25293-25294. This notice is included below:



batiars and
pdh:::.nﬂ. partisct ragabations and CIFER:
Chrisivgher Beack,

T —— nnh.-r 5
Zmuia hh'r Al I'Im
s mvzima e fox Ui el Fambim:

VR e 301 7-1120 Fiisd -20-17; D45 x|
LR CT -

1320 %o} and Ecludm sguncy moumts
or mquinmesis thet membes of the
public wchre® sepoets, krop ncorde o
provide mimmeiion io w thicd pesty.
Sotion 3506 cE2IA) of S FRA 44
LS asonc N2 K ATl squinms Fedeml
spuncine to provide a GO-dey nolion &=
the Federal Register mncreizg mch

3 el ession of ink X

L iby Liwing) First dereel

Sistn Frogmam Pocfemanoe H.q:url lSFﬂ
in 19965 an pad of 1 B tional Snng
Progmms Information System BAPLEL
Tho SFH cnllects. informatios sbeost the
national Aging Metwork, bow Staie
ApmcE on Aging sapmmd their (AA
B, o el s B v ol
sz for (A suthonizod supportive

becdizg mch d ufun -ranhuﬁl"H ll.la:ullmh
FARTME HEA AND wuxisting cull afinf: i on tha d
IEI.EI.-.IHSEH“'HI;[;.E:E ™ bl thecnlledticn o (ME 6 | stutus cfthe =l
fur spprevml. v by vy fom AL peefremans
Adminisbration lor Community Living To mmply with the showm mmsun=mml.
mgeizermni, ALL is puklishinga nolice e
Infrrmation Collection uf b proped sevision of @ mmmily | e
Commant Aoguost: wpproved collactios of @krnetion st Sqgmilicant novisinn In 2a SR wew
Rodosi dhﬂ-"ﬁﬁlm 5,.1.,..,. u...m,: qru.,..-p.d tn =t implemenied in 2005, This
Oidar Tios Wand Vi,  the af i propoed mlledicn i s reviion thal
Eaaio Program Performance Rapart .'ll'.'l.nrrﬂ-:ummcd:umljl'ﬁ"lul}ur ﬁﬂ_ﬂ:lﬂ&yl:ﬂ:ﬂrlpﬂmﬂi
ABDHCY: Adrmimisdsabinn Eur ity v prepoed mlledicn of waminn (uffedien 2007-2008). Tha
Living, HHE, in necmmry for the prope pudornenm fectors (et isfleesond o propossd
AT B urﬂlzrmn_:l.nnmmdudmg-hu'_-w nuvision of the SPR, izchede (1] The

will b

Ay Tho Administmtion o
Cemmunity 1..r|-|.r|g [ALL) is snnouncing
= npporz=ity fortha p.-bh:lu

nn tan 3
meine infmmatinn by Lo mgmncy.
LUinder ta Peporeork Beductios Ao of

ulnli-p |2} the mooemecy of AlL'
d.md- ul tha hurc-z of & propomsd

ali byt

walidity of the mathod ology and
smumptons sad; | 3] wave i cekesio
the geality. unm-., ned cllariity of the

185 [thn FREA), Federal am
recpsized 1o publack & notice in fa
Finlieral Reiater rncrrring sach

= 4]
lclmmnnm the burdes of tha

wayE
:nllu.-Em of izformation ocn
B j -

o imf

ul d mnllertion

Ik-muﬁ.llu um

nmd 1o sedus reporiisg burdes whils
mhencizg dein quality; (2] the reed
modemizn the duts structzsy Io sllow
far o e reporting and o
shility foum curmant mchnology for
mperiing and s=alysis; (1) an inlemss =
llniengy st st iz sl
e dlll:nll-u.i g l:ld H]I:nn nmd

uul raflot 1o curmnt .iuung anwmi
wrd Jomg-ferm cans mervice nnd
The propoeed 5PH arvigios

iy mch pr d ufan

uxisling ol ledaen oFinfarmalian, end

wﬁm ln_:mﬂ'.'-h. mund nther foma of
V-

Iz mllrer 50 days for public in
rmapense is the notios, Thia =nlice
mnlicily commenia on o peoposed
revEon o mn exsting dats colledios
reluied n e (b Ames s Ad Titla
[ m=d V11 Semtw Progrreen Plerk

Purpass

rudecm o sumber of dels denests
rmparied by P compened 1n fha
ik 5P

Reductines in daia -llnmnu arm foun

Thea perposn of & detw ol h + 120 dutn =l but ere
In FulRll requi rermesis of g (ldbe mmznlmbed in S e
Americans Art e=d the (= D i the

Bopor (5P (CH Hov).

OATES: Submit writtes or electnmic
rommsis o the mlleciion of
imformation by kely 311, 2007

ADOARLEDS:

Submi! alacimaic cooeraly ou e
caliection of informatian i
PR, 1hhe pov.

and Hamsbs i
At of 2110 (GPRAMA] and rolated

now sctivilioe. Seclion

program posiosma)
2otfai1e] of the (AN mouire &-
llmztion of stetitical dale nggardi=y
the progmms end schivilios cernnd st
with Ends prrwided undir the AR

l:ld Sectinn 207(] directs the Asdstest

Suboril writies ooty oo dha
calfrction of information dz: L5,
Deparimu=t of Health and Hzman
‘ﬂ'“:ﬂ.l..*d.ﬂ.lmnﬂ foxr

I Wik

Far Aging 1o prepens ms=d
e S oy L r—
Congres awmd on Soces dete. Seclios

20z|M) dinects B Assintan! Secratary io
T

bovul enture of & 5PE,
inlurmation on combmatioes of
demogrsphic cherachoristics je.g.
numkor of womes sersd who e
yuarx e ol dier and beve X :hn"l of
duily livizg Enitntioes) requim
exponenlially lesrer 2umbees of doie
ol mnzix cnmpesed fo xinglo
demogrephic cherachuriatica fer.

R LA A P T o P
mapording burdes ssocisted wish tho
numkoer of dais slenmis, ACL iz

iz In limit detn lomam

divelop l-I.-:ﬂ'
En

» Liwin oc & — e 5
PO, J'I.‘hrtm _Iv|r|.r||rw Klncinaki. lumiz ivitien el .Mmd. i hi d.lr: | include
Fifl FUTHER COMTACT: llrm:l- pfmlhdmdw‘hl(lﬂ.ﬁ indi of picrity orm [

HFOFEMATION
Jrmamifrr Kokesizaski by mlephones [202]

THETITT e by wmail:
Y p—
SUPPLEMENTASY IFORMATION: Under Lan
P'I.u'i.l,u LLEZ xso1-3=m), hd-.-l
reesl o= | Eren the

purizining 1o o
memsunsne=t snd svalwtios of the

impard ol all programs wstearzeed by S

A mr desribeed i secticon 2061
Thw Statn Pecformanae Repart i one

[#Fce of Menmpenosl e=d Budgnt
[CME] fr mch collactios of
izformetion Shey mndect or sposso,
"Collection of infizmatine™ i defimd
imdd UEL i) and 5 CFR

[ duin wond in dereelop md
mipor] EEfImInD AT SmE s
= oy prognen. offectiveno in
sctmvizy the sisied mals of the JAA.

