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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

A. Background

The main goal of this study was to examine how patient, provider, agency, and
market/regulatory factors relate to variations in home health care practices and how
practice patterns relate to outcomes for Medicare beneficiaries.  Five important aspects of
home health practice, covering both direct care provision and care coordination, were
selected for examination.  The four measures of direct care investigated were (1) the
average number of visits provided to a patient per day (i.e., visit intensity), (2) the duration
of the home health episode (length of stay), (3) the total number of disciplines involved in
patient care, and (4) the number of alternative services provided during the episode of
care.1  The amount of feedback received by the primary home care provider from other
agency personnel regarding a patient’s care plan and discharge was examined as a
measure of care coordination.2  The three key research questions were:

1. What is the actual practice of home health care, in terms of type, amount, and
decision making (e.g., care planning, care coordination)?

2. How are decisions about care made in light of Medicare coverage rules?
3. What elements of practice are associated with long lengths of stay in the Medicare

home health benefit?

In addition, although the study was not originally intended to address issues related to the
Balanced Budget Act (BBA) of 1997, the timing of the project allowed for an examination
of the impact of the Interim Payment System (IPS) and other policy changes that occurred
prior to the implementation of the Medicare home health Prospective Payment System
(PPS) in October 2000. 

The objective of this report is to summarize the findings from the quantitative and
qualitative methods used to answer the key study questions.  The report provides a
description of the states, agencies, and patients that participated in the study.  Quantitative
data are used to (1) examine the influence of patient, provider, agency, and
market/regulatory factors on practice patterns, (2) explore the impact of practice patterns
on length of stay, and (3) identify the effect of practice patterns on patient outcomes. 
Practice patterns and decision making in home health care are explored using data from
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focus group and case study interviews.  Finally, qualitative data regarding provider
perspectives on IPS, a major provision of the BBA, and other changes in the field of home
health care are summarized.

B. Findings

1.  Key Features of Study States, Agencies, and Patients

Study States:  Eight states were chosen for participation in the study on the basis of
their home health visit volume, defined as the average number of visits per Medicare
beneficiary receiving home care per year in 1995.  Four low-volume and four high-volume
states were selected.  The four low-volume states selected were Minnesota, New Jersey,
Oregon, and Pennsylvania and the four high-volume states were Georgia, Massachusetts,
Mississippi, and Texas.

Descriptive information about the states shows variation within each state volume
group, but greater variation between the two groups.  Further, although visit volume (visits
per beneficiary per year) has decreased in both the low- and high-volume states, the
percentage reduction in visit volume is only slightly higher in high-volume states than low-
volume states.  Some key differences between the states in the high-and low-volume
groups are the following:

• On average, a slightly larger percentage of the population is 65 years old or older in
the low-volume than the high-volume states.

• In low-volume states, a slightly smaller percentage of the age 65 and older population
lives in poverty than in the high-volume states.  Likewise, a smaller percentage of
Medicare patients are covered by Medicaid in the low-volume than the high-volume
states.  

• A larger number of people aged 65 and older per 1000 has difficulties with
mobility/self-care in the high-volume than the low-volume states.

• The high-volume study states have many more home health users per 1000 among
their Medicare beneficiaries than do the low-volume states.

Study Agencies:  Agencies were randomly sampled from the eight states and
invited to participate in the study until the target agency sample of 56 agencies was
reached.  During the course of data collection, several agencies discontinued their
participation in the study (often due to the greater financial stringency under IPS) or failed
to submit useable longitudinal data.  Of the 56 agencies recruited for participation in the
study, 44 contributed data to the final sample used for analysis purposes.
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The study agencies reflected a variety of important agency-level factors, providing a
cross-section with regard to three factors that were hypothesized to play a critical role in
the practice of home health care: 

• The final sample of 44 agencies had good representation of agencies in both the
high-volume and low-volume states (41% and 59%, respectively).

• More than half of the agencies were nonproprietary or government agencies (66%). 
The remaining 34% were proprietary agencies.

• The sample had nearly equal representation of hospital-based and freestanding
agencies (48% and 52%, respectively).  

Study Patients:  The final patient sample included 684 patients, contributing a total
of 732 complete episodes of care.  Patients enrolled in the study reflected a variety of
important variations in their conditions and living situations.

• The study patients were quite elderly, with an average age of 78 years.
• The majority of patients were White and female.
• Despite their age, 80% of the study patients lived in their own homes.
• Nearly all patients had family members or other persons who provided them with

some assistance.
• Slightly over 81% of patients had been discharged from an inpatient facility within two

weeks of beginning home care.
• The majority of patients (95%) had only a single episode of care during their time in

the study.

2.  Practice Variations in Home Health Care

Quantitative analyses were conducted on longitudinal data for congestive heart failure
(CHF) and diabetes mellitus patient episodes to examine (1) the effect of patient, provider,
agency, and market/regulatory factors on home care practices, (2) the influence of practice
patterns on episode length, and (3) the impact of home care practices on patient outcome. 
The following are the key findings from the multivariate analyses:

• Patient complexity, functional status, and diagnoses were important predictors of visit
frequency, the number of disciplines and alternative services included in the patient’s
care, episode length, and the amount of feedback a care provider receives from
other agency personnel about the patient’s care plan.  

• Care providers with more years of experience in home health care tended to have
patients with significantly longer episode lengths than did less experienced providers.

• Agency ownership and type were strong predictors of home care practices. 
Proprietary agencies appeared to counterbalance visit intensity and length of stay,
providing their patients with more frequent visits over shorter episodes than did
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nonproprietary agencies.  These agencies also made greater use of alternative
services.

• Freestanding agencies provided both more frequent visits and longer episodes of
care than did hospital-based agencies.

• States that had been identified based on 1995 data as providing a large number of
home care visits per patient appeared to continue to utilize home care resources
more heavily than did states with lower visit volume (e.g., more frequent visits, more
disciplines involved).

• Agencies appeared to counterbalance frequency of visits and length of stay, such that
episodes involving more frequent visits were significantly shorter than episodes with
less frequent visits.  

• Episodes of care that involved more disciplines were significantly longer than those
involving fewer home health disciplines.

• Patients receiving more frequent visits experienced marginally better outcomes of
home care than did patients with less frequent visits.

3.  What is the Actual Practice of Home Health Care?

The focus group and case study interviews were conducted to examine home health
care in greater depth than was possible with the primary data sample.  Key findings
regarding service provision, and care planning and coordination are summarized here.

Service Provision:  

• Often, elderly recipients of Medicare home care services are complex patients, many
having been recently discharged from hospital care.  According to focus group
participants, patients just released from the hospital often are sicker than other home
care recipients and frequently require complex or high-tech services.  

• Home care nurses engage in a wide variety of activities as part of providing skilled
nursing care, including assessment of patients' medical conditions and needs,
education of patients and their families, development of the care plan, management
of the medications, completion of required forms, documentation, coordination of the
patients' support networks, psychological counseling, and coordination of care
across disciplines.

• The family support system is of great importance to elderly home care patients. 
Family members provide assistance with activities of daily living (ADLs), instrumental
activities of daily living (IADLs), environmental support, and psychological support.  In
addition, they often are heavily involved in the patients' home health care activities
(e.g., present at visits, involved in the development of the plan of care).  The presence
of a family support system is an important factor affecting nurses' decisions about the
frequency of visits a patient needs.
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• Patients and/or their families often refuse to accept the services of home health aides
and medical social workers.  Usually, patients who refuse services have family
members who are willing and able to provide for the patients' needs.

Care Planning and Coordination:

• The role of the primary nurse in the process of developing the patient's care plan
varies from agency to agency.  At some of the case study agencies, primary nurses
have a great deal of control over a patient's care plan.  However, many agencies
involve nursing supervisors in the development of patients' care plans.  Although the
sample size was small, the case study interviews suggest that primary nurses have
greater control over the development of their patients' care plans in low-volume states
and in nonproprietary agencies.  Administrator Questionnaire data corroborate these
findings and also suggest that primary nurses have greater control over their patients'
care plans in hospital-based than freestanding agencies.

• Physician involvement in home care appears to be minimal in most cases.  Generally,
the patient's plan of care is developed independently by home care agency staff
based on their initial assessment of the patient's needs.  The care plan often has little
resemblance to the physician's initial referral, which rarely specifies the types of visits
needed and the frequency with which they should occur.  Nurses usually communicate
with their patients' physicians only at milestone time points, such as recertification
and discharge, or when the patient's condition changes.  Contact between home care
nurses and physicians is nearly always made indirectly through the physician's
nursing staff.

• Home health agency case conferences are a main mechanism through which home
care providers of different disciplines stay in contact about their patients. 

• Discharge planning begins very early in the home care episode, often at the first visit. 
Nurses cited a number of factors they consider in determining a patient's readiness
for discharge: homebound status and other Medicare eligibility requirements, stability
of the patient's medical condition and medication regimen, attainment of educational
goals, the patient's endurance, and the patient's ability to manage his or her
medications.

• In preparation for discharge, primary nurses work to identify resources to assist with
the patient's continuing needs following discharge, such as transportation and meal
preparation.

4.  How are Decisions About Care Made in Light of Medicare
Coverage Rules?

The focus group and case study interviews also provided important information about
the decision-making process in home health care.  This section highlights some key
findings from these interviews.
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• Recertification and discharge decisions are based on a number of factors, including
patient factors (e.g., living environment), agency factors (e.g., supervision of decision-
making process), and external factors (e.g., IPS, coverage rules).

• The patient's primary nurse usually makes the decisions about the care plan, although
some agencies involve nursing supervisors and a multi-disciplinary team in the
review of each patient's care plan.  Nurses in low-volume states appear to have
greater control over the decision-making process than do nurses in high-volume
states.  Supervisory staff appear to be more involved in the development of the
patient's care plan in proprietary than nonproprietary agencies.

• There appears to be considerable confusion surrounding Medicare coverage rules. 
Nurses often are uncertain about the definition of "homebound," about what
constitutes skilled nursing care, and about the appropriate use of Management and
Evaluation (M&E).  Nurses suggested that physicians seem to struggle with these
concepts as well, sometimes referring patients who are not eligible for Medicare
home health services. 

• However, the focus group and case study interviews produced no evidence that the
lack of clarity in coverage rules encourages home care providers to continue to
provide services to patients who may be ready for discharge.  Indeed, there was
some suggestion from the interviews that this ambiguity may actually result in shorter
episodes of care.  Fear of Medicare review leads some nurses to opt for discharging
a patient for whom it is unclear whether discharge or recertification is the correct
approach.  Further, it appears that agencies may avoid the use of services for which
the coverage rules are ambiguous, such as M&E. 

5.  Provider Perspectives on the Interim Payment System (IPS)

This study was not originally intended to examine the impact of recent regulatory
changes related to home health care.  However, because the BBA was implemented prior
to the major data acquisition phase of the project, the opportunity arose to obtain
information about the impact of IPS and other recent changes in home health care.  A
number of important themes emerged across several methods used to examine provider
perceptions of IPS and concurrent changes:3

• Interview participants reported that home care patients receive fewer services and
are on service for shorter periods of time than they once were.

• The focus on reducing home health utilization has led to the identification and
increased involvement of community and other outside resources early in patients'
episodes of care.  

• According to agency administrators, this increased emphasis on community
resources has expanded the role of social workers in patient care.  However, this
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finding is not consistent with recent work conducted by Abt Associates (1999), which
indicated that more agencies have decreased (8.4%) than increased (4.2%) the
involvement of social workers. 

• Patient education intended to help patients and their families to provide for their own
needs has become an increasingly important aspect of home care.  According to
many providers, this education must take place in an increasingly short period of
time. 

• Interview participants reported that agencies sometimes refuse high-need patients,
such as chronic, complex, or rural patients.  In particular, the respondents contend that
access to home care services has been reduced for diabetic patients and patients
who need daily wound care.  Other studies have reported similar findings.

• Many interview participants noted that a large number of home care agencies have
closed or merged with other agencies during the past few years. 

• Many agencies have instituted cost saving measures, laid off staff, instituted
additional case management procedures, increased nurse productivity standards,
and changed their geographic service areas in an attempt to respond to IPS and
other regulatory changes.  

• Many agencies are pursuing ways to diversify their payer sources, seeking to shift
their case load more toward Medicaid and managed care and away from Medicare. 

• Agency administrators noted a reduction in physician referrals to home care.

C. Conclusions

The field of home health care has seen dramatic changes over the past several
years.  Since the collection of the data used in this study, several major regulations have
been implemented that are expected to have a powerful impact on the practice of home
health care.  The implementation of the home health PPS in October 2000 has provided
agencies with strong incentives to reduce the number of visits provided to patients and to
find other means of minimizing the cost of care.  These incentives have the potential to
lead to underservice and poor patient outcomes.  On the other hand, the 1999
implementation of OASIS data collection and transmission requirements and the more
recent generation of case mix, adverse event, and outcome reports focus agency attention
on the quality of care they provide, perhaps lessening the likelihood of underutilization of
care.  The findings from this study provide a baseline of information on practice patterns
during the IPS period, allowing researchers to identify the impact of the implementation of
PPS and other recent federal regulations. 
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I.  INTRODUCTION

A. Background

The growth of the elderly population and changes in Medicare policy have led to
dramatic increases in the volume and costs of home health care during the late 1980s and
early 1990s.  In light of this recent growth, it has become increasingly important to
understand the actual practice of home health care and how health care providers interpret
Medicare policies.  This study was intended to explore several important dimensions of
home health care, with particular emphasis on the delivery and outcome of care in the
context of current Medicare policies and regulations.  The information collected in the study
is intended to contribute to the knowledge base of government agencies in dealing with
current and future issues surrounding home health care.

The main goal of this study, conducted for the Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Planning and Evaluation (ASPE), was to examine factors related to variations in the care
practices of Medicare-certified home health care providers.  During the 1990s, dramatic
variations in the provision of home health care became apparent.  In 1995, the Office of the
Inspector General (OIG) identified wide variation in reimbursement rates per beneficiary at
agencies across the country (OIG 1995a).  Using 1993 data, OIG found that one-third of all
home health agencies received 51.5% of all Medicare reimbursement for home health
services.  Although the average reimbursement per visit was similar across agencies, the
number of visits provided varied dramatically.  Agencies with the highest level of
reimbursement provided an average of five times more visits per beneficiary than did
agencies with the lowest level of reimbursement (141 vs. 27 visits).

Agencies that received high levels of reimbursement differed from low-
reimbursement agencies in several important respects (OIG 1995a).  Agencies with high
reimbursement levels tended to be proprietary and freestanding.  Further, these agencies
had larger numbers of employees, especially home health aides, than did agencies with
lower reimbursement rates per beneficiary.  Agencies with high reimbursement rates
provided seven times the number of home health aide visits than did agencies with lower
average per-beneficiary reimbursement.

Large differences in average reimbursement rates per beneficiary did not seem to be
explained by patient characteristics (OIG 1995a).  A comparison of reimbursement rates
for the 15 principal diagnostic codes with the highest reimbursement amounts indicated
that average reimbursement rates per beneficiary varied dramatically even within specific
diagnostic groups.  Further, beneficiary age, gender, race, and Medicare-eligibility
category were quite similar across agencies of varying reimbursement levels.  Contrary to
what one might expect, patients in the care of high-reimbursement agencies were slightly
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more likely to die while on service than were patients in the care of agencies with lower
levels of reimbursement per beneficiary.  However, this difference was quite small and
might suggest that high-reimbursement agencies care for patients with more severe
illness.

OIG also examined the relationship between average reimbursement per beneficiary
and quality of care (1995a).  In the absence of true outcome measures, agency-level
measures were used as proxies for service quality (i.e., number of deficiencies and
complaints recorded by the Health Care Financing Administration (HCFA) Survey and
Certification Branch and accreditation status).4  Agencies with high reimbursement rates
per beneficiary did not have fewer deficiencies and complaints than agencies with lower
average reimbursement rates per beneficiary.  They were, however, less likely to be
accredited (this may be related to the fact that these agencies are less likely to be
affiliated with hospitals, skilled nursing facilities, or other medical service organizations).

In 1994, Schore found striking regional variations in the use of home health services. 
Examining utilization of home health services in nine multi-state regions, corresponding to
regional categories typically used by HCFA, Schore found that the mean number of visits
provided per home care episode was much lower in the Pacific region (Alaska, California,
Hawaii, Oregon, and Washington) and Middle Atlantic region (New Jersey, New York, and
Pennsylvania) than in the East South Central and West South Central regions (East: 
Alabama, Kentucky, Mississippi, and Tennessee; West:  Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma,
and Texas).  The mean numbers of visits per episode were 28 in the Pacific region and 30
in the Middle Atlantic region.  In the East and West South Central regions, on the other
hand, the mean numbers of visits per home health episode were 95 and 64, respectively. 
Regional variations in episode length followed this same pattern.  The Pacific and Middle
Atlantic regions had much shorter mean lengths of stay in the home health benefit (60 and
66 days, respectively) than did the East and West South Central regions (180 and 121
days, respectively).  OIG (1995b) also reported that states in the Southeastern region of
the country (Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, and Tennessee) provide more visits per beneficiary than other states.

According to Schore (1994), the types of visits provided also varied somewhat by
geographic region.  Although there was little regional variability in the inclusion of skilled
nursing visits in the episodes of care, the inclusion of home health aide visits, therapy
visits, and social work visits was subject to greater regional variability.  Home health aides
provided at least one visit in 37% of the episodes in the Pacific region and 52% in the
East South Central region.  The percentages of episodes in a region that included at least
one therapy visit ranged from 26% (West North Central region:  Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, and South Dakota) to 46% (Pacific region).  Medical
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social workers provided at least one visit in 8% of the episodes of care in the New
England region (Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, and
Vermont) and 32% of the episodes in the Pacific region.

Importantly, in the Schore study (1994), patient outcomes (measured through claims
data) appeared to vary somewhat by geographic region.  Patients in the Pacific region
had the lowest rates of inpatient admission within 30 days of the end of their home health
episodes, home health readmission between 31 and 60 days after the end of their
episodes, and home health readmission between 31 and 60 days after the end of their
episodes for the same diagnostic group as the original episode.  Patients in the East
South Central region had the highest rates of these outcomes and also the highest death
rate within 30 days of the end of a home health episode.

Schore's results (1994) suggest that high utilization does not necessarily enhance
patient outcomes, as one might expect.  On the contrary, the region with the highest
utilization rates had the highest occurrence of negative outcomes on four of the six
outcome measures, whereas the region with the lowest utilization had the lowest
occurrence of three of the six outcomes.  However, it is clear from this study that the
characteristics of home health markets, agencies, and patients in these different regions
were quite distinct.  The South Central agencies tended to operate in nonmetropolitan
areas with high rates of poverty and few alternative resources.  A large proportion of the
home health episodes in these regions were provided by proprietary and freestanding
agencies.  Agencies in the Pacific and Middle Atlantic regions were more likely to be
located in large metropolitan areas where the elderly population was less impoverished
and alternative resources were more widely available.  Most of the episodes of care in
these regions were provided by non-proprietary home health agencies.  

Further, the two South Central regions, both of which had high utilization rates,
appeared to have a particularly frail and chronically ill patient population.  Agencies in the
Pacific and Middle Atlantic regions, on the other hand, appeared to serve more post-acute
care patients and fewer chronically ill patients.  As a result of this variability in agency and
patient characteristics, it appeared that agencies in the South Central regions were using
home health care as a type of long-term care, providing relatively extensive home health
aide services and relatively few therapy services, to a caseload of very frail patients.  The
Pacific and Middle Atlantic regions, on the other hand, used the home health benefit mainly
for short-term rehabilitation following acute care.  Patients in these regions received
relatively more therapy and social work visits than patients in other regions.  However,
even after controlling for patient and agency characteristics (e.g., type of control), regional
variation in home health utilization remained.

Together, the reports prepared by OIG (1995a) and Schore (1994) demonstrated
striking variations in the utilization of home health care services across the country. 
According to these studies, certain patient, agency, and market characteristics influence
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the use of home health care.  Although, this OIG report suggested that patient
characteristics such as age, gender, and race had little association with utilization rates,
Schore reported that race and certain diagnostic categories were related to an increase in
the number of visits provided.  Both studies demonstrated an association between high
utilization and certain agency characteristics (i.e., proprietary control, freestanding type). 
Further, the findings from the Schore study suggest that certain characteristics of the local
health care markets influence the utilization of home health care (i.e., poverty rate,
alternative resources available, urban/rural nature of community).  Both studies report a
paradoxical relationship between utilization and outcomes.  In the Schore report, low-use
regions had fewer inpatient admissions, home health readmissions, and post-discharge
deaths than did high-use regions.  Similarly, the OIG report found a slight inverse
relationship between average reimbursement rates per beneficiary and patient death while
on service, although this indicator was not intended as an outcome measure.  Further, the
authors of the OIG report indicated that agencies with higher average reimbursement rates
per beneficiary were less likely to be accredited, a proxy measure of service quality, than
were agencies with lower reimbursement rates.

