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(1)
When I spoke with Pam Phillips in March 1999 about the coverage of chiropractic services under Medicare+Choice she told me about a few different ways that your organization was trying to get chiropractic services covered in the +Choice program (she explained that HCFA issued regulations that made no provision for the coverage of chiropractic services under Part C).  Specifically, she mentioned Representative Cubin’s concurrent resolution (H.Con.Res. 62), and the Senate resolution introduced by Senator Conrad (S.Con.Res. 32).  In addition, she mentioned that Representative Watkins had introduced HR 1046 which she described as a marker, not as a bill that was expected to pass.  She also mentioned the court case pending against HHS on this matter.  

When I last checked Thomas, there had been no activity on H.R. 1046.  Aside from that I don’t know the particular details about what has happened on this issue.  Can you explain to me how things have unfolded since March and what else has been happening with this issue?

Actually, the +Choice regs say that anything covered under Part A and Part B must be provided under Part C.  Part B says that doctors of chiropractic can engage in manual manipulation of the spine to treat subluxation.  The key is the use of the term subluxation.  No one else uses this term except chiropractors.  HCFA has said anyone can treat subluxation including physical therapists.  A127? We contend that only doctors of chiropractic can do so.  

We’re continuing to try to get cosponsors on the concurrent resolutions in the House and the Senate.  There will probably be an omnibus bill at the end of the session and we’re hoping to get the concurrent resolutions in there.  H.R. 1046 would have to be attached to a Medicare vehicle if there was one.  H.R. 1046 also is broader than the resolutions.  At present, doctors of chiropractic are reimbursed only for manual manipulation of the spine.  H.R. 1046 allows them to be reimbursed for any procedure or service in their scope of practice.

The lawsuit in federal court is pending.  All the documents have been submitted and it’s now pending.  [See www.acatoday.com.  Under “Lawsuit Update” under “Hot Topics” there will be information helpful to understanding the arguments they are making on this issue.

(2)
One of the things we talked about when I met with Pam was the other people who were actively involved with this issue. 

· She mentioned that Representatives Cubin and Watkins and Senator Conrad had been especially helpful to you on this issue.  Are these members still your primary champions on this issue?  Are other members actively involved? 

We have supporters in both the House and the Senate, especially Representatives Cubin and Watkins.  On the Senate side, Senators Conrad, Harkin, Daschle, and Grassley have always been helpful on our issues.

We’ve used our grassroots to try to expand our list of cosponsors on the resolutions and we’ve been going in and talking to members.  But this isn’t our only issue and there have been a bunch of issues that have been more important.  Now we’re beginning to shift our focus back to this issue.

· Pam also mentioned that you were contacting members of the Health Subcommittee of the House Ways and Means Committee to gather additional support.  Are these people still your targets?  Do you have any new targets on this issue?  Have there been any additional efforts to contact specific members of Congress through the ACA membership?

Everyone is important to have on the list of cosponsors.  But obviously because of the issue we’ve focused on the members of the House Ways and Means and Commerce Committees, and on members of the Senate Finance Committee.

· Has there been any additional contact with HCFA on this issue?

No, not on this issue because of the lawsuit.

· Are you working with any people or groups that you weren't working with last year?  Are there groups other than the ACA that are interested in or involved with this issue?

This is really specific to chiropractic so, no, there are no other groups involved.

(3)
When we spoke in March I asked Pam about the fundamental argument the ACA uses to advance its position on this issue.  She said that you explain that patients need choice and chiropractic services should be one of the choices offered since there is evidence that they are beneficial and cost effective for insurance companies.  In addition she said you make the point that HCFA is not going along with the intent of Congress on this matter.   
Are these your main arguments?  Have you incorporated other arguments at this point?  [If new arguments are being used or arguments have otherwise changed ask why new/different arguments are being used?]


Yes that’s it and we also say that we’re the only group uniquely trained and qualified to provide this service.  Doctors of chiropractic go to school for four years and are trained.  MDs, osteopaths, and physical therapists don’t get this type of training.

(4)
Looking back at what's happened so far, do you feel that your organization has had an impact on the coverage of chiropractic services under Medicare+Choice? 


Lots of members of Congress are starting to understand, it’s becoming understood as a no-brainer that doctors of chiropractic are appropriate service providers.  I think this issue is just one of many examples now of how HCFA has overstepped its authority.  HCFA is under a lot of scrutiny.  It’s being scrutinized as overreaching on regulations and taking the intent of Congress and twisting it to reflect its view on things.

(5)
Is there anything else on this issue that I should be asking about?


No.

Thank you very much. Could I please call you again in another six months for a final update on the work you’re doing on this issue. I’ll call you then. Thanks so much.

Notes:  Call Ingrid Lusis again in December 2000 or January 2001.  I interviewed Pam Phillips in March 1999.  She no longer works for the ACA.