Tha Adminisimlios o= Aginy [zow
within lko Administesion b

socinl and soomnmic yulnembility and
Erailty} found in &a CMAA and will llhn
AL o enlinus iz messu

mmryiom

itndl i pensions in et olemania
ere fund in e Title [I-E Nasional
Family Canginer Sspport PFogmm
mrvis cemponent. The propoaal
smpamizs cul thee meoyicos Sal wem
mporied na m wiolo | . counssling,
training and muppod group mevicm).

Federal Register! vol. B2, No. 104/ Thursday, June 1, 3017 Notims

Fhaabiolun o T i
sorvicus lo o aSsgorined e non-
registored mevics for which cossurmar
demogrphic: detxils sz no losgar
reporied. Additoml informetio
remerding S sypes of papa oevizes
provided sador & (A inscughl. The
propizm] mrpms b s islancs serviams
izin fwn Lypes: (1] Coe I

sorvics mo oporind in the s

DA mrvics, growir detedl regmeding
mxpenditum dein iz prposod. Tede
Tl M-8, HEZAS progmam, the propoesd
dutn l:nlln::m -lrpnd:l datn namrdmy

s=d 2] =hmmation and medxteson. Cmm
M -.Ii.lhn:p -n-in- wre

I marvices. The ACL b

mowiks dnin on the (A id ostifed
prueity byl e or clomsd mames

Tim axn whaln, the propasd

dutm For mxeamed e proprsed
wiils informagion and nexiduzss inczvesm in dufn Burdes.
lrn:udn_nul m:ll_ldqu:\mll:gnr Tha propossd sypating neguiremants

date 5

muy be feend on the AL Weh s

under Stata Progeam Pofuemanss

manner ax "other mevin™ under Tifle  faport [27R] Prezpoomsd Brsisions fr
I-E, Home and Comme=ity-hased Corzmust, avmilahle sl: bigpet
Sorvica [HERS| proprem. Ao the ogidac por' Defoull.amp.

Tha ssticad bour besdem par
mapondent for e 5PR in FY 2009 | yaar
of Bt rapors] will change from e 50
s mtimadn = FY 23006 1o 115 baur-
& derrmer dus fon M% medecion in
the nurzker =l dats sloments eponed
Tee nurskar of hours is el plied by 56
sizin unity o= apizg, noesling = & okl
mtimatnd hosr nggremie hurden of
1,876 hours (e ekl balow].

TaELE—ESTIRATED ARKUSLITED BURDEN HOURS

Membmrcd | Ammooe )
Marbas of arden par Totsl burdan
Type of muporcent Forn roms FARCTIE Dar P=
e [ e m
Stuten Stuts Pact 20— = 1 =5 1878
Deviad: Wby 25, BTN [t M Saoe Wishler & Do ey 38, BOLT.
Dimiad P Brger, PaI, Scient e Fevies CHEcar, (HEo of Michells Trovek,
Aty Adnivhimiorard Ansios] Sarizry ScientSe Revies/ DI, Natieal Hert, Fergrmn A [, S . —
for dgine Larg, mndl Hiood Bettun, G791 Enckledks  Cimgmiian

VR D, 301 7-11206 Fiied -30-1T7; B4a xa|

Dirieve, Mocen TZ, Hol heoos, MI} 201G2,
arioniaik gy

LR COO A -

VR e, 2013-11151 Fied 5-30-17; R da xm|

Pama of Cion m s Matioeal Hort L.

ACL received comments from fourteen (14) organizations and one (1) individual about the State
Performance Report (SPR) redesign. ACL reviewed all of the comments. However, some of the
comments were deemed to not be relevant because they were: (a) about the data submission
process itself; (b) did not request a change; (c) only related to format; (d) indicated topics for
technical assistance and training for the final data collection; or (e) provided commentary
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without reference to content of the SPR. For ease of review, the remaining comments and their
responses have been grouped by topic or issue. The ACL responses for each topic/issue are

detailed below:
Topic/Issue Comment ACL Response
Implementation | 3 organizations In response to these comments, ACL is proposing that

Timeline requested that the implementation of data collection under the new format be
new data elements be | delayed by 12 months and begin in October 2019, which is the
delayed from the start of Federal Fiscal Year (FFY) 2020. The vast majority of
proposed October 1, | the data elements are continued from the current reporting
2018 to allow for requirements. So, they would not require additional time.
additional time for However, in several cases, such as for the proposed new data
States to revise their | elements required related to legal services, additional time is
systems in order to be | proposed for coming into full compliance with select new data
able to report elements.
requested data.

Cost 5 organizations While ACL recognizes that any revisions to its data collection
submitted comments | and data collection systems may require allocation of resources
expressing concerns | by reporters, these data elements have not been revised for more
about the cost/burden | than 10 years. Over the course of the past 4 years, ACL has
to grantees related to | worked with grantees and other stakeholders to craft the
the revised data proposed revisions to the data elements to reduce overall
collection. reporting burden and to better ensure that the data collected

accurately reflect the full scope and nuance of the programs
funded under Title III of the Older Americans Act.
Burden Two organizations The burden hour estimate is an average based on the time

requested
clarification
regarding the burden
hours (33.5). The
commenter asked if
the estimate included
the time spent by
contracted legal
service providers and
indicated if the
number did it was too
low.

required for the current reporting system, conversations with
entities reporting similar data in the past, and working group
members who have significantly contributed to this current
information collection. ACL believes this is a fair representation
of the hour burden and that no change is necessary.

Two organizations
commented that there
is a need for more
outcome focused data
collection. One was
an overall comment
and the other was
specific to the Legal

ACL appreciates the interest in outcomes and agrees that there is
a need for more robust outcome oriented performance data.
ACL’s dialogue with the Aging Network started with a
discussion about outcome data. The current status of state data
systems and the level of burden that this would require were
considered not conducive to making a change in the SPR at this
time. ACL is committed to working with states to identify ways
to measure outcomes using a standardized approach.

5




Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

Assistance measures.

Outcome data

One organization
requested that rural
status not be
collected for legal
assistance consumers

The OAA identifies rural individuals as a priority group. AoA is
required to report statistical data and analyze the effectiveness of
the Aging Network in targeting services to this population. In
order to determine rural status using RUCA codes, only a
consumer’s zip code is required as ACL will provide the
Network with the zip code approximation file. Therefore, no
change will be made in response to this comment.

Legal
Assistance

One organization
requested that
household status not
be collected for legal
assistance consumers
as the information is
not pertinent to
receiving services

Older adults that live alone are at an increased risk for losing
independence and entering a long-term care facility. These data
allow for the measurement of the Network’s success at targeting
services and is a required data element of all the Title I1I-B
services that report consumer characteristics. Therefore, no
change will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
requested that
minority status be
removed as a
requirement for legal
assistance services or
be a duplicated count

Priority populations for OAA services include minority and low-
income minority individuals. These data are required in order
for AoA to report statistical data and analyze the effectiveness of
the Aging Network in targeting services to this population. The
Minority Status data element is required as the racial identity
data element can no longer produce an unduplicated count of
individuals. Minority status is an unduplicated count across
racial identities. An individual with two or more racial identities
would be counted once under the minority status data element.
Therefore, no change will be made in response to this comment.

