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Health care summit: Transcripts from every speaker

Missed the health care summit -- or even just a few words? The Post has compiled
transcripts from the whole event:

President Obama opening remarks | Sen. Alexander opening remarks | House Speaker
Pelosi's opening remarks | Senate Majority Leader Reid's opening remarks | Obama,
Alexander on costs | Sen. Coburn on cost containment | Rep. Hoyer on the Democratic bill |
Rep. Kline on health-care and small business | Sen. Baucus on comparing bills | Rep. Camp
on cost containment | Rep. Andrews on cutting health-care costs | Rep. Ryan on regulation |
Sen. Schumer on Medicare, Medicaid | Sen. Kyl on CBO estimates | Sen. Clyburn on cost
containment | President Obama on insurance coverage | Rep. Boustany on medical practice
costs | Rep. Miller on preexisting conditions | Sen. McCain on bipartisanship | Secretary
Sebelius on insurance rates | Rep. Cantor on insurance regulation | Rep. Slaughter on
preexisting conditions

President Obama opens meeting after lunch break | Sen. Enzi on Medicare | Sen. Harkin on
health savings accounts | Rep. Camp on insurance reform | Sen. Rockefeller on preexisting
conditions | Rep. Blackburn on buying insurance across state lines | Vice President Biden on
the cost of reform | Rep. Ryan on health inflation | Sen. McCain on health inflation | Sen.
Coburn, President Obama on Medicare | Rep. Becerra on CBO | Sen. Grassley on Medicare
| Sen. Conrad on Medicare | Minority Leader Boehner on individual mandates | Rep. Cooper
on health inflation | Sen. McCain, President Obama on medical malpractice reform | Sen.
Durbin on medical malpractice reform | President Obama switches topics to coverage | Rep.
Barrasso on coverage | Sen. Waxman on health-care costs | Rep. Roskam on Medicaid |
President Obama on Medicaid | Sen. Dodd on coverage | Reb. Barton on mandates | Sen.
Wyden on interstate coverage | Sen. McConnell suggests starting over | Sen. Murray on
community health centers | Sen. Rangel on benefits of health summit | Rep. Dingell makes
case for reform | House Speaker Pelosi closing remarks | President Obama closing remarks

You can also read our live analysis of the event here, and a roundup of the winners and
losers on The Fix. Read a mid-summit chat with reporter Paul Kane here.

http://voices.washingtonpost.com/44/2010/02/health-care-summit-
transcripts.html?hpid=-topnews
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THE PRESIDENT: Thank you so much, all of you, for joining us today. And | want to thank
Julie, Barbara, Roland, Stephen, Renee, and Christopher, standing behind me -- physicians,
physicians assistants, and nurses who understand how important it is for us to make much
needed changes in our health care system.

I want to thank all of you who are here today. | want to specially recognize two people
who have been working tirelessly on that -- on this effort, my Secretary of Health and Human
Services, Kathleen Sebelius -- (applause) - as well as our quarterback for health reform out of
the White House, Nancy-Ann DeParle. (Applause.)

We began our push to reform health insurance last March, in this room, with doctors
and nurses who know the system best. And so it’s fitting to be joined by all of you as we bring
this journey to a close.

Last Thursday, | spent seven hours at a summit where Democrats and Republicans
engaged in a public and very substantive discussion about health care. This meeting capped off
a debate that began with a similar summit nearly one year ago. And since then, every idea has
been put on the table. Every argument has been made. Everything there is to say about health
care has been said -- (laughter) -- and just about everybody has said it. (Laughter.) So now is
the time to make a decision about how to finally reform health care so that it works, not just for
the insurance companies, but for America’s families and America’s businesses.

Now, where both sides say they agree is that the status quo is not working for the
American people. Health insurance is becoming more expensive by the day. Families can’t
afford it. Businesses can’t afford it. The federal government can’t afford it. Smaller businesses
and individuals who don’t get coverage at work are squeezed especially hard. And insurance
companies freely ration health care based on who's sick and who's healthy; who can pay and
who can’t. That's the status quo. That's the system we have right now.

Democrats and Republicans agree that this is a serious problem for America. And we
agree that if we do nothing -— if we throw up our hands and walk away -—it’s a problem that will
only grow worse. Nobody disputes that. More Americans will lose their family's health



insurance if they switch jobs or lose their job. More small businesses will be forced to choose
between health care and hiring. More insurance companies will deny people coverage who
have preexisting conditions, or they'll drop people's coverage when they get sick and need it
most. And the rising cost of Medicare and Medicaid will sink our government deeper and
deeper and deeper into debt. On all of this we agree.

So the question is, what do we do about it?

On one end of the spectrum, there are some who've suggested scrapping our system of
private insurance and replacing it with a government-run health care system. And though many
other countries have such a system, in America it would be neither practical nor realistic.

On the other end of the spectrum, there are those, and this includes most Republicans
in Congress, who believe the answer is to loosen regulations on the insurance industry --
whether it's state consumer protections or minimum standards for the kind of insurance they
can sell. The argument s, is that that will somehow lower costs. | disagree with that approach.
I'm concerned that this would only give the insurance industry even freer rein to raise premiums
and deny care.

