S Jo KyTiqrsesy ayp 1593 03 19p10 Ur ‘(4) pue (0) (dS) (@) (¥) SE°0T 'S Iopun s;UMOE
"+D¢ 107 210uS] "91e[e(d woneuidoxdde oy woxy “werdoxd jo71d a1es jeuosied puE 9180 IS SWOH(WHT)

‘1afoxd 1011d ay3 Iepum pareAod aq At T (q)

ANV 9} 61 °S JOPUN PAISA0D SSOTAISS [BIUSD 50T} ATUQ) “SSTIUNOD UOT] PUR P[oyARg
‘se[Sno(T ‘pueysy ur 1efoxd jorid oy Justnerdun [1eys Jusunredsp ay1 10sf01d

1011d oY} JO 90USSqR S} UL S90TAJSS [BIUSP 2507 SuIpiaoid Jo 1509 971 pasdxd

j0u {114 309f0xd jo11d a3 Jopun T (Q) () 91761 'S IopUN $OIAILS [eIusp Surpiaoid

JO SIS0 9} 1Ry} SOUTULISISP SIIAIRS AJTUIe] PUB (Ieay JO jusunredsp Sui ji pue
00]35 UI pUR PAIURIS SI IOATEM 7] JT “UOI0esqns STy opun padofeasp 10afoid jorid
ot Juswepdur 0 jusunredep oy JuIed 0] SSOIAISS URTUMY PUR Y[y JO Jusurredsp
[2I5D3) Y3 JO ATRI0I08S AU WO JoATeM © Jsonbar [[eys justmredap SUY, "WI9)SAS
21e0 paSeurll B I0pUN SOOIAISS TRIUSP JO UOIsIA0Id oty 10] 195(oxd j011d © dofaasp
\ \Sbaﬁ.my ‘TONRIOOSS Y [BIUS(T UISTOISIA SUJ I3l UOIRIsu0d ur-[jeys jusunyedsp sy, (8)

(®) @@Q.@\,

‘9[qery ST Jep1aoid oy IsyloyMm
01 se 1op1a0xd oty Jo uorerodo o) ISA0 93} 0 SpURIUI Jey) uosied oy 10 1opraoid
o Aynou [reys jusunredsp oy ‘gsenbai nodn “opewr 9q [[eys JuswAedaI [[1Y ‘L6161
0] €16 'ss Iopun sjuswAediano 1o sjuewiAed snoeuoss Jo redoxdurn Jo juswAedsx
‘pepasu a3ueyd ON 10§ o[qery st yeys Jepraoxd e Jo uonerado oy 190 oxe) Aeur uosied e s10J0g (18) (a®) Q@mﬂ.@m\/

-KoueuSaid o o3eo1dwod AeUl JEY} STORIPUOD IOTI0 01 JO Asurugald oy} O} $o18[a1
391A108 23 J1 ‘uewiom jueuSaid e 01 (Z) 9461 S Jopun papraoid 901AIS AUy ¢
“mO1303sqns
“JUSTIILOOP 99URIJAI SSOIO ISB] sTy) Iopun SuLreys 1500 Jusidioar 01 30s[qns J0U Sk $901AIeS SUIMOT0F 9T, (q)
UL pSUOTIUSW +7){ I0F SILIMBI 3[0YM JO UBd . “Surreys 1509 Juardroay (81) () QCQ.WB

'sMOT[oF se oq [1eys 1 (8) (9)
Ly 61 pue w9 (q) (2) 94 6% "SS IOPUN S[ENPIAIPUL JUSPUSdap-J0JR[IIUSA IO S30IAISS
2180, A101RIIdS0 JOJ JUSWISSIMGUITSL 10T “SeIousSe [I[esy SuIoy 10U.o1e 1By} P
‘¥ (8) (2) 916 's Jopun s1epraoid £q paSreyo sajel pue (8) "qns Iopun sajel og1 (3)
‘papasu 23ueyd ON "qns Jopun Jru| aY) SUIPURISYIMION "SIIIAIIS 948d A10jeaidsal 10§ sdjey (wg) (-onur) Aﬁwvmm\ﬁw\u

“JIRTI[eoUM B

arepouriodoe 03 paddmba st Jey) S1OIYeA & UT PIpIA0Id S[OTYoA [BIIPIU PazI[eIoads

£q uonerrodsuer) 10 St SUIES 94} 9q [[BYS JBYI[SYM B SJBPOUIodde 0} paddmbe

10U ST JBY} S[OIY9A B UI papIa0Id o[oryeA Jeotpat pazijerdads Aq uoneliodsuen

10] 9181 JUSTUSSINQUIISI Y [, "JIBYD[SSTAM B 95N J0U S20p pauiodsuen Sureq uosiad

oy J meyoesym e ul uosiad e podsues o3 paddmbs 10U ST 1Y} S[OIYSA 90IAISS

ﬂ O T O - PO weumy e up papracid st yeus ¢ (q) (7) 96y 'S 1opUN S[IIYOA [edIpatt PazI[eroads
=t

Y.



‘werdoxd

SOUBISISSE [20IPaTI a1 YFNOIY) Moo oy U 2[qeqreat W 9 (q) (7) 9'6h
'S IOpUN SIDIAISS S} S3[RUI 01 $109[0 SOPISaL [BNPIAIPUL 9T} YOTYM UF AJUNO09 9], °7

"SOOIAISS URUIMY PUR Yi[eay JO Justmedsp [e1ops]. oyl JO ATB10I09S 9U} UIOL) ISATEM
& oy Juensind 10 me[ eropey 0} yuensind papruried SI wonoesqns Sy} Jopun papraoid
Ruuewr A Ul w9 (q) (7) 9% 61 'S IOpUN SIOIAISS O} JOJ JUSTUASIqUIY ]

10U 38 SUOINPUOD SUIMOIO] a3 JO
[Te 31 ATuo wersoxd 90ue)SISSE [ROIPSUI 54} J9PUN S[qRSINQUIISI 91 [BOPIAIPUL Ue 0}
papraoid w9 (q) (7) 9% 61 'S ISpUN SIIAIS "O[qRSINUIISI T8 SAJIAISS Uay Ay (B)

"popasu 23urYD ON swe180.1d 9914195 [e1d0s0d4sd paseq-Srunwmor)y (ag¢)

"JUSUIULIOAOS [BISDSJ o3 Aq
Popraoad ST JBY) $201AI9S 850U J0J S95IRYD S[qeMO][B 1] JO JUNOWE 31 I0J ATUO T
9 (9).(2) 9% 61 °s Jopun: s201A10s JO 19pIaoad © osmquirei [Jeys justmledsp ouT (q)

“JUSWILIdAOS [BISPA) oY1 Aq papraoid 10U ST 18T} T 9
popasudBueys oN  (Q) () 9 6% 'S Iopun $2IIAILS JO 1509 913 Jo uotnod o1 opraoid [jeys A1umod v ()

“1°9(® (@) 9v'6v
's Jopun welsoxd poddns Armuos e ySnoxyy 1oz (8) (2) 9t 61°s 10 (S1)."qns
Jopun papiaoid s2o1A19s JuomieSeuer oseo 03 Adde jou seop uonoesqns sy, (p)

SUOIIIPUOD SUIMO[[0]. 371 JO U0 JSBI[ I8 193U OlAs PUEB J[B[IBAR SOOIAIOS

o3 oxew 01 (q) "Ted Iopun ‘s199[9 1B UsM0] 10-‘9Fe[IA ‘K319 ‘Auno9 & ur Jepraoxd

JuswoSeUR 9SBD POYIMS0 B YSNOIY) IO THOIJ SIOIAIIS JUSUSSRURE 9S8O SOAIE00)

oYM ATRIO[OUSQ SOUBISISSY [BOIPSJAL B 01 PapIaoId It ATUO 90URISISSY [BIIPSIA]

Jopun s[qesmquurar ae (wq) pue 6 .(q) (7). 9% 61 'S Jopun Sa9IAIeS JUIUIASeURT

"PopaU 25URYD ON osed ‘(7) "qns pue ([q) pue “(8q) “(eq) 'sred 1opun popiaoxd se 1deoxy (wie)

'1(®) (9) L6y pue L9 (@) pue P 'y (2) (2) 916 'SS Jopun pazHomne
SOJIAIRS 210 [RUOSIed pUR Yi[eay ooy JO-‘SISB] [ENIORNUO0I. B UO- ‘U0IsIA0Id
a1 10} AJUNO09 1By} UI S9OTAISS 8180 [RuosIod pue 21es [ et SWoY Jo siopisoid
WOJJ SPIq JI21[0S PUB 918)S STY) UL ATUNOD © 193[38.°066T ‘T Tequuaides Ag (B)

‘[reys juswaedap.ayy ‘Supprq
aAannjedwos uo paseq SI 18y} SJUSIdI0al S0UR)SISSE [EOIPSUI JOJ SIOIAJOS a1ed Terosiad
pUR 018D YI[BSY SWIOY JO SISPIA0Id J0J JUSUISSINQUIISI JO UIA]SAS & Surmrsur

@)
pue “z (q) “zpue “1

‘(onuy) (e) @?&Q.i

(@) pue () (09)St 61

(p) pue
(onun)(we) (S7) S¥'6¥

AN



ﬁ

e
e
S e
R N
e
<]

, :}oU0 3JE SUOHIPUOD SUIMO[[0] T} /
" w\ JO T[® J1 ATUO 20URISISSE [EDIPSUI JOPUN S[(RSINGUIISL 218 [ENPIAIPUI TR 0] papiaoid

19 (Q) (2) 9% 6% 'S Jopun SIITAILS. 9120 [BUOSIDJ "SIINAIIS 348D [BUOSIJ (TH)

s

“(s8) (W) LY 6v pue "p1 (2) (1) 9% 61 'Ss UI PAqLIdSOp suosiad Jo 95e1sA09
20uR)SISSE [BoTpat 10] uonedionied [RIoURUI} [RISPA) SZLIOYINE 01 SOTAISS URTINY
pue [pesy Jo jusuriedsp TeIopa] oy JO A18)oI109s o1} UIOI] JoAIeMm © 1sanbal [Teys
‘popasu aSuryo oN  juauniedsp oY "SIINI0M PI[QESIP IO SIVAIIS PISBQ-ANUNIINI0D 10 SWOY (]€)