Three organizations
noted that data
element CD26 [CD24
in the current
version] Gender
Identity — ADL 3+
was not applicable to
legal assistance
services

ACL agrees that Activities of Daily Living (ADL) status does
not apply to legal assistance and that the cross with gender
identity is also not applicable. However, these data elements will
be removed.

One organization
requested that case
type be collected on
“open” cases as it
would be helpful in
determining
workload for the
following year

ACL appreciates the interest in future year planning. The State
Performance Report’s purpose is to measure accomplishments
for the completed fiscal year. The addition of case type for open
cases would increase burden without equivalent benefit for
national performance measurement. States are encouraged to
collect all necessary data to administer programs which may
include data for workload planning. Therefore, no change will be
made in response to this comment

One organization

ACL agrees that this would be useful. The priority types under

6




Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

requested a definition
of “income” for LA 6
Number of Cases
Closed — Income to
ensure consistency in
application between
the OAA definition
and the LSC
definition.

income shall be listed as:

Income:
e SSI and Social Security eligibility, termination,

reduction, overpayments,

* pension disputes,

¢ unemployment insurance eligibility, termination or
reduction,

e State and local income maintenance programs where
available, including eligibility, terminations, and
reductions, including state supplements to SSI and state-
specific programs.

¢ Income - Other

One organization
requested that

“L A8 Number of
Cases Closed — Long
Term Care” be
deleted and the data
be captured under
“health care”.
Collecting data on
closed cases by type
of “Long Term Care”
will be burdensome
and require
modifying our
reporting system to
this level of detail.

Long Term Care is a priority issue separate from health care
under the Older Americans Act. To facilitate reporting ACL has
identified a cross walk for providers that are Legal Services
Corporation (LSC) grantees. LSC has a main code for health
with sub-codes 54 for home and community based services and
56 for long term care facilities. The categories for health are:

¢ Nursing home admission, discharge, room change, visitor
access, refusal of facility to re-admit a resident after a
hospitalization or other leave of absence, other residents
rights,

¢ Support for transitions from a nursing home to a
community setting, or diversion from a nursing home to a
community setting,

¢ Home and Community Based Services - functional (not
Medicaid) eligibility, amount and type of benefits,
reduction, termination.

* Long Term Care — Other

These categories do not refer to the type of setting in which the
client resides, but the type of LTC legal issues that emerged in
the context of LTC. Therefore, no change will be made in
response to this comment.

One organization
requested that legal

ACL has been and will continue to engage legal service
developers, the Aging Network and other partners about data

7




Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

assistance remain an
unregistered service
for which no
demographic data
would be reported.
The organization
recommended that
ACL work with states
that do collect these
data to evaluate their
success and
determine best
practices.

gaps in terms of legal assistance data. In proposing the new data
elements, ACL considered that, in 2014, nearly half of the states
collected some or all of the data being proposed and, in states
without state level data collection, many local legal assistance
providers collect and report similar information as Legal
Services Corporation grantees. Legal Assistance is a priority
service under the OAA. This proposal will enable states and
ACL to better understand how well services are targeted and
priority issues are addressed. Therefore, rather than use the
terms registered or unregistered in relation to the legal services
data, ACL will characterize them as Restricted which will be
defined as “A service, like legal services, in which demographic
information is reported in aggregate, but no Personally
Identifiable Information (PII) is included. The data are
comprised of aggregated, de-identified information.”

Two organizations
requested that
poverty status and
specifically poverty
status crossed with
other demographic
variables not be
collected as this
would require legal
assistance providers
to keep client profiles
and violate client
confidentiality, would
be inconsistent with
the prohibition to
means test the
service and is
burdensome.

One organization
noted that poverty
status crossed with
other variables may
be particularly
difficult for legal
assistance providers
and that based on
pilot testing delete
the intersections if

Priority populations for OAA services include individuals who
are socially and economically vulnerable. These data are
required for AoA to report statistical data and analyze the
effectiveness of the Aging Network in targeting services and is a
required data element of all the Title III-B services that report
consumer characteristics. ACL believes the proposed data will
be relevant in most priority issue cases. Therefore, no change
will be made in response to these comments.




Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

too burdensome.

One organization
requested that case
type data elements be
removed as the
current system cannot
maintain
confidentiality and
provide this data. The
data would also be
costly and
burdensome to
collect.

Two organization
requested that the
case types match the
priority issues in the
OAA at §307(a)(11)
(E). The commenter
requested definitions
be provided for each
case type. The
commenter requested
that a crosswalk
between LSC legal
problem categories
and case type be
provided and
recommended a
crosswalk developed
by an SUA. One of
the organizations
recommends
including the
Consumer/Finance
category even
through it is not an
OAA priority issue
due to it is recognized
in the field as a
serious issue
effecting socially and
economically
vulnerable older
adults.

ACL agrees and will revise the proposed categories to better
align with the priority issues list in the OAA, which will
maximize the likelihood of receiving meaningful data and the
ability to cross walk categories to those used by LSC grantees.

The revised proposed case types are as follows:

Income, health care, long-term care, nutrition, housing, utilities,
abuse/neglect, defense of guardianship and protective services,
age discrimination, other/Miscellaneous.

In order to place the least amount of burden on grantees and
because it is not an OAA priority issue ACL will not be adding a
Consumer/Finance category at this time but will consider it for
future versions.




Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

One organization
asked if expenditure
data would be “tied to
each subcomponent”
and that if that was so
it would be “... a
massive undertaking
for Fiscal.”

ACL is not proposing for expenditure data to be reported in
association with the “3.7 legal assistance subcomponent”. The
expenditure data proposed is at the service level and is similar to
the data current requested for each service. As such, no change
is necessary.

Two organizations
noted that it was
unclear that
confidential services
(legal assistance)
could not be included
in the SC1 or SC2
unduplicated counts
of clients across
services due to the
services confidential
nature.

ACL agrees that including confidential services in the
unduplicated count of individuals served by one or more
registered services (SC1) is not feasible. The definition and
notes will clarify that, rather than being called confidential
services, Legal services will be listed as restricted services,
which are defined as services in which demographic information
is reported in aggregate, and no PII is associated with it. The
data includes only aggregated, de-identified information. ACL
agrees that including restricted services in the estimated
unduplicated count of individuals served by one or more
unregistered services (SC2) does not conform to the definition as
restricted services are a unique category. The definition and note
will be clarified to reflect this. While individuals receiving
restricted services are not included in SC1 and SC2, ACL does
expect an estimate will be included in the SC3 of total older
adult consumers served.

Two organizations
requested that in the
data element tables
(3.1) under the
“Services” column
that Confidential
service: Legal
Assistance be revised
to include “estimated
unduplicated”.

