
INSILC SPIL Committee Meeting 
Webinar Questions and Answers 
Meeting Date: 11.17.25 

 

1. Public Comment: Your work group only heard from guardianship providers and 
center directors. do you feel that this is enough information to make this decision? 
[...] but that isn't what the statement says [...] did you talk to anyone from NCIL for 
clarification? [...] the statement doesn't say that it's all or nothing though. Did you 
fully read the NCIL statement? 

Response: The Guardianship Workgroup fully read and considered the NCIL 
Position Statement on Guardianships. The group did not hear from NCIL in its first 
iteration but may decide to do so as it is reformed to continue working on the 
subject. We want to issue a statement that fully reflects the nuance of this topic. 

2. Public Comment: Will the dashboard be available to the public? [...] Guardianships 
are not in compliance with Independent Living philosophy.  Why do you feel that is 
open to a vote?  If you are going to write a statement, please ensure that statement 
is supported by an informed and engaged community that approves of the 
statement you are proposing to make for the state of Indiana.  INSILC is supposed 
to ensure the voices of the people are heard and are what direct Independent Living 
Services in the state of Indiana, you are not supposed to speak for us or decide for 
us.  You are talking about choosing an Independent Living philosophy for us.  Why 
does that seem appropriate to you?  Guardianships take away our rights, that’s why 
it’s not in compliance with the Independent Living philosophy. 

Response: At this time, the dashboard is still being prepared and will be shared 
soon, sometime after the December 10 public meeting. 
 
It is our intention to publish a position statement on Guardianships that reflects the 
input of all perspectives on the issue. INSILC does not seek to publish any literature 
that opposes in any way the Independent Living Philosophy. 

3. Public Comment: For the record, this is the NCIL statement so people can make 
their own decisions on how well written it is: https://ncil.org/about/ncil-documents-
forms/guardianship-ps/ 

 

https://ncil.org/about/ncil-documents-forms/guardianship-ps/
https://ncil.org/about/ncil-documents-forms/guardianship-ps/


4. Public Comment: Why didn't you involve the help that peter grosz offered you from 
his panel of real experts? [...] not just 3 directors, a state attorney and a provider [...] 
DID YOU TAKE THEM UP ON THEIR OFFER OF ASSISTANCE? 
 
Response: Mr. Grosz offered to present to our workgroup only after being permitted 
to silently observe two meetings beforehand. Our workgroup members were not 
comfortable with silent listening participants in any meeting, so we decided not to 
hear from this group. If they would like to present to us without this prior stipulation, 
we would be happy to hear from them. 

 

5. Public Comment: 
some = 2 people - I was there 

Response: Unfortunately, we aren’t sure what this comment is referring to. 

 

6. Public Comment: I was at the town hall in South Bend and there was only one 
parent that was at that round table from what I saw. The Lafayette town hall only 
had two people at the table. [...] I mostly see that red-headed lady at those tables. 

Response: It is true not all round tables have been well-attended.  

 

7. Public Comment: THAT'S EXACTLY WHAT YOU REPORTED TO ACL THAT YOU HAVE 
BEEN DOING ALREADY  

 

Response: Unfortunately, we aren’t sure what this comment is referring to. 

 

8. Public Comment: Why do you go straight to a vote after a second? Do you not use 
Robert's Rules? RRO clearly states that the motion is re-read after a second and 
then there's a call for discussion, only after which is a vote called. 

 
Response: INSILC does not use Robert’s Rules of Order. 
 



9. Public Comment: So you're going to plan to do exactly what you claim to have been 
doing for the past year but wasn't doing it. Wow. 
 
Response: INSILC will continue to work toward all the goals in the SPIL in a timely 
manner and report on our progress at public meetings. 
 

10. Public Comment: If I remember right, they said in a previous meeting that robert's 
rule is racist? I'm not sure. 
 
Response: INSILC does not use Robert’s Rules of Order. 
 

11. Public Comment: 80? There are 92. 
 
Response: There are 92 counties in Indiana; the SPIL only requires that the 
healthcare information resource materials are distributed to 80 counties. 
 

12. Public Comment: That cannot be a true statement [...] This is the only way you're 
taking input - 15 minutes again, 3 minutes each??? 
 
Response: We take public comments during public meetings, but we also take 
input via our website and a survey that is published in multiple locations. 
 

