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Social Services Planning Committee

Minutes of November 2, 2009 Meeting

Committee Members Present Public/Agencies

Nancy Magelli, COT Carolyn Owens, Community Food Bank
Margaret Kish, Pima County Steve Kramer, AZ Youth Partners

Mick Jensen, City of South Tucson Steve Shiltz, Catholic Social Services

Lynanne Dellerman, Town of Oro Valley Anne Levy, COPD
Joseph Marquez, Town of Sahuarita

v ] Ronda Segerman, DDD
Kathy Wilson, United Way

Penny Gassan, Jewish Family and Children’s Svc

Melanie Nelson, Employment Rep. Elizabeth Wong, Las Familias/AZCA

Dia Barney, Cope Community Services Nancy Panico, Open Inn

Ann Frerichs, Developmentally Disabled Jamie Zink, Our Family Service

Rep. Carolyn Hacker, PPEP

Karen Fields, Aging and Adults Rep. Debra Adams, Pima Council on Aging
Gail Farmer, Pima Health Systems

Staff Doris Lee Butler, So. AZ Legal Aid Inc.

Jennifer O'Connor Mary Lamm, Easter Seals/Blake Found.

Ann Chaneka Karep Chatfield, La Frontgra CenFer, Inc.

Zonia Kelley Laurie Mazerbo, Our Family Services

Rome Hamner, Our Family Services
Michael Mandel, Primavera Foundation

1. Call to Order and Introductions

The meeting was called to order by Margaret Kish at 1:09 p.m. and introductions were
made.

2. Overview of the Planning Process - Chair and Co-chair

Margaret Kish, the Committee Chair, thanked Jennifer O'Connor and Ann Chanecka for all
their hard work and efforts they put into the committee and helping it run smoothly and
keeping everyone very well informed.

Margaret mentioned that today may be the last meeting, if all is resolved. She also
mentioned that there will be an evaluation sent our by Jennifer O’'Connor on the planning
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process. Margaret commented that this is the first year that the process was done in this
manner and thinks that it was a great success.

Margaret gave an overview of the planning process that was used this year so that all
meeting attendees understood the work the committee members had completed up to
this point. The process began in early September with a full committee meeting that
included a presentation from Jennifer explaining SSBG funding and the policies and
procedures that are in place for the planning process. In the next phase of the process,
working groups of the committee met four to five times to develop fact sheets on their
service areas. The groups looked at what services had been funded before in the service
area, and gathered some information, data, and anything else that could help identify the
service needs and if those needs had changed. In the third phase, members of the working
groups gave presentations on their fact sheets; the presentations were very informative
and provided a good background for the committee to be able to deliberate and make
recommendations on the service priorities. In the past weeks since the group last met the
committee reviewed the information and determined priority needs based on a scoring
matrix and determined funding levels for each of the service areas. Staff developed an
average funding level for each service area from the various committee members that
voted. Voting members had to have attended the October 215 meeting of the fact sheet
presentations in order to make recommendations for the service areas.

The committee can then vote on that process. Before the final vote we will have a call to
the audience, so all can have input on areas they feel where not discussed or mentioned.
If at that point we feel we need more time we will then schedule another meeting.

Summary of Score Sheet Data - Jennifer

Jennifer O’Connor went over the handouts that were available at the meeting: 1) Funding
Recommendations for Service Categories (below); 2) Score Sheet Results and 3) History of
SSBG Funding. Jennifer explained how to read the forms, how information was obtained
from the voting members and how the data was compiled and analyzed.

Funding Recommendations for Service

Cateqories
Total SSBG Funding Available =
$1,505,634
Committee Amount
Recommendations | Change
for FY 10-11 from FY
FY 06-07 FY 07-08 FY 08-09 FY 09-10 (Average) 09-10
1 | Aging and Adults $ 833,838 $ 833838 | $ 833838 | $ 833,838 | $ 808,069 $(25,769)
Children, Youth and
2 | Families $ 423,170 $ 423,170 | $ 423,170 | $ 423,170 | $ 375,585 $(47,585)
3a | Developmental Disabilities $ 16,593 $ 16,593
3b | Rehabilitation Services $ 29,265 $ 29265 | $ 29265 | $ 29265 | $ 39,703 $ 10,438
4 | Employment $ 22,837 $ 22837 | $ 22837 | $ 22837 | $ 36,321 $ 13,484
Quality of Life $ 196524 | $ 196524 | $ 196,524 | $ 196,524 | $ 229,363 $ 32,839
Total (Should equal $1,505,634) $ 1,505,634 | $1,505,634 | $1,505634 | $1,505634 | $ 1,505,634 $ 0




Margaret informed the group that some services categories that were recommended for
funding cuts may have some crossover services that fall within them; for example Home
Delivered Meals and Legal Services, fall under both the Quality of Life and the Aging and
Adults. So, if a specific service was cut in one category it may still receive funding in
another, crossover category.

Voting Member Discussion of Process and Score Sheet Results

Margaret Kish first opened the conversation to feedback from the voting members on the
planning process. Melanie Nelson suggested to the group that we look at how working
group members are chosen and consider conducting outreach for some of the smaller
workgroups so that they have more people. Ann Frerichs wanted to express that this has
been her best experience to date but still feels that the process is restrictive because it
seemed like the outcome was pre-determined, particularly because those agencies that
currently receive contracts for the services in the SSBG plan seemed to dominate the
process. Nancy Magelli stated that the need for better data on many of the service areas
became more apparent through developing the fact sheets. T. VanHook requested that
another tool for communication