Many questions remain unanswered regarding practice variations in home health
care.  Because the OIG (1995a) and Schore (1994) studies were based entirely on
secondary data, they were limited in the kinds of relationships that could be explored and
the kinds of conclusions that could be drawn.  Neither project was able to identify causal
relationships between patient, agency, and market characteristics and practice patterns,
nor between practice patterns and patient outcomes.  Further, the data with which patient
and agency characteristics and patient outcomes could be examined were limited.  For
example, patient characteristics that might have a powerful influence on home health
utilization, such as specific details about the patient's medical condition, his or her ability to
learn, compliance with the medical regimen, assistance provided by the family support
system, and willingness to accept certain home health services, are not accessible through
secondary data sources.  Information about agency-specific policies, such as case
management, supervision of nursing decisions, and productivity standards, also are not
readily available.  Further, these studies were able to examine the outcomes or quality of
care only to a limited degree.

The current study was designed to examine practice variations in home health care
through the collection of primary longitudinal data.  Figure 1.1 presents the conceptual
framework for the study.  In Stage 1, several sets of independent variables (patient,
provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors) are hypothesized to influence practice
patterns.  In Stage 2, practice patterns are hypothesized to affect patient outcomes.  The
main emphasis in this study was on Stage 1, although quantitative analyses were
conducted to examine how variations in practice patterns relate to patient outcomes (after
controlling for patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors).  
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FIGURE 1.1: Conceptual Framework for the Study
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Three main research questions were identified for the study:

1. What is the actual practice of home health care, in terms of type, amount, and
decision making (e.g., care planning, care coordination)? 

2. How are decisions about care made in light of Medicare coverage rules?
3. What elements of practice are associated with long lengths of stay in the Medicare

home health benefit?

The first question focuses on the direct care Medicare home care patients receive,
such as the number and frequency of skilled nurse and home health aide visits, the types of
services provided during a skilled nursing visit (e.g., teaching, assessment), and the
amount and type of care planning and coordination organized by the home care provider. 
Of particular importance is how such practice patterns are related to patient, provider,
agency, and market/regulatory factors.  To answer the second question, methods were
developed to examine care provider variation in interpretation of Medicare home health
care coverage rules (e.g., the definition of homebound status and the need for skilled
care), and to investigate how care providers interpret coverage rules when making
decisions to discharge or recertify patients in situations in which either choice may be
reasonable.  Finally, the third question focuses on identifying care provider practices that
relate to shorter versus longer lengths of stay for similar patients (e.g., amount of teaching,
coordination of alternative or community services to assist the patient, care planning with
physicians).  An important issue associated with all three questions is whether practice
differences are related to differences in patient outcomes.  Thus, the linkage between
practice patterns and outcomes was also explored in the study.
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A study of practice patterns in home health care is particularly important at this time in
view of the major changes that have occurred over the past several years in the utilization
of Medicare home health services, as well as in government policies designed to constrain
spending on Medicare home health care.  Several factors have resulted in an increase in
the magnitude and cost of the Medicare home health benefit.  In 1980, the Omnibus
Reconciliation Act (P.L. 96-499) eliminated the limit on the number of visits a home care
patient could receive each year (U.S. General Accounting Office [GAO] 1999).  Further,
after the Prospective Payment System (PPS) for acute care hospitals was implemented in
1984, Medicare spending on home health services began to increase dramatically (Liu,
Harvell & Gage 2000; Schore 1994).  Since the hospital PPS provides hospitals with the
incentive to reduce the lengths of their patients' inpatient stays, many patients who might
have spent additional time in the hospital prior to PPS began to be discharged to their
homes and to home health care services instead.  

Utilization of Medicare home health services also increased as a result of the 1988
lawsuit, Duggan vs. Bowan, which prompted the clarification of Medicare home health
regulations and the broadening of eligibility criteria for the Medicare home health benefit. 
Among other changes that resulted from Duggan vs. Bowan, a patient with a chronic
disease or long-term care needs could no longer be denied Medicare home health
coverage so long as he or she had a demonstrated need for skilled care (Schore 1994).  

Other factors contributed to the increase in home health utilization.  Agencies'
increased ability to provide high-technology care, such as infusion therapy, parenteral
nutrition, and ventilator care, increased the number of patients they were able to serve.  As
well, according to GAO, many states instituted Medicare maximization policies designed
to encourage providers to utilize the Medicare home health benefit for dually eligible home
care recipients (GAO 1998).  Finally, many believe that Medicare reimbursement policy, by
which agencies were paid on the basis of their costs up to pre-established limits for each
visit type, did not provide agencies with any incentive to provide care in a cost-effective
manner.

Although the number of home health claims increased dramatically as a result of
these factors, Medicare oversight of home care agencies did not.  Between 1989 and
1995, the percentage of claims that were reviewed dropped from approximately 12% to
2%, although the number of claims nearly tripled (GAO 1999).  The reduction in oversight
of home health agencies may have contributed to the number of inaccurate and fraudulent
claims filed. 

Together, these factors dramatically increased the number of home care providers as
well as Medicare home health expenditures.  Between 1989 and 1996, Medicare home
health expenditures rose from $2.5 billion to $16.8 billion (GAO 1998).  During this same
time period, the number of certified home health care agencies grew from approximately
5,700 to more than 10,000.  According to OIG (1999a), the increase in the number of
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agencies was concentrated among certain agency types.  The number of freestanding and
urban agencies doubled, and the number of proprietary agencies tripled.  The increase in
Medicare home health expenditures during the early 1990s was due largely to the increase
in the number of users and visits per user (Komisar & Feder 1998).  The duration of home
health episodes also increased.  Whereas 14% of home care episodes lasted 166 days
or more in 1990, 20% lasted 166 days or more in 1995 (OIG 1999a).

The provision of home care services that did not meet Medicare coverage and/or
eligibility rules and fraudulent billing practices contributed to the tremendous increase in
Medicare home health care expenditures during the 1980s and 1990s.  Beginning in 1995,
the anti-fraud initiative Operation Restore Trust (ORT) was implemented to address
concerns over growing Medicare expenditures for home health care, nursing home care,
hospice care, and durable medical equipment (OIG 1997b).  ORT focused on five states
(California, Florida, Illinois, New York, and Texas) that account for a large percentage of
the nation's Medicare population.  In a 1997 audit of home health claims in four of these
states (all but Florida), OIG estimated that 40% of services billed in a sample of Medicare
home health claims did not meet Medicare reimbursement requirements.  The majority of
these improperly billed services were deemed not to be reasonable and necessary, were
for patients that were not homebound, or were not accompanied by valid physician orders. 
OIG estimated that Medicare expenditures for these unallowable claims totaled $2.6
billion, approximately 38.8% of the entire Medicare expenditures for home health care in
these four states.5

According to another OIG report (1997a), more than 25% of the home health
agencies in the five ORT states were "problem providers" (i.e., they had abused or
defrauded Medicare or misappropriated Medicare funds).  These problem agencies
received nearly 45% of all Medicare home health care expenditures in these five states. 
Although 50% of the nation's Medicare-certified home health care agencies were
proprietary, 80% of the problem agencies were proprietary.  The average reimbursement
per patient for these agencies was nearly 50% more than the average reimbursement per
patient for non-proprietary problem agencies.

To stem the dramatic rise in Medicare home health care expenditures, both those
resulting from legitimate increases in utilization and those resulting from fraud and abuse,
the Federal Government implemented new regulations to control home health expenditures
and to improve the oversight of the home health industry.  As mentioned previously, the
anti-fraud initiative ORT was implemented in 1995 in the five states with the largest share
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of the Medicare beneficiary population.  Agencies providing an unusually large number of
Medicare services were reviewed to identify improper and/or fraudulent home health
claims (GAO 1999).  In 1997, ORT was expanded to include 12 additional states as well
as additional care providers (e.g., psychiatric hospitals).  In the same year, the Wedge
Project was established in 14 high-utilization states to identify invalid claims and to recover
Medicare funds.  Also in 1997, Medicare participation rules were revised to screen out
agencies that might become problem providers (GAO 1999; OIG 1999a).  The Health
Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA, P.L. 104-191), which was
implemented in August 1996, established a monetary penalty for any physician who falsely
certifies the need for Medicare-covered home health services. 

Of particular interest in this study are changes in home care resulting from the
Balanced Budget Act (BBA) of 1997 (P.L. 105-33).  This legislation incorporated a
number of cost-containment measures for home care, with the goal of reducing home care
expenditures by $16 billion over a five-year period (1998-2002).  The major provisions of
the BBA related to home health care are summarized in Table 1.1.  In an attempt to reduce
the utilization of home health services, the legislation mandated the transition from a cost-
based system of payment for home health care to a prospective payment structure.  The
BBA resulted in the implementation of the Interim Payment System (IPS) and laid the
foundation for the PPS for home health care. 

IPS was the system of payment for home health services that was designed to be in
effect from the time the BBA was passed to the time PPS went into effect.  Its major
component was a new annual per-beneficiary reimbursement limit that was based on 1994
visits per-beneficiary data.  This limit placed stringent reimbursement constraints on most
home health providers.  The BBA also constrained and clarified home health eligibility
criteria.  Patients with the need for venipuncture services only were no longer considered
eligible for Medicare home health services.  In addition, the BBA clarified coverage
requirements for part-time or intermittent nursing care and home health aide services.

In each year following the implementation of IPS, actual reductions in home health
expenditures exceeded the projected reductions.  According to estimates generated by
the Congressional Budget Office (CBO), spending on Medicare home health services
declined by nearly 45% between 1997 and 1999 (NAHC 2000).  Primarily for this reason,
subsequent legislation was passed that provided some relief to home health care
agencies.  Table 1.1 identifies major amendments that have occurred to the original
provisions of the BBA.
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TABLE 1.1:  Major Home Health Provisions of and Amendments to the Balanced Budget Act
(BBA) of 1997

ORIGINAL PROVISIONS

Establishment of the Interim Payment System (IPS)
• Per-visit cost limit reduced
• Annual per-beneficiary cost limit established

Establishment of Prospective Payment System (PPS)
• 15% reduction in per-visit and per-beneficiary cost limits
• Adjustment by case mix
• Consolidated billing of all services

Payment based on geographic location where services are provided

Modification of Part A home health benefit for individuals enrolled in Part B
• Services unassociated with a hospital or skilled nursing facility (SNF) stay are covered under part B 
• Part A continues to cover the first 100 visits after a hospital or SNF stay
• Despite shift of coverage from Part A to B, home health continues to have no co-payment 

Clarification of coverage requirements for part-time or intermittent nursing and home health aide services

Establishment of research on definition of homebound status

Elimination of venipuncture as an eligibility criteria for home health services

Submission of reports to Congress regarding home health cost containment

Establishment of surety bond requirement for home health agencies

AMENDMENTS

PPS effective date was changed from October 1998 to October 1, 2000

As a result of the Medicare, Medicaid, and SCHIP Balanced Budget Refinement Act (BBRA) of 1999, agencies that fall below
the national median on per-beneficiary limit receive a 2% increase in their per-beneficiary limits starting in fiscal year 2000

The BBRA restored $1.3 billion to the Medicare home health benefit

The BBRA delayed the 15% reduction in payment limits until one year following the implementation of the PPS

Bills in the House and Senate (H.R. 2361 and S. 2766) during the 106th Congress proposed the possible elimination of the
15% automatic reduction in Medicare home health outlays

The BBRA mandated that durable medical equipment can be billed by suppliers rather than home health agencies

The BBRA established that home health agencies must have a bond for the lower of $50,000 or 10% of the aggregate amount
of Medicare and Medicaid payments to the agency that year, and that agencies may have a single bond to cover both
Medicare and Medicaid business (replaced the BBA surety bond requirement)

Although this study was not originally intended to address issues related to the BBA,
the timing of the project allowed for an examination of the impact of recent policy changes
on the field of home health care.  For instance, the decrease in the per-visit cost limits and
the addition of per-beneficiary limits under IPS have affected many home health agencies. 
Information on care practices under IPS can provide a baseline for later assessments of
the impacts of PPS, implemented in the Fall of 2000 (HCFA 1999b). 
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B. Overview of Methods

This section provides a brief overview of the methods used in the study.  Detailed
information about the research design is presented in Chapter 2.  

1.  State, Agency, and Patient Selection

Because a major dimension on which home care practice varies is visit volume per
home health care user, the main study sample was designed to include a substantial
degree of variation in visit volume.  The 48 contiguous states were categorized by volume
based on the average number of visits per Medicare beneficiary.  Those states in the
highest and lowest quartiles with regard to volume were identified.  Four states from the
high-volume (Georgia, Massachusetts, Mississippi, Texas) and four states from the low-
volume quartiles (Minnesota, New Jersey, Oregon, Pennsylvania) were chosen as the
focus of the study. 

According to the agency sampling protocol described in Chapter 2, 56 home health
care agencies were recruited to participate in the study.  Twenty-nine of these agencies
were located in the four low-volume states and 27 agencies were located in the four high-
volume states.  Clinical staff at each of the 56 recruited agencies received training
regarding data collection instruments and protocols.  Training took place on site at each
agency and was conducted by a nurse researcher from the Center for Health Policy
Research.

During the course of data collection, several agencies discontinued their participation
in the study.  Twelve agencies formally withdrew from the study and an additional six
agencies failed to submit useable patient data.  Of the agencies that formally withdrew, half
submitted at least some useable data prior to withdrawing from the study.  Therefore, of
the 56 agencies recruited for participation in the study, 44 contributed data to the final
sample used for analysis purposes.

Because one of the main goals of the study was to identify practice patterns
associated with long lengths of stay in the Medicare home health benefit, it was important
to collect data on a patient population for which long home health episodes are not
uncommon.  For this reason, the sample was limited to patients having primary or
secondary diagnoses of congestive heart failure (CHF) or diabetes mellitus.  In order to be
considered eligible for the study, a patient also had to be age 65 years or older, covered
by Medicare, and living in the state in which his or her home care agency was located. 
Using these criteria, a total of 1,217 patients were enrolled in the study.

In the final patient sample, only patients with complete assessment data at the
episode level were included.  The final patient sample for the study included 684 patients. 
Of these patients, 292 were diagnosed with CHF, 246 with diabetes mellitus, and 146 with
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both conditions.  Across the 684 patients, complete assessment data were available for
732 episodes of care.

2.  Quantitative and Qualitative Methods

Data were collected using both quantitative and qualitative methods.  Primary
quantitative data were collected to examine patient, provider, and agency factors related to
practice patterns and outcomes in home health care.  Specifically, Outcome and
Assessment Information Set (OASIS) and Care Provider Questionnaire (CPQ) data were
collected longitudinally to assess important patient factors that might influence care
practices and eventual patient outcomes.  Care Provider Profile (CPP) data were
collected for each home care provider caring for a study patient.  The CPP assessed
important characteristics of the care providers, such as years of experience and
education.  At the time each agency was recruited to participate in the study, the agency's
administrator was asked to complete the Administrator Questionnaire (AQ).  This
instrument was designed to elicit information related to agency factors that may affect the
practice of home health care (e.g., licensing and accreditation, reimbursement, caseload,
changes due to venipuncture regulations, use of nurse productivity standards, case
management and supervision).  

Information about market/regulatory factors likely to affect practice patterns in home
health care was obtained primarily from secondary sources.  Although the AQ provided
some market/regulatory information, other data relevant to market/regulatory factors were
obtained through publicly available data sets, such as OSCAR, the Area Resource File
(ARF), and through publications of the American Association of Retired Persons (AARP).

Practice patterns were measured primarily through billing data, which provided
information about the number and kinds of visits conducted during an episode of care. 
Some additional practice pattern variables, such as variables reflecting the use of
alternative resources and oversight of clinicians' decisions regarding patient care were
calculated from CPQ data items.

The study also involved a number of qualitative data collection methods designed to
address the main study questions and/or the impact of IPS and other policy changes.  The
administrators of the study agencies were interviewed to collect information about how IPS
had affected the agencies participating in the study.  In addition, interviews were
conducted with representatives of home care associations in the eight study states to
identify how home health care practices had changed in response to the implementation of
IPS.

Focus group interviews, involving several nurses each, were conducted at eight
agencies to explore how home care decisions are made in light of Medicare coverage
rules.  In order to assess whether the ambiguity of Medicare coverage rules encourages
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providers to increase the amount of care provided by lengthening patients' episodes of
care, the focus groups were designed to facilitate discussions among home health care
providers regarding the decision to recertify or to discharge a patient.  During the focus
group interviews, two vignettes illustrating common clinical situations were presented.  The
vignettes, which described patients for whom the appropriateness of recertification or
discharge was somewhat unclear, provided context for discussing the interpretation of
coverage rules and the process for justifying a need for home health services.  In this
report, data from the focus group interviews are used to explore the role of the following
factors influencing the decision-making process in home health care:  (1) patient and
caregiver factors (e.g., living situation), (2) the actors involved in the decision-making
process (e.g., nurses, physicians), (3) agency factors (e.g., supervision of the decision-
making process), (4) external factors (e.g., managed care), and (5) Medicare coverage
rules (e.g., homebound status).

Case study interviews, conducted with one nurse from each of seven agencies, were
conducted to provide a description of the practice of home health care by exploring the
treatment episodes of seven recently discharged patients (one per nurse).  To control for
practice variation due to the condition being treated, the case studies were limited to CHF
patients.  The information gathered during the course of the case study interviews was
used to explore the following aspects of home health care:  (1) key characteristics of home
care episodes (e.g., length, disciplines involved), (2) services provided by various
disciplines and the family support system, (3) care planning and coordination (e.g.,
development and documentation of the care plan), and (4) content of the skilled nursing
visit (e.g., teaching, direct care).  

As noted earlier, the initial design work for this study took place prior to the passage
of the BBA and the subsequent implementation of the changes it mandated, such as IPS. 
To capture information on the impact of the BBA, the final design for the administrator
interviews, state home care association interviews, focus groups, and case studies was
shaped to be relevant under IPS and the forthcoming move to PPS.  Each of these
interview methods included components to obtain information on industry stakeholders'
perceptions of changes in home health care provision resulting from recent policy
changes, particularly those under the BBA.  

C. Report Overview

This document represents the final report for the Study of Medicare Home Health
Practice Variations.  The report presents the findings from both the quantitative and
qualitative methods designed to answer the three key study questions and to examine the
impact of policy changes resulting from the BBA.  The topics covered in many of the
following chapters were first presented in separate draft reports, which subsequently were
consolidated into this report.  
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Chapter 2 provides a more detailed description of the study's quantitative and
qualitative methods.  The procedures for selecting study states, study agencies, and study
patients are described.  In addition, the methods used to conduct the administrator, state
home care association, focus group, and case study interviews are outlined.  The
processes employed in the management and analysis of the study data are also
described.

Chapter 3 provides descriptive information regarding the states, agencies, and
patients involved in the study.  Demographic, economic, health system, and beneficiary
health status indicators are presented for each study state.  The AQ data are used to
provide a description of the agencies that contributed data to the final sample.  Finally, the
start of care case mix of the patients enrolled in the study is presented using OASIS and
CPQ data.  Descriptive information is presented across all patient episodes and also
separately for episodes involving patients with the two tracer conditions, CHF and
diabetes mellitus.

Chapter 4 presents the bulk of the quantitative analyses conducted as part of the
study.  In this chapter, the care provided during the study episodes is described and the
impact of patient, provider, agency and market/regulatory factors on home care practices
is summarized.  The affect of practice patterns on the length of the episodes of care also is
discussed.  Finally, in this chapter, the relationship between practice patterns and patient
functional outcomes is assessed.

The findings from the focus group and case study interviews are presented in
Chapter 5.  The analysis of the focus group data concentrates on factors that influence the
decision to recertify or discharge home care patients.  This chapter also provides a
description of the case study episodes of care, including information about the services
provided by the various disciplines.  The content of the skilled nursing visits conducted with
these patients is described, as is the process by which agency personnel plan, coordinate,
and document their patients' care.

Chapter 6 presents information about provider perspectives on IPS and other
changes in home health care.  Findings are based on four different qualitative methods
used to gather information about provider perspectives:  (1) state home care association
interviews, (2) administrator interviews, (3) focus group interviews, and (4) case study
interviews. 

