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Maria Dobinick: 

Hi, everyone, my name is Maria Dobinick, and I am pleased to welcome you to the first day of 
the Medicaid Health Home Core Sets Annual Review Meeting to review measures for the 2026 
Health Home Core Sets. Before we get started today, we wanted to cover a few technical 
instructions. Next slide. If you have any technical issues during today's webinar, please send a 
message to all panelists through the Q&A function located on the bottom right corner of your 
screen. If you're having issues speaking during the Workgroup or public comment section, 
please make sure you are also not double muted on your headset or phone. Connecting to the 
audio using your computer audio or the Call Me feature in WebEx are the most reliable options. 
Please note that call in only users cannot make comments. So, if you wish to make a comment, 
please be sure that your audio is associated with your name in the meeting platform. Next slide.  

All attendees of today's webinar have entered the meeting muted. There will be opportunities 
during the webinar for Workgroup members and the public to make comments. To make a 
comment, please use the Raise Hand feature in the lower right corner of the participant panel. A 
hand icon will appear next to your name in the attendee list. You will be unmuted in the order in 
which your hand was raised. So please wait for your queue to speak and then remember to 
lower your hand when you have finished speaking by following the same process you use to 
raise your hand. Note that chat is disabled for this webinar, so please use the Q&A feature if 
you need support. Closed captioning is available in the WebEx platform. To enable closed 
captioning, click on the CC icon in the lower left corner of your screen. You can also click Ctrl 
Shift A on your keyboard to enable closed captioning. And with that I'm going to hand it over to 
Tricia Rowan to get us started. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Great. Thanks, Maria. Next slide. So, hi everyone, it's Tricia Rowan. I'm a principal researcher 
at Mathematica and a senior consultant for Mathematica's Technical Assistance and Analytics 
Support team for the Medicaid and CHIP Quality Measurement and Improvement Program, 
which is sponsored by the Center for Medicaid and CHIP Services. It is my pleasure to welcome 
you to the 2026 Annual Review of the Medicaid Health Home Core Sets. Thank you to our 
Workgroup members, our federal colleagues and members of the public for joining us for this 
virtual meeting. Next slide.  

I want to take a moment to acknowledge my colleagues at Mathematica who are listed here on 
the slide. This really has been a team effort to prepare for the meeting, both in terms of content 
and the logistics. It is also our fourth year doing this review. And so the team is just critical to 
pulling this off every year. I also want to acknowledge our colleagues at Aurrera Health Group 
who will be helping write the report summarizing Workgroup discussion and recommendations. 
Next slide.  

All right, so we have a full agenda and many important objectives to accomplish today and 
tomorrow. The meeting objectives are listed here on the slide. Let me go over them quickly. So 
first, the Workgroup will discuss three measures that were suggested for addition to the 
Medicaid Health Home Core Sets. Second, the Workgroup will vote on those measure 
suggestions. Third, the Workgroup will discuss priority gap areas in the Health Home Core Sets 
and criteria for the 2027 public call for measures. This discussion will take place on the second 
day of the meeting and before we wrap up today, I'll give you a little preview of what our plan is 
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for that discussion. And as always, we will provide multiple opportunities for public comment 
both today and tomorrow to inform the Workgroup's discussion.  

As you may have noticed, we have a shorter agenda for tomorrow. We expect to end both days 
around 2:30 PM rather than 4:00 PM as originally planned, so hope you enjoy a little extra time 
in your afternoon. I'd also like to pause for a moment and note that Mathematica is committed to 
a robust, rigorous, and transparent meeting process despite the virtual format. That said, we 
acknowledge that attendees may sometimes experience challenges with a virtual meeting 
format, and I hope everyone will be patient with us as we do our best to adhere to the agenda 
and fulfill the objectives of the meeting. Some of you may also be wondering why we tend to not 
to use video for these meetings. We've mentioned this previously, but in the past, we've had 
issues where individuals or some locations don't have sufficient internet or Wi-Fi bandwidth to 
support video. And so, to ensure full and complete participation by all Workgroup members and 
the public, we want to mitigate the potential for technical difficulties that can sometimes arise 
when using video. Let me also remind folks of a few ground rules for participation today.  

So first, we acknowledge that everyone brings a point of view based on your individual or 
organizational perspectives. As members of this Workgroup, however, you are charged with 
recommending Core Set updates as stewards of the Medicaid Health Home program as a whole 
and not from your own individual or organizational perspective. So please keep this in mind 
during the discussion and voting. Second, we know that spending several hours a day in a 
virtual meeting can be challenging for all of us. We ask that you be punctual in returning from 
breaks so we can have everyone present for the discussion and voting on the measures that 
are being discussed today. And related to that, we want to make sure that all Workgroup 
members who wish to speak may do so. So, when you want to make a comment or ask a 
question, please use the Raise Hand feature in WebEx and we'll be sure you have a chance to 
speak before we move on. Finally, we want to remind public attendees that we will have 
designated opportunities for public comment and ask that you save your comments until we 
reach that public comment period. Next slide.  

All right, now I would like to give our co-chairs Kim Elliott and Jeff Schiff an opportunity to offer 
their welcome remarks. Kim, would you like to go first? 

Kim Elliott: 

Are you able to hear me? 

Patricia Rowan: 

Yes, we can. 

Kim Elliott: 

Perfect. So, I am very happy to be here today with all of you and I am welcoming all of you to 
the Health Home Core Set Workgroup meeting. Like all of you, I'm very excited to be part of this 
important process. I really enjoy these meetings and I hope all of you do as well. Our 
Workgroup, of course, is charged with assessing the 1945 and 1945A Medicaid Health Home 
Core Set measures, identifying any gaps, and of course making recommendations that will 
really strengthen and improve the Health Home Core Set. You know, as we work over the next 
two days to review the measures, we consider a lot of different things, but we always keep the 
member at the focus of why we're doing this work, what is really going to improve care and 
outcomes for the individual served through the health home program. And then of course, the 
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other important thing that we really need to focus on is the state's ability to really have the data 
available and be able to calculate the measures to do the reporting that's required for the health 
home work.  

I like to focus on the use of measures and how they will meaningfully drive improvement in 
healthcare delivery and outcomes for the member, again, keeping the member as the focus. 
And then there's the balancing of whether there are actions that can be implemented that are 
feasible and viable for the states to be able to report the measures or to improve the outcomes 
of those measures. So, with that, a lot of work ahead of us next days. I think we have an 
absolutely wonderful team on this Workgroup that has a lot -- brings a lot of expertise. So, I just 
want to say welcome to everyone and your participation and your focus throughout the meeting 
today and tomorrow is really going to make this an excellent meeting, so thank you. 

Maria Dobinick: 

Thanks so much, Kim. Jeff. 

Jeff Schiff: 

Can you hear me? 

Maria Dobinick: 

Yes, we can. 

Jeff Schiff: 

Great. Thank you. I'm going to just add a little bit to what Kim had to say. Kim, thanks very 
much. I think about these meetings, and I think about sort of the evolution of the set from 15 
years, from -- of the Core Sets from 15 years ago till now. And the fact that 2024 the year we're 
in, although we're looking at measures going forward, is the first year where these measures will 
require mandatory reporting. And I think what Kim said about focusing on improving the lives 
and the wellbeing of our members, and I'll add the families of our members as a pediatrician 
and having accountability I think is really crucial.  

I would say that health home and its underlying role to support care coordination for 
beneficiaries is everywhere, not just in the work in this in 1945 and 1945A, but also in CMMI 
models and then also in models that are being promoted on the HRSA side of the Health and 
Human Services world. So, I'm really very excited. I think we have a place, we have a, I guess I 
would say a milepost that we can set in the ground for what we think is important that can be 
done through the processes here. And it's a milepost that is paid attention to at other places in 
HHS federally and I think at other places and states. So important work and work that's all part 
of I would say hopefully a greater movement to support the folks who we all desire to serve. I'm 
going to turn it back over to you folks at Mathematica. Thank you everybody for being here. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thank you, Jeff and Kim. Next slide. So now we'll take a moment to introduce our Workgroup 
members and any disclosure of interests. Next slide. To ensure the integrity of the review 
process, we asked all Workgroup members to submit a form that discloses any relationships or 
circumstances over the past four years that could give rise to a potential conflict of interest or 



2026 Medicaid Health Home Core Sets Annual Review: 
Meeting to Review Measures for the 2026 Health Home Core Sets Day 1 Transcript 

 

4 

the appearance of a conflict related to the current Health Home Core Set measures or the new 
measures that will be reviewed by the Workgroup for potential addition to the Health Home Core 
Sets. During introductions, members are asked to disclose any interests related to the 
measures that will be reviewed by the Workgroup. Next slide.  

So, as we go through the roll call, we ask that Workgroup members raise their hand in WebEx 
when your name is called, we will unmute you and you can say hello. Please share any 
disclosures you may have or indicate that you have nothing to disclose. We also have an 
icebreaker to start off the meeting, so please mention briefly one thing that you are looking 
forward to during this week's annual review meeting. And when you are done, please mute 
yourself in the platform, the WebEx platform, and lower your hand. This will allow you to mute 
and unmute yourself when you would like to speak during the measure discussions later on 
today. If you have to leave the meeting and reenter the meeting platform at any time or you find 
that we have muted you because of maybe background noise or something like that, just raise 
your hand and we will be sure to unmute you. Next slide.  

