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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES May 3, 2010
And so -- one minute please --

DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:
The chamber stand at ease for a second.
Representative Merrill,_for"what purpose do
you rise?
REP. MERRILL (54th):

Mr. Speaker, I would make a motion that we

_pass this item temporarily.

DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:

Without any objection, this item is passed

temporarily.
| The chamber will stand at ease.
Will the chamber please come back to order.
Will the Clerk please call Calendar 470.
THE CLERK:

On page 28, Calendar 470, Substitute for

'Sehate Bill Number 391; AN ACT CONCERNING CHILD
CARE SUBSIDIES EOR“fHEiUNEMPLOYED UNDER THE CARE 4
KIDS PROGRAM, faverable report of thé Committee on
Human Services.
DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:

The honorable vice-chair of the Human Services
Commiétee, Representative Abercrombie, you have the

floor madam.

004161
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REP. ABERCROMBIE (83rd):

Good evening, Mr. Speaker. Thank you.

Mr. Speaker, I move for the acceptance of the
joint committee’s favorable report in concurrence
with the Senate and passage of the bill.

DEPUTY SPEAKER MQCLUSKEY:

The question before the Chamber is
acceptance of the joint committee’s favorable report
and.paséage of the bill in concurrence with the.
Senate.

Will you remark, madam?

REP. ABERCROMBIE (83rd):

Thank you, M;J Speaker. : -

Mr. Speakér, the Clerk has an ameﬁdment,
previously designated Senate Amendment "A." I ask
him to call LCO 4268.

DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:

Will the Clerk please call LCO 4268 to be --
previously designated Senate Amendment "A?"

THE CLERK; !

LCO Number 4268,'Senaté "A," offered by

Senator Doyle and Representatives Walker,
Abercrombie and Bye.

DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:

004162
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The gentle lady has asked leave of the chamber
to summarize Senate "A." |

Is there any. ébjection? Is there any
objection? |

If not, madam,_plgase summarize Senate "A."
REP. ABERCROMBIE (83rd):

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, curfently under the Care 4 Kids
Program redetermination is done every six months.
What this redetermination is going to change is to
every eight months and we’re looking at potential
cost savings by changing to eight months. It also
requires that any'changés in eligibility that the
:providérs.and participants be notified of those
changes and nothing to go into effect before 30
days.

T move adoption.
" DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:

Question before the Chamber is adeption of
Senate "A." Will you remgrk? Will you remark on
Senate Amendment Séhedule "A?"

If not, I’"1l try your minds.

All those in favor of Senate “A," please

signify by saying aye.

004163
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REPRESENTATIVES:

Aye.

DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:
All those opposed nay.

The ayes have it. Senate "A" is adopted.

Will you remark further on ‘the bill as
amended? Will you remark further on the bill as
amended?

If not, will staff and guests come to the well of

the House? Will the Representatives please take their

seats? The machine will be open.

THE CLERK:...

The House of Representatives is voting by roll
call. Members to the chamber. The House is voting by
roll call. .Members_to the chamber.

DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:

Have all the members voted? Have all the members
voted? Will the members please check the board to
determine if your vote has been properly cast? If all
the members have voted the machine will be locked.
Will the Clerk please take and announce the tally?

THE CLERK:
Senate Bill Number 391 as amended by Senate "A"

in concurrence with the Senate.

004164
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Total number voting 147
Necessary for passage 74
Those voting Yea 147
Those voting Nay | 0
Those absenﬁ.and not voting 4

DEPUTY SPEAKER McCLUSKEY:

The bill passes in concurrence with the

Senate.

Will the Clerk please call Calendar 1972
THE CLERK:

On page 38, Calendar 197, Substitute 'for House

..Bill Number 5302, AN ACT IMPLEMENTING THE PROGRAM .