So I don't believe we should give government bureaucrats or insurance company
bureaucrats more control over health care in America. | believe it's time to give the American
people more control over their health care and their health insurance. | don't believe we can
afford to leave life-and-death decisions about health care to the discretion of insurance
company executives alone. | believe that doctors and nurses and physician assistants like the
ones in this room should be free to decide what's best for their patients. (Applause.)

Now, the proposal | put forward gives Americans more control over their health
insurance and their health care by holding insurance companies more accountable. It builds on
the current system where most Americans get their health insurance from their employer. If
you like your plan, you can keep your plan. If you like your doctor, you can keep your doctor. |
can tell you as the father of two young girls, | would not want any plan that interferes with the
relationship between a family and their doctor.

Essentially, my proposal would change three things about the current health care
system. First, it would end the worst practices of insurance companies. No longer would they
be able to deny your coverage because of a preexisting condition. No longer would they be able
to drop your coverage because you got sick. No longer would they be able to force you to pay
unlimited amounts of money out of your own pocket. No longer would they be able to
arbitrarily and massively raise premiums like Anthem Blue Cross recently tried to do in California
-- up to 39 percent increases in one year in the individual market. Those practices would end.

Second, my proposal would give uninsured individuals and small business owners the
same kind of choice of private health insurance that members of Congress get for themselves --
because if it’s good enough for members of Congress, it’s good enough for the people who pay
their salaries. (Applause.)

The reason federal employees get a good deal on health insurance is that we all
participate in an insurance market where insurance companies give better coverage and better



rates, because they get more customers. It's an idea that many Republicans have embraced in
the past, before politics intruded.

~ And my proposal says that if you still can’t afford the insurance in this new marketplace,
even though it's going to provide better deals for people than they can get right now in the
individual marketplace, then we'll offer you tax credits to do so -- tax credits that add up to the
largest middle-class tax cut for health care in history. After all, the wealthiest among us can
already buy the best insurance there is, and the least well off are able to get coverage through
Medicaid. So it's the middle class that gets squeezed, and that’s who we have to help.

Now, it is absolutely true that all of this will cost some money -- about $100 billion per
year. But most of this comes from the nearly S2 trillion a year that America already spends on
health care -- but a lot of it is not spent wisely. A lot of that money is being wasted or spent
badly. So within this plan, we’re going to make sure the dollars we spend go towards making
insurance more affordable and more secure. We're going to eliminate wasteful taxpayer
subsidies that currently go to insurance and pharmaceutical companies; set a new fee on
insurance companies that stand to gain a lot of money and a lot of profits as millions of
Americans are able to buy insurance; and we're going to make sure that the wealthiest
Americans pay their fair share on Medicare.

The bottom line is our proposal is paid for. And all the new money generated in this
plan goes back to small businesses and middle-class families who can't afford health insurance.
It would also lower prescription drug prices for seniors. And it would help train new doctors and
nurses and physician assistants to provide care for American families.

Finally, my proposal would bring down the cost of health care for millions -- families,
businesses, and the federal government. We have now incorporated most of the serious ideas
from across the political spectrum about how to contain the rising cost of health care --- ideas
that go after the waste and abuse in our system, especially in programs like Medicare. But we
do this while protecting Medicare benefits, and extending the financial stability of the program
by nearly a decade.

Our cost-cutting measures mirror most of the proposals in the current Senate bill, which
reduces most people's premiums and brings down our deficit by up to a trillion dollars over the
next two decades -- brings down our deficit. Those aren't my numbers; those are the savings
determined by the Congressional Budget Office, which is the Washington acronym for the
nonpartisan, independent referee of Congress in terms of how much stuff costs. (Laughter.)

So that's our proposal. This is where we've ended up. It's an approach that has been
debated and changed and | believe improved over the last year. It incorporates the best ideas
from Democrats and Republicans --- including some of the ideas that Republicans offered during
the health care summit, like funding state grants on medical malpractice reform, and curbing
waste and fraud and abuse in the health care system. My proposal also gets rid of many of the
provisions that had no place in health care reform -- provisions that were more about winning
individual votes in Congress than improving health care for all Americans.

Now, despite all that we agree on and all the Republican ideas we've incorporated,
many -~ probably most -- Republicans in Congress just have a fundamental disagreement over
whether we should have more or less oversight of insurance companies. And if they truly



believe that less regulation would lead to higher quality, more affordable health insurance, then
they should vote against the proposal I've put forward.

Now, some also believe that we should, instead of doing what I'm proposing, pursue a
piecemeal approach to health insurance reform, where we tinker around the edges of this
chalenge for the next few years. Even those who acknowledge the problem of the uninsured
say we just can't afford to help them right now --- which is why the Republican proposal only
covers 3 million uninsured Americans while we cover over 31 million.

The problem with that approach is that unless everyone has access to affordable
coverage, you can't prevent insurance companies from denying coverage based on preexisting
conditions; you can't limit the amount families are forced to pay out of their own pockets. The
insurance reforms rest on everybody having access to coverage. And you also don't do anything
about the fact that taxpayers currently end up subsidizing the uninsured when they're forced to
go to the emergency room for care, to the tune of about a thousand bucks per family. You can't
get those savings if those people are still going to the emergency room. So the fact is, health
reform only works if you take care of all of these problems at once.

Now, both during and after last week's summit, Republicans in Congress insisted that
the only acceptable course on health care reform is to start over. But given these honest and
substantial differences between the parties about the need to regulate the insurance industry
and the need to help millions of middle-class families get insurance, | don't see how another
year of negotiations would help.