So, on these next two slides, we have listed the Workgroup members in alphabetical order by 
their last names. When I call your name, please raise your hand so we can unmute you. And if 
you've also muted yourself locally on your headset or phone, please remember to unmute your 
own line so that you're not double muted. And if you have any technical issues, please use the 
Q&A function for assistance. So, Kim, starting with you, please indicate whether you have any 
disclosures and anything that you are looking forward to about this year's meeting. 

Kim Elliott: 

I have nothing to disclose and I'm looking forward to reviewing some of the measures that are 
really going to drive some of the more social areas and other aspects that really support the 
members in meeting their healthcare needs. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Great. Jeff? 

Jeff Schiff: 

I have, as it says here, I'm a senior scholar at AcademyHealth and I have nothing specific to 
disclosure around measures. I also do a bunch of work with the Maternal Child Health Bureau, 
kids with special healthcare needs, but nothing related financially or in any way to the 
measures. I am looking forward to the gap conversation in a big way because it's the -- we have 
the, I guess this gap conversation is a prequel to an open call for measures. And I think that I'm 
looking at gaps that we have the potential to fill in reality and gaps that we may be more 
aspirationally will fill in the future. Thanks. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thank you, Jeff. David. 

David Basel: 

Morning, I have nothing to disclose and kind of similar to Dr. Schiff, I'm looking forward to more 
of the discussion on gaps and prioritization of measures. I feel that that's part of this committee's 
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responsibility, not just to propose and approve new measures, but to help set the priorities 
because there's limited resources for improvement across all of our organizations. And having a 
discussion about where to start and where to prioritize is an important part of these discussions 
in my opinion. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Great. Thank you so much for being here. Macy. 

Macy Daly: 

Hello. My name is Macy Daly. I just changed my name recently from Mackenzie. I don't have 
any disclosures. And I am really looking forward just to hearing other perspectives and, you 
know, sort of the reasoning behind some of the measures and what we can gain from them and 
how other organizations, you know, see that they'll be beneficial and how they're going to be 
collected. So, I just, you know, the group knowledge is what I'm looking forward to. Thanks. 

Patricia Rowan: 

That's great. Thank you. And just to confirm you do not have any disclosures, is that right? 

Macy Daly: 

Correct. No disclosures. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Great. Thank you. Ari. Do we have Ari Houser? Ari, we might have lost audio. Do we have Ari 
Houser? Hi Ari, go ahead. 

Ari Houser: 

Hi, this is Ari Houser. I think my turn is up, but my audio just went out for about 20 seconds, so-- 

Patricia Rowan: 

Just one time. Go ahead. 

Ari Houser: 

I so my name is Ari Houser. I am a statistician and policy analyst with the AARP Public Policy 
Institute. I have no interests to disclose, and I'm really looking forward to the discussion about 
the third measure on Social Needs Screening and Intervention. I'm not a medical doctor, and 
really the social need is something that I find very important and very interesting and really in 
my interest area as a policy researcher. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Great. Thanks so much for being here. Amy. 

Amy Houtrow: 
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Hi everyone. My name is Amy Houtrow, how now brown cow, ciao for now. And I am without 
any disclosures and really looking forward to what I believe is my last meeting to learn and 
gather all the wisdom from the group. Thank you very much. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thank you, Amy. Pamela Lester. 

Pamela Lester: 

Okay. I am the quality person and I have no disclosures and I am interested in discussing the 
proposed measures as we focus on comprehensive care for those that are potentially high risk. 
And then I'm also interested in reviewing gaps and comparing them to some of our previously 
identified gaps to see if those have changed or those gaps have decreased. 

Patricia Rowan: 

That's great. Thank you, Pamela. Your audio got progressively better as you were talking, so 
thanks so much for staying near your microphone. Let's go to the next slide, please. All right, so 
Elizabeth, Libby, let's continue with you. 

Elizabeth Nichols: 

Hi, I'm Libby Nichols. I have nothing to disclose. I'm from New York State Department of Health, 
and I'm looking forward to hearing other states' perspectives on the measures and the gaps. I 
always find it really interesting to hear what other states are doing and how they look at these 
measures, these problems. So yeah, happy to be here. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thank you so much for being here. Kayla, do we have Kayla Romero? 

Kayla Romero: 

Kayla Romero. I have no disclosures. This is my first meeting, so I am excited to participate. I 
am looking forward to hearing other perspectives when reviewing the measures and ensuring 
that they are prioritized. Thank you. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thank you, Kayla. We're happy to have you. Pamela Tew. 

Pamela Tew: 

I work for Healthy Steps. I have no disclosures to report, and I am -- this is also my first time 
participating, so I'm excited to learn more about the process and give the early childhood 
perspective. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thank you for being here. Sara Toomey. 



2026 Medicaid Health Home Core Sets Annual Review: 
Meeting to Review Measures for the 2026 Health Home Core Sets Day 1 Transcript 

 

7 

Sara Toomey: 

Hi, I'm just Sara Toomey. I have nothing to disclose, and I think I'm most excited for tomorrow's 
conversation regards to gaps. I think it's always great to hear from everybody and really 
challenge us to think about what we should be measuring moving forward. Thank you. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Great. Laura Vegas. 

Laura Vegas: 

I work with the National Association of State Directors of Developmental Disability Services. 
Really happy to be here with this group today. I have nothing to disclose and I'm looking forward 
to the gaps conversation as well, especially around the area of the coordination component of 
the health homes. Thanks. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thank you for being here. And last, we have Jeannie Wigglesworth. 

Jeannie Wigglesworth: 

I'm Jeannie Wigglesworth, and I work in Connecticut for Carelon Behavioral Health, 
representing the Department of Social Services. I have no disclosures and I am very interested 
to go into the conversation around the social needs screening and intervention. I think the last 
conversation we had is we knew it would be sort of a difficult conversation on how we would be 
collecting this. So, I'm interested to open up that conversation again. We've been thinking about 
this a lot in Connecticut, so -- 

Patricia Rowan: 

That's great to hear. We're looking forward to your perspective on that. And my apologies for the 
typo on the slide. We will be sure to get that corrected for tomorrow. All right, next slide.  

So, we are also joined today by federal liaisons who are non-voting members of the Workgroup. 
I will read the names of the agencies, but we won't do an individual roll call. So, we have the 
Administration for Community Living, the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, the 
Center for Clinical Standards and Quality at CMS, the Department of Veterans Affairs, the 
Health Resources and Services Administration, the Office of Disease Prevention and Health 
Promotion, the Office of Minority Health, and the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services 
Administration. Federal liaisons, if you have any questions or comments during the Workgroup 
discussion, please raise your hand and we will unmute you. And I would also like to take the 
opportunity today to thank our colleagues in the Medicaid Benefits and Health Programs Group 
at the Center for Medicaid and CHIP Services, and also all of the measure stewards who are 
attending today and available to answer questions about their measures. Next slide.  

Now, I would like to introduce Sara Rhoades, the Technical Director of Health Homes in the 
Medicaid Benefits and Health Programs Group at the Center for Medicaid and CHIP Services to 
make some welcome remarks on behalf of CMCS. Sara, the floor is yours. 
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Sara Rhoades: 

Hello. Can everyone hear me? 

Patricia Rowan: 

Yes, we can hear you. 

Sara Rhoades: 

Okay, thanks. So, welcome everyone. I just want to take the time on behalf of CMS as well as 
health homes group to thank everyone for attending and just for -- not only for your time, but for 
all your thoughtful consideration and being part of this group and bringing all of your expertise 
and knowledge to this Workgroup and helping us ultimately better serve the beneficiaries that 
are part of these programs. And so as we -- moving forward with both 1945 and 1945A some of, 
again, top priorities that continue for CMS is looking at obviously gaps, disparities in health and 
we are also looking towards the stratification.  

So, as we've mentioned, so 2024, this year's reporting is mandatory, but moving beyond 2024 
we will be starting to stratify some of the measures. And so when you're considering measures 
and when you're thinking about as you vote on these upcoming measures, you know, the ability 
to not only capture things at a program level, to actually be able to have data that we can see 
how effective health homes is being or not being for the beneficiaries that are being served. But 
also, how well some of that data can be filtered in order to really capture who's being served 
and who's not being served in these programs to make sure that we are meeting the needs of 
all beneficiaries. So just a couple key thoughts from where CMS's priorities are as well. And 
again, welcome and thank you all so much for being part of this. I'll turn it back over. Thank you. 

Patricia Rowan: 

That's great. Thanks so much, Sara, for being here and for your remarks. And at this point I'm 
going hand the microphone back to Maria to kick off our discussion for today. 

Maria Dobinick: 

Thanks so much, Tricia. All next slide, everyone. So, before we review the measures today, we 
would like to provide some background information on the 1945 and 1945A Health Home 
programs to help inform the measure discussion and orient the perspectives as the Workgroup 
considers these measures for addition to the Health Home Core Sets. Next slide.  