REVIEW .AND INVESTIGATIONS COMMITTEE'S
RECOMMENDATIONS'CONCERNING AN ACTION PLAN TO

IMPROVE FAMILY PRESERVATION AND SUPPORT PROGRAMS,

. favorable report of the Committee on

Appropriations.
'DEPUTY SPEAKER MéCLUSKEY:

The honorable chair of the Program Review and
Investigatidns Committee, Representative Mushinsky,
'you have the floor, madam.

REP. MUSHINSKY (85th):
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I move acceptance of the joint committee’s



S-603

CONNECTICUT
GENERAL ASSEMBLY
SENATE

PROCEEDINGS
2010

VOL. 53
PART 6
1609 - 1919



001799

law/gbr
. SENATE April 29, 2010 15

marked go. And-Mr. President, calendar page 40,
Calendar 429, Senate Bill number 379 is marked go.

Mr. President that will, that concludes our
markings at this time. We will have additional items
to mark later including a few committee referrals.
Thank you, Mr. President.

THE CHAIR:

Thank you, Sir.

Mr. Clerk, would you please call the first order
of the day.

THE CLERK:

Calling from the Senate Calendar for Thursday,
April 29, 2010, favorable reports calendar page eight,
matter marked order of the day Calendar 269, file 402,

Senate Bill 391, AN ACT CONCERNING CHILD CARE

SUBSIDIES FOR THE UNEMPLOYED UNDER THE CARE FOR KIDS
PROGRAM, favorable report of the Committee on Human
Services.
THE CHAIR:

Senaﬁor Doyle.
SENATOR DOYLE:

Thank you, Mr. President.
THE CHAIR:

Thank you, Sir.
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SENATOR DOYLE:

I move acceptance of the Committee’s joint
favorable report and passage of the bill.
THE CHAIR:

Acting on acceptance and adoption of the bill.
'Sir, would you like to remark further?

SENATOR DOYLE:.

Yes. Thank you, Mr. President.

‘This bill deals with, the file copy deals with
our current Care for Kids Program. The file copy
sought to expedite the processing of the application
and providing-other servicés. Before I get into the
final version of the bill, I’d like to call an
amendment because it supersedes some of the file copy.

So the Clerk has an amendment, LCO 4268. Would
the Clerk please call and I be allowed to summarize?
THE CHAIR: |

Mr. Clerk.

THE CLERK:

LCO 4268 to be designated .Senate Amendment

Schedule A as offered by Senator Doyle of the 9

District.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Doyle.
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SENATOR DOYLE:

Thank you, Mr. President.

First I move adoption of the amendment.
THE CHAIR:

Please proceed, Sir.

SENATOR DOYLE:

Thank you, Mr. President.

What the amendment does is it adds new language
that basically requires the Department to publish and
to send notice to the program participants and
providers and post on its website any major changes to
the Care for Kids Program which really means if.there
are reductions or changes to the program. It also
revises the file copy language in terms of the
processing of the applications.

The file copy required DSS to process it within
or its agents to process within five days. This
deletes the section of five days but does basically
request or order DSS to after qualification of the
Care for Kids Program the current law is you’re

qualified for six months. This amendment would extend

it to eight months.

It also provides that the commissioner shall

provide a report after a certain time to provide
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details to Human Services and Appropriations regarding
how the new eight month period operates. And I urge
the Chamber to accept the amendment.

Thank you, Mr. President.

THE CHAIR:

Thank you, Sir.

Will you remark further?

Senator Debicella.

SENATOR DEBICELLA:

Thank you, Mr. President. Through you a question
to the proponent of the bill.
THE CHAIR:

Senator Doyle.

SENATOR DEBICELLA:

Through you, Mr. President, just looking at the
fiscal note to this amendment it seems to say that
there is a potential impact to the State budget for
2011. And I'm kind of reading this real timé. If the
good Senator could address the fiscal impact of the
amendment. Through you.

THE CHAIR:
Senator Doyle.