Chapter 7 provides a summary of the information and findings contained in this final
report.  Specifically, the process for selecting states and agencies is reviewed, and a brief
description of the agency sample is given.  Key findings with regard to practice and
decision making in home health care are highlighted.  In addition, the chapter provides a
summary of provider perspectives on IPS, as well as a brief discussion of the findings from
other studies, focusing on the impact of policy changes in the field of home health care. 
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Finally, this chapter contains a discussion of the implication of the study findings for clinical
practice and Medicare coverage regulations.

The report includes five appendices.  Appendix A contains copies of all study
questionnaires.  Appendix B contains materials related to the focus group interviews.  The
focus group protocol and a copy of the Participant Demographic Form, which each
participating nurse completed, are provided.  Appendix C contains the written protocol
used for the case study interviews.  Supplemental information on the eight study states is
provided in Appendix D and is intended to provide some additional descriptive information
regarding state demographic, economic, and health care system features.  Appendix E
contains descriptive statistics for all AQ items, as well as all responses to the open-ended
AQ items.  Finally, Appendix F contains a list of the variables included in the multivariate
analyses.



6 The terminology for characteristics such as ownership, type, and volume varies across studies.  In this report,
"ownership" is used to designate proprietary or non-proprietary ownership and control.  Government agencies are
included in the non-proprietary category.  "Type" is used to designate hospital-based or freestanding agencies. 
"Volume" refers to the average number of visits per patient, based on 1995 data.  This variable is defined at the state
level as opposed to the agency level.  Therefore, volume is an indicator of home health utilization practices in a given
state, rather than a measure of a single agency's practice patterns.  Volume itself is determined by, and is a proxy for,
a multitude of market factors that may influence the provision of home health care at the agency level (e.g.,
availability of alternative resources, case mix).
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II.  METHODS

This chapter summarizes the methods used to answer the three key study questions
identified in Chapter 1 and to examine the impact of policy changes on the field of home
health care.  Section A of this chapter presents the methods used for selecting the states,
home care agencies, and patients involved in the study.  The data collection procedures
designed to (1) address the key study questions and (2) assess the impact of IPS are
described in Section B.  Section C provides information about the procedures employed
in managing and analyzing the quantitative study data.

A. State, Agency, and Patient Selection

1.  Selection of State Sample

States were categorized by volume based on their average number of visits per
Medicare beneficiary receiving home care in 1995.  State volume group was identified
through Online Survey Certification and Reporting System (OSCAR) data maintained by
the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services (CMS).  Excluding Alaska and Hawaii, the
highest and lowest quartiles (12 states each) were identified.  To obtain a cross-section of
states in each volume category, four states were selected in each of the two quartiles.  The
selection process was a collaborative effort between the Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Planning and Evaluation (ASPE) and the Center for Health Policy Research (the
Research Center), with the final selection made by ASPE.  The four low-volume states
selected were Minnesota, New Jersey, Oregon, and Pennsylvania and the four high-
volume states were Georgia, Massachusetts, Mississippi, and Texas. 

The objective in the state-selection process was to select states in each volume
category that reflected the entire category reasonably well in terms of state-level variables
such as Medicaid home and community-based care expenditures, percentage of
Medicare beneficiaries enrolled in managed care plans, and home health agency
ownership and type distribution.6  Four states were selected per volume category so that
variation in state characteristics could be obtained while at the same time including data
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from several agencies within each state.  To avoid having any given state dominate a
volume category, the goal was to obtain approximately equal numbers of agencies and
patients from each state.  

2.  Selection of Home Care Agencies

The original design for agency selection called for a random sample of Medicare-
certified home care agencies; seven agencies were to be randomly selected from each of
the eight study states.  The random-sampling approach was constrained for practical
reasons by the implementation of three eligibility criteria:  (1) agencies were required to
have at least 150 annual admissions, (2) agencies could not be participating in other
Research Center studies, and (3) agencies must have been in operation for at least one
year prior to becoming involved in the study.  Once agencies were randomly selected,
agency administrators received recruitment materials by mail and were contacted by
telephone and encouraged to participate in the study.

Sampling and recruitment of study agencies was complicated by the implementation
of IPS.  Agency administrators' concerns regarding the potential impact of IPS along with
IPS-inspired changes in agency policies and staffing (e.g., more stringent productivity
standards, downsizing of administrative staff) hindered the process of agency recruitment. 
Administrators of some randomly selected agencies were not willing to enroll their
agencies in the study as a result of increasingly tight staffing and a general sense of
concern about the future of their agencies.  In order to recruit the target number of
agencies, two of the eligibility criteria were relaxed.  Agencies were required to have at
least 100 annual admissions instead of 150, and agencies now were allowed to be
involved in other Research Center studies.

During recruitment, agencies were offered a number of incentives to participate in the
study.  All agencies were offered one complimentary set of case mix and outcome reports
to be produced after a minimum of one year of OASIS data on all agency patients had
been submitted.  Such reports were produced for 17 study agencies.  In addition, agencies
were offered the use of OASIS Genie software free of charge during the data collection
phase of the study.  Agencies that did use OASIS Genie received free technical
assistance throughout their involvement in the study.  Finally, all agencies were offered
financial compensation for completion of important study milestones (e.g., the completion
of data collection on thirty patients, participation in a focus group).  The maximum possible
payment for participating agencies was $1,500.

As a result of challenges to agency recruitment, random selection of agencies was
not possible.  Instead, agency administrators in the eight study states were contacted and
invited to participate in the study with the goal of obtaining a sample of agencies that was
representative of the home health market in the high- and low-volume states, which would
provide approximately equal numbers of agencies and patients from each of the eight



7 A small number of agencies had two employees that shared the role of DCC.
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states, and include proprietary and non-proprietary, as well as hospital-based and
freestanding agencies in each state sample.

As agency recruitment proceeded, it became apparent that a disproportionate
number of participating agencies were hospital-based.  Therefore, in order to ensure the
recruitment of a sufficient number of freestanding agencies in the study, subsequent
recruiting efforts emphasized freestanding agencies.  (In addition, administrators of
freestanding agencies were asked to enroll ten additional study patients each if possible.) 
The distribution of agencies within state volume categories was monitored for the hospital-
based/freestanding and proprietary/non-proprietary splits.

These revised recruitment procedures resulted in the successful recruitment of the
targeted 56 agencies for the study.  Twenty-nine agencies were located in the four low-
volume states and twenty-seven agencies were located in the four high-volume states. 
Detailed descriptive information about the study agencies is presented in Chapter 3.

Agency Training:  Clinical staff at each of the 56 recruited agencies received
training regarding data collection instruments and protocols.  Training took place on site at
each agency and was conducted by a nurse researcher from the Research Center.  Each
agency clinician who attended training received a reference manual containing detailed
information about study goals and procedures.  One staff member at each agency was
designated as the Data Collection Coordinator (DCC).7  The DCC, who participated in a
one-on-one training session with a Research Center nurse researcher on site at his or her
agency, was responsible for identifying patients that were eligible for participation in the
study, tracking study patients and ensuring that data were collected according to the study
protocol, informing clinical staff of the need to obtain informed consent and collect study
data on eligible patients, and acting as the liaison between the agency and the Research
Center. 

Agencies were allowed to submit patient data in hardcopy form or electronically.  For
those agencies that submitted data electronically, a Data Entry Clerk (DEC) was identified
at each site and was responsible for entry and electronic transmission of study data.  For
agencies using OASIS Genie software to enter and transmit data, the DEC participated in
a telephone training session with technical assistance personnel from the Research
Center.  DECs from agencies using other data entry software were trained in the
transmission of study data only.  Technical assistance was provided as needed for the
duration of the data collection phase of the study.

Because of high staff turnover at many study agencies during the data collection
phase of the study, it was important for agencies to train clinical staff who had not been
present for the original on-site training.  In order to meet agency needs for periodic
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retraining, a professionally produced training video was developed and provided to each
agency.  This video contained complete training sessions for clinicians and DCCs.  New
DECs were trained over the telephone as needed.

Agency Attrition:  During the course of data collection, several agencies
discontinued their participation in the study.  Twelve agencies formally withdrew from the
study and an additional six agencies failed to submit useable longitudinal patient data.  Of
the agencies that formally withdrew, half submitted at least some useable data prior to
withdrawing from the study.  Therefore, of the 56 agencies recruited for participation in the
study, 44 contributed data to the final sample used for analysis purposes.

Administrators of agencies that withdrew from the study cited a number of reasons for
discontinuing their participation, many of which may have been related to the challenge of
coping with new federal regulations and a new Medicare payment system for home health
care.  (The study data were collected entirely under IPS.)  Table 2.1 identifies the main
reasons agency administrators identified for discontinuing their participation in the study. 
Administrators cited multiple barriers to continued participation.  Five agencies
experienced changes in ownership and three agencies closed or underwent bankruptcy
proceedings during the data collection phase of the study.  Seven agencies had a change
in location or coverage area and six experienced reductions in staff and/or the number of
branch offices.  Staff turnover and/or shortages influenced administrators' decisions to
withdraw from the study at ten agencies.  A shortage of staff often resulted in an agency's
DCC assuming additional clinical, administrative, or clerical responsibilities, often
interfering with his or her ability to coordinate study-related activities at the agency.  In
addition, staff turnover resulted in a shortage of study-trained clinicians and the need to
retrain staff at five agencies.  Other changes, such as changes in referral patterns and
patient census, contributed to the withdrawal of six agencies.  The transition to a new
software system made study participation challenging for eight agencies.  Finally, three
agencies withdrew from the study in part because of the burden of OASIS data collection
and of preparing for the then-upcoming implementation of PPS.

Agency attrition was greater for some categories of agencies than others.  Of the 12
agencies that withdrew from the study, the majority was located in the high-volume states. 
Fifty-eight percent of the agencies that discontinued their participation in the study were
located in states with high visit volume per beneficiary.  Three quarters of agencies that
withdrew from the study were proprietary and 83% were freestanding.  These patterns held
true for the six agencies that never formally withdrew from the study, but failed to submit
useable study data. 

This pattern of agency attrition suggests that agencies in the high-volume states, as
well as proprietary and freestanding agencies, had greater difficulty adjusting to the
changes brought about by the BBA.  As discussed in Chapter 3, agencies in high-volume
states showed a more dramatic decline in visit volume per beneficiary after the
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implementation of IPS than did agencies in low-volume states.  These agencies, as well as
proprietary and freestanding agencies, which may have been less parsimonious in their
provision of services prior to the implementation of IPS, may have had to reduce service
utilization more substantially than other agencies to adjust to the changing home care
environment.  Indeed, according to the GAO (1999), agency closures between October
1997 and January 1999 were more common among agencies in high-utilization states,
and among proprietary and freestanding agencies.

TABLE 2.1: Factors Influencing Agency Attrition
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3.  Selection of Study Patients

Because one of the main goals of the study was to identify practice patterns
associated with long lengths of stay in the Medicare home health benefit, it was important



8 Subjects were identified as having CHF or diabetes mellitus based on the ICD-9 codes provided on the OASIS start
of care assessment form and/or on the Notification of Study Admission (NSA) form, which agency personnel
submitted upon enrollment of a new patient  in the study.  To be eligible for participation, patients were required to
have an ICD-9 code representing CHF (i.e., 398.91, 428.0, 428.1, 428.9, 402.01, 402.11, 402.91, 404.01, 404.03, 404.11,
404.13, 404.91, 404.93, 429.4) or diabetes mellitus (i.e., 250.0 through 250.9).  Some patients had ICD-9 codes reflecting
both CHF and diabetes mellitus.

9 With allowance for attrition and incomplete data, the target analysis sample was 1,152 patients--the equivalent of 48
agencies with 24 patients per agency.  Greater than expected agency attrition and missing patient assessment data
resulted in a smaller than expected final patient sample.
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to collect data on a patient population for which long home health episodes are not
uncommon.  For this reason, the sample was limited to patients having primary or
secondary diagnoses of congestive heart failure (CHF) or diabetes mellitus.8  In order to
be considered eligible for the study, a patient also had to be age 65 years or older,
covered by Medicare, and live in the state where the home care agency was located.
Using these criteria, a total of 1,217 patients were enrolled in the study.

In the final patient sample, only patients with complete assessment data at the
episode level were included.  That is, in order to be included in the final sample, a patient
was required to have complete OASIS and CPQ data both for the beginning and the
ending of the episode of care.  Patients were eliminated from the final patient sample for a
variety of other reasons as well.  Thirteen patients who were nonresponsive at start of care,
died during the course of their episodes of care, or had large amounts of missing data
were not included in the final sample because several important measures, including
outcome measures could not be calculated for these individuals.  In addition, 14 patients
were found to be ineligible for the study (e.g., had only one home health visit, were under
that age of 65, did not have either requisite diagnosis). 

The final patient sample for the study included 684 patients.9  Of these patients, 292
were diagnosed with CHF, 246 with diabetes mellitus, and 146 with both conditions. 
Across the 684 patients, complete assessment data were available for 732 episodes of
care.

B. Data Collection Procedures

Data were collected using a variety of methods and instruments.  Both quantitative
and qualitative data were collected.  Primary quantitative data were collected to examine
patient, provider, and agency factors related to practice patterns and outcomes in home
health care.  Secondary data were used to measure important market/regulatory
characteristics.  Qualitative data were collected to explore practice and decision making in
home health care and to assess provider perspectives regarding the impact of regulatory



10 Data collection was ended in August 2000 to ensure that the data would not be confounded by the implementation
of the Prospective Payment System (PPS).  Thus, the data examined as part of this study reflect practice patterns and
patient outcomes under IPS only.

11 The data collection protocol specified that data collection was to be discontinued 240 days after a patient's original
start of care date.  However, as many long-stay patients are discharged and admitted multiple times during the
course of their care, it is common for the timing of their recertification periods to differ from the timing one would
expect based on their initial start of care dates in the study.  In order to retain as many complete episodes as
possible, all recertification, transfer, and discharge data collected through 260 days were retained.  However, data
representing the beginning of a new episode of care (i.e., start of care, resumption of care, and readmission
assessments) were collected only through 240 days from the original start of care date.

12 Patients who were discharged from their agencies and resumed services within 14 days of discharge were
readmitted to the study.  This definition of discharge was meant to control for variability in agency-specific policies
regarding inpatient facility admission.  Some agencies discharge patients at the time of admission to inpatient
facilities, whereas others discharge patients after a certain number of hospital days.  Using 14 days after agency
discharge as the definition of study discharge allowed for the collection of equivalent data for those patients who
were and were not discharged at the time of their inpatient facility admissions.
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changes on the field of home health care.  This section provides detailed information about
the procedures employed in collecting the study data.

1.  Quantitative Methods

This section identifies the data sources and describes the data collection procedures
employed to collect quantitative data regarding patient factors, provider factors, agency
factors, market/regulatory factors, practice patterns, and patient outcomes.  The
quantitative data analysis techniques employed as part of the study are described in
Section C of this chapter.

Patient Factors:  Beginning in February 1999 and ending in August 2000,10 study
patients were followed longitudinally, from start of care up to 260 days or study discharge,
whichever occurred first.11  Study discharge occurred when a patient was discharged from
his or her home care agency and did not resume services within 14 days.12

Information on patient condition and care practices was collected every 60 days
using the Outcome and Assessment Information Set (OASIS-B1) and the newly created
Care Provider Questionnaire (CPQ).  OASIS data items focus on sociodemographic
attributes, home environment, family support, health status, and functional status.  Three
versions of the OASIS instrument were used, one for start of care, one for follow-up, and
one for discharge visits.  The CPQ contained questions related to patient homebound
status, Medicare authorization of services, assistance provided by the family/support
system, and services provided by the agency.  Two versions of the CPQ were created, one
to be used for start of care, resumption of care, or readmission visits and one for
recertification or discharge visits.  At the episode level, 684 patients had complete
assessment data.  Episode-level data were considered complete if a patient had both a
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CPQ and an OASIS assessment for both the beginning (i.e., start of care, resumption of
care, readmission) and ending (i.e., discharge, transfer) of the home care episode. 
Across these 684 patients, there were 732 complete episodes.  Copies of the OASIS and
CPQ are provided in Appendix A.

Provider Factors:  One of the goals of the study was to identify attributes of care
providers that are related to variations in practice patterns.  Information about the providers
caring for study patients was collected primarily using the Care Provider Profile (CPP). 
This newly developed instrument contained questions regarding the educational
background, experience, and expertise of the care providers involved in the study.  The
CPP was to be completed by all care providers expected to collect study data. 
Completed CPPs were available for 678 of the 732 study episodes.  A copy of the CPP is
included in Appendix A.  Additional information about the home care providers and
physicians caring for study patients was obtained from the CPQ.

Agency Factors:  At the time each agency was recruited to participate in the study,
the agency's administrator was asked to complete the Administrator Questionnaire (AQ). 
This instrument was designed to elicit information related to agency factors that may affect
the practice of home health care (e.g., licensing and accreditation, reimbursement,
caseload, changes due to venipuncture regulations, use of nurse productivity standards,
case management and supervision).  (Administrators' responses to the AQ items were not
independently verified.)  Completed AQs were received from 42 of the 44 study agencies
included in the final sample and were completed between November 1998-October 1999. 
Appendix A contains a copy of the AQ.  Additional information about the study agencies
was obtained through the CPQ.

Market/Regulatory Factors:  Information about market/regulatory factors that may
affect practice patterns in home health care was obtained primarily from secondary
sources.  Although the AQ provided some market/regulatory information, other data
relevant to market/regulatory factors were obtained through publicly available data sets,
such as OSCAR, the Area Resource File (ARF), and through publications of the American
Association of Retired Persons (AARP).

Practice Patterns:  Many of the practice pattern measures used as part of the study
were calculated based on billing data.  Participating agencies submitted billing records
(e.g., UB-92 data) for each of their study patients.  From these records, practice pattern
measures such as visits by discipline and total visits were calculated.  In the calculation of
practice pattern measures, such as the number of visits per discipline, all non-Medicare
and non-billable visits were excluded.  Some additional practice pattern variables, such as
those variables reflecting the use of alternative resources and oversight of clinicians'
decisions regarding patient care were calculated from CPQ data items.
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Patient Outcome:  Patient functional outcome was assessed using OASIS data.  An
aggregate measure of functional outcome was calculated, representing the percentage of
the 27 standard improvement scores reported by CMS in nationally available outcome-
based quality improvement (OBQI) reports on which a patient improved.  The denominator
for this calculation was the number of improvement scores for which a patient had valid
data.  Each improvement score was calculated only if a patient had the possibility of
improving.  If a patient was at the most independent level at start of care for a given
measure, an improvement score could not be calculated.

2.  Qualitative Methods

The study involved a number of qualitative data collection methods designed to
address the study questions and/or the impact of IPS.  The impact of IPS as perceived by
the home care industry was examined through interviews with the administrators of the
study agencies and through interviews with representatives of the home care associations
in each of the eight study states.  Focus groups composed of several nurses each were
conducted on site at eight of the study agencies to gather information regarding decision
making in home health care.  Case study interviews designed to examine practice and
decision making in home health care were conducted with one nurse from each of seven
agencies.  The focus groups and case studies also provided insight into provider
perspectives on IPS and changes in the field of home health care.  The procedures,
samples, and analytic techniques used as part of these qualitative methods are presented
in the following sections and are summarized in Table 2.2.

TABLE 2.2: Summary of Qualitative Methods

Administrator
Interviews

State Association
Interviews

Focus Group
Interviews

Case Study
Interviews

Number of Interviews
Conducted

54 8 8 7

Parties Interviewed Administrators of
study agencies

Representatives of
home care
associations in each
of the eight study
states

Nurses from eight
study agencies

Nurses from seven
study agencies

Number of
Participants per
Interview

1 1 4-7 per focus group 1

Method of Interview Conducted either by
telephone or in person

Conducted by
telephone

Conducted in person Conducted by
telephone

Location of Interview In-person interviews
were conducted at
agencies

NA Interviews were
conducted at
agencies

NA
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Timing of Interviews February to
September 1999

July to November
1999

July to October 1999 October to November
1999

Administrator Interviews:  Interviews were conducted with the administrators of 54
of the original 56 study agencies in order to collect information about how home health
practice patterns have changed in response to IPS (the remaining two administrators
declined to be interviewed).  Because the data from the administrator interviews were
analyzed and reported in an interim deliverable before the composition of the final agency
sample was known, the summary of the results from these interviews that is presented in
Chapter 6 includes all 54 agencies for which interviews were completed.  The interviews,
which took place between February and September 1999, were conducted by Research
Center staff either over the telephone (19 interviews) or on site at each of the agencies (35
agencies).  A standardized interview protocol was used that consisted of four questions
and standard probes within each question (shown in Table 2.3).  A copy of the protocol
was made available to each administrator prior to the interview.  The interviews lasted
approximately 20 minutes and the responses were recorded by the interviewer directly into
a laptop or desktop computer. 