Let's begin with the 1945 Health Home Programs. The Affordable Care Act authorized the 
Medicaid Health Home state plan option to provide comprehensive care coordination to 
Medicaid beneficiaries with complex needs. Health home programs are intended to integrate 
physical and behavioral health along with long-term services and supports. States interested in 
implementing a health home program must submit a state plan amendment or SPA to CMS. 
States are able to focus enrollment in 1945 Health Home Programs based on condition and 
geography but cannot limit enrollment by age delivery system or dual eligibility status. Each 
health home program requires a separate SPA and you'll notice that we refer to program level 
performance. Next slide.  
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As you can see here, 1945 Health Home Programs are designed for beneficiaries diagnosed 
with two chronic conditions, those with one chronic condition and who are at risk for a second, 
or those with a serious mental illness. Chronic conditions include mental health conditions, 
substance use disorder, asthma, diabetes, heart disease, and being overweight. Additional 
chronic conditions such as HIV and AIDS may be considered by CMS for approval. Next slide.  

Now, let's turn to the 1945A Health Home Programs. 1945A is the second type of Health Home 
program and it is the newest, a new state plan option that went into effect October 1, 2022. It 
does not replace 1945 Health Home Programs. Rather, it offers a similar benefit to cover health 
home services for Medicaid eligible children with medically complex conditions as defined in 
section 1945A of the act. A state Medicaid director letter dated August 1, 2022, is linked in this 
slide and provides the full details about this benefit. Next slide.  

So, let's review the goals of the 1945A Health Home program. The first goal is to coordinate 
prompt care for children with medically complex conditions, including access to pediatric 
emergency services at all times. Next, to develop an individualized, comprehensive pediatric 
family-centered plan for children with medically complex conditions that accommodates patient's 
preference. The next goal of the 1945A Health Home program is to work in a culturally and 
linguistically appropriate manner with the child, the family of the child with medically complex 
conditions to develop and incorporate into such child's care plan in a manner consistent with the 
needs of the child and the choices of the child's family.  

Another goal of the program is to coordinate access to sub-specialized pediatric services and 
programs for children with medically complex conditions, including the most intensive diagnostic 
treatment and critical care levels as medically necessary. This also includes palliative services if 
state provides Medicaid coverage for such services. And the last goal is to coordinate care for 
children with medically complex conditions to out-of-state providers, furnishing care to the 
maximum extent practical for families of such children and where medically necessary in 
accordance with the guidance issued under a subsection E1 under Section 431.52 of Title 42 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. Next slide.  

Another way in which 1945 and 1945A Health Home programs differ is by the eligibility criteria. 
This is a shift from the 1945 Health Home Programs where it is chronic condition focused. 
1945A programs are specifically targeted at age in the pediatric population. CMS defines the 
pediatric population for this option as those under the age of 21. The child must also be eligible 
for medical assistance under the state plan or waiver of such plan, which CMS interprets to 
include eligibility under an 1115 demonstration. A child with medically complex conditions must 
have at least one or more chronic conditions that affect three or more organ systems and 
severely reduces cognitive or physical functioning such as the ability to eat, drink, or breathe 
independently and also requires the use of medication, durable medical equipment, therapy, 
surgery, or other treatments. Or a child is eligible for this program if they have one life limiting 
illness or rare pediatric disease as defined by the Food and Drug Cosmetic Act. Next slide.  

This slide is a comparison of the core services provided by 1945 Health Home Programs and 
1945A Health Home Programs. As you can see, most of the core services are the same. 
Although the 1945A Health Home programs include some additional services such as the care 
coordination, health promotion, provision of access to a full range of pediatric specialty and 
subspecialty medical services, including services from out-of-state providers as medically 
necessary. It has comprehensive transitional care, including appropriate follow-up from in-
patient to other settings, and patient and family support, including authorized representatives. 
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And finally, the use of health information technology to link services as feasible and appropriate. 
Next slide.  

So, the last bit of information for this section that we'd like to discuss for Workgroup 
consideration is preparing for mandatory reporting and measure stratification. As you may know, 
beginning later this year, reporting of all Health Home Core Set measures will be required for all 
states with approved health home programs in operation by June 30th of 2023. States must also 
adhere to Core Set reporting guidance issued by CMS. For more information on mandatory 
reporting requirements, you can visit the link provided on this slide. So, we ask that the 
Workgroup considers the feasibility and the viability of program level reporting of the current and 
future Health Home Core Set measures as they are key considerations as mandatory reporting 
begins. We also ask the Workgroup to consider whether a measure could be stratified by factors 
such as race, ethnicity, sex, geography, age, disability, and language. The stratification of 
Health Home Core Set measures will be required beginning with the FFY 2025 Core Set 
reporting cycle. States will be required to report data stratified by race, ethnicity, sex, and 
geography for a subset of mandatory measures. Guidance on stratification for the Health Home 
Core Sets is available at the link included on this slide.  

Workgroup recommendations for the 2026 Health Home Core Sets should consider the 
feasibility for all states with approved health home programs to report the measure for all 
beneficiaries enrolled in their program within two years of the measure being added to the Core 
Sets. Next slide.  

So that was a lot of information and I'm going to pause here so we can take questions from the 
Workgroup members before we transition to talking about the voting approach. I am not seeing 
any questions. Okay. If you have a question, please remember to raise your hand using that 
Raise Hand option and we will be able to unmute you so you can ask your question. All right, 
I'm going to move on. We will have plenty of space for additional questions. Okay, next slide.  

So, we're going to start the measure discussion shortly, but first we want to really talk about the 
approach to the measure review and do some practice voting. Next slide. I'm going to provide a 
quick recap because most of us were just together two weeks ago during the Workgroup 
meeting to prepare for voting, but for folks who might be seeing this for the first time, these 
slides and background materials from that prep meeting are available on our website. The 
Medicaid Health Home Core Sets Workgroup for the 2026 Annual Review is charged with 
assessing the 2025 Medicaid Health Home Core Sets and recommending measures for addition 
or removal in order to strengthen and improve the Medicaid Health Home Core Sets. The 
Workgroup should focus on recommending measures that are actionable, aligned, and 
appropriate for program level reporting to ensure the measures can meaningfully drive 
improvement in quality of care and outcomes for Medicaid Health Home Program enrollees. 
Next slide.  

So, as we've done in the past, we wanted to share this slide which really highlights the balance 
that the Workgroup faces in assessing measures in terms of their feasibility, desirability, and 
viability. And our goal in this year's review is to optimize the overlap of these three elements. 
The technical feasibility of collecting and reporting measures, the desirability of measures which 
relates to their actionability and strategic priority, and the financial and operational viability such 
as alignment across programs and state capacity for reporting, particularly at the program level.  

There are many, many good quality measures, but we need to keep in mind that the measures 
must be good for use in program level quality measurement and improvement for Medicaid 
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Health Home Programs. We also give you here an example of the types of trade-offs that 
Workgroup members should consider. While outcome measures might be more desirable than 
process measures, the Workgroup also needs to consider the feasibility and viability for 
program level reporting. For example, quality measures that reflect health outcomes might be 
more desirable than process measures, but they may be more challenging for states to report 
based on data availability and resource intensity. Next slide.  

And so, for many of you, this graphic is also familiar. This is a visual representation of the 
concept of multi-level alignment of quality measures. At the bottom we have measures at the 
clinician or practice level, which feed into measures at the program, health plan, health system, 
or community level. Health home Core Set measures are considered program level measures 
because they are for distinct subpopulations within the state's Medicaid program. Child and 
adult Core Set measures are considered state level measures because they are intended to 
capture all Medicaid and CHIP beneficiaries within the state. State level measures can then be 
aggregated to the national level for monitoring the Medicaid and CHIP program as a whole. 
CMS values alignment of quality measures across programs and levels because it can really 
help drive quality improvement by addressing each level of care so that improvement at one 
level may lead to improvement at other levels. Moreover, alignment is intended to streamline 
data collection and reduce reporting burden. Next slide.  

Now, let's share a little bit of information about the Health Home Core Sets overall to provide 
some high-level context for our measure discussions. The 2025 1945 Health Home Core Set 
includes 11 measures and there is no target number of measures, either maximum or minimum 
expected for this Core Set. We encourage Workgroup members to consider each measure on 
its own merits according to the criteria that we're going to discuss. In terms of reporting on the 
1945 Health Home Core Set, federal fiscal year 2022 is the most recent cycle for which data are 
available. Of the 38 approved health home programs expected to report in FFY 2022, 34 
reported at least one measure. States reported a median of 10.5 measures, and reporting 
remained consistent or increased for 23 of the 30 health home programs that reported for all 
three years from FFY 2020 to FFY 2022. Eleven of the 13 FFY 2022 Health Home Core Set 
measures were reported for at least 20 of the approved health home programs. Next slide.  

The 2025 1945A Health Home Core Set includes six measures and just like the other Core Set 
areas, no target number of measures, either maximum or minimum. And we still encourage you 
to consider all of the measures on our own merit and according to the criteria. To date, there are 
no approved state plan amendments for the 1945A Health Home State Plan option. However, 
we do know that one state is currently utilizing a planning grant and there is another state with a 
legislative mandate to submit a state plan amendment by January 1 of 2025. And so this means 
that there are states on track to report on the FFY 2026 1945A Health Home Core Set that the 
Workgroup will be considering measures today and tomorrow. Next slide.  