SENATOR DOYLE:
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Yes; Through you, Mr. President. While I do
recognize that the fiscal note does say that I really
think that could be superseded by the ability of the
DSS Agency to operate. And actually the costs were to

exceed the budgeted amount they could ultimately, you

.know, stop the program or curb the program.

So really, I think although it’s true it’s
possible it could rise up but with proper management
by DSS and proper planning they would be able to close
the program if the money’s no longer there. Through
you, Mr. President.

THE CHAIR:

Senator Debicella.
SENATOR DEBICELLA:

Thank you, Mr. President. And through you. It
seems that the first section of the amendment would
not have any fiscal impact. It just has to deal with
actually posting things on the internet. And it seems
that it’s the frequency of redeterminations from one
year to eigh£ months that may have the impact. So, T
think I'm satisfied in looking at this that Senator
Doyle’s correct.

Depending on the specific actions of DSS this may

have a fiscal impact to the State but won’t
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necessarily. I think he’s correct in that. And I
thank the good Sena;of for the answer to my question.
THE 'CHAIR:

Thapk you, Senator.

Will you'remark further on Senate A? Will you
remark further? If not, let me try your minds. All
those in favor please signify by éaying aye. |
SENATORS:

Aye.

THE CHAIR:

Opposed nay.

The ayes have it. The amendment passes. Will
you remark further on Senate Bill 391 as amended by
Senate A? Will you remark.further?

Senator Doyle.

.SENATOR DOYLE:

If there’s no objection, I’d recommend the bill

be placed in the .consent calendar,\yr. President.

THE CHAIR:

There’s a motion on the floor to place this item

on consent. Without objection, so ordered.

Mr. Clerk, please call the second order of the

~

day please.

THE CLERK:
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Mr. President, those items placed on the first
consent calendar begin on calendar page one. Calendar

number 497, substitute for House Joint Resolution

number seven.

Calendar 498, House Joint Resolution number 14.

Calendar page two, Calendar 499, House Joint

Resolution number 15. Calendar 500, House Joint

Resolution number 19. Calendar 501, House Joint

Resolution number 27. Calendar 502, House Joint

Resolution number 45. And Calendar 503, House Joint

Resolution number 48. Calendar page three, Calendar

112, substitute -for Senate Bill 264. Calendar page

eight, Calendar number 269, substitute for Senate Bill

391. Calendar page 22, Calendar number 45, substitute

for Senate. Bill 31. Calendar page 29, Calendar number

179, Senate Bill 67. Calendar page 36, Calendar

number 268, substitute for Senate Bill 315.

Mr. President that completes the items placed on
the first consent calendar.
THE CHAIR:

The machine will be open.
THE CLERK:

The Senate is now voting by roll call on the

consent calendar. Will all Senators please return to
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the chamber. The.Senate is now voting by roll on the
consent calendar. Will all Senators please return to
the chamber.

THE CHAIR:

Have all Senators voted? If all Senators have
voted please check your vote. The machine will be
locked. The Clerk will call the tally.

THE CLERK: -

Motion is on adoption of consent calendar number

one.

Total number Voting 35

Those voting Yea. 35

Those voting Nay 0

Those absent and not voting 1
THE CHAIR:

Consent calendar one passes.

At this time I will entertain a ﬁoint of personal
privilege. |

Senator Kane.
SENATOR KANE:_

Thank you; Mr. President.

A few minutes ago when we were doing points of
personal brivilege a number of Senators recognized

their interns. Well my intern was hard at work. So,

001882
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Any other questions from committee members?
Thank you very much, Representative.
'REP. HWANG: Thank you.

SENATOR DOYLE: The next speaker is Commissioner
Starkowski, and then Deb Polun, hopefully. It.
depends. It depends. I may ask you to go to
public, who knows.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Good afternoon,
' Senator Doyle, Representative Walker and
members of the Human Services Committee.

My name is Michael Starkowski. I'm the
Commissioner of the Department of Social
Services.

