
Good afternoon, everyone. It's May in case you're losing track of the time. It's May 20th today. I can't 
believe it that we're coming up already on Memorial Day. It's good to see you all again. And there's 
more news and another update that we will share with you and then we'd like to open it up and have 
another more interactive discussion with members. There is a lot going on and I'm going to set the 
context for my work having more of an interactive discussion and we're going to talk and focus again on 
partnerships. Also, we're going to be trying something new today on the membership call, which is 
polling. So, in order to get information that we're needing to share with ACL and the current Congress at 
large, etc. We are going to need just... We're going to try the polling method and see how that works 
out and also allow that to drive our discussion as well today. So, I'm going to start with an overall 
Washington update last week, last Tuesday, after a week ago. 

The House Democrats dropped the Heroes Act, which is a three trillion dollars stimulus proposal in the 
House. And this was done remotely. The House has not returned to Washington, so we've got the 
Senate and we've got the House out. And actually they also voted on remote voting last week to 
approve it, so they will be able to do that for forty five days moving forward. But they did drop the 
Heroes Act and I won't sugarcoat it. It wasn't exactly what the expectation was. While there is a very 
high ceiling for how much they spent, how much was spent on disability focused programs was 
exceptionally disappointing. So, I'm going to start by. You know, giving you the highs and then I will 
provide you with where the AT Act landed and give you context around that as well. And I've waited to 
make this announcement until we got on the call today because it's a bit nuanced and in the weeds. So, 
for what happened with the AT Act? So, like I said, those items, it was a three trillion dollar bill. And the 
biggest ticket items obviously were the billions dedicated to education spending. 

So, there is one hundred billion dollars provided to support states, institutes for higher education, FDAs, 
etc. So, and this is basically to to help support a variety of different issues, as we've talked about before. 
So, you've got a state fiscal stabilization fund of $115 billion. Ninety billion of this is going to states 
directly to support local funding for their schools for the K through 12 program. There is an enormous 
amount of flexibility in how this is spent. So, I'm not going to go through a lot of this. A lot of this is put 
into the Washington update last Friday, but what I'm gonna highlight is what's important to you, which 
is that again, what was reiterated in this text language is that this money can go to purchase technology 
that includes AT and anything along those lines. So, again, I know we've been talking about reaching out 
to your SEAs, your state education agencies. And you know, this is another reason why because they are 
going to get $90 billion and a lawsuit was just also filed today against by, I believe it was the Chicago 
Union of Teachers against regarding special education issues and revising individual education plans and 
how they can't go through sixty thousand plans and revise them to adapt to remote learning. 

And so what we have been hearing is that, you know, there was a possibility that a lot of SEAs would be 
looking to bridge partnerships with an entity like state AT programs because, there might be a way to 
help students immediately and not having know by still following the IEP. So, there might be some 
possibilities here, and I know a lot of organizations right now that serve students with disabilities are 
trying to think outside the box. So, one of the polling questions we'll get to later is if you've had any 
contact with your state education agency just to give you an update. We did send out information to 
each one of your state chief school officers and we received a great deal of feedback from them and 
interest. So, hopefully that's resulted in something and I'd like to hear from everyone. We'd like to hear 
from states because we want to share where this is happening, how other states can maybe also bridge 



that gap or bridge that relationship. A couple of other things I just wanted to point out is that the 
disability or the developmental disability councils received $10 million in this. 

My understanding is that they asked for 30 million, mostly to pay for technology, and they received 10. 
So, before I make the announcement about where we landed, I just think that I want to frame this that 
no one hit the mark of where the Centers for Independent Living landed in phase three, which was $85 
million. No one came near that amount. We found this bill to be far more measured, far more 
tempered, and in many ways, I think it was, but it did, at the same time, come to a surprise across the 
board on the other side of the Capitol Hill campus. When you talked to Senate staff on the Democratic 
side, I think there was an element of surprise with how low the mark was for disability programs, 
specifically just talking about those. So, we received $5 million in phase four, which is good because 
other programs were overlooked. This is far under what we asked for. However, it is also earmarked. 
And it's earmarked to purchase devices for American sign language interpreters. That's what it is to be 
spent on entirely. 

So, as you can imagine, last week was busy because ATAP has been working to kill the earmark in the bill 
and to free up the five million so it's fed through the formula and that you all receive an additional 
amount of funds that's flexible to spend. And just to give some additional context, we have the support 
of every authorizer on the House and Senate side. So, that means Democrats and Republicans alike are 
not in support of the earmarking language. So, we have not, you know, sent out an alert to states, I think 
this is a little too wonky at this stage. However, you need to be aware of what this language does 
because if there is an alert, you're going to need to understand what the what the language means, 
what it's saying and then why we are having to draft this letter. So, the forecast for what's going to 
happen is that this bill was dropped. It's they've stated outward that it's dead on arrival in the Senate. I 
wouldn't go that far. I think the Senate is going to review this bill and they will pick up pieces of it. 

