Tara Dunn
Mother & caregiver of adult daughter with disabilities

Independent Provider

| thought it may be helpful to hear from the perspective of a parent caregiver. |
fought an uphill battle for almost two years to get my daughter a waiver. Along the
way | encountered several agencies/organizations that receive federal money but
| was able to get no form of meaningful assistance. I've noticed several additional
red flags along the way and when the Daily Wire story broke, it connects a lot of
dots for me.

The disability services are vital services for a very vulnerable population. In our
case, | don't know if my daughter will out live me or if | will out live her. Without the
waiver bing in place, this would leave her siblings in a terrible situation to
navigate. Because of the degree to which | value these services and also am
concerned for the population which they serve, | am strongly in favor of HB 795.

Clearly better fraud mitigation is needed within the Waiver system which is the
goal of HB795. | think you on the right track with the high risk provider idea. There
are also individuals who are more high risk of being taken advantage of by a
provider. Not all individuals have a strong advocate and some only have people
with whom they have a transactional relationship. | want the committee to also
consider the layers of employees between the 88 county boards of DD, the 88
County Offices on Aging, the state agencies that are responsible for the
certification of providers, and the Medicaid Auditors who are auditing the
providers.

From the perspective of someone working within this system, having gone through
the certification and re-certification, many home visits, and an audit, | have a
difficult time seeing a path that fraud could be committed and without any of this
massive number of county and state employees noticing red flags.

After a 5 minute precursory search of the provider search tool on the DODD site
(https://dodd.ohio.gov/your-family/all-family-resources/provider-search), anyone can identify

what the bill calls "high risk" providers, or what | would call awfully suspicious.

| have a page | gave you as an example of one | found in Toledo. | want you to
look at that situation and start asking where were the many employees & systems
that are already in place? Five pages of citations, really? And just "status
approved" for the plan of correction??


https://dodd.ohio.gov/your-family/all-family-resources/provider-search

As fraud is identified, these questions that probably should be asked: Who is the
SSA of the individuals served by this provider/agency? What responsibility did the
SSA have to know what is going on? When was this provider/agency last audited?
Were there citations? (If not, is that auditor complicit? If there were citations, did
they rise to a level that should have been reported for possible fraud?) A
comprehensive investigation needs to be conducted, and possibly even a criminal
investigation to see what level of complicit/enabling/facilitating roles the state and
county employees are playing.

There are layers of DEI working within the state systems and one of the things |
think is happening is that the DEI "goals", if you will, bake layers of "protection” in
for anyone who checks a DEI| box.

Priority populations in the SAPA
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Many of the SAPA priority populations are The icons below represent the nine
systematically disadvantaged groups of priority populations identified in the
older Ohioans. These groups often have SAPA.

inadequate access to resources and lack the
supports necessary to live a long and healthy
life with dignity and autonomy.
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In addition, these groups are more likely to:

¢ Experience ageism in addition to other
forms of discrimination (i.e, racism,
ableism, homophobia, xenophobia, etc.);

* Have increased risk of exposure to trauma,
toxic stress, violence, and stigma;

e Face policy and system inequities;

¢ Live in environments that do not support
healthy living; and

o Lack access to culturally or linguistically
appropriate services.
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Live alone

As a result, priority populations in the SAPA
are more likely to experience poor outcomes
as they age.

This image is from the Ohio Dept of Aging "2020-2022 Strategic Action Plan on
Aging". It is still live on their site so I'm guessing it's still the plan.

https://aging.ohio.gov/wps/wcm/connect/gov/cb63135b-eb32-4d59-8153-1¢533bdd881d/Ohio-
2020-2022-Strategic-Action-Plan-on-Aging-full-with-appendices-20210304.pdf?
MOD=AJPERES&CONVERT_TO=url& CACHEID=ROOTWORKSPACE.Z18_JQGCH4S04P41206
HNUKVF31000-cb63135b-eb32-4d59-8153-1¢533bdd881d-olAyofl

This is a state agency over a a piece of the waiver system, who literally comes
right out and say who they prioritize. So if they prioritize these populations, what
does that mean? Would they turn a blind eye if they see red flags? Would they
help them get services when they otherwise would not? What does "prioritizing"
actually look like in action? Sure sounds a lot like discrimination.
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| was not aware that anyone who was not a US Citizen was qualifying for
Medicaid in any capacity, let alone a waiver, which | had to fight an uphill battle to
get for my daughter. | know several families who have disabled adult children and
as they are approaching 30 they are still being denied a waiver. I'd like the
committee to consider an extremely effective way to reduce fraud would be to add
to this bill that only US citizens can become Independent Providers or start an
agency. Additionally, why is there not already a law in place that prohibits any non-
citizen from having a waiver?

DRO

The Developmental Disability Assistance and Bill of Rights (DD) Act of 1975 requires that every
state has a P&A (Protection & Advocacy) group to protect the rights of individuals with
developmental disabilities under state and federal laws.

In Ohio this group is Disability Rights Ohio, or DRO. https://www.disabilityrightsohio.org/

They are almost exclusively federally funded.

| sure have never been able to get any help out of these folks. But | have observed a specific
pattern of behavior from them, where they use what | would call "tricky wording" to accomplish an
advocacy goal. I've attached a couple emails from them asking people to testify, and also attached
the template for testifying. They are advocating against this bill, strongly, and there was only a
template against it, not a second template for it.

What | want to bring to your attention is a small part of the email with "Medicaid Committee" as the
subject line.

"Also, if you hear from folks that they are losing providers, services, etc. and are
impacted by the Governor’s Initiatives and this bill, please have them contact DRO’s

Intake so we can get data on how many folks are having issues!"

| think we can safely assume this legal group understands what a bill in committee
is. "I"m just a Bill on Capital Hill..." I'm pretty sure they know that this BILL in
COMMITTEE has not resulted in anyone losing benefits or providers. What would
the goal be to make that statement? It sounds so innocent, yet so factually
inaccurate. It sure seems like their goal is to make people think that this BILL has
or even could cause someone to lose services or a provider so they are fearful or
upset and jump onboard with this cause and work against this bill.

From my perspective, | am in favor of this bill passing to protect the finite
resources for disability services. Yet it seems that DRO is using tricky wording,
they aren't saying people are losing services and providers as a result of this bill,
they are merely suggesting it. Tricky! And manipulative. | see this as highly
exploitative of a very vulnerable community many of which rely on the finite
resources available being protected.

Thank you for allowing me to speak today and considering my perspective.


https://www.disabilityrightsohio.org/




