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* Care home ratings and weekly rates paid by LAs
* DCA ratings and average weekly fees paid by LAs

* Specialist / non-specialist differences in quality and funding source




Care homes: weekly rates paid by LAs vs QCareQuaIity

ratings Commission

* Data on average weekly rates paid by LAs for nursing and residential care
kindly supplied by Care England

* Using a method to summarise care home ratings at LA level (a ‘rating score’),
we performed statistical tests of correlation on the two datasets.

°* We found a statistically significant but weak correlation between the weekly
rate for nursing homes and the rating score using Pearson’s correlation
(p=0.29, p<0.05), based on 118 local authorities with complete pairs of data. (A
perfect correlation would be p=1 or p=-1, no correlation at all would be p=0)

* We found a statistically significant but very weak correlation between the
weekly rate for residential homes and the rating score using Pearson’s
correlation (p=0.198, p<0.05), based on 117 local authorities with complete
pairs of data.

* Caveats: the data on weekly rates is for LA funding only, and takes no account
of the amount paid by self-payers or what proportion of people using services
they account for in each LA.
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Homecare: hourly rates paid by LAs vs QCareQuaIity

ratings

* Data on minimum, average and maximum hourly rates paid by LAs
kindly supplied by UKHCA

* Using a method to summarise domiciliary care ratings at LA level (a
‘rating score’), we performed statistical tests of correlation on the two
datasets.

°* We found a statistically significant but weak correlation between the
average hourly rate and the rating score using Spearman’s rank
correlation (p=0.27, p<0.05), based on 139 local authorities with
complete pairs of data. (A perfect correlation would be p=1 or p=-1, no
correlation at all would be p=0)

* Caveats: the data on hourly rates is for LA funding only, and takes no
account of the amount paid by self-payers or what proportion of
people using services they account for in each LA.




Funding and quality among specialist and CareQuality

non-specialist locations — statistical tests Commission

Market oversight cohort:

On the basis of the statistical analysis of the market oversight care home providers (13 specialist and 22
non-specialist), we can say:

Providers of specialist care homes in the market oversight scheme have significantly better
ratings scores than non-specialists, and have a significantly higher proportion of funding from
local authorities than non-specialists. Furthermore, when we exclude those specialist
providers there is no relationship between dependency on LA funding and quality among
non-specialists (as measured by ratings scores).

Among all care homes:
Specialist care homes have significantly better rating scores than non-specialist care homes.

Specialist care homes have a significantly higher percentage of people within a care home who are fully
local authority funded compared to non-specialist care homes

There is a very weak (but statistically significant) negative correlation between quality and percentage of
people within a specialist care home who are fully local authority funded.

There is a very weak (but statistically significant) negative correlation between quality and percentage of
people within a non-specialist care home who are fully local authority funded.




