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CENTERS FOR MEDICARE & MEDICAID SERVICES

August 22, 2022

Drew Snyder, Executive Director

Division of Medicaid, Mississippi Department of Human Services
550 High Street, Suite 1000

Walters Sillers Building

Jackson, MS 39201-1325

Dear Drew Snyder:

In accordance with 42 CFR 438.6(c), the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services (CMS) has
reviewed and is approving Mississippi’s submission of a proposal for delivery system and
provider payment initiatives under Medicaid managed care plan contracts. The proposal was
received by CMS on April 20, 2022. Revised preprints were received on July 5, 2022 and August
18, 2022. Initially, the proposal’s control name was MS Fee.VBP_AMC.PC.SP.Oth_Renewal

- 20220701-20230630. However, during the course of review, Mississippi submitted a revised
preprint to replace the original submission. The proposal’s new control name is
MS_Fee.VBP_AMC_Renewal_20220701-20230630.

Specifically, the following proposal for delivery system and provider payment initiatives (i.e.
state directed payment) is approved:

e Uniform percentage increase established by the state for professional services at an
academic medical center for the rating period covering July 1, 2022 through June 30,
2023.

This approval letter does not constitute approval of any Medicaid managed care plan contracts or
rate certifications for the aforementioned rating period, or any specific Medicaid financing
mechanism used to support the provider payment arrangement. All other federal laws and
regulations apply. This approval letter only satisfies the regulatory requirement pursuant to 42
CFR 438.6(c)(2) for written approval prior to implementation of any payment arrangement
described in 42 CFR 438.6(c)(1). Approval of the corresponding Medicaid managed care plan
contracts and rate certifications is still required.

The state is always required to submit a contract action(s) to incorporate the contractual
obligation for the state directed payment and related capitation rates that include this payment
arrangement.

Note that this payment arrangement and all state directed payments must be addressed in the
applicable rate certifications. Documentation of all state directed payments must be included in
the initial rate certification as outlined in Section I, Item 4 of the Medicaid Managed Care Rate
Development Guide. The state and its actuary must ensure all documentation outlined in the
Medicaid Managed Care Rate Development Guide is included in the initial rate certification.
Failure to provide all required documentation in the rate certification may cause delays in CMS
review. CMS is happy to provide technical assistance to states and their actuaries.



https://www.medicaid.gov/medicaid/managed-care/guidance/rate-review-and-rate-guides/index.html
https://www.medicaid.gov/medicaid/managed-care/guidance/rate-review-and-rate-guides/index.html

As part of the preprint, the state indicated that this state directed payment will be incorporated into
the state’s rate certification through a separate payment term. As the payment arrangement is
addressed through a separate payment term, CMS has several requirements related to this payment
arrangement, including but not limited to the requirement that the state’s actuary must certify the
aggregate amount of the separate payment term and an estimate of the magnitude of the payment
on a per member per month (PMPM) basis for each rate cell. Failure to provide all required
documentation in the rate certification may cause delays in CMS review. As the PMPM magnitude
IS an estimate in the initial rate certification, no later than 12 months after the rating period is
complete, the state must submit documentation to CMS that incorporates the total amount of the
state directed payment into the rate certification’s rate cells consistent with the distribution
methodology described in the initial rate certification, as if the payment information (e.g.,
providers receiving the payment, amount of the payment, utilization that occurred, enrollees seen,
etc.) had been known when the rates were initially developed. Please submit this documentation
to statedirectedpayment@cms.hhs.gov and include the control name listed for this review along
with the rating period.

Additionally, if the total amount of the state directed payment or distribution methodology is
changed from the initial rate certification, CMS requires the state to submit both a state directed
payment preprint amendment and an amendment to the rate certification(s) for the rating period,
and clearly describe the magnitude of and the reason for the change.

If you have questions concerning this approval or state directed payments in general, please
contact Lovie Davis, Division of Managed Care Policy, at (410) 786-1533 or at
lovie.davis@cms.hhs.gov.

Sincerely,

Digitally signed by John

John Giles e 0082

16:33:14 -04'00°

John Giles, MPA
Director, Division of Managed Care Policy
Center for Medicaid and CHIP Services
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Section 438.6(c) Preprint

42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c) provides States with the flexibility to implement delivery system and
provider payment initiatives under MCO, PIHP, or PAHP Medicaid managed care contracts (i.e.,
state directed payments). 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1) describes types of payment arrangements that
States may use to direct expenditures under the managed care contract. Under 42 C.F.R. §
438.6(c)(2)(i1), contract arrangements that direct an MCO's, PIHP's, or PAHP's expenditures
under paragraphs (c)(1)(i) through (c)(1)(i1) and (c)(1)(iii)(B) through (D) must have written
approval from CMS prior to implementation and before approval of the corresponding managed
care contract(s) and rate certification(s). This preprint implements the prior approval process and
must be completed, submitted, and approved by CMS before implementing any of the specific
payment arrangements described in 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(1) through (c)(1)(i1) and (c)(1)(iii)(B)
through (D). Please note, per the 2020 Medicaid and CHIP final rule at 42 C.F.R. §
438.6(c)(1)(ii1)(A), States no longer need to submit a preprint for prior approval to adopt
minimum fee schedules using State plan approved rates as defined in 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(a).

Submit all state directed payment preprints for prior approval to:
StateDirectedPayment@cms.hhs.gov.