ACL recognizes the importance of maintaining the
confidentiality of individuals receiving legal assistance. For
those individuals receiving legal assistance on more than one
occasion during the federal fiscal year from the same provider,
the provider shall report an unduplicated count of persons. ACL
will provide technical assistance and training to insure that
grantees do not violate confidentiality through the reporting
process. No change is necessary.

One organization
noted that some of
their members would
prefer to collect
poverty status for the
individual income

ACL recognizes that defining poverty status can be difficult and
that different programs may use different approaches. A
standard approach across OAA services is needed. ACL is
proposing that the poverty guidelines be consistent with other
HHS programs.

rather than household

income for legal

assistance.

One organization ACL believes that the additional language retains the interest in
requested that data brevity while increasing the understanding of the data element.
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Topic/Issue Comment ACL Response
element LA1 “Total | The language “at any time” will be added. ACL is interested in
Number of Open collecting information about all cases that were addressed during

Cases” description be
modified to more
clearly indicate that
these are cases that
were open at any time
during the reporting
period.

Two organizations
commented that the
definition of “open
case” includes cases
that were opened
prior to the reporting
period and that some
organization
members strongly
prefer that only cases
that were opened
during the reporting
period be included.

a reporting period, so we will not restrict the definition to only
cases opened during the reporting period.

One organization
recommended that
the data element
“closed cases” be
changed to “case
closed”

ACL appreciates interest in insuring accurate definitions and the
best language used to facilitate accurate data collection. The
construction of the data element LA3 and related elements LA4-
5 is “Number of closed cases” and is a parallel construction to
LA1 “Number of open cases”. For consistency, no change is
proposed.

Two organizations
requested that the
data elements LA3-5
(service level data) be
revised to align with
the data collected
currently by Legal
Service Corporation
(LSC) grantees. One
recommendation is to
use “Counsel and
Advice” rather than
“Advice”; use
“Limited Action”
rather than “Limited
Representation”; and

The data elements are easily mapped to LSC categories. TA will
be provided related to this mapping. Therefore, no change will
be made in response to this comment.
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Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

use Extended
Service” rather than
“Representation”.
The other is to use
just the two main
LSC levels of service
“Limited” and

“Extended”
One organization ACL agrees and will fix the typographical error. And the
found a typographical | definition is

error in the “legal
assistance” definition.
The organization is
otherwise in support
of the definition.

“Legal assistance means legal advice and representation
provided by an attorney to older individuals with economic or
social needs as defined in the Older Americans Act, Sections
102(a)(23 and (24), and in the implementing regulation at 45
CFR Section 1321.71, and includes to the extent feasible,
counseling or other appropriate assistance by a paralegal or law
student under the direct supervision of a lawyer and counseling
or representation by a non-lawyer where permitted by law”
(Source: OAA)

Two organizations
recommended a
wording change to
the definition of
“Confidential
Service” to “... (PII)
is not shared or
recorded at other than
at the provider level.”

ACL agrees and will modify the definition to change the
categorization of the services to Restricted rather than
Confidential and it will be defined as: “A service, like legal
services, in which demographic information is reported in
aggregate, but no Personally Identifiable Information (PII) is
included. The data are comprised of aggregated, de-identified
information”

Two organizations
requested that the
definition of “Case”
be modified to
emphasize a
distinction between
general legal
information and legal
advice. One
organization
specified that legal
information would
not qualify as legal
assistance nor would
it quality as a case.

Any services provided that do not meet the definition of a “case”
may be reported under Other Services (Title I11-B)
Subcomponent. Therefore, no change will be made in response
to this comment._

One organization

The change has been made.
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Topic/Issue Comment ACL Response

suggested that there
was a typographical
error in the definition
of “Limited
Representation.
Services delivered at
self-help clinics or
court-based advice
programs could fall
under advice or
limited
representation, ane-
eotld; depending
upon the intensity
and time expended on

the service

delivered.”

One organization ACL believes that “matter” is synonymous with “case” and is
requested that the commonly used legal terminology. We will provide TA and

term “matter” not be | training but no change will be made in response to this comment.
used in the definition
of a “Case”. The
organization also
recommended that a
new case is not
opened when
representation moves
from one forum to
another. That a case
involving multiple
levels of assistance
be reported only at
the highest level.
This definition would
be consistent with
LSC definitions

Two organizations ACL recognizes that challenges that states face in collecting
requested that Medicaid status. While the Aging Networks understanding of a
Medicaid beneficiary | consumer’s Medicaid status and eligibility is important to the
status not be formation of a coordinated and comprehensive of long term

collected. One found | services and supports, ACL will remove this data element and
the data “unnecessary | work with states on approaches for collecting the data in the
and perhaps future.

intrusive...” One
commented that this
is too burdensome for
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Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

legal assistance
providers

Two organizations
commented that the
information would be
difficult to collect
and self-reporting is
inaccurate.
Recommended only
collecting Medicaid
beneficiary status
from Medicaid HCBS
clients receiving case
management from the
Aging Network.

One organization
asked who the
Medicaid status
applies under the
caregiver program
(caregiver or care
recipient) and why
the data is necessary.

Medicaid Status

One organization
requested that
household size be
added to the data
collection. Rationale
pertained to the need
to collect household
size to determine
poverty status

ACL appreciates the interest in collecting information about
household size. The data element household status does capture
whether the individuals lives alone or with others. Living alone
is a risk factor for loosing independence and entering an
institution. Therefore, AoA has an interest in capturing this
information. To keep reporting burden to a minimum, greater
detail in the annual report was determined not to be needed.
While determination of poverty level does include an assessment
of household size, that level of detail is not needed in the annual
performance report. AoA uses other data collection mechanisms
to gather additional information on consumers’ socioeconomic
and demographic status. Therefore, no change will be made in
response to this comment.

Request
additional data
elements

Two organizations
recommended
changing
transportation
services to be a
“registered” service
requiring

ACL recognizes the importance of transportation services.
During the redesign process ACL considered changing
transportation services to a registered service as some states treat
the services as such. ACL heard from a number of states that do
not treat transportation services as registered and the burden of
changing the designation. Therefore, no change will be made in
response to this comment. ACL will consider changing the status
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Comment

ACL Response

demographic data

in future revisions.

One organization
recommended
changing health
promotion — evidence
based services to a
“registered” service
requiring
demographic data

ACL recognizes the importance of evidence-based health
promotion services. In ACL’s deliberation it was determined
that while demographic information on the individuals receiving
evidence-based health promotion interventions would be
beneficial the burden to collect at this time is too great.
Therefore, no change will be made in response to this comment.
ACL will consider changing the status in future revisions.

One organization
recommended adding
Limited English
Proficiency (LEP) as
a consumer
characteristic as it is a
priority population
under the OAA. The
organization
recommended using
need for an
interpreter as a
definition.

ACL recognizes the importance of assessing whether a consumer
is LEP. In ACL’s deliberation, it was determined that a standard
approach to defining, collecting and reporting this consumer
characteristic would be beneficial but too burdensome to achieve
at this time. Therefore, no change will be made in response to
this comment. ACL will consider adding this consumer
characteristic in future revisions.

