DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES PRACTICE IMPROVEMENT TEAM

Summary of September 28, 2005 Meeting

I. The meeting was convened by Judy Webb.  Members introduced themselves.

II. The group adopted the tentative agenda.

III. The group approved the July 27, 2005 meeting summary

IV. Update: Audrey Craft reported on the Autism Spectrum Disorder workgroup’s August 31st meeting. The workgroup has less than a year to make recommendations for early identification of and intervention for children aged 0-6 with ASD to the Governor’s Children’s Cabinet    The workgroup has divided into five subcommittees: Results and Indicators, Screening and Assessment Tools and Processes, Intervention Models and Processes, Fiscal Resources, and Training and Technical Assistance. A web site has been established by the Department of Education where minutes of the workgroup and subcommittees will be posted and where comments and questions can be posted by readers.  Concern was raised about some members of the intervention subcommittee who have a vested interest in promoting interventions that are not evidence-based and are seeking public funding for them. In addition, the subcommittee seems to be missing key people from the field of autism who could lend balance to the subcommittee.  Audrey explained that the subcommittee members were chosen to represent a diversity of perspectives.

V. Observations: Judy shared recent experiences that MDCH staff have had relative to improving DD practices.  There have been a recent flurry of letters sent from parents in southwest Michigan and calls from providers in the Thumb area, about announced closures of or reductions of placements to sheltered workshops without plans for CMHSPs supporting day time activities (e.g., paid or volunteer work).  Staff also witnessed on the state’s west side, a dozen consumers with developmental disabilities residing in a parent-sponsored group home who were receiving only custodial care and no therapies that would ease contractures or ability to breathe and swallow (thus preventing them from eating real food).  Judy indicated that around the state there are parents whose wishes for their adult children with developmental disabilities are in conflict with the policy direction of the state and most DD advocates.  She suggested that perhaps they are not only unaware of the great potential for their children’s ability to live and work in the community, but also some CMHSPs have been unresponsive and uncreative in offering alternatives to congregate living and day activities.  There was lengthy discussion about these observations. Key points were:

a. Low expectations for people with developmental disabilities begins with the schools who convey that attitude to parents and their children

b. Since the de-certification of AIS homes in 1998 there has been a retreat from providing habilitation, OT, PT, Speech and Language, and other therapies, and over time an attrition of the clinicians who best knew how to treat people with severe physical disabilities.  

c. MRS responsiveness varies across the state.  There needs to be a state level clarification of expectation of the local units.

d. As long as Mt. Pleasant is open the state sends the message that such places are okay.

e. Use the MACMHB conferences as forums to articulate our vision, our expectation, success stories (of even people with even the most severe disabilities), and evidence through data

f. Target a special track at the annual DD conference that talks about our consumers, self-determination and person-centered planning

g. Reach out to parents through the annual Arc conference and the Family Resource Guide

h. The DD Council has a number of relevant initiatives going on: Parent-to-parent network, Parents getting involved with RICCs, Long-term strategic planning, Michigan Partners for Freedom

i. Need leadership from, and voice in, the Department

VI. Next steps:

a. MDCH provide data on ages of people with developmental disabilities who are on Medicaid, and those who are not

b. Discuss a draft workplan

c. Identify some best practices

d. Update on DD conference planning

e. Discuss common threads from how integration happened locally that can be incorporated into an informational packet

f. Discuss the feasibility of a kick-off conference

