Dear Chair Marty and Members of the Committee,

My family strongly supports the repeal of Waiver Reimagine in SF 4476. Along with other stakeholders, we have
been reading, monitoring, and providing feedback to DHS and participating in public conversations about Waiver
Reimagine since 2017. We have consistently expressed concerns about a 2-waiver system based on where a
person lives. DHS has been unable to definitively respond to our questions and concerns, which is alarming since
implementation was scheduled to begin in less than a year.

Without answers, planning support for those with the highest level of needs is impossible. For context, 15 years
ago, our family bought a duplex so David, my 39-year-old son with multiple disabilities, could move to his own
home while we lived upstairs and could be actively involved in his transition, provide unpaid caregiving, and
ensure that he had the necessary services to transition to independent living with supports. Our son has a CAC
waiver (hospital level of care) and uses Consumer Directed Community Supports with a budget that is a fraction of
the cost of the 24-hour care he would require in a traditional residential facility.

We had always believed if we provided everything we could while we were healthy and able, we could rely on
formal residential services in my son’s duplex when we were not able to provide the majority of his supports. But
under the Waiver Reimagine proposal to assign $$ based on where someone lives, what provider would serve him
at home when they could get 3 or more times the funding in a facility they owned? And what provider, with
proposed budget cuts and no exceptions process, will take the most complex medically involved individuals? In
addition, some group homes are already perpetrating abuse and neglect of the disabled people who live there.
(MPR News Story 4/27/26--https://www.mprnews.org/story/2026/04/27/minnesota-group-home-industry-50-
deaths-but-few-consequences)

DHS has insisted that Waiver Reimagine was designed with significant input from stakeholders. Where are these
invested stakeholders at any of the many hearings? I’ve attended or monitored almost every one and have only
seen stakeholder testimony expressing grave concerns. The only attempt to mitigate harm to my son and his peers
was SF 3757, the proposed legislation from disability advocacy organizations (The Arc, Autism Society of
Minnesota, Disability Voice Advocates), which states that budgets cannot be reduced by more than 10% without a
decrease in support needs. DHS countered that the legislation was not implementable, again derailing any
safeguards for disabled individuals like my son.

Repeal waiver reimagine and use our experiences to improve the waiver system without yanking our family
members’ safety nets. Most of us would be more than willing to work with DHS to identify the services we
receive now and help create what needs to exist. We would welcome visits to the residences we have created and
discussions about how we did it and what we need. We are here; our adult children are getting the supports they
need in the best individualized settings; and we are saving the system hundreds of thousands of dollars each
person, each year.

Sincerely,

Jean Bender

1150 Fairmount Avenue
Saint Paul, MN 55105
Jean.bender(@comcast.net
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