Moreover, the insurance companies aren't starting over. They're continuing to raise
premiums and deny coverage as we speak. For us to start over now could simply lead to delay
that could last for another decade, or even more. The American people, and the U.S. economy,
just can't wait that long. So, no matter which approach you favor, | believe the United States
Congress owes the American people a final vote on health care reform. (Applause.)

We have debated this issue thoroughly, not just for the past year but for decades.
Reform has already passed the House with a majority. It has already passed the Senate with a
supermajority of 60 votes. And now it deserves the same kind of up or down vote that was cast
on welfare reform, that was cast on the Children's Health Insurance Program, that was used for
COBRA health coverage for the unemployed, and, by the way, for both Bush tax cuts - all of
which had to pass Congress with nothing more than a simple majority.

|, therefore, ask leaders in both houses of Congress to finish their work and schedule a vote in
the next few weeks. From now until then, | will do everything in my power to make the case for
reform. (Applause.) And | urge every American who wants this reform to make their voice
heard as well --- every family, every business, every patient, every doctor, every nurse, every
physician’s assistant. Make your voice heard.

This has been a long and wrenching debate. It has stoked great passions among the
American people and their representatives. And that's because health care is a difficult issue. It
is a complicated issue. If it was easy, it would have been solved long ago. As all of you know
from experience, health care can literally be an issue of life or death. And as a result, it easily



lends itself to demagoguery and political gamesmanship, and misrepresentation and
misunderstanding.

But that’s not an excuse for those of us who were sent here to lead. That's not an
excuse for us to walk away. We can’t just give up because the politics are hard. | know there’s
been a fascination, bordering on obsession, in this media town about what passing health
insurance reform would mean for the next election and the one after that. How will this play?
What will happen with the polls? | will leave it to others to sift through the politics, because
that’s not what this is about. That’s not why we’re here.

This is about what reform would mean for the mother with breast cancer whose
insurance company will finally have to pay for her chemotherapy. This is about what reform
would mean for the small business owner who will no longer have to choose between hiring
more workers or offering coverage to the employees she has. This is about what reform would
mean for middle-class families who will be able to afford health insurance for the very first time
in their lives and get a regular checkup once in a while, and have some security about their
children if they get sick.

This is about what reform would mean for all those men and women I've met over the
last few years who've been brave enough to share their stories. When we started our push for
reform last year, | talked to a young mother in Wisconsin named Laura Klitzka. She has two
young children. She thought she had beaten her breast cancer but then later discovered it had
spread to her bones. She and her husband were working and had insurance, but their medical
bills still landed them in debt. And now she spends time worrying about that debt when all she
wants to do is spend time with her children and focus on getting well.

This should not happen in the United States of America. And it doesn’t have to.
(Applause.)

In the end, that's what this debate is about. It's about what kind of country we want to be.
It's about the millions of lives that would be touched and, in some cases, saved by making
private health insurance more secure and more affordable.

So at stake right now is not just our ability to solve this problem, but our ability to solve any
problem. The American people want to know if it's still possible for Washington to look out for
their interests and their future. They are waiting for us to act. They are waiting for us to lead.
And as long as | hold this office, I intend to provide that leadership. | do not know how this plays
politically, but | know it's right. (Applause.) And so | ask Congress to finish its work, and I look
forward to signing this reform into law.

Thank you very much, everybody. Let's get it done. (Applause.)

END 2:09 P.M. EST
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THE PRESIDENT’S PROPOSAL
February 22,2010

The President’s Proposal puts American families and small business owners in control of
their own health care.

e It makes insurance more affordable by providing the largest middle class tax cut for
health care in history, reducing premium costs for tens of millions of families and small
business owners who are priced out of coverage today. This helps over 31 million
Americans afford health care who do not get it today — and makes coverage more
affordable for many more.

o It sets up a new competitive health insurance market giving tens of millions of Americans
the exact same insurance choices that members of Congress will have.

e It brings greater accountability to health care by laying out commonsense rules of the
road to keep premiums down and prevent insurance industry abuses and denial of care.

e It will end discrimination against Americans with pre-existing conditions.

e It puts our budget and economy on a more stable path by reducing the deficit by $100
billion over the next ten years — and about $1 trillion over the second decade — by cutting
government overspending and reining in waste, fraud and abuse.

The President’s Proposal bridges the gap between the House and Senate bills and includes
new provisions to crack down on waste, fraud and abuse.

It includes a targeted set of changes to the Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act, the
Senate-passed health insurance reform bill. The President’s Proposal reflects policies from the
House-passed bill and the President’s priorities. Key changes include:

e Eliminating the Nebraska FMAP provision and providing significant additional
Federal financing to all States for the expansion of Medicaid;

e Closing the Medicare prescription drug “donut hole” coverage gap;

o Strengthening the Senate bill’s provisions that make insurance affordable for

~individuals and families;

e Strengthening the provisions to fight fraud, waste, and abuse in Medicare and
Medicaid;

e Increasing the threshold for the excise tax on the most expensive health plans
from $23.000 for a family plan to $27,500 and starting it in 2018 for all plans;

¢ Improving insurance protections for consumers and creating a new Health
Insurance Rate Authority to provide Federal assistance and oversight to States in
conducting reviews of unreasonable rate increases and other unfair practices of
insurance plans.



