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HAILL,
RENDER, KILLIAN, . |
HEAT H LYMAN | - ' Anomeys at Law

Professional Service Corpor:
Suite 2000, Box 82064
One American Square, Indianapolis, IN 46282 . .
(317) 633-4884 Fax: (317) 6334878 February 22,

Health Care Financing Administration
Office of the Attorney Advisor

Room C3-01-20

7500 Secunity Boulevard
Baltimore, MDD 21244-1850

Re:-  Tift General Hospital
- Provider No. 11-0095
Federal Fiscal Year Beginning 10/01/00
‘Case No. 99C0554 :

Dear Ladies and Gentlemen:

-

We represent Tift General Hospital ("Tift"), which is a subsection (d) provider Hospit

under section 1886 of the Social Security Act, Tift submitted, in a timely manner, an applicai
to the Medicare Geographic Classification Review Board ("the Board" or "MGCRB") for

- geographic redesignation in accordance with 42 C.F.R. 412.230 for the federal fiscal year
beginning October 1, 2000 through September 30, 2001.

On February 8, 2000 the Board denied the Tift's request for redesignation for the purp
of using the wage index of the Albany, Georgia MSA. The decision of the Board is attached :
Appendix I. We respectfully request that the Administrator overturn the denial of the wage
index request and grant Tift geographic redesignation for discharges occurring from October !
2000 through September 30, 2001 using the Albany, Georgia MSA wage index.

<
.

FACTS

The Board found that Tift's average hourly wage was only 72.5962% of the average
hourly wage of the Albany, Georgia MSA. Since this was lower than the required 84%
threshold, the Board denied the Hospital's request for a wage index reclassification.

On November 5, 1999 we filed additional information with the Board in support of Tifi

application. Our filing stated that one of the two hospitals in Albany, Georgia (Phoebe Putney
Hospital, Provider No. 1 1-0007) likely had seriously flawed data included in its. wage index
computation. We noted that the average hourly wage of this hospital had increased 45.78% frc
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reclassification for purposes of the standardized amount. If the hospital uses a differ
methodology to make the cost comparison based on acceptable data the MGCRB m:
nevertheless determine that the hospital has demonstrated that it qualifies for
reclassification.”

From the above, it is clear that the MGCRB and HCFA have discretion to accept
alternative criteria based on acceptable data and determine that a hospital demonstrates that -
qualifies for reclassification. Thus, we submit that both the Board and HCFA have the authe
to approve the Tift reclassification request based on substantial evidence of an error in the
federal fiscal year 2000 Albany, Georgia MSA wage index that prevents Tift from being
reclassified. This denial is particularly inequitable since Tift, without the intervention of EIC
or its fiscal intermediary, is powerless to correct the inherent error in the Albany, Georgia M
wage index. Additionally, based on trending of data from previous years to 2000, Tift woulc
surely meet the 84% threshold if reasonably accurate wage data was included in the Albany
wage index. :

In the alternative the Board or HCFA could extend the prior year's wage index

reclassification of Tift to the year 2000. There is ample precedent for this treatment since the
Board has granted two-year reclassifications for federal fiscal year 1993. ‘

We suggest that HCFA has the authority and responsibility to ensure equitable payme
to Tift in these circumstances. We submit that there are two methodologies available to HCFE
to fix this obvious error and reclassify Tift to the Albany, Georgia, MSA. We therefore ask t
Administrator to reverse the denial of the MGCRB- and reclassify Tift to the Albany, Georgia
MSA for federal fiscal year 2001. ' o

Should you have any further questions, please do not hesitate to advise us.

Sincerely,

HALL, RENDER, KILLIAN, HEATH & LYMAN, P.S

JCR/kks

Enclosures

0755DEB
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