One organization
requested additional
data elements under
the Title VII Chapter
4 legal assistance
development to
describe the sources
of funding for legal
assistance
development. The
commenter stated that
a barrier to
strengthening state
legal services
development
programs is the very
limited funding in
most states.

ACL appreciates the interest in collecting information about the
sources of funding for Title VII Chapter 4 legal assistance
development. While Title VII Chapter 4 requires SUAs to
provide the services of an individual who shall be known as a
State legal assistance developer and the assistance of other
personnel to meet the OAA assurances the need for additional
data on this topic is not considered sufficient to increase
reporting burden. Therefore, no change will be made in response
to this comment.

One organization
requested that the
definition of Home-
delivered and
congregate meals
exclude “meals

ACL appreciates the feedback on inclusion language in the
definitions. The definition for home-delivered and congregate
nutrition services are not proposed for change. The functions of
the Assistant Secretary on Aging includes the coordination and
assistance in the planning and development by public and private
organizations or programs for older individuals with a view to
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Comment

ACL Response

provided through
means tested
programs.”

the establishment of a nationwide network of comprehensive,
coordinated services and opportunities for such individuals.
ACL is interested in gathering data on services provided through
the Aging Network that reflect comprehensive and coordinated
services.

Improving
definitions and
language

One organization
requested ACL label
“counseling”,
“training”, “respite,”
and “supplemental”
as caregiver services

These are recognized categories under the Caregiver program
and ACL is revising the definitions document to more clearly
organize the definitions to make this clear.

Provide definition of
“trained facilitator”
within the definition
of Support Group
services

ACL will address this is through training and technical
assistance.

One organization
requested clarity
regarding the
relationship
categories associated
with the two
caregiver program
populations,
caregivers of older
adults and older
relative caregivers.
The organization
noted that “parent” is
not a relationship
under caregivers of
older adults. How
are “parents to be

Respondents should record parents using the “other Relatives’
response category. Therefore, no change will be made in
response to this comment.

captured?
One organization ACL recognizes that there are varying definitions regarding full-
requested that the time and part-time employment. ACL’s definition is based on

full-time staff
definition be revised
to 30 hours from 35
hours and Part-time
staff definition to be
less than 30 hours

U.S. Census, Current Population Survey which states that “Full
time is 35 hours or more per week; part time is 1 to 34 hours per
week”. Therefore, no change will be made in response to this
comment.

One organization
questioned how to
define and capture
SV1 “SUA Staff

ACL is revising the definitions document to more clearly
indicate that the SV5 data element “SCSEP staff” are not staff
managing or overseeing the SCSEP program, but SCSEP
beneficiaries hired by the SUA. If those individuals are full time
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Comment
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(paid) Full Time
compared to SV5
“SCSEP Staff”. The
comment spoke to
SUA staff (SV1) who
administer the
SCSEP program.

paid staff, they would be captured within SV1 and, if part time,
SV2.

One organization
questioned if the
reference to OAA
Title III-A should be
Title III-C for data
element EX6 — NSIP
Expenditures

The data element is correctly described. The Nutrition Service
Incentive Program (NSIP) is a grant authorized under OAA Title
IIT Part A section 311. The funds received under Title III-A are
to be spent solely on the purchase of domestically produced
food, including USDA commodities for the nutrition projects
(Title ITII-C). ACL has added language to clarify that NSIP
grants are awarded under Title III-A.

One organization
recommended that
ACL specify whether
program income is
received during the
fiscal year or
expended during the
fiscal year and that
using expended
would provide better
expenditures per unit
analysis.

Program income is defined as Gross income earned by the non-
Federal entity that is directly generated by a supported activity or
earned as a result of the Federal award during the period of
performance, except as provided in §75.307(f). (See Period of
performance.) Program income includes, but is not limited to,
income from fees for services performed, the use or rental of real
or personal property acquired under Federal awards, the sale of
commodities or items fabricated under a Federal award, license
fees and royalties on patents and copyrights, and principal and
interest on loans made with Federal award funds. Interest earned
on advances of Federal funds is not program income. Except as
otherwise provided in Federal statutes, regulations, or the terms
and conditions of the Federal award, program income does not
include rebates, credits, discounts, and interest earned on any of
them. See also §§75.307, 75.407 and 35 U.S.C. 200-212 (applies
to inventions made under Federal awards)

One organization
recommended that
the unit of service for
Adult Day Care allow
for fractions of units
(e.g. 0.50).

ACL agrees that partial unit reporting may lead to more accurate
data and not increase burden. The unit definition will allow for
partial units. Specifically “1 day is equal to 8 hours and partial
day reporting allowed (i.e., 1 hour equals .12 days, 2 hours
equals .25 days, 4 hours equals .5 days, and 6 hours equals .75
days)”

One organization
asked that the
definition of
counselor under the
Title III-E program
be more clearly

ACL will address this is through training and technical
assistance. Therefore, no change will be made in response to this
comment.
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Comment

ACL Response

defined, specifically
the qualifying
professional degree.

One organization
requested clarity
regarding the
inclusion and
calculation on “in-
kind” contributions or
“in-direct” costs in
the reporting of
expenditures.

ACL recognizes that the reporting of in-kind expenditures within
the State Performance Report has not been consistent, and that
an additional data element to capture in-kind expenditures may
add to data quality. However, in order to keep reporting burden
as low as possible, an additional data element is not being
proposed. The value of donated or in-kind goods and labor
should be incorporated into the proposed expenditure categories.
ACL will work to improve our technical assistance to facilitate a
standard methodology for calculating in-kind expenditures.
Therefore, no change will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
requested clarity
regarding “other
services”. Does the
“other services”
include services
funded through Title
III Parts B, C and D
or only Part B?

Other services can be funded by Title III B or C. Title III Part D
funds are only allowed for evidence-based health promotion
activities which is an identified service category. Therefore, no
change will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
asked that definitions
be provided for codes
and values under
subcomponent 3.8
“Other services”

ACL assumes that the question pertains to proposed data element
0S3 Service Domain. These are broad domains to assist in
better understanding the state defined other services not specific
responses. Therefore, no change will be made in response to this
comment.

One organization
noted that nutrition
counseling and
education are
provided as examples
of activities
associated with health
promotion services.
The organization
recommended that
ACL clarify when
nutrition counseling
and nutrition
education is counted
under these services

Nutrition Education and Counseling should be reported separate
from Health Promotion and Disease Prevention services. We
can acknowledge that these services do promote health and
prevent disease. The OAA identifies these as specific services
under both Nutrition Services Programs and for reporting
purposes ACL is proposing to collect and report on these two
services separate from other health promotion and disease
prevention services. Therefore, no change will be made in
response to this comment.
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Comment
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in the Services for
Older Adults (Title
IIT B/C/D) section
and when they are
counted as health
promotion.

One organization
recommended that
caregivers of older
adults and older
relative caregivers be
defined

ACL will include information on these populations under the
OAA Title III- E National Family Caregiver Support Program
supporting documents. The language better reflects the Older
Americans Act of 1965 as amended. Therefore, no change will
be made in response to this comment.

