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A Case for Inclusion:  Comparison between Mississippi and California
	United Cerebral Palsy (UCP) provides of 50 states and also the District of Columbia based on the outcome of services delivered to America who are suffering from intellectual disabilities as well as developmental disabilities. The UCP has been continuously releasing this ranks annually since 2006. This paper will provide an analysis of the number of people with disabilities in the states of California and Mississippi who have various disabilities are living in large group-like settings in state institutions. Additionally, the paper will graphically analyze the validity and reliability of the data, provide an interpretation of the data, pose the question that arose during the analysis of the data and give a conclusion based on the interpretation of the data.
 The data presented in the UCP is illustrated in two graphs below. These graphs provide the data in easy form that fuels easy understanding and interpreting; 
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	In the graph Mississippi almost the same number of residents in large state institutions of care and service provision with California. However, as it can be seen in the first graph the state of Mississippi had an average of 27% while California had an average that was below 1% in terms of the total percentage of its residents with disabilities in a large group like state institutions of care and service delivery (United Cerebral Palsy, 2016). 
	The graphs below shows a comparison of the number of people and percentages of residents with disabilities that live in a large group like settings, state institutions in the states of California and Mississippi. In 2014, Missouri had a relatively large percentage of its population in large state institutions when compared to the state of California. The percentages were based on the dividing proportion of residents by the states total population.	 

	According to the first graph, 27.05% of the Mississippi residents who had disabilities were living in large state institutions of care. As illustrated in the second graph this percentage represented 1139 individuals. Upon further analysis, one was able to determine that the total number of individuals in Mississippi who had disabilities was approximately 4211.
	In the case of California, only 1120 individuals who had disabilities were committed to large state institutions of care. This represented a mere 0.53% of the states total population of individuals who had disabilities. Further analysis of the information of the data from the graphs led to the determination that the total number of California residents with disabilities was 211321 persons.
Despite Mississippi having only a slightly higher number of persons committed in large state institutions of care for persons with disabilities than California, the percentages in the first graph show very large differences. The percentage of Mississippi's disabled population in large state institutions was relatively high due to the fact that Mississippi is a small state with a population of only about 2.9 million people. This translates to the prevalence of disabilities that require persons to be committed to being very low. However, in the case of California which had a very high population in 2014, approximated at 38.7, the total number of residents with disabilities was much higher than that of Mississippi. The fact that this did not translate to the rate of the persons with disabilities being committed meant that only a very small percentage of the population, 1 percent, was committed in its state institutions for the care of persons with disabilities.
The data, however, left a few questions unanswered. It did not provide as to why the rates of commitment into the large state institutions were so low in the state of California. Also, the question of whether the sample size represented all residents of the two states that had any kind or form of disabilities was not addressed in the data. In the analysis, one could not be able to understand if the data representing a portion of the population which had extreme disabilities or it represented the total number of residents with disabilities. 
 The data provided on the number of people with disabilities that are living in a large group like state institutions is both reliable and valid. According to Haele (2015), reliable data is defined as data which provides constituent and stable results. On the other hand, the validity of data is described as the ability of data collected to provide a measurement of what it was supposed to measure during a research project. The reliability of the data is proved by the fact that the United Cerebral Palsy (UCP) is an internationally renowned charitable nonprofit organization that provides to adults and children living with disabilities. The main aim of the UCP is to promote personal independence, increase the level of productivity and ensure the attainment of full citizenship of all individuals living with disabilities as well as their families or caregivers in the United States. Additionally, the organization has been consistently providing data on states ranking with regards to service provision to people with disabilities for over a decade now. Also, the ranking of the states is based upon at least thirty different measures. This provides for content validity in the data provided. Also, according to the 2016 UCP report, all the data used in the ranking process was obtained from national sources whose credibility was verified. The data was obtained from the respective states and was directly forwarded to the federal government. 
However, according to the United Cerebral Palsy Report (2016), the data used in the rankings is not without flaw as most of it is self-reported by individual states. Therefore, the data collected could be subject to bias. Some states could intentionally manipulate the figures provided in a bid to improve their rankings on the UCP’s report. This might pose a huge challenge as this would lead to the entire report and data collected being discredited on the basis of lack of validity. However, despite this flaw, the data is classified as reliable. This is attributed to the fact that in case of suspicion that the data collected has anomalies, UCP takes it upon itself to follow up and carry out investigation and give the sources a chance to correct the data. 
From the analysis of the data, both states are performing dismally in relations to offering services and care to persons with disabilities. The state of California despite its massive size, population and relative high prevalence rate of disabilities has extremely low rates of patient commitment into its large institutions of care for disabled persons. This means that its structures are operating at below their capacity. Their potential is hugely under-utilized. This means that California has a huge room for improvement in its self to provide high-quality care and services to persons with disabilities. The graphs indicate that there is a need to put more effort into the process of empowering the disabled. The state of Mississippi, despite its relatively higher, relate of admission into large state institutions also has a chance to improve its level of service delivery. Contingencies should be put in place to ensure that more individuals with disabilities in the state reap from the benefits of being committed in a group like settings that are provided by large state institutions of service provision and care for individuals with disabilities.
In conclusion, from the analysis of the data between the two states, it is evident that most people with disabilities in the United States prefer living in family-like settings. This factor was the main reason that why the states experienced low levels of people with disabilities being committed to large state institutions of care. This means that most individuals with disabilities have the perception that they would be able to attain more empowerment when they are in a family setting rather than a setting which is large and group like.
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