TABLE 2.3: Administrator Interview Questions and Probes

1. How has IPS affected your agency's administrative and staffing practices? 

Probes:
• Using licensed practical nurses (LPNs) rather than registered nurses (RNs)
• Productivity standards
• Standardized care plans
• Contracts with Managed Care Organizations
• Administrative costs
• Billing/Accounting

2. In what ways has IPS affected the structure of care that you provide? 

Probes:
• Types of patients you see (case mix, medical complexity, triaging)
• Geographic location of patients you serve
• Types of visits provided (e.g., aide versus skilled) 
• Content of visits
• Volume of visits
• Length of stay
• Intensity (number of visits per week)
• Arranging alternative services outside the agency

3. How have the reduction in per-visit cost limits and the new per-beneficiary limits specifically affected
your agency?

4. How is your agency preparing for prospective payment?

The responses from the administrator interviews were sorted by question into the
following four agency categories for analysis: proprietary agencies in low-volume states,
proprietary agencies in high-volume states, non-proprietary agencies in low-volume states,
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and non-proprietary agencies in high-volume states.  Agency sample sizes by category are
shown in Table 2.4. 

TABLE 2.4: Administrator Interviews by State Volume Group and Agency Ownership Categories

Agency Ownership
Category

State Volume Group

Low Volume High Volume Total

Non-proprietary 21 10 31

Proprietary 7 16 23

TOTAL 28 26 54

The first step of the thematic analysis involved categorizing the data into discrete
themes by question and agency category.  These themes were recorded with the agency
identification number and, if a theme appeared more than once, the additional agency
numbers were recorded for that theme.  Appropriate quotes also were recorded.  The next
step of the thematic analysis involved analyzing the discrete themes for broader patterns
within each question and across volume and ownership categories.  A research assistant
conducted the data reduction coding.  Ten percent of the interviews also were coded by a
research associate to ensure reliability and quality assurance in the coding procedure. 
The remaining portion of the thematic analysis was conducted by a research associate
and was reviewed by a nurse researcher for quality assurance.

State Home Care Association Interviews:  To identify how IPS impacted the field
of home health care in the eight study states, telephone interviews were conducted with
representatives of the state home care associations in each state.  These interviews were
conducted between July and November 1999.  Like the administrator interviews, the more
unstructured state home care association interviews focused on how IPS had impacted the
administrative and care practices of agencies in the study states.  The following themes
were explored during the course of the interviews:  staffing changes, cost shifting, agency
closures and mergers, changes in case mix and services offered, and reduction in access
to home care.  Table 2.5 contains the three questions included in the state home care
association interviews.  Qualitative analyses of the data collected during the state home
care association interviews was conducted by a research associate following the same
steps of thematic analysis used in the analysis of the administrator interviews.

TABLE 2.5:  State Home Care Association Interview Questions and Probes

1. How has the BBA of 1997 affected agencies (e.g., IPS; venipuncture; reimbursement based on location of patient, not
agency; sequential billing)?

2. As a result of IPS and the BBA of 1997, what is going on in your state that we should let policy makers know about?

3. Are agencies relying more on the state for reimbursement now that IPS has gone into effect?



13 The eight agencies selected to participate in the focus groups and case studies all are included in the final sample
of 44 agencies.
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Focus Groups and Case Studies:  Focus group and case study interviews were
designed to examine practice and decision making in home health care.  As a condition of
involvement in this study, agencies agreed to participate in the focus groups and case
studies.  Eight agencies (one agency from each of the eight states involved in the study)
were selected to participate in the focus group and case study interviews.13  These eight
agencies were selected to maximize the diversity of the focus group and case study
samples.  Therefore, four of the agencies were from states with high visit volume, and four
agencies were from states with low visit volume.  Within each state volume group, equal
numbers of agencies from each of the agency ownership and agency type categories were
selected for participation.  Table 2.6 presents the 2X2 design for agency selection.  The
same agencies were selected for participation in both the focus groups and the case
studies.

TABLE 2.6: Design for Agency Selection for the Focus Groups and Case Studies

Agency Ownership Category State Volume Categorya

Low Volume High Volume

Proprietary Minnesota (hospital-based)
Pennsylvania (freestanding)

Georgia (hospital-based)
Massachusetts (freestanding)

Non-proprietary New Jersey (hospital-based)
Oregon (freestanding)

Texas (hospital-based)b

Mississippi (freestanding)

a. Volume categories are based on state-level Medicare home health visits per beneficiary per year.
b. As described in the text, a case study interview was not conducted with this agency.

The focus group interviews were conducted on site at each of the eight selected
agencies between July and October 1999.  Each focus group involved several nurses. 
Prior to participating in a focus group, nurses signed a consent form and completed the
Participant Demographic Form (Appendix B contains the Focus Group Protocol and
Participant Demographic Form).  As Table 2.7 indicates, the number of participants
involved in the focus group interviews ranged from four to seven, with an average of five
participants per group.  The majority of participants was female (93.0%), White (81.4%),
and between 32 and 54 years of age (74.4%).  With the exception of a single participant
who failed to indicate her educational background, all of the participants were RNs. 
Although 54.8% of the focus group participants had been in home care for more than five
years, 72.1% had been with their agencies for five years or less.

A nurse researcher from the Research Center facilitated the focus groups.  The main
purpose of the focus groups was to facilitate discussions among home health care
providers regarding the decision to recertify or to discharge a patient.  During the focus
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group interviews, two vignettes illustrating common clinical situations were presented.  The
vignettes, which describe patients for which the appropriateness of recertification or
discharge is somewhat unclear, provided context for discussing the interpretation of
coverage rules and the process of justifying a need for home health services. 

The focus group discussion was audiotaped and also recorded by a note taker from
the Research Center.  The notes from the focus groups (augmented by the audiotape
information) were transcribed and imported into a qualitative analysis software package,
NUD*IST (Non-numeric Unstructured Data, Index Searching and Theorizing).  NUD*IST
was used by the analysis team (consisting of both clinical and analysis staff) to code the
focus group data (i.e., text) into analytic themes.  The first step of the thematic analysis
involved categorizing the data into themes related to the research and policy questions that
the focus group interviews were designed to address.  Data related to each theme were
examined for patterns associated with state volume, agency ownership, agency type, and
patient vignette.  Although the sample was too small to identify differences between
agencies in the different state volume, agency ownership, and agency type categories,
participants' responses often were specific to one vignette or the other.  Vignette-specific
information is reported when appropriate.

TABLE 2.7: Focus Group Participant Demographic Characteristics
(N=43 Participants)

State Total Percent

GA PA MA MN TX OR MS NJ

Sex
Male
Female

1
5

0
5

0
5

0
4

0
5

2
4

0
5

0
7

3
40

7.0%
93.0%

Race
African American
White
Missing

0
6
0

0
5
0

0
3
2

0
4
0

1
4
0

0
6
0

5
0
0

0
7
0

6
35
2

14.0%
81.4%
4.6%

Age
20-31
32-42
43-54
55+

1
2
3
0

3
0
2
0

0
2
2
1

1
1
1
1

0
5
0
0

1
2
3
0

0
1
4
0

0
2
2
3

6
15
17
5

14.0%
34.9%
39.5%
11.6%

Discipline
Registered Nurse
Licensed Practical Nurse
Missing

6
0
0

5
0
0

5
0
0

4
0
0

5
0
0

6
0
0

5
0
0

6
0
1

42
0
1

97.7%
0.0%
2.3%

Years in Home Health Care
5 Year or Less
6-10 Years
11-15 Years
16+ Years

5
0
0
1

1
2
1
0

1
3
1
0

3
0
1
0

3
2
0
0

1
4
1
0

1
4
0
0

4
1
2
0

19
16
6
1

45.2%
38.1%
14.3%
2.4%



14 To avoid introducing excessive variation in the case study data, which might have made thematic analysis of the
data from this small sample difficult, the case study sample was restricted to patients with a single tracer condition,
CHF.
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Years with This Agency
5 Year or Less
6-10 Years
11-15 Years
16+ Years

6
0
0
0

4
1
0
0

5
0
0
0

3
0
1
0

5
0
0
0

2
3
1
0

3
2
0
0

3
1
3
0

31
7
5
0

72.1%
16.3%
11.6%
0.0%

The eight agencies that participated in the focus groups also were selected for
participation in the case study interviews.  These interviews were conducted between
October and November 1999.  Personnel at each of the eight agencies were asked to
identify each patient fitting the following criteria:

• 65 years of age or older;
• Medicare as the primary payer;
• Primary diagnosis of CHF;14

• Discharged after January 1, 1999; and
• Not discharged due to death or admission to an inpatient facility.

For each patient fitting the five criteria, agency personnel provided information about
the patient's start of care and discharge dates, the number of visits the patient received
from the various disciplines (e.g., aides, physical therapy), date of birth, level of family
involvement, diagnoses, level of independence in activities of daily living (ADLs) and
instrumental activities of daily living (IADLs), and services provided outside of the agency. 
Research Center staff used this information to identify a single patient at each agency on
which the case study interview would focus.  When more than one patient met all of the
eligibility criteria, patients were chosen based on their episode lengths.  Because it might
have been difficult to obtain long-stay patients in states with a low number of visits per
patient on average, we attempted to select short-stay patients in low-volume states and
long-stay patients in high-volume states.  We were able to identify patients with episodes
of 120 days or longer (the definition of long stay used for the case study) in only two states
(both high-volume states).  The remaining case study patients were on service less than 60
days.

After the patient-selection process was complete, informed consent was received
from both the selected patients and their primary nurses.  A research associate at the
Research Center then conducted case study interviews with the primary nurses (Appendix
C contains the protocol for the case study interviews).  In one case, the patient's primary
nurse was no longer working at the agency.  The nursing supervisor, who had been in daily
contact with the primary nurse about this patient, took part in the case study interview.  It
was clear that the supervisor was well acquainted with the patient and the details of the
episode of care.
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At one of the eight agencies, agency personnel were able to identify only a single
patient who met the patient-eligibility criteria.  This patient had been discharged from
home care and subsequently died prior to the time that the case study interviews were
conducted.  Agency personnel were unwilling to contact the patient's family to obtain
consent for the patient's nurse to participate in a case study interview.  Therefore,
Research Center staff was unable to conduct a case study interview with this agency.

The case study interviews were audiotaped and transcribed.  Similar to the analysis
of the focus group data, themes relevant to the key research questions were identified in
the case study data.  Due to the small number of participants involved, the classification of
the case study data into thematic categories was conducted manually (rather than using
software such as NUD*IST).

C. Data Management and Analysis Procedures

This section of the report summarizes procedures used in managing and assuring the
quality of the study data as well as the statistical techniques employed in analyzing the
quantitative data.

1.  Data Management Procedures

Study-related data were received at the Research Center either in hardcopy or in
electronic format.  Agencies were permitted to submit OASIS and CPQ data in either
format, whereas all other data (e.g., AQ, CPP, billing records) were submitted in hardcopy. 
Data that were submitted in hardcopy were data entered by Research Center staff.  Ten
percent of CPQ and OASIS data were entered two times each to identify typos and/or
systematic errors in data entry.  The accuracy rate for CPQ and OASIS data entry was
99.5%.

Several measures were taken to ensure the quality of the study data.  All hardcopy
data underwent "up-front review," whereby a research assistant reviewed the data for any
obvious data quality problems prior to the data being entered (e.g., missing responses).  If
problems were identified, the research assistant contacted the agency's DCC for
clarification.  Further, during the data collection phase of the study, a clinician from the
Research Center contacted DCCs regularly (usually biweekly) to clarify data collection
procedures and to follow-up on data collection and quality issues.  All data were subjected
to a variety of quality checks, such as checks to identify out of range or extreme values, to
ensure that skip patterns were followed appropriately, and to identify and remove patient
assessment data collected more than 14 days after the visit date.  In addition, data that
violated the data collection protocol or patient eligibility requirements were eliminated from
the study database.



15 Assessment time points differed slightly on the OASIS and the CPQ.  On the OASIS, an assessment at the
beginning of an episode is identified as either a start of care assessment or as a resumption of care following an
inpatient stay during which the patient was not discharged from the agency.  At the end of an episode, a patient is
discharged, transferred to an inpatient facility with or without agency discharge, or dies at home.  On the CPQ, an
assessment at the beginning of an episode is identified as a start of care assessment (equivalent to a start of care on
OASIS), a resumption of care after an inpatient stay during which the patient was not discharged from the agency
(equivalent to an OASIS resumption of care), or a readmission to the agency within 14 days of agency discharge
(equivalent to an OASIS start of care).  At the end of a CPQ episode, a patient is discharged.  There is no option for
transfer on the CPQ.  For this reason, at transfer, only OASIS data were collected.
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All OASIS and CPQ data were processed through an extensive series of electronic
data quality checks.  These checks were designed to identify inappropriately missing data
or cross-item inconsistency in responses (e.g., reporting that there is no family support
system on one data item and that the family support system provides assistance with
activities of daily living [ADLs] on another item).  When missing data or inconsistencies
were apparent in an agency's data, a Data Quality Report (DQR) outlining the problems
was sent to the DCC along with a request for clarification.  After the data collection phase
of the study ended, all questionnaire responses for which clarification had not been
received were set to missing.

After all data quality activities were completed, longitudinal data files were generated. 
As a first step, OASIS and CPQ assessments were matched to each other to establish
complete assessment data for a given assessment time point for a patient.  Then,
episodes of care were established separately for OASIS and CPQ data.  That is, each
OASIS start of care and resumption of care assessment was matched to the next
chronological discharge or transfer assessment.  Likewise, each start of care, resumption
of care, and readmission CPQ was matched to the next chronological discharge CPQ
assessment.15  These separate OASIS and CPQ episodes were then matched to each
other.  Episodes with complete matching OASIS and CPQ data were retained for final
analysis.

2.  Data Analysis Procedures

This section of the report contains summary information regarding the analytic
techniques used as part of the study.  Information is provided regarding techniques for
conducting descriptive analyses, two-group comparisons, and multivariate analyses of
practice patterns and patient outcomes.

Descriptive Analyses:  In Chapter 3 and Chapter 4 of the report, basic descriptive
statistics are presented to provide an overview of the study care providers, agencies, and
patterns of home care practice.  The descriptive statistics presented differ for continuous
and categorical variables.  For continuous variables, the mean, median, minimum, and
maximum values are presented.  For categorical variables, the percentage of agencies,
care providers, or patients for which each response was selected is identified.  The N is



16 Because analyses were conducted at the episode level, patients with multiple episodes of care were represented
more than once in the analyses.

17 All multivariate analyses were conducted across the final sample of patient episodes, rather than separately by
tracer condition.

Page 31

reported for all variables.  Also in Chapter 3, secondary data are presented describing the
market/regulatory characteristics of the eight study states.  

Chapter 3 includes a summary of the sample of patients enrolled in the study. 
Descriptive statistics and two-group comparisons are presented to provide a picture of the
patients at the start of each episode of care.  (These analyses were conducted at the
episode, rather than the patient level.16)  For each variable, the mean value or the
percentage of episodes having each response is presented.  In addition, the degree to
which the responses differ by tracer condition (i.e., CHF or diabetes mellitus) is reported. 
For categorical variables for which the minimum expected cell frequency was less than or
equal to 20, two-tailed Fisher's exact tests were conducted to determine the significance
of the differences between the responses of patients with CHF and diabetes mellitus. 
When the minimum expected cell frequency was larger than 20, the significance value
reported was the p-value associated with the continuity-adjusted Chi-Square. 

For items with continuous response options, the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test of
normality and the N for each sample were used to determine which two-group test should
be employed.  When both samples sizes were larger than 120, the t-test was used,
regardless of the results of the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test.  When either sample size was
less than 30, the Wilcoxon Rank-Sum test was used regardless of the Kolmogorov-
Smirnov results.  When either sample size was between 30 and 120, the test used
depended on the results of Kolmogorov-Smirnov test.  If the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was
not significant at the .10 level (indicating normality), the t-test was used, whereas if the
Kolmogorov-Smirnov test was significant at the .10 level (indicating nonnormality), the
Wilcoxon Rank-Sum test was used.  

Multivariate Analyses:  The bulk of the quantitative analyses for the study are
presented in Chapter 4.  In addition to the descriptive statistics based on practice pattern
variables mentioned previously, Chapter 4 includes three sets of multivariate analyses
respectively designed to assess the impact of (1) patient, provider, agency, and
market/regulatory factors on practice patterns (e.g., length of stay), (2) practice patterns on
episode length, and (3) practice patterns on patient outcomes.  In the latter two sets of
analyses, important patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors were
controlled.17

The multivariate analyses were conducted using ordinary least squares (OLS)
regression. For each of the three sets of analyses identified above, the analysis procedure
involved two steps.  Step 1 focused on the identification of important independent
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variables to be retained in the final regression model for a particular dependent variable
(i.e., Step 2).  In the first set of analyses listed above, four regression models were
conducted for each practice pattern dependent variable, identifying important patient,
provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors, respectively.  Independent variables
showing a significant or marginal relationship with the dependent variable (p<.10) were
identified for inclusion in the final model.  Certain patient, provider, agency, and
market/regulatory variables were designated as “required variables.”  These variables,
such as patient age, agency ownership, and state volume group, were considered
important enough theoretically to be retained in the final regression model, regardless of
the significance value associated with their relationships with the dependent variable. 
Step 2 involved a single model in which all significant and marginal independent variables,
as well as all required variables, were combined into a single regression model predicting
the dependent variable.

The second set of analyses described above was conducted using a similar process. 
In this case, however, the Step 1 models were used to identify important patient, provider,
agency, and market/regulatory variables to be included as covariates when examining the
relationship between practice patterns and episode length.  Again, all independent
variables from the four Step 1 models that were significant or marginal, or were
considered too important theoretically to eliminate, were included in the final Step 2 model
along with the practice pattern independent variables, to predict length of stay for home
care practices.

The third set of analyses described above was conducted in similar fashion.  Four
Set 1 models were conducted to identify important patient, provider, agency, and
market/regulatory factors needing to be controlled in the final regression model.  The
significant/marginal and required variables were included in the final Step 2, along with the
practice pattern independent variables, to predict patient functional outcome from care
practices.

3.  Identification of Important Variables

A large amount of data was collected during the course of the study.  Consequently,
there were far more variables available than reasonably could be analyzed.  Prior to
conducting multivariate analyses, the variables that would be included in the Step 1
regression models were designated.  After identifying the variables of greatest theoretical
value, preliminary descriptive and correlation analyses were conducted to assist in the
identification of the most important variables.  Some potential independent variables were
eliminated from the multivariate analyses as a result of large amounts of missing data
and/or a lack of sufficient variability.  Others were removed because of strong correlations
with other important independent variables.  As mentioned above, of those variables
retained for use as independent variables in the Step 1 regression models, some were



18 Some patient factor variables were designated as “required” because they reflect areas in which patients with CHF
and diabetes mellitus differed.  In pooling these two groups in the multivariate analysis, we controlled for the
conditions themselves as well as those patient factor variables related to the conditions.

Page 33

identified as being of particular importance (i.e., the required variables).18  Appendix F
contains a list of the variables selected for inclusion as independent variables in the
multivariate analyses.  The variables designated as required variables are identified.

4.  Missing Data

Because of the small size of the final episode-level sample, it was important to retain
as many records as possible when conducting the multivariate analyses.  Therefore,
missing values for each independent variable identified for inclusion in the regression
models were substituted with the variable’s cross-sample mean.  Of the thirty-six variables
for which some records had missing values, none of those variables had more than 10%
missing data.  All but eight variables had less than 5% missing data.  



