Utah Health Data Committee Meeting
Tuesday, March 12, 2013
3:00 p.m. – 5:00 p.m.
Utah Department of Health, Room 125
Minutes

Members Present: Scott Baxter, Jim VanDerslice, Pat Richards, Laura Polacheck, Vaughn Holbrook, James Tabery, Lauren Florence, Lynette Hansen, Keith Tintle, Sharon Donnelly

Members Not Present: David Purinton, Christopher Wood 

Staff Present: Barry Nangle, Keely Cofrin Allen, David Arcilesi,  Zachary Burningham, Charles, Hawley, Jamie Martell, Mike Martin, John Morgan, Lori Savoie

Guests: Chet Loftis (PEHP)

Excused: Kevin Potts, Bill Crim



Committee Updates 

Minutes

Laura Polacheck motioned to approve the minutes from the 1-8-13 meeting. Keith Tintle seconded. The voting is as follows:

[bookmark: OLE_LINK1][bookmark: OLE_LINK2]Scott Baxter—Yes
Lauren Florence—Yes
Keith Tintle—Yes 
Lynette Hansen—Yes
Jim VanDerslice—Yes
Vaughn Holbrook—Yes 
James Tabery—Yes 
Sharon Donnelly—Yes 
Pat Richards—Yes 
Laura Polacheck—Yes 

The motion was approved unanimously. 

Rules subcommittee 

Keith summarized the meeting they had about the rules and fining facilities that are not submitting the data. They felt that fining them could make them comply, but it’s not currently a level playing field because of deadlines and submittal specifications, so it’s a bit premature to start doing that. They decided to reconvene later in the future to reconsider it when things even out more. 

Barry felt that it was a good thing to get a fee schedule out. That would get everyone on the same page and get the word out that things will be changing in the future (warnings would go out that we’re implementing a new fee schedule). That will give us time to get a structure in place and start enforcing fines next calendar year.

We also need to tie our cycle to the cycle of the datasets. To give notice for calendar year 2014, we’d need to get it out late 3rd quarter or 4th quarter this year. Pat recommended getting it out sooner (like 2nd quarter) because many plans are in the process of getting their budgets for the next year in order.

Lauren wanted to reexamine it again at the next meeting—maybe have the communication and the fee schedule drafted by then. 

HEDIS

The HEDIS Report was released 2-28-13. OHCS didn’t do a press release, but it was tweeted by the UDOH twitter feed. Next year when we have PPOs reporting it will be a much larger report, and we’ll do a public press release for it then. 

Legislative Update 

Barry has been attending the legislative session a lot this year, but there haven’t been any bills that will affect the OHCS or the HDC. The omnibus health reform bill doesn’t have a health data component to it. One that is of particular interest to us is SB206. It gives the Office of the Inspector General access to the APCD. The OIG wants to use our data for auditing purposes. When the request came through the office Barry sought legal opinion and felt that it didn’t fit with what that statute says we can do with the data. Lyle Odendahl said if OHCS got permission from all the payers that we could. The payers didn’t give their permission. Instead they got questions and OIG wasn’t happy with the result and sought legislation. SB206 was passed by the senate but hasn’t been passed by the house yet. Representative Dunnigan asked Barry for a meeting to discuss it. 

Payers felt that the process was duplicative, since ORS already does this. OIG wants to use the data to see if a patient had used Medicaid while they had other coverage. This wasn’t the intention of the APCD.

Keith wonders if the committee needs to weigh in on this, especially in the event of this bill failing. Then the OIG might be back to asking permission for the using the data. 

If used in the role the OIG wishes, the data would be clearly identifiable. Scott believes this committee needs to remain neutral. It doesn’t feel quite right for what the HDC is supposed to be doing. 

The committee expressed their desire to clearly understand how the data will be used. The OIG never approached the HDC about this and they feel their role has been usurped. Keith suggested the committee write a letter that states their position. It might give them a suggested path for next year. When OIG approaches Barry next time, have him say, “Let’s meet with the HDC.”

The HDC feels that SB206 clearly deviates from what their role has been in the past. They felt it was safe to assume that it will come forward again in some way or another in future, and would be open to inviting interested parties to meet with them to address whether they feel it was a valid use of the data. The concern is that OIG didn’t come to the HDC with the request beforehand, and feels that it would be appropriate to go through the committee since it touches on their authority.

James Tabery motioned to write a letter asserting that the HDC is the appropriate avenue to go through, send copies of it to the OIG and to the sponsors of the bill (like Dunnigan and Christensen), asking them to attend a meeting. Barry will draft the letter for Scott’s signature. Sharon Donnelly seconded. The voting is as follows: 

Scott Baxter—Yes
Lauren Florence—Yes
Keith Tintle—Yes 
Lynette Hansen—Yes
Jim VanDerslice—Yes
Vaughn Holbrook—Yes 
James Tabery—Yes 
Sharon Donnelly—Yes 
Pat Richards—Yes 
Laura Polacheck—Yes 

The motion was approved unanimously. 