:SUIMO[[0) 3Y1 JO [[& IopISTOD

“TOTIBOTIILIS) 10T WR)sAs souemsse Ajfenb e Sunen[eas w ‘[eys jusuntedsp

a1 “qustreambaz oY) JO JoArem o jsenbar sjusuniedop oy ssaordde uonensuTupe

SurourUL} o180 YI[BeY [RIOPSY ol JT "toneiusurardun pue justdoraasp. uerd 9014198

10} SWe)sAS eourmsse ANTenb 2AT)09]I0 PoIuSWS[dUL AR SO PUB SpUL)

TusunIedsp S 1BY1 PUB SQOIAISS I} ISISTUIIIPE JeT) saTousde josduou aeatrd 1o

syuountedap Ayunos asoty o1 Ajdde Jjeys “pajueis J1 uowenmbal oY) JO 1oATRM SYT

1 (®) (9) L 61 Pue "8 (q) (7) 91 61 'SS Iopun seOIALeS Paseq-AITuntuuion 10 SWoy

‘(1) () ©96ET DS[1 T ISPUN ‘SSAIN0I OYM [ENPIAIPUL Yors I0] padojassp oxed

30 uefd ueym £19A9 2a01dde pue marasl Jusunredsp oy 12yl (1) (9) U96ET DSN
‘popasu oSueyo ON 7 Iepun juswrenmbar oy Jo JeArem B 3jees Aew justaedop oL, *aaed Jo sueld (L) (-onur) @@mﬁdw\\x kY
d

"Z (0) (§) L' 6% S I0pUN 2OUEISISSE [RIIPAUI 10J ANTIGISI[S SUUITLISIOP
Jo Anqedes o) SSPN[OUT S0UEISISSE [ROIPST IO AN[IGISI[S SUTULISISP 01
‘7661 ‘71 ABIAL UO SoTjUNod Aq pasn SI1eY JIom19u Jomnduwios sg) Jo juswaoefdal o
"Popesu aSueyd ON - USISapar AUe Jey) 2Insu9 [[eys justupedop oy "uSIsapax walsAs 1yndwo)) (wse) (wee)sh 61 \\~
. P
“JUSUWILISA0S -
[8Iapay. a3 £q popiaold st Jery ures5o1d 99URISISSe [BOIPSU S} JOPUN $I0IAISS
95011 10] $9SIRYD S[qRMOT]R 97} JO JUNOuIE a1} 103 ATUo Jop1aoid oy osImquier
[1eys jusunedop oy, "JUSWILIAOS [RISPA] o1y Aq pepiaoId jou ST Jey) wrisold
9OURISISSE [ROIPSUL ST} JOPUN SOOIAIQS 9S0T) J0] SoSIeyD 9[qemo][e 9] JO Junoure
9Y 10] $90IAIRS a1 JO Jopraoxd e esInquiral [Teys o[qefeAe w9 (q) () 9¥ 6%
*S ISPUIN SSDIAISS S} SXEUI 0] §109[8 18y} AJUNOd. " TUSUISSIMAWISI 19PIA0L] (0)

w
"9 (q) () 9% 61 's Iopun papiaoid aq AeuI Jey) $901AIRS [e10050YIAsd JO adoos oYL T

:Surmorrog ot Jo [re SurpreSaz soni ojeSnword [Teys yusunredsp Sy, ..moEm @



‘weiSoxd ooup)sISSe [ROTPAUL 91 SN0} SSR[[IA
IO Um0} ‘AJ10 ‘A1Unoo aul Ul o[qe[iear Wy ‘9 (q) (7) 9461 'S 1opun SI0IAISS o)
SBUI 0] $109[9: SOPISQI [RNPIAIPTL 971 YOIYA U 9F[[IA IO UMO0) ‘A3 ‘A1Unod 3y 1, 7

"S90IALSS TBWINY PUB Yi[esy Jo justmredop [eIopaf oUl JO AIB]9109S S} WO ISATEM
2 01 uensind 1o mey [e1opa 01 Juensind penrmad ST UOTI09SQNS STY} Jopun papraoid
Joumewt oYL UL w9 (q) (7) 9% 6F 'S 1OPUN SIOTAISS 9} JOJ JUSWASINQUINY T
Jowt
aIe SUONIPUOD. SUIMOT[O] o1} JO T[2 J1 ATuo weiSoid our)sisse [BoIPoUL S} Jopun
S[qesMQUILAI 318 [enplAIpul Ue o} papiaoid Wy ‘9 (q) () 9% 61 'S 10PN SIOIAISS ()
*SIIIAIIS (@) pue ‘gz pue “|
“+0g IOpUN PAISA0D JON ‘PAPSsU oSuRyd ON ISR SN JISY)0 PUE [0Y03[8 PUE YI[E9Y [2JUsW Apunwurod pue swoy-uf (sp)  ‘(onun) (&) (st) mv.mw\\).

‘yuonnredep o) Aq poasoidde JUoUISSasSE JSLL B PIAISIAI ST @ﬁm/ e
[ wz1 (Q) (2) 94 6p °S Iopun s301AI9s 10§ 159nba o3 SwIpasaid AjoreIpowuu syoom
A mw W,, y \\w W\ ~..8 om S&Es TUIq UAAIS set] ‘A1Uno)) 993 MEeMIIIAl JO JUSPISaI © ST EEQSE oyl on

IU——

U@ () 95 6 S TopU SSIIAISS 9:88 8 Ppasead enplapul

/ A m..l S} JoYe SYe0M § UIIIM YLIq UaAIS sey Jo jueudaid st pue "z (q) () 9764 'S Jopun
u ﬂw ,yw SOOIAISS POATSIRI SBY PUR AJUNOD) S9XNEBAIA JO JuSpPIsal & sT juatdioar oy, (8)

:JOUI ST SUOT)IPUOD. SUIMO[[OJ. o} JO SUO 1SBI[ JB JT AJUO SIIIAIIS UOHBUIPIOOD

9182 9SOY) 0] JUSWasMqUIIaI opIaoad [1eys Jjusuntedsp sy (9) ST'€ST 'S

1opun paxmbei seiqeq pejoedunt pue SWOIPUAS Aqeq Uaseys 0] SULje[oL HOLBULIOUL

PL\W {11 ¢ 97} $901AISS 8501} SUTAIe021 HosIad & 03 op1a0id [[BUS SOITIAISS UOHRUIPIOOD
4 3180 3507) JO J1op1A0id £ J0.95. oy} POULENIe 10U SABY OYM. USIPIIYD I0]

SOOTAIOS UOUBUIPIOOD SIB) PUR SIIIAISS UOLRUIPIO0D a1es wmpredisod pue fejeusid

] S — sjustdiosl 9our)sSISSE [BIIpew 0] op1aoid 01 paiiied aq Aewi 71 (q) () 9v 6V
{ Tesodoid DONJ Jtepun aSenSue] ppe A[qIssod  °S JOpUN S3JIAISS UOHBUIPIO0I d1ed SPIA0Id 03 PILIIISD Ik Jey} AJUN0y) d33Nem[IA
< pue reurgouag +¢ O 90USI)I-$S01) Ul SISPIAOLY "UONBUIPI00d 31d PIYd Sunok pue wnliedysod ‘eiewald (b)

"[ENIPIATPUL STUeS

oy} 01 8901AI0s Aderey) [euonednooo Jo [eatsAud Jo worsiaoid ot 10J suoneZLIOYNE

[BUOLIIPPE AU 51S9NbaI S991AI0S. 913 JO Jop1A0Xd 9Y3 JI S9JTAILS Y} JO UOLIRIND

oy I opew juetnredep Sy 18U} UONINPAT UL 91eNULISqNS [[Bys Juswredsp ay1

4sonbax uonezLIOYINe 343 Ul s1JI00ds Jopia0id oyl jey) UOTRIND S} WO SIIIAISS

JO.uoTjRIND PaInpal & sezuIoyne jJusunedsp oul-q -9 (q) () 9% 61 'S Iepun

sao1aIes Adeiatyy [euonednoso 10 TesrsAyd jo uorsiaoid oyp Suzuoyne ut Iy (8)

SHRWYIUSG +)6 03 90UISJ2I-SS0ID -Kdesoyy (euonnednodo pue [easAyg (mgy) (®) (wizy) Sv6v

e

-



oy, syswAed oy JO IeYS S1BIS S} SPNIOUI [[BYS. UONIAsqNSs SIY) Ipun syusumsnipe
.HQOS%.NAM .QH U,D..N AWH nm.m ?ENM n.NH n.m n.ﬁﬂm ﬁ,ﬁ.m n.E\H “.wH A.VM n._.n.w ?& n.'% n.O n.@
-9 (q) pue -1 pue 'p 'y pue-Z () (2) 97 61 'S JopUl §901AI8S Pa10A0d 10 ‘ajeridordde
s2 () 10°05Z 'S Ul peulyap se ‘syuounredap gieey [e90] 0110 LEH IS 10 T IS
IO ‘€7°9p 7T 9% “S17 9% 'S Iepun sjueuniedop A1unos 01 syustmsnipe juswided
20UR]SISSY [BOIPSIAL o “(q). (L) €70 8 Topun Junosse uoretidordde aq; woy
‘papsesu a3uryd ON ‘Kew yusunedap oy ‘€007 T Arenuef uo SUTUUISoq *s1uamlsn[pe JuowAeJ (ZS) (z9) mv.mw\}ﬂ

“1e94 Teosy snotaaId ot UI s1op1aod 901AI0S £q PORITIGNS STIR]D [BNIOR 109[J01 O]
Aressooau syusunsnlpe Aue spnjour reys ydesSered sy sopun sopraoid jusuntedsp
oU} 1Y) UOLIBULIOYUL 8U} ‘007 ‘T JoqUISAON SurumiSsq "Jeak [easy a1 Surmp ¢ (q)
(2) 9t 61 S Iopun poyroads se ‘a1ed [BoIpaUE JoJ uoneiodsues Jo uoisiaoxd oy 103
SJIUn {RIUSUIISA0T 18201 o110ads 01.(qQ) () Sev' 0z s Jopum uonenidosdde oy woxy
slqeded syuswsddns 30 SjUNOTIE PAJRUIIISS ST} SUILISOUOD UONBULIOIUT SNUSAII