A detailed summary of the provisions included in the President’s Plan is set forth below:

Policies to Improve the Affordability and Accountability

Increase Tax Credits for Health Insurance Premiums. Health insurance today often costs too
much and covers too little. Lack of affordability leads people to delay care, skip care, rack up
large medical bills, or become uninsured. The House and Senate health insurance bills lower
premiums through increased competition, oversight, and new accountability standards set by
insurance exchanges. The bills also provide tax credits and reduced cost sharing for families
with modest income. The President’s Proposal improves the affordability of health care by
increasing the tax credits for families. Relative to the Senate bill, the President’s Proposal
lowers premiums for families with income below $44,000 and above $66,000. Relative to the
‘House bill, the proposal makes premiums less expensive for families with income between
roughly $55,000 and $88,000.

Tax Credits: Maximum Percent of Income Paid for Premiums

Income for a Family of Four House Senate President's Proposal
From: To:

$22,000 $29,000 1.5% 2.0% 2.0-3.0%
$29,000 $33,000 1.5-3.0% 4.0-4.6% 3.0-4.0%
$33,000 $44,000 3.0-55% “4.6-63% 4.0-6.3%
$44,000 $55,000 5.5-8.0% 6.3-8.1% 63-8.1%
$55,000 $66,000 8.0-10.0% 8.1-9.8% 8.1-9.5%
$66,000 $77,000 10.0 - 11.0% 9.8% 9.5%
$77,000 $88,000 11.0 - 12.0% 9.8% 9.5%

Ranges from 133-150% of poverty, then 150-400% of poverty in 50% increments, rounded to the nearest $1,000

The President’s Proposal also improves the cost sharing assistance for individuals and families
relative to the Senate bill. Families with income below $55,000 will get extra assistance; the
additional funding to insurers will cover between 73 and 94% of their health care costs. It
provides the same cost-sharing assistance as the Senate bill for higher-income families and the
same assistance as the House bill for families with income from $77,000 to $88,000.

Reduced Cost Sharing: Percent of Costs Paid for by Health Insurance Plan

Income for a Family of Four House Senate President's Proposal
From: To:

$29,000 $33,000 97% 90% 94%
$33,000 $44,000 93% 80% 85%
$44,000 $55,000 85% 70% 73%
$55,000 $66,000 78% 70% 70%
$66,000 $77,000 72% 70% 70%
$77,000 $88,000 70% 70% 70%

Ranges from 133-150% of poverty, then 150-400% of poverty in 50% increments, rounded to the nearest $1,000

Close the Medicare Prescription Drug “Donut Hole”. The Medicare drug benefit provides
vital help to seniors who take prescription drugs, but under current law, it leaves many
beneficiaries without assistance when they need it most. Medicare stops paying for prescriptions
after the plan and beneficiary have spent $2,830 on prescription drugs, and only starts paying
again after out-of-pocket spending hits $4,550. This “donut hole” leaves seniors paying the full




cost of expensive medicines, causing many to skip doses or not fill prescriptions at all — harming
their health and raising other types of health costs. The Senate bill provides a 50% discount for
certain drugs in the donut hole. The House bill fully phases out the donut hole over 10 years.
Both bills raise the dollar amount before the donut hole begins by $500 in 2010.

Relative to the Senate bill, the President’s Proposal fills the “donut hole” entirely. It begins by
replacing the $500 increase in the initial coverage limit with a $250 rebate to Medicare
beneficiaries who hit the donut hole in 2010. It also closes the donut hole completely by phasing
down the coinsurance so it is the standard 25% by 2020 throughout the coverage gap.

Invest in Community Health Centers. Community health centers play a critical role in
providing quality care in underserved areas. About 1,250 centers provide care to 20 million
people, with an emphasis on preventive and primary care. The Senate bill increases funding to
these centers for services by $7 billion and for construction by $1.5 billion over 5 years. The
House bill provides $12 billion over the same 5 years. Bridging the difference, the President’s
Proposal invests $11 billion in these centers.

Strengthen Oversight of Insurance Premium Increases. Both the House and Senate bills
include significant reforms to make insurance fair, accessible, and affordable to all people,
regardless of pre-existing conditions. One essential policy is “rate review” meaning that health
insurers must submit their proposed premium increases to the State authority or Secretary for
review. The President’s Proposal strengthens this policy by ensuring that, if a rate increase 1s
unreasonable and unjustified, health insurers must lower premiums, provide rebates, or take
other actions to make premiums affordable. A new Health Insurance Rate Authority will be
created to provide needed oversight at the Federal level and help States determine how rate
review will be enforced and monitor insurance market behavior.

Extend Consumer Protections against Health Insurer Practices. The Senate bill includes a
“grandfather” policy that allows people who like their current coverage, to keep it. The
President’s Proposal adds certain important consumer protections to these “grandfathered” plans.
Within months of legislation being enacted, it requires plans to cover adult dependents up to age
26, prohibits rescissions, mandates that plans have a stronger appeals process, and requires State
insurance authorities to conduct annual rate review, backed up by the oversight of the HHS
Secretary. When the exchanges begin in 2014, the President’s Proposal adds new protections
that prohibit all annual and lifetime limits, ban pre-existing condition exclusions, and prohibit
discrimination in favor of highly compensated individuals. Beginning in 2018, the President’s
Proposal requires “grandfathered” plans to cover proven preventive services with no cost
sharing.

