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Connecticut

Medicaid Care Management Oversight Council

Aged, Blind & Disabled Subcommittee
Legislative Office Building Room 3000, Hartford CT 06106

(860) 240-0321     Info Line (860) 240-8329     FAX (860) 240-5306
www.cga.ct.gov/ph/medicaid

Co-Chairs:  Rep. Peter Villano   Sheila Amdur

Meeting Summary: Feb. 4, 2011
Next meeting Feb. 25, 2011 @ 9:30 AM at LOB Room TBA
Subcommittee meeting schedule:  the Subcommittee regular meeting day is changed to the 4th Friday of the month  - next meeting date is 2-25-11

Overview of Federal Initiatives:  Ellen Andrews (click 1) icon below and 2) CHCS link for overview of medical homes, health homes and community health teams)
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http://www.chcs.org/publications3960/publications_show.htm?doc_id=1261225
· Health Homes for clients with chronic conditions: state funding for this is secure for two years even if the federal Affordable Care Act (ACA) is repealed. The federal 90% match is applied for services related to care coordination (i.e. care management, case management, HIT services and referral/follow up) not to direct medical services. 
· State Planning grant for Health Homes of $500,000 states helps state development of health homes.  While the planning grant is not required prior to a state establishing health homes, it can assist states in the development cost phase. 
· DSS said CT would have to spend half the cost for planning this model within the 50% FMAP and noted the State can develop the model without the added expenditure. 
· DSS said the State needs the two models’ (PC medical homes & health homes) features to be distinguished in order to receive the 90% FMAP for care coordination services to clients with chronic co-morbidities in health homes versus medical home functions 50% FMAP. 
· Community Health Teams (no federal funding appropriated) includes a ‘spectrum of community providers organized to provide specific services to patients with chronic conditions and their primary care teams” (see details in the chcs  link below)
SustiNet health care system (proposed HB 6305 – joint Committee public hearing 2-14-11) encourages the implementation of Medical Homes. Sustinet Board wants to get other major payers to treat payment for medical homes as Sustinet will.  State employee plans pay for medical homes. PCCM potentially as a model could be a medical home or health home, but not under current capitation which is supposed to cover all patients in the practice, regardless of condition.  Comptroller’s office and DSS applied to CMS for a pilot, not funded, for state employee plan—migrating to medical home payment for ProHealth, and trying to get other practices to do the same.  CT applied for CMS grant to get Medicare to join this group of payers.  CMS did not think we were ready yet, but Comptroller’s office might proceed with the plan; will Medicare join in with other commercial payers?
· If current Integrated Care initiative supported, then would allow Medicare to participate in payment and also broaden provider network—IPA of specialists
· CT joined Milbank effort on patient education—Comptroller’s office involved in this.

· Ellen Andrews said Primary care practices want to care for those with chronic conditions and that States are currently working on learning collaborative and staff to be funded by private foundations. SustiNet is concerned about primary care capacities in the state. The primary care facilities cannot add more patients when they are not ready. Need an outside entity to coordinate this. There is a public education campaign (not gate keeping but assistance) on patient education, patient centered and self management and wellness health care.

· Sheila Amdur noted that the menu of potential management approaches for chronic illnesses in private, Medicare and Medicaid can be very confusing.  The Subcommittee needs to look at the various initiatives in the ACA, define the initiative parameters and expectations and identify what CT is doing as well as other states. 
DSS proposal on Integrated Care Organization (ICO) for Dual Eligibles: update

Dr. Schaefer said the application sent to CMS on 2-1-11 incorporated recommendations from the committee and Medicaid Council legislators regarding enrollment process and financials that will be determined in the planning phase.   DSS expects CMS grant decision will be forthcoming in ~ 6 weeks.  DSS noted the concerns of several stakeholders that included:

1. Seems the developmental conditions, physical handicaps planning process overtaken by Medicaid medical approach.

2. Sounds like integrated care organizations would take over responsibility supplanting some existing waiver entities.

Mark noted his response to these concerns that an ICO recognizes individual success and depends on multiple entities. Multiple entities cannot focus on total whole organization of client care. The ICO reflects pulling together multiple entities to coordinate one care plan, which no existing provider or entity can do now.  The health system needs to be accountable, have agreements between or among organizations, which allow the measurement of the cost effectiveness and level of participant care. Administrators of existing waivers will continue to do what they are doing re oversight, quality of care, as well as LMHAs in terms of their coordination of care.  DSS discussed the Primary care Medical Center Hub: participants could still go to primary care provider and still get care in their home; collocation of multiple services can reduce travel for the client; however transportation services would be provided as needed.

Subcommittee comments included:

· Ellen Andrews; ACOs are provider driven to reorganize the way they provide care, not insurance driven. (CMS encourages “coordination with existing state programs,” e.g., medical home initiatives across a variety of payers).

· Sheldon: Currently when person has difficulty getting access, M.D. assists but when they are at financial risk, provider may restrict care that should not be restricted.  Dr Zavotski: Incentives now to provide more care than necessary.  Sheldon—also population has difficulty in getting access.  So we have to understand this.  Ken Ferrucci: So state doesn’t pay “crossover” costs with Medicare anymore, so this has to be addressed. (Need attention to access issues as well as to over utilization issues.  Understand these and then determine how we reorganize.)

· Should know from CMS about grant in next 6 weeks.  How we go forward is determined by the direction Governor wants to take.  LIA and ABD initiatives outside this grant are on hold until Governor provides direction. Consensus there has to be attention on incentives for economy that support results--better care outcomes and challenge is how we measure “better outcomes” in a particular catchment area.  Feds don’t have distinct answer about what works best in measurement for health homes—HEDIS doesn’t quite work, but HIT will help.

· Quality outcomes, measuring results, measuring value would be good working group for subcommittee.

· Re health homes, do we pursue that separately

· HIT incentive program for Medicare and Medicaid. Hospitals qualify for “meaningful use” under Medicare/Medicaid and must do this—must be able communicate with other hospitals—this will help support better outcomes.

· For M.D’s, nurses, they must decide if they partner with Medicare OR Medicaid for incentive payments not both.  DSS must establish they have set up qualified EHR and pay out Medicaid incentive payments.  Medical home certification also requires this.  

· Currently, now fragmented across providers.  A quasi-public CT agency is addressing this--$9 million grant from ONC/HHS.
· Ken Ferrucci: After 4 years of up to $44,000 total, incentive becomes a stick if you don’t meet medical homes requirements. 

· DSS hiring staff to build this system, getting 90% reimbursement from CMS will be able to give incentive grants by this summer.

· Behavioral health organizations are excluded from HIT $.  Given the number of professionals in mental health centers, will be difficult to use this. DMHAS is working with a group called Gardner to see how state operated systems, and then how to incorporate PNPs into developing EHR. “Vista” system is one.  

· Even weaker in HIT is in services provided in waiver programs so how do you create communication in the ICO to coordinate care.

· Sheldon Toubman:  move forward with state plan amendment for health home—all care coordination for 1/3 of ABD non dually eligible—must have 2 chronic conditions or SPMI or one chronic condition and at risk of another.  Mark: can’t exclude duals.  For future elaboration.

5.  Future agenda items –What is Governor proposing?  Menu of what is going on in the state –difficult to do. How do we move forward if we don’t get grant.

7.  Next meeting date –Regular meeting date changed to 9:30 a.m., last Friday of the month.
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