SECTION I: DATE AND TIMING INFORMATION

1. Identify the State’s managed care contract rating period(s) for which this payment
arrangement will apply (for example, July 1, 2020 through June 30, 2021):
July 1, 2022 - June 30, 2023

2. Identify the State’s requested start date for this payment arrangement (for example,
January 1, 2021). Note, this should be the start of the contract rating period unless this
payment arrangement will begin during the rating period. July 1, 2022

3. Identify the managed care program(s) to which this payment arrangement will apply:
MississippiCAN
4. Identify the estimated total dollar amount (federal and non-federal dollars) of this state

directed payment: $38,018,361
a. Identify the estimated federal share of this state directed payment: $30,821,485.2¢

b. Identify the estimated non-federal share of this state directed payment: $7 196,875.7+

Please note, the estimated total dollar amount and the estimated federal share should be
described for the rating period in Question 1. If the State is seeking a multi-year approval
(which is only an option for VBP/DSR payment arrangements (42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(i)-
(ii))), States should provide the estimates per rating period. For amendments, states
should include the change from the total and federal share estimated in the previously
approved preprint.

5. Is this the initial submission the State is seeking approval under 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c) for
this state directed payment arrangement? [ ] Yes [-] No


mailto:StateDirectedPayment@cms.hhs.gov
mailto:StateDirectedPayment@cms.hhs.gov
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6. If this is not the initial submission for this state directed payment, please indicate if:

7.

a. [] The State is seeking approval of an amendment to an already approved state
directed payment.

b. [-] The State is seeking approval for a renewal of a state directed payment for a new
rating period.

i. If the State is seeking approval of a renewal, please indicate the rating periods
for which previous approvals have been granted:
July 1, 2019-June30,2020,July 1, 2020-June30, 2021 ,andJuly 1, 2021-June0, 2022

c. Please identify the types of changes in this state directed payment that differ from
what was previously approved.

[=] Payment Type Change

[] Provider Type Change

[w] Quality Metric(s) / Benchmark(s) Change

[l Other; please describe:

[ No changes from previously approved preprint other than rating period(s).

[=] Please use the checkbox to provide an assurance that, in accordance with 42 C.F.R. §
438.6(c)(2)(i1)(F), the payment arrangement is not renewed automatically.

SECTION II: TYPE OF STATE DIRECTED PAYMENT

8.

In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(ii)(A), describe in detail how the payment
arrangement is based on the utilization and delivery of services for enrollees covered
under the contract. The State should specifically discuss what must occur in order for the
provider to receive the payment (e.g., utilization of services by managed care enrollees,
meet or exceed a performance benchmark on provider quality metrics).

The CoordinatedCareOrganizationgCCOs)will payfor servicegrovidedatanacademignedicalcenterto
enrolleedy physiciansaandothereligible professionatervicepractitionersThe eligible providergroupwill
receivequarterlypaymentdollowing utilization of servicedy managedareenrolleesfor eachquarterlyperiod.
Pleaseseequestionsl3band19cfor additionaldetailson how the paymentarrangemeris basedn utilization
anddeliveryof servicesandperformancen quality metrics.
a. [=] Please use the checkbox to provide an assurance that CMS has approved the
federal authority for the Medicaid services linked to the services associated with the

SDP (i.e., Medicaid State plan, 1115(a) demonstration, 1915(c) waiver, etc.).

b. Please also provide a link to, or submit a copy of, the authority document(s) with
initial submissions and at any time the authority document(s) has been
renewed/revised/updated.

https://medicaid.ms.gov/about/state-plan/approved-state-plan-amendments/

Please see attachment '2_Questions8b_20c-SPA' for the approved SPA.
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9. Please select the general type of state directed payment arrangement the State is seeking
prior approval to implement. (Check all that apply and address the underlying questions
for each category selected.)

a. [®] VALUE-BASED PAYMENTS / DELIVERY SYSTEM REFORM: In accordance with 42
C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(1) and (i1), the State is requiring the MCO, PIHP, or PAHP to
implement value-based purchasing models for provider reimbursement, such as
alternative payment models (APMs), pay for performance arrangements, bundled
payments, or other service payment models intended to recognize value or outcomes
over volume of services; or the State is requiring the MCO, PIHP, or PAHP to
participate in a multi-payer or Medicaid-specific delivery system reform or
performance improvement initiative.

If checked, please answer all questions in Subsection I1A.

b. [=] FEE SCHEDULE REQUIREMENTS: In accordance with 42 C.F.R. §
438.6(c)(1)(ii1)(B) through (D), the State is requiring the MCO, PIHP, or PAHP to
adopt a minimum or maximum fee schedule for network providers that provide a
particular service under the contract; or the State is requiring the MCO, PIHP, or
PAHP to provide a uniform dollar or percentage increase for network providers that
provide a particular service under the contract. [Please note, per the 2020 Medicaid
and CHIP final rule at 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(iii)(A), States no longer need to
submit a preprint for prior approval to adopt minimum fee schedules using
State plan approved rates as defined in 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(a).]

If checked, please answer all questions in Subsection IIB.

SUBSECTION IIA: VALUE-BASED PAYMENTS (VBP) / DELIVERY SYSTEM
REFORM (DSR):

This section must be completed for all state directed payments that are VBP or DSR. This
section does not need to be completed for state directed payments that are fee schedule
requirements.

10. Please check the type of VBP/DSR State directed payment the State is seeking prior
approval for. Check all that apply, if none are checked, proceed to Section III.

Quality Payment/Pay for Performance (Category 2 APM, or similar)

Bundled Payment/Episode-Based Payment (Category 3 APM, or similar)
Population-Based Payment/Accountable Care Organization (Category 4 APM, or
similar)

Multi-Payer Delivery System Reform

Medicaid-Specific Delivery System Reform

Performance Improvement Initiative

Other Value-Based Purchasing Model

D=0 oo
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11.

12.

Provide a brief summary or description of the required payment arrangement selected
above and describe how the payment arrangement intends to recognize value or outcomes
over volume of services. If “other” was checked above, identify the payment model. The
State should specifically discuss what must occur in order for the provider to receive the
payment (e.g., meet or exceed a performance benchmark on provider quality metrics).