Exemption Requests 

Chet Loftis attended the meeting on behalf of PEHP. He addressed the committee and said that PEHP is not a PPO, it’s a government plan. They cover 130,000 people and most of those people are government employees. They are subject to everything a government entity is and therefore aren’t regulated by the insurance department. 

Chet said that PEHP would like to contribute HEDIS measures, but it’s a question of certification issues. They want to provide the data and have it individually certified by their internal auditors and the HDC and OHCS would have the final say if it was published or not. Doing so would allow PEHP to produce the info, audit it internally, and see what the numbers look like. 

Right now PEHP doesn’t know how much this will cost. Certification is normally between $75,000 and $100,000. They have expressed their willingness to use a vendor that could help with those costs and do whatever they can to support it. They just need to have a better idea so they can try to make it work with their budget. If the HDC doesn’t allow them to report the HEDIS measures, would they still give PEHP a chance to find the funding somewhere else for it?

Keely has some serious concerns about the amount of staff time that would be needed to do what Chet is proposing. It would almost require a full time staff member. She says PEHP has done something similar in the past for CHIP and it didn’t work very well. She doesn’t support the idea. 

Scott feels that PEHP would end up spending more money trying to audit it internally. Keely’s understanding of the rule is that Rule 428-15 has similar language. Chet is just trying to find something that is win-win. 

Pat commended him for being proactive. 

Keely was curious as to why Chet was waiting until now to bring it up, since the rule has been published for a year. Chet replied that it was just brought to this attention now. 

Right now the barrier is a cost barrier. Chet doesn’t want to be in a place where he has to make that call without knowing if he has the budget for it. Keely expressed the issue is the time it takes to look at the data. 

Lynette said that at this stage in the game, it would be very difficult for someone to step in and meet the deadline. 

If PEHP wants to report separately, Keely is fine with that. 

The idea is that PEHP submits uncertified data, OHCS decides if they can use it and reports it how the want (with an asterisk or don’t report it at all), Chet learns how much it will actually take to audit and report the data and asks the legislature for the money added to the budget next year.

Scott says that we legally don’t know where we stand. His thought is that we have it looked at internally from a legal standpoint so we know what our options are. They also acknowledge that this wouldn’t happen by the deadline for July, so how do we work it out for next year. Vaughn said we’re almost forced into a role where we need to be supportive of Chet’s position. 

We need it clarified so Chet can take it to the legislature and get the budget for it. Keely offered to meet with Chet or Matt Murray and go over which measure needs to be reported, and some that they wouldn’t need to be produced. 

Sharon Donnelly motioned to have PEHP to continue with internal process this year to create HEDIS measures as close as they can and submit uncertified data, OHCS decides if they can use it and reports it how they want (by using an asterisk that says it’s uncertified data, or they don’t have to report it at all), Chet learns how much it will actually take to audit and report the data and asks the legislature for the money to be added to the budget next year. Lynette seconded. The voting is as follows:

Scott Baxter—Yes
Lauren Florence—Yes
Keith Tintle—Yes 
Lynette Hansen—Yes
Jim VanDerslice—Yes
Vaughn Holbrook—Yes 
James Tabery—Yes 
Sharon Donnelly—Yes 
Pat Richards—Yes 
Laura Polacheck—Yes 

The motion was approved unanimously. 


Member Orientation 
The committee talked at last meeting about new members being brought up to speed. Staff came up with some ideas:

· Updating the 2011 new member orientation document. It would be helpful as a primer. Due to be completed by the end of the month and emailed to the committee the first week of April. 

· Inviting each member to meet with the Executive Secretary and possibly the Executive Director of UDOH. Schedule meeting times individually or in small groups. 

Scott is very comfortable with making this a requirement and commented that it would have been helpful if something like this had been in place when he came on. 

It would be useful to schedule a few opportunities after the orientation comes out that people can get together and meet with staff. Staff proposes times and HDC accepts what works for them. 

Planning the retreat—

Goal ideas: 
· **How do we define ourselves and what is our vision for the future?** Maybe bring in former members as speakers? Marc Bennet from HI as well. 
· What’s happening long-term at the national level?

[bookmark: _GoBack]A very well-versed facilitator would be a great idea. Having Theresa Garrett as a facilitator was a suggestion. Could have something drafted by next meeting. 

Research Review Subcommittee 

All Requests need IRB approval anyway, so the committee decided not to touch on this topic due to time constraints.

APCD Vendor RFP

Vendors are in the process of submitting questions about the RFP to staff. 

Adjourn 

The meeting was adjourned at 5:14 pm