So, and that's coming from Senate Republicans. So, we have a shot. And I do think the Senate will pick 
something up. They will do something. They are slowing this process down. I'm sure you've heard about 
Majority Leader Mitch McConnell just saying that they're not going to act at all. However, every time we 
talk to hill staff, the rumors on the Hill are that it was start...you know, the deadline for a passage of a 
phase four stimulus bill was at first, according to the majority leader in the Senate in late June, and it 
moved up to early June. And then as of late last week, we heard that it won't be done before Memorial 
Day recess, but it might be done by the end of the month. So, when this goes is going to move very 
quickly and so if we need to do an alert, you'll see one come from us and I wanted everyone to 
understand what the state of play is. So, It's good and bad news. The good news is that you we did get 
five million and there's no support for the language, except for this one particular exception, which is 
how it got slipped in. 

So, that's the bad news is the language is included. But the good news is there's no support for this right 
now that we can gather. And I've had many calls with those who would be in control of this when it 
moves to the Senate and they're in support of it right now, either. So, we're working on it. Any questions 
about that particular piece? OK. OK, great, so... that's a good question. Amy is wondering if we will 
alienate the deaf community? 

AUDREY: 
if we don't support it, in my opinion on that is. No, because you're still going to be, you know, even if we 
move to this language to be an allowable use of funds versus a mandated use of funds. We just need 



that would be better. And you can still serve the deaf community as you see fit according to the needs 
of your state. And that's the argument we're making on the hill that we would like to just see the 
language go away entirely. I personally, you have to understand is this language is allowing you to buy 
devices now it's purchasing devices. So now you're buying devices, there is no loan associated with this. 
So this $5 million isn't an investment into devices in your program, your loan libraries. It would be for 
the device to be bought and given to an ACL interpreter, and you never will see the device again. And 
they also work for private corporations right? So I think that there is a balance. We just have to be 
careful. But I also think I don't know, even if it was that you loaned the interpreters the devices, I think 
that would be better. 

Then buying those devices and then you also have to weigh that with the varying needs you have across 
the state, where are the demand? So there may be an increased demand for those particular purchases 
in different states? I mean, and if folks have opinions on that, I would love to hear that. My hope would 
be we are still serving the deaf community with that $5 million. One hundred percent. And that they 
have not fallen off the priority list whatsoever. So it's something that if you have strong feelings that you 
would like this to be an allowable use, you know, speak now or forever, hold your peace because, you 
know, we're making the strides moving forward to allow you to have the flexibility with those dollars. 
And also to pull back on the purchasing of it because again, you know. We want to stay within the 
confines of this current statute as its as it is. So hopefully that helps, but I do think you, you know if 
there are things you want to share, the way that we've interpreted this is that you still will be serving 
the deaf community as well So. 

JANICE: 
Audrey, this is Janice, can you hear me? 

AUDREY: 
Yes. Hi, Janice. 

JANICE: 
Hey, I have a lot of concerns about the language because it, knowing what the needs are in Idaho, I 
really struggle buying devices, iPads, tablets of any kind to give to someone, to someone for their 
business. That's a concern for me. I actually can't wrap my head around it, frankly. 

AUDREY: 
Yeah. And just to add on what you're saying, I mean, they've modified the law in this language so that 
those funds are not targeted towards consumers. And so it's changing who you serve entirely. I mean, 
let me say this again. With the $5 million. So it is just for the authority is given just to the $5 million. 

JANICE: 
Oh, I could use that money in a lot of different ways, but I buy iPads for someone's business really, really 
bothers me when I know there are people with disabilities with functional needs that really could use 
this money used effectively to support them. And I just I don't I actually am not hearing this. This need. 
This question, this desire from anybody. I've just not heard that at all. And maybe I'm just not hearing it, 
but it bothers me to have that is listed in such a way that it sets that precedent on buying devices for 
poor people, for businesses. I mean, I just can't wrap. Like I said, I can't wrap my head around that. 



CATHY: 
I have a question, Audrey. 

AUDREY: 
Yeah. Yes. 

CATHY: 
Cathy. Cathy from Maine. I'm just trying to think of the logistics. I'm with Janice, but I'm thinking the 
logistics of this. So say whatever might trickle down over the five million come to Maine or whatever the 
number would be and say, I say we have 40 or 50 or 60 ASL interpreters in the state, which I think is 
probably about the number. So I would literally be using that. Line item of money buying devices for 
those 40 or 50 people. Some work for agencies, some work are independent contractors, and that 
money would go away and I'd never see it again. That would be it. Bye, bye, right? Is that It? 

