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o Alameda County Network of Mental
Health Clients (ACNMHC, Alameda)
o Circle of Friends (Solano Napa)
o Consumers Self Help Centers
(Sacramento)
o Heart and Soul, Inc. (San Mateo)
o Mental Health Association of San
Francisco (MHA-SF)
o Mental Health Client Action Network
(MHCAN, Santa Cruz)
o NorCAL MHA (Mental Health America of
Northern California)
o Peer Advisory & Advocacy Team (PAAT,
San Luis Obispo)
o Peer Recovery Art Project (Stanislaus)
o Peers Envisioning and Engaging in
Recovery Services (PEERS, Alameda)
o Pool of Consumer Champions (POCC,
Alameda)
o Project Return Peer Support Network (Los
Angeles)
o SHARE! The Self-Help and Recovery
Exchange (LA County)
o Sunrays of Hope Inc., (Modoc)
o The Wellness Center (San Joaquin County)
o Youth In Mind (YIM)
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Act Today
March 17, 2017

Fewer covered, weaker
protections, higher costs: ACA
repeal plan
March 7, 2017
by Ron Manderscheid, PhD, Exec Dir, NACBHDD and
NARMH
| Reprints
The six sorry words in the title above sum up the
House bill released by Republicans last evening in
their effort to repeal and replace Obamacare. A quick
review suggests under this bill our insured population
would fall precipitously; health insurance benefits
would deteriorate dangerously; and costs would
escalate dramatically.
The only good feature of this bill would be that the
House Republicans would “own” these untoward
consequences and then reap the negative effects in
the 2018 and 2020 elections.
Let’s unpack some of the primary features of this bill.
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Fewer covered, weaker protections, higher costs:
ACA repeal plan
The bill would end the Medicaid Expansion in 2019. Currently, 31 states and D.C. are
undertaking the Medicaid expansion, and between 10 million and 11 million persons have
been newly enrolled through it.
If federal payments were reduced only to traditional levels of federal financial participation, at
least half of this number likely would be removed from the Medicaid roles almost immediately.
Would such an action be acceptable? Definitely not!
The bill would replace insurance subsidies with reduced tax credits for those with
moderate incomes in 2019. Under the ACA, everyone insured through a state marketplace
with an income less than 400% of the federal poverty level has received a direct subsidy. In
addition, those under 250% of the federal poverty level also received a subsidy to help pay for
care. As a result, more than 20 million persons have become newly enrolled in health
insurance. The proposed Republican bill would slash these subsidies and replace them with
much smaller retroactive tax credits for private insurance. The immediate net effect would be
that millions of moderate income Americans would no longer be able to afford health
insurance. Would this be acceptable? Definitely not!
The bill would increase insurance costs for virtually everyone, especially for Americans
who are older or who are disabled. Under the ACA, insurance companies were required to
offer community-rated insurance, and were prevented from assessing costs based upon
personal characteristics. That would no longer be true under the proposed Republican plan,
which includes “high-risk pools.” Persons who are older and persons who have disabilities
would pay much more under this plan. Would this be acceptable? Definitely not!
The bill would promote health savings accounts. Few, if any, of the persons who have
been newly insured under the ACA could afford to contribute to health savings accounts. Such
accounts are useful only to persons with higher incomes. Hence, they would represent a new
form of discrimination against those who are poor or disabled, most of whom would be very
likely to forgo care because they would not have funds in such accounts to pay for care.
Would any of this be acceptable? Most definitely not!
Ultimately, what the House Republicans are attempting is nothing less than the dismantling of
the systems developed by President Franklin Roosevelt to assure social justice in the United
States. Clearly, this is absolutely repugnant both in moral terms and in human terms.
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Fewer covered, weaker protections, higher costs:
ACA repeal plan
To quote President Roosevelt, "In these days of difficulty, we Americans everywhere must
and shall choose the path of social justice...the path of faith, the path of hope, and the path of
love toward our fellow man (October 2, 1932).” And “The test of our progress is not whether
we add more to the abundance of those who have much; it is whether we provide enough for
those who have too little (January 20, 1937)."
We will make every effort to prevent this bill from becoming law in its current form. I invite,
urge, and prod you to join us in this effort. You know what the stakes are.
Please call your members of Congress right now.
Ron Manderscheid
Exec. Dir., NACBHDD and NARMH
Email: Ron Manderscheid
Twitter: @DrRonM
Website: www.nacbhdd.org
Ron Manderscheid, Ph.D., serves as the Executive Director of the National Association of
County Behavioral Health and Developmental Disability Directors.
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