I submitted some lengthy testimony on a number
of bills. 1I'll try to be as brief as possible
to go over what my testimony says.

Bill Number 370, AN ACT CONCERNING MEDICAID
LONG-TERM CARE COVERAGE FOR MARRIED COUPLES.
Section 1 would change the disregard to the
maximum allowed by federal law, which is
$109,560. We already have a disregard where
we disregard one-half of a married couple's
assets for the benefit of the noninstitutional
spouse of a long-term care Medicaid applicant.

That does go up to the maximum of $109,560,
but, of course, that's the maximum, so people
could have a disregard that's less than that.
If we automatically move up to the $109,560,
that change in a disregard would mean that
people would be able to divert funds that are
presently used to pay for long-term care
sexrvices. If they do that, it would result in
earlier findings of Medicaid eligibility and

001394
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increase the Medicaid costs to the state. For
those reasons, we're opposed to that section.

Section .2 would exclude funds derived from
equity in the home property through a reverse
annuity mortgage loan or other home equity
conversion loan in determining Medicaid
eligibility. We actually are -- are
supportive of that section.

We feel that it could actually help people
that are applying for the home- and community-
based waiver and allow them to have more
dollars available at their discretion to keep
their loved ones in the community instead of
going into institutionalization and on
Medicaid as -- as a Medicaid recipient in a
still nursing facility, although we do think
there's one technical change.

The technical change is it shouldn't be
disregarded as income, it should be
disregarded as assets, because after the first
month, if there's any dollars left on that
reverse mortgage, they're considered assets,
and that's what impacts the eligibility for
the Medicaid recipient.

S.B. 391, AN ACT CONCERNING CHILD CARE
SUBSIDIES FOR THE UNEMPLOYED UNDER THE CARE 4
KIDS PROGRAM. This act would require that we
make an eligibility determination within '
30 days of any application that comes in in
the Care 4 Kids Program. The way the program
operates now, that's our goal: to try to make
sure that those applicants are determined
either eligible or ineligible within the

30 days.

Understand that the applicants have to provide
quite a few -- quite a few pieces of
information -- a birth certificate for their

001395



001396

. 28 March 11, 2010
cip/gbr HUMAN SERVICES COMMITTEE 1:00 P.M.

children, pay stubs. They have to get
verification from their provider.that they're
going to provide the hours of care while the
individual is working. We have to get
verification of the work hours for the
individual.

Sometimes. that process takes more than 30 days
since there are submissions that have to come
from the applicants and from the providers.
In the event that we were required to make

. that determination within 30 days, we'd
literally be determining people ineligible at
the end of that 30 days. They would then be
required to submit another application, and
those first 30 days in the original '
application would not be covered.

The way the process works now, if the
application goes over 30 days because we're
still waiting for information from the client,
we still go back to the initial date of that
application to reimburse the provider for
services if we determine that the individual
is eligible.

5296, AN ACT CONCERNING THE DEFINITION OF
MEDICAL NECESSITY. The bill before you is
based on an earlier definition that was worked
on by the Medical Inefficiency Committee.
There is a subsequent version of the
definition of "medical necessity" that we
would support. We would like to work with
members of the committee to have that new
definition put into this b111

AN ACT CONCERNING A -PILOT PROGRAM TO TRANSFER ,Lh%fﬁ&ggl
HOSPITAL PATIENTS WHO RECEIVE MEDICAID

BENEFITS TO NURSING HOMES IN A TIMELY MANNER.

As you may know, we -- we do have a

requirement to do preadmission screening for

individuals that go into nursing homes. If
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REP. ORANGE: Right. Section 1 -- is the state of

Connecticut meeting the gu1de11nes of the
federal government?

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKi£ Yes, we are.
Yes. .

REP. ORANGE: You're sure?

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Yes.

.REP. ORANGE: Then you don't get a gold star for
that one, but you do get a gold star for the
reverse mortgage, Mike.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Okay, thank you.