The goal of the MS MAPS Program is to ensure access to high quality primary and specialty care services for MS DOM Managed Care members by the state's €
Medicaid provider—the University of Mississippi Medical Center (UMMC). MS MAPS is a performance improvement program designed to recognize improvemer
outcomes and support innovation required to achieve those improved outcomes. Five percent (5%) of the total program payments will be at-risk dependent on th
of defined targets across six quality measures. The six quality measures will be weighted evenly as is further explained in response to question 13b. The six nati
recognized quality measures closely align with Mississippi's quality strategy and focus on the following core areas:

- Access to Preventative Services

- Behavioral Health

- Chronic Disease Management

- Children's Health

In Table 1 below, identify the measure(s), baseline statistics, and targets that the State
will tie to provider performance under this payment arrangement (provider performance
measures). Please complete all boxes in the row. To the extent practicable, CMS
encourages states to utilize existing, validated, and outcomes-based performance

measures to evaluate the payment arrangement, and recommends States use the CMS
Adult and Child Core Set Measures when applicable.

TABLE 1: Payment Arrangement Provider Performance Measures

Measure Name Measure

Performance

) 2 4
and NQF # (if Steward/ Ba‘s{zl;:e ];i;:il;l:ii Measurement Per;(:;m;nce Notes
applicable) Developer! Period? g
Example: Percent | CMS CY 2018 9.23% Year 2 8% Example
of High-Risk notes

Residents with
Pressure Ulcers —
Long Stay

a.See measures, baseline
statistics, and targets in
attachment '3_Question:

-Tablel'

b.

C.

.

1. Baseline data must be added after the first year of the payment arrangement

2. If state-developed, list State name for Steward/Developer.

3. If this is planned to be a multi-year payment arrangement, indicate which year(s) of the payment arrangement that performance
on the measure will trigger payment.

4. If the State is using an established measure and will deviate from the measure steward’s measure specifications, please
describe here. Additionally, if a state-specific measure will be used, please define the numerator and denominator here.



https://www.medicaid.gov/medicaid/quality-of-care/quality-of-care-performance-measurement/adult-and-child-health-care-quality-measures/index.html
https://www.medicaid.gov/medicaid/quality-of-care/quality-of-care-performance-measurement/adult-and-child-health-care-quality-measures/index.html

Department of Health and Human Services Section 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c) Preprint January 2021
Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services

13. For the measures listed in Table 1 above, please provide the following information:

a. Please describe the methodology used to set the performance targets for each
measure.

Thegoalin settingperformanceargetss to establisichallengingyet attainable
goalswhich demonstratéhe program'positiveimpacton quality of careandpatient
outcomesFor PY4,targetshavebeensetat 5% increaseabovethe Baselineyearof
CY 2021basedn UMMC's historicalperformancendinformedby national
benchmark$rom the NCQA Quality Compass.

b. If multiple provider performance measures are involved in the payment arrangement,
discuss if the provider must meet the performance target on each measure to receive
payment or can providers receive a portion of the payment if they meet the
performance target on some but not all measures?

The5% at-riskpaymentwill betiedto performanceonthe measuresutlinedin
Tablel. UMMC will receivel/6thof the quality incentivepool for eachmeasure
meetingor exceedinghetarget.

c. For state-developed measures, please briefly describe how the measure was
developed?

N/A
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14. Is the State seeking a multi-year approval of the state directed payment arrangement?

El Yes [-]No

a. Ifthis payment arrangement is designed to be a multi-year effort, denote the State’s
managed care contract rating period(s) the State is seeking approval for.

b. If this payment arrangement is designed to be a multi-year effort and the State is
NOT requesting a multi-year approval, describe how this application’s payment
arrangement fits into the larger multi-year effort and identify which year of the effort
is addressed in this application.

TheMS MAPS programwill bein thefourth yearof amulti-yearimprovementrrangemenin SFY 2023.
With this newyear,the programwill beincorporatingspecificvaluebasedjoalsandinitiativesto carry
forwardinto futureyears.

15. Use the checkboxes below to make the following assurances:

a. [=]In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(iii)(A), the state directed payment
arrangement makes participation in the value-based purchasing initiative, delivery
system reform, or performance improvement initiative available, using the same
terms of performance, to the class or classes of providers (identified below)
providing services under the contract related to the reform or improvement initiative.

b. [=]In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(iii)(B), the payment arrangement
makes use of a common set of performance measures across all of the payers and
providers.

c¢. [=]In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(iii)(C), the payment arrangement
does not set the amount or frequency of the expenditures.

d. [=]In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(iii)(D), the payment arrangement
does not allow the State to recoup any unspent funds allocated for these
arrangements from the MCO, PIHP, or PAHP.

SUBSECTION IIB: STATE DIRECTED FEE SCHEDULES:
This section must be completed for all state directed payments that are fee schedule

requirements. This section does not need to be completed for state directed payments that are
VBP or DSR.

16. Please check the type of state directed payment for which the State is seeking prior
approval. Check all that apply; if none are checked, proceed to Section III.

a. [_] Minimum Fee Schedule for providers that provide a particular service under the

contract using rates other than State plan approved rates ' (42 CF.R. §
438.6(c)(1)(iii)(B))

b. [ ] Maximum Fee Schedule (42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(iii)(D))
c¢. [=] Uniform Dollar or Percentage Increase (42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(iii)(C))

! Please note, per the 2020 Medicaid and CHIP final rule at 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(iii)(A), States no longer need to
submit a preprint for prior approval to adopt minimum fee schedules that use State plan approved rates as defined in

42 C.F.R. § 438.6(a).
6
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17. If the State is seeking prior approval of a fee schedule (options a or b in Question 16):
a. Check the basis for the fee schedule selected above.

i. [ ] The State is proposing to use a fee schedule based on the State-plan
approved rates as defined in 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(a). 2

ii. [_] The State is proposing to use a fee schedule based on the Medicare or
Medicare-equivalent rate.

iii. [ ] The State is proposing to use a fee schedule based on an alternative fee
schedule established by the State.