Improve Individual Responsibility. All Americans should have affordable health insurance
coverage. This helps everyone, both insured and uninsured, by reducing cost shifting, where
people with insurance end up covering the inevitable health care costs of the uninsured, and
making possible robust health insurance reforms that will curb insurance company abuses and
increase the security and stability of health insurance for all Americans. The House and Senate
bills require individuals who have affordable options but who choose to remain uninsured to
make a payment to offset the cost of care they will inevitably need. The House bill’s payment is



a percentage of income. The Senate sets the payment as a flat dollar amount or percentage of
income, whichever is higher (although not higher than the lowest premium in the area). Both the
House and Senate bill provide a low-income exemption, for those individuals with incomes
below the tax filing threshold (House) or below the poverty threshold (Senate). The Senate also
includes a “hardship” exemption for people who cannot afford insurance, included in the
President’s Proposal. It protects those who would face premiums of more than 8 percent of their
income from having to pay any assessment and they can purchase a low-cost catastrophic plan in
the exchange if they choose.

The President’s Proposal adopts the Senate approach but lowers the flat dollar assessments, and
raises the percent of income assessment that individuals pay if they choose not to become
insured. Specifically, it lowers the flat dollar amounts from $495 to $325 in 2015 and $750 to
$695 in 2016. Subsequent years are indexed to $695 rather than $750, so the flat dollar amounts
in later years are lower than the Senate bill as well. The President’s Proposal raises the percent
of income that is an alternative payment amount from 0.5 to 1.0% in 2014, 1.0 to 2.0% in 2015,
and 2.0 to 2.5% for 2016 and subsequent years — the same percent of income as in the House bill,
which makes the assessment more progressive. For ease of administration, the President’s
Proposal changes the payment exemption from the Senate policy (individuals with income below
the poverty threshold) to individuals with income below the tax filing threshold (the House
policy). In other words, a married couple with income below $18,700 will not have to pay the
assessment. The President’s Proposal also adopts the Senate’s “hardship” exemption.

Strengthen Employer Responsibility. Businesses are strained by the current health insurance
system. Health costs eat into their ability to hire workers, invest in and expand their businesses,
and compete locally and globally. Like individuals, larger employers should share in the
responsibility for finding the solution. Under the Senate bill, there is no mandate for employers
to provide health insurance. But as a matter of fairness, the Senate bill requires large employers
(i.e., those with more than 50 workers) to make payments only if taxpayers are supporting the
health insurance for their workers. The assessment on the employer is $3,000 per full-time
worker obtaining tax credits in the exchange if that employer’s coverage is unaffordable, or $750
per full-time worker if the employer has a worker obtaining tax credits in the exchange but
doesn’t offer coverage in the first place. The House bill requires a payroll tax for insurers that do
not offer health insurance that meets minimum standards. The tax is 8% generally and phases in
for employers with annual payrolls from $500,000 to $750,000; according to the Congressional
Budget Office (CBO), the assessment for a firm with average wages of $40,000 would be $3,200
per worker.

Under the President’s Proposal, small businesses will receive $40 billion in tax credits to support
coverage for their workers beginning this year. Consistent with the Senate bill, small businesses
with fewer than 50 workers would be exempt from any employer responsibility policies.

The President’s Proposal is consistent with the Senate bill in that it does not impose a mandate
on employers to offer or provide health insurance, but does require them to help defray the cost if
taxpayers are footing the bill for their workers. The President’s Proposal improves the transition
to the employer responsibility policy for employers with 50 or more workers by subtracting out
the first 30 workers from the payment calculation (e.g., a firm with 51 workers that does not



offer coverage will pay an amount equal to 51 minus 30, or 21 times the applicable per employee
payment amount). It changes the applicable payment amount for firms with more than 50
employees that do not offer coverage to $2,000 — an amount that is one-third less than the
average House assessment for a typical firm and less than half of the average employer
contribution to health insurance in 2009. It applies the same firm-size threshold across the board
to all industries. It fully eliminates the assessment for workers in a waiting period, while
maintaining the 90-day limit on the length of any waiting period beginning in 2014.

Policies to Crack Down on Waste, Fraud and Abuse

The House and Senate health reform bills contain an unprecedented array of aggressive new
authorities to fight waste, fraud and abuse. The President’s Proposal builds on those provisions
by incorporating a number of additional proposals that are either part of the Administration’s FY
2011 Budget Proposal or were included in Republican plans.

