
Subject: URGENT: Request for Full Repeal of Waiver Reimagine in SF4476 

To: Chair Marty and Members of the Senate Finance Committee  

Dear Chair Marty and Committee Members, 

I am writing to submit formal testimony regarding SF4476, the Human Services Budget bill. I 

strongly urge the Senate Finance Committee to support a FULL REPEAL of Waiver Reimagine 

within the final Omnibus budget bill. 

A one-year delay is a temporary fix for a permanent structural failure. The underlying framework 

of Waiver Reimagine—specifically the Human Services Research Institute (HSRI) budget 

model—is fundamentally flawed. By basing individual budgets on a person’s living setting 

rather than their assessed needs, this model threatens to dismantle decades of progress in 

disability rights. 

This "settings-based" approach directly conflicts with long-established federal and state legal 

requirements. Under the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) and the U.S. Supreme Court’s 

Olmstead v. L.C. decision, services must be provided in the most integrated setting appropriate 

to an individual’s needs. 

Furthermore, federal Medicaid law (42 C.F.R. § 441.301(c)) requires that Home and 

Community-Based Services (HCBS) be rooted in a person-centered service plan. When we tie 

funding to a residential setting rather than a person's unique requirements, we are effectively 

legislating the end of individualized care in Minnesota. 

We must also be clear about what is at stake when we fail to prioritize and adequately finance 

home care models. By incentivizing institutional or group settings over community-based living, 

we risk backsliding into the dark history of disability care in America. 

The horrors of Willowbrook State School were not an accident; they were the direct result of a 

system that prioritized institutional efficiency and "settings-based" management over the dignity 

and safety of the individual. When the state stops investing in the robust, individualized home 

care models that allow people to live safely in their communities, it creates a vacuum. This 

vacuum is inevitably filled by overcrowded, under-resourced, and inherently unsafe institutional 

environments. 

By pushing a framework that steers individuals toward more restrictive settings to secure 

funding, Minnesota is flirting with a return to these dangerous conditions. We cannot afford to 

repeat the catastrophic mistakes of the past by underfunding the very community supports that 

prevent neglect and abuse. 

From a fiscal standpoint, the HSRI model is short-sighted. While it may appear to streamline 

administrative budgets, incentivizing institutionalization over community-based supports will 

drastically increase long-term costs for the state. More importantly, the human cost is 

immeasurable. 



Waiver Reimagine is not a policy that can be "fixed" with minor adjustments or a delay. It is a 

fundamental departure from the values of person-centered care and the "integration mandate" 

that protects our most vulnerable citizens. 

I urge this committee to choose a path that is legally compliant, fiscally responsible, and—most 

importantly—humane. Please include a FULL REPEAL of Waiver Reimagine in SF4476. 

Thank you for your leadership and for your commitment to the safety and dignity of all 

Minnesotans. 

Sincerely, 

Amy Fields 