19 Some patients were diagnosed with both CHF and diabetes mellitus.  These patients are included in both tracer
condition groups.
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III.  DESCRIPTION OF STUDY STATES, AGENCIES,
CARE PROVIDERS, AND PATIENTS

This chapter provides descriptive information regarding the states, agencies, and
patients participating in the study.  Section A provides a detailed description of the eight
study states.  For each state, information is provided about economic measures,
demographic characteristics, and health care resources and expenditures.  Section B
presents descriptive information regarding the agency sample based on Administrator
Questionnaire (AQ) data.  In Section C, information about the study patients' physicians
and home care staff is summarized.  Data from the Care Provider Profile (CPP) and the
Care Provider Questionnaire (CPQ) are used to describe the background, expertise, and
level of involvement of the care providers.  Section D summarizes the start of care case
mix of the study patients.  Descriptive analyses using OASIS and CPQ data are presented
across the sample and by tracer condition (i.e., CHF and diabetes mellitus) and
differences in case mix between the patients in the two tracer groups are described.19

A. Description of Study States

As indicated previously, states were categorized into high- and low-volume groups
based on their average number of Medicare home health visits per beneficiary per year. 
Data from 1995 were used to categorize states into volume groups.  To ensure that the
volume categorizations were appropriate for later years during which the study data were
collected, visit volume by state was compared for 1995, 1996, 1997, and 1998. 
Examining the data for these years was especially important given the major changes
brought about by IPS. 

Table 3.1 presents information regarding visits per patient for each study state and
volume category for the four years.  These data show the dramatic reduction in visits per
patient in all states between 1997 and 1998 (the first full year of IPS).  The reduction in the
average number of visits was greater for the high-volume than for the low-volume states
(averaging 36 visits versus 11 visits, respectively).  As one would expect, these findings
suggest that agencies in states where visits were provided in a parsimonious fashion prior
to IPS might have had fewer discretionary services that could be eliminated than did
agencies in states where visits were provided in higher volume.  However, in percentage
terms, the reduction in the high-volume states was not much greater than in the low-volume
states (32.0% versus 25.3%, respectively).  Thus, even with the dramatic reductions in visit
volume in 1998, fairly large and consistent differences in visits per patient between high-
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and low-volume states continued under IPS.  Whereas high-volume states provided an
average of 2.65 times the number of visits per patient in 1997 than did low-volume states,
they provided 2.44 times the average number of visits per patient in 1998.

TABLE 3.1: Average Medicare Home Health Visits per Patient for the Study States

Visits/Patient 1997-98 Decrease in
Visits/Patient

1995a 1996b 1997c 1998d Number Percent

LOW VOLUME

Minnesota 43 46 47 34 13 27.7

New Jersey 43 43 43 35 8 18.6

Oregon 38 35 34 24 10 29.4

Pennsylvania 46 46 47 36 11 23.4

Average of Low-Volume States 42 42 43 32 11 25.6

HIGH VOLUME

Georgia 108 104 99 64 35 35.4

Massachusetts 94 96 97 65 32 33.0

Mississippi 128 126 120 88 32 26.7

Texas 117 130 141 95 46 32.6

Average of High-Volume States 112 114 114 78 36 31.6

NATIONAL 72 74 73 51 22 30.1

a. HCFA 1997 (full citations for all table sources are in the References).
b. HCFA 1998.
c. HCFA 1999a.
d. HCFA unpublished data.

Demographic, economic, health system, and health status indicators also were
compared between the state volume groups using available secondary data.  Selected
statistics are presented in Tables 3.2-3.6.  It should be noted that the data presented in
these tables pertain to periods prior to the implementation of IPS.  (Additional summary
information is presented by state in Appendix D.)  In the tables, data are presented for
each state, along with averages for the four states in each state volume group, and for the
nation.  The differences between the volume group averages often are not large, and in
some cases, the differences among states within a volume group are greater than the
differences between the groups.  Nevertheless, taken together, the various differences
suggest the general patterns described below. 
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Demographic and economic statistics are presented in Table 3.2.  Comparing the
two state volume groups, low-volume relative to high-volume states have higher per capita
incomes than high-volume states.  However, there is considerable variation within each
volume group, particularly the high-volume group in which per capita income ranges from a
low of $18,300 in Mississippi to a high of $31,500 in Massachusetts (the lowest and
second highest per capita incomes for all eight study states).  Although the low-volume
group has a higher average percentage of the population in the 65 and over age group, a
lower percentage of that age group is in poverty (as measured by the percentage at or
below 135% of the federally established poverty rate).  In both state groups, approximately
the same percentage of the elderly population lives alone, but the low-volume group has a
lower rate of elderly with mobility or self-care difficulties.  (The highest rate is in the high-
volume state of Mississippi, where over one-quarter of the elderly population reported such
difficulties in 1990.)

TABLE 3.2: Selected Demographic and Economic Measures for the Study States

Personal Per
Capita

Income
(in $1,000s),

1997a

Populatio
n 65+ (%),

1998a

Persons
65+ at <
135% of
Poverty

(%),
1995-96a

Persons
65+ Living
Alone (%),

1990b

Persons 65+ per
1,000 with Difficulty
in Mobility or Self-

Care,
1990b

LOW VOLUME

Minnesota 26.8 12.3 26.4 30.5 165.1

New Jersey 32.7 13.5 19.2 26.5 198.0

Oregon 24.4 13.8 16.6 27.7 169.1

Pennsylvania 26.1 15.7 20.1 28.8 201.9

Average of Low-Volume
States

27.5 13.8 20.6 28.4 183.5

HIGH VOLUME

Georgia 24.1 9.9 23.6 28.3 246.8

Massachusetts 31.5 13.8 20.2 29.7 189.6

Mississippi 18.3 12.2 29.9 30.6 276.9

Texas 23.7 10.4 28.1 27.5 215.8

Average of High-Volume
States

24.4 11.6 25.5 29.0 232.3

NATIONAL 25.6 12.7 21.7 28.2 201.1

a. Lamphere, Brangan, Bee, and Semansky 1998.
b. Bectel and Tucker 1998.
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Selected health care coverage statistics are presented in Table 3.3.  Relative to the
high-volume state group, the low-volume group has a higher percentage of elderly with
private health insurance and a higher percentage of Medicare beneficiaries enrolled in
Risk Health Management Organizations (HMOs).  The state volume groups are similar with
regard to regulations specifying whether elderly persons in poverty qualify for full Medicaid
benefits, but the low-volume group has a lower average percentage of Medicare
beneficiaries covered by Medicaid.  This finding is consistent with the data in Table 3.2
indicating that a lower percentage of elderly persons in the low-volume states are in
poverty.

TABLE 3.3: Selected Elderly Health Care Coverage Measures for the Study Statesa

Persons Age
65+ with Private

Health
Insurance (%),

1995-96

Medicare
Enrollment in Risk

HMOs (as % of total
beneficiaries), 

1998

Persons Age 65+
in Poverty Quality
for Full Medicaid

Benefits,
1998

Medicare
Beneficiaries
Covered by

Medicaid (%),
1995-96

LOW VOLUME

Minnesota 69.7 8.9 NO 11.2

New Jersey 72.3 11.7 YES 9.2

Oregon 76.4 28.2 NO 11.8

Pennsylvania 75.1 24.5 YES 77.8

Average of Low-Volume
States

73.4 18.3 50% YES 11.0

HIGH VOLUME

Georgia 59.8 3.9 NO 17.1

Massachusetts 67.3 21.4 YES 11.5

Mississippi 64.3 0.0    YES 22.5

Texas 59.8 13.7 NO 18.5

Average of High-Volume
States

62.8 9.8 50% YES 17.4

NATIONAL 67.4 15.4 20% YES 13.7

a. Lamphere et al. 1998.

Table 3.4 provides selected information on health care resources and utilization.  The
low-volume states generally have greater availability of physician generalists and
geriatricians (in terms of rates per population and per elderly, respectively).  Although the
numbers of geriatricians are small, the difference in rates between the low- and high-
volume groups indicates the availability of about one-third more geriatricians per elderly
person in the low-volume state group.  The pattern for physician visits per Medicare
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beneficiary is consistent with the differences in physician availability, with generally higher
visit rates in the low-volume states. 

The low-volume states tend to use less of both institutional and noninstitutional long-
term care per elderly than do the high-volume states.  The rate of nursing home residents
per 1,000 elderly persons is slightly lower in the low-volume states, despite the fact that
Minnesota has by far the highest rate of all eight study states.  The mean number of
Medicare beneficiaries per 1,000 receiving home health care also is lower in the low- than
the high-volume states.  Because the selection of states was based on visits per home
health user, the data on home health users per beneficiary indicate a positive correlation at
the state level between home health use rates (i.e., number of beneficiaries receiving
Medicare home health care per 1,000) and visits per user. 

TABLE 3.4: Selected Health Care Resource and Use Measures for the Study States

Physician
Generalist

s per
100,000

Population
,

1996a

Geriatrician
s per 10,000
Person Age

65+,
1997a

Routine
Physician Office

Visits per
Medicare

Beneficiary,
1997a

Nursing
Home

Residents
per 1,000 65+

Population
(1996 est.)b

Medicare
Home Health

Users per
1,000

Beneficiaries
,

1997b

LOW VOLUME

Minnesota 48 5 4.1 72.2 72

New Jersey 18 4 6.1 39.5 97

Oregon 31 2 5.3 26.6 94

Pennsylvania 31 5 5.9 45.3 125

Average of Low-Volume
States

32 4 5.4 45.9 97

HIGH VOLUME

Georgia 24 2 5.5 48.6 110

Massachusetts 18 5 5.2 55.6 152

Mississippi 25 2 4.7 45.6 153

Texas 26 2 4.9 44.0 134

Average of High-Volume
States

23 3 5.1 48.4 137

NATIONAL 28 3 5.5 43.7 109

a. Lamphere et al. 1998.
b. HCFA 1999a.
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Further information on Medicare and Medicaid expenditures, particularly for long-term
care, is presented in Table 3.5.  The two groups of states have contrasting expenditure
patterns, with the low-volume group characterized by lower Medicare but higher Medicaid
payments per beneficiary or enrollee than the high-volume group.  Medicaid long-term care
expenditures show considerable variation in total program size among the states, reflected
by differences in the number of recipients, services provided, and payment rates.  Both
volume groups include relatively small (Oregon and Mississippi) as well as relatively large
(Pennsylvania and Texas) Medicaid long-term care expenditure components.  The
allocation of long-term care expenditures by service category reveals differences among
states within each volume group and between volume groups.  On average, the low-volume
group devotes a slightly lower percentage of Medicaid long-term care expenditures to
nursing home care than does the high-volume group, but this is largely due to the very low
percentage for Oregon.  Both the lowest and highest percentages are in the low-volume
group, with 34.1% for Oregon and 76.4% for Minnesota.  All other states devote between
one-half and three-quarters of their long-term care expenditures to nursing home care. 

Comparing the averages of the low- and high-volume state groups, the low-volume
group has slightly lower personal care and home health expenditure percentages but a
higher home and community-based services waiver percentage.  However, the group
averages are highly influenced by individual state percentages.  In particular, Oregon
devotes nearly half (45.3%) of its Medicaid long-term care expenditures to waiver
programs.  At the opposite extreme, Mississippi (in the high-volume group) spends less
than 1% of its long-term care expenditures on waiver programs.  Thus, the distribution of
long-term care Medicaid expenditures varies considerably among states and no clear
pattern emerges that distinguishes between the two volume groups. 

TABLE 3.5: Selected Medicare and Medicaid Expenditure Measures for the Study States

Medicare
Payments

per
Beneficiar

y,
1996a,b

Medicaid
Payments

per
Elderly

Disabled
Enrollee,

1995a

Long-Term
Care

Medicaid
Expenditure

s (in
$1000s),

1996c

Percent of Long-Term Care Medicaid
Expenditures, 1996c,d

Nursin
g Home

Persona
l Care

Home
Health

Home and
Community-

Based Services
Waiver

LOW VOLUME

Minnesota $3,856 $15,088 $1,278,531 76.4 2.0 1.1 6.1

New Jersey 5,353 12,855 1,933,232 58.7 6.3 5.1 11.2

Oregon 3,999 10,191 483,830 34.1 4.4 0.1 45.3

Pennsylvania 5,333 9,690 3,195,571 70.8 0.0 2.4 9.4

Average of
Low-Volume

States

4,635 11,956 1,722,791 60.0 3.2 2.2 18.0
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HIGH VOLUME

Georgia 5,081 6,335 915,199 70.5 0.0 5.3 10.4

Massachusetts 6,266 11,953 1,961,987 63.2 6.0 4.3 12.3

Mississippi 5,299 5,175 411,639 70.8 0.0 3.5 0.9

Texas 5,905 7,522 2,453,962 51.9 12.0 1.7 10.8

Average of
High-Volume

States

5,638 7,746 1,435,697 64.1 4.5 3.7 8.6

NATIONAL 5,048 9,167 1,006,418 60.6 5.6 4.0 11.0

a. Lamphere et al. 1998.
b. Includes all Medicare services; excludes beneficiaries in managed care.
c. Bectel and Tucker 1998.
d. The percentages do not sum to 100% because the category of Medicaid intermediate care facility/mentally retarded

(ICF/MR) expenditures is excluded.

Table 3.6 provides another perspective on Medicare and Medicaid home health
expenditures.  The table provides information on Medicare and Medicaid home health
expenditures in total and per enrollee for 1995 (enrollees include both users and non-users
of home care).  The Medicaid home care expenditures include the various categories
listed in Table 3.5 above (i.e., personal care, home care, and waiver services).  The table
generally confirms the pattern noted earlier of low-volume states as a group having lower
Medicare but higher Medicaid expenditures per enrollee than high-volume states.  The
state rankings shown in the Table 3.6 are consistent with this pattern.  Thus, to some
extent, the lower use of Medicare home health care in the low-volume states is somewhat
offset, at least for those eligible for Medicaid, by greater use of Medicaid home health
care.

TABLE 3.6: Selected Medicare and Medicaid Home Health Expenditure Measures for the Study
Statesa

Medicare, 1995 Medicaid, 1995

Total
(millions)

Per Enrolleeb Total
(millions)

Per Enrolleeb

LOW VOLUME

Minnesota $100 $195 (49) $127 $399 (14)

New Jersey 330 293 (40) 399 454 (9)

Oregon 101 310 (38) 235 484 (8)

Pennsylvania 779 401 (27) 372 187 (31)

Average of Low-Volume States 328 300 (39) 306 381 (16)

HIGH VOLUME



20 The final patient sample was composed of patients having complete assessment data for one or more episodes of
care.  Assessment data were considered complete if a patient had both OASIS and CPQ data for both the beginning
and ending of an episode.

21 It is important to note that, although we attempted to sample agencies randomly, participation in the study was
voluntary.  Therefore, the descriptive information presented in this section is intended to provide a general
description of the agency sample rather than precise estimates of population characteristics.

22 The number of agencies located in each of the eight study states was as follows:  Georgia (5), Massachusetts (4),
Minnesota (6), Mississippi (4), New Jersey (6), Oregon (8), Pennsylvania (6), Texas (5).
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Georgia 595 711 (10) 128 104 (43)

Massachusetts 629 742 (8) 577 716 (4)

Mississippi 419 1,055 (2) 13 24 (49)

Texas 1,910 986 (5) 317 110 (41)

Average of High-Volume States 888 874 (6) 184 238 (34)

NATIONAL 16,961 516 NA 9,701 237 NA

a. Kenney, Rajan, and Soscia 1998.
b. The term “enrollee” refers to Medicare beneficiaries and Medicaid recipients, respectively. Enrollees include both users

and non-users of home care services. Numbers in parentheses are state rankings of expenditures per enrollee. The
figures presented are for all Medicare and Medicaid enrollees, not only for elderly enrollees. Thus, Medicaid information
includes a larger proportion on non-elderly enrollees than does the Medicare information.

B. Description of Study Agencies

1.  Overview of Study Agencies

Forty-four home care agencies contributed complete assessment data to the final
patient sample.20  Administrators of 42 of these agencies completed the AQ.  Therefore,
the AQ descriptive statistics presented in this chapter are based on a sample of 42
agencies across the eight study states.21  Despite agency attrition, the number of agencies
per state remained relatively comparable.  Each of the eight states contributed between
four and eight agencies to the final sample.  On average, six agencies were located in
each state.22 

TABLE 3.7: Agency Ownership and Type Distribution of Study Agencies

Agency Ownership Agency Type Total

Freestanding Hospital-Based

Non-Proprietary 10 19 29

Visiting Nurse Association 5
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Government 2

Private 1

Other 2

Proprietary 13 2 15

Total Agencies 23 21 44a

a. AQs were completed by 42 of the 44 agencies included in the final agency sample. AQ data are missing for the remaining
two agencies.

The study agencies reflected a variety of important agency-level factors.  Importantly,
the agencies provided a cross-section with regard to three factors that may play a critical
role in the practice of home health care:  state volume, agency ownership, and agency
type.  Slightly more than half of the agencies (59.1%) were located in states with low visit
volume per patient.  The remaining 40.9% of the agencies were located in high-volume
states.  Sixty-six percent of the agencies were non-proprietary or government agencies
(see Table 3.7).  The remaining 34% were proprietary agencies.  The agency sample had
nearly equal representation of hospital-based and freestanding agencies (48% and 52%,
respectively).  As is typically the case, the hospital-based agencies are primarily non-
proprietary.  In the freestanding category, more agencies are proprietary than non-
proprietary; the non-proprietary category includes Visiting Nurse Association (VNA),
government, and private non-profit agencies. 

2.  AQ Descriptive Statistics

Table E.1 in Appendix E contains descriptive statistics for each AQ item (Appendix A
contains a copy of the AQ).  For continuous variables, the mean, median, minimum and
maximum values are presented.  For categorical variables, the percentage of agencies for
which each response was selected is identified.  The number of agencies having data for
each item also is reported.  The final two items in the AQ (items 69 and 70) were excluded
from the table.  These items, which elicit information about staff attendance at study
training sessions and identifying information about each agency's Data Collection
Coordinator, respectively, were designed for internal Research Center use only. 
Therefore, responses to these items have not been included in this report.  For a number
of questions on the AQ, agency administrators were allowed to provide open-ended
responses.  These responses are compiled by question in Table E.2 in Appendix E.  Items
with open-ended responses contained in the Appendix are identified in Table E.1.

The main objective of the following comments is to provide basic descriptive
information about the study agencies using the AQ data.  Appendix E provides descriptive
statistics for each AQ item so that the reader can concentrate on specific areas of interest. 
Therefore, only a few summary narrative comments are included here.  Most study
agencies (95.2%) were located in states requiring licensure (AQ item 7).  Among the study
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agencies, the majority was accredited (76.2%), most by JCAHO (73.8%).  Only 2.4% of
the study agencies were accredited by the Community Health Assessment Program
(CHAP), the only other accrediting organization mentioned by study agency administrators
(AQ item 8).

Medicare patients represented a large percentage of the caseload for most study
agencies.  On average, 74.1% of the agencies' patients were Medicare patients (AQ item
13).  However, the range in Medicare caseload was considerable -- from as little as 10%
to 100% of the caseload.  Slightly less than half of the agencies were operating over the
Medicare per-visit cost limits (42.9%) (AQ item 11).  One-third was operating over their
annual per-beneficiary limits as well (33.3%) (AQ item 12).

Most agencies had standards with regard to nurse productivity, but not with regard to
the assignment of a home health aide.  Of the responding agencies, 40.5% had unwritten
nurse productivity standards and another 45.2% maintained written nurse productivity
standards (AQ item 23).  On average, nurses were required to make 5.6 patient visits per
day (AQ item 24).  The number of visits required was as low as four at some agencies and
as high as eight at others.  The majority (76.2%) of the agencies did not use standards for
the assignment of home health aide services (AQ item 39).

In most agencies, primary care providers made important decisions about the care
patients receive.  The nurse who performed the initial assessment of a patient was almost
always the person responsible for making the initial decision regarding the number of visits
that patient would receive (93.8% of the time) (AQ item 35).  Further, the provider who saw
the patient at start of care was usually responsible for completing the HCFA-485 (78.6% of
the time) (AQ item 48).  Administrators from most agencies (81.0%) indicated that it was
most frequently the primary care provider who made decisions regarding recertification
(AQ item 51).

However, in most agencies, care providers received supervision in their decision
making.  At the majority of the agencies (85.7%), nurses met with their supervisors at least
weekly (AQ item 46).  At more than half of the agencies (60.9%), therapists met with their
supervisors at least weekly, as well.  At 69.0% of the agencies, interdisciplinary case
conferences (at which patients' cases were reviewed) occurred at least twice a month (AQ
item 47).  At nearly half of the agencies (47.6%), these case conferences occurred at least
once a week.  Administrators at 90.5% of the agencies reported that staff other than the
primary care provider regularly verified patient eligibility for home health care services (AQ
item 38).