Comprehensive Sanctions Database. The President’s Proposal establishes a comprehensive
Medicare and Medicaid sanctions database, overseen by the HHS Inspector General. This
database will provide a central storage location, allowing for law enforcement access to
information related to past sanctions on health care providers, suppliers and related entities.
(Source: H.R. 3400, “Empowering Patients First Act” (Republican Study Committee bill))

Registration and Background Checks of Billing Agencies and Individuals. In an effort to
decrease dishonest billing practices in the Medicare program, the President’s Proposal will assist
in reducing the number of individuals and agencies with a history of fraudulent activities
participating in Federal health care programs. It ensures that entities that bill for Medicare on
behalf of providers are in good standing. It also strengthens the Secretary’s ability to exclude
from Medicare individuals who knowingly submit false or fraudulent claims. (Source: H.R.
3970, “Medical Rights & Reform Act” ( Kirk bill))

Expanded Access to the Healthcare Integrity and Protection Data Bank. Increasing access
to the health care integrity data bank will improve coordination and information sharing in anti-
fraud efforts. The President’s Proposal broadens access to the data bank to quality control and
peer review organizations and private plans that are involved in furnishing items or services
reimbursed by Federal health care program. It includes criminal penalties for misuse. (Source:
H.R. 3970, “Medical Rights & Reform Act” (Kirk bill))

Liability of Medicare Administrative Contractors for Claims Submitted by Excluded
Providers. In attacking fraud, it is critical to ensure the contractors that are paying claims are
doing their utmost to ensure excluded providers do not receive Medicare payments. Therefore,
the President’s Proposal provision holds Medicare Administrative Contractors accountable for
Federal payment for individuals or entities excluded from the Federal programs or items or
services for which payment is denied. (Source: H.R. 3970, “Medical Rights & Reform Act”
(Kirk bill))

Community Mental Health Centers. The President’s Proposal ensures that individuals have
access to comprehensive mental health services in the community setting, but strengthens



standards for facilities that seek reimbursement as community mental health centers by ensuring
these facilities are not taking advantage of Medicare patients or the taxpayers. (Source: H.R.
3970, “Medical Rights & Reform Act” (Kirk bill))

Limiting Debt Discharge in Bankruptcies of Fraudulent Health Care Providers or
Suppliers. The President’s Proposal will assist in recovering overpayments made to providers
and suppliers and return such funds to the Medicare Trust Fund. It prevents fraudulent health
care providers from discharging through bankruptcy amounts due to the Secretary from
overpayments. (Source: H.R. 3970, “Medical Rights & Reform Act” (Kirk bill))

Use of Technology for Real-Time Data Review. The President’s Proposal speeds access to
claims data to identify potentially fraudulent payments more quickly. It establishes a system for
using technology to provide real-time data analysis of claim and payments under public
programs to identify and stop waste, fraud and abuse. (Source: Roskam Amendment offered in
House Ways & Means Committee markup)

Illegal Distribution of a Medicare or Medicaid Beneficiary Identification or Billing
Privileges. Fraudulent billing to Medicare and Medicaid programs costs taxpayers millions of
dollars each year. Individuals looking to gain access to a beneficiary’s personal information
approach Medicare and Medicaid beneficiaries with false incentives. Many beneficiaries
unwittingly give over this personal information without ever receiving promised services. The
President’s Proposal adds strong sanctions, including jail time, for individuals who purchase, sell
or distribute Medicare beneficiary identification numbers or billing privileges under Medicare or
Medicaid — if done knowingly, intentionally, and with intent to defraud. (Source: H.R. 3970,
“Medical Rights & Reform Act” (Kirk bill))

Study of Universal Product Numbers Claims Forms for Selected Items and Services under
the Medicare Program. The President’s Proposal requires HHS to study and issue a report to
Congress that examines the costs and benefits of assigning universal product numbers (UPNs) to
selected items and services reimbursed under Medicare. The report must examine whether UPNs
could help improve the efficient operation of Medicare and its ability to detect fraud and abuse.
(Source: H.R. 3970, “Medical Rights & Reform Act” (Kirk bill), Roskam Amendment offered
in House Ways & Means Committee markup)

Medicaid Prescription Drug Profiling. The President’s Proposal requires States to monitor and
remediate high-risk billing activity, not limited to prescription drug classes involving a high
volume of claims, to improve Medicaid integrity and beneficiary quality of care. States may
choose one or more drug classes and must develop or review and update their care plan to reduce
utilization and remediate any preventable episodes of care where possible. Requiring States to
monitor high-risk billing activity to identify prescribing and utilization patterns that may indicate
abuse or excessive prescription drug utilization will assist in improving Medicaid program
integrity and save taxpayer dollars. (Source: President’s FY 2011 Budget)

Medicare Advantage Risk Adjustment Errors. The President’s Proposal requires in statute
that the HHS Secretary extrapolate the error rate found in the risk adjustment data validation
(RADV) audits to the entire Medicare Advantage contract payment for a given year when



recouping overpayments. Extrapolating risk score errors in MA plans is consistent with the
methodology used in the Medicare fee-for-service program and enables Medicare to recover risk
adjustment overpayments. MA plans have an incentive to report more severe beneficiary
diagnoses than are justified because they receive higher payments for higher risk scores.
(Source: President’s FY 2011 Budget)

Modify Certain Medicare Medical Review Limitations. The Medicare Modernization Act of
2003 placed certain limitations on the type of review that could be conducted by Medicare
Administrative Contractors prior to the payment of Medicare Part A and B claims. The
President’s Proposal modifies these statutory provisions that currently limit random medical
review and place statutory limitations on the application of Medicare prepayment review.
Modifying certain medical review limitations will give Medicare contractors better and more
efficient access to medical records and claims, which helps to reduce waste, fraud and abuse.
(Source: President’s FY 2011 Budget)

