
Key Considerations  
Regarding an Expansion of Medicaid 

 
 
 
Most uninsured Virginians are responsible hardworking people. 

• 70% live in a family with at least one full or part time worker. 

• Many are wage employees, whose employers deliberately limit their hours to avoid the 
extra costs of providing insurance. 

• Others simply cannot afford their share of rapidly rising health insurance costs  
(1/3 – 1/2 of take home pay).  

• A growing number are age 50-64. 

• They live in every part of the state (turn page to see map). 

Health insurance coverage keeps people working. 

• Underwrites treatment and care to help those with chronic illnesses (diabetes, 
hypertension) stay well enough to keep working.  

• Helps address sudden, unforeseen events (accidents, injuries, cancer) by providing 
treatment so people can get back to work quickly. 

 The alternative is a downward spiral due to no medical care and poor, if any, 
recovery. Often families lose everything.  

Virginia’s health care safety net only has the capacity to help 30% of the 
uninsured eligible for its services, and typically doesn’t provide all that health 
insurance covers. 

• Free clinics turned away more than 12,000 uninsured in 2011. 

• Treated 226,000 of 703,000 uninsured Virginians with incomes ≤ 200% FPL in 2011. 

• Dramatically expanded capacity (by 50,000) in past 4 years. 

• Services are usually limited to primary care. 

A Medicaid expansion would cover 40% of all uninsured Virginians, and make 
a HUGE difference in the lives of many hardworking people.  

 

 

Debbie Oswalt, Virginia Health Care Foundation, doswalt@vhcf.org, 804-828-5804, www.vhcf.org 
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