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Members of the Human Services Committee; 
 
 
I have come here to testify in support of Bill 297 AAC An Amendment To the 
Medicaid State Plan Under Section 1915. 
 
This Bill is long overdue and represents a major leap forward to what we in the 
Independent Living Community have always said is needed in Connecticut.  This Bill 
embodies the fundamental truth that people are not their diagnosis or even their 
disabilities; but rather, they are people with a range of abilities and disabilities.  It 
has never made sense to pigeon hole folks by their diagnoses or disability when 
designing Medicaid community based services. It make s a good deal of sense, 
instead, to look at the functional abilities of the person and their instrumental needs. 
We strongly support this aspect of the Bill. 
 
 
In addition, we strongly support the Bill’s mandate for applying a no wrong door or 
single point of entry for long-term care. The current system of Byzantine Medicaid 
waivers forces consumers and people in the helping professions to play guessing 
games as to which waiver would be appropriate and available. If one is turned down 
for one waiver; then one must start all over again with another. Also, if one’s 
disability changes, or if one moves into another age group, then one is again in need 



of exploring a new waiver to continue one’s care. In the meantime, people have 
literally died in nursing homes or in the community waiting for their community 
based services to be approved. There must be just one application, one process, and 
one determination regardless of the disability type or age of the consumer. 
 
Further, in its current form, the Bill seems to direct the application for a 1915 
waiver that does not discriminate against consumers who are already in the 
community.  This is very important, and we strongly support equal access to the 
waiver benefits.  Because of the caps on current waiver programs, many folks in the 
community cannot get the services they need.  Sadly, some folks have had to enter a 
nursing home in order to qualify for Money Follows the Person in order to gain 
access to the waiver programs.  Forcing people to go into a nursing home in order to 
get the community based services that they need to avoid going into a nursing home 
is one of the most illogical results of our current waiver system.  Please be sure to 
ensure equal access to the waivers for folks in the community. 
 
Further, Bill 297 will finally allow for the fair compensation of our Money the 
Follows the Person Transition Coordinators.  The MFP TCs have very demanding 
and responsible jobs.  They literally have the hopes and desires of every person who 
wants to return to their homes and their lives in the community riding on their 
shoulders.  Yet, the pay for the TCs is around 40-42 thousand per year, the benefits 
are very basic. If the TCs were State employees, they would most definitely be 
compensated at least 60 and possibly 70 thousand per year, and they would have 
much better benefits. The TCs are not only working for low wages, but they have not 
had an increase since the MFP started. MFP has experience some untimely turnover 
in staff in part because of the low wages relative to the enormous responsibilities. 
We strongly support paying our TCs more. 
 
Finally, 297 directs that the waiver application seek to provide funds for the 
development and training of the personal care workforce.  This is urgently needed 
as the demand for PCAs is already exceeding the supply, and with the increase in the 
shift from institutional care settings to community based settings, there will be an 
imbalance in the labor market. Indeed, the availability or reliable and competent 
PCAs is critical to the success of the State’s rebalancing efforts. 
 
 
 

 
 