AUDREY: 
pretty much, yes. That's our read on it. 

CATHY: 
All right. Yeah, that's not a good way for us to spend our time. But yeah, whatever [CROSSTALK] I'll turn 
my mike off. Thank you. 

JEANNIE: 
Not to mention to Audrey that this is Jeannie from North Dakota, that it would set a precedent for our 
AT act, that we're giving devices away. Period. Whether it's to individuals or businesses, which has never 
been in. I realize it's a line item, but still. But may or may not be good for us. 

AUDREY: 
Yeah, I agree, I think that this idea of us purchasing devices was kicked around on the hill, and we. I 
mean, we didn't bring this to the membership because we were working on it and getting that removed 
and we were effective and we had confirmation on a variety of levels that would not be included. And 
that would not be also a new allowable use of any dollars for our programs. And then this ended up in 
the language, and it didn't come from any of the stuff. I mean, that was so. And I also have to tell you 
that H.R. works with the Consortium for Citizens with Disabilities, and we did a collective letter to the 
Hill, worked as a full coalition together to voice all needs and concerns, and this was not one of them. So 
this is and we have not yet been able to identify exactly where this came from. And like I said, 
Republicans, Democrats alike have not been in support that are on the authorizing side. And frankly, 
we've spoken with appropriators on the Senate side. So I think, you know, I agree this is not the best use 
of your time. 

It's not where we want you. We don't want these dollars to be mandated to be spent in this way. It's not 
inconsistent. It's inconsistent with the law in the statute that governs you all. So we have a very solid 
argument, but part of what I need from our members also and this is going to be based on what we 
talked about today is that now we're looking at. So now we're looking now, and someone wrote that 
they weren't sure if they'd be able to spend all the funds. I think one of the things that need to, I just 
want to remind the membership is that those funds can be used to hire staff and also increase your 
capacity, which then we would leverage and like. We've talked about future appropriations bills, but it 
only lends a more solid argument for you. Finally having the full capacity that everyone complains about 



that you don't have and arguing for that sustained funding moving forward. You have to remember that 
our ask for FY21 was $45 million. So you know, that's a significant increase. 

And right then and there. So with an additional $5 million, my hope would be that there's some kind of a 
plan about where to dedicate the funds because we're asking for that at a minimum and an increase for 
future appropriation years. That would be sustained over time because really, once you get those 
appropriations increases, you'll get them a year on, every year moving forward. So it is, you know if the 
$5 million gets through and there is and I don't know if it would be one of the other things you have to 
remember is we're not sure if this would be dealt with in terms of it being fed through the formula or if 
it would be fed or if it would be handled like the ADRC money is being handled. Where you have to have 
a one-page submission just acknowledging that you want the money. And if that's case one, you would 
be able to not accept it if you don't think your State is able to absorb it. The other option with ADRC 
type of approach with an additional amount of funds would, it would possibly be that you get to name 
the amount, though that's not how they did. 

The ADRCs. They did feed it to the formula. There was an allocation already set that a state could then 
apply for. So, you know, it's unclear, and that is usually that's being given to the agency to handle. So, 
but we need to get through this hurdle first. So we need to. And part of the repercussion of us pushing 
for the earmark to go, it may be they'd take away the whole kit and caboodle, which includes the $5 
million. You have to remember that that $5 million isn't going to undergird your program services. It's 
going for just this one particular new activity that you would have to begin to do. So that's why I wanted 
to talk to everyone about this first, because we're not sure how this will play out, but it is important that 
you understand the nuances of this and this is a. Unprecedented time, so I can't say anything with any 
certainty with how this would this will play out in the end. 

LORI: 
Audrey, this is Lori. I had a spouse of an interpreter that I was talking to him last week, a week before 
who said that you know, most interpreters or a lot of interpreters aren't working because their clients 
aren't working. So that just really makes you wonder why would it be earmarked for interpreters if their 
clients aren't working? 

AUDREY: 
Well, the rationale that I heard from one particular staff person was that remote working will be in 
place. They believe that it will be in place for the long term, for a longer-term. So eventually, if there is a 
remote working happening, she was saying they would need the interpreters will need these devices. 
But I think this is a good point. But the problem is you have to have data on things like that without hard 
data, though that is a good point. It's hard to bring that I'd rather focus. I'd rather us focus on why 
mandating funds being spent in a specific way and in addition modifying the law around what you 
actually do in terms of operations is a bad practice and it's fundamentally against what the statute 
states. 