Jo 1usuniedsp a1 03 epraoxd [reys Justmredop o ‘Affenuue | BQUIAON A( (B)

“papasu a3uBYD ON *$331A198 Hone)lodsuei} 2182 [BIIPIIAL (1S) ® (19 mw.mﬁ\)
-sotren oLouas ATuo Jeaq ey} sSnip uonduossid
SOPNIOUL pue sassed sunedeIat) UM seoroys pausyard sognuept eyl -9 (q)
(2) 9% 6 °s Jopun 1Jataq € se papn[aul are Jey; s5nip uonduosaid o JO IS ¥ °1
“SUIMOT[0 2} JO [[& SPN[OUE [[eYS [OIM
‘sardessyy Snip uondiosaxd wr Ayyenb ySmy urerurews o1 pue sSnip wonduosaid
J0 1509 2} 9onpai 0) wexfoid e Juewerdun pue uSisep Aeur jusunredsp a4y, (9)

IPUIYOUSq +g 01 SoUISAI-SS0I) ‘sjuawaaiSe Smseydind fsjonyuod 3509 Inap uonduIdsatg (wep) 1 (0) (WeH)Sy 6

AR

e TP P a9 @ (9) L6y pue
X e Q) (1) 89167 “ws pue “ “Z (9) (7) 9% 6¢ "SS Iopun PAZLIOYINE SIE Jey) Sumowe
S N é@% (x\% 90uRINSUIOd S90IAIRS [eydsoy Juenedino g ped areorpewr o) Jo JuswAed Jof

//?oﬁovoﬁoﬁ © 50URISISSE [eoTpat 10} ue[d a1e)s oY) UL 9pnJouf [[eys Jusunredsp ayy,

S

‘ST SUIop aIe oM JI aIsun muu:.ﬂ:mscu §991449s [eydsoy Juanedino g tnn axedpat Joyudurkeq (8§)” (8Y) SV 61
B e \J
"JUSTIUIISAOS [RISPY) oﬁ \mn_ vow:,oﬁ st 1eyy werSoid souelsisse [BoIpaw Py

Ay} JopUn SIVTAISS 2SOY] 10] S9FIBTD S[qeMO[[e U1 JO JUNOWE oy} JoJ. ATHo Jopiacid
911 9SINQUISI [[eys JueunIedep oY T TWNUIA0S [RISPSY 841 AQ papiaoid jou st
Ty} wrex301d 9oURISISSE [ROIPITU U} I9PUN SOJIALS ISOY) 10§ SAFIRYD A[qemO[[e U}
JO Junowe 8y} I0J S9OIAISS 273 JO 10p1aoid v ssmquuial [[eys s[qe[ieae ‘wy 9 (q) (7)
9 6} S Jopun SIOIAISS oY) OYEUI 01 §)99[9 1By} aFe[[IA JO UmO7 ‘Ao ‘A1mod v (q)



TP

|

&
i
s a?&.;\»&%f\%%}é@

3

X R AL

WIBwouaq +g 01 90UI9I-SS0ID)

Neuouag + g 01 20UI9Jal-SSOIT)

A

<l
_ SHEWousq +g 01 ouﬁ&&ﬁ-mmoﬂu/!@

>
~ ¢/

e

BN

NS e
. 1//
\/\a& et \\\ !
N d ﬁm \ ! iaw\f«f\w\ﬁ& 1:9 (@) (2) 9461 °S IOpUN SIITAISS 91D [BUOSIOJ P /

:08e Jo s1eak GG pourene juerdiosr oy :
To17e 0011051 57} JO J[BY99.UO pred S30IAISS SOURISISSE [BOIPSUL SULMOT[O] SUE"C M
ST :u0n0gs sIy Jopunyiswredap
o1 Aq pa1eA00aI Apea[e Sse[un SurMor[oy 21U Jo J[e J0J JuardIoal 8 JO 91e1se
o JsureSe wield e o[y [reys jueuntedop auy ¢(q) ~xed m papraoad se 1deoxd ()

*$9181S9 WOy A194099Y (£) Pz (® () 96V 6%

BELYY 0 €S LYY dAD
7 19pUn S]qeMO[[e STUNOWE WNWIXEW PaedXa 01 10U-(81) S 6} S I9pun parmbal

ST 9]qLIONPIP I0 SOURINSUIOD: JuowAedoo Jusidioal Yorys JOJ SSOIAISS IO SIJoUag ‘¢

"G 61-°S JopUn PasINqUIISI JUNOWe 9y} JO Sse9Xe Ul uosiad Jomo Jo jueordde

o1 esanquirex 0} paambaz oq Aewr tepiaoid oN “1optacid ot 01 Juewied Jorxd

opeut sey oy uosied 1omyo Jo Jueordde oauy osmquiral [jeys piaoid oyy quswided

Jo 1dienax wod) porred sAnoBONLI oY SULNP: POIOPUAI SIJOUS] JO SIOIAISS ﬂ\

P3I3A0D IO G 61 *S JOPUN: JISWASMWIISI JOJ SWIRD WIS AN[IISI[o SANDBOLAI
s,yueorjdde a1 Jo uoriROgIOU Uodn “[Teys 19p1aoid oy ‘porad 9ATIORONAI S
SuLmp paIepuLl SIJUsq PUB Se91Ales JoF Apoaaip jueorjdde ot syiq 1optacid & pue
(@) (1) 9t 6% S Jopun A[9ATIORONAI S[qISIO 99 0] PAUTWLINNSD ST Jueordde ug J1 °7

*901AISS 9} SUTAT0a1.01 JOLId 10T STY} JO PASIAPE
st 1ustd1oa1 a1 pue (7) 9 61 'S Iopun papraoid Jou oIe SIOIAISS 10 SIFOUST '] €

:SUOTIPUO2 SWIMO[[0F o7} Iopun 3deoxa P .

4

LY 6% 01 S 6 S Jopun Justuiked Sururelqo Jo narf ur jusidioar e uodn sa8Ieyp 4 ey
1001p 9sodur A[SWMOWY IO /6 03 S 6 “SS ISpUN SOOIAISS JOf pealeoar sjustked . |~ -~
01 uonippe ur saS1eyo juerdroo: e wodn osodwr AJSUmowy v 1op1aoad oN (B N~
'sa31eyo Jopiaoid pauqryotd (W ¢ pue

*SISUIJFO SIUB)SISSE [BIPSIA 65°6F “Z 1 (®) (mg) 6v°6%

S— wpue 9 (q) pue

P+ () (2) 91 6§ S Iopun $20IAISS PIISA0D JOf sIop1aoid o3 syusuiied aoue)sissy
[eotpalA ot “(q) (£) SEi0¢ s Iopun junodsoe vonedoidde oy woxy ‘Aewr
unredsp oyl ‘¢00T ‘1 ATenue[ U0 SUIUUISaE *SINAIIS UIELIID 0] SJUIMALY m@\ (€9) sv6v

us .
TR TP O E00z T METER O SRR I A ANS
. (V) (0€)
(®) ®96ET DSN TP Jopun syuswAed uo suoryeirmf ojqeordde pasoxs j0u ABwr (1)
pue-“(0)4(d3)(Q) () £t 07 s Jopun syunoosoe uonerdordde wo opew sjuswAed
S0URJSISSY [EOIPSIA] PUR UON0SqNS ST} Jopun syusunsnfpe juswAed Aue Jo [2101

-



L .

‘pepaeu a5ueyd ON "04U]

"pepaou oSueyd ON

)

IBWIYDUSG +)g 01 20USISJII-SS0ID)
(
\ lv,C

NIRUOUSQ +)g 0 90USIJOI-$S0ID)

T Jo ‘reuonniorid ssmu juspuadepur e se Jo aonovid

Juspuedepur Ul osmu e Se 1T (B) (7) S 61 S JopUN $991AI9s AJTHIR] pUR 1By
Jo jusunedop oyi AQ POHISI SI OYM [RIPIAIPUL U AG PaPIa0id ‘901AI0S PaI9A0D
B SB 9]qe[IBAR ST JUSIISINGUIISL 9oURISISSE [BIIPIW YoIym 10J “F - 9:.(q) (7) 9% 6+

:ST @91AI0S QT3 J1 ‘AousSe ijest swoy & Jo sakojdwe ue 10U S
O [ENPIAIPUL UR £q &f "0 JOPUT SOUR)SISSE [ROIPSW JO Jusidiost B 0] PapIACLd 0T

19014108 SPNIIUI J0oU Seop ‘[eaoidde s,justmredsp o) yiIM

ISIMIDIO 519919 Jokojdwe ay; se 3deoxe: ‘uoryeziueSio JIFosduou JO JTun JUSUILISA0S
& Uy} JoUl0 Joko[dure ueAIS ® 0] Jpom 03 parjdde se., Juswiiorduwg,, (3)
JuewAorduy (S1)

:10)deyd ST} UL Pasn SV "SUONIULA( 70°801

SHAYASTA ANV IONVIANASNI INTAAOQOTIAANN 801 193dey)

-Aunod oy Aq paIsisturpe spung o1jqnd Istjo 1epun pue

1Z'S8 PUB 661 61 0F €161 SS Jopun (q) 110S DS TF PUB [00S DS Ti ULSOE
01 100€ DS TP 19pUn PIpUNy $201AI0S JUIPN[IUL “ISP[O IO ()9 POSE oIe J0 POqesIp
oI oy SIUSPISaE A1unod 10 {(3) (7) [Z°S8 S UL paULep. se ‘saorates uoneuodsuen
pezi[eroads o1eUIpIo0d AeTI PIe0q o], "SedIATes uonelodsues; pazieroads (§)

“uorjeniodsuel], §5°66

“UOTIBOIILISD [oBd JOJ 99 B 95IBYD A[[enuue

[Teys Justmaedop oY T, "68 79 'S Jopun o5eIeA0d pajepurl sk papiaoid 1o (7)