13. Public Comment: You’ve been looking at that question for months and months 

Response: Unfortunately, we are not sure what this comment is referring to. 

14. Public Comment: Why aren't you showing who else is on the call? 
 

Response: We choose to host Webinars instead of Meetings, which means that 
participants cannot see each other. We choose this because in Zoom Meetings, 
people can unmute themselves whereas in Webinars, they cannot. Webinars allow 
us to better manage the speaking order of the business meeting. 
 

15. Public Comment: Tell the truth - how many people actually showed up at those 
'listening groups'???? 
 



Response: Our first listening session in May of 2024 had 20 participants and the 
second session had 12 participants. 
 

16. Public Comment: What about the evaluation of the SPIL when is that going to be 
done and reported. 
 
Response: There was already an evaluation done for the 2020-2024 SPIL, which is 
posted on our website. We are writing a Year 1 report for the current SPIL and will 
review it at the next public meeting in March 2026. 

 

17. Public Comment: Why did you blow Jeremy off about the successful 
UNCONFERENCE with 60+ people with disabilities??? 
 
Response: INSILC posted the UNCONFERENCE on our website and offered 
Jeremey to share it on social media. We’re unsure what this comment specifically 
regards. 
 

18. Public Comment: At the last public INSILC meeting there was a proposal that every 
CIL host SPIL focused community meetings to get statewide input from People with 
Disabilities.  Are you going to do that?  Regarding Guardianships, they are not in 
compliance with Independent Living philosophy because they take decision making 
authority away from the individual, that is not something that is open to state SILCs 
to decide.  State and Federal funded Independent Living services should not 
support them. 
 
Response: We have plans to work with the CILs to get input on writing the next SPIL, 
which will begin early 2026. 
 
The Guardianship Workgroup will ensure that the final position statement INSILC 
issues is fully in line with the Independent Living philosophy. 
 

19. Public Comment: that is not answering Jeremy's question, which was Karin's 
question 
 
Response: INSILC works to answer all questions fully and in a timely manner. 

https://insilc.org/2019-2023-spil-evaluation-report/


 

20. Public Comment: futurechoices.org/guardianship 

Response: INSILC has no authority over the activities of the CILs. For more 
information about Future Choices’ services, please email info@futurechoices.org. 

21. Public Comment: INSILC has repeatedly committed to developing plain language 
explainers. never happened. 

Response: We are still working on creating a plain language version of the current 
 SPIL. As we write the next SPIL, we will incorporate plain language writing as we go. 

22. Public Comment: only 15 minutes for public comment at the only public meeting 
the SPIL committee has held. that doesn't look real interested in what the people 
have to say 

Response: The SPIL Committee has met every quarter in 2025:  
 November, August, June, March (no webpage for the March meeting). 
 
 15 minutes is the customary period we open for public comments. These are 
 not  the only opportunities for people to register a public comment with INSILC. 

23. Public Comment: it's not up to the council - that's the Governor's job at any time 
period.  Why did you create a bogus deadline BEFORE the unconference event? 

Response: INSILC’s contract with FSSA requires us to submit nominations by 
 September 30 of each year, so our process took place in the months leading up to 
 the larger deadline. 

24. Public Comment: Town Hall roundtables are so poorly attended that you are not 
getting many voices, sometimes the same voices over and over. 

Response: We agree that the roundtables might not be the best method to get 
 feedback but will continue to explore creative ways to get input from people.  

25. Public Comment: and you could have asked for a few days for good cause 

 

26. Public Comment: SO YOU ARE ONLY ALLOCAING 15 MINUTES WHEN YOU'VE 
ONLY MET FOR AN HOUR????????????? 

Response: In the future, we will take up the full allotted 90 minutes of the SPIL 
 Committee meeting and hear public comment until the meeting ends. 

https://insilc.org/spil-committee-public-meeting-november-17-2025/
https://insilc.org/spil-committee-public-meeting-august-21-2025/
https://insilc.org/spil-committee-june-2025-agenda-minutes/
https://insilc.org/wp-content/uploads/2025/11/INSILC-SPIL-COMMITTEE-03-20-2025-Meeting-Minutes_compressed-1.pdf


27. Public Comment: Since when does the governor set a deadline for 
recommendations? 

 

Response: The Governor does not; it’s our contract with FSSA that sets the 
deadline for recommendations. 
 

 

 