Establish a CMS-IRS Data Match to Identify Fraudulent Providers. The President’s
Proposal authorizes the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services (CMS) to work
collaboratively with the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) to determine which providers have
seriously delinquent tax debt to help identify potentially fraudulent providers sooner. The data
match will primarily target certain high-risk provider types in high-vulnerability areas. This
proposal also enables both IRS and Medicare to recoup any monies owed to the Federal
government through this program. By requiring the Internal Revenue Service (IRS) to disclose to
CMS those entities that have evaded filing taxes and matching the data against provider billing
data, this proposal will enable CMS to better detect fraudulent providers billing the Medicare
program. (Source: President’s FY 2011 Budget)

Preventing Delays in Access to Generic Drugs. Currently, brand-name pharmaceutical
companies can delay generic competition through agreements whereby they pay the generic
company to keep its drug off the market for a period of time, called “pay-for-delay.” This hurts
consumers by delaying their access to generic drugs, which are usually less expensive than their
branded counterparts. The Federal Trade Commission (FTC) recently estimated that this could
cost consumers $35 billion over 10 years. The President’s proposal adopts a provision from the
bipartisan legislation that gives the FTC enforcement authority to address this problem.
Specifically, it makes anti-competitive and unlawful any agreement in which a generic drug
manufacturer receives anything of value from a brand-name drug manufacturer that contains a
provision in which the generic drug manufacturer agrees to limit or forego research,
development, marketing, manufacturing or sales of the generic drug. This presumption can only
be overcome if the parties to such an agreement demonstrate by clear and convincing evidence
that the pro-competitive benefits of the agreement outweigh the anti-competitive effects of the
agreement. The proposal also requires the Chief Executive Officer of the branded
pharmaceutical company to certify to the accuracy and completeness of any agreements required
to be filed with the FTC.

Policies to Contain Costs and Ensure Fiscal Sustainability




Improve Medicare Advantage Payments. Medicare currently overpays private plans by 14
percent on average to provide the same benefits as the traditional program — and much more in
some areas of the country. The Medicare Advantage program has also done little to reward
quality. Moreover, plans have gamed the payment system in ways drive up the public cost of the
program. All of this is why Medicare Advantage has become a very profitable line of business
for some of the nation’s largest health insurers. The Senate bill creates a bidding model for
payment rates and phases in changes to limit potential disruptions for beneficiaries. The House
proposal phases payments down based on local fee-for-service costs.

The President’s Proposal represents a compromise between the House and Senate bills, blending
elements of both bills, while providing greater certainty of cost savings by linking to current fee-
for-service costs. Specifically, the President’s Proposal creates a set of benchmark payments at
different percentages of the current average fee-for-service costs in an area. It phases these
benchmarks in gradually in order to avoid disruption to beneficiaries, taking into account the
relative payments to fee-for-service costs in an area. It provides bonuses for quality and enrollee
satisfaction. It adjusts rebates of savings between the benchmark payment and actual plan bid to
take into account the transition as well as a plan’s quality rating: plans with low quality scores
receive lower rebates (i.e., can keep less of any savings they generate). Finally, the President’s
Proposal requires a payment adjustment for unjustified coding patterns in Medicare Advantage
plans that have raised payments more rapidly than the evidence of their enrollees’ health status
and costs suggests is warranted, based on actuarial analysis. This is the primary source of
additional savings compared to the Senate proposal.

Delay and Reform the High-Cost Plan Excise Tax. Part of the reason for high and rising
insurance costs is that insurers have little incentive to lower their premiums. The Senate bill
includes a tax on high-cost health insurance plans. CBO has estimated that this policy will
reduce premiums as well as contribute to long-run deficit reduction. The President’s Proposal
changes the effective date of the Senate policy from 2013 to 2018 to provide additional transition
time for high-cost plans to become more efficient. It also raises the amount of premiums that are
exempt from the assessment from $8,500 for singles to $10,200 and from $23,000 for families to
$27.500 and indexes these amounts for subsequent years at general inflation plus 1 percent. To
the degree that health costs rise unexpectedly quickly between now and 2018, the initial
threshold would be adjusted upwards automatically. To ensure that the tax affects firms
equitably, the President’s Proposal reforms it by including an adjustment for firms whose health
costs are higher due to the age or gender of their workers, and by no longer counting dental and
vision benefits as potentially taxable benefits. The President’s Proposal maintains the Senate
bill’s permanent adjustment in favor of high-risk occupations such as “first responders.”

Broaden the Medicare Hospital Insurance (HI) Tax Base for High-Income Taxpayers.
Under current law, people who earn a salary pay the Medicare HI tax on their earned income, but
those who have substantial unearned income do not, raising issues of fairness. The House bill
includes a 5.4% surcharge on high-income households to improve the fairness of the tax system
and to support health reform. The Senate bill includes an increase in the HI tax for high-income
households for similar reasons, an increase of 0.9% on earnings above a specific threshold for a
total employee assessment of 2.35% on these amounts. The President’s Proposal adopts the
Senate bill approach and adds a 2.9 percent assessment (equal to the combined employer and



employee share of the existing HI tax) on income from interest, dividends, annuities, royalties
and rents, other than such income which is derived in the ordinary course of a trade or business
which is not a passive activity (e.g., income from active participation in S corporations) on
taxpayers with respect to income above $200,000 for singles and $250,000 for married couples
filing jointly. The additional revenues from the tax on earned income would be credited to the
HI trust fund and the revenues from the tax on unearned income would be credited to the
Supplemental Medical Insurance (SMI) trust fund.