€Ty 1§ s Jopun Jusrdioar Surpuny spre Arumunod e 03 10 3 °9 (q) () 9¢'6v 's 1epun
Jue1dIoal 20UB)SISSE [22IPSUE B 0] JIJoUaq © S8 Paplaoid seo1Ales 107 spuny Jo 1d1osar
o3 103 198} S JO UONBO11Ie9 J0] Jusunredsp ayy 03 Ajdde Aewr Aioe] Jusunean
Aue ‘ze0 16 s ul popraoid se 1deoxd "UONBIGILID A1) Jusun)edL], 0TS

‘68°7€9 'S I9pun 238I2A09 PoJEPUBME SB 10 () €7 1S °S Jopun jusrdiool

Burpuny spre Arunurnod. g “1:9 (q) (7) 9 61 S Iopun Juordioat 90UL)SISSE [BOIpoW
2 01J1JoURq B S pap1aoid sso1ates 10F spunj Jo 1d109a1 o4y 10} A1) 9U) SUIAJIIIe0
Jo esodmd oy Joy ‘yucuntedsp.oy) Aq peysI|qelse SpIepue)s 9y} 01 Juseamba

Se UOLJRIPAIOIE SIY) JO 95UspPIAs 1deooe Aewl justnedop oY) “USIP[IYD pUB SSI[IUIE]
I0J $991A198 JO UOIIBIPAIIOR UO [I9UN0D SY] WOIJ HONE)IPAIOIE JUSLMO SP[OY

siseq Jusedino Ue U0 S9OIAISS [I[esy [PIUSW sopIAoId 1eqy AN[Ioel € JL°ZE0° 1S

°s U1 papiacid se 1deoXH "UOIIBIGIIIAD JIUI[D. §I[8Y [ejuawu yusneding 8€0°1IS

N\

Y

e

/

/
/

- 'S IopUN POZLIOYINE 9180 JUSYITLIONIL otiIl-1red O 90TALeS SuIsmu Anp a1eALL] ‘B
.5 19PUN POZLIOTINE 310 JUSNIULIONT our-31e : fsmu Anp oreALd

"q pue
207 (3D (1) 20°301

©) wm.m\.n\\/w

e

8E0°'IS

P



uerd yrewyoueq +)d 03 90UIJAI SSOI0 PPV

SIRUIYOUaq +)¢ 01 90UaIeJaI-SS0ID)

SurSeun punosenn opraoid 03 ‘uoreuLioyur suruueld AJTurey [eimjeu Surpnjoul

‘() (1) LO°€$Z 'S UI paunep se “Suruueld AJIure] U0 UOIJULIOUL 9p1A0id 0} o]qe[TeAR
Qe 1By} SOOIAIRS PUe ‘setousSe uondope Swpnyour ‘serouse oyeard pue srgnd
100QR UBWIOM B IILIOJUT 0} POUSISSP oJe 1By} S[eLIajetl paXspul A[[eorydes5oan ‘1

:SUIMO[[0] 273 JO [[ 2q [[BYS S[ELIJRW

AU, "JUALIND PUR 21BIN00R 1. e} S[eLsjew Surpraoid ur soUs3IIp S[qeuOoSear
9SI0JSX2 [[BUS PUEB AJBMOE JOJ S[BLISJEUI 91} MOIASI A[enuue [[eys 9senbax wodn
PUR SHZ'9% "S Jopun parjoads se sjusuntedsp AJUnoo. o0} S[eLISIRUL J1f JO. JoquInu
oyenbope A[qruosear e oynqLusIp [1eys jueuntedop oy, -ozis jutod-z ] uey) ssof

10t Jo od£) ur peyurid a1e pue JBULIOT S]qISUeYIdUIOD A[ISES UR UL 218 JBl]. S[BLISTR
“qusunedsp 943 £ POUITIISIAD S ‘SJUSPISAI 91B)S JO IOqUINT JUBOTUSIS B 4G Uaxjods
soSenSuey setpo pue ‘ystuedg ‘gsySug ur paystqnd oq o1 esneo Jreys jusumredsp
a3 ‘9661 ‘91 ABJA Joye sKep (9 SI 1eys ojep oy A¢ "UONEULIOJUT PIULL] (P)

*JU3SUO) pPIuLIOyuI pue L18)unjoA (€)

*SUOILIOGE 0] JUISUO) POULIOJUI PUE AXBIUN[OA Q1 '€ST

HUTVIH dTIHD ANV TVNIALVIN - €T HALdVHO

19 (9

(2) 9% 6%"S Iopun SoUB)SISSE [ROIPIU Aq PAIIA0D STIIP JOTUNO-IYI-ISAO SISIT (Lum)

YOIyM. “UONO9SNS ST} JOPUN UOTIUIISP 91} 109U SSIMISUIO PINOM JI ISTI9YM

‘KoueSe Ue JO UONORUI 10 UONoe Aue ‘03 A[dde Jou s90p O1°L77 S PUR ‘opnjour

10U $90P ,9[Y,, “AousSe oy Jo axmpadoid Jo uonezIuesIo oY) WdA0S 0} Jo KousSe

oy} AQ PeIeISTUTWIPE IO PSOIOJUue UONRISISS] oiIoads axfeur Jo 1eadiaur ‘qusursydur

0} AouoBe U Aq pOnSST SI YOTYM PUBR Me[ JO 109]]0 o1} sey yorym uonesljdde [eiouss

Jo JopIo Te1ousS 1o Aorjod Jo JuseIR)s ‘pIepuels ‘WonemSal e sueaw ,o[my,, (£1)

:eydeya siy U SuORIULAQ 10°LTT

MATATI ANV TINAID0Ud FALLVALSINIINAY: LITHALAVHD
S

T ‘eonoerd Juopuadopil

© SB S[qR[IBAR ST JUSWISSINAIUISL SJURISISSE [RIIPAUL YIYM IO Uk 9 (q) (7) 9% 6¥
s Hown:;woNEoﬁzm S[ENPIAIPUL JUopUadop-I0JB[IIUSA JOJ 9IIAIIS 218D boﬁh%om q

!1!.3!!5! -
s
T a.i..?ﬁ»»x.ﬂyll&...t\l\\\\

\\ Krorexndsaz Jo tepiacid e se 11 () (7) S 61 'S JOPUIL SOOIAISS %:E@ vqm ﬁﬁuj
/,E jusunedep a1 Aq POIIILSD SI OYM [BOPIAIPUL Ue A POPIACId 20IAISS PRISAOD

§

TP (©)orese

@m) (¢1) 10227

I

.,
M



o 6¥ s Ispun pesinquiral aq Aeur 1stnawo}do oN: pasiqigotd JusmIasINq I (g)
WIRWOUaq +3¢g 01 90ULIJII-SSOI)) ‘seonnadeunieyd d13souseIp Jo IS} LI'6F () LT 6%

09 (D (©) 9¥'61 s 30pun papraoxd

st 98819409 YOIy 10} sTnip uondirosaid 101 pedieyo aq: 03 penruted ao] Suisuadsip
oy Jo uadxad Qo€ ueys ssof 2q Jou Aewr ydersered soyy sopun 995 oy [, serjddns

IO S3NIP ISBASIP JTUOIYD IO 199URD Pajeuop Sursuadsip 1o Sunnqrsip ‘gundesoe
1o} o8xeyo Kew Aoewreyd J0 A)[I08] [ROIPOW B 1B} 937 SUI[PURy WNWIXeW oY L, (9)

:s9[1LI se SurAmor]oF aul Jo [Te sreSmwold Jjeys yusunredsp oy, (1)

‘PopaoU 3BURYD ON *A103150da.1 SNIP SISBISIP JIUOIY2 PUB JIIUB) 9S(°SST (3) (1) 950°s
: "S9OTAISS 9T} 9QLIOSIP. [[BYS PUE WS SN 0} YSIM. OYM USTWOM y _
jueuSerd Aq o[qeUIRIqO QIR SIOIAIS SUO) Moy [B19] JO UOWR)NOSNE pue FUIgewur yd

pUnosen|n [219]. 12Y1 9181S [[BYS S[BLISIRUL oY ], SIYSLE [ejuated s,1o71e] o1} 9JRUILLIS)
01 10 Ayrweyed Jo juswmsijqelss asoddo 03 saysIAs oUs JI PIIYD IOy pUE UBIOM 9T}

01 9[qe[IeAR SUOI}02301d eSS U0 $S9OUI 10 JNBSSE [BNX9S JO ISl ay; ST AoueuSeid
9S0UM UBWIOAM B JOJ-UONBULIOJUL OPT[OUT [[BYS S[BLISJRUI AU [, 0Jed [B]eUOSU puR
YUIGPIIYD ‘ofeo [eyeuaid Jo s1502.97) Ard Aew sjusred oandope ey} pue ‘uonioqe

ue 10J Aed 0) PAISIJO SBY JOUIRT 93 UOITM UL SQOURISUL UL USAS “PIIU9 Y3 Jo Hoddns
SU} UL 92UB)SISSE 0] ]G] SI P[IYD © JO Joyief oy Jeqy ‘Afeuad 1A B 01 309[qns

SI pUE UONOB [IAIO B UL SeFelep JO 197 0] S[qeI] ST JUASUOD PAULIOJUL puR ATejunjoA
s, 0BWOM Y} SUIUIRIqO INOYILM TOHO]E U S9onpur Jo suuoyiad ogm nerorsAgd Aue
1B} ‘P99I909 USSq SBY JUSSUOD YIIYM JOJ UOILIO0qe Ue ULIoLed 0] [nyme[un sI It Jet))
21E1S [[BUS S[BLISIRTU SY L "SPOd SNUSALI [RIISIUL 81 JO' | 7 UON09S Jopun Jusuio[dus
[TJures JOF ATRSS209U S99IAISS PUR o180 Juspusdep pue ployesnoy Joj sesuadxa