1. If the State is proposing an alternative fee schedule, please describe the
alternative fee schedule (e.g., 80% of Medicaid State-plan approved rate)

b. Explain how the state determined this fee schedule requirement to be reasonable and
appropriate.

18. If using a maximum fee schedule (option b in Question 16), please answer the following
additional questions:

a. [ ] Use the checkbox to provide the following assurance: In accordance with 42
C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(ii1)(C), the State has determined that the MCO, PIHP, or PAHP
has retained the ability to reasonably manage risk and has discretion in
accomplishing the goals of the contract.

b. Describe the process for plans and providers to request an exemption if they are
under contract obligations that result in the need to pay more than the maximum fee
schedule.

c. Indicate the number of exemptions to the requirement:

i. Expected in this contract rating period (estimate)
ii. Granted in past years of this payment arrangement

d. Describe how such exemptions will be considered in rate development.

2 Please note, per the 2020 Medicaid and CHIP final rule at 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(1)(iii)(A), States no longer need to
submit a preprint for prior approval to adopt minimum fee schedules that use State plan approved rates as defined in

42 C.F.R. § 438.6(a).
7
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19. If the State is seeking prior approval for a uniform dollar or percentage increase (option ¢
in Question 16), please address the following questions:

a.

b.

Will the state require plans to pay a [_] uniform dollar amount or a [+] uniform
percentage increase? (Please select only one.)

What is the magnitude of the increase (e.g., $4 per claim or 3% increase per claim?)

94.72% MCO base payment rate increase

Describe how will the uniform increase be paid out by plans (e.g., upon processing
the initial claim, a retroactive adjustment done one month after the end of quarter for
those claims incurred during that quarter).

For the MS Medicaid Access to Physician Services Program (MS MAPS), the state will define a separate payment term in their contracts with the Managed Care O (also known as C Care O (cc
distribute the separate payment term to CCOs in five disbursements. The first four payments will be made in equal amounts calculated as one-fourth of the payment pool less a 10% reserve amount. Additionally, 5% of the total an
payment will be withheld from the 4th payment pending evaluation of the quality measures for the Value Based Payment portion of the program. If a review of utilization prior to the fourth payment shows a potential recoupment at
reconciliation, the fourth payment may be adjusted as agreed upon by DOM and UMMC.

For the fifth disbursement, actual utilization of services paid during the State Fiscal Year (dates of service July 1, 2022 — June 30, 2023) will be used to reconcile the separate payment term to actual utilization of services. The fiftt
will be based on the annual reconciliation prepared by DOM, which will be calculated after the close of the State Fiscal Year after a six-month runout period to ensure no overpayment is made. The 10% reserve amount and 5% qu
included in the final payment, depending on the outcome of the reconciliation based on actual utilization, and whether the quality performance targets are achieved.

Describe how the increase was developed, including why the increase is reasonable
and appropriate for network providers that provide a particular service under the
contract

To determine the level of the increase, the state calculated the Average Commercial Rate (ACR) in accordance with fee-for-service CMS guidance from
Qualified Practitioner Services— Methodologies for Enhanced Payment Made to Physicians and Practitioners Associated with Academic Medical Centers
Net Hospitals and Upper Payment Calculation, which is consistent with economy and efficiency. DOM calculated the separate payment term using SFY2
managed care claims, at the CPT code level, and applied the currently approved fee-for-service average commercial rate percentage (158.63%) to each
the total dollar value increase. The state finds the determination of the directed payment to be appropriate and reasonable for this provider group.

SECTION III: PROVIDER CLASS AND ASSESSMENT OF REASONABLENESS

20. In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(¢c)(2)(i1)(B), identify the class or classes of
providers that will participate in this payment arrangement by answering the following
questions:

a.

Please indicate which general class of providers would be affected by the state
directed payment (check all that apply):

[] inpatient hospital service

[] outpatient hospital service

[=] professional services at an academic medical center
[ ] primary care services

[ ] specialty physician services

[ ] nursing facility services

[ ] HCBS/personal care services

[ ] behavioral health inpatient services
[ ] behavioral health outpatient services
[ dental services

[ ] Other:

b. Please define the provider class(es) (if further narrowed from the general classes

indicated above).
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c¢. Provide a justification for the provider class defined in Question 20b (e.g., the
provider class is defined in the State Plan.) If the provider class is defined in the
State Plan, please provide a link to or attach the applicable State Plan pages to the
preprint submission. Provider classes cannot be defined to only include providers
that provide intergovernmental transfers.
Please see attachment '2_Questions8b_20c-SPA' for the approved SPA.

21. In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(i1)(B), describe how the payment
arrangement directs expenditures equally, using the same terms of performance, for the
class or classes of providers (identified above) providing the service under the contract.

The statedirectedpayments a uniform percentagencreaseMississippiDOM wiill
requirethatMedicaid CCOsprovidethe samepercentagéncrease--158.63%f
Medicarerates--toall Qualifying ProviderTypesthatmeettheeligibility criteriafor
professionakervices.

22. For the services where payment is affected by the state directed payment, how will the
state directed payment interact with the negotiated rate(s) between the plan and the
provider? Will the state directed payment:

a. [] Replace the negotiated rate(s) between the plan(s) and provider(s).
b. [] Limit but not replace the negotiated rate(s) between the plans(s) and provider(s).