Further, the care that home care workers provided often was guided by their
agencies' critical pathways.  More than 40% of agency administrators indicated that their
agencies use standardized care plans or critical pathways (AQ item 25).  These agencies
had diagnosis-specific pathways for several important conditions.  The majority of these



23 Of the 732 episodes of care, CPP data were available for 678 of the care providers conducting the start of
care/readmission/resumption of care visits.
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agencies use pathways for chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD), CHF,
myocardial infarction (MI) and other cardiac conditions, pressure ulcers, other wounds,
fractured hip, total hip replacement, total knee replacement, cerebral vascular accident
(CVA), diabetes mellitus, and osteoarthritis (AQ item 27).

Administrators reported few changes in the delivery of services at their agencies as a
result of the then newly implemented venipuncture regulations (AQ item 28).  Most
agencies had experienced no changes in their service areas (86.5%) or in the amount of
time spent on care planning (76.9%).  However, many agencies (65.4%) had decreased
the number of visits they provided to their patients. 

C. Description of Study Care Providers

Table 3.8 provides descriptive information based on CPP and CPQ data about the
home care providers and physicians caring for the study patients.  Because the home care
provider conducting the start of care visit plays a vital role in determining a patient's plan of
care, most of the information provided in the table reflects the characteristics of the
providers conducting the start of care visits for each of the 732 episodes of care.23 
However, a few variables from the CPQ are presented based on discharge data (i.e., the
physician's care plan role, level of input, overall physician awareness and involvement). 
Because these variables are based on home care provider perception, it seemed that
care providers would be better able to assess the role of the physician at the end, rather
than the beginning, of the episode.

Across the 732 episodes of care, the vast majority of the start of care visits was
conducted by registered nurses (98.7%).  Physical therapists and speech therapists
conducted the remaining start of care visits (1.2% and 0.1%, respectively).  The majority of
the providers conducting these visits was full-time agency staff (71.8%), and nearly all were
employees of their agencies (i.e., not contracted staff; 95.4%).  Most had traveled less than
half an hour to conduct the start of care visit (84.5%).  

Of the 678 providers for whom data were available at the start of care, nearly half had
an Associate’s degree as their highest level of education (43.5%), 30.2% had a
Bachelor’s degree, and 19.8% had a high school diploma.  Only 6.1% of the care
providers had a Master’s degree.  Most of the providers indicated they had specific areas
of health care expertise (e.g., special certification or strong experience).  Most commonly,
the providers noted having special expertise in treating patients with medical/surgical
conditions (50.1%).  A substantial percentage of the care providers reported having
expertise or experience in the care of patients with the two medical conditions targeted for
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this project.  Forty-three percent had experience treating cardiovascular problems and
32.7% had expertise in treating diabetes.  Slightly over one-third of the care providers had
expertise in IV therapy and wound management (33.6% and 35.4%, respectively).  Other
areas of expertise were less commonly reported.

The care providers conducting the start of care visits had quite a bit of experience in
home health care.  More than half of the providers (54.4%) had six or more years of
experience in the home health industry.  Only 13.4% of the providers were relatively new to
home health care, having been in the business less than two years.  Perhaps partly
because of the experience of the care providers, the majority of visits were conducted
without the use of a standardized care plan (62.4%).  Indeed, there is a small, but
significant correlation between these variables, suggesting that more experienced care
providers were less likely to use standardized care plans (r=-0.135, p=0.0004).
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TABLE 3.8: Descriptive Information Regarding Study Care Providers

Provider Variables Provider Variables

Discipline (n=678)
RN
LPN
PT
SLP/ST
OT
MSW

Contract Status (n=668)
No
Yes

Travel Time (n=724)
10 minutes or less

11-20 minutes
21-30 minutes
31-40 minutes
41-50 minutes
51-60 minutes
Over one hour

Years of Home Health Experience
(n=677)

Less than 2 years
2 to 5 years
6 to 10 years
More than 10 years

Standardized Care Plan Used for Visit
(n=728)

No
Yes

Highest Level of Education (n=672)
LPN/LVN Education
Diploma
Associate’s degree
Bachelor’s degree
Master’s degree

Other

Specific Areas of Expertise (n=672)
Cardiovascular
Diabetes
Infectious Diseases
IV Therapy
Medical/Surgery
Neurology
Nutrition/Diet
Orthopedic
Psychiatric
Rehabilitation
Respiratory
Speech

98.7%
0.0%
1.2%
0.1%
0.0%
0.0%

95.4%
4.6%

31.2%
33.3%
20.0%
9.0%
3.6%
1.7%
1.2%

13.4%
32.2%
31.2%
23.2%

62.4%
37.6%

0.0%
19.8%
43.5%
30.2%
6.1%
0.4%

43.0%
32.7%
11.2%
33.6%
50.1%
6.7%

12.4%
7.7%
2.5%

10.7%
14.3%
0.4%
2.1%

Part-Time/Full-Time Status (n=677)
Part time
Full time

Familiarity with Patient (n=725)
Once
Two to five times
Six to ten times
More than ten

Did Care Provider Conducting DC
Assessment Also Conduct SOC? (n=732)

No
Yes

Physician
Frequency of SN Visits Suggested (n=684)

No
Yes

Home Health Aide Services Were Ordered
(n=684)

No
Yes

Evaluation of Need for Aide Services was
Requested (n=685)

No
Yes

Care Plan Rolea (n=731)
Major
Moderate
Minor

Physician Inputa (n=731)
Not enough
Right amount
More input than needed

Physician Awareness of Care Provided by
Agencya (n=726)

More than adequate
Adequate
Inadequate

Physician Suggested that Home Health
Services be Terminateda (n=727)

No
Yes

28.2%
71.8%

6.2%
31.6%
26.3%
35.9%

30.7%
69.3%

80.4%
19.6%

83.9%
16.1%

76.9%
23.1%

27.1%
54.0%
18.9%

9.2%
87.1%
3.7%

39.5%
58.3%
2.2%

85.6%
14.4%

a. Descriptive information for these variables is provided for the care providers conducting the discharge visits.  All other
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The 732 episodes of care appear to have been characterized by considerable
continuity of care.  In the majority of the cases, the care providers who conducted the start
of care visit also conducted the discharge visit (69.3%).  By the time of discharge, 62.2%
of the care providers had seen their respective patients six or more times over the course
of the episodes.  

Information about the physicians overseeing the care of the study patients was
provided by the home health care providers in response to questions on the start of care
and discharge versions of the CPQ.  Prior to the beginning of the home care episodes,
few physicians provided home care agency staff with specific recommendations regarding
the type and frequency of home care services to be provided.  In only 19.6% of the study
episodes did the patients’ physicians recommend a specific frequency with which nursing
visits should occur.  Only 16.1% of the physicians ordered home health aide services, and
23.1% requested an evaluation for the need for aide services.  

During the episode, many physicians maintained a relatively low level of involvement. 
Only 27.1% of the home care providers completing the discharge CPQ for a given episode
of care indicated that the physician overseeing the episode had a major role (i.e., was
actively involved) in the development of the patient’s care plan.  In most cases (54.0%), the
physician was perceived as being moderately involved.  In these cases, the physician
mainly responded to suggestions from the home care staff as to how a patient’s care
should be handled rather than actively making suggestions regarding the care plan.  In
18.9% of the cases, the physicians were perceived as having no involvement in care
planning other than signing the HCFA-485 and other orders.  In the vast majority of cases
(85.6%), discharge came at the recommendation of the home care staff rather than the
physicians.

Although the physicians did not always play a major role in the development of the
care plan, the home care personnel appear to have been comfortable with the level of
physician involvement throughout the episodes of care.  Although only slightly over one-
quarter of home care providers indicated that the physician was actively involved in the
development of the patient’s care plan, the majority of home care providers considered the
level of physician input to be sufficient (87.1%) and nearly all (97.8%) felt that the
physicians were aware of the care being provided.



24 Patients were identified as having one or both tracer conditions using ICD-9 codes.  Codes were obtained through
OASIS start of care data (data items M0230 and M0240) and  through the Notification of Study Admission (NSA)
form that DCCs used to report the enrollment of new patients in the study.  The NSA is included in Appendix A.

25 The calculation of the number of episodes per patient is based on those episodes for which complete episode-level
assessment data were available.  Episodes for which either the OASIS and/or the CPQ was missing for either the
beginning or ending of the episode are not included.
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D. Description of Study Patients

The final patient sample included 684 patients.  Of these patients, 292 were
diagnosed with CHF, 246 with diabetes mellitus, and 146 with both conditions.24  Only
patients with complete assessment data for one or more episodes of care were retained
in the final sample.  Assessment data were considered complete if a patient had OASIS
and CPQ data for both the beginning and the ending of an episode of care.  

Across the 684 patients, complete assessment data were available for 732 episodes
of care.  The vast majority of patients had only one episode of care in the final sample
(94.7%).  An additional 4.1% of patients had two episodes, and 1.1% had three or more.25 
The number of episodes per patient is similar for those patients with CHF and those with
diabetes mellitus.  Among CHF patients, 93.8% had only a single episode, whereas 5.0%
had two episodes, and 1.1% had three or more.  Likewise, 94.9% of diabetes mellitus
patients had only a single episode of care, whereas 3.3% had two episodes, and 1.8%
had three or more episodes.

Table 3.9 provides descriptive information about the start of care case mix of the
patients treated during the 732 study episodes.  This information is provided across
episodes and also separately by tracer condition.  The degree to which the patients in the
two condition groups differ is reported.  (The episodes for the 146 patients diagnosed with
both conditions are included in both the CHF and the diabetes mellitus groups.)  Given that
a patient’s condition can vary drastically from episode to episode, analyses were
conducted at the episode level rather than the patient level.  Therefore, for patients with
multiple episodes of care, start of care information from each episode was included in the
analyses.

Patients enrolled in the study were quite elderly.  Although patients age 65 and older
were eligible for participation, at the start of care, the average age of study subjects across
conditions was 78.4 years of age.  Patients diagnosed with CHF were significantly older
than those diagnosed with diabetes mellitus (80.2 versus 76.4, respectively).  Not
surprising for such an elderly population, the majority of subjects in both the CHF and
diabetes mellitus groups was female.  In both condition groups, the majority of the study
participants was White.



Page 49

TABLE 3.9: Patient Case Mix at Start of Episode by Conditiona

Across
Conditions

CHF Diabetes Mellitus

Sigc

Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or %

DEMOGRAPHICS

Age (average in years) 732 78.8 474 80.2 423 76.4 **

Gender (%)
- Female
- Male

732
732

60.1
39.9

474
474

58.0
42.0

423
423

61.5
38.5

Race (%)
- White
- Black or African-American
- Other 

713
713
713

84.3
13.3
2.5

465
465
465

83.9
13.6
2.6

410
410
410

82.2
14.9
3.2

PAYMENT SOURCE

Any Medicaid (%) 732 7.2 474 7.0 423 8.3

Any Third Party (%) 732 8.9 474 10.1 423 8.5

Any HMO (%) 732 10.7 474 10.6 423 10.9

Medicare HMO (%) 732 9.3 474 9.3 423 9.7

LIVING ENVIRONMENT

Current Residence (%)
- Living in own home
- Living in family member's home

724
724

80.0
13.0

469
469

78.3
13.9

416
416

81.5
11.3

Current Living Situation (%) 
- Living alone
- Living with family member (unpaid)
- Living with friend (unpaid)
- Living with paid help 

730
730
730
730

29.7
64.4
0.7
5.5

472
472
472
472

30.1
63.8
0.6
5.7

423
423
423
423

29.1
64.8
0.5
5.2

Structural barriers limiting independent mobility in
home (%)

732 46.2 474 46.2 423 46.3

Safety hazards in home (%) 732 10.0 474 10.1 423 9.7

HOMEBOUND STATUS

Absences from Home (%)
- Infrequent
- For periods of relatively short duration
- Attributable to the need to receive  medical

treatment

731
731
731

54.3
36.3
74.1

473
473
473

53.1
34.0
75.5

423
423
423

55.3
39.0
74.9

Requirements to Leave Home (%)
- Aid of supportive devices
- Use of special transportation
- Assistance of another person
- None of the above

731
731
731
731

63.6
12.0
87.1
4.4

473
473
473
473

64.3
11.4
87.7
3.6

423
423
423
423

65.5
14.0
87.5
5.2

Leaving the Home is Medically Contraindicated (%) 732 13.7 474 13.5 423 14.2



Across
Conditions

CHF Diabetes Mellitus

Sigc

Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or %
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Difficulty Receiving Services Outside the Home (%)
- Very difficult
- Somewhat difficult
- Not at all difficult

732
732
732

48.0
46.2
5.9

474
474
474

49.8
45.4
4.9

423
423
423

46.8
46.3
6.9

FAMILY/SUPPORT SYSTEM

Patient has a Family/Support System (%) 710 97.2 463 98.1 408 96.8

Assistance Provided by Family/Support System (%)
- ADL assistance
- IADL assistance
- Assistance with wounds and/or equipment
- Psychosocial support
- Advocacy or facilitation of appropriate medical

care 
- Transportation

658
684
671
692
685

689

64.9
97.5
21.0
98.3
94.6

92.0

437
452
437
453
452

450

64.3
97.8
18.1
98.7
96.2

93.3

375
391
387
398
392

395

66.4
98.2
25.1
98.0
93.4

90.6

**

*

People Providing Assistance to the Patient (%)
- Spouse or significant other
- Daughter or son

- Other family member
- Friend, neighbor, or community/church member
- Paid help other than above

335
553
302
257
207

12.2
5.1

21.9
26.8
37.2

195
361
198
173
134

88.7
95.8
81.3
79.8
68.7

217
318
175
142
122

87.1
94.7
73.1
64.1
54.1

*
**
**

Assisting Persons (%)
- Person residing in home
- Person residing outside of home

731
731

52.5
58.0

473
473

50.3
58.8

423
423

54.9
58.9

Primary Caregiver (%)
- No one person

- Spouse or significant other
- Daughter or son
- Other family member
- Friend, neighbor, or community/church member
- Paid help other than above

700
700
700
700
700
700

9.7
34.6
37.9
7.0
1.7
6.4

460
460
460
460
460
460

10.2
31.1
40.7
8.0
1.5
6.7

403
403
403
403
403
403

9.7
37.7
34.7
6.5
1.7
6.7

Frequency of Assistance Provided by 
Primary Caregiver (1-6, scale average)d

728 4.2 470 4.2 422 4.1

CAREGIVER INVOLVEMENT IN CARE PLAN

Involvement of Primary Caregiver in Care Plan (%)
- Very/somewhat involved
- Minimally involved

597
597

76.4
23.6

392
392

77.6
22.5

347
347

73.2
26.8

Primary Caregiver's Ability to Learn (%)
- Excellent
- Good
- Fair
- Poor

567
567
567
567

44.8
43.2
10.9
1.1

370
370
370
370

45.7
42.4
10.3
1.6

330
330
330
330

44.2
42.7
12.4
0.6

Caregiver is knowledgeable about Medicare Home
Health Benefit (%)

549 87.4 356 89.9 316 85.8

Primary Caregiver Willing for Patient to Receive
Needed Aide Services (%)

307 86.3 219 85.8 167 89.2

PATIENT INVOLVEMENT IN CARE PLAN



Across
Conditions

CHF Diabetes Mellitus

Sigc

Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or %
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Patient Involvement in Care Plan (%)
- Very/somewhat involved
- Minimally involved

694
694

59.5
40.5

451
451

58.1
41.9

403
403

60.8
39.2

Patient Ability to Learn (%)
- Excellent

- Good
- Fair
- Poor

730
730
730
730

12.2
51.2
26.8
9.7

472
472
472
472

11.2
50.2
29.7
8.9

423
423
423
423

12.8
53.0
23.6
10.6

Patient is knowledgeable about Medicare Home
Health Benefit (%)

695 75.1 446 77.1 406 74.6

Patient Willing to Accept Needed Aide Services (%) 363 77.7 258 77.5 196 80.1

COMPLEXITY/SEVERITY OF CONDITION

Medical regimen change within 14 days of SOC (%) 731 88.0 473 88.0 423 88.7

Inpatient DC within 14 Days of SOC (%)
- Hospital
- Rehabilitation Facility
- Nursing Home

730
730
730

69.0
6.7
5.6

473
473
473

73.4
4.7
5.5

422
422
422

65.2
8.8
5.5

**
**

Patient Requires Complex Management (%) 731 55.5 473 53.1 423 61.0 **

Patient Has Greater than Average Functional
Assistance Needs (%)

730 36.4 472 37.7 423 35.5

Overall Prognosis (%)
- Good/fair
- Poor

714
714

89.4
10.6

462
462

87.0
13.0

413
413

90.6
9.4

Rehabilitative prognosis (%)
- Good
- Guarded

710
710

67.9
32.1

456
456

63.8
36.2

413
413

71.4
28.6

**

Number of High Risk Factors (average) 702 0.3 450 0.3 406 0.3

Nutritional Status (%)
- Excellent
- Adequate
- Probably inadequate
- Very poor

731
731
731
731

23.0
58.7
15.9
2.5

473
473
473
473

20.1
61.7
15.6
2.5

423
423
423
423

26.2
58.2
13.2
2.4

CURRENT ADL DISABILITIES

Grooming (0-3, scale average) 732 0.8 474 0.8 423 0.7 **

Dress upper body (0-2, scale average) 732 0.8 474 0.9 423 0.8

Dress lower body (0-3, scale average) 732 1.0 474 1.0 423 1.0

Bathing (0-5, scale average) 732 2.1 474 2.1 423 2.1

Toileting (0-4, scale average) 731 0.5 473 0.5 423 0.5

Transferring (0-5, scale average) 732 0.7 474 0.7 423 0.7

Ambulation (0-5, scale average) 732 1.2 474 1.2 423 1.2

Eating (0-5, scale average) 731 0.3 473 0.3 423 0.3



Across
Conditions

CHF Diabetes Mellitus

Sigc

Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or %
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Mild ADL disabilities (0-8)e 730 3.9 472 4.0 423 3.9

Moderate ADL disabilities (0-8)e 730 1.6 472 1.6 423 1.6

Severe ADL disabilities (0-8)e 730 0.4 472 0.4 423 0.4

CURRENT IADL DISABILITIES

Light meal preparation (0-2, scale average) 732 1.0 474 1.0 423 0.9 *

Transportation (0-2, scale average) 732 1.0 474 1.0 423 1.0

Laundry (0-2, scale average) 732 1.6 474 1.7 423 1.6

Housekeeping (0-4, scale average) 732 2.9 474 3.0 423 2.9

Shopping (0-3, scale average) 732 2.2 474 2.3 423 2.2 **

Phone use (0-5, scale average) 722 0.7 468 0.8 415 0.7

Management of oral medications (0-2, scale
average)

728 0.9 471 1.0 422 0.9 **

Mild IADL Disabilities (0-6)f 722 4.7 468 4.8 415 4.6 *

Severe IADL Disabilities (0-6)f 722 2.0 468 2.1 415 2.0

MEDICATION/EQUIPMENT MANAGEMENT

Management inhalant/mist meds (0-2, scale average) 190 0.7 133 0.7 103 0.6

Management of injectable meds (0-2, scale average) 230 1.1 102 1.2 215 1.0

Patient management of equipment (0-4, scale
average)

171 2.2 140 2.2 79 2.2

RESPIRATORY STATUS

Dyspnea (0-4, scale average) 732 1.7 474 1.9 423 1.5 **

SENSORY STATUS

Vision impairment (0-2, scale average) 731 0.4 473 0.4 423 0.4

PAIN

Pain interfering with activity (0-3, scale average) 731 0.9 474 0.8 422 0.9

Intractable pain (%) 731 9.3 474 9.3 422 10.7

INTEGUMENTARY STATUS

Presence of wound/lesion (%) 732 26.5 474 21.7 423 34.3 **

Surgical wound(s) present (%) 732 13.1 474 7.6 423 18.9 **

Stasis ulcer(s) present (%) 732 2.3 474 2.1 423 2.4

Pressure ulcer(s) present (%) 732 5.3 474 4.6 423 7.1

Stage 2-4 ulcer(s) present (%) 732 4.2 474 3.0 423 6.2 **

Stage 3-4 ulcer(s) present (%) 732 0.8 474 0.8 423 1.2

ELIMINATION STATUS

UTI within past 14 days (%) 725 8.4 469 7.3 419 8.8



Across
Conditions

CHF Diabetes Mellitus

Sigc

Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or %
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Urinary incontinence/catheter (%) 732 23.5 474 24.3 423 21.5

Bowel incontinence (0-5, scale average) 717 0.2 467 0.2 414 0.2

NEUROLOGIC/EMOTIONAL/BEHAVIORAL STATUS

Behavior problems (% > twice a week) 731 4.0 474 3.6 422 4.7

Severe anxiety level (%) 732 16.8 474 17.3 423 15.4

Moderate cognitive disability (%) 732 10.9 474 11.6 423 9.7

Severe confusion disability (%) 732 10.7 474 10.3 423 10.6

Psychiatric nursing services (%) 732 0.7 474 0.4 423 1.0

DIAGNOSES FOR WHICH PATIENTS ARE RECEIVING HOME CARE

Neoplasms (%) 732 3.0 474 2.5 423 3.1

Endocrine/nutritional/metabolic (%) 732 57.5 474 36.9 423 92.9 **

Blood diseases (%) 732 7.1 474 8.4 423 5.2 *

Mental diseases (%) 732 6.1 474 6.1 423 6.2

Nervous system diseases (%) 732 4.8 474 3.6 423 5.9

Circulatory system diseases (%) 732 83.7 474 96.2 423 74.5 **

Respiratory system diseases (%) 732 25.4 474 30.2 423 21.3 **

Digestive system diseases (%) 732 9.2 474 9.5 423 8.5

Genitourinary system diseases (%) 732 12.3 474 12.7 423 14.2

Skin/subcutaneous diseases (%) 732 7.1 474 5.3 423 9.7 **

Musculoskeletal system diseases (%) 732 16.3 474 16.5 423 15.6

Ill-defined conditions (%) 732 15.3 474 16.2 423 15.6

Fractures (%) 732 2.2 474 1.7 423 2.6

Other injury (%) 732 3.4 474 1.9 423 4.5 **

Iatrogenic conditions (%) 732 1.4 474 0.8 423 1.4

THERAPIES RECEIVED AT HOME

IV/infusion therapy (%) 732 1.5 474 1.9 423 1.9

Parenteral nutrition (%) 732 0.0 474 0.0 423 0.0

Enteral nutrition (%) 732 0.5 474 0.6 423 0.7

Oxygen (%) 731 20.0 474 26.8 422 14.7 **

Ventilator (%) 731 0.1 474 0.2 422 0.2

Continuous positive airway pressure (%) 731 0.5 474 0.4 422 0.5

a. Patients diagnosed with both CHF and diabetes mellitus are included in both condition groups.  Each episode is included
once in the cross-condition statistics.

b. Sample sizes for each variable reflect the total number of episodes as well as the number of episodes involving CHF and
diabetes mellitus patients, respectively, for which valid data were available.

c. Significance levels are identified by the following symbols:  * indicates p <.10, ** indicates p <.05.