One organization
recommended that
the data element
tables include
information on what
source of funds can
be used for each
service

ACL recommends that grantees with questions about the
appropriate use of funds for services work with ACL regional
office state liaisons to better understand program requirements.
No change in the data collection is necessary.

One organization
requested definition
clarity and questioned
the need for SP4
Providers (Home
Delivered Meals);
SP5 Providers
(Congregate Meals);
and SP6 Providers
(Home-Delivered and
Congregate Meals).
The comment
indicated that senior
center and provider
data are duplicative

The current data collection includes SP4 and SP5, only SP6 is a
new data element. Senior centers and nutrition service providers
are not the same. However, during discussions with stakeholders
and as a result of the recently completed process evaluation
component of the Nutrition Program evaluation, it has become
clear that many providers of nutrition services provide both
congregate and home-delivered nutrition services. The proposed
data collection provides a more accurate reflection of the
provider network for nutrition services. ACL will continue to
provide technical assistance regarding the definition of provider,
which is not proposed to be changed. Therefore, no change will
be made in response to this comment.

One organization
requested that the
definition of a unit of
service for nutrition
counseling remain
unchanged “1 session
per participant.

In order to be consistent with other ACL data collections, the
unit of service will be “person hours”.

One organization
asked for gender
identity category
“other” to be defined.

ACL has proposed that “other” be defined as: One’s inner sense
of one’s own gender is neither female nor male. ACL will
provide technical assistance and training for grantees to insure
understanding of data element definitions. Therefore, no change
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will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
asked that the data
element
documentation
include an indication
of what is required,
what is optional and
what funding source
can be used for each
category.

All data elements are required, although, ACL is proposing to
provide states an additional year to comply with selected new
data elements. In these instances, the documentation will clearly
indicate the applicable data elements. Grantees that require
technical assistance regarding program requirements, including
funding restrictions, should contact their ACL Regional Office
State Liaison for assistance.

One organization
recommended that
CDS5 explicitly state
Household Income at
or below 100% FPL
and Household
income >100% FPL

ACL appreciates the need to be clear with data labels while
balancing the need to have data labels that are brief. Many of
the data elements could have longer more descriptive labels.
ACL’s approach is to provide a short data label with a more
detailed but brief description and a full description in the
definitions document. ACL will revise the data element
description in the definitions document and will fix a
typographical error associated with CD5.

Two organizations
questioned whether
there was an error
associated with data
element EX2 Part B
Expenditures. The
far right column
labeled “Services”
indicates “health
promotion: evidence-
based services”.
Should this be “Title
I1IB services”?

The information in the document is correct. The current SPR
does include data elements for expenditures by Part of the Older
Americans Act by each service. The proposal eliminates this
data in all but a few instances. Health promotion: evidence-based
services is one. In 2012 Congress required that Title III-D
appropriations be spent on only evidence based services. ACL
has an interest in better understanding how much Title III-B
appropriations are also used to support this service. No change to
the data collection form is necessary.

One organization
recommended
modifying the
Section 1 Data Model
figure so that “Other
Services (Title III
B/C/D)” reads
“Services Other Than
Legal Assistance
(Title IIT B/C/D)

The label as proposed regarding Title III B is intentional by
ACL. ACL will make a change to remove “D”. Title III-D
funds can only be used for evidence-based health promotion
services, which is a defined service in the proposal. “Other
Services” captures any service provided using Title III-B or C
appropriations that do not meet the pre-defined services. In
order for the proposed change to be accurate would require it to
list all the pre-defined services (case management, personal care,
transportation...) in addition to legal assistance, which would be
unwieldy. Therefore, no change will be made in response to this
comment

One organization
recommended that
the racial and ethnic

This will be addressed through training and technical assistance.
Therefore, no change will be made in response to this comment.
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sub-category
definitions start with
the phrase found in
the categories “Self
identifies as
having...”

Three organizations
commented that
“frontier” could be
included under
geography categories.

ACL appreciates the interest in older adults living in frontier
areas. The OAA identifies older adults living in rural areas as a
priority population. However, in order to keep reporting burden
to a minimum, ACL will not expand the geographic categories at
this time.

Changes to
Data Elements

One organization
commented that an
unduplicated count of
individuals served
with unregistered
services is difficult to
estimate and that
there is no standard
methodology

ACL recognizes the challenge in estimating an unduplicated
count of people receiving unregistered services. In order to
capture the full extent of services provided and people served
through the OAA and the coordinated system created through the
OAA, an estimate is needed. However, to not do so would
greatly under count the accomplishments of the OAA. While
estimates may be difficult, many services that are defined as
“unregistered” for purposes of annual reports to ACL are
“registered” by states or by Area Agencies on Aging enabling
accurate estimation. No change is recommended at this time.

One organization
requested the
category “Middle
Eastern/North
African” be included
under racial identity

ACL appreciates the interest in capturing additional racial
identities. However, the current Census and OMB approved
racial categories do not include “Middle Eastern/North African”.
If in the future the category is added to the standard categories,
ACL will revise this data collection. In the meantime, no change
will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
requested that ADL
limitation and IADL
limitation categories
be changed to 0-1, 2,
and 3 or more.

ACL agrees to the change as it better reflects the OAA target
population of frail seniors (S.102(22)). The term ‘frail’’ means,
with respect to an older individual in a State, that the older
individual is determined to be functionally impaired because the
individual—

(A)(i) is unable to perform at least two activities of daily living
without substantial human assistance, including verbal
reminding, physical cueing, or supervision; or

(ii) at the option of the State, is unable to perform at least three
such activities without such assistance; or

(B) due to a cognitive or other mental impairment, requires
substantial supervision because the individual behaves in a
manner that poses a serious health or safety hazard to the
individual or to another individual.

One organization
requested that the
nutrition risk score
categories be
expanded for 0-5 and

ACL appreciates the interest in capturing additional categories of
risk to include low and moderate risk. However, to keep
reporting burden to a minimum, ACL focused on the number of
consumers at high risk to measure the effectiveness of the Aging
Network targeting services. Therefore, no change will be made
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6 or more to 0-2, 3-5,
and 6 or more.

in response to this comment.

Three organizations
asked that additional
categories be
included under
poverty status.
Recommendations
included below 200%
of poverty, 125%
FPL, 150% FPL,
250% FPL, 101% -

ACL appreciates the interest in capturing additional levels of
poverty. However, the OAA identifies priority populations to
include individuals with the ‘‘greatest economic need’’, which is
defined as the need resulting from an income level at or below
the poverty line. AoA is required to report statistical data and
analyze the effectiveness of the Aging Network in targeting
services to this population. To keep reporting burden to a
minimum, ACL does not include multiple categories of poverty
status. AoA uses other data collection mechanisms, such as the
National Survey of Older Americans Act Participants, to gather

151% of poverty, additional information on consumers’ socioeconomic status.
151% to 175% of Therefore, no change will be made in response to this comment.
poverty.