It is important to note that measure stewards typically update various aspects of quality 
measures technical specifications each year and changes can reflect a variety of factors such 
as new clinical guidance, coding updates, new data sources and technical corrections identified 
by users. We have done our best to reflect the most accurate and up-to-date information about 
each measure. They also reflect public information and information from the measure stewards 
as current as May 2024. Though it is important to note that measures may continue to undergo 
additional updates between now and when a measure specification for FFY 2026 reporting is 
finalized. Next slide.  
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So now we're going to shift gears a little bit and talk about the criteria for reviewing measures 
and share some voting logistics. Next slide, please. In each meeting we always come back to 
our established criteria in three ways for assessing measures. First, minimum technical 
feasibility, actionability and strategic priority, and other considerations. We know many of you 
have seen these slides several times before. However, as some folks noted during the 
Workgroup roll call, we do have some new members this year. There are also public attendees 
in the audience, and we really want folks to understand this because these criteria are 
foundational to the discussions over the next two days. So, we want to remind folks that to be 
considered for FFY 2026 Medicaid Health Home Core Sets, all measures must meet minimum 
technical feasibility requirements. Next slide.  

So, as I just mentioned, our first category is our minimum technical feasibility requirements. All 
suggested measures must meet these requirements. So, the measures we'll discuss today and 
tomorrow have passed through Mathematica's initial screen based on these criteria. This means 
that the measures should be fully developed and have detailed technical specifications for 
producing the measure at the program level. They've been tested in or are in use by at least 
one Medicaid or CHIP program. They have an available data source or validated survey that 
includes an identifier for Medicaid beneficiaries and their specifications and data source allow 
for consistent calculations across states and programs. CMCS also requires that the measure 
must include technical specifications including code sets that are provided free of charge for 
state use. However, Workgroup members do not need to consider this criteria as you are going 
into your voting and discussions. Next slide.  

The second category is actionability and strategic priority. Measures that are recommended for 
addition to the Health Home Core Sets should contribute to estimating the overall national 
quality of healthcare in Medicaid Health Home Programs and be suitable for performing 
comparative analysis of disparities. They should address a strategic priority in improving 
healthcare delivery and outcomes and we want them to be able to assess program level 
progress in improving healthcare delivery and outcomes. Next slide.  

Finally, there's a few other criteria to consider. Is the prevalence of the condition or outcomes 
sufficient to produce reliable and meaningful results across health home programs? Is the 
measure aligned with those used in other CMS programs? Will all health home programs be 
able to reproduce the measure within two years of the measure being added to the Health 
Home Core Sets? Next slide.  

So, this year no measures were suggested for removal from the 2026 1945 or 1945A Health 
Home Core Sets. However, this slide is a good reference point for Workgroup members, 
particularly as you prepare for tomorrow's discussion around gaps and future considerations for 
the Health Home Core Sets. Next slide.  

Okay, so again, that was a lot of information, so I'm going to take another pause to answer any 
questions before we transition into voting logistics and practice voting. So, if you have any 
questions at this time, please remember to raise your hand using that little hand option down in 
the lower left-hand corner and we will call on you. All right, I do not see any questions at this 
time, so next slide. All right, with all of the criteria in mind and all that background about the 
health home programs, I'm going to now hand it over to Emily who is going to provide an 
overview of the voting process and walk everyone through some practice votes. 

Emily Costello: 



2026 Medicaid Health Home Core Sets Annual Review: 
Meeting to Review Measures for the 2026 Health Home Core Sets Day 1 Transcript 

 

13 

Thanks, Maria. Next slide. Next slide, please. Not sure if you can hear me. 

Maria Dobinick: 

There we go. 

Emily Costello: 

Thank you. All right, voting will take place after Workgroup discussion and public comment on 
the measure or group of measures that is being reviewed. Voting is open to Workgroup 
members only. Federal liaisons and other attendees of today's meeting are not eligible to vote 
on measures. Workgroup members should let us know through the Q&A function and WebEx if 
they will be absent for a portion of the meeting. Each measure will be voted on as it is currently 
specified. For those measures being considered for addition, a yes vote means, "I recommend 
adding this measure to the Core Set." Measures will be recommended for addition if 2/3 of 
eligible Workgroup members vote yes. Now, we're going to move into a couple of practice votes. 
As a reminder for all attendees, voting will be for Workgroup members only. Workgroup 
members, make sure you are logged into your voting account and have navigated to the Health 
Home Core Sets review voting page. If you're not already there, you may use your cell phone 
and scan the QR code shown on the screen and go directly to the voting page.  

As a reminder, if you are not yet logged in, you will need access to the email address where you 
receive correspondence from our team as you will receive a code from Slido to access the 
section where to cast your vote. It is suggested that you keep the voting page open for the 
duration of the meeting and new voting questions should appear as we make them available. If 
you don't see the new question, just refresh your page and it should pop up. If you need any 
help, please refer to Section 1 of the voting guide, which we emailed you, or send us a chat 
through the Q&A feature on the WebEx platform. During voting on measures if for any reason 
you are unable to submit your vote, please send us your vote through Q&A or to our email 
address if you are not able to access WebEx. Your votes will be visible only to the Mathematica 
team. Next slide.  

Although -- oh, I'm sharing my screen so there's not a next slide. Now, I will open up our first 
practice vote. So, the question here is do you prefer dogs over cats? The options that should 
appear on your voting page are, "Yes, I prefer dogs," or "No, I prefer cats." And if you aren't 
seeing the question, try refreshing your browser. So go ahead and submit your votes. 

Maria Dobinick: 

Thanks, everybody, for hanging with us. The first practice vote is always the one that takes the 
longest as our Workgroup members log in and do their first vote. We are just about there. I think 
we are waiting for one Workgroup member. I am going to ask Talia; do you have a quick update 
for us? All right, it looks like we might be at 13, is that right? Are we at our magic number, 
Emily? 

Emily Costello: 

Yes. 

Maria Dobinick: 
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Perfect. Thanks, everyone, for your patience as we got through that. 

Emily Costello: 

All right, and I'll -- okay, so it looks like we're majority dog lovers here. Now, we will do one more 
practice vote. All right, so the next practice vote is, "Are you right-handed?" The options that 
should appear on your voting page are, "Yes, I am right-handed," or "No, I am left-handed." And 
again, if you aren't seeing the question, the answers, try refreshing your browser. 

Maria Dobinick: 

If you've been with us before, we know that each time we get a little bit quicker at this, but we 
are still doing our practice votes. So, thank you to everyone for hanging in with us while we wait 
for everyone to get these votes submitted. Looks like we are still waiting for two Workgroup 
members to cast their votes. We are waiting to know if the last person is a lefty or a righty. 
Looks like we have it. 

Emily Costello: 

Okay, awesome. All right, end voting and -- oh wow, there's a lot of lefties here. So, thank you 
everyone for participating in our practice votes. With that, we will now take a break. If there are 
any Workgroup members that have additional questions about the voting platform, please feel 
free to message us and we can work to answer your questions over the break. And let me -- 
Maria, what time should we have everyone return from break? 

Maria Dobinick: 

Hey, thanks. We are going to have everybody come back at 12:45, and when we hop back at 
12:45, we will begin right off with our measure discussion and voting. So please come back as 
quickly as you can. And again, if any Workgroup members are having any problems, technical 
difficulties over the break, please do feel free to message us through the Q&A or send us an 
email, and we will see you all shortly for our measure discussion. 

Kalidas Shanti: 

Hi everyone. Welcome back from the break. My name is Kalidas Shanti and I'll walk through the 
first two measures suggested for addition. Next slide. Thank you. The first measure suggested 
for addition of the Workgroup we'll discuss this year is Diabetes Screening for People With 
Schizophrenia or Bipolar Disorder Who Are Using Antipsychotic Medications or SSD. This 
measure is defined as the percentage of members 18 to 64 years of age with schizophrenia, 
schizoaffective disorder, or bipolar disorder were dispensed in antipsychotic medication and had 
a diabetes screening test during the measurement year. The National Committee for Quality 
Assurance is the measured steward and SSD is a process type measure. This measure is being 
considered the 1945 Health Home Core Set and is an existing measure in the Adult Core Set. 
This measure is not being recommended to replace the current measure, and the data 
collection method is administrative. Next slide.  

The denominator for this measure includes beneficiaries with schizophrenia or bipolar disorder 
who meet at least one of the two following criteria during the measurement year. First, at least 
one in-patient encounter with any diagnosis of schizophrenia, psychoaffective disorder, or 
bipolar disorder. These encounters are identified by code combinations for either a behavioral 
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health standalone acute in-patient value set with the schizophrenia value set, bipolar disorder 
value set or other bipolar disorder value set. Or with a visit setting unspecified value set with an 
acute in-patient point of service value set, the schizophrenia value set, bipolar disorder value 
set, or other bipolar disorder value set.  

Our second, at least two of the following encounters -- on different service dates where both 
encounters have any diagnosis of schizophrenia or psychoaffective disorder or both encounters 
have any diagnosis of bipolar disorder as indicated by the utilization of respective value sets. 
These encounters can occur in the settings listed below when indicated via use of the value sets 
detailed and the measure specifications for outpatient, intensive outpatient or partial 
hospitalization, community mental health center visits, electroconvulsive therapy, emergency 
department visits, a non-acute in-patient encounter, telehealth and other e-visit or check-ins. 
Next slide.  