SENATOR DOYLE: Thank you.

Representative Abercrombie.

REP. ABERCROMBIE: Thank you, Mr. Chair.

Good afternoon, Commissioner. Thank you for
being here. I actually have three questions.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI : Okay.

REP. ABERCROMBIE: My first question has to do with
the Care 4 Kids Program.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Yes.

REP. ABERCROMBIE: Can you explain the process and
why it takes longer than 30 days, because one
of the things that we're hearing from the
providers is that they help the recipients
with the application so that you would think
that they'd be a little b1t fluent in what
they're doing.

001407
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And they take those children from the first
day on, so if they don't get notice until
three months later that these kids have -- are
going to be accepted into the program, that's’
three months that they've put this expense
out. So can you kind of go through what the
process is and why it takes longer than a
month? '

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Yes. First of
all, we get about 1500 applications a month.
And as you know, the appliéations go to United
Way. United Way is our contracted vendor to
move through the application process and
determine the eligibility for the Care 4 Kids
Program. :

United Way actually has a number of automated
pieces in place that actually are much more
beneficial to moving the process through than
we do internally at DSS. They have a document
imaging system, so when a client sends through
the information, they image the document, and
that document gets attached to the
individual's file.

What -- what happens in a number of

situations -- understand the information has
to come from the provider, and information has
to come from the client. So the client has to
provide a birth certificate.

We provide -- I mean, the client has to
provide on paystubs, so the client may provide
some paystubs that says that -- that over an
equivalent of one week -- and it doesn't have
the work hours on the paystub, because most
paystubs will probably have aggregate hours --
but we have to verify is the client working in
the morning? Is the client working in the
afternoon? Are they working three days a
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week? So then we could match up the daycare
that we're going to pay for.

In those situations, where the clientele -- as
I said, sets aggregate hours, and the paystub
says 22 hours in the week. They then have to
go back to the employer, and the employer,
then, will work with them, and United Way will
work with the -employer, and the employer will
then have to send a verification and say, "The
22 hours worked by this individual are a half
a day every day for five days a week."

So there's three different entities in that
case that would be involved. We have to get
" information from the provider. The provider
tries as best they can to try to get us that
information as quickly as possible. The
individual tries to get us that information.

We actually send them out a -- a checklist
with the application, and what we have on the
application is -- at points where they're
going to have to provide some documentation,
we have a little icon on the application
itself. And we say to them, "A reminder --
you have to provide substantiation of this."

So it's -- it's not an easy process. It does
take time for the individual to get that
documentation from their employer. 1In a lot
of situations, those employers may be big
employers. It could be a chain drugstore. It
could be a Walmart. It could be a chain
provider. And trying to get that information
and make sure that the -- the employer is
willing to provide that information to another
entity sometimes is difficult.

So what we don't want to do is we don't want
to be put in the situation that at the end of
30 days, United Way, as an agent of the
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REP.

department, is responsible for either
accepting everything that's there and saying
the person is ineligible because a piece of
paper is missing, because we don't want to put
the provider then -- the provider would then
have a liability of providing the services for
that first month and no method of
reimbursement.

We think the process moves through as best we
can. We understand that it -- right now, it
takes over 30 days in a number of situations.
But we're trying to move that process through
as quickly as we can with United Way. And
it's difficult sometimes for the bits of
information they have to provide to us.

ABERCROMBIE: So is -- do we have a formula’
that we use -for each participant to know what
the -- what the reimbursement 'is going to be?
Because one of the things that I'm hearing
from the provider is that they'll call and
they'll hear from one person that the

person -- that the child.-has been accepted
into the program. Okay? --

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Yes.

REP.

ABERCROMBIE: -- into the Care 4 Kids. But
they can't tell them how much the
reimbursement is going to be. It has to go to
another department. So can you kind of talk
what the steps are and is there -- I.mean,
there's got to be an easier way that these
providers can kind of know-approximately
what's going to come in.