JANICE: 
I agree this is Janice again, and I agree with everything that you're saying, $5 million in when it trickles 
down to Idaho, I absolutely could spend those dollars. There are a lot of people who need support and 
I've heard from them. I have to tell you, very honestly, I'm very closely tied to our deaf community. And 
if this were a need, I would have heard about it. They would have come to me and said, Hey, we need 
money for devices. It doesn't make sense. It doesn't make sense that interpreters don't have the 



technology that they need because you know, there are there is such a thing as different, you know, 
interpreting services and stuff. So I'm just kind of I'm I continue to be at a loss as to why this is even a 
need. But I'm going to just so you have more information. I'm going to reach out in my state and get 
some hard information on it so that you have that to use and share on the hills. 

AUDREY: 
Thank you, I appreciate that. And that is really helpful if you hear things like that that we can use, that is 
really helpful. And I think actually. You know, just to also give context to what we're dealing with, I am 
hearing from some just a handful that you know, you are being asked and reach, you know, intact, I 
would say at the state level by a variety of different organizations to do a variety of things with no 
exchange of funds. So you're feeling an increased amount of work. But there has not been a formal 
contract made between you, maybe, and that entity that is weighing that is asking you to do more. I 
need to know this information. We are working on things kind of at the federal level to try to share that 
information because there are things we can do to forge partnerships at the federal level for you, at the 
state level. And I think I need to understand, you know, for example, if an entity has received a large 
sum of money to spend and they're coming to you asking to do a whole host of things. 

There's a way to ensure that there is a partnership, possibly, and we're working on that. But I need to 
understand, for instance, if like the Centers for Independent Living are asking, you know, there's an 
increased need for your services. I need to know that. So if you can send me that information, that 
would be very helpful because I need to know what states are experiencing that and you can just show 
me an email and you can just say I'm one of those states that are feeling an increased demand from the 
sales. So it can be simple and we can follow up later when there's time when you might have more time. 
But just to know from a sample side of things and I think. I'm going to stop and see if there are any other 
questions, because then we're going to go into the polling questions and discussion, and I think there's 
sharing that we have that I think will be helpful. And again, we're trying to point out for the first time in 
an effort to not survey you. We're going to survey you why you're here. 

And then that way, you're not getting anything after or before, and we'll see how this goes. So bear with 
us and thank you for your patience because you're our little test run, really. And what I want to talk 
about first, because there's so much money going out the door to State Education Agency, which I'm 
going to call SEA. I'm curious. And Jamie, do you want to pull up the. Please. 

SPEAKER: 
Here we go. OK. If you can just answer in a yes or no if there's been contact between you and your SEA. 
My understanding is that some people have received some type of outreach from their SEA over the 
past few weeks, which is.. I'd say it's not showing me the polls. Do you have them? I do. I think I would 
have suggested it? So I hope I'm doing it right, everyone's seeing it. You have to like, launch it. I did. 
Launch number one. I did. OK. Alright. So I think, so it looks like (CROSSTALK) This is Alan from 
Washington, are you asking for new partnerships or existing? So I think we're looking at, it doesn't have 
to be new, but it has to be based on Covid 19, not Covid 19 but the fund, stimulus funds. Specifically to 
do activity with the Covid funds or to help them with services (INAUDIBLE). Anything at all (CROSSTALK). 
Yes. OK. So it's like 61% have some kind of, yes. Audrey. This is (UNKNOWN) in Boston. Hi, (UNKNOWN). 
Hi. Somehow, I responded no but my real answer is I don't know. So I would have loved something in 
between because some of these things would have been between my boss and other folks than us. 



As I sit here, I have no idea. So my answer I chose no because that's the only choice between yes and no, 
I'd rather say no even though the true answer is I don't know. So I just wanted you to know. I think 
(INAUDIBLE) that's great, and that's probably the way to play it. And if you have a chance, if you find out 
anything else, if you can let me know that would be, that would be great. I'll check with her and I will 
update you whatever I find. Thank you. I appreciate that. Sure. And I am gonna end the polling. So one 
of the things, the reasons why we bring this up is because some of you ,I think, were possibly expecting 
more funds than the 5 million that we might be getting. And we don't know when it's coming, if it's 
coming, as we've said. So, since the stage is set for what the future might hold, now we have to look at 
what the current state of play might be with what we have. And we've got 90 billion coming through 
again, it's the second infusion for SEA. So it would be great to hear if anyone, if anyone has a situation 
that they can talk about that has maybe been recently forged with their State Education Agency that 
they can share and what they're actually doing with the SEA. 