The numerator for this measure is a glucose test or HbA1c test performed during the 
measurement year. The current technical specifications for this measure do not include 
guidelines for stratification and the measure steward notes. There are no planned or proposed 
changes pending for stratification of this measure. This measure has not been identified by 
CMS for mandatory stratification for the federal fiscal year 2025 Adult Core Set Reporting. A 
Workgroup member who suggested the measure for addition indicated that there is a gap in 
measures that focus on integrated primary care and behavioral health on the 1945 Health Home 
Core Set.  

A Workgroup member also stated that the measure prioritizes chronic conditions and evidence-
based healthcare, and then added that those with chronic conditions such as diabetes and 
mental health conditions are priority populations for 1945 Health Home Programs. A Workgroup 
member also noted that the cost of care for enrollees with diabetes is high. Additionally, 
individuals with uncontrolled diabetes who also have schizophrenia and bipolar diagnoses prone 
to poor outcomes. So, there is an urgency for direct focus to this population. During the federal 
fiscal year 2025 Health Home Core Sets Annual Review, the Workgroup discussed diabetes 
management as a gap area and identified an opportunity to align with the Adult Core Set by 
considering measures of diabetes management for enrollees with chronic conditions in future 
Workgroups. Next slide.  

I'd now like to hand it back to Tricia to facilitate a Workgroup member discussion of the Diabetes 
Screening for People With Schizophrenia Or Bipolar Disorder Who Are Using Antipsychotic 
Medications or SSD measure. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Great. Thanks, Kalidas. So, this brings us to our first discussion of a measure of today's 
meeting. So as a reminder, this opportunity for discussion is for Workgroup members and 
federal liaisons. So, if you have a comment or a question about this measure, please use the 
Raise Hand feature and we will unmute you if you wish to speak, and please remember to just 
say your name before making your comment. I see Jeff has his hand raised. Derek, can we 
unmute Jeff? Go ahead. 

Jeff Schiff: 

I have actually two questions that may be more appropriate for the measure developer, but I 
want to know two things. One is, has this measure been split? Because it's a schizophrenia or 
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bipolar disorder. So, has the denominator ever been split to see the prevalence of both of these 
conditions and then also the results by condition? And then my second question is a numerator 
question, which is that the numerator allows for glucose testing or hemoglobin A1C. And it 
seems like there's also a significant difference in accuracy, I suppose, of whether somebody 
has pre-diabetes or is at risk and needs some more careful management depending on whether 
we look at that. So, I'm also curious about how frequently the numerator is a glucose test versus 
a hemoglobin A1C. 

Patricia Rowan: 

So, Jeff, thanks so much for those questions. We do have Tom Valentine from NCQA on the 
line. Tom, are you able to respond to any of Jeff's questions? We may need you to raise your 
hand. Yes, we can hear you. 

Tom Valentine: 

Great. So, I would definitely have to do some digging into the initial development of the measure 
to see if we have any data regarding prevalence of bipolar versus schizophrenia with regard to 
this measure. I know that we don't routinely stratify in that way. We don't break down the 
measure in that way, but that might have been part of the initial measure development. 
Similarly, with the HbA1c versus glucose testing, that's something that we might have some 
data on from initial measure development. And it might be information that we can obtain 
ongoing, but it's not something that we stratify by automatically. So those are things that I could 
get back to the group about. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Tom. Other comments or questions from Workgroup members? I see Jeannie has her 
hand up. 

Jeannie Wigglesworth: 

Hi. I just wanted to say that in Connecticut we are doing this measure just as a Connecticut 
specific measure. We were using part of the CDC measure until that was retired. So, we 
switched over to this because it is part of our HEDIS group set. And just to talk a little bit -- those 
two diagnoses are just -- they fall under the SMI kind of grouping of diagnoses. So, when we 
first did this measure, you know, we were a little concerned that we would lose a lot of people in 
our population because we target the SMI population. But in actuality, we really didn't lose too, 
too many. So that's probably why they are grouped that way. So, I just wanted to comment on 
that. I mean, we have not separated out diagnoses, but that is -- you know, my guess is why 
those certain diagnoses are included or incredibly similar to our eligibility for SMI. So -- 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Jeannie. That's really helpful. Other comments or questions from the Workgroup? Kim, 
go ahead. 

Kim Elliot: 

Yeah. One of the things I like about this measure is because of the types of medications that are 
prescribed for those diagnoses and the increased risk of diabetes for the individuals that are 
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prescribed those types of medications. So the better job we do at testing for diabetes or pre-
diabetes for individuals that are taking those medications, the better chance we have at -- 
particularly in a health home situation where we're able to put some resources around it and 
make sure that the condition doesn't -- that it's more controlled, I guess is what I'm trying to say. 
So, I think it's a really valuable measure. I don't know that it's a significant amount of members 
in the population. I haven't looked at the actual penetration rates or anything like that, but just 
the thought of keeping the people at their healthiest and having a better quality of life with all of 
the other situations occurring that I think it's a valuable measure. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Kim. Ari? 

Ari Houser: 

Hi. This comment goes both for this measure and for the next measure, which seemed to be a 
set, one for adults, one for children. And I am fully sold on the need, the importance of 
screening for diabetes. The evidence that this specific subpopulation is at higher risk and there's 
reason to specifically look at the subpopulation, as well as the alignment with the Adult and 
Child Core Sets. My question is that out of all of the diabetes screening measures, is this one or 
are these two the best measures to include? And I know that's not our vote. Our vote is either 
we recommend this measure, or we don't. But I guess I would be interested in hearing, you 
know, are these the right diabetes screening measures? Or are there others that perhaps we 
should consider to be superior that maybe we want to wait and use one of those? 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks for that comment, Ari. Kim. 

Kim Elliot: 

Sorry, I just forgot to take my hand down. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Oh, okay. No problem. And Jeannie, did you have something else to add, or is your hand still up 
from earlier? 

Jeannie Wigglesworth: 

No. I did want to say something else. Only -- and I'm trying not to talk from just our Connecticut 
perspective, but this is a great measure for preventative reasons. I just want to piggyback on the 
previous comment of trying to catch people before they get diabetic. Again, I kind of respect the 
last comment as whether this is the best measure for the total national population. I don't know 
the ratio of health homes and who focuses on what. We focus on the SMI, so this is very 
important, right? Most of our population is older and already are suffering from diabetes. So, to 
be able to connect, especially with the younger population, and to get these screenings, it is 
vital. But I think the last question does bring a good point is how do we determine these 
measures, you know, depending on the variety of different populations that are included in these 
health homes, you know? Because one measure may be perfect for Connecticut, but not for 



2026 Medicaid Health Home Core Sets Annual Review: 
Meeting to Review Measures for the 2026 Health Home Core Sets Day 1 Transcript 

 

18 

another state, you know? Sometimes it's hard to vote on that, you know, -- on a national level, I 
guess. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Yeah. Absolutely. Libby. 

Elizabeth Nichols: 

Hi. I'm Libby. I really liked that comment about just the notion that it's hard to -- the more specific 
measures get, the more difficult it is to really think about what that means for a national -- -- a 
program where each state really has some variation compared to the next state. And I think 
that's like particularly relevant as these become mandatory that -- you know, just the more 
specific the measure, the harder it is to understand whether it's a -- you know, whether it's going 
to work for every health home population. This is like my other thought -- and I'm not like putting 
my thumb on the scale. I'm really kind of interested in hearing what others think about this is 
that, you know, one of the things that really struck me in the introductions was, I think it was 
maybe Kim that had some said something to the notion of like, it's helpful to think about what 
are the actions that a health home could do to impact this measure. And I think my -- what I'm 
trying to like, think about in my mind is, you know, health homes are primarily care coordination 
entities, right? Like that's really their goal.  

So, they're not necessarily, per se or might not be necessarily, doing the glucose test, but they 
could encourage primary care visits or, you know, connections to other follow-up. And certainly 
there's, I think, a really good argument to be made of if that screening is positive, they have a 
role in making sure someone is connected to further services and follow ups. I'm interested in 
hearing what other folks think in terms of like the health home's role impacting this specific 
measure and how they see those two things tying together. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Jeannie, go ahead. 

Jeannie Wigglesworth: 

It's one of my favorite measures. So, for the health homes, one of the interventions would be for 
our providers to be connected with the psychiatrist or the person who's prescribing the 
antipsychotic medication. And if this is a case where this individual -- so we collect a lot of 
different data points, some of them that the health homes collect some of them; it's collateral 
from the medical providers. But if they have -- and then I provide them dashboards that kind of 
combine a bunch of this information. If they have an individual that has some of these key 
components that put them on that metabolic syndrome train, and then they're also on a 
medication that may raise their A1C and now they got a test back that they're close, their next 
step would to be, you know, to inform the psychiatrist is there another medication this person 
could take? Also, it bumps them into like health promotion groups and other things that can help 
them you know, sidetrack that track to diabetes, I guess. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks for that, Jeannie. Other thoughts or questions or comments on this measure? David. 
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David Basel: 

Thank you. David Basel -- Avera. My comment is probably a similar one I'm going to make on all 
of these metrics as I think about kind of this Workgroup's role. I think a little bit more broadly 
about measurement and prioritization. And so, is this a good measure or all the other measures 
we're talking about today, reasonable measures? Absolutely. Are the important measures? 
Absolutely. But how do we fit them in the greater priorities? And in general, I think most of our 
programs have a finite level of resources to put towards measurement and improvement. And a 
vote towards adding any given measure is really a matter of prioritization. And if everything is a 
priority, then nothing is a priority. And adding in a new measure means you're going to be 
spending less time measuring other things, and it's generally the same resources you use for an 
improvement.  