¢. [-] Require a payment be made in addition to the negotiated rate(s) between the
plan(s) and provider(s).

23. For payment arrangements that are intended to require plans to make a payment in
addition to the negotiated rates (as noted in option ¢ in Question 22), please provide an
analysis in Table 2 showing the impact of the state directed payment on payment levels
for each provider class. This provider payment analysis should be completed distinctly
for each service type (e.g., inpatient hospital services, outpatient hospital services, etc.).

This should include an estimate of the base reimbursement rate the managed care plans
pay to these providers as a percent of Medicare, or some other standardized measure, and
the effect the increase from the state directed payment will have on total payment. Ex:
The average base payment level from plans to providers is 80% of Medicare and this
SDP is expected to increase the total payment level from 80% to 100% of Medicare.
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TABLE 2: Provider Payment Analysis

Section 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c) Preprint January 2021

Average Base Effect on Effect on
Effect on Total
Payment Total Total Payment
Total Payment
Level from Payment Pavment Level of Level (after
Provider Class(es) Plans to Level of State y accounting for
. . Level of Pass-
Providers Directed all SDPs and
Other Through
(absent the Payment PTPs
SDPs Payments
SDP) (SDP) (PTPs)
Ex: Rural Inpatient 80% 20% N/A N/A 100%
Hospital Services
a. :
StateAcademic
HealthCenter 81.47% 77.16% 158.63%
b.
0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
c.
0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
d.
0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
e.
0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
f.
0.00% 0.00% 0.00%
g.
0.00% 0.00% 0.00%

24. Please indicate if the data provided in Table 2 above is in terms of a percentage of:

a. [] Medicare payment/cost

b. [] State-plan approved rates as defined in 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(a) (Please note, this

rate cannot include supplemental payments.)

c. [] Other; Please define:

25. Does the State also require plans to pay any other state directed payments for providers

eligible for the provider class described in Question 20b? [] Yes

[-] No

If yes, please provide information requested under the column “Other State Directed
Payments” in Table 2.

10
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26. Does the State also require plans to pay pass-through payments as defined in 42 C.F.R. §
438.6(a) to any of the providers eligible for any of the provider class(es) described in
Question 20b? [] Yes [-] No

If yes, please provide information requested under the column “Pass-Through
Payments” in Table 2.

27. Please describe the data sources and methodology used for the analysis provided in
response to Question 23.

Thedatasourceutilized to determinethe analysisn Question23 is the eligible provider’'sACR%, Average
CommerciaReimbursemerdandMedicareEquivalentReimbursementJtilizing the MedicarePhysician
FeeScheduleandthe Clinical LaboratoryFeeSchedulehe eligible provider'sdatais repricedto Medicare
resultingin the MedicareEquivalentReimbursement-ollowing repricing,all eligible provider'sAverage
CommerciaReimbursementyledicareEquivalentReimbursemengndBaseMedicaidReimbursement
areaggregate@dcrosgheeligible providersin the class AverageBasePayment.evel from Plansto
Providerg(absenthe SDP)is determinedy dividing the BaseMedicaidReimbursemertty Medicare
EquivalentReimbursemeng&ffect on Total Paymentevel of StateDirectedPaymen{SDP)is determinec
by dividing the Total AverageCommerciaReimbursemertty the MedicareEquivalentReimbursement.

28. Please describe the State's process for determining how the proposed state directed
payment was appropriate and reasonable.

In alignmentwith existingCMS guidanceMedicaidQualified PractitionerServices
Methodologiedor EnhancedPaymeniMadeto PhysiciansandPractitionersAssociatec
with AcademicMedical Centersand SafetyNet HospitalsandUpperPayment
Calculation the state'orocesdor determiningthatthe proposedlirectedpayments
appropriateandreasonablevith aninvolvedanalysisto ensurgpaymenteflectsthe
differencebetweerMedicaidandCommerciakates.

SECTION IV: INCORPORATION INTO MANAGED CARE CONTRACTS

29. States must adequately describe the contractual obligation for the state directed payment
in the state’s contract with the managed care plan(s) in accordance with 42 C.F.R. §
438.6(c). Has the state already submitted all contract action(s) to implement this state
directed payment? [-] Yes [] No

a. Ifyes:
i. What is/are the state-assigned identifier(s) of the contract actions provided to
CMS?
MS-MississippiCoordinatedAccessNetwork-July2017-NR

ii. Please indicate where (page or section) the state directed payment is captured in
the contract action(s).

Pages, Amendment#10

b. If no, please estimate when the state will be submitting the contract actions for
review.
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SECTION V: INCORPORATION INTO THE ACTUARIAL RATE CERTIFICATION

Note: Provide responses to the questions below for the first rating period if seeking approval for
multi-year approval.

30. Has/Have the actuarial rate certification(s) for the rating period for which this state
directed payment applies been submitted to CMS? [-] Yes [] No

a. Ifno, please estimate when the state will be submitting the actuarial rate
certification(s) for review.

b. Ifyes, provide the following information in the table below for each of the actuarial
rate certification review(s) that will include this state directed payment.

Table 3: Actuarial Rate Certification(s)

Does the If so, indicate where the

Control Name Provided by CMS Date . . state directed payment is
(List each actuarial rate Submitted certification captured in the
certification separately) to CMS lncorglt;li)a: ¢ the certification (page or

) section)
L. MCR-MS-0001-MSCAN-RATE-202207 Pg.51

1-20230630-CERTIFICATION-202204;| 06/17/202:| Yes

ii.

iii.

iv.