Io] 1Ipalo oy pue swessoxd pue smef 1oddns PIIyo ‘S9OIAIS 9189 PIIYD ‘19T 6¥

01 THT 61 "SS Jopun wrei3oxd SSOM UISUOISIA 9UL QT COT 'S JOPUN SABI] [BIIPOW

10 ATTure] 3o AjIqeieAs oy ‘(we) (y) L 617 7S I9pUmL USIP[IYO PUe UawoMm Jueugard
JI0J 90UBISISSE [BOTPOWT SPN]OUL [[BYS UBTIOM U} JOJ POLIUSPT SOIAISS "USIP[IYD PUE
uowom Jueugoid oales 18yl sweIS0Id pepuny A[[EJUSTUI2A0S JO AN[IGR[TBAR 91} U0
UOHRULIONUL 8Pp1A0d [[BYS STRIISIRUI o7 I 'PO1ORIUO0D 2q AUX Ao UDIM.: UL JOUURT
91} puR I9FJO SeIousFe ay) 1Byl SOOIAIRS 1) JO. uondLIossp B puR IO[[ed a3 JO AN[Bo0]
SUJ UI S9OIAISS PUR SSIOU2SE S[qR[IRAR JO SUNSI] [BJO. UR UIB1GO. 0} PI[[BD 8 ABW

ey} Jaquint ouoyds[s) oY-47 ‘99-[[01 B SPNJOUL [[eYs S[eLIojeul o1 ‘ustmedsp
a3 Jo uondo a1 Je “I0 ‘sessaIppe pue siaquumu suoydsye) Surpnour pe1oeIuod

2q Aewu Ao} YOI UI IOUURWE 973 JO U01IdLIDSIp B PUB J3JJ0 A91] JRT) SIOIAISS U] JO
uondriossp e ‘o[qe[reAs sa1ousde oy JO IS SAISUSYaIdIIos & SPN[OUL [[BYS S[ELISjeW
oU [ “yuepuadap SI P[IYo oY) o[IyM puR YLIqP[Iyo: uodn ‘Aoueuserd gSnoxy oy

1SISSB O} PUB 1S90UI JO JTIBSSE [eNXas JO JNsal a1} St AouruSaid Joy J1 1o AJI[Iqesip

® SBY] P[IYo WIOqUN JoY Jety} SISOUSEID B POAISOAL SBY SUS J1 IoT] ISISSE 0] ‘Se0IAIaS



‘sjuege [eonneseuneyd onsouderp e[noo [eordol o asn
33 03 S]qBINGLIIE ST YOIyM 93180 91e1edas JO SOFIBD UL 9SB2I0UT AUE J0J € (B) (7)

L %Jb\&&ﬁ \Mﬂﬁ.\w) J@%\,&s\r\\

LT ,,



Kahler, Pam

From: Jones, James D - DHFS

Sent: Friday, January 19, 2007 3:13 PM

To: Johnston, James; Pink, Michelle; Kahler, Pam; DiMiceli, Gregory M - DHFS; Matano, Alfred -
DHFS; Nelson, Kirstin B - DHFS; Wong, Donna J - DHFS

Cc: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Subject: BC+ Statutory Language

Attachments: BCCross-RefSheet.doc

[

BCCross-RefSheet.
doc (131 KB)

I've attached a chart with the additional statutory cross-references that
we've checked out for BadgerCare Plus, which Pam asked us to look into.

It's also been pointed out that we need to make changes to some of the stat language
concerning cost sharing for the BadgerCare Plus benchmark plan. In the private insurance
product that is used as the basis for the benchmark plan, co-payments for the following
services were not flat amounts ($5, $100,

etc.) but percentage of eligible expenses. The following services had co-payments that
are 20% of eligible expenses:

-Inpatient Hospital
-Outpatient Hospital (including surgical) -Durable Medical Equipment -Rehabilitation
Services (outpatient & inpatient) -Skilled Nursing -Transportation

This is the benchmark plan as it should be included in the statutory language.

It was include in the various policy development papers that were written.
If we include "no more than 10%", it is unlikely that a flat fee would be more expensive
than 10%, should someone decide to go that direction.’



Kahler, Pam

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Friday, January 19, 2007 3:16 PM
To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James D - DHFS
Subject: RE: BC+

I've confirmed with Jim, that the cross reference in 66.0137 should not include
presumptively eligible children.

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 1/19/2007 9:43:39 AM

>>>

Thanks. I know, it seems almost silly to include presumptively eligible since it's so
short lived.

————— Original Message—-——--—

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2007 5:43 PM
To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James. D - DHFS

Subject: RE: BC+

Sorry I didn't understand your guestion. I am not sure about an answer.

On the one hand, these presumptively eligible (PE) children are only eligible for two
months. On the other hand, while PE, these children have access to the full benefits. We
need to check with Jim on this one.

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 1/18/2007 5:13:42

PM

>>>

Sorry, but I was asking if children (not pregnant women) with presumptive eligiblity
should be specifically included in the cross-reference in s. 66.0137 (3).

————— Original Message—-—--—-

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2007 5:01 PM
To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: RE: BC+

Pregnant women with presumptive eligibility are only eligible for a very limited set of

benefits. In addition, the current language in s.
66.0137 (3) does not specify pregnant women who are determined presumptively eligible
under s. 49.465. For these reasons, I do not think you want to add a cross reference in

chapter 66 to BC+ presumptively eligible pregnant women.

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 1/18/2007 2:23:35

PM

>>>

Thanks. I just had another question that I was going to send, so I'm glad I got your e-
mail. It looks to me as though in the draft youths exiting out of foster care are not
specifically exempted from paying premiums. They should be, shouldn't they? One more
fine point on the first question. It looks as though after our meeting last Friday I had
intended to add children (but not pregnant women) with presumtive eligibility to the
cross-reference in s. 66.0137 (3), but I'm not sure why. Should I?

————— Original Message----—-

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2007 1:40 PM
To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: Re: BC+



Pam,

Jim asked me to respond on his behalf. (FYI - he will be out the rest of the afternoon,
so if you have additional questions that need a quick reply, please copy me and I'll try
to answer 1if I can.)

The reference Jim made to include persons with incomes at or below 200% of poverty does
not include children or pregnant women with presumptive eligibility.

John

* ok ok ok ok kA k x &

NOTICE: This email and any attachments may contain confidential information. Use and
further disclosure of the information by the recipient must be consistent with applicable
laws, regulations and agreements. If you received this email in error, please notify the

sender; delete the email; and do not use, disclose or store the information it contains.
* * ok Kk k Kk Kk k K

John LaPhilliph

Lead Health Care Eligibility Innovations Planner Bureau of Eligibility Management Division
of Health Care Financing Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services

608-266-6772

laphijo@dhfs.state.wi.us

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 1/18/2007 12:10:38
PM >>>
Jim:

I have a question as I'm reviewing the cross-references - some of which we went over last
Friday. For those in s. 46.27 (and there may be others-I just haven't come to them yet)
you say to include those with incomes at or below 200 % of poverty. The reference
generally would be to a person eligible under sub. (4) (a), but do you want the reference
to specifically include a child with presumptive eligibility, too (under sub. (5) (b) 2.)7

Pamela J. Kahler

Legislative Attorney
Legislative Reference Bureau
608-266-2682



Kahler, Pam

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Tuesday, January 23, 2007 10:24 AM

To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Johnston, James: Pink, Michelle; DiMiceli, Gregory M - DHFS; Jones, James D - DHFS;
Matano, Alfred - DHFS; Nelson, Kirstin B - DHFS; Wong, Donna J - DHFS

Subject: Re: BC+ Statutory Language

Pam,

I'm responding to your questions you asked over the phecne yesterday. The statutory
language that we are would like for all the items listed in Jim's email below is to
require a cost share not to exceed 10% of the Medicaid allowable payment amount for these
services.

The outpatient Rehabilitation Services referred to below are physical, occupational,
speech and pulmonary therapies, limited to 20 outpatient visits per year for each type of
therapy. It also refers to outpatient cardiac rehabilitation therapy, limited to 36
visits per year.

Emergency Room services would remain as a $75 copay and would not be subject to the 10%
outpatient hospital cost share.

Hope this answers your questions. If I missed something, please let me know.
John

* ok ok X x ok Kk Kk K

NOTICE: This email and any attachments may contain confidential information.

Use and further disclosure of the information by the recipient must be consistent with

applicable laws, regulations and agreements. If you received this email in error, please
notify the sender; delete the email; and do not use, disclose or store the information it
contains.

ok ok ok kA Kk ok K K

John LaPhilliph

Lead Health Care Eligibility Innovations Planner Bureau of Eligibility Management Division
of Health Care Financing Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services

608-266-6772

laphijo@dhfs.state.wi.us

>>> James Jones 1/19/2007 3:13:51 PM >>> :
I've attached a chart with the additional statutory cross-references that we've checked
out for BadgerCare Plus, which Pam asked us to look into.

It's also been pointed out that we need to make changes to some of the stat language
concerning cost sharing for the BadgerCare Plus benchmark plan. 'In the private insurance
product that is used as the basis for the benchmark plan, co-payments for the following
services were not flat amounts ($5, $100,

etc.) but percentage of eligible expenses. The following services had co-payments that
are 20% of eligible expenses:

-Inpatient Hospital
-Outpatient Hospital (including surgical) -Durable Medical Equipment -Rehabilitation
Services (outpatient & inpatient) -Skilled Nursing -Transportation

This is the benchmark plan as it should be included in the statutory language.

It was include in the various policy development papers that were written.

If we include "no more than 10%", it is unlikely that a flat fee would be more expensive
than 10%, should someone decide to go that direction.

1



Kahler, Pam

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2007 5:43 PM -

To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: RE: BC+

Sorry I didn't understand your question. I am not sure about an answer.

On the one hand, these presumptively eligible (PE) children are only eligible for two
months. On the other hand, while PE, these children have access to the full benefits. We
need to check with Jim on this one.

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 1/18/2007 5:13:42 PM

>>>

Sorry, but I was asking if children (not pregnant women) with presumptive eligiblity
should be specifically included in the cross-reference in s. 66.0137 (3).

————— Original Message-----

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Thursday, January 18, 2007 5:01 PM
To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: RE: BC+

Pregnant women with presumptive eligibility are only eligible for a very limited set of

benefits. In addition, the current language in s.
66.0137 (3) does not specify pregnant women who are determined presumptively eligible
under s. 49.465. For these reasons, I do not think you want to add a cross reference in

chapter 66 to BC+ presumptively eligible pregnant women.

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 1/18/2007 2:23:35

PM

>>> . :

Thanks. I just had another question that I was going to send, so I'm glad I got your e-
mail. Tt looks to me as though in the draft youths exiting out of foster care are not
specifically exempted from paying premiums. They should be, shouldn't they? One more
fine point on the first question. It looks as though after our meeting last Friday I had
intended to add children (but not pregnant women) with presumtive eligibility to the
cross-reference in s. 66.0137 (3), but I'm not sure why. Should I?