This is Angela. There's two things connected to this. One, was I was already on a committee looking at 
digital curriculum as the AT expert with the education (INAUDIBLE) a few other stakeholders, and we've 
done some more things with that. And then the other thing is I've just recently been asked to be on a 
state task force with actually kind of a lot of heavy (INAUDIBLE) in the state on addressing the 
connectivity issue. So getting both broadband to all the places in Texas and all gadgets, all kids having 
gadgets in their hands for K-12. And we've only had one meeting with that. So I don't really know what's 
going on, going to be happening with that. But again, I'm kind of the "AT expert" in that, in that task 
force. That's great. And is there an actual contract or is that just, you said that you.. Ooh no, there's no 
funds or revenues, it's just being nice and plain, playing nice in the sandbox? Yeah. But that's great to 
hear, so thank you for sharing. I think there are a few others. Yeah, is there anybody? 

Audrey, this is Kim from Pennsylvania, and I think that our struggle is that the Department of Education 
does have an assistive technology group, and we're trying to figure out how to not step on their toes. 
And I don't know if anybody else is having, has that situation, but paTTAN does the educational assistive 
technology, at least that's their charge. But they're a very small group, and I'm not really sure how much 
they're able to do. So do we just kind of ,I mean, short of talking to them and which we have started 
doing and saying, why don't we partner together to do something? If anybody has any suggestions, that 
would be great. And this is Eric from Ohio. Along the same lines we have OCALI, and OCALI is receiving a 
lot of educational funds. So we do work with them, we partner as much as we can, but they are the lead 
for the educational side. This is Alan from Washington. We have a similar organization in Washington, 
and they actually partner with key groups within the school districts to deliver AT services. 

And so it's actually a fairly, I would say, good system. This has certainly tested them to a large degree, 
this amount of online services that have had to happen. But yeah, it's a, it's totally separate. We partner, 
we've been partners for a long time but it's mostly we backfill their inventory and provide training. So 
it's a bit different, they actually have quite a robust way of delivering AT to the districts. This is Berkeley 
from Virginia. Just real quick. First of all, it's really nice to see a lot of people on the video conference call 
here so it's kind of a, I know we don't see everybody but that's it's kind of neat to, I actually had my 
video turned off and then I saw everybody else kind of turn them on and turn them off. So it's kind of, it 
makes you feel like you're more of a group than even we don't see everybody 'cause we can't see 
everybody. But this is a neat, I'm glad we're doing it this way, at least some people are participating this 
way. I will say that last week I reached out to our Department of Education and had some good 



conversations with them based on the flyer that was sent out in terms of possibly partnering with 
funding through the SEA's. 

And we had some good conversations that we started which was, it was a great starting point. And 
we're looking at some ICT training for them. They were interested in that. A lot of teachers don't know 
how to make Word documents or PowerPoints accessible. And so it kind of started, it kind of started a 
conversation with us. So we didn't wanna kind of, we didn't wanna make any decisions but it kind of got 
us moving in the right direction, I think. We have a good, we have a good relationship but we don't do a 
whole lot with our Department of Education. But this kind of got us going in the direction of at least 
possibly providing some training for them. They, and, so anyway, looks like we're, we're probably gonna 
move forward. There's definitely some opportunities there. Oh, go ahead, Jesse. So I have a fairly good 
relationship with people in the Department of Education, I wish they had a bigger foothold in making 
decisions. But we have been doing more ICT training, getting more requests for that. 

Of course, all of that, we're not getting extra funding for that from them. I have touch base with them 
and let them know we're here. We know you have extra funding, we would love to help you spend that 
money. And so they're gonna get back to me if they, if that stuff comes their way. I did just today hear 
from our Low Incidence Coordinator, and they have a vacancy in their AIM position. And I diverted a 
recruitment for me to leave my job to can we make this a contract for us? And we could potentially 
provide those services through the AT program because now not only is there that vacancy, but they are 
seeing that huge need for accessibility in the educational materials as we continue to get more and 
more digital. So that is, that's just a windfall of, you know, happy news, but we'll see how it pans out. 
Yeah. The education system in our state just is not great anyway. So, who knows other than 
(INAUDIBLE). But I just keep trying to knock on doors and see if anybody would like (AUDIO DISTORTS). 

Hey, everybody, it's Carolyn. And it is great to see everybody's faces, I agree, Berkeley. I don't have my 
camera turned on 'cause I have two students who are taking finals, and so they need the bandwidth. So 
hopefully they'll do a good job. So next time I'll turn my camera on. But you know, Audrey, we have a 
great relationship with Department of, our Georgia Department of Education. We have a contract right 
now of 150,000 and we meet with them biweekly. But we met with them, I guess it was two days ago, 
our team did, and they were very honest with us about, you know, we in Georgia, just like many of you, 
we're gonna, we're prepared, for preparing for a 14% cut. Layoffs are definitely gonna be happening. 
The schools are desperate for that funding. And at the end of the day, they told me point blank, they 
told our team pointblank, we can't look to that, to that money. And so, and they were bombed about it 
but at least they're telling us straight up rather than leading us on. So, and that 14% cut is already, that's 
on top of a 4% cut that we just went through. 