Across
Conditions

CHF Diabetes Mellitus

Sigc

Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or % Nb Mean or %
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d. The response options for the OASIS item measuring frequency of assistance were reversed so that larger numbers

represent more frequent assistance. 
e. The ADL disability measures reflect the number of ADLs for which the patient is dependent at the mild, moderate, or severe

levels, respectively. 
f. The IADL disability measures reflect the number of IADLs for which the patient is dependent at the mild or severe levels,

respectively. 

Although all of the patients enrolled in the study were Medicare patients, few patients
had additional health care coverage.  Only 7.6% of patients were covered by Medicaid and
9.4% were covered by third party insurance carriers.  Most patients were not covered by
managed care organizations.  Only 10.7% of patients across condition groups had health
insurance through a Health Maintenance Organization (HMO).  Most of these patients had
Medicare managed care as a current payment source.

Despite their age, the majority of patients involved in the study lived in their own
homes (79.8% across the two condition groups).  Although the majority of the subjects
lived with an unpaid family member, nearly one-third lived alone.  Few study subjects had
safety hazards in their homes, such as inadequate heating/cooling, unsafe floor coverings,
and lead-based paint. However, nearly half had structural barriers limiting independent
mobility within their homes.

Consistent with Medicare home health coverage rules, the study patients were
homebound.  Although leaving home was medically contraindicated for only a small
percentage of patients, it was challenging for all patients.  For approximately three-
quarters of the study subjects, absences from home were attributable solely to the need to
obtain medical care.  More than half of the patients left their homes only rarely and for
slightly over one-third of the patients, these absences were of short duration.  

Most patients needed assistance to leave their homes.  Commonly, patients needed
the assistance of another person or the aid of supportive devices.  Only a small
percentage of patients (less than 5%) was able to leave home without some sort of
assistance.  As expected, for nearly all patients, receiving medical care outside of the
home was very or somewhat difficult.  For a small percentage of patients (5.8%), the home
care providers conducting the start of care assessments indicated that it was not difficult at
all for the patients to receive services outside of the home.  It appears that some episodes,
representing slightly under 2% of the total episode sample, may not have met the
requirements of the Medicare coverage rules related to homebound status.  Patients
treated during 14 episodes were rated by their care providers as having no difficulty
receiving services outside of the home and requiring no assistance to leave home.  For
50.0% of these patients, absences from home were not infrequent, for 42.9% these
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absences were not of short duration, and for 78.6% absences from home were not
attributable to the need to receive medical care. 

Informal, unpaid caregivers are of great significance in home care.  Nearly all study
patients had family members or other persons who provided them with assistance of one
kind or another.  The vast majority of patients (98.0%) received assistance with
instrumental activities of daily living (IADLs), such as light meal preparation, transportation,
and housekeeping.  Further, almost all patients received psychosocial support,
transportation, and advocacy of their medical care.  Patients were less likely to receive
assistance with activities of daily living (ADLs), such as grooming, bathing, and toileting
(65.3%).  Only a minority of patients received assistance with wounds or medical
equipment from members of their family support systems.

Patients with CHF and those with diabetes mellitus were quite similar in the kinds of
assistance received from their family/support systems.  There was only one area in which
these groups differed significantly.  Diabetic patients were significantly more likely to
receive assistance with wounds or medical equipment (which may be a reflection of the
fact that diabetic patients were more likely than CHF patients to have surgical wounds). 
Although the majority of patients in both groups had informal caregivers who helped to
facilitate appropriate medical care, CHF patients were marginally more likely to receive
assistance in this area. 

The majority of patients received assistance from a variety of people.  Most
commonly, patients were helped by one or more of their children (95.3%).  Nearly 90%
were assisted by their spouses or significant others.  However, at times, assistance
provided by a Medicare patient’s spouse or partner can be problematic in that the informal
caregiver may be just as frail and elderly as the patient him- or herself.  Approximately,
one-third of the patients received assistance from other family members or from friends,
neighbors, or community/church members.  Over 61% also received assistance from paid
help.  CHF patients were significantly more likely than diabetic patients to receive
assistance from paid help and from friends, neighbors, or community/church members. 
Likewise, they were marginally more likely to receive assistance from family members
other than their spouses/significant others and their children.  Slightly over half of the
patients were assisted by a person or persons residing in their home.

Most patients had a single person who assumed the lead responsibility for
providing/managing the patient’s care and providing the most frequent assistance among
all informal caregivers.  For slightly over one-third of the patients, the spouse or significant
other fulfilled this role.  For another one-third, one of the patient’s children was the “primary
caregiver.”  For 15.6% of the sample, this role fell to other members of the family/support
group. 
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On average, study patients received some form of assistance from the primary
caregiver on a daily basis.  However, primary caregivers differed in their level of
involvement in care planning and their ability to assist in patient care.  Although three-
quarters of primary caregivers were very or somewhat involved in the development of the
patients’ care plans (e.g., asking questions, making suggestions, identifying needs), nearly
25% were only minimally involved, showing little interest in and making little contribution to
the patient’s care plan.  In most cases, the home care provider completing the start of care
assessment felt that the primary caregiver had either an excellent or good ability to learn,
which is critical to his or her ability to assist with the patient’s home care regimen.  Slightly
over 12% of primary caregivers were rated as having only a fair or poor ability to learn.  In
such cases, home care providers may be concerned that the primary caregiver may not be
able to follow the patient’s care plan accurately.  Nearly 90% of primary caregivers were
perceived by the home care providers to have a good understanding of the services and
eligibility requirements associated with the Medicare home health benefit.

As will be discussed in the summary of the findings from the case study interviews
(Chapter 5), it is not uncommon for patients and/or their families to refuse certain types of
home care services, most commonly aide services.  For cases in which the assistance of
a home health aide was needed, 87.3% of the primary caregivers were willing for the
patient to receive the recommended services.  The remaining 12.7%, however, were
unwilling to have an aide assist the patients.  In these cases, it is possible that the primary
caregiver felt that these services could or should be provided by members of the
family/support system.

Patients tended to be less involved in the development of their care plans and less
capable of assisting in their care than were their primary caregivers.  Only slightly over
59% of the patients were very or somewhat involved in their care plans.  More than 40%
were only minimally involved.  Patients also were less capable of learning than were their
primary caregivers.  Only 12.0% of patients were believed by their home care providers to
have an excellent ability to learn and slightly over half had a good ability to learn.  A full
36.5% were believed to have only a fair or poor ability to learn.  Likewise, a smaller
percentage of patients than caregivers were perceived to be knowledgeable regarding the
Medicare home health benefit.  These data emphasize the great importance of informal
caregivers in the delivery of home health care.  In many cases, the primary caregiver may
be more capable of representing the patient’s interests and providing the necessary care
than the patient him- or herself.

Of the study patients, 88.3% had experienced a medical regimen change and 81.6%
had been discharged from an inpatient facility within 14 days of the beginning of their
home care episodes.  Nearly 70% of the patient episodes began following an hospital
discharge.  Another 6.6% of episodes began following a discharge from a rehabilitation
facility and 5.5% followed a nursing home discharge.  CHF patients were significantly
more likely than diabetic patients to have been discharged from the hospital within 14 days



26 Diabetic patients were significantly more likely than CHF patients to be rated as requiring complex management.

27 Each ADL and IADL data item was transformed into a number of dichotomous variables.  The three dichotomies
created for each ADL data item identified whether a patient was mildly, moderately, or severely disabled.  The two
IADL dichotomies reflected whether a patient was mildly or severely disabled with regard to a given IADL.  In
general, the mild dichotomy split the original scale at the lowest level at which a patient required human supervision
or assistance.  The severe dichotomy split the scale at the other end, differentiating patients who were totally
dependent from those who were capable of participating or assisting in a given task (e.g., eating) to some extent. 
The moderate dichotomy split each scale at an intermediate level that was considered to be clinically meaningful, but
was different from scale to scale.  The dichotomies then were summed to identify the number of disabilities at a given
level (e.g., number of mild ADL disabilities).  Note that the disability measures are not exclusive.  That is, if a patient
is completely dependent in grooming, the mild, moderate, and severe dichotomies for this ADL each will reflect this
disability.
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of their home care start of care date, whereas diabetic patients were significantly more
likely than CHF patients to have been discharged from a rehabilitation facility within that
time period.

A variety of measures of complexity and severity were available from the OASIS and
CPQ data.  On most of these measures, it appeared that the study patients were in
relatively good health.  On average, patients had few high-risk factors, such as smoking,
obesity, or alcohol/drug dependency, and over 80% had adequate or excellent nutritional
status.  Although 56.8% of the patients were believed by the home care providers to
require complex management (e.g., procedures more than once a day, coordination of
multiple providers, educational instruction at each visit),26 only one-third of patients were
perceived to have greater than average functional assistance needs.  Further, most of the
patients seemed to have good prognoses.  Nearly 90% of patients were rated as having
good or fair overall prognoses and nearly 70% were rated has having good rehabilitative
prognoses.  

Aggregate ADL and IADL disability measures provide an overview of the functional
impairment of the study patients.27  Out of the eight ADLs on which the aggregate ADL
disability measures were calculated, the typical patient had at least a mild disability on four
of those measures.  Most patients were at least moderately disabled in one or two ADLs
and were severely disabled in less than one of the eight ADLs.  The average patient was
at least mildly disabled in four of the six IADL measures included in the calculation of the
aggregate measures, and severely disabled in two. 

Patients with CHF and patients with diabetes mellitus did not differ greatly in their
functional disabilities.  None of the aggregate functional disability measures showed
significant differences between patients in the two groups and only a small number of
individual ADL and IADL measures showed such differences.  Although CHF patients
were significantly more impaired than diabetes patients in the areas of grooming,
shopping, and management of oral medications, the two groups did not differ significantly
on any of the other 12 ADLs and IADLs.
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Patients did not appear to be severely impaired in the management of oral
medications and equipment.  However, the average patient did require some assistance
(e.g., doses prepared in advance or reminders given by another person) in administering
inhalant/mist and injectable medications.  With regard to the management of equipment,
such as oxygen or intravenous therapy equipment, the average patient required
considerable assistance, but was capable of completing some equipment management
tasks independently.

The remainder of Table 3.9 provides detailed information about the physiologic and
neurologic condition of the patients enrolled in the study.  Rather than summarizing all of
the data thoroughly, the findings of greatest significance are reported here.  On average,
patients tended to experience shortness of breath (dyspnea) while performing activities
requiring moderate exertion, such as dressing and walking short distances.  As one would
expect, CHF patients were more likely than their diabetic counterparts to experience
dyspnea.

Sensory impairments were not common in the patient sample.  Despite their age, the
average patient had either normal or mildly impaired vision.  Interestingly, diabetic patients
were not more likely than patients with CHF to have impaired vision.  Pain did not appear
to be a major problem for the study patients either; the average patient experienced pain
less often than daily and less than 10% experienced pain that was not easily relieved.

Integumentary problems were not unusual in the study sample.  Slightly under one-
third of the sample entered home care with a wound or lesion.  For 12.9% of the patients,
one or more surgical wounds were present.  A smaller percentage of patients experienced
pressure and stasis ulcers.  Diabetic patients were more likely than their counterparts with
CHF to have any kind of wound or lesion, surgical wounds, and stage 2-4 ulcers.  

Incontinence is often a problem for elderly home care patients.  Twenty-three percent
of the study patients had bladder incontinence or had been catheterized to manage
problems with incontinence.  However, few patients had problems with bowel incontinence
or urinary tract infections.  Elimination status did not differ by tracer condition.

Neurologic, emotional, and behavior problems did not appear to affect a large
number of study patients.  Behavior problems appeared to be rare in this sample, with only
4.1% of patients experiencing behavior problems more than twice a week.  Moderate
cognitive disability and severe confusion disability each affected approximately 10% of the
patients in the sample.  Severe anxiety was a problem for approximately 16% of the
sample.

Patients were receiving home care to treat a variety of conditions, with the majority
being treated for circulatory and endocrine/nutritional/metabolic diseases.  As one would
expect, CHF patients were more likely than diabetic patients to be receiving home care for
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circulatory problems and diabetes patients were more likely than CHF patients to be
treated for endocrine/nutritional/metabolic diseases.  Over one-quarter of all patients were
receiving care related to their respiratory problems.  Understandably, CHF patients were
more likely to be receiving such care.  Slightly more than 20% of the patients received
oxygen therapy at home, a treatment that was much more common for the CHF patients
than the diabetes patients.
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IV.  PRACTICE AND PRACTICE VARIATIONS IN
HOME HEALTH CARE

The study was designed primarily to examine the causes and consequences of
practice variations in home health care.  Data collected as part of the study were used to
identify the patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors that influence the
practice of home health care.  Further, the effect of practice patterns on patient outcomes
was examined.  

In this chapter, the quantitative analyses regarding practice patterns and patient
outcomes are presented.  The chapter includes four sections.  Section A presents
descriptive information regarding the care provided to the study patients (e.g., length of
stay, number of visits per discipline, care coordination activities).  In Section B, the results
of multivariate analyses examining the influence of patient, provider, agency, and
market/regulatory factors on practice patterns are discussed.  Section C focuses on the
influence of practice patterns on length of stay in the Medicare home health benefit.  In
Section D, the effect of practice patterns on patient outcomes is examined.  For all
sections, analyses were conducted at the episode level with a total of 732 episodes.  For
those patients with more than one episode of care, each episode was used in the
analyses.  All data were collected under the Interim Payment System (IPS).

A. Practices in Home Health Care

This section provides descriptive information about the care provided to the study
patients.  Table 4.1 presents information on both direct care and care coordination
activities.  Direct care was represented by length of stay, discipline mix, visits per
discipline, total visits across disciplines, visit intensity by discipline (i.e., visits per day on
service), visit intensity across disciplines, resource consumption, activities performed at
each visit, and alternative services provided during the episode of care. 

The mean length of stay was 41.9 days, with a median of 30.0 days.  The six
disciplines commonly involved in home health care are nurses, physical therapists,
occupational therapists, speech-language pathologists, medical social workers, and home
care aides.  In the study sample, care usually was provided by one or two disciplines, most
commonly by nurses, followed by home care aides and physical therapists.  Other
disciplines were involved less frequently.

Nurses made 15.4 visits per episode on average, followed by home care aides (6.9
visits), and physical therapists (2.8 visits).  The mean total number of visits across the six
disciplines was 26.5 per episode, with a median of 15.0.  Visit intensity represents the
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frequency with which visits were provided (i.e., the number of visits provided per day). 
Nurses had the highest level of visit intensity, averaging 0.4 visits per day.  The mean
overall visit intensity across disciplines was 0.6 visits per day, with a median of 0.5.
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TABLE 4.1: Care Provided During the Study Episodes

Practice Patterns Practice Patterns

DIRECT CARE

Episode Length (n=687)

Discipline Mix (n=687)
Skilled Nursing
Physical Therapy
Occupational Therapy
Speech-Language Pathology
Medical Social Services
Home Care Aide

Total Number of Disciplines (n=687)
1
2
3
4
5
6

Number of Visits Per Discipline
(n=687)

Skilled Nursing

Physical Therapy

Occupational Therapy

Speech-Language Pathology

Medical Social Services

Home Care Aide

mean=41.9
median=30.0

minimum=2.0
maximum=252.0

98.0%
33.8%
12.5%

2.0%
16.9%
35.2%

43.5%
29.0%
15.9%

9.0%
2.5%
0.1%

mean=15.4
median=9.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=224.0

mean=2.8
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=51.0

mean=0.8
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=37.0

mean=0.3
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=43.0

mean=0.3
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=11.0

mean=6.9
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=171.0

Total Number of Visits Across
Six Disciplines (n=687)

Visit Intensity (visits per day)
(n=687)

Skilled Nursing

Physical Therapy

Occupational Therapy

Speech-Language Pathology

Medical Social Services

Home Care Aide

Overall Intensity

Resource Consumption (RC)
RC Intensity (cost per day)
(n=687)

Total RC (cost per episode)
(n=687)

mean=26.5
median=15.0

minimum=1.0
maximum=316.0

mean=0.4
median=0.3

minimum=0.0
maximum=2.0

mean=0.1
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=1.0

mean=0.0
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=0.4

mean=0.0
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=0.4

mean=0.0
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=0.3

mean=0.1
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=1.9

mean=0.6
median=0.5

minimum=0.1
maximum=3.9

mean=$54.20
median=$43.93

minimum=$5.98
maximum=$328.36

mean=$2201.22
median=$1329.44
minimum=$94.96

maximum=$25658.79
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Visit Activities at Start of Care
(n=731)

Skilled Observation and
Assessment
Procedures
Teaching
Coordination of Care
Care Planning
Management & Evaluation of Care

Plan
Other

Total Number of Activities (n=731)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7

Provision of Alternative Services
(n=727)

Meals on Wheels
Food Bank/Meal Services (other

than Meals on Wheels)
Outpatient Rehab
Transportation Assistance
Assisted Living Facility
Foster Care Services
Respite Services
Homemaker Services
Personal Care Services
Friendly Visitor/Companion Services
Adult Day Care
Mental Health Services
Legal/Protective Services
Emergency Response Services

Case Management (such as 
placement or referral services)

Environmental/Home Modifications
Volunteer Services
Other
None of the Above
Unknown

Number of Alternative Services
Provided at Discharge (n=727)

99.3%
39.3%
96.6%
64.7%
89.5%
34.3%

38.0%

1.4%
4.4%

16.1%
35.3%
28.9%
12.9%

1.1%

8.9%
1.5%

1.4%
11.4%

3.9%
1.7%
0.6%

12.2%
8.4%
3.9%
0.3%
0.6%
0.0%
5.0%
1.9%

1.4%
0.7%
6.9%

57.6%
0.8%

mean=0.7
median=0.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=6.0

CARE COORDINATION

Frequency of Interdisciplinary
Case Conferences for Medicare
Patients (N=700)

More than once a week
Weekly
Twice monthly
Monthly
Quarterly
Less than quarterly

Number of Care Coordination

Communications at Start of Care
(n=712)

Time Spent on Care Coordination
at Start of Care (minutes)
(n=711)

Percent of Providers Receiving
Feedback Regarding Care Plan

Feedback from Other Agency
Personnel about Frequency
of RN Visits (n=667)

Personnel about Home
Health Aide Services
(n=680)

Personnel about Discharge
(n=727)

Overall Level of Feedbacka

(n=732)

18.3%
26.0%
20.6%
34.0%

0.0%
1.1%

mean=3.8
median=3.8

minimum=0.0
maximum=20.0

mean=31.2
median=20.0

minimum=0.0
maximum=800.0

42.6%

26.0%

54.9%

mean=0.4
median=0.3

minimum=0.0
maximum=1.0

a. This variable represents the amount of feedback a care provider received from other agency personnel regarding a
patient's care plan.  Overall level of feedback is the average of three dichotomous (yes/no) variables:  (1) feedback from
other agency personnel about frequency of RN visits at start of care (SOC), (2) feedback from other agency personnel
about home health aide services at SOC, and (3) feedback from other agency personnel about discharging.  Numbers
have a possible range of zero to one, with larger numbers reflecting more feedback from other agency personnel.



