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MEETING CALLED TO ORDER/ MINUTES 

 

The meeting was called to order by Barbara Davis, Acting Chairman.   Everyone present 

expressed their feelings on the loss of Jeannie Wolff-Rossi.   Barbara spoke of the 

dedication & commitment Jeannie had given to everything she was involved in.  She said 

that the SILC would be sending flowers for the service & suggested that we should have 

something of Jeannie’s in the NCSILC office.  The suggestion was made that the SILC 

retire her gavel & perhaps mount it on a plaque for the office.  Everyone agreed to that 

idea. 

 

Michael Murray read the Memoriam that was written by Holly Riddle & made comments 

regarding our unending gratitude for her efforts.  He stated that the DD Council will hold 

a Memorial for Jeannie & stated that directions to the funeral could be found on the 

Chapel’s website.  Members took a moment of silence in remembrance of Jeannie. 

 

Members & Ex-Officios introduced themselves.  Thanks were given to John & Joan 

Black for providing their services at the last minute. 

 

The Minutes from the May 1
st
 meeting were read.  Dennis Troy motioned that they be 

accepted & it was seconded by Dorothy Frye.  The Minutes were approved. 

 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 

 

Barbara went over the notes from the Executive Committee Meeting at the Disability 

Resource Center in Wilmington.  Correction to June 11
th

 notes shows that $69,404 is 

available in Part C Federal fiscal funds for 2009-2010. 

 

At 9:50, Darla Sykes-Bates joined the meeting via teleconference, bringing the voting 

members present to 10.   

 

DISCUSSION 

 

Michael Murray, Acting Vice Chairman, started the discussion of ARRA funds.  

Information was passed out to the members regarding this.   

 

Barbara explained the Part C funds & the Part B funding, how centers are funded & how 

the SPIL affects this.  ($402,000 Part B; $2,547,512 Part C).  She also discussed when the 

ARRA funds end, if there are 2 new CILS, the annual amounts will be divided between 8 

centers instead of 6 & if this will hurt these existing 6 centers.  In the 6
th

 year, each center 

will lose $12,500.  The centers are losing funds at a rate of about 1%+ each year.  This 

has brought CIL funding down to the financial equivalent of 3 years ago. 

 

Barbara reminded participants of the vote from the last meeting about splitting funds & 

that is when negotiations with the DSUs began.  The DSU was asked if they brought a 

new proposal & if they would clarify their disagreements. 



 

Linda Harrington stated that she did not come to this meeting with a specific proposal & 

that the rules have changed repeatedly (RSA) & emphasized that we all have our own 

constituencies with a variety of disabilities, by region, by disability, etc. that we all 

answer to.  Point:  The SILC is responsible for serving all people with disabilities, not 

just one area or one disability.  The SILC & the DSUs are responsible for looking at the 

entire state & RSA is looking at that. 

 

It was pointed out that it was a surprise that RSA demanded we establish 2 new centers & 

that in 2014, the centers would be funded with Part C monies.   We want the Part C 

centers to not struggle but sustain themselves with the regular Part C money.  We want to 

do this in a fair way so that they are successful.   

 

Jeannie wrote up a phenomenal proposal that was satisfactory to everyone the night 

before she passed away.  This was the 3
rd

 or 4
th

 proposal & was agreeable to everyone.  

Linda said that RSA changed the rule after that & they would not accept the proposal. 

 

Barbara agreed that RSA has changed the rules several times.  NCIL and the other centers 

are involved, as well in the process, & questions & answers need to utilize the ARRA 

funds. 

 

Jim Whalen has been involved in the AARA funds discussions & stated that everyone 

should be recognized because it is not fun or enjoyable when the rules & goals seem to 

change at every meeting.   He stated the things that have been changed included spending 

Part B ARRA funds & Part C funds in 5 years, not 2 years as before stated.  On July 9
th

, 

RSA said the funds were NOT to open new centers.   

 

Michael stated that the goal of this meeting is not to vote on SILC position or agreement, 

but Barbara stated that we needed to vote or agree by July 15
th

.  Michael then suggested 

we should move toward a consensus & suggested to delegate negotiations to the SILC 

Executive Committee.   

 

Michael recognized Dennis Troy, Holly Riddle, Linda Harrington & Ruth Haines for 

discussion. 

 

Dennis expressed concerns about the SILC & the Part B & Part C funds & why the DSUs 

do not agree.   

 

Pam Lloyd-Ogoke explained that RSA has the ultimate decision & that the funds go to 

the existing centers & leftovers go to the newer CILS.  The disagreement by the DSUs is 

that they wish for some of the funds to go to their works.  RSA has not released any Part 

C money. 