So, you know, that's where we are. But I will tell you they say that and at the same time they're like, but 
can you help us with ICT? Can you help us with, and can you, you know, can you, can you, can you? So 
and we sure do love your loan library, right? So, yeah. So I'm kind of bummed that the money would be 
wrapped up and given that way, personally, but I hear you. Yeah, I think that's a really important point 
to note that we haven't even touched on, but is what state budgets will look like moving forward, so.. 
So, Audrey, this is Janice (INAUDIBLE). And I echo what Carolyn is saying (INAUDIBLE) it's the cut back 
and that's really where the LEA's are, the Local Education Agencies are looking for the funding and any 
extra funding is to support just their infrastructure, per se. But when things turn around and the one 



thing that you, that we can bring to the table that other AT groups can't is we harness the power of 
what's happening in all the way from infant toddler, all the way to aging, and the secondary transition. 

So it's having that partnership and conversation with VR because you're in a unique position to talk 
about that if you have deaf blind, you're in a unique position. Anything else you have in your toolkit of 
funding and supports with anybody, that sets you up to say, hey, we're experts with this particular 
group, with the deaf blind, with the whatever it happens to be, that's more in your toolkit typically than 
what, than what other agencies might have or other groups might have from an AT perspective. We're 
doing a lot in Idaho with regards to working with that, what to do in an online environment, but also 
how to support that offline because Idaho it has both rural and frontier. And we have to support the 
individuals, the students who have print disabilities that are receiving paper materials, print based 
materials. So what does that look like and how can we support that? But we already have a, we already 
have SDE funds and so we've had that for several years. But it's, there's something to all of these 
perspectives, there are things to take, kind of put in your back pocket and think about these are things 
that you could do to support, to support the Local Education Agencies through the support of the State 
Education Agency. 

And that was a yes, that's a great comment, so thank you, Janice, for that. So I'm gonna transition just a 
bit because, and Jamie, I'm gonna let you move this forward. I think (INAUDIBLE) up. I'm gonna, Jamie, 
I'm gonna, I'm hands off, I'm gonna let you bring up the next question. So yesterday ADRC held a kickoff 
call with the Administration for Community Living. And they did some this real time polling which I 
thought was interesting because one of the things that we learned immediately from that is that we 
found out that 65, 66 attendees, out of those only four said that they were not working with the State 
AT program with their funds. So I'm curious. I thought we'd just do our own poll and see. Let's see. Here 
we go. OK. Is there any contact between, I'm not asking even for a contract, you can just, has there been 
any contact between you and your ADRC? I'm curious if our numbers match theirs. And I just want you 
to know that, I mean, they're, we are hearing that they are potentially going to be working ACL directly 
with the ADRC's on how to contract what State AT programs could offer. 

I heard that on the kickoff call. I'm curious if you all have heard that. I'm hearing other things as well 
from the state level. I would really love some feedback on this, particularly, because if there's anything 
we can help with here, we wanna inform ACL, many inaccuracies in reported data. And also if there are 
pricing sheets floating around for your services, I would love to know if you've heard that there are. 

AUDREY: 
And we'd love to find out who's developing those. 

LAURIE: 
Audrey, this is Laurie out in Oregon. 

AUDREY: 
(INAUDIBLE) Go ahead. Go ahead. Yeah. 

LAURIE: 
OK. So yes, our ADRC at the state level will receive the funds and then they're going to divide it along the 
same percentage as their other grants to their ADRCU regional offices. As I understand it, there's about 
30 offices in Oregon, so there's $750,000 won't go very far in each office once it trickles down. And our 



state level at ADRC yesterday said that ADRC has provided them with the list of possible services that 
the 80 programs can provide should the ADRC wish to explore that option. And yes, they mentioned that 
they have prices on this list. Maybe our folks are just unique. 

AUDREY: 
Well, it is curious, though, I mean, if this is happening in other states and if others know or others have 
stories to share, I think that would be helpful to members. Just go ahead and chime in. 

KIM: 
Well, this is Kim from Pennsylvania. We just negotiated what I did because I knew how much money the 
Pennsylvania Department on Aging was getting, but I didn't know what they were thinking about doing 
with it, and they asked us for a proposal. So I gave them a three tiered proposal, kind of like good, 
better, best or bronze, silver, gold, and they have indicated that they're going with the gold and we are 
entering into an agreement with them for about $700,000. So that's kind of cool. And they were very 
clear that they're not used to doing this. They didn't really know how to do this, so. 

