Sept. 20, 2011
Re: Thomas Bergman
Dob: 11-20-1968
Resident at Mabley, Dixon
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   Thomas Bergman
I vigorously oppose the closing of Mabley Center and potential movement of my son to other facilities that are likely to be inadequate to meet his basic needs as a physically- and developmentally-disabled human being, a citizen and resident of the State of Illinois. 
I urge allocation of addition funding to enable Mabley to remain open as a center for developmentally disabled citizens of the State of Illinois.
My reasons are summarized here and detailed below:
1)	We, his family, are not adequately equipped to care for him in our home.
2)	Private CILA and other facilities have repeatedly refused to accept him due to the nature and severity of his needs, and his self-injurious behavior characteristics.
3)	He flourishes in small, home-type environments such as Mabley as opposed to “institution” types, such as Singer.
4)	He is obviously happy and growing developmentally at Mabley Center. 
5)	Mabley Center is within reasonable driving distance from my home. I am employed full time, so close proximity is important for family visits.
6)	Closing Mabley irresponsibly strikes at the most vulnerable and needy citizens of the State of Illinois.
7)	Closing Mabley does not solve, or even significantly diminish the state’s financial problem. 

1)	We, his family, are not adequately equipped to care for him in our home.
My son, Tom, has been at Mabley since being transferred there when Singer, Rockford, was closed by the previous Governor. Prior to that, he had been a resident for several years at Rocvale Center for Children, Rockford, from age 12 until his 21st birthday. He originally moved to Rocvale after we had continually tried to meet his needs at home but eventually realized we were not adequately knowledgeable nor equipped to do so.
2)	Private CILA and other facilities have repeatedly refused to accept him due to the nature and severity of his needs, and his self-injurious behavior characteristics.
While at Rocvale and Singer, placement in privately-owned CILA was investigated several times. In EVERY CASE, he was rejected due to the fact that NONE of the facilities investigated were equipped to handle his needs. He has Cornelia DeLang Syndrome, which, among other characteristics, includes self-injurious behavior. The CILA simply were not adequately staffed to meet his particular needs, including being staffed to adequately provide the medical treatment his unpredictable self-injurious and other behaviors require. It was expressed to me that they naturally feared legal ramifications if it was determined that they failed to provide proper medical care his behavior requires. As he got older, we also investigated placement at Milestones in Rockford. They, too, rejected him due to being inadequately staffed and equipped to meet his needs.
3)	He flourishes in small, home-type environments such as Mabley as opposed to “institution” types, such as Singer.
In most every aspect of his life and development, he flourished well at Rocvale, but began to regress when placed at Singer. The general belief among his professional advocates and caretakers was that he requires close monitoring and flourishes best in one-on-one situations. Both Rockvale and Mabley have provided that, and his self-injurious behavior has substantially decreased with the care he has received during his time at Mabley. There is no reason to believe that he will not again regress if moved to a different type environment similar to Singer.
He also has progressed, very satisfactorily, in most other ways at Mabley. Mabley’s “home-like” environment and skills and dedication demonstrated by Mabley staff has proven more than beneficial to the development, health and welfare of my son, by encouraging and allowing him to become all he can be. I wish I could say the same for his time at Singer, but the “institution-like” environment did not meet his basic needs as a human being. (He was struck by a Singer staff member on his first or second day there, reportedly because he threw a shoe as he experienced the trauma of major change in his living environment. Major change is significantly traumatic for him.)
4)	He is obviously happy and growing developmentally at Mabley Center. 
He is obviously very happy at Mabley; it has been demonstrated to me that the environment, staff and overall care he has received at Mabley has not only arrested the decline he began exhibiting when he was placed at Singer, but has assisted and allowed his continual personal growth and development. 
5)	Mabley Center is within reasonable driving distance from my home. I am employed full time, so close proximity is important for family visits.
Additionally, Mabley is within reasonable driving distance from my home, which allows me the opportunity to visit him more frequently. I am still employed, and availability of travel time is limited by my job requirements.
6)	Closing Mabley irresponsibly strikes at the most vulnerable and needy citizens of the State of Illinois.
Closing Mabley and the other facilities for the physically and developmentally disabled citizens of Illinois strikes at the most vulnerable of our citizens, those who are most unable to care for themselves. Our state spends millions of dollars on “things,” and again is proposing to do so instead of prioritizing resources to first assure adequate care for its people, the purpose of government existence. I agree that there are many obligations that must be met, and presently with inadequate funds. But people must ALWAYS be deemed more important than “things,” and it is obvious that closing Mabley demonstrates a grossly misplaced sense of those human priorities.
7)	Closing Mabley does not solve, or even significantly diminish the state’s financial problem. 
Closing Mabley does not solve the state’s financial problems. Care of the residents at Mabley is the responsibility of the State of Illinois. It would seem apparent that to move these residents to private facilities would require merely a diversion of funds, and historically has shown to be more costly than the present costs of operating the existing facilities. It has been reported that the existing private facilities do not have the capacity nor the staff size capable of accepting additional residents.
Thank you for your decision to find funding and appropriate means of keeping Mabley Center open. Although I will be unable to travel to Springfield any time soon, you may contact me at any time; I would be happy to try to answer any additional questions you may have.
 Ronald M. Bergman
Parent and Guardian of Thomas Bergman
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