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NOTE : This paper is being developed tO
prepare a Departmental position
on ~!~’~on the assumption that
there has been no final decision
to include RMP in Revenue Sharing.



, .
i...

..

(“:

. .

. . . ,. L A
—————

9/15/72 “ ~

DESCRIPTION OF PROGRAII

1’

R14PALTERNATIVES .

ISSUE 1

Vfiat should be the future mission (role) of R~? /,.
,F9 “

Option A -

Option C -

Optj.on D -

Option E -

1.

Continue as is -- flexible, variable,
broad authority which encourages pro-
viders to use their own initiative to
bring about changes they support.

Restrict Option A to “categorical areas”

(heart, cancer, stroke, kidney) i

Agcnc’y responsible for implementing
change in local delivery system (im-
plementing Agency for CHP, NIH/ HS~l
etc.). (ElilninatereStr~CtiOn on inter-
ference-with practice of medicine and
categorical emphasis.}

AgenSy responsible for monitoring quality
of care.

Agency responsible for aiding local
groups to”organize and follow-up review
actj.vities a.5.m,fsdat monitoring and

~:\~:,!;.{::./C).fCz.re.c?l..e-v72t.lllq,,
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O~tion P.- Yes.

.,
-on 3 - Yes, but not to duplicate efforts of

NIH and EH&E.

Option~ - No.

(-

B.
F~DI NG

ISSUE 3

How should the funds be distributed?
-f J

P
@,,4fiJ- 4

Option A - l?ational competition b~7project .-\J ‘i;&d g
pm $“..

Option B ‘-Formula grant (with earmarks.

Option C<- Formula gra’ntwithout, earmarks

Option D - Combinati~n of fo~mula with competition
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ISSUE 4

From what cateqori es of peepIc should the law require

representation on the Board?

Option A - Providers, Consumers, Elected officials,
LOW Incom’eConsumers; Third Parties, and ‘
Cl@.

.
Option B -..providers, Cons~lmers, Elected officlals~

and Low Income Consumers.

Option C - Providers, Consumers, Elected Officials,
and C1lP.

Option D - Providers, Consumers, and Low Income
Consumers.

Option E - Providers,and Consumers.

Issue 5
, &f~’4?

ShouSd the law prescribe a minimum nu er of consumers

representati\7es for each BoardC~

Option A - Yes ~o%

Option C - Yes 51% -

Option D - No re~irement.
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Option A - Yes.

Option B - No.
.

Option C - No, but governor should ldesignat
:’of Board.. 4 ,

ISSUE 7

Should the law re~ ire Rl~Pto hold public hearinqs

~fore it approves~–anYproject?

A @+ b (*~’~J

“Option A - Yes.

ISSUE 8

Should the law prohibit RTJIPfrom fundinq any profiect
that has not been approveclby the appropriate C1lP

review qrou~

Option A

Option B

u
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ISSUE 9——

Should the amotlntof mone-y~,~hichcan be ~1sed for e;~ch—.——
core staff be l.imi.ted?

Optj.on A - Yes 10%

Option B - Yes . :

zis - ‘es 30% .

Option D - Yes

Option E - By La\.T,yes.

Option F - By Administration’, yes.
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Option G - No
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