And so, it means you're going to be spending less time on improvement. And so, my general 
preference is that we're taking away a measure for adding a measure, and that's part of our 
responsibility to say we feel this is more important than the existing measures. And that's why 
we want to add it and be very intentional about removing something else to -- as we shift our 
priorities in the program. And so, I'm kind of concerned that we're not proposing to remove any 
metrics if we're going to replace one of them. And a vote to add one is just by default, you're 
going to spend less time, finite resources, on that. And so that concerns me in general because 
there's probably 100 great measures that are just like this one that are, you know, evidence-
based.  

It's part of our important, we should always be screening patients with antipsychotics for 
metabolic disorders and following that. But it's a matter of prioritization for me that I struggle with 
this and all the other measures we're talking about today. Since we aren't removing any, it's just 
so easy for us to get caught in that trap with just adding more measures and more measures, 
especially as we're going to mandatory reporting. And that's without us really thinking deeply 
about that's really diluting the efforts that we can put towards other metrics that we've already 
said are a priority. And it's just a greater priority than those, because a new measure being 
added will automatically make it a resource intensive and takeaway resources from everything 
else that we're doing. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thank you for that comment. Amy? 

Amy Houtrow: 

Hi everyone, this is Amy Houtrow. And my comment is about how we would then approach the 
work of this committee if we were to take that kind of more global frame, which I think is really 
an important frame to be thinking about. Like this is about prioritization and limited time and 
labor and technology capabilities because I don't feel like we're particularly well set up to do that 
in this process. And while I really appreciate it, I just am wondering how we would go about 
operationalizing it. 

Patricia Rowan: 

It's a good question. And I think it will be one that comes up a lot during tomorrow's discussion 
about a transition to a Public Call for Measures where there will be, you know, more opportunity 
to bring measures to the forefront, both for addition and removal. But it's a really good point. 
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The Workgroup charge right now is really just to review and suggest recommendations for the 
measure set, you know, as measures are suggested, but we appreciate the comment for sure. 
Other questions or comments on this measure? Kim. 

Kim Elliot: 

I'm thinking about some of the most recent comments and discussion. I don't view this as much 
of an administrative burden to people that are working on or involved in the health home. 
Particularly from the measurement perspective since it's administrative data that's rather easy to 
collect, it doesn't involve as many resources. But really it does involve additional time, effort in 
the care coordination department. And that's where I think the focus really is for this measure is 
making sure that we are including things that will have a significant health or other impact, the 
health, wellbeing, quality of life of individuals served in a health home. So really understanding 
the risk of diabetes or pre-diabetes and doing the testing so that we can ensure that that care is 
coordinated if there is a result or outcome that could have an impact on that person's life or 
health. I think that's something that is worthy or worthwhile from a measurement perspective. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks for that perspective, Kim. Libby. 

Elizabeth Nichols: 

I just want to like clarify my -- and maybe I'm being stuck in details a little bit, but I kind of have a 
little bit of a similar thought to, I think it was David who had said, you know, if we're going to add 
something, I think we should really be thoughtful about it because even if something is 
administrative and easy, if you're adding a measure, there's attention to kind of like how that 
measure is performing and it divides resources, you know, and kind of the attention sphere.  

So, I think while it's -- I think it's really totally on point that care coordination would be required 
for someone who has results from a screening that indicate more care is needed. I don't think 
you could argue against that. But my question is sort of to the point of -- the measure really is 
did someone get a screen or not? In this population, did someone get a screen? And whether 
it's the responsibility of the health home to -- certainly they can do things to help that screening 
happen necessarily, but whether it's fair to be measuring them on whether someone got a 
screen or not. Not necessarily whether they got coordination after that screen because we'd 
obviously want that to happen, but are the health homes influential in whether or not someone 
gets a screening, since that's really what the measure is targeting, and do we want that to be 
the priority, I guess? 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Libby. Jeannie. 

Jeannie Wigglesworth: 

I'm sorry, this, Libby, I must comment. So, we do have reports that are kind of pre-reports to this 
that are -- In Connecticut, we have two ASOs, one for behavioral health Medicaid, and one for 
medical. And so, the medical gives us reports kind of ahead of time on anyone. They were kind 
of going through the denominator of CDC, and so they'd let us know if someone, you know, met 
that criteria to be in the denominator and if they required a screening or not. So, then the 
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behavioral health providers, because technically, you know, they tend to have a better rapport 
with the behavioral health providers, the SMI population, and the medical, they would be the 
ones trying to encourage them to, you know, go to their medical appointment. So that's how that 
piece would be the intervention to getting a screening. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Jeannie. Other questions or comments on this measure? All right. Well, why don't we 
go to the next slide. We would like to offer an opportunity for public comment on the Diabetes 
Screening for People With Schizophrenia or Bipolar Disorder Who Are Using Antipsychotic 
Medications. So, if you are a member of the public and you have a comment, please use the 
Raise Hand feature in the bottom right of the participant panel to join the queue and lower your 
hand when you are done. We will let you know when you've been unmuted and ask that you 
introduce yourself and your affiliation before making your comment. I am not seeing any hands 
raised for public comment. So, before we move on to voting, let me provide one final opportunity 
for comments or questions on this measure from either members of the public, the Workgroup, 
federal liaisons or other attendees. Sara. 

Sara Toomey: 

Reflecting on where this fits into the set as a whole. And I think I'm, you know, I'm more 
pediatric focused admittedly. But as I look across the adult set, you know, I don't know -- while 
this is obviously a measure that's involving diabetic screening, the flip side, in terms of the 
patient population that it's addressing, there seems to be a number of -- and admittedly this 
would be a potentially -- a different patient population in regards to mental illness, but there are 
quite a number of measures around mental illness.  

I guess one question I've not asked and apologize for not knowing, as you look at who's using 
these -- which patients are qualifying in states, is this an adequate representation of sort of the -
- as we think, once again about trying to be parsimonious and adding measures when, you 
know, judiciously, is this a patient population that would be large enough in most states that this 
would benefit? I'm not sure if my question is making sense and I'm not 100 percent sure if you 
know the answer. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Yeah. It's a good question, Sara, particularly because we do have a criteria around the 
prevalence of the thing that's being measured. I wonder, Tom, from NCQA, if you're still on the 
line, if you all have any feedback on prevalence in Medicaid or CHIP? 

Tom Valentine: 

I can speak more broadly to prevalence rates in the general population. For bipolar disorder, 
generally between 2 and 1/2 and 3 percent and schizophrenia would be around 1/2 percent for 
prevalence, again, general population. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Tom. Any other comments or questions on this measure from the Workgroup or 
members of the public before we move on to vote? All right. I am not seeing any more hands 
raised. So, thanks everyone for your comments. We really appreciate the engaged discussion. 
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And so, at this point, let's move on to our first vote. I believe we can either go to the next slide or 
-- yep, there we go.  

Emily, are you bringing up the Slido? All right. So, the question is, "Should the Diabetes 
Screening for People With Schizophrenia or Bipolar Disorder Who Are Using Antipsychotic 
Medications measure be added to the 1945 Health Home Core Set?" The options are, "Yes, I 
recommend adding this measure to the 2026 1945 Health Home Core Set," or "No, I do not 
recommend adding this measure to the 2026 1945 Health Home Core Set." Voting is open. I 
see the vote numbers are ticking up. We are expecting 13 votes. We have 12. If you are having 
any challenges with voting, please let us know in the Q&A. Oh, I see 13. Let us just confirm that 
we have all of the votes we are expecting. We do appreciate you all sticking with us. This is a 
new voting platform this year, and so we are all learning. Just give the team one minute before 
we share the results. All right. We have confirmed we have all the votes we have expected. So, 
let's close the vote and show the results. All right. So, 54 percent of Workgroup members voted 
yes. That does not meet the threshold for recommendation.  

So, the diabetes screening for people with schizophrenia or bipolar disorder who are using 
antipsychotic medications is not recommended by the Workgroup for addition to the 2026 1945 
Health Home Core Set. Just as a reminder we use a 2/3 threshold. So that's the percentage 
threshold that we're looking for here. I do want to create a space very briefly that since the 
measure was not recommended for addition, for any Workgroup members who did not 
recommend the measure to make any comments before we move on. Okay. I am not seeing 
any hands raised to make final comments on that measure. So, at this point, I am going to hand 
it back to Kalidas to discuss the next measure that has been suggested for addition. 

Kalidas Shanti: 

Thank you, Tricia. Okay. So, we will now be reviewing Metabolic Monitoring for Children and 
Adolescents on Antipsychotics or APM. This measure assesses the percentage of children and 
adolescents age one to 17 with two or more antipsychotic prescriptions who had metabolic 
testing. Three performance rates are reported for this measure. The percentage of children and 
adolescents on antipsychotics who received blood glucose testing, the percentage of children 
and adolescents on antipsychotics who received cholesterol testing, and the percentage of 
children and adolescents on antipsychotics who received blood glucose and cholesterol testing. 
Measured steward is the National Committee for Quality Assurance, and the measure type is 
process. Measure is not recommended to replace any current Health Home Core Set measures. 
This measure is included on the Child Core Set. The data collection method as HEDIS 
Electronic Clinical Data Systems. And the Electronic Clinical Data System includes data from 
administrative claims, electronic health records, case management systems, health information 
exchanges, and clinical registries. Next slide.  