————— Original Message---—-- :
From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS '
Sent: Thursday; January 18, 2007 1:40 PM

To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: Re: BC+

Pam,

Jim asked me to respond on his behalf. (FYI - he will be out the rest of the éfternoon,
so if you have additional questions that need a quick reply, please copy me and I'll try
to answer 1f I can.)

The reference Jim made to include persons with incomes at or below 200% of poverty does
not include children or pregnant women with presumptive eligibility.

John

* Kk ok ok X Kk x Kk %

NOTICE: This email and any attachments may contain confidential information. Use and
further disclosure of the information by the recipient must be consistent with applicable

1



laws, regulations and agreements. If you received this email in error, please notify the

sender; delete the email; and do not use, disclose or store the information it contains.
* ok ok K, ok Kk ok %k Kk

John LaPhilliph

Lead Health Care Eligibility Innovations Planner Bureau of Eligibility Management Division
of Health Care Financing Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services

608-266-6772

laphijo@dhfs.state.wi.us

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 1/18/2007 12:10:38
PM >>>
Jim:

I have a question as I'm reviewing the cross-references ~ some of which we went over last
Friday. For those in s. 46.27 (and there may be others—I just haven't come to them yet)
you say to include those with incomes at or below 200 % of poverty. The reference
generally would be to a person eligible under sub. (4) (a), but do you want the reference
to specifically include a child with presumptive eligibility, too (under sub. (5) (b) 2.)7?

Pamela J. Kahler

Legislative Attorney
Legislative Reference Bureau
608-266-2682
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Kahler, Pam

From: Kahler, Pam

Sent:  Wednesday, January 24, 2007 5:00 PM
To: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: RE: Cross-references

Jim:

I made the changes with two differences from your instructions:

Section 49.45 (42) (intro.) relates to personal care services, which are not included under Benchmark, so I did
not add a cross-reference. ‘ ‘

Section 49.45 (53) has both home health and personal care. Benchmark does have home health under s.
49.471 (11) (f), so I left the cross-reference at that (i.e., no personal care)

From: Jones, James D - DHFS

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2007 3:57 PM

To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: DiMiceli, Gregory M - DHFS; James Johnston; LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS; Matano, Alfred - DHFS; Nelson,
Kirstin B - DHFS; Michelle Pink; Wong, Donna J - DHFS

Subject: Re: Cross-references

I've attached a document that includes the answers to your questions/comments.

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@Ilegis.wisconsin.gov> 1/22/2007 12:18 PM >>>

I've gone over the responses to the latest list of possible cross-references that I sent and have a few follow-up
questions/comments:

I repealed s. 49.45 (24q) (a), but did not do anything with s. 49.45 (24m) (a). OK?

Section 49.45 (42) (intro.) was not addressed. Should it have a cross-reference to BC+ or Benchmark?

For s. 49.45 (44) (intro.) and (a), I added a cross-reference to s. 49.471 (11) (r), which is prenatal care
coordination, but there doesn't seem to be anything entirely comparable to "prenatal, postpartum, and young
child care coordination" under the Benchmark plan to cross-reference in 49.45 (44) (c). Should I just use s.
49.471 (11) (r) (prenatal care coordination) again?

I did not do anything with s. 49.45 (48). OK? (The response was "unsure if we are doing this.")

For s. 49.45 (53), I added home health services under Benchmark, but was unsure which services under
Benchmark, if any, correspond with personal care and respiratory care.

Same thing for s. 49.496 (3) (a) 2. d. What corresponds under Benchmark to personal care services?

Am I correct that nothing needs to be added to s. 108.02 (15) (k) 20. a. and b.?

For s. 449.17 (8), I added a cross-reference to s. 49.471 (11) (n), but the cross-reference in current law refers
to "rural health clinic services". I don't know if the cross-reference in current law is wrongd, and if not, what is

comparable under Benchmark?

Pamela J. Kahler

01/25/2007
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Legislative Attorney
Legislative Reference Bureau
608-266-2682

01/25/2007



Kahler, Pam

From: Jones, James D - DHFS

Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2007 11:26 AM
To: Kahler, Pam

Subject: Fwd: RE: Cross-references
Attachments: TEXT.htm

TEXT.htm (341 B)

I've attached Greg's answer on the personal care issue.

————— Original Message—-----
Date: 01/25/2007 11:25 am -0600 (Thursday)
From: Gregory DiMiceli

To: Jones, James

CC: LaPhilliph, John

Subject: Fwd: RE: Cross-references
Jim,

Pam is correct in her delineation of personal care.

>>> James Jones 1/25/2007 8:36 AM >>>
Check out Pam's e-mail on cross references. Since these are benchmark plan cross
references, I thought I'd check to see if these were okay with you?



Kahler, Pam

From: Jones, James D - DHFS

Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2007 11:27 AM
To: Kahler, Pam

Subject: Fwd: RE: Cross-references
Attachments: TEXT.htm

TEXT.htm (377 B)

I've attached Greg's answer to your concern regarding the MKE program.

————— Original Message—-----

Date: 01/25/2007 11:26 am -0600 (Thursday)
From: Gregory DiMiceli

To: Jones, James

CC: LaPhilliph, John

Subject: Fwd: RE: Cross-references

Pam is also correct with respect to the MKE program.
-Greg

>>> James Jones 1/25/2007 8:37 AM >>>
Another comment for you to look at and get back to me on. Thanks.
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Kahler, Pam

From: Kahler, Pam

Sent:  Wednesday, January 24, 2007 5:05 PM
To: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: RE: Cross-references

One other thing, I removed all of s. 49.45 (44) from the draft because I assumed you meant the section relates
to a Milwaukee-based program, not just the part under s. 49.45 (44) (c). Let me know if I'm wrong on that.

From: Jones, James D - DHFS

Sent: Wednesday, January 24, 2007 3:57 PM

To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: DiMiceli, Gregory M - DHFS; James Johnston; LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS; Matano, Alfred - DHFS; Nelson,
Kirstin B - DHFS; Michelle Pink; Wong, Donna J - DHFS

Subject: Re: Cross-references

I've attached a document that includes the answers to your questions/comments.

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 1/22/2007 12:18 PM >>>
I've gone over the responses to the latest list of possible cross-references that I sent and have a few follow-up
questions/comments:

I repealed s. 49.45 (24qg) (a), but did not do anything with s. 49.45 (24m) (a). OK?
Section 49.45 (42) (intro.) was not addressed. Should it have a cross-reference to BC+ or Benchmark?

For s, 49.45 (44) (intro.) and (a), I added a cross-reference to s. 49.471 (11) (r), which is prenatal care
coordination, but there doesn't seem to be anything entirely comparable to "prenatal, postpartum, and young
child care coordination” under the Benchmark plan to cross-reference in 49.45 (44) (c). Should I just use s.
49.471 (11) (r) (prenatal care coordination) again?

I did not do anything with s. 49.45 (48). OK? (The response was "unsure if we are doing this.")

For s. 49.45 (53), I added home health services under Benchmark, but was unsure which services under
Benchmark, if any, correspond with personal care and respiratory care.

Same thing for s. 49.496 (3) (a) 2. d. What corresponds under Benchmark to personal care services?

Am I correct that nothing needs to be added to s. 108.02 (15) (k) 20. a. and b.?

For s. 449.17 (8), I added a cross-reference to s. 49.471 (11) (n), but the cross-reference in current law refers
to "rural health clinic services". I don't know if the cross-reference in current law is wrong, and if not, what is
comparable under Benchmark?

Pamela J. Kahler

Legislative Attorney

Legislative Reference Bureau
608-266-2682

01/25/2007



Kahler, Pam

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Friday, January 26, 2007 2:52 PM

To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: BEM Response to 2nd LRB Draft of Statutes for BadgerCare PlusDRAFT.doc
Attachments: BEM Response to 2nd LRB Draft of Statutes for BadgerCare Plus DRAFT.doc

BEM Response to
2nd LRB Draft ...
Jim has said I may go ahead and send you this draft version of our comments

to the statutes. He plans to send you an official version of our comments later this
afternoon. I'll be around for questions. Given your time frames, feel free to call me on
my cell phone at 577-1771 if you have any questions and you can't reach me at my desk.
Thank you.

* Kk Kk kK Kk ok Kk K K

NOTICE: This email and any attachments may contain confidential information. Use and
further disclosure of the information by the recipient must be consistent with applicable
laws, regulations and agreements. If you received this email in error, please notify the

sender; delete the email; and do not use, disclose or store the information it contains.
ok ok k k ok Kk Kk K

John LaPhilliph

Lead Health Care Eligibility Innovations Planner Bureau of Eligibility Management Division
of Health Care Financing Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services

608-266-6772

laphijo@dhfs.state.wi.us



BEM Response to 2" LRB Draft of Statutes for BadgerCare Plus Provisions
January 26, 2007

The following remarks are comments and/or edits to the LRB draft dated 1/19/07. The headers
refer to the page and line number of the draft document.

_ Chapter 20
g”;/f%ll GPR and federal funding for BadgerCare Plus will be consolidated into Medical Assistance.

Page 1
\ M,Pléase revise 20.435(4)(b) to provide authority for payments for the BC+ program under 49.471.
Page 1, Line 3: Sections 2, 3, and 6 all contain changes to eliminate references to the
BadgerCare program in the DHFS budget. Therefore, we do not have budget authority in place
to operate the BadgerCare Plus program. Please amend sections 2, 3, and 6 to add
<7 “BadgerCare Plus” where “BadgerCare” has been deleted to provide authority to fund BC+
benefits as defined in 49.471.

Page 1, Line 2: Sections 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8 & 9 all contain changes to eliminate references to
the BadgerCare program in the DHFS budget. The concern is that should BadgerCare Plus

€+) not be approved by the federal government, or should that approval later be revoked, we
would not have budget authority in place to.continue operating the regular BadgerCare program.
Please amend these sections in a different manner to address this concern. (DHFS is now
waiting for DOA agreement on this change).

vP’ége 2, Line 21: Eliminate section 4. Move the language regarding the 10% to (4)(bm) on
page 1, line 4. \f\-ﬁﬂ’{) s WA A \{”M - @% Q,_gg%gwwm .