Increase in Fees on Brand Name Pharmaceuticals. As more Americans gain health insurance,
more will be able to pay for prescription drugs. Moreover, the President’s plan closes the
Medicare “donut hole,” ensuring that seniors do not skip or cut back on needed prescriptions.
Both policies will result in new revenue for the pharmaceutical industry. The President’s
Proposal increases the revenue from the assessment on this industry which is $23 billion in the
Senate bill by $10 billion over 10 years. It also delays the implementation of these fees by one
year, until 2011, and makes changes to facilitate administration by the IRS.

Close Tax Loopholes. Adopts two House proposals to close tax loopholes: (1) Current law
provides a tax credit for the production of cellulosic biofuels. The credit was designed to
promote the production and use of renewable fuels. Certain liquid byproducts derived from
processing paper or pulp (known as “black liquor” when derived from the kraft process) were not
intended to be covered by this credit. The President’s Proposal adopts the House bill’s policy to
clarify that they are not eligible for the tax credit. (2) The President’s Proposal helps prevent
unjustified tax shelters by clarifying the circumstances under which transactions have “economic
substance” (as opposed to being undertaken solely to obtain tax benefits) and raises the penalties
for transactions that lack economic substance. In so doing, it adopts the House’s policy, with
minor technical changes.

OTHER POLICY IMPROVEMENTS

Improve the Fairness of Federal Funding for States. States have been partners with the
Federal government in creating a health care safety net for low-income and vulnerable
populations. They administer and share in the cost of Medicaid and the Children’s Health
Insurance Program (CHIP). The Senate bill creates a nationwide Medicaid eligibility floor as a
foundation for exchanges at $29,000 for a family of 4 (133% of poverty) — and provides financial
support that varies by State to do so.

Relative to the Senate bill, the President’s Proposal replaces the variable State support in the
Senate bill with uniform 100% Federal support for all States for newly eligible individuals from
2014 through 2017, 95% support for 2018 and 2019, and 90% for 2020 and subsequent years.
This approach resembles that in the House bill, which provided full support for all States for the
first two years, and then 91% support thereafter. The President’s Proposal also recognizes the
early investment that some States have made in helping the uninsured by expanding Medicaid to
adults with income below 100% of poverty by increasing those States’ matching rate on certain
health care services by 8 percentage points beginning in 2014. The President’s Proposal also

- provides additional assistance to the Territories, raising the Medicaid funding cap by 35% rather
than the Senate bill’s 30%.



Simplify Income Definitions. The President’s Proposal seeks to simplify eligibility rules for
various existing programs as well as for the new tax credits. Consistent with some of the policies
in the House bill, the President’s Proposal will conform income definitions to make the system
simpler for beneficiaries to navigate and States and the Federal government to administer by:
changing the definition of income used for assistance from modified gross income to modified
adjusted gross income, which is easier to implement; creating a 5% income disregard for certain
Medicaid eligibility determinations to ease the transition from States’ current use of income
disregards; streamlining the income reconciliation process for determining tax credits and
reduced cost sharing; and clarifying the tax treatment of employer contributions for adult
dependent coverage.

Delay and Reform of Fees on Health Insurance Providers. Like the drug industry, the health
insurance industry stands to gain as more Americans get coverage. The Senate bill includes a
$67 billion assessment on health insurers over 10 years to offset some of the cost of enrolling
millions of Americans in their plans. The President’s Proposal delays the assessment until 2014
to coincide with broader coverage provisions which will substantially expand the market for
health insurance providers. It provides limited exemptions for plans that serve critical purposes
for the community, including non-profits that receive more than 80 percent of their income from
government programs targeting low-income or elderly populations, or those with disabilities, as
well as for voluntary employees’ beneficiary associations (VEBAs) that are not established by
employers.

Delay and Convert Fee on Medical Device Manufacturers to Excise Tax. The medical device
industry also stands to gain from expanding health insurance coverage. Both the House and
Senate bills raise $20 billion in revenue from this industry over 10 years. The President’s
Proposal replaces the medical device fee with an excise tax (yielding the same revenue) that
starts in 2013 to facilitate administration by the IRS.

Strengthen the CLASS Act. The House and Senate health insurance reform proposals include
the Community Living Assistance Services and Supports (CLASS) Program, a voluntary,
privately-funded long-term services insurance program. The CLASS Program offers workers an
optional payroll deduction for an insurance program that provides a cash benefit if they become
disabled. The President’s Proposal makes a series of changes to the Senate bill to improve the
CLASS program’s financial stability and ensure its long-run solvency.

Protect the Social Security Trust Funds. The President’s Proposal provides that, if necessary,
funds will be transferred to the Social Security Trust Funds to ensure that they are held harmless
by the Proposal.

Ensure Effective Implementation. The policy changes in health insurance reform will require
careful, effective, deliberate, and transparent implementation. The President’s Proposal
appropriates $1 billion for the Administration to implement health insurance reform policies. It
also delays several of the policies to ensure effective implementation and improve transitions:
the therapeutic discovery credit, elimination of the deduction for expenses allocable to the
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Medicare Part D subsidy, the pharmaceutical and medical device industry fees, and the health
insurance industry fee.

Learn more about the President’s Proposal at http://www.whitehouse. gov/health-care-meeting
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