LAURIE: 
This is Laurie. Our ADRCs were very open that they don't know how to do what we propose to do. 
However, if we would provide some, you know, a train the trainer workshops, they could get some 
volunteers that just could take over what we do and take care of it for them. So could we just do that 
and, you know, that it won't cost them anything. 

KIM: 
But we do it better. Well, that's what we've said, too, but, you know. 

TAMMY: 
Audrey, this is Tammy in North Carolina. We took a different approach thanks to you and anchor 
because we got the notice about the grant before any individual at the Division of Age and then the 
ADRC's got it. So I actually took the initiative to contact them and co-wrote the one page for them to 
add ATAP into the grant from the beginning. So even though the money is coming down to division of 
aging, there will be an (INAUDIBLE) for the bulk of the funds to come over to us to provide specific 
services to them. There was no mention of costing. I mean, I had put a budget together, but it wasn't 
like (INAUDIBLE) of anything that went out to them. 

JANICE: 
Hey, Audrey, this is Janice again. We have been told in Idaho that they were told at ACL that the funding 
needed to go out to the regional office, that it just needed to be funneled out to the regional offices. 
And that's what they did. 

SPEAKER: 
This is (UNKNOWN). In Utah, we don't have any idea as you said, put in the application. So the way we 
are doing it is we're distributing it among the (UNKNOWN), but also holding back some for the ATAP 
program. So we've taken this as an advantage to be a resource to triple. So we're already rolling it out. 
In fact, we've had multiple conversations with all the (UNKNOWN) in the state in the last couple of 
weeks. 

JEANNIE: 
This is Jeannie from North Dakota. We've had a very long relationship with aging services, so they 



actually contacted us and when they were writing their for their money in our state as a whole ADRC 80 
was getting 300,000. And when they told us to write for AD and so we did, we got about 50. And then 
we've been negotiating and figuring things out since then, and now it's up to 144,000. But it's do many 
different things, and the money is also from different parts, the ombudsman dollars and then the CMP 
dollars, which are this civil money penalties that nursing homes pay, and I think when they do bad things 
or something like that. To be honest, I don't know where that comes from. So the money's gonna be 
coming from different places besides the Cares Act or besides the ADRC. But originally, we were waiting 
for individuals to do more of an income distribution type of program, and we're still doing that in all 
offer communication device, I mean, telecommunication devices, video and that and then also smart 
home equipment and recreation devices. 

But then we're also now, with these additional dollars, helping nursing homes with their equipment. 
And so we're is more doing the training, getting paid to do the training to help them make the right 
decisions as far as what types of equipment to purchase. And in some cases, they're buying it. In some 
cases we're buying it for them or more of a pass through 'cause the state can't give it to them directly, 
so. 

AUDREY: 
It's great. And I'm sorry to move us along, but I am realizing we are out of time or running out of time, so 
I wanna get to this next question, which is so as we talked about before, the Centers for Independent 
Living received an additional $80 million in phase three. We need to understand if there has been any 
contact between you and your cells, you know, based on this increase. There may have been obviously 
pre-existing contracts and it can be included that pre-existing contract if it's affiliated with the influx of 
funds that they received. And if you're one of the yes states, I would love for you to share with us, what 
if this is a new, what has happened and what if there's been a contract in place at all or or if you're just 
hearing from them more, either or if we can do kind of quick responses? I apologize, but I don't wanna 
keep you all, but I think this is important for everyone and the organization to know as well. I'm going to 
end pulling here. Is there anyone, there is 21% that has been in contact with the cells? 

CATHY: 
I got a call last week from our cell director. We only have one in the whole state of Maine, and they're 
on our advisory council. I used to work there for 23 years, so everybody knows each other. Anyway, he 
said, yeah, we'll be. We're getting a lot of money. The cell's got money. I said, Yes, Tom, congratulations. 
But he said, we wanna invest. We don't know what we're getting 'cause again, there's only one the 
whole state of Maine. I'm not sure they actually know what the trickle down is quite yet. Do they, 
Audrey? What they get? Do they know? 

AUDREY: 
I thought that they did. 

CATHY: 
Oh, OK. I didn't. Honestly, I didn't even ask him. But he said, we really wanna work with you guys. He 
says, I've ADOT's on my staff. All of them are working all over the state, and we wanna work with all of 
our personal assistants, conservancies across the state. They got more than a thousand of them and 
they wanna look at investing in technologies for those consumers, utilizing their personnel in 
collaboration with us, providing them with technical assistance on how to acquire that technology and 



deploy it and train it, but using their people. But we have in the past had contracts in the past, so we will 
be having a meeting and Tom knows that I'm not cheap, so. We'll see, we'll see what happens. 