Page 3, Line 4: Add BC+ to section 5 so the language should read “BadgerCare Plus and Laet) ;,M:m
"r“’w@‘/' g T

Y “Medical Assistance.” D
C,Page 3, Line 16: Add BC+ to section 7 under49.471. . > : b

% 12, Line 15: Section 37 amends 49.45(18) to link co-payments for the BC+ standard plan
to be the_same as regular Medicaid, with the exception that BC+ recipients in a managed care
plan will have to make co-payments for services. However, there are no provisions drafted in
this section to altov\%the treatment of co-payments by providers in the case.ef BC+ recipients
covered by the benchimark plan. Likewise, exceptions for co-paymg@tsgiﬁ’ﬁfﬁz section appear to
contradict the co-payment pSITeiesQ;the BC+ benchmark )‘Q/ngmehile it is clear that co-
payments under the BadgerCare Plus-Benchmark Plan-aré not ‘voluntary’ in the sense that they
are in the standard MA plan, we are not sﬁffﬁg\ygft‘éﬂ handle this in the statute. In essence
providers may choose to refuse to pronggga covered good or service if the copayment is not
made. Regardless, under the fee:;gr:«fs”’érvice plan andTﬁ%eaLgtulating rates for the BadgerCare
Plus Benchmark Plan, BEM will-assume that the co-payment ﬁ‘as@gzn collected by the

7

provider. e \\

A

o
Page 16, Line g:ﬁﬂi definition of a “child” includes an unborn child. While there are instances
in the BC+ s ﬁion of the statute, where this definition may apply, we are concerned that there
are many places in the statute where such a definition creates ambiguity as to whether it applies
to both born and unborn children. The following citations within the draft statute are of particular

Page 1



BEM Response to 2" LRB Draft of Statutes for BadgerCare Plus Provisions
DRAFT
January 26, 2007

The following rema[gs are comments and/or edits to the LRB draft dated 1/19/07. The headers
refer to tr?ge’é'nj line number of the draft document.
ine 2: S¢

RS

Page 1; g ctions 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 8 & 9-all contain changes to eliminate references to
the BadgerCare program in the DHFS /bud’get. The concern is that'should BadgerCare_ Plus~—"
BC+) not be approved by the fegerﬁf government, or should that approval-laterté revoked, we
would not have budget autherity in place to continue operating the regular BadgerCare program.
Please amend these sections in a different manner to address this concern. WAITING FOR

DOA AGREEMENT ON THIS REQUEST

A

Page 12, Line 15: Section 37 amends 49.45(18) to link co-payments for the BC+ standard plan
to be the same as regular Medicaid, with the exception that BC+ recipients in a managed care

" plan will have to make co-payments for services. However, there are no provisions drafted in

\/ this section to allow for the treatment of co-payments by providers in the case of BC+ recipients

covered by the benchmark plan. Likewise, exceptions for co-payments in this section appear to
contradict the co-payment policies for the BC+ benchmark plan. While it is clear that co-
payments under the BadgerCare Plus Benchmark Plan are not ‘voluntary’ in the sense that they
are in the standard MA plan, we are not sure how to handle this in the statute. In essence
providers may choose to refuse to provide a covered good or service if the copayment is not
made. Regardless, under the fee-for-service plan and in calculating rates for the BadgerCare
Plus Benchmark Plan, BEM will assume that the co-payment has been collected by the

provider. (L@/*Q W_gm SO U SV Vi

‘P?lge 16, Line 9: The definition of a “child” includes an unborn child. While there are instances
in the BC+ section of the statute, where this definition may apply, we are concerned that there
are many places in the statute where such a definition creates ambiguity as to whether it applies
to both born and unborn E;/hildren. Tl}e‘ foIIov:/Pg cita\gor@/within }he raft statute are of particular
concem. 49.471 (4) (a) 3 (b) 3 ()Y (5) (DYV(A) (&), (V; (6) (a)} (¢} (7) (b) 2.; (8) (d) 1.; (10) (d)

“12. Either these sections need to be modified to clarify that they do not apply to unborn children
or the definition should be changed. (N g (BN st (0D eh ael

v

Page 16, Line 12: LRB NOTE - We do not have a definition for or use the concept of a
‘BadgerCare Plus group.” Should this be something like “is related to a member of a family (or
individual?) receiving benefits under this section”? Alternatively, do you want to define “group”?
The definition would apply only to this definition. Response: We do not need to define “group”.
Please use your suggested wording, “Is related to an individual receiving benefits under this
section.”

\/P{gje 16, Line 16: LRB NOTE - We do not have a definition for or use the concept of a
‘BadgerCare Plus group.” See question on language above. Response: Same as above.

Page 17, Line 2: Please delete the second sentence in paragraph (e).
Page 17, Line 6: LRB NOTE - This definition does not include stepbrothers and sisters of an

nborn child, and may not include half brothers and sisters, of an unborn child. Is that okay?
Response: No. See comment above. '

Page 1



(/PZ@ 18, Line 4: Please add to subd. 4. the following. “An unborn chijld’s eligibility for

- overage under (4) ?? shall not begin before the first day of the month in which the unborn

child’s mother provides the medical verification.”
Pa/gé 19 Lines 1 — 14: We are concerned that paragraph (3) (a) is not clear about our intent.
Some suggested changes follow. For (3) (a) 2., “Notwithstanding subd. 1., a person eligible for
medical assistance under s. 49.46 (1) (a) 3. or 4. may not receive benefits under this section.”
For (3) (a) 3., “Notwithstanding subd. 1., an individual described in sub. (4) (a) or (b) or (5) who
is eligible for medical assistance under s. 49.46 (1) (a) 5., 6m., 14., 14m., or 15. or (d) or 49.47
(4) (a) or (as) may receive medical assistance benefits under this section or under s. 49.46 or
4947

Page 20, Line 16: Please add to subd 1. the following: “Eligibility obtained under this
\/subdivision continues for the balance of the pregnancy and to the last day of the month in which
Mtﬁe 60th day after the last day of the pregnancy falls without regard to any change in family

income.” 0\/@»«0@,@5@13 L TN o A B Mjm

Pdge 21, Line 13: LRB NOTE: Is it possible for an individual under this subdivision to lose
L~ eligibility sooner? Response: Yes. If they leave Wisconsin, fail to cooperate with child support,
etol.

age 21, Line 15: Please add another group under (a). These are children referred to in (7) (b)
2., who have met the spenddown which brings the family income down to 150% of the FPL in a
6-month period.

(_~Page 21, Line 18: Please add to subd 1. the following: “Eligibility obtained under this
(M subdivision continues for the balance of the pregnancy and to the last day of the month in which
~“the 60th day after the last day of the pregnancy falls without regard to any change in family
income.” a}lﬁeﬂéy o = ot eyl & oA Liowe ktﬁﬂ
Page 21, Line 20: Please change (b) 2. to read: “2. A child who is under one year of age,
\,/those mother was, on the day the child was born, eligible for and receiving medical assistance
under subd. 1. and who lives with his or her mother in this state.”

Page 22, Line 8: Please add another group under (b). These are the pregnant women referred
t/tﬁ% (7) (b) 1. who have met the spenddown which brings the family income down to 300% of
the FPL in a 6-month period.

Page 22, Line 11: Please add another set of benefits under (4). Unborn children are only

eligible for prenatal care benefits. We did not define “prenatal care” in BC and do not see a

need to define it for BC+. We also need to distinguish that unborn children with family incomes

not exceeding 200% of the FPL receive prenatal care benefits under the standard plan, while ("
%nborn children with incomes over 200% up to 300% receive prenatal care benefits under the

Qggghm,ggkg@g,fﬁnally, unborn children whose family meeétsthe spenddown to 300% of the > (/

FPL under (7) (b) 1., qualify for prenatal care benefits under the benchmark plan. o

e

Pa'gék 25Lme3 Please change (g) 1. to read, “1. Except as provided in subd. 2., as a
condition of eligibility for coverage under this section, an individual with income shall provide
verification, as determined by the department, of that income.”

Page 2



Page 26, Line 23: Please add that unborn children who become eligible under (b) 1. do not get

(/tﬁe 60-day postpartum extension that pregnant women get. (This is a special provision we have
to follow because of federal regulations. The mothers of the unborn children are not eligible
themselves for BC+ and therefore do not qualify for the 60-day extension.)

Page 26, Line 23: Please delete from (vb)2. the following, “has the health insurance coverage
specified in sub. (8) (b) 1. and”. Eligibility for spenddowns applies to both insured and
uninsured children.

%geﬂ, Line 2: Please add the word, “the” at the end of this line.

Page 27, Line 6: : LRB NOTE: I'm sure these provisions are still not correct. I'm not quite
sure of what is meant by all pregnant women and all children in the household becoming
eligible. Response: This section (b) does need more policy added. The spenddowns are )
determined as the difference between the family’s monthly income and the income limits (300% rote

and 150% of poverty) for each month during a six consecutive month period which are then
dded up to a 6-month spenddown amount. If a family’s income in April is $2,000 and the limit 0
is $1,800, then the family is $200 over the monthly limit. Assuming no changes in the income or Ll
the limits occurs during the next six months, the spenddown is $200/month times 6 months, or Q% “‘5 f
$1,200. The other policy we would like to have in the statute is that if the family incurs enough
medical bills (that are not covered by insurance or other liable parties) within the 6-month
spenddown period, from the date they meet the spenddown to the end of that period, all the
qualifying children in the family become eligible for BC+ benefits under the standard plan, with
no premiums. So if one child has a big hospital bill, it could result in all his siblings becoming
BC+ eligible for up to six months. Similarly, if a family has more than one pregnant member,
should they meet the 300% spenddown, then all the pregnant women get covered.

Page 28, Line 18: Please add to (c) that for an unborn child the provisions in (b) also apply,

irregardless of income, to both the unborn child and the unborn child’s mother. In other words, e,

an unborn child or his or her mother, regardless of the family’s income, may not have any health ~ ¢h.2g

ipsurance coverage, including employer sponsored coverage where 80% of the premiums are Gl gty
(/c)aid by the employer. Nor may they have been covered in the last three calendar months

unless they have good cause for losing the coverage. In addition, they may not have access to

the employer sponsored insurance or have had access in the last.12 months without good

cause, or have access to such insurance in the next three months. (These stringent conditions

have to be applied because unborn children are covered under the separate State Children’s

. Health Insurance Program.)