The denominator for this measure is beneficiaries with at least two antipsychotic medication 
dispensing events of the same or different medications on different dates of service during the 
measurement year. The numerator for this measure includes beneficiaries who received at least 
one test for blood glucose or HbA1c during the measurement year. Beneficiaries who received 
at least one test for LDL-C or cholesterol during the measurement year, and beneficiaries who 
receive both the following during the measurement year, on the same are different dates of 
service, at least one test for blood glucose or HbA1c and at least one test for LDL-C or 
cholesterol. The current technical specifications for the measure include only stratifications by 
age and product line. Measure steward notes that this measure is under review for potential 
race and ethnicity stratifications for measure year 2026, which corresponds to the federal fiscal 
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year 2027 Core Set reporting. This measure has not been identified by CMS for mandatory 
stratification for federal fiscal year 2025 Child Core Set reporting. We would like to highlight that 
the measure steward changed this measure to an Electronic Clinical Data Systems only 
measure for HEDIS measure year 2024, which corresponds with Core Set federal fiscal year 
2025.  

Previous versions of this measure allowed for data collection via administrative or electronic 
clinical data system methods. Workgroup member who suggested this measure for addition 
stated that there are gaps in the measures on the 1945 and 1945A Health Home Core Set that 
focus on integrated primary care and behavioral health. The Workgroup member also noted that 
antipsychotic medications can elevate a child's risk for developing serious metabolic health 
complications. I now like to hand it back to Tricia to facilitate our Workgroup member discussion 
of the Metabolic Monitoring for Children and Adolescents on Antipsychotics or APM measure. 
Okay. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Okay. Thanks so much, Kalidas. So, before we kick off the Workgroup discussion, I do just want 
to mention that we will be voting separately on adding this measure to the 1945 Core Set and 
the 1945A Core Set. So, as you're thinking through the discussion and as you ask questions or 
make comments, if your thoughts or comments are different for the two different Core Set, 
please make that distinction. And just as a reminder, 1945A is the state plan option for children 
with medically complex conditions. So, at this point anyone who has comments or questions 
about the APM measure, please feel free to raise your hand and we'll kick off the discussion. 
Ari. 

Ari Houser: 

So given that we just declined to recommend a similar measure for the adult population, I'd be 
interested in hearing from the measure steward or anyone else on the call what argument there 
is for inclusion of this measure for children, given that we are not including a somewhat 
comparable measure for adults. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Sorry. As others want to comment on Ari's question, feel free to raise your hand and get in the 
queue. I see Sara. 

Sara Toomey: 

Hi. I guess I'll partially address Ari's question. At least in my mind. I think this is different in a 
number of ways. I think if you look, and I'm going to speak specifically, to 1945A, you know, 
there is not actually much covering sort of the patients with psychiatric illness. Antipsychotics 
are used quite broadly in pediatrics for a really all sorts of different conditions from autism and 
aggression to bipolar and schizophrenia. But they're much more broadly utilized. And they are -- 
and pediatrics in particular, and I'm sure this comment would also hold for adults, but they're 
considered from my perspective, be a vulnerable population. And knowing that they're starting 
as children sort of screening for sort of metabolic sort of derangement is really a necessary 
component to their treatment. At least for me, that would be a rationale for why one might vote 
for this while the other was not voted up. 
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Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Sara. Amy. 

Amy Houtrow: 

Hi everyone. This is Amy Houtrow. You know, to Sara's point, the issues around the broad use 
of these medications in pediatrics, the potential long-term impact on their health well into 
adulthood by missing the opportunity to do the testing. And the lower likelihood that treating 
clinicians are really attentive to cholesterol and blood glucose testing among children, I think is 
something for us to consider as a group.  

Because while this kind of testing is very common in routine parts of standard of care for adults, 
isn't always the case that children are getting cholesterol testing. And so, from a perspective of 
how does this differ from something that we would -- just said no to for adults, is that I think 
there's some differences in the prescribing practices for the antipsychotics. The differences in 
how children are routinely screened and differences in terms of preventing lifelong 
complications of diseases related to metabolic syndromes. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Amy. Pamela. 

Pamela Tew: 

Hi. I think there's a lot of -- sorry about that -- a lot of reasons why this measure is important. 
And I would say, you know, there -- seems to be a rise in off-label usage and not always in 
conjunction with therapy or follow up for members or for patients that are put on medications 
that would put them at higher risk. And you know, earlier there were discussions about 
prevalence. And while the prevalence might be lower than the general population because of 
the risk of chronic conditions of coronary artery disease and diabetes down the road.  

And with diabetes being the seventh leading cause of death, and then the other with all mental 
health diagnoses being at around 50 percent, which I think that data's a little bit older, and my 
suspicion is that it would be higher now than it was then, that the cost -- the potential cost 
increase by not doing the screening and ensuring that we're keeping people healthy and 
monitoring them and providing health promotion as was discussed earlier, will really help this 
population stay healthy and have much better outcomes and have a great impact on the total 
cost of care for members. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Pam. Jeff. 

Jeff Schiff: 

I'm really appreciating this conversation and specifically the parts around the off-label use of 
anti-psychotics and the fact that this measure seems to be agnostic to the diagnosis. And I'm 
having some tension between that and, you know, you guys bringing up the issue of us voting 
separately on 1945 and 1945A. Partly because 1945A doesn't actually exist in practice yet 
anywhere. And I'm just trying to figure out if I was a state wanting to start a 1945A program, not 
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that one measures a big burden, but how much measurement burden we want to put on a state 
around something, you know, where this is -- where we're just trying to get states potentially 
interested in these kids or at least understand why they're not interested, which can relate to its 
financing.  

So, I'm really intrigued with this in 1945. I'm a little less intrigued than 1945A, not because I 
don't think it's important, but because I think we ought to give 1945A a chance to be born and 
then maybe come back and say, "Well, now that it's born, we can see what kind of programs are 
existing for kids and whether this is a big enough denominator of kids on anti-psychotics to 
consider this measure." So, thanks. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks for those comments, Jeff. Kim. 

Kim Elliot: 

I appreciate that, Jeff. That's really thoughtful feedback. One of the things that I think about with 
this measure as well is that it is an ECDS measure. So, the data sources are a little bit different 
than some of the others, such as use of case management records and things like that. So that 
can increase resources a little bit as well. But the impact it can have on children, and I agree 
with Jeff, that 1945A, it's a stronger benefit, I think, for that particular program than the 1945. 
But that's just my opinion. Thank you. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Kim. Other comments on this measure? All right. I am not seeing any other Workgroup 
hands raised to make a comment on this one. So why don't we go to the next slide. Provide an 
opportunity for public comment on this measure. Again, if you are a member of the public, 
please use the Raise Hand feature in WebEx and then state your name and affiliation before 
making your comment. And again, we are discussing the Metabolic Monitoring for Children and 
Adolescents on Antipsychotics. I am not seeing any hands raised. So again, before we move to 
a vote, I want to give one final opportunity to make comments or ask questions about the 
Metabolic Monitoring for Children and Adolescents on Antipsychotics Measure or APM. As the 
opportunity for Workgroup members, federal liaisons, members of the public to make a 
comment or ask a question.  

All right. Well, let's get back to voting. I'll let Emily pull up the Slido. While she's doing that, I will 
note again that the Workgroup will vote twice on this measure. The first vote will be whether to 
suggest the addition of Metabolic Monitoring for Children and Adolescents on Antipsychotics to 
the 1945 Health Home Core Set. And the second vote will be for the 1945A Health Home Core 
Set. So, the vote that's active now is for addition to the 1945 Health Home Core Set. Just as a 
reminder, 1945A is for children with medically complex conditions. So, this vote is for 1945 
Health Homes, which are the traditional health home programs. All right. We're expecting 13 
votes and I see 13 votes. So let us just confirm we have everyone. All right. Voting is now 
closed. We can share the results. All right, 54 percent of the Workgroup voted yes. That does 
not meet the threshold for recommendation.  

So, the Metabolic Monitoring for Children and Adolescents on Antipsychotic measures is not 
recommended for addition to the 2026 1945 Health Home Core Set. Now, we will move on to 
the next vote, which is a vote to recommend the measure for addition to the 1945A Health 



2026 Medicaid Health Home Core Sets Annual Review: 
Meeting to Review Measures for the 2026 Health Home Core Sets Day 1 Transcript 

 

26 

Home Core Set, which is again, for children with medically complex conditions. This is voting on 
the same measure, Metabolic Monitoring for Children and Adolescents on Antipsychotics, 
whether to recommend the measure be added to the 2026 1945A Health Home Core Set. All 
right. Let us confirm that we have everyone's votes. Okay. We have all the votes we are 
expecting. Voting is closed. We can share the results. All right, 54 percent of the Workgroup 
voted yes. That does not meet the threshold for recommendation.  