 

Holly Riddle asked if the SILC was an advisory committee to NCVR?  She explained 

how DD works financially, legally and by the state.  Also, how the SILC is seen.  She 

stated that the SILC is to be independent & that decisions need to be jointly presented, 



but that she, nor the DSUs, were involved in the decisions/discussions.  RSA states that 

everyone needs to be at the table on these discussions/decisions.  Holly said that councils, 

under the law, are advisory & again asked how the SILC stands legally.  She said if RSA 

has the authority, then authority will likely go to DVR.  Jim stated that the SILC is not an 

advisory board to VR & that he assumes the SRC in NC is the advisory group to VR.  

RSA is the governing agency for existing centers & wants to see how all monies within 

the SPIL are utilized.  The DSUs and the SILC were told, initially by RSA, that the 

AARA funds amounted to a lot of money & they (RSA) would prefer that new centers be 

started.  Michael asked that we move to Rene for additional clarification if there is no 

consensus between SILC & DSUs. 

 

Rene explained that Section 705 spells out clearly what the SILC is to be & cannot be.  It 

is established that under any state agency, it has to have a fiscal agency & that varies 

from state to state & does not necessarily have to be DVR.  She also said that the SRC 

should have a SILC member on it as well.   

 

Linda stated that, in regards to “the delegation of leaving the process to the SILC 

Executive Committee”, she does not want to delegate the final decisions to the SILC 

Executive Committee.  Chris O’Hanlon, SILC Director, stated that the DSUs are part of 

the SILC & they are participants & their opinions are heard.  He said the real question is 

“is our vote legitimate, or will it always be questioned by the DSUs” until or unless we 

establish ourselves (the SILC) as an entity. 

 

Cynthia was recognized & she stated that the Ex Officio members may be at the table but 

they do not vote.   

 

Barbara said that we have been working on this for 3 weeks & that it has taken all of 

everyone’s time & that Jeannie had worked so hard to come up with a proposal that 

everyone could agree with.  She said she felt the SILC was following the SPIL & that 

these funds would help, but that this plan could hurt existing centers.  At the end of the 

6
th

 year, each existing center would lose $12,500 & she asked the SILC to change that.  

The SILC’s #1 goal is to start new Part B centers & develop a network of centers & that 

is what we are working towards.  Jeannie had added funds to this proposal, a compromise 

in order to reach agreement with SILC and DSUs. 

 

BREAK:  10:50 am – 11:05 am 

 

Michael welcomed everyone back after the break.  He said that he did not wish to go in a 

circle of opinions but instead to work towards a consensus.  Jim Whalen was recognized 

and had 2 questions he wanted clarified by the SILC. 

1. What is the SILC’s responsibility in this ARRA thing? 

2. What is RSA’s role in all of this? 

He continued, “one assumption is that it all has changed”.  One goal is to not harm the 

existing centers.   NCIL had a conversation with the head of DSDVR & said that was not 

the intent of the ARRA funds but it was a possibility.  He felt that the SILC needs to take 

a position on this. 



Vicki said that there are two different issues going on & we are talking about them 

simultaneously: 

1. Recommendation to the SILC of how the stimulus money should be spent 

2. Confusion over consensus vs. majority on vote, once taken.  Is it a binding 

vote or strictly a recommendation to VR? 

Consensus has to be between Dues and SILC to recommend to VR.  She suggested the 

SILC take a vote at this time in order to understand where we are. 

 

Barbara motioned from the Network of Centers Committee for Part C funds that will 

have minimal impact – out of the AARA funds, $50,000 come out of AARA funds & on 

the 6
th

 year, all 8 centers would lose $12,500 each.  With this proposal, the Alliance of 

Disability Advocates budget will be over $250,000, which is the 2009 funding level.  She 

also said that she would like the SILC to be able to designate what counties the 

competition (for new centers) would be.   

 

Barbara’s motion was that $500,000 ($50K each year for each Part B center over 5 years) 

be taken out of Part C ARRA funds to create 2 new centers. 

 

Chris stated that when the ARRA funds run out, the centers will go back to regular 

streams of funding & this is a real opportunity & a critical issue. 

 

The motion was that $500K from Part C ARRA funds be placed into competition for 2 

new Part C centers, each receiving $50K per year for 5 years & that the SILC specify 

which counties are eligible for competition.   

 

Michael called for a vote – vote was unanimous 

 

Barbara mentioned that there is still another vote on the floor, regarding Part B ARRA 

funds.  At the last meeting, the SILC voted that the funds be split by the Part B centers 

according to the SPIL.  As we know, the DSUs did not agree with this.  The states do 

have say in the utilization of these funds & RSA may say it is SILC’s or DSU’s decision.  

Originally, RSA said that these funds are not to replace state funds.  Bottom line is the 

SILC needs to look at what is best to support Part B centers.  The state has had 3 funds 

since April and we need to get the funds & spent. 