4

v

Please note, states and actuaries should consult the most recent Medicaid Managed Care Rate
Development Guide for how to document state directed payments in actuarial rate
certification(s). The actuary’s certification must contain all of the information outlined; if all
required documentation is not included, review of the certification will likely be delayed.)

c. Ifnot currently captured in the State’s actuarial certification submitted to CMS, note
that the regulations at 42 C.F.R. § 438.7(b)(6) requires that all state directed
payments are documented in the State’s actuarial rate certification(s). CMS will not
be able to approve the related contract action(s) until the rate certification(s)
has/have been amended to account for all state directed payments. Please provide an
estimate of when the State plans to submit an amendment to capture this
information.
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31. Describe how the State will/has incorporated this state directed payment arrangement in
the applicable actuarial rate certification(s) (please select one of the options below):

a. [] An adjustment applied in the development of the monthly base capitation rates
paid to plans.

b. [] Separate payment term(s) which are captured in the applicable rate
certification(s) but paid separately to the plans from the monthly base capitation
rates paid to plans.

¢. [] Other, please describe:

32. States should incorporate state directed payment arrangements into actuarial rate
certification(s) as an adjustment applied in the development of the monthly base
capitation rates paid to plans as this approach is consistent with the rate development
requirements described in 42 C.F.R. § 438.5 and consistent with the nature of risk-based
managed care. For state directed payments that are incorporated in another manner,
particularly through separate payment terms, provide additional justification as to why
this is necessary and what precludes the state from incorporating as an adjustment applied
in the development of the monthly base capitation rates paid to managed care plans.

Separatpaymentermsoffer administrativesimplicity to the stateagencyadministeringhe directed
paymentseaseof trackingandverification of accuratgpaymentfor providersfrom the CCOsandreduces
burdenon CCOsby limiting the needto updatesystemgo integrateandaccounfor inclusionof thedirected
paymentn monthly capitationratesandensuringhatPMPMsimpactedby the directedpaymentare
captureccorrectlyandthe correspondinglirectedpaymentoccurs.

33. [=] In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(i), the State assures that all expenditures
for this payment arrangement under this section are developed in accordance with 42
C.F.R. § 438.4, the standards specified in 42 C.F.R. § 438.5, and generally accepted
actuarial principles and practices.

SECTION VI: FUNDING FOR THE NON-FEDERAL SHARE

34. Describe the source of the non-federal share of the payment arrangement. Check all that
apply:
a. [ | State general revenue
b. [=] Intergovernmental transfers (IGTs) from a State or local government entity
¢. [ ] Health Care-Related Provider tax(es) / assessment(s)
d. [_] Provider donation(s)
e. [_] Other, specify:
35. For any payment funded by IGTs (option b in Question 34),

a. Provide the following (respond to each column for all entities transferring funds). If
there are more transferring entities than space in the table, please provide an
attachment with the information requested in the table.
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Did the Is the
. Does the . Transferring
Operational . Transferring .
ops Total Transferring . . Entity
Name of Entities nature of the . Entity receive .
. . Amounts Entity have R eligible for
transferring funds | Transferring appropriations?
. Transferred General payment
(enter each on a Entity (State, . . If not, put N/A. .
. . by This Taxing . . under this
separate line) County, City, . . If yes, identify .
Entity Authority? state directed
Other) the level of
(Yes or No) apbropriations payment?
pprop (Yes or No)
i.
University of MississippiMedical Center State $ 7 , 196,875 . 7 N 0 $1 6 7 ,469 , 5 7 Yes

il

iii.

iv.

vi.

vii.

viii.

ix.

b. [=] Use the checkbox to provide an assurance that no state directed payments made
under this payment arrangement funded by IGTs are dependent on any agreement or
arrangement for providers or related entities to donate money or services to a
governmental entity.

c. Provide information or documentation regarding any written agreements that exist
between the State and healthcare providers or amongst healthcare providers and/or
related entities relating to the non-federal share of the payment arrangement. This
should include any written agreements that may exist with healthcare providers to
support and finance the non-federal share of the payment arrangement. Submit a
copy of any written agreements described above.
Please see attachment '6_Question35¢c-MOU-DOM_UMMC_Nov2021' for the

MOU.
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36. For any state directed payments funded by provider taxes/assessments (option c in
Question 34),

a. Provide the following (respond to each column for all entries). If there are more

entries than space in the table, please provide an attachment with the information
requested in the table.

Table 5: Health Care-Related Provider Tax/Assessment(s)

Does it contain

Name of the Is the tax / If not under | a hold harmless
Health Care- Identify the assessment the 6% arrangement
Related . y. Is the tax / under the |. .. y 8
Provider Tax / permissible assessment Is the tax / 6% indirect hold | that guarantees
class for assessment L0 harmless to return all or
Assessment . broad- . indirect .. . .
(enter each on this tax / based? uniform? hold limit, does it | any portion of
a separate assessment ) harmless pass the the tax payment
.p . . “T5/75” test? to the tax
line) limit? 0
payer?
i.
ii.
iii.
iv.
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b. If the state has any waiver(s) of the broad-based and/or uniform requirements for any
of the health care-related provider taxes/assessments, list the waiver(s) and its
current status:

Table 6: Health Care-Related Provider Tax/Assessment Waivers

Name of the Health Care-Related
Provider Tax/Assessment Waiver
(enter each on a separate line)

Submission Current Status

Date (Under Review, Approved) Approval Date

il

iii.

iv.

37. For any state directed payments funded by provider donations (option d in
Question 34), please answer the following questions:

a. Is the donation bona-fide? [ | Yes [ ] No

b. Does it contain a hold harmless arrangement to return all or any part of the donation
to the donating entity, a related entity, or other provider furnishing the same health
care items or services as the donating entity within the class?