So, the Metabolic Monitoring for Children and Adolescents on Antipsychotic measure is not 
recommended for addition to the 2026 1945A Health Home Core Set. Thanks everyone for your 
engagement in the conversation and your voting. All right. That brings us to the end of our 
measure discussions today. So again, I appreciate everyone's robust input and engagement, all 
of your contributions, and we look forward to the measure discussions tomorrow. Let's go to the 
next slide. One more. Thank you.  

All right. So let me preview our agenda for tomorrow's part of the meeting. We will discuss one 
additional measure that was suggested for addition to both the 1945 and 1945A Health Home 
Core Sets. That measure is Social Needs Screening and Intervention. We will follow voting with 
a discussion on gaps in the Health Home Core Sets and transition to a Public Call for Measures 
for the 2027 Health Home Core Sets. We will end our annual review with an opportunity for 
reflections and discussion of future direction. And as always, there will be opportunities for 
public comment. We will begin promptly at 11:00 AM tomorrow Eastern Time and ask 
Workgroup members to, you know, sign in a few minutes early just like you did today. We really 
appreciated everyone being prompt returning from the break on time, engaging in the voting, et 
cetera. You guys make these meetings easy to run. So, before we close out, Kim or Jeff, do you 
have any final remarks to close out today's meeting? Kim, would you like to start? 

Kim Elliot: 

Sure. I'm happy to start. First off, I'd just like to thank all of the Workgroup members for their 
active participation in today's measure discussion. It was really clear that everybody came really 
well prepared and the subject matter expertise that everyone brought today to the discussion, it 
impacts me and how I think about some of the measures and I'm sure it does others as well on 
the Workgroup.  

And I do really appreciate all of the time and effort that everyone takes in preparing for the call. 
And I think it really does lead to some really good decisions and recommendations to provide to 
CMS on either adding or deleting, in this case, adding measures to the Core Set. But in 
particular the impacts that it would have the states or those that are involved in the core 
measures that -- whether it's from the implementation standpoint or even the participants 
themselves, the members and the impacts to them. So, I want to thank everybody for everything 
in today's call. And I'm looking forward to tomorrow's. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks Kim. Jeff. 

Jeff Schiff: 

Thanks for the hard work. I want to just say -- as I said in the beginning, I'm looking forward to 
this gaps conversation and hope we all think about the slide that looked at this, you know, 
there're three levels and this is being the middle level for program and what our gaps are in this 
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level. It's different than the Core Set overall because this is really a program focused on 
coordinating care for beneficiaries. So, I'm looking forward to -- I hope some of you will have 
good dreams about measure gaps that you're crossing. So, I look forward to the conversation 
tomorrow. 

Patricia Rowan: 

Thanks, Jeff. I thought it was only me that dreamed about the Core Sets. All right. Well, again, 
thanks everyone for coming and being part of today's meeting. We wish you all a lovely 
afternoon. This concludes Day 1 of our 2026 Health Core Sets Annual Review Meeting. So, we 
will adjourn now and see you all tomorrow. Thanks again, everybody. Bye-bye. 


	2026 Medicaid Health Home Core Sets Annual Review: Meeting to Review Measures for the 2026 Health Home Core Sets Day 1 Transcript
	Maria Dobinick:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kim Elliott:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kim Elliott:
	Maria Dobinick:
	Jeff Schiff:
	Maria Dobinick:
	Jeff Schiff:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kim Elliott:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeff Schiff:
	Patricia Rowan:
	David Basel:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Macy Daly:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Macy Daly:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Ari Houser:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Ari Houser:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Amy Houtrow:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Pamela Lester:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Elizabeth Nichols:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kayla Romero:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Pamela Tew:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Sara Toomey:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Laura Vegas:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeannie Wigglesworth:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Sara Rhoades:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Sara Rhoades:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Maria Dobinick:
	Emily Costello:
	Maria Dobinick:
	Emily Costello:
	Maria Dobinick:
	Emily Costello:
	Maria Dobinick:
	Emily Costello:
	Maria Dobinick:
	Emily Costello:
	Maria Dobinick:
	Kalidas Shanti:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeff Schiff:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Tom Valentine:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeannie Wigglesworth:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kim Elliot:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Ari Houser:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kim Elliot:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeannie Wigglesworth:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Elizabeth Nichols:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeannie Wigglesworth:
	Patricia Rowan:
	David Basel:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Amy Houtrow:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kim Elliot:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Elizabeth Nichols:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeannie Wigglesworth:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Sara Toomey:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Tom Valentine:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kalidas Shanti:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Ari Houser:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Sara Toomey:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Amy Houtrow:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Pamela Tew:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeff Schiff:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kim Elliot:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Kim Elliot:
	Patricia Rowan:
	Jeff Schiff:
	Patricia Rowan:





Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		2026-HH-CSR-Voting-Mtg-Transcript-Day-1.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found no problems in this document.





		Needs manual check: 0



		Passed manually: 2



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 0



		Passed: 30



		Failed: 0







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Passed manually		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Passed manually		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Passed		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top


<<

  /ASCII85EncodePages false

  /AllowTransparency false

  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true

  /AutoRotatePages /None

  /Binding /Left

  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)

  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)

  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)

  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error

  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4

  /CompressObjects /Tags

  /CompressPages true

  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true

  /PassThroughJPEGImages true

  /CreateJobTicket false

  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default

  /DetectBlends true

  /DetectCurves 0.0000

  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK

  /DoThumbnails false

  /EmbedAllFonts true

  /EmbedOpenType false

  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true

  /EmbedJobOptions true

  /DSCReportingLevel 0

  /EmitDSCWarnings false

  /EndPage -1

  /ImageMemory 1048576

  /LockDistillerParams false

  /MaxSubsetPct 100

  /Optimize true

  /OPM 1

  /ParseDSCComments true

  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true

  /PreserveCopyPage true

  /PreserveDICMYKValues true

  /PreserveEPSInfo true

  /PreserveFlatness true

  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false

  /PreserveOPIComments true

  /PreserveOverprintSettings true

  /StartPage 1

  /SubsetFonts true

  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply

  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve

  /UsePrologue false

  /ColorSettingsFile ()

  /AlwaysEmbed [ true

  ]

  /NeverEmbed [ true

  ]

  /AntiAliasColorImages false

  /CropColorImages true

  /ColorImageMinResolution 300

  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleColorImages false

  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /ColorImageResolution 300

  /ColorImageDepth -1

  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1

  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeColorImages false

  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterColorImages true

  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /ColorACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /ColorImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasGrayImages false

  /CropGrayImages true

  /GrayImageMinResolution 300

  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleGrayImages false

  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /GrayImageResolution 300

  /GrayImageDepth -1

  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2

  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeGrayImages false

  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode

  /AutoFilterGrayImages true

  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG

  /GrayACSImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /GrayImageDict <<

    /QFactor 0.15

    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<

    /TileWidth 256

    /TileHeight 256

    /Quality 30

  >>

  /AntiAliasMonoImages false

  /CropMonoImages true

  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200

  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK

  /DownsampleMonoImages false

  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic

  /MonoImageResolution 1200

  /MonoImageDepth -1

  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000

  /EncodeMonoImages false

  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode

  /MonoImageDict <<

    /K -1

  >>

  /AllowPSXObjects false

  /CheckCompliance [

    /None

  ]

  /PDFX1aCheck false

  /PDFX3Check false

  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false

  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true

  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true

  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

    0.00000

  ]

  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()

  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()

  /PDFXOutputCondition ()

  /PDFXRegistryName ()

  /PDFXTrapped /False



  /CreateJDFFile false

  /Description <<



    /BGR <>

    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>

    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>

    /CZE <>

    /DAN <>

    /DEU <>

    /ESP <>

    /ETI <>

    /FRA <>

    /GRE <>



    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)

    /HUN <>

    /ITA <>

    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>

    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>

    /LTH <>

    /LVI <>

    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)

    /NOR <>

    /POL <>

    /PTB <>

    /RUM <>

    /RUS <>

    /SKY <>

    /SLV <>

    /SUO <>

    /SVE <>

    /TUR <>

    /UKR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)

  >>

  /Namespace [

    (Adobe)

    (Common)

    (1.0)

  ]

  /OtherNamespaces [

    <<

      /AsReaderSpreads false

      /CropImagesToFrames true

      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue

      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false

      /IncludeGuidesGrids false

      /IncludeNonPrinting false

      /IncludeSlug false

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (InDesign)

        (4.0)

      ]

      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false

      /OmitPlacedEPS false

      /OmitPlacedPDF false

      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy

    >>

    <<

      /AddBleedMarks false

      /AddColorBars false

      /AddCropMarks false

      /AddPageInfo false

      /AddRegMarks false

      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK

      /DestinationProfileName ()

      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /Downsample16BitImages true

      /FlattenerPreset <<

        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution

      >>

      /FormElements false

      /GenerateStructure false

      /IncludeBookmarks false

      /IncludeHyperlinks false

      /IncludeInteractive false

      /IncludeLayers false

      /IncludeProfiles false

      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings

      /Namespace [

        (Adobe)

        (CreativeSuite)

        (2.0)

      ]

      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK

      /PreserveEditing true

      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged

      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile

      /UseDocumentBleed false

    >>

  ]

>> setdistillerparams

<<

  /HWResolution [2400 2400]

  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]

>> setpagedevice