AUDREY: 
That's great. Thank you, Cathy. Is there anyone else that's even just hearing from them? 

TRACY: 
Audrey, this is Tracy from Iowa, and we have had several individual meetings with all six of our cells in 
Iowa, and I anticipate at least two of them we will go under contract with, but those are currently under 
negotiations. 

AUDREY: 
That's really helpful. Thank you. And if there are others that are feeling an increased demand on your 
services from the cells, if you can let us know that would be really helpful because we certainly wanna 
work with them and reach out and just try to help as much as we can and know that they're doing the 
best job they can. So we're all just trying to keep the lines of communication up here as open as possible 
to share where we can make things better if it's needed. So if you just can shoot me a line, I'd appreciate 
it. 

BERKELEY: 
Andrey, this is Berkeley from Virginia. Just real quick, I will say, I think it's, I'm glad you shared with us 
the $80 million that's being allocated towards the cells because the cells were approaching us with the 
no wrong door funding that Virginia received and about being a part of the some of the kits that were 
developing with area agencies on aging for social inclusion, independence and safety. So it's an 
expansion of what we've already done. But it's interesting that they're approaching us to participate in 
the no wrong door funding, but they have $80 million coming to them. So now we need to go back to 
them and say, Oh, you're actually the ones that are getting the money. Maybe we should partner. 
Maybe there's another way that we can partner with you on the other side. So anyway, it might be 
mutually beneficial for us to partner with them in the no wrong door system (INAUDIBLE). Anyway, I'm 
glad you said that. Thank you. 

AUDREY: 
Yeah, sure. I'm gonna launch another poll, I have 60 seconds. I'm curious if there's been any contact 
between you and your developmental disability counsels, the DD counsels. If you could just let us know 
that, that would be really helpful. I'm gonna move on to the next question. But if you have comments on 
this, well, 50, 50, basically, you know, you can share at the end. I'm gonna share those results with you 
all. And then we are gonna do one last question and then we can. One last question here. This is an 
overall just in terms of the requests you're receiving for your help and services from other entities. I just 
need to know that. You can let us know. And then while we're doing that if we wanna hear comments 
on those who are working with their DD councils, I think we have time for a couple more comments 
before we have to go. But, you know, that would be great too. I think that that's another area for 
partnership. You know, there's gonna be extra funds in their budget due to lack of having their meetings 
and travel, the cost, et cetera. 

So there could be an opportunity there as well. And this is great to know. So just so you all know there, 
it's about a 50, 50 split on if folks are experiencing this increase in requests from other state entities or 
other organizations in their state. So it's very helpful. So that being said, I don't know if we wanna end 



with one last. I don't know if someone has something to share on DD councils. I think that would be 
helpful for people to know that there's an opportunity there. If you know anyone to reach out. You 
know, if anyone could share something there, that would be great. 

DAVID: 
Yeah. Oh, well, this is David in Missouri. We're just real quickly. We have a contract with our 
Developmental Disabilities Council around, well, they set up what they refer to as their COVID 
scholarship fund. And so how we fit into that is that we're helping them identify specific needs for these 
individuals that apply providing the related training and then sort of acting as the pass through for the 
purchase of devices that these individuals are gonna be receiving through the scholarship fund. 

AUDREY: 
OK, that's great, and that's really helpful. You know, hopefully, you know, we are trying to bring 
everyone together to share what's happening, where there are successes, where there can possibly be 
future breakthroughs for you all, if of you can see that happening in other states. If this is helpful, you 
know, let me know 'cause we are using this format a little bit differently and we're using our time 
differently, but we're doing that in an effort to try to serve current needs with the virus. So if you have 
anything and you don't like this, you know, let us know. Feedbacks are always welcome and also taken. 
So the next membership call is and I'm sorry, I don't have it. I think it's June 20th. Let me just double 
check. It is actually the 17th, so it is June 17th at 3 o'clock. I will be keeping everyone posted on stimulus 
updates, so stay tuned on that front. Be thinking about what an additional increase could be used in in 
your state. Drop me a line if you have any issues with stuff going on in your state, too, because we are 
trying to help you up here fix those. 

And, you know, thank you for everything you're doing. All we can say is that we're bragging about you 
and everything you're doing and keep it up and thank you. And we're trying to spread the good word 
about your good work. So if you wanna brag to me directly, I love that and I love to then share that. So, 
you know, there's no one who can be too pompous in my eyes and it's, you know. So share away and 
thanks for your time today and stay healthy and stay safe out there and we will see you in June. Good 
bye. 

SPEAKER: 
Thank you, bye. 