One organization
commented that
“self-direction” as a
network component
is confusing and
recommends the data
be captured in a
service context rather
than a network
component. The
commenter
referenced “option
counseling”.

One organization
asked for clarification
of the definition. Also
indicated that
tracking expenditures
would be burdensome
as those are tracked
by service.

One organization
stated that providing
data on self-direction
would be burdensome
and that self-directed
care is duplicative of
data on the use of
vouchers for respite

ACL appreciates the challenge around adequately capturing the
changing nature of service delivery in the Aging Network. Self-
direction is a data element within services of the current SPR.
Data is captured on people served and expenditures. The
definition for self-direction is not proposed to change.

The OAA defines ‘‘self-directed care’’ as an approach to
providing services (including programs, benefits, supports, and
technology) under this Act intended to assist an individual with
activities of daily living, in which—

(A) such services (including the amount, duration, scope,
provider, and location of such services) are planned, budgeted,
and purchased under the direction and control of such individual;
(D) based on the assessment made under subparagraph (C), the
area agency on aging (or other agency designated by the area
agency on aging) develops together with such individual and the
individual’s family, caregiver (as defined in paragraph (18)(B)),
or legal representative— (i) a plan of services for such individual
that specifies which services such individual will be responsible
for directing;

Base on this definition, self-direction is not a service but a
mechanism by which consumers direct and control the planning,
budgeting and purchase of services. To capture the degree to
which this approach to service delivery is used within the Aging
Network, AoA has included data elements regarding the number
of persons using self-direction and amount of funding used.

The services which are received shall be captured within the
appropriate service category.

Options counseling services may be captured under case
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services.

management services if the definition of case management
captures the service delivered or included within the “other
services” component.

ACL will provide technical assistance and training regarding the
difference between self-directed service delivery mechanisms
and the use of vouchers as a service delivery mechanism. The
use of vouchers does not meet the definition of self-directed
service delivery for purposes of the State Performance Report.

Therefore, no change will be made in response to this comment.

23




Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

One organization
requested that the
“Expenditures-1III
Other” not be added
as a category for Title
III services. Other
federal funding
streams outside of
OAA may not flow
through the state and
Area Agencies on
Aging and too
difficult to collect
and report.

Two organizations
indicated that
reporting NC2 Other
Federal Funds would
be burdensome and
require systems
changes. The
comments suggested
that the organizations
understood this data
element to require
specific expenditure
amounts.

ACL was unclear as to which data elements that the comment
was referring. Proposed data element NC2 “Other Federal
Funds” within the Network Component is a check box to
indicate which other non-OAA federal funds are included in the
expenditures reported with in the service specific expenditure
data. The amount and service is not requested in order to
maintain a lower reporting burden. These data illustrate that the
Aging Network has created a comprehensive and coordinated
system of long-term services and supports as intended under the
OAA.

The other data element that includes expenditures from non-
OAA federal sources is EX5 “Other — Non-State Expenditure”.
This data is designed to collect any known non OAA and non-
State funding that supports the delivery of the reported services.

During input collected from OAA partners, an interest was
expressed for more granular data to describe the funding used to
provide the services reported within the SPR. Many states have
included non-state and non-OAA sources of expenditures within
the total expenditures reported in the SPR. ACL recognizes that
funds raised by local providers may not be fully reported, but
better understanding of funding sources and relative amounts
will allow for a better understanding of the comprehensive and
coordinated system of long-term service and supports that has
been created by the Aging Network. As such, no change will be
made in response to these comments.
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One organization
stated that collecting
and reporting
volunteer hours
would be too difficult

ACL recognizes that for states that are not currently tracking
volunteer hours, this will require a change. The Aging Network
widely uses volunteers to provide services and frequently uses
this donated labor for matching dollars. Common metrics for
volunteers includes the number of volunteers; hours worked; and
estimated dollar value of donated time. These three are required
for use as matching funds. The current data collection includes
the number of volunteers. The proposed data collection adds the
hours worked, which will provide a better indicator of the
magnitude of the contribution made by volunteers. Therefore, no
change will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
recommended
removing of SF1
“Senior Centers” as
the state does not
have a means to
collect information
on the number of
senior centers not

ACL notes that this is not a new data element and therefore
retaining this data element should not increase reporting burden
or effort. ACL also believes the data remains useful. As such,
no change will be made in response to this comment.

funded through the

OAA.

One organization The current data collection requires expenditure data associated
referenced with each “other service” reported. ACL’s proposal is to modify

subcomponent 3.8
Other Services and
expressed a concern
that, if expenditures
and data are reported
in “these categories,”
it would result in
substantial
“Programmatic, I'T
and Fiscal changes.”

the expenditure categories so that rather than reporting Title III
expenditures, Total expenditures and Program income that states
report the categories that comprise the total and that the
reporting system calculate the total. Other (non-Title III
expenditures) are divided into state expenditures and non-state
expenditures. If Title IIT expenditures and the total expenditures
are currently reported, then the other expenditures that are
included in the title are known and would require minimal
additional effort to disaggregate while providing beneficial
information on the nature of leveraged resources. Therefore, no
change will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
expressed confusion
over the non-
evidence based health
promotion service

The current SPR data collection includes health promotion
disease prevention as a service requiring data. Therefore, no
change will be made in response to this comment.

Two organizations
requested clarity
around household
status and how to
classify individuals
living in a long-term

ACL agrees that an additional category is required under
household status. Legal assistance under Title III-B is unique in
that services can be provided to individuals living in an
institutional or congregate setting.

A category for congregate/institution housing will be added that
includes nursing facilities, skilled nursing facilities, Intermediate
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care facility.

care facilities, board and care homes, and assisted living
facilities, including multi-level facilities.

Two organizations
asked for clarification
regarding the
definition of Respite
(in-home) in relation
to other in-home
services such as
homemaker and
personal care services
and supplemental
services which lists
homemaker, chore
and personal care as
examples.

If the recipient of a service is a caregiver and the service is
arranged for the benefit of a caregiver (i.e., doing a task that a
caregiver would otherwise do), the service should counted as a
respite service. Otherwise the service should be counted under
Title III-B. This distinction will be addressed through training
and technical assistance.

Caregiver
Program

One organization
asked for clarification
of the definition of
priority populations
for Access —
Information and
Assistance services.
There is an “and” that
implies disorders
must be present.

The language has been changed to “and/or”

One organization
asked for clarity on
reporting out-of-
home respite that
includes
transportation
services (e.g.
transportation to adult
day care). The
organization asked
how to capture this
data.

ACL will change “Respite unknown” to Other Respite. This
includes respite services for which the service does not fit the
respite sub-categories and the type is not known to the states.

One organization
asked for clarity
around the definition
of Information
Services (public)
compared to the
Access service
categories.

Training and technical assistance materials will reflect that this
category is meant to include services that cannot be linked to an
individual (e.g., PSAs). Similar services that can be linked to an
individual should be counted elsewhere.
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Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

One organization
asked where outreach
activities would be
captured under the
NFCSP

These can be captured under Information Services (Public). This
is non- specific /not personalized

Three organizations
requested that respite
service remain as one
overall service and
that the sub-
categories be
removed due to the
potential for small
numbers reported
which could be
interpreted as
meaning the service
is not desired when
the reason for low use
is the cost. Other
reasons given were
the need to change
policies, procedures
and reporting systems
which would require
too much staff time.