[ ]Yes [ ]No

38. [=] For all state directed payment arrangements, use the checkbox to provide an
assurance that in accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(i1)(E), the payment
arrangement does not condition network provider participation on the network provider
entering into or adhering to intergovernmental transfer agreements.
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SECTION VII: QUALITY CRITERIA AND FRAMEWORK FOR ALL PAYMENT
ARRANGEMENTS

39. [=] Use the checkbox below to make the following assurance, “In accordance with 42
C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(i1)(C), the State expects this payment arrangement to advance at
least one of the goals and objectives in the quality strategy required per 42 C.F.R. §
438.340.”

40. Consistent with 42 C.F.R. § 438.340(d), States must post the final quality strategy online
beginning July 1, 2018. Please provide:

a. A hyperlink to State’s most recent quality strategy: mesimeacisnssom 0211091 DOM-C
b. The effective date of quality strategy. September 10, 2021

41. If the State is currently updating the quality strategy, please submit a draft version, and
provide:

a. A target date for submission of the revised quality strategy (month and year):

b. Note any potential changes that might be made to the goals and objectives.

Note: The State should submit the final version to CMS as soon as it is finalized. To be in
compliance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.340(c)(2) the quality strategy must be updated no less than
once every 3-years.
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42. To obtain written approval of this payment arrangement, a State must demonstrate that
each state directed payment arrangement expects to advance at least one of the goals and
objectives in the quality strategy. In the Table 7 below, identify the goal(s) and
objective(s), as they appear in the Quality Strategy (include page numbers), this payment
arrangement is expected to advance. If additional rows are required, please attach.

Table 7: Payment Arrangement Quality Strategy Goals and Objectives

Goal(s) Objective(s) Quality
strategy page
Example: Improve care Example: Increase the number of managed 5
coordination for enrollees with care patients receiving follow-up behavior
behavioral health conditions health counseling by 15%
- DromoteEffective Prevention& * Ensuretimely andproximateaccesso primaryand 6
Treatmenbf ChronicDisease specialtycare,

« Improvechronicdiseasenanagemerandcontrol
« Improvequality of mentalhealthandsubstanceise
disordercare

P PromoteEffective Communicatior| « Ensureappropriatdollow-up afteremergency| 6

& Coordinationof Care departmentisits andhospitalizationghrough
effectivecarecoordinatiorandcase
management.

C.
d.

43. Describe how this payment arrangement is expected to advance the goal(s) and
objective(s) identified in Table 7. If this is part of a multi-year effort, describe this both
in terms of this year’s payment arrangement and in terms of that of the multi-year

payment arrangement.

TheMS MAPS programfully alignswith andwill advancehe goalsof the MississippiStateQuality Strategyupdatedn thefall of 2021.The programis designedo center
aroundthefollowing coreareas:

« Accessto PreventativeServices
« BehavioraHealth

« ChronicDiseaseManagement
« Children’sHealth

This programwill enableUMMC to focusonimplementingnnovativeinitiatives designedo advancepatientcenterectareto enhancexccesandpromoteeffectiveprevention
& treatmenbf chronicdiseaseUMMC will alsocontinueto partnerwith communityorganizationsindpayersto maximizeimprovementcrosshe continuumof care.The
programwill provideUMMC with the necessaryesourceso continueto servea significantshareof the MississippiDOM managedarebeneficiaries.

To ensurehatthis paymeniarrangemenedvanceshe goal(s)andobjective(s)dentifiedin Table7, MississippiDOM andUMMC collaboratedo identify appropriateand
meaningfulquality performanceneasureapplicableto the populationsservecby UMMC. TheupdatedQuality Strategyprovidedthe opportunityfor DOM andUMMC to
reassesandreevaluatehe programasawholeto ensureadequatalignmentof stategoalsandobjectives Thechangewill strengtherthe program,allowing meaningfulquality
improvemenandbetteroutcomedor Mississippi'sMedicaidbeneficiaries.
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44. Please complete the following questions regarding having an evaluation plan to measure
the degree to which the payment arrangement advances at least one of the goals and
objectives of the State’s quality strategy. To the extent practicable, CMS encourages
States to utilize existing, validated, and outcomes-based performance measures to
evaluate the payment arrangement, and recommends States use the CMS Adult and Child
Core Set Measures, when applicable.

a. [=] In accordance with 42 C.F.R. § 438.6(c)(2)(ii)(D), use the checkbox to assure the
State has an evaluation plan which measures the degree to which the payment
arrangement advances at least one of the goals and objectives in the quality strategy
required per 42 C.F.R. § 438.340, and that the evaluation conducted will be specific
to this payment arrangement. Note: States have flexibility in how the evaluation is
conducted and may leverage existing resources, such as their 1115 demonstration
evaluation if this payment arrangement is tied to an 1115 demonstration or their
External Quality Review validation activities, as long as those evaluation or
validation activities are specific to this payment arrangement and its impacts on
health care quality and outcomes.
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b. Describe how and when the State will review progress on the advancement of the
State’s goal(s) and objective(s) in the quality strategy identified in Question 42. For
each measure the State intends to use in the evaluation of this payment arrangement,
provide in Table 8 below: 1) the baseline year, 2) the baseline statistics, and 3) the
performance targets the State will use to track the impact of this payment
arrangement on the State’s goals and objectives. Please attach the State’s evaluation
plan for this payment arrangement.

TABLE 8: Evaluation Measures, Baseline and Performance Targets

(FVA-AD); NOF # 0039

receiving an influenza vaccination
by 1 percentage point per year

Measure Name and NQF # | Baseline | Baseline 1

(if applicable) Year | Statistic Performance Target Notes
Example: Flu Vaccinations | CY 2019 | 34% Increase the percentage of adults | Example
for Adults Ages 19 to 64 18—64 years of age who report notes

! Seeattachment:
MS_Fee.VBP_AMC.PC..
P.Oth_Renewal_Evaluat
n Findings
Template_FINALwith
Stateresponses

ii.

jiii.

fiv.