 

Pam stated that the guiding principles are to serve the most number of people in the best 

ways.  After several meetings, they say half should be used to serve the PPL in the ILP 

program & the other half should be used to serve Part B centers.  She said she wanted to 

give attention in the Wilmington & Greenville areas.  100% for direct services to those 

areas – the Centers would present proposals for utilizing the funds.  $202K for DVR to 

provide direct services to PPL in Wilmington & Greenville.  Regular monies would be 

used to serve PPL in other parts of the state. 

 

Holly asked if there were any laws or caps for recovery money on how the CILS spend 

the money & the amounts used for administrative costs.  She reiterated that there is a 

concern that Part B centers use the funds to provide services & not to sustain themselves.   



 

 

Barbara stated that the 2 Part B centers had presented good proposals to use the funds to 

begin new programs & jobs.  She said that the proposals include how much will be used 

for administration & that we are working to follow the SPIL. 

 

Dennis Troy suggested that the leftover funds be distributed between the 2 Part B centers.  

Darla asked if the proposals included specific administrative cost figures? 

 

LUNCH BREAK – 12:00 – 1:00 pm 

 

Meeting reconvened at 1:10 pm.  Barbara began by passing around a card for everyone to 

sign for Jeannie’s husband, Paul Rossi.  Holly reminded everyone that they are welcome 

to participate in the DD Council memorial for Jeannie on Saturday. 

 

Barbara began with the $402K proposal & the proposal from the DSUs & expressed her 

concern that none of the funds went to Services for the Blind. 

 

Cynthia Speight stated that DSB was in support of the DVR/IL program receiving funds 

due to the severe cut in funds & that DSB cuts were not as severe.  She also said they 

were in support of the Part B centers & the SILC receiving the ARRA funds.   

 

Originally the SILC proposal was to split the funds between the Part B centers & the 

remainder be used to support the remaining centers & none go to the DSUs. 

 

Dennis made a motion to re-affirm the original vote from the May meeting          

Michael seconded 

Motion voted on – Motion carried 

 

COMMITTEE REPORTS 

 

DEVELOPMENT COMMITTEE:  Kelly Rowe Rodriguez 

 

With the help of the SILC members & directors, four names will be submitted to the 

Governor’s office for consideration for membership to the SILC.  

They are: Kay Miley, Monica Jackson Foster, Sandra Ogbern, Gloria Bellamy 

 

Also, three applications need to go through consideration by the Development Committee 

within the next 3 weeks to be submitted to the Governor’s office.  Several positions will 

become available by October, as we begin our next 3 year period.  Those names are: 

Keith Greenarch, Debbie Smith, Charles DeLaurier 

 

 

 

 

 



 

TRANSITION COMMITTEE:  Ruth Haines 

 

Sent e-mails to all members & previous Chair of the Council announcing this meeting.  

Philip Woodward would be unable to attend due to his work demands; Mike Martin 

would be unable to attend due to personal reasons; Camille Leacock was a No Show. 

 

Reviewed our duties as outlined in the SPIL goals & also had a conversation with the 

current Chair regarding funds given to Part C SILS & the need to have a statement 

regarding purpose of these funds.  Spoke with Kelly (Development Committee) regarding 

getting a member of the SILC who has already been through the transition process. 

 

LONG-TERM POLICY PLANNING COMMITTEE:  Dorothy Frye 

 

The committee met & reviewed the responsibilities charged to them & determined most 

of those have been met & accomplished.  The By-laws were finalized in October, 2008 & 

presently working on SOPs (Standard Operating Procedures) for the SILC.  An e-mail 

message has been sent to the committee with a draft document to review & provide 

comments & suggestions.  They hope to submit this by August 17
th

. 

 

EX OFFICIOS REPORT:  Holly Riddle 

 

Holly reported that the Quarterly Council Meeting is on August 13 & 14 &  welcomed all 

members of the SILC & the general public to attend.  In November, the Council will be 

entering into a planning cycle to culminate the development of the 2011- 2016 State Plan.  

The November Council Meeting will be for 3 days this year, November 18, 19 & 20
th

.  

The first day will be an Invitational Symposium about visioning the future in the field of 

Intellectual & Developmental Disabilities.  We will ask current leaders in this field, as 

well as members here, to join in this effort.  The Council will host 16 public forums & 

elaborated on events which will include:  where does NC stand – NH patients care in 

regard to the Olmstead act.  For more information go to:   www.nccdd.org 

 

DRNC:  Vickie Smith 

 

There are 3 NC budget proposals on the table:  Governors, Senate & House.  The state is 

operating on a continuing resolution program, most funding is held up because no budget 

has yet been passed. 