\/Page 29, Line 4: Please add another group under (d) 1. These are the children in a family
that meets a spenddown in (7) (b) 2. but this is only for the remainder of the spenddown period.

r. (b) 2. is not ineligible if any of the following good cause reasons applies to the individual’s

\/lgage 29, Line 5: Please clarify 2. by making the following changes: “2. An individual under
a
nglag:e\sﬂng health insurance coverage under par. (b) 1.”

ge 29, Line 14: LRB NOTE I changed “coverage under BadgerCare to “coverage under
this section.” Is that correct? Response: Yes. o

C/Ba’ée 29, Line 15: Please change the word “coverage” to “access” on this line.

Page 3



Page 30, Line 23: Please add after, “pregnant woman,” “a child described in sub. (4) (a) 2. or

_A(b) 2. or an individual described in sub. (4) (a) 5. These are individuals for whom insurance
coverage is not a bar to eligibility, so there is no reason to require verification of insurance from
the employers.

Page 31, Line 6: In par. (b), we are dropping the 10 days for recipients and applying the “30
\,/‘éalendar days” requirement for both recipients and applicants. Please modify this paragraph to
accommodate this change.

Page 31, Line 16: Please add after the word “paragraph”, “attributable to”, and delete the word
“‘in”, and do the same on line 18. We want it to be clear that the $1,000 and the $15,000
amounts refer to the penalties incurred for a six month period from non- or late responses that
occur in that 6-month period. DHFS also wants to add to (c) that employers must pay the .
penalties to DHFS 45 calendar days after failing to comply with the requirements in par. (b). In
addition, we would like to have the same authority to issue Orders to Compel Payment, request
lien judgments and request tax intercepts for delinquent employers as we have for Medicaid
recoveries under 49.497 and 49.85. e
ge 31A Llne fl8 Please add a. p V|s10n that requires employers to pay the pen
ff DHF’§W25 calendar-days after they o

o mwvﬂ:zm

R P
T e

Page 31, Line 20: Please add another subdlwsmn to (c). We want to make it clear that
employers who provide DHFS insurance coverage information, for their company as a whole,
won't have to worry about being penalized for failing to respond to an inquiry for one employee’s
case. DHFS plans to set up a process for employers to provide us with the basic information
about health insurance coverage that they offer to all their employees. We'll save that
information in a data base and use that information to determine BC+ eligibility for an employee,
instead of sending forms to the employer. So subd.4. should day something like: “The fines do
not apply to employers who provide timely information once a year to the department in the
format specified by the department, which is needed to determine whether the employer
provndes access to health insurance coverage as provided for under state law and Department

policy.”

Mwmﬁ' ——
\AZW

wage 33, Line 1: Please add three more groups to (d) 2. who do not have to pay a premium.
T

hese are:
e The children in families that meet the spenddown under (7) (b) 2.
¢ Children (including unborn children) with incomes not exceeding 200% of poverty
¢ Pregnant women with incomes not exceeding 200% of poverty

\/Pége 34, Line 1: Please add “pulmonary therapy” to the other therapies in (i).

P ge 35, Line 21: Please add a change to s. 49.45 (3m) (a) 3. We want to make it clear that
providers will be allowed to charge higher co-payments for BC+ recipients in the benchmark
plan than are allowed under the federal regulations cited in 3.

Page 35 line 24: Sections 50, 51, 52 and 54 remove all reference in BadgerCare to the
provision that allowed us to restrict new enroliments in the program if we were to face
insufficient federal funding. The concern is that should BadgerCare Plus (BC+) not be approved
by the federal government, or should that approval later be revoked, we would not have budget
authority in place to restrict future BadgerCare enroliments. Please amend these sections in a

& A
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different manner to address this concern. WAITING FOR DOA AGREEMENT ON THIS
REQUEST

‘ %e 39, Line 24: Please add a reference to BC+ to s. 302.386(1) of the statutes. ~
‘ Lo e opclatrion gL e YWors Pﬂﬁ /
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Kahler, Pam

From: Nelson, Kirstin B - DHFS

Sent: Friday, January 26, 2007 10:51 AM

To: James Johnston

Cc: Bove, Fredi-Ellen E - DHFS; Jones, James D - DHFS; LaPhllhph John O - DHFS; Megna,
Rlchard DHFS; Michelle Pink; Kahler, Pam

Subject: BC+ stat language question

Importance: High

** High Priority **
Jim,

In the budget sections of the draft BC+ stat language, references to BadgerCare have been
deleted. Our concern is that if the bill passes and then we don't get the federal
waivers, we would not be able to revert back to current BC statutes. Would it be possible
to retain the existing BC statutes in case we don't get the federal waivers?

Thanks.
Kirstin

Kirstin Nelson

Budget and Policy Analyst

Office of Strategic Finance

Department of Health and Family Services
(608) 266-5362

nelsokb@dhfs.state.wi.us

* Kk k ok ok k& Kk ok K

NOTICE: This email and any attachments may contain confidential information. Use and
further disclosure of the information by the recipient must be consistent with applicable
laws, regulations and agreements. If you received this email in error, please notify the
sender; delete the email; and do not use, disclose or store the information it contains.




Kahler, Pam

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Saturday, January 27, 2007 3:57 PM

To: Kahler, Pam

Subject: RE: BEM Response to 2nd LRB Draft of Statutes for BadgerCarePlusDRAFT.doc

Oops. That's a typo that I forgot to delete. The comment for line 16 covers everything
we want. Sorry about that.

* ok ok ok ok ok ok ok Kk

NOTICE: This email and any attachments may contain confidential information. Use and
further disclosure of the information by the recipient must be consistent with applicable
laws, regulations and agreements. If you received this email in error, please notify the

sender; delete the email; and do not use, disclose or store the information it contains.
* ok ok ok kK ok x kK

John LaPhilliph

Lead Health Care Eligibility Innovations Planner Bureau of Eligibility Management Division
of ‘Health Care Financing Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services

608-266-6772 '

laphijo@dhfs.state.wi.us

>>> "Kahler, Pam" <Pam.Kahler@legis.wisconsin.gov> 01/26/07 4:50 PM >>>
John:

See comment on page 4 for page 31, line 18 of draft. The end of the sentence is cut off.

————— Original Message-—-—-—-

From: LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS

Sent: Friday, January 26, 2007 2:52 PM

To: Kahler, Pam

Cc: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: BEM Response to 2nd LRB Draft of Statutes for BadgerCare PlusDRAFT.doc

Jim has said I may go ahead and send you this draft version of our comments to the
statutes. He plans to send you an official version of our comments later this afternoon.
I'll be around for questions. Given your time frames, feel free to call me on my cell
phone at 577-1771 if you have any questions and you can't reach me at my desk. Thank you.

* Tk ok ok ok Kk Kk Kk K&

NOTICE: This email and any attachments may contain confidential information. Use and
further disclosure of the information by the recipient must be consistent with applicable
laws, regulations and agreements. If you received this email in error, please notify the

sender; delete the email; and do not use, disclose or store the information it contains.
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John LaPhilliph

Lead Health Care Eligibility Innovations Planner Bureau of Eligibility Management Division
of Health Care Financing Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services

608-266-6772 : :
laphijo@dhfs.state.wi.us
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Kahler, Pam

From: Jones, James D - DHFS

Sent: Saturday, January 27, 2007 10:16 AM

To: DiMiceli, Gregory M - DHFS; James Johnston; LaPhilliph, John O - DHFS; Matano, Alfred -
DHFS; Nelson, Kirstin B - DHFS; Michelle Pink; Wong, Donna J - DHFS

Cc: Bove, Fredi-Ellen E - DHFS; Dombrowicki, Angela - DHFS; Mcllquham Cheryl J - DHFS;
Megna, Richard - DHFS; Pam Kahler

Subject: Latest Comments on DRAFT BC+ Statutory Language for LRB

Attachments: BEM Response to 2nd LRB Draft of Statutes for BadgerCare Plus DRAFT.doc; James
Jones.vcf

I have attached our latest comments on the draft BadgerCare Plus statutory language drafted by LRB. There
are two outstanding issues that need to be addressed in our comments:

1. We have determined that the manner that the draft reads would eliminate DHFS' ability to run the current
BadgerCare program, should the federal government either deny our waiver or state plan amendment requests
orif, at some later time, the waiver was terminated by the state or the federal agency. Staff in OSF and BEM
have worked to identify the changes necessary to alleviate this concern. We are now waiting for DOA's
concurrence on this change. The comments on page one of the attached document from 'Chapter 20' to 'Page
3, Line 16" and on page five the comment that begins "Page 35, Line 24' are related to this issue.

2. The language we currently have for certain copayments and coinsurance for the Benchmark Plan does include
any language, as the nominal copayments under the Standard Plan do, governing the effect of the recipient not
paying these cost share amounts. A decision on what and how the new requirement needs to be made by COB
on Monday, January 29, 2007. The comment on page one of the attached document that starts 'Page 12, Line
15' is related to this issue.

I am copying Pam Kahler at LRB with these comments, so that she can begin working on the changes to the
draft since we are so short on time. If I recall this correctly, Pam told John L. that the concatenation of the
budget statutory.changes begins on Monday at noon.

James Jones, Director

Bureau of Eligibility Management

Division of Health Care Financing

Wisconsin Department of Health & Family Services
jonesid@dhfs.state.wi.us

01/27/2007



Kahler, Pam

From: Kahler, Pam

Sent: Thursday, January 25, 2007 4:57 PM
To: Jones, James D - DHFS

Subject: BC+ premiums

Jim:

I'm going over the draft and thought that it might be a good idea to include the other individuals who do not pay a premium
in what is s. 49.471 (10) (d) 2. in the latest version. It appears that both a child whose income is at or below 200% of
poverty and a pregnant woman whose income is at or below 200% of poverty do not pay premiums. Should | add these to
the exceptions to paying premiums? | don't know about migrant workers. Thanks.

@amela J. Kahler
Legislative Attorney
Legislative Reference Bureau
608-266-2682