COMMISSIONER  MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: It goes through.

an automated system at United Way, so United
Way will run the hours of work and the hours
that the individual is in daycare, and then

they will determine what the reimbursement is
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going to be. So it's -- it's not something
that's going to be a standardized system where
if -- if a worker because of -- remember, a
lot of the clients that we're serving in this
program are part-time workers.

So their hours may fluctuate or their hours
may be a fairly reduced number of hours
instead of the standard 40 or 20 hours a week.
So it's difficult for the provider to -- to
know how -- what they're going to actually get
paid for. We try to work as best as we can
with the providers to provide them advance
information if we -- if we have certified what

" the work hours are.

REP.

And understand, an individual may choose to --
to say that they want the child to stay at the
daycare facility for three hours more a day
because they have other things to do or

‘they --- they need that downtime for something

or they -- you know.
So it's -- our reimbursement is goiné to be
correlated to the hours of work that the
individual needs that daycare. So it's
difficult sometimes for the daycare centers.

ABERCROMBIE: So the daycare centers, when
they call to find out what the reimbursement
is going to be, they're calling someone at
2-1-17? )

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: 2-1-1.

REP.

ABERCROMBIE: That's who their contact is?

.COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: 2-1-1 is their

REP.

contact, yes.

ABERCROMBIE: So they should be able to tell
them what it is if that --

001411
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COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Yes.

REP. ABERCROMBIE: -- it doesn't have to go to
another department.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Yes. If -- if
we've got enough information to make that
determination.

A VOICE: (Inaudible).

REP. ABERCROMBIE: Go ahead, Toni, you want to ask
him? '

REP. WALKER: What do you mean by enough

information? What's -- what has to be
included in order for them to get that
determination?

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Well, we need to
know what the hours of work are. United Way
needs to know what the -- because remember
this is on a sliding scale for what the parent.
share is going to be, so we have to run
through or United Way has to run that through
to determine what the parent share is goiﬁg to
be based on their income, based on their hours
of work. And those are -- and based on the
actual income, based on the paystubs.

So those are the critical pieces that have to
go together, and we may not have all that
information. As soon as we have that
information, we then identify or we notify
the -- the provider what the parent share is
going to be and what the state's liability is
going to be for those clients.

Sorry.

001412
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REP. ABERCROMBIE: There's got to be a smoother

transition than that -- than the process that
we have in place right now, because, you know,
from the provider's point of view -- I mean,

if they feel that they have given all the
information, and granted, sometimes pieces of
information can be left out, but these
providers live off of this. They're small-
businesses, you know, so they -- they count on
this money.

And -- and I have to say in their defense, I'm
sure they're giving everything that's on that
checklist, and even with everything on that
checklist, from the providers I've talked to,
they don't get notified any sooner than at
least two months out. So I mean -- and
granted, maybe part of it was the closing,
which I think --

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Yes.

REP.

ABERCROMBIE: -- we all.think was a really bad
idea, but you know, there's got to be a better
way of doing this, and that's why, you know,
if you can give us any insight into another
way of doing this bill that we can help these
providers more in a shorter period of time,
we're open to it.

But I mean, I think the turnaround period --
you know, if they're giving you all the
information -- so 30 days should be
sufficient.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Representative

Abercrombie, we'll -- we'll commit to meet
with the providers, and we'll work with them.
We -- we have a group of providers we meet

with now. We'll talk to them and try to find
out what the issue is.

001413
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REP.

This bill ié actually detrimental to
providers, because if the client has to -- if

‘'we have to determine them either eligible or

ineligible at the end of 30 days, and we don't
have a piece of information that's critical to

. determine the eligibility, we're going to

determine them ineligible, and that first

- month of services the provider would be -- we

wouldn't have any mechanism to reimburse the
provider for that first month of services.