1. If the State will deviate from the measure specification, please describe here. If a State-specific measure will be used, please
define the numerator and denominator here. Additionally, describe any planned data or measure stratifications (for example,
age, race, or ethnicity) that will be used to evaluate the payment arrangement.
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c. Ifthis is any year other than year 1 of a multi-year effort, describe (or attach) prior
year(s) evaluation findings and the payment arrangement’s impact on the goal(s) and
objective(s) in the State’s quality strategy. Evaluation findings must include 1)
historical data; 2) prior year(s) results data; 3) a description of the evaluation
methodology; and 4) baseline and performance target information from the prior
year(s) preprint(s) where applicable. If full evaluation findings from prior year(s) are
not available, provide partial year(s) findings and an anticipated date for when CMS
may expect to receive the full evaluation findings.

Please see attachment '7_Question44c-PY2QualityPerformanceDashboard’ for the Quality
Performance Dashboard.

The attached PY2 MS MAPS dashboard provides insight into measure performance and ultin
impact made on the Mississippi Medicaid population as a result of utilizing program funds. Th
priority areas of the MS MAPS program during the first three years revolved around Behavior.
Health, Reproductive Health, Tobacco, and Pulmonary Admissions.

Behavioral Health

- Although quarter to quarter performance presented did fluctuate, results were complicated t
inability to track follow up visits outside of the UMMC Network follow-up care; as a whole the
established population in PY2 has doubled and in some cases tripled the target

- Every patient discharged from the UMMC Department of Psychiatry is provided a comprehe
discharge plan and outpatient follow-up plan

- Many patients are sent to UMMC from outlying regions and referred to a regional clinic for
follow-up

- UMMC has consolidated clinics into one location for adult and pediatric care

- Decreased wait time from 400 days to < 30 days

- UMMC has established a Behavioral Health Service Line

- UMMC shared data with Division of Medicaid to identify potential corrective actions to impro
outcomes for Medicaid beneficiaries

- UMMC patient discharge reporting to CCOs for care coordination outside of UMMC region a
assign case manager

Reproductive Health

- Contraceptive Care Rates across All Women & Contraceptive Care has surpassed establisk
Targets

- Working with DOM to provide a method (billing code) to track when a patient has been advis
contraception options and contraceptive care is declined. This will allow patients to fall into
exclusion criterion considering the measure is meant to count only those that were provided v
contraception (i.e., utilization of contraceptive care in the population)

Tobacco

- Clinical workflows and patient education have been established to improve rates

- Able to track screening, cessation, and intervention efforts in real time using UMMC's Famil
Medicine tobacco intervention dashboard

Pulmonary Admissions

- UMMC applies best practices across its population to ensure patients with COPD and Asthn
managed at the clinic level in order to minimize inpatient utilization.

- UMMC performance has been consistent with the goals for these measures and has been
significantly below established targets throughout the MS-MAPS program.
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This program will enable UMMC to focus on implementing innovative initiatives designed to advance patient centered care to enhance access and promote effective prevention & treatment of chronic disease. UMMC will also continue to partner with community organizations and payers to maximize improvement across the continuum of care. The program will provide UMMC with the necessary resources to continue to serve a significant share of the Mississippi DOM managed care beneficiaries. 

To ensure that this payment arrangement advances the goal(s) and objective(s) identified in Table 7, Mississippi DOM and UMMC collaborated to identify appropriate and meaningful quality performance measures applicable to the populations served by UMMC. The updated Quality Strategy provided the opportunity for DOM and UMMC to reassess and reevaluate the program as a whole to ensure adequate alignment of state goals and objectives. The changes will strengthen the program, allowing meaningful quality improvement and better outcomes for Mississippi’s Medicaid beneficiaries.
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The attached PY2 MS MAPS dashboard provides insight into measure performance and ultimately impact made on the Mississippi Medicaid population as a result of utilizing program funds. The priority areas of the MS MAPS program during the first three years revolved around Behavioral Health, Reproductive Health, Tobacco, and Pulmonary Admissions.

 

Behavioral Health

- Although quarter to quarter performance presented did fluctuate, results were complicated by the inability to track follow up visits outside of the UMMC Network follow-up care; as a whole the established population in PY2 has doubled and in some cases tripled the target

- Every patient discharged from the UMMC Department of Psychiatry is provided a comprehensive discharge plan and outpatient follow-up plan

- Many patients are sent to UMMC from outlying regions and referred to a regional clinic for follow-up

- UMMC has consolidated clinics into one location for adult and pediatric care

- Decreased wait time from 400 days to < 30 days

- UMMC has established a Behavioral Health Service Line

- UMMC shared data with Division of Medicaid to identify potential corrective actions to improve outcomes for Medicaid beneficiaries

- UMMC patient discharge reporting to CCOs for care coordination outside of UMMC region and to assign case manager

 

Reproductive Health

- Contraceptive Care Rates across All Women & Contraceptive Care has surpassed established Targets

- Working with DOM to provide a method (billing code) to track when a patient has been advised of contraception options and contraceptive care is declined. This will allow patients to fall into exclusion criterion considering the measure is meant to count only those that were provided with contraception (i.e., utilization of contraceptive care in the population)

 

Tobacco

- Clinical workflows and patient education have been established to improve rates

- Able to track screening, cessation, and intervention efforts in real time using UMMC's Family Medicine tobacco intervention dashboard

 

Pulmonary Admissions

- UMMC applies best practices across its population to ensure patients with COPD and Asthma are managed at the clinic level in order to minimize inpatient utilization.

- UMMC performance has been consistent with the goals for these measures and has been significantly below established targets throughout the MS-MAPS program.

 









