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Date: March 21, 2014

To:  Planning and Development Committee

From: Scoit Andrews, Executive Director

Re:  Raised House Bill 5580

Senator Osten, Representative Rojas and members of the Planning and
Development Committee.

My nigmé:is Scott Andréws, 1 ari the Executive Director of Seymotr Ambulance
Association. | have been in the emergency medical services field for31 years
having started as a volunteer with nxy community ambulance service: 1 have
worked for large and-small foy-profit services and now lead a non-profit service.

I dm here today-to speak.on Raised House Bill 3580 An Act Conceriting the
Pésticide Advisor Countil, the Reconmeridations of the Conneclicut Emergency
Medical Services Primary Service Area Task Force and the Elimination of a
Municlpal Mandade.

I will specifically Speak on the Recommendations of the Connecticut Eni¢igency
Medical Seivices anary Service Area Task Force, I believe that,
Recomimendations No, 1 throtigh 4 were well thought out arid provide every
oppottunity for each: municzpahty to develop their EMS plans along with theik
EMS providers and to make changes where necessaty. The processes are well-
defined and make goad sense for EMS in our State, T don’{ believe ahyone will
argue thls fact, The récommendations prowde the requirement that miunicipalitics
be engaged with their EMS providers in developing an EMS plan for their
commumtles They also prowde a clear pathWay f01 obtammg techmcal assistance

dlsagreements in the pnowsson_s of the EMS plan.

It further provides & requirement that the Department of Public Health review
eadh niunigipality’s plan along with the performance of the PSA provider in
accordance with the provisions of the plan; If a provider falls below acceptable
perforiarice standards then this bill provides a clear process forthe
Commissioner of Public Health to dévelop an improvesment pian for the provider.
This-chie process is-importatit to givé providers ang mummpallues the opportunity
o] impmve patient caré withid their respeotive comhunities. If an emergency
situation arises as defined in the language of the bill, the Comrmissioner has
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authouty to infervene and take action up to and including designating a temporary provider while
mvestlgatmg the emergency situation.

Provisions are also provided for a municipality to petition the Commissioner of Public Healthin
the event that an.agréement cannot bie reached between the PSA Responder and the municipality
or if the PSA Resp()ndex fails to perform in accordance with the EMS Plan. Again, this provides
for due process in making changes to an BMS provider within a munieipality.

I do have concetn with Recommendation No. 5 which is shown as Section 8'in Raised House
Bill 5580. My concern.is that the purposes stated for requesting change are subjective. The
wmdmg of’ (2) deliveri ing efficient emergency-medical services; (3) allocating resources more
efﬁmently, (4) ahgnmg w1th a new emezgency med1cal servmes prov1del better sulted to meet the

T do not necessanly dasagree that a municipal leader should have the right to:choose their EMS
provider. My concern remains that the provider may not-be chosen for the right reasons. A PSA
Resporidei should not be chosen based upon a political leader’s personal preference but should.
be based upon a service p1ov1der 8 abxhty to provide the level of service. required for that
particulat geographic area in a cost-effective and high quality manner.

Additionally, there is the potential that non-profit and municipal EMS services could be placed at
a significant dlsadvantage wiih respect to the cost of providing service to 4 cornmumty ‘These
certified EMS sefvices.cannot char: ge for non-emergency transportation services, The majority of
teverue of forprofit comimercial services comes from this: revenue stream. Therefore; for-profit
services can oftei provide emergency coverage within a commumty for preatly réduced. fees.
This does not provide fora level playmg field for all EMS providers which could in esserice put
the non-profit and municipal services “out of business.”

Itis Imperatlve that the BMS resporise system across the Stdte reirialn stable and not become
fragmented because individual commtiriities want to make changes that i may not be in the best

interest of the whole system.

In closing, I 4m tequesting that you vote in favor of Recommendations No, | through 4 as
preseiited but remove Sectivh 8 from the bill which includes Recommendation No, 5-until further
research can be done 10 gel a bétter uniderstanding of its impact on the whols EMS Systei.

Respectfully Submltted

Al

Scott AndreWs
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