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[bookmark: _GoBack]On May 21, 2019, the Department of Rehabilitation (DOR) and the State Rehabilitation Council (SRC) held a joint public forum to gather feedback on proposed changes to DOR’s financial participation policies. A transcript from the forum is available online at: https://www.dor.ca.gov/Home/PublicForums
A summary of the comments received, both during the forum and then subsequent emails sent to SRC@dor.ca.gov, is provided below:

Comments Offering Suggestions
· Consider rewarding good students who do well and finish quickly, and make underperforming students contribute financially (Mentioned by two individuals representing nonprofit organizations).  

· Receive information from Internal Revenue Service (IRS) directly (Mentioned by one community member).   

· Exempt category one from financial participation (Mentioned by one DOR employee). 

· Do additional research on the results of DOR Student Services before making additional changes. (Mentioned by one individual representing a post-secondary school)

· Eliminate the Associate Governmental Program Analysts (AGPA) and Business Specialists positions on the VR teams (Mentioned by one DOR employee.

· Reconsider/lower the age of a student for when to look at parental taxes since many are not supported after 18 (Mentioned by one individual representing a nonprofit organization).

Comments Requesting Clarification
· Clarification requested on the process and timeline for implementing the proposed changes (Mentioned by one individual representing a nonprofit organization).

· Clarification requested on whether DOR considered entering an order of selection (Mentioned by one individual representing a nonprofit organization).

· Is there an appeal process if an individual disagrees with a financial participation determination? Who is the point of contact for issues? (Asked by one individual representing a post-secondary school).  

· Will this be retroactive? Clarified as prospective, moving forward from the implementation date. (Asked by one individual representing a secondary school).  

· Clarification is needed on how financial participation may affect community colleges (Mentioned by one individual representing a nonprofit organization).

· Would attendant care be affected? (Asked by a community member).  

· Will those consumers who have Supplemental Security Income be affected? (Asked by a community member).  

· Will Transition Partnership Programs have to handle tax records to determine financial participation?  (Asked by one individual representing a secondary school).  

Comments Expressing Concerns
· Tax returns present a privacy issue. 
· Mentioned by:
· One individual representing a Traumatic Brian Injury advisory group
· One DOR employee
· Two individuals representing the Blind Advisory Committee
· One individual representing a nonprofit organization.

· Middle class families, students and those with mental health issues will struggle if they must participate financially. 
· Mentioned by:
· One DOR employee
· One individual representing a nonprofit organization.
· One individual representing a secondary school
· Two individuals representing post-secondary schools

· The $62,000 threshold for participation is not realistic for high cost areas e.g. Bay Area and Los Angeles (Mentioned by one individual representing the Blind Advisory Committee). 

· The policy will affect more than the proposed 6-7% of the DOR consumer population. It will particularly discourage some populations e.g. Latinx and immigrants (Mentioned by one individual representing the Blind Advisory Committee).

· Participation penalizes those who want to transition from a good job to a better job and doesn’t focus on assets. Contrast this with those who do nothing and have no financial participation. Penalizes recent work (tax returns), which is counterintuitive for the mission of DOR (Mentioned by one individual representing the Blind Advisory Committee).

· The nature of the counseling relationship will be negatively impacted when introducing financial participation (Mentioned by one individual representing the Blind Advisory Committee).

· Perception that VR will be similar to a welfare office, where people with disabilities are looked on as welfare cheats (Mentioned by one individual representing the Blind Advisory Committee).

· DOR is not truly engaged in cost savings methods e.g. suggestion to look at alternatives. (Mentioned by a community member).  

Misc. Comments
· As a Qualified Rehabilitation Professional, we already require tax returns to process the Free Application for Federal Student Aid (Mentioned by one DOR employee).  

Support is important for school, and school is important for development (Mentioned by a community member).