 

DRNC is getting reports that services are already cutting back in preparation of expected 

cuts & people have begun looking for other jobs.  The service industry is crumbling.  The 

best we can hope for is that they build in transition.  The Governor’s proposal is the most 

optimistic but still includes cuts.  Regardless of your political persuasions, the time has 

begun to raise revenue to protect services.  A lot of people in Raleigh are trying to 

explain why their programs should not be cut.  DRNC cannot recommend which 

organizations/services should or should not suffer financial cuts. 

 

http://www.nccdd.org/


They are concerned about the youth services & if their group homes, shelters or 

psychiatric facilities will close.  Also, the long waits in ER, example: a person waited 10 

days in handcuffs because he needed a psychiatric bed – Answer: not to build more 

hospitals, but to provide more community services 

 

YOUTH INTERNSHIP PROGRAM:  Stacey Milbern 

 

Disability in our schools:  Submitted proposal 2 weeks ago for 20 youths to come 

together to revisit what they remember about disability education.  They will present their 

information back to the schools in October.  She stated that this is a continuing project & 

will begin looking for funding after the new fiscal year begins. 

 

LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE:  Jeff McCloud 

 

The Housing Report was sent by e-mail.  He attended the DOT meeting.  For MFTP, 

4000 new vouchers were created, taking comments on how to be used.  He can e-mail the 

link to Barbara & Chris to share with the SILC members. 

 

BUDGET REPORT:  Chris O’Hanlon 

 

Chris stated that Barbara said we do not know where the budget stands & that we have 

been promised an up-to-date version within the next week or so.  He read the narrative 

part of the 2 pages that we have at this time.  This was one of Jeannie’s areas of expertise 

& he hopes to have a better outline & explanation next time. 

 

Chris said that regarding the SILC ED & office funds, we have no idea how much money 

we have included in the budget as rollover from last year’s budget.  He will be asking Mr. 

Deens for a financial amount.  He also stated how hard people work on monthly 

statements & invoices but that we cannot get a final dollar amount of our budget.  It is 

very challenging & he thanked everyone for their patience. 

 

DISCUSSION 

 

Discussion regarding VR not telling SILC how much money is in the budget.  They do 

not get to keep it though SPIL says unused monies revert back to VR.  

 

Holly said to respectfully ask VR the $$ amount available so that funds do not fall into an 

open, larger lost budget.  Barbara said that Jeannie had done this & that she (Barbara) has 

followed up on this as well. 

 

Holly volunteered  the use of her budget staff to look over & talk with the SILC Chair & 

ED about budgets, charges & spending.  She recommended a motion be put on the floor 

so that the SILC Chair is fully backed by the SILC. 

 

Dennis Troy made the motion.  Seconded by Dorothy Frye. 

 



The motion that SILC directs its ED to write a letter to DSU requesting a full accounting 

of the money available for the period October 2007 thru June 30, 2009.  It is the full 

intent of the SILC to spend this money pending the receipt of the information & failure to 

receive this information should not, in any way, indicate that the SILC is relinquishing its 

authority to expend such resources. 

 

Motion voted – Motion carried 

 

Discussion was also regarding voting procedures.  Holly stated that she could not be part 

of a secret ballot vote & that state ethics policy requires that it be a public vote. 

 

Holly also stated that the SILC & any members of the public are invited to attend their 

quarterly Council meeting on August 13 & 14.  In November, the Council will be 

entering into a planning cycle to culminate the development of the 2011-2016 State Plan.  

They will host approximately 22 public forums & would welcome the staff of SILC to 

join them.  The November Council Meeting will be for 3 days this year, November 18, 19 

& 20
th

.  The first day will be an Invitational Symposium about visioning the future in the 

field of Intellectual & Developmental Disabilities.  We will ask current leaders in this 

field, as well as members here, to join in this effort.   

 

Proposal by Michael Murray:  3 Public Forum meetings:  September 10
th

 in Winston-

Salem; September 17
th

 in Asheville; September 22
nd

 in Fayetteville. 

 

Michael Martin seconded motion – Motion carried  

 

NOMINATIONS 

 

Barbara Davis – Chairman 

Michael Murray – Vice Chairman 

Members At Large – Stacy Milbern & Ruth Haines 

 

Nominations for Chairman & Vice Chairman were voted on, Seconded & accepted.  

Stacy Milbern voted as Member At Large 

 

NEW BUSINESS/OLD BUSINESS 

 

Rene wished to comment that it was incredibly difficult to receive the news about Jeannie 

& then to have to relay that on to Barbara.  Rene said she wished to thank Barbara & 

Michael Murray for stepping up as needed. 

 

Barbara stated that she will inform all members of the next meeting date & location.  

May possibly combine meeting & Open House at the new Raleigh Office. 

 

MEETING ADJOURNED AT 3:10 PM 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