This data collection will provide an insight into how the service
is being provided, at the same time reporting on the total amount
of respite provided. It is important to better understand how this
vital service is being delivered. While some states may report
low use of some forms of respite, that does not carry a
judgement as to what forms of a respite is better or worse.
Therefore, no change will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
stated that reporting
the use of Respite
Vouchers from the
state’s Lifespan
Respite program
would be difficult
and that the data is
currently reported
through the Lifespan
Respite grant
received from ACL

One organization
requested that the
expenditure data
elements be deleted
and only the number
of individuals be
retained as this data

ACL agrees with the commenters that these data elements are
unnecessarily burdensome. The forms will be revised such that
these data elements are reduced to check boxes to indicate
whether vouchers were or were not used rather than requiring
submission of expenditure data.

27




Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

was too difficult to
collect

One organization
commented that “the
service list by
demographic
requirement are sub-
categories within in-
home day; out-of-
home day; out-of-
home overnight; and
type unknown. In
order to capture this
breakout, state level
system changes will
be needed and will be
a workload burden
for a small subset of
Title III funds.”

The data collection does not request that demographic data be
crossed with the types of respite. Rather, demographic data is to
be reported in aggregate for all Caregiver services. Therefore, no
change will be made in response to this comment.

One organization
referred to
Subcomponents 3.9
and 3.10
“Supplemental
Services” and asked
if the “codes” are
required and if the
“codes” are defined?
The organization
commented that if the
“codes” are tied to
expenditures, it will
require a great deal of
expansion and require
IT to rewrite the SPR

Yes. The codes for OS3 and SCG3 “Service Domain” are
required. Training and technical assistance will be provided
rather than formal definitions.

SUA’s define the services that do not meet the definitions of the
defined services (e.g. case management, transportation). Rather
than assigning “Mission/Purpose Categories” ACL has proposed
assigning broad service domains to each state defined service.
The “service domain” categories are not tied to expenditures but
the state defined service should include expenditure data.

program.
One organization ACL realized that the statement was a holdover from a previous
noted that before version of the document and has removed it. All data elements

Tables 3.1, 3.2, and
3.3, the phrase “Note
some variables are
not required for the
first 3-years of data
collection appears,”
but that no data
elements are

are required to be reported.
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Topic/Issue

Comment

ACL Response

designated as such

Data elements
not required at
start of data
collection

One organization
noted that the data
collection does not
allow for analysis by
service provider or
data analysis at the
individual level and
recommended that
analytic reports allow
for data to be filtered
by provider and
“show” the
consumer.

ACL agrees that more granular analysis would be beneficial.
However, the recommended analysis would require individual-
level consumer data and that service provider data be collected at
the consumer level or at minimum service level. This amount of
data is currently considered too burdensome to request of
grantees. Therefore, no change will be made at this time.

Request for
sub-state and
individual level
data

One organization
noted that the data
collection does not
allow for analysis by
service provider or
data analysis at the
individual level and
recommended that
analytic reports allow
for data to be filtered
by provider and
“show” the
consumer.

ACL agrees that more granular analysis would be beneficial.
However, the recommended analysis would require individual-
level consumer data and that service provider data be collected at
the consumer level or at minimum service level. This amount of
data is considered too burdensome to request of grantees.
Therefore, no change will be made at this time.

9. Explanation of any Payment/Gift to Respondents — not applicable.

10. Assurance of Confidentiality Provided to Respondents

* ACL has conducted a Privacy Impact Assessment (PIA) which shows that individuals are
not identified in the SPR (State Program Report) data collection. Individual level/person
level data is not collected; therefore PII (Personally Identifiable Information) is not
applicable. SPR reporting contains only aggregate level data

11. Justification for Sensitive Questions

No information of a sensitive nature is being asked or collected.

12. Estimates of Annualized Burden Hours (Total Hours & Wages)
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e The information below shows the estimated annualized burden hours and costs for
states to enter their data.

12A. Estimated Annualized Burden Hours

¢ The burden hours are based on the number of grantees (50 States, five Territories
(American Samoa, Guam, Puerto Rico, Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana
Islands and Virgin Islands), and Washington, D.C), at an estimated average time
of 33.5 hours per year submitted annually for 1,876 hours. The average time per
year is based on grantee feedback.
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Type of Form No. of No. of Average Total
Respondent | Name Respondents | Responses per | Burden per | Burden
Respondent Response (in | Hours
hours)
States State 56 1 33.5 1,876
Performance
Report

12B. Costs to Respondents

Type of Total Hourly Wage Total

Respondent Burden | Rate Respondent
Hours Costs

State Units on 1,876 $34.54 per hour' $64,798

Aging staff

13. Estimates of other Total Annual Cost Burden to Respondents or Recordkeepers/
Capital Costs

¢ There should not be any additional costs to the projects beyond those already
identified in Item 12 above.

14. Annualized Cost to Federal Government

e The estimated annualized cost to the Federal Government is $787,912.

¢ Based on the estimated mid-point payscale for grades 12 & 13:

Staff Hours/Costs

200 hrs. x $40.50 per hour $ 8,100

200 hrs. x $34.06 per hour $ 6812
$ 14,912

Contract for database $773,000

Total Cost to Federal Government $787,912

15. Explanation for Program Changes or Adjustments

! The Hourly Wage Rate of $34.54 per hour is derived from the Bureau of Labor Statistics 2016 National Industry-

Specific Occupational Employment and Wage Estimates, mean hourly wage of the Business and Financial

Operations Occupations, occupation code 13-000. Link: https://www.bls.gov/oes/2016/may/oes nat.htm#13-0000
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e These reporting requirements are a revision of those which are currently in effect
(2016-2019). The factors that influenced the revision of the SPR, include: 1) the
need to modernize the data structure to allow for more efficient reporting and the
ability to use current technology for reporting and analysis; 2) the interest in
aligning data elements within and across data collections; 3) the need to consider
alternative data elements that reflect the current Aging Network and long-term
care services and supports; and 4) the need to reduce reporting burden through
decreased data elements while enhancing data quality. The revised SPR reduces
the number of data elements reported by 70% compared to the 2016-2019 SPR.
This is a reduction of 874 hours from the previous version.

16. Plans for Tabulation and Publication and Project Time Schedule

¢ Results from State Program Report are uploaded to the Aging Integrated Database
(AGID) available on-line at http://www.agid.acl.gov/ . Results are available
annually. ).

17. Reason(s) Display of OMB Expiration Date is Inappropriate

e We are not seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval
of the information collected.

18. Exceptions to Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act Submissions

e There are no exceptions to this request for certification.
B. Collection of Information Employing Statistical Methods. If statistical
methods will not be used to select respondents and item 17 on Form 83-I is checked

“No” use this section to describe data collection procedures.

e These collections do not employ statistical methods.
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