
ULTCS Balance and Funding Subcommittee 
May 5, 2010 Meeting Notes 

    Present 
Co-chair Tracy Plouck, OHP 
Co-chair Roland Hornbostel 
Angie Bergefurd, ODMH 
Beverley Laubert, State LTC Ombudsman  
Bob Applebaum, Scripps 
Charles Demidovich, CCAO 
Chris Murray, OANH 
Douglas Day, ODADAS 
Frank Fleischer, OCAPS 
Grace Moran, ODA 
Hugh Wirtz, Ohio Council  
Jean Thompson, OALA 
Jodi Govern, ODH 
Kathleen Anderson, OCHCH 

Kevin Blade, ODA 
Larke Recchie, OAAAA 
Mary Butler, SILC  
Matt Schueren, OAHP/Molina 
Mike Moore, ODA 
Missy Craddock, OPRA 
Patrick Stephan, DODD 
Pete VanRunkle, OHCA 
Sarah Riegel, SEIU District 1199 
Steve Peishel, OBM  
Suzanne Dulaney, OACBHA 
Janet Miller, Cerebral Palsy Assn. of Ohio 

(for OOTF)

     
Materials/Handouts 
Developing a Profile of Ohio’s System of Long-Term Services and Supports 
 
Discussion 
What Does Balance Mean? 
This subcommittee is charged with proposing the definition and balancing goal(s) for the state 
which will also be included in the Olmstead Plan.  We need to align indicators on balance with 
those in the state profile tool.  The April Balance and Funding Subcommittee meeting included 
discussion about blended or separate goals for Aging and DD systems.  DD goals are being 
handled under the umbrella of the Futures project. 
 
State Profile Tool 
Erika Robbins talked about the eight components of balance:   
 

1. Consolidated state agency decision-making and budgeting; 
2. Single access point; 
3. Institution supply controls; 
4. Transition from institutions; 
5. Continuum of residential options; 
6. HCBS infrastructure development; 
7. Participant direction; 
8. Quality management. 

 
She demonstrated the www.balancing.ohio.gov test website under development through Scripps. 
Initially, it may tell how poorly the state is doing but is meant to be a tool for change, a “living” 
website.  It is being built as an interagency webpage managed by ODJFS and will include 
narrative and descriptors to explain the various charts.  There was a comment that the pictures 
used on the website don’t reflect the population.  Erika agreed to share separate components of 
the website as they are being built to get input. 
 
Q – Will DD data be in the state profile tool? 
A – Yes, with potential for DD data to be broken out as well. 
 
 



Q – Can the profile tool measure ACFs? 
A – Under Indicator #4, ACFs are included along with RCFs and others, in looking at total 
community capacity. 
 
Q – Why are county homes not counted with all community-based services? 
A – That will happen in Phase 3, under the expanding of Indicator #10. 
 
Cross-State Comparisons 
Medicaid expenditures via Brian Burwell/Thompson Medstat are being used for the by-state 
comparison.  Frank Fleischer asked about using DSM data for more consistency across states?  
Erika responded that it is anticipated that there will be a more general state plan (non-waiver) 
aspect to the data, but for national comparison we are only matching like data. 
 

Action Step:  Roland Hornbostel agreed to check if DSM routinely collected across 
states. 

 
Pete VanRunkle mentioned the importance of recognizing the limitations of the data in the profile, 
with the infinite variations among the states.  Hugh Wirtz cautioned against mixing “apples and 
oranges” especially since systems have been recently eroded, e.g., ACFs closing. 
 

Action Step:  Erika Robbins agreed to share another chart that shows greater 
breakdown of indicators. 
 

Chris Murray asked about the potential to skew the figures by including the NF rate.   
 

Action Step:  Roland Hornbostel and Bob Applebaum agreed to talk with Brian Burwell 
about backing out some NF data from the CMS 64 form. 
 

Meaningful Measures of Balance 
Participants suggested the following meaningful measures of balance: 
� Consumer direction (with opportunity to self-direct) 
� Measurement by individuals (consumers) rather than by cost 
� Expenditures (for the legislature) 
� Waiting list, both by individuals and by agencies 
 
Roland remarked that we need to set our own benchmark(s); no one way is perfect, and there 
are multiple methods, e.g., in five years, achieve a 50/50 balance; lower blended PM/PM cost. 
 
Other Items for Future Discussion 
Balanced Incentive Program (BIP) 
Behavioral health numbers 
Define what we mean by a unified budget and define the next steps to achieve it 
Look at statistical measures out there 
Definition of balance 
Extent of problem when FMAP disappears 
 

Action Step:  Tracy Plouck and Roland Hornbostel will provide follow-up information 
requested at previous subcommittee meeting, e.g., franchise fee. 

 
Meeting adjourned at 3:12 pm. 






