Advocate Summary

Issue:  Medicare Payments for Pap Screenings

Advocate:  American Medical Women’s Association

Date of Interview: Monday, March 29, 1999
Basic Background

· We are interested in the payment rate for Pap screenings because the current level of reimbursement doesn’t cover the cost of the screening – that’s what we’ve been told.  There is new technology for screenings that make them even more expensive so physicians may stop providing the service.  
· AMWA is interested in issues that affect female physicians as well as issues that have implications for women’s health.  Our legislative priorities for this year are managed care, reproductive rights and reproductive health, and tobacco control.  
Prior Activity on the Issue 

· Last year we signed a letter to support the bill that Abercrombie introduced and we drafted resolutions in support of the bill  [the resolutions are policy statements that are made available to members and to others via their web site, see the set provided].  
Advocacy Activities Undertaken

· This year we haven’t done anything yet on the bill that Abercrombie introduced…we assume the coalition [see Coalition Partners] will be acting on the issue.
Future Advocacy Activities Planned

None mentioned.

Key Congressional Contact(s)/Champions

None.

Targets of Direct Lobbying

None.

Targets of Grassroots Lobbying

None.

Coalition Partners: Names/Participants

· We are members of the coalition called People for Annual Pap Smears (PAPS) which is being lead by the College of American Pathologists.  
Other Participants in the Issue Debate

· College of American Pathologists

Ubiquitous Argument(s) and Evidence

· An increase in the reimbursement rate will make it more cost efficient/effective for doctors to provide the screening, and this means women will have them done annually.
Secondary Argument(s) and Evidence

None.

Targeted Arguments, Targets, and Evidence

None.

Nature of the Opposition

None mentioned.

Ubiquitous Argument(s) and Evidence Articulated by the Opposition 

None mentioned.

Secondary Argument(s) and Evidence Articulated by the Opposition

None mentioned.

Targeted Argument(s) and Evidence Articulated by the Opposition (and Targets)

None mentioned.

Described as a Partisan Issue

No.

Venue(s) of Activity

· Congress

Action Pending or Taken by Relevant Decision Makers

· Representative Neil Abercrombie (D-HI) has introduced a bill to increase the payment rate for Pap screenings.

Policy Objective(s) and Support for/Opposition to the Status Quo

· AMWA opposes the status quo.  They want to see the payment rate increased.

Advocate’s Experience: Tenure in Current Job/Previous Experience

· I interviewed Kelli Mills, Director of Public Affairs and Government Relations, and Beth Feldpush, Assistant Director of Public Affairs and Government Relations.  Beth just graduated from the University of Richmond with a degree (undergraduate) in women’s health.  Kelli has been at AMWA since April of 1998.  She worked previously for the Society for Neurological Science.  
Reliance on Research: In-House/External 

· They do not have the capacity to do research in-house and they seem to rely on others in the coalitions they join for information.
Number of Individuals Involved in Advocacy 

· Kelli and Beth are the sole government relations and public affairs staff.  They try also to have an intern.
Units in Organization Involved in Public Affairs/Policy 

See Number of Individuals Involved in Advocacy.

Advocate’s Outstanding Skills/Assets 

Not obtained.

Type of Membership: None, Institutions, Individuals, Both 

Not obtained.

Membership Size 

Not obtained.

Organizational Age 

Not obtained.

Miscellaneous

· Both Mills and Feldpush talked about AMWA being a member of lots of coalitions.  However, the organization doesn’t seem to be very active in any of these.  AMWA may be a (c)(3) group.  One of the coalitions they are part of is active on the patients’ bill of rights/managed care reform.  When I asked about that issue – one of their priorities – they indicated that they support the Democratic versions of the PBR proposals, they notified their members about the legislation, and they sent a letter to members of the relevant committees in Congress.  At the end of January and at the end of June they had/will have lobby days on the Hill – their members meet with their representatives and senators.  The PBR is mentioned in these meetings as a priority.  Kelli accompanies the members on some of these visits.  They bring a “leave behind” packet containing information that the coalition has gathered (they do not have the capacity to do research in-house and they seem to rely on others in the coalitions they join for these data) and they discuss how the issue is relevant to AMWA.  On managed care, they are concerned that patients have better access to care and more rights.
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