ABERCROMBIE: Well, if -- if you look at the
language, that's why we put "approved
applicant," meaning that all the information
was there, so they weren't missing any pieces
of the puzzle.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: I know, but --

REP.

but at the end of 30 days, we're then going to
be required in this legislation to either
approve it or deny it, so if we deny it
because there's a piece of information _
missing -- let's say the employer didn't send
in the schedule of hours, so we know that they
worked 20 hours a week, but we don't know if
it's afternoons, mornings or what. We don't
have a verification of that.

At the end of that 30 days, we're going to
deny the application because we can't approve
it without that verification of what the hours
are. . So what's --

ABERCROMBIE: So you're going to make them-
start over again at that point?

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: They'd have to.

They'd have to. They'd be required to start
all over again. So if they -- if they started
all over again, that's -- that's their new
date as the first date of the next month where
the provider can get reimbursed.
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REP. ABERCROMBIE: But the language that we --

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: We're not trying

REP.

“to --

ABERCROMBIE:. But the language that we

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: We're not trying

to penalize the providers, that's for sure.

. ABERCROMBIE: No, but the language we put was

"approved." We understand if they're missing
something, they'd still be in the pipeline.
It doesn't mean that it has to be approved

within the first month -- the 30 days. Do you
see? If they're missing parts of the package
that you need -- right, the clock -- the clock

doesn't start until you get an approved
application, everything is there. That's what
we're trying to get to.

The ones where you have all the pieces of the
puzzle, we -- we would like to see them -- a

‘turnaround of 30 days. We're not talking

about the people that miss pieces, and we
understand that happens, but o6verall, what
we're hearing from the providers is they're
giving you everything that they -- that you
request, and they're still waiting .two, three
months.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: And that may be

true from the provider's perspective. I mean,

because everything -- remember, there's more
than one  entity that's going to give us
information. The client may not have -- have

.given us the birth certificate yet. So the

provider has given us everything that they
need to give us. They're -- they're correct.
They're absolutely right.
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The employer may not -have -- have done a
verification for us. So from the provider's
perspective, they've complied with everything.
They've provided the services, and they're
questioning, "Why -- why haven't I gotten
paid?" You know, this is a situation that's
not too dissimilar to other situations where
there's a number of eritities involved, and if
you comply, you think that everyone else is
complying. '

And that -- that happens in nursing homes too.
You know, but -- so this situation -- we'll --
we'll meet with the providers. We think the
way the language  is crafted now, it could
actually be detrimental to providers, but we
can work with you on language.

ABERCROMBIE: Okay, we appreciate that and
we'll accept that.

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Okay.

REP.

ABERCROMBIE: Mr. Chair, can I have two more
questions? 1Is that okay?

SENATOR DOYLE: Sure. Yes.

REP.

ABERCROMBIE: My second question has to do
with podiatry. My understanding is that the ,4{5f;Lf”

‘Office of lLegislative Research did a report

back in 2006 that said eliminating podiatry
did not save any money. Can you comment on
that?

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: You know, I

don't -- I don't remember that report being
issued. It -- it may have been issued in
2006. Even on my way in the building today, I
heard that from people that podiatry hasn't
saved any money. In fact, it did -- may have
cost us money. If we can see that
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if I -- if someone's going to put a lien

against my house for something and I was
paying my child support and everything --

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Okay.

REP. ABERCROMBIE: -- that I was supposed to, I
‘think that's where this -- this bill came
from, so if you could help us with that, we'd
greatly appreciate it. :

COMMISSIONER MICHAEL STARKOWSKI: Yes. If that's
the intent of the language, we'll work with
you on some.

REP. ABERCROMBIE: Okay. Great.

Thank you, Mr. Chair.
Any other -- Representative Johnston.

REP. JOHNSTON: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
Commissioner, I was trying to follow all the

conversation on Sehate Bill 391 and the Care 4
Kids.

COMMISS