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I am writing with concerns about funding for the Minnesota Olmstead Plan, because I deal with the issues of full community inclusion from many different perspectives.  I hold degrees in education, law, and public administration, so I believe I understand how government works, or is supposed to work.  I have worked in education, non-profits, the disability field, advocacy and law.  I have volunteered for community and government organizations, including the Council on Disability, and Minneapolis School and Park Design committees.  I worked, recently, testing the survey implement chosen by the Implementation office and spoke with a large number of disabled people and family members in that capacity. 


 I am the parent of a moderately disabled teen, the partner of a man hurt on the job who was served poorly  by the Workers Compensation system and has found transition from that system to any other challenging, and a disabled person myself who has found accommodations difficult at times, and enforcement of ADA lacking.  Around this house we believe passionately in inclusion in everyday life, and accommodation when needed to achieve this.


All of these components result in my being concerned that, absent adequate funding for infrastructure, no functional Olmstead Plan will be possible.


First, the Committee needs to recognize that inclusion requires infrastructure in order to work.  The examples of this are legion and they vary between urban and suburban/rural environments.  Just a few examples include:  

· Public transit must be available and timely. Non-drivers cannot be included in the community if there is no way for them to travel and the nearest recreational opportunities are 30 miles away, or if transit does not run after 4 PM.  Similarly, if the paratransit available to people with disabilities is so unreliable that they are discharged from employment for continuing absence or lateness, independence becomes impossible.

· If public transit is not available, housing needs to be located conveniently at walking or wheeling distance from groceries, laundry facilities, other shopping, and entertainment.  This is essentially impossible in many rural or suburban areas.

· Winter needs to be taken into account in any planning.  Many disabled people are nearly 100% unable to leave their homes from late November through mid-March in a usual year.

· There must be more than one choice of residential placement within a reasonable distance.  There is no choice, if only one facility is available.

· There must be placements available in residential facilities that actually support the least restrictive environment.  A facility that has no stove or even microwave available so the resident can learn to cook dooms the person to custodial care. 

· Schools must presume competence and teach for independence instead of dependency.  The only students I met who were on track for independent community living were those whose parents had not relied on school programming but had hustled to be sure their kids had the skills and opportunities leading to independence that would be required by Olmstead.

· Many facilities infantilize disabled adults, presuming incompetence, and will not permit them to make choices about whom they interact with, being sexually active, or even if they will drink coffee.  With these attitudes rampant, it will be pretty difficult to actually provide for community inclusion and normalized lives.


Second, systems need to be coordinated in order for living in the community to work.  Given recent legislative behavior and historic turf battles among governmental departments, I have concerns that this may not happen easily or well.  Some ways in which coordination will be key include:

· Schools will need to coordinate curriculum with the skills needed for living within the community and also take seriously the mandate for placement in the least restrictive environment.  Students who are accustomed to segregated programming have difficulty adjusting to life in an integrated environment, and may not have the skills needed to live in the community.

· Transportation planning will need to increase options for non-drivers in suburban and rural areas, including those who need accessibility features, and to require timeliness so that schedules can be kept for workers.

· Housing will need to include physical and other accessibility features, including in rural, suburban, and scattered-site locations.

· DHS will need to expand options and, likely, funding, for personal care to increase the ability of disabled people to live in the community.  New service models may need to be developed, to decrease segregated programming.

· Any Plan deveoped pursuent to Olmstead will need to take weather and seasonal barriers to travel into account.

· The gap between work related injuries with permanence and disability support and programs should be addressed.  Being injured on the job should not result in homelessness, which is all too likely in the current situation.

· Both state and federal enforcement agencies will, as more disabled people are living in the community and seeking employment and inclusion in community activities, organizations, and employment, be strained to enforce nondiscrimination laws.  This may require added funding for personnel, investigation and litigation.


In closing, moving services and living into the community, and practicing full inclusion of people with disabilities will transform society, and will require infrastructure and system change.  These changes will require funding that may not be immediately apparent but will nonetheless be necessary.