28 The cost per visit data used in these calculations were published in the Prospective Payment System for Home
Health Agencies; Final Rule (HCFA 2000). 

29 Feedback regarding the care plan represented the amount of input a care provider received from other agency
personnel regarding a patient's care plan.  This variable was calculated as the average of three dichotomous (yes/no)
CPQ variables indicating whether the primary care provider received feedback from other agency personnel
regarding (1) the appropriate frequency of skilled nursing visits, (2) whether aide services should be provided, and
(3) when discharge should occur.  Values have a possibility range of zero to one, with larger numbers reflecting
greater feedback from other agency personnel.
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Resource consumption reflects the total cost of the visits provided to a patient during
an episode of care and was calculated by multiplying the number of visits per discipline by
the average cost per visit by discipline28 and summing the cost of all disciplines.  Total
resource consumption averaged $2201.22 per episode, with a median of $1329.44. 
Resource consumption intensity, or the average cost per day on service, averaged $54.20,
with a median of $43.93. 

Care providers engaged in a number of different activities at patients' start of care
visits.  On average, providers conducted four or five different activities at the initial visit. 
These activities included (ranging from highest to lowest rate) observation and
assessment, teaching, care planning, coordination of care, procedures, other activities,
and management and evaluation of the care plan.  

Alternative services represent those services coordinated by an agency, but provided
by another organization in the community.  On the discharge Care Provider Questionnaire
(CPQ), the home health provider identified which alternative services, out of 18 listed, were
provided to the patient.  Examples of such services include meals on wheels, outpatient
rehabilitation, transportation services, homemaker or personal care services, adult day
care, and mental health services.  Of the 18 services listed, the mean number of alternative
services provided to study patients was 0.7, ranging from zero to six services.  The most
common alternative services provided were homemaker services (provided during 12.2%
of all study episodes), transportation assistance (11.4%), meals on wheels (8.9%), and
personal care services (8.4%).  A majority of patients did not receive any alternative
services (57.6%).

Care coordination was measured by frequecy of interdisciplinary case conferences,
number of care coordination communications, time spent on care coordination, and
feedback regarding a patient's care plan.29  At most agencies, interdisciplinary case
conferences occurred once a month.  The number of care coordination communications
that occurred between the receipt of the original referral and the start of care visit averaged
3.8.  On average, the nurse or therapist spent 31.2 minutes coordinating with other care
providers involved with a given patient.  It was not uncommon for a care provider to receive
feedback from other agency personnel regarding a patient's care plan.  Specifically, care
providers received feedback on the frequency with which skilled nursing visits should be



30 Because length of stay data often are skewed, length of stay was log transformed (natural log) to normalize the
distribution.  Note that the total number of visits provided to a patient over the course of an episode was not
examined in these analyses because of that variable’s strong correlation with length of stay.

31 In addition to including all significant (p<.05) and marginal (p<.10) variables in the final OLS models, ten variables
were considered vital enough to be included in the final models whether or not they were significant in the
preliminary models.  Table F.1 in Appendix F identifies all variables included in these multivariate analyses and
identify these “required” variables.
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provided (42.6% of providers received such input), the necessity for home health aide
services (26%), and the appropriateness of discharging the patient (54.9%).  The mean
overall level of feedback was 0.4, on a scale from zero to one. 

B. Causes of Practice Variation in Home Health Care

In this section of the report, the influence of patient, provider, agency, and
market/regulatory factors on practice patterns is summarized.  Five important aspects of
home health practice, covering direct care provision and care coordination, were selected
for examination.  Four measures of direct care investigated were (1) the average number
of visits provided per day (i.e., visit intensity), (2) the duration of the home health episode
(length of stay),30 (3) the total number of disciplines involved in patient care, and (4) the
number of alternative services provided during the episode of care.  The amount of
feedback received by the primary home care provider from other agency personnel
regarding a patient’s care plan and discharge was examined as a measure of care
coordination.

As described in detail in Chapter 2, the analyses assessing the impact of patient,
provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors on home health agency practices were
conducted using ordinary least squares (OLS) regression.  For each practice pattern
variable, four preliminary OLS models were conducted to identify the patient, provider,
agency, and market/regulatory factors, respectively, that significantly or marginally effect
each practice pattern.  These variables were then combined into a single final OLS model,
examining the impact of all factors simultaneously.31  Table 4.2 presents the results of the
five final OLS models investigating the effect of patient, provider, agency, and
market/regulatory factors on the five practice patterns of interest.

1.  Influence of Patient Factors on Home Care Practices 

Patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory variables had an important effect on
the four measures of direct patient care.  As one would expect, patient factors were
particularly strong predictors of home health practices.  Patient demographic
characteristics were important influences on some of the practice patterns.  Although age
was not a significant predictor of three of the four direct care measures, it was significantly
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related to visit intensity.  Contrary to what one might expect, however, older patients
received significantly fewer visits per day on average than younger patients.  This effect is
likely a result of the particular characteristics of the older patients in the study.  Although
these patients were more functionally impaired than their younger counterparts, their
medical conditions tended to be less complex.  Older patients were significantly less likely
to be rated by their care providers as requiring complex management than were younger
patients.  Further, these patients had significantly fewer comorbid conditions, calculated as
the number of diagnoses severe enough to affect daily functioning for which home care
was being provided.  In addition, older patients were significantly or marginally less likely to
have certain conditions or receive certain therapies that might result in more frequent visits
(e.g., open wounds or lesions, infusion therapy, enteral nutrition, ventilator therapy).  Some,
but not all of these variables were controlled in the multivariate analyses. 

TABLE 4.2: Effect of Patient, Provider, Agency, and Market/Regulatory Factors on Practice
Patterns

Visit
Intensity

Episode
Length

No. of
Disciplines

No. of
Alternative
Services

Amount of
Feedback

Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff. Sig. Coeff
.

Sig.

Patient Variables

Age at start of care -
0.006

** 0.001 -
0.003

0.002 -
0.001

Female -
0.036

0.064 -
0.048

0.074 0.007

White -
0.002

-
0.254

** -
0.168

0.219 * -
0.014

Any Medicaid payor source -
0.022

0.065 -
0.108

0.361 ** 0.034

Medicare HMO payor source -
0.031

-
0.164

-
0.139

0.329 ** 0.003

No financial factors limiting health -- -- -- -- -
0.085

**

Patient lives alone 0.121 ** -
0.068

0.177 ** 0.214 ** 0.076 **

Limitation in absences from home -- 0.045 -- -- --

Difficulty receiving services
outside home

-- -- -- -0.192 ** --

Frequency of caregiver assistance -- -- -- -0.090 ** --

Patient needs aide services 0.253 ** -- 0.855 ** 0.198 ** --



Visit
Intensity

Episode
Length

No. of
Disciplines

No. of
Alternative
Services

Amount of
Feedback

Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff. Sig. Coeff
.

Sig.
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Requires complex management 0.063 ** 0.079 0.135 * -- 0.073 **

Number of conditions affecting
functioning

-- -- -- -- --

Hospital discharge within 14 days
of start of care

0.058 0.098 0.237 ** -0.039 -
0.038

Nursing home/rehab facility
discharge within 14 days of start
of care

0.121 ** 0.504 ** 0.953 ** -- --

Good rehabilitative prognosis -- -- 0.135 * -- --

Level of functional disability 0.567 ** 0.093 0.956 ** 0.608 ** 0.166 **

Dyspnea -- -- -
0.066

** -- --

Incontinent or has catheter -- -- -- -- --

Any surgical wound -- -- -
0.167

-- --

At least one stage 1-4 ulcer 0.235 ** -- 0.349 ** 0.116 **

Mental diseases 0.090 -- 0.229 -0.324 ** --

Nervous system diseases -- -- 0.330 ** -- --

Respiratory system diseases -- -- -- -- --

Musculoskeletal system diseases -- -- 0.319 ** -- 0.056 *

Ill-defined conditions -- -- -- -- --

Fractures -- -- 0.494 ** -- --

Other injury -- -- -- 0.208 --

Patient has CHF -
0.031

0.162 * -
0.037

0.034 0.015

Patient has diabetes mellitus 0.050 0.122 -
0.032

0.043 -
0.013

Cognitive/mental/behavioral
problem

-- 0.062 -- -- --

Provider Variables

Standardized care plan used for
start of care visit

-- 0.083 -- -- 0.086 **
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Episode
Length

No. of
Disciplines

No. of
Alternative
Services

Amount of
Feedback

Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff. Sig. Coeff
.

Sig.
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Highest level of provider education -
0.021

-
0.034

-- -- -
0.012

Years of home health experience -- 0.108 ** -- -- --

Physician involvement 0.124 ** -- -- -- 0.031

Agency Variables

Proprietary agency 0.172 ** -
0.207

** 0.043 0.316 ** 0.115 **

Hospital-based agency -
0.063

* -
0.233

** 0.057 0.289 ** 0.034

Number of years in operation -- -- -- 0.057 ** --

Over Medicare per-visit limit -- -
0.349

** -- 0.100 -
0.057

*

Over Medicare per-beneficiary limit -- 0.251 ** -- -- --

% caseload that is Medicare -
0.003

** 0.005 ** -- -- --

Agency has nurse productivity
standards

-- 0.277 ** -- -- --

Agency uses standardized care
plans

-- 0.176 ** -- 0.248 ** 0.054 **

Recertification decisions made by
nurse/therapist (1) or supervisor/
quality assurance staff (2)

-
0.051

-- -
0.076

-0.156 --

Location of patients (1=rural,
2=mixed, 3=urban)

-
0.030

-- -- -- -
0.067

**

Frequency of interdisciplinary case
conferences

-- -- -- -- -
0.025

**

Total admissions (1998) -- -- -- -0.000 ** --

Market Variables

State volume group (high/low) 0.215 ** 0.013 0.151 * -0.161 * 0.112 **

Per capita income 0.003 -
0.025

** 0.003 -- -
0.008

*

County is an MSA -- -
0.078

-- -- -
0.011



Visit
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Episode
Length

No. of
Disciplines

No. of
Alternative
Services

Amount of
Feedback

Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff. Sig. Coeff
.

Sig.

32 Because only a small percentage of patients were not White, the race variable used in the multivariate analyses
was a dichotomous variable identifying whether a patient was White or not.
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Number of community resources
available

0.020 ** -- 0.060 ** 0.030 --

Nursing home/board & care beds
per 1000 elderly

0.000 -- -
0.002

-0.004 ** –

* p < .10, ** p < .05, dashes indicate that the variable did not meet the criteria to be included in a specific final model.

Although gender did not appear to influence care practices, race was an important
predictor of length of stay and the number of alternative services provided.32  White
patients had significantly shorter home care episodes and were provided with a marginally
larger number of alternative services than were non-White patients.  These two effects
could be closely linked to one another.  That is, patients who receive a large number of
alternative services - services that are likely to continue after a patient’s discharge from the
home care agency - may be ready for discharge earlier than other patients because their
remaining needs are met by outside organizations and do not need to be met by the home
care agency itself.

With regard to the effect of race on length of stay and the receipt of alternative
services, White study patients might have been more likely to live in those geographic
regions where alternative services were more likely to be available.  Further, these patients
might have entered home care as a result of more acute, rather than chronic, illness. 
Indeed, White study patients were marginally less likely than non-White patients to be rated
by their care providers as requiring complex management. 

Payment issues appeared to have little impact on all but one of the practice pattern
variables.  Whether a patient was covered by Medicaid or by a Medicare Health
Maintenance Organization (HMO) was only predictive of the provision of alternative
services.  Patients with Medicaid or a Medicare HMO as a payer were more likely to
receive services from organizations outside of the home care agency.  These effects likely
are due to different mechanisms.  

Medicaid patients may receive more alternative services for a variety of reasons. 
States that provide coverage for home health care through their respective Medicaid
programs may be more likely to make other services available as well.  Therefore, patients
living in these states may have a larger array of services available to them than patients
living in states with less generous Medicaid programs.  Further, agency personnel may



33 This refers to the number of types of people in the family/support system who provide assistance to the patient
out of the following:  (1) spouse/significant other, (2) daughter or son, (3) other family member, (4) friend, church or
community member, and (5) paid help other than from the home care agency.
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more actively attempt to coordinate alternative services for those patients they know will
not be able to fund such care independently.  It may be especially important for agency
staff to establish these services for patients with limited financial resources than for
patients who would be able to locate and pay for these services themselves.

Patients receiving care through a Medicare HMO also received more alternative
services than other patients.  HMOs of all varieties are known for their parsimonious use of
medical resources and their involvement of case managers in determining appropriate
patient care.  It is possible that agency staff caring for Medicare HMO patients were more
likely to coordinate alternative services in order to compensate for agency services that the
HMO had not approved or might not approve.

Although financial factors limiting patients’ ability to meet basic health needs did not
appear to influence direct care provision, they did influence care coordination.  Care
providers received significantly more feedback from other agency personnel about the
patient care plan when the patient had financial factors limiting his or her ability to meet
basic health needs than when no financial limitations were present.  Patients with more
problems, including financial problems, appear to have required greater coordination
among care providers.

Patient living situation was an important predictor of home care practices.  Living
alone was a particularly important predictor of both direct care provision and care
coordination.  Patients who lived alone received significantly more frequent visits, had
significantly more home care disciplines involved in their care (and significantly greater
feedback among these providers), and received significantly more alternative services. 
Although patients living alone were significantly less functionally impaired than those living
with others (likely the reason they were able to live alone in the first place), they were
marginally older, had significantly fewer types of people in their informal support systems
providing them with assistance,33 received significantly less frequent assistance from their
primary caregivers, and thus had significantly more unmet needs at start of care.  Similarly,
controlling for living situation, patients who received less frequent assistance from their
primary caregivers were provided with a significantly larger number of alternative services
to compensate for this missing assistance.  These findings emphasize the importance of a
patient’s family/support system in determining the care provided by a home health agency.  

CPQ data were used to assess the degree to which a study patient was homebound. 
A patient’s limitations in leaving the home and in receiving medical care outside the home
were used to predict care practices.  Although the former variable did not appear to
influence care practices, while controlling for other important patient, provider, agency, and



34 Controlling for the other patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors, the number of comorbid
conditions impacting daily functioning for which home health care was being provided did not influence care
practices.
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market/regulatory variables, difficulty receiving services outside of the home did predict the
number of alternative services provided.  Patients for whom it was more difficult to receive
services outside of the home received significantly more alternative services during their
episodes of care.  Again, agency staff may be using alternative services to compensate
for services the patient would be unlikely to receive if he or she had to leave the home to
obtain them.

Patients requiring aide services had significantly more frequent visits, more
disciplines involved in their care, and more alternative services provided.  It is possible that
patients needing aide services received care from more disciplines and more frequent
visits simply because they received care from both nurses and aides, whereas many
patients received care from only a single discipline (43.5%).  However, patients identified
by their primary care providers at start of care as needing aide services had significantly
more complex needs and more serious functional disabilities than did those patients who
did not require aide services.  For example, patients needing aide services were
significantly older, more likely to have financial problems limiting their ability to meet their
basic health needs, required significantly more assistance to leave the home, had
significantly more unmet needs at start of care, and had a significantly larger number of
comorbid conditions impacting their daily functioning.  Likewise, regardless of the need for
aide services, patients identified as requiring complex management received significantly
more frequent visits, had marginally more disciplines involved in their care, and thus
required significantly more feedback about their care among their care providers, than did
less complex patients.34

A recent inpatient discharge appeared to strongly influence care practices.  Patients
discharged from a hospital within 14 days of the beginning of their home health episodes
were likely to receive care from a significantly larger number of disciplines than were other
patients.  Those discharged from a nursing home or rehabilitation facility within 14 days of
start of home care received significantly more frequency visits, had significantly longer
episodes, and received care from a significantly larger number of disciplines.  It appears
that patients recently discharged from an inpatient facility may have particularly complex
needs, requiring frequent care by a number of home health care providers.  Episode
lengths may be elongated not only as a result of this complexity, but also as a result of the
need to educate the patient and family caregivers about new conditions that may have
been the cause of inpatient admission, and new medical treatments and medication
regimens that were developed during those inpatient stays.  Nurses interviewed during the
case studies (see Chapter 5) commented on the particular frailty of newly discharged
hospital patients and the need to strengthen these patients physically before they will be



35 Functional disability was calculated by standardizing and computing the mean of the eight activities of daily living
(ADLs) and six instrumental activities of daily living (IADLs) from the OASIS.

36 Unexpectedly, patients with more severe dyspnea received care from significantly fewer disciplines than did
patients with less severe shortness of breath.  It is possible that these patients were cared for primarily by nursing
staff, with little involvement from other disciplines.
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able learn about their conditions and treatments.  These nurses also noted that hospital
patients do not always receive adequate education prior to being discharged.

As one would expect, functional status and rehabilitative prognosis were important
predictors of care practices.  Patients with greater functional disability received
significantly more frequent visits, and received care from a significantly larger number of
disciplines and alternative services, and thus required greater feedback amongst their
care providers regarding their care plans.35  Contrary to what one might expect, patients
with a poor rehabilitative prognosis received care from marginally fewer disciplines than
did patients with a better rehabilitative outlook.  It is likely, however, that home care nurses
recommend the involvement of physical or occupational therapists for those patients they
perceive as having the possibility of rehabilitative improvement.  Indeed, nurses involved in
the case study interviews summarized in Chapter 5 reported that they do not order therapy
for all patients who might need it, but instead for those patients they perceive will benefit
from and are motivated to participate in such care.

Patient diagnoses and conditions influenced the kind of care received, particularly the
number of disciplines involved in care.  Specifically, patients having at least one stage 1-4
ulcer, nervous system diseases, musculoskeletal system diseases, and patients with
fractures received care from significantly more disciplines than did patients not having
these conditions.36  Patients with at least one stage 1-4 ulcer also received significantly
more frequent visits.  For these patients as well as patients with musculoskeletal system
diseases, care providers received significantly more feedback from other care agency
personnel about the patients’ care plans.  Presumably, the impact of ulcers on care visit
intensity and number of disciplines results from the use of home health aides to assist with
wound care and dressing changes.  Patients with congestive heart failure (CHF) had
marginally longer episode lengths than did patients without CHF.  Patients with mental
diseases received significantly fewer alternative resources than did other patients.  It is
possible that patients with serious mental disorders are less capable of identifying and
expressing their needs, and that home care nurses are therefore less likely to attempt to
coordinate services to meet these needs.

2.  Influence of Provider Factors on Home Care Practices

Characteristics of the medical care providers were much less strongly associated
with care practices.  The use of a standardized care plan at the start of care visit and the
home care provider’s highest level of education did not predict any of the direct care



37 The care provider conducting the start of care visit is particularly important in that he or she is likely to develop
the patient’s plan of care and to conduct the majority of the visits with the patient throughout the episode of care.
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measures.  However, the use of a standardized care plan was significantly related to the
amount of feedback a care provider received from other agency personnel regarding a
patient’s care plan.  Specifically, for patients with which a standardized care plan was used
at the start of care visit, providers reported having received significantly more feedback
from other agency personnel about the patient’s plan of care than did providers who had
not used a standardized care plan at the start of care visit.  This relationship may reflect a
general acceptance of feedback and assistance in care planning among a certain group of
care providers.  Nurses (or therapists) who are willing to use a standardized care plan,
rather than relying solely on their own judgment, may also be more willing to seek and/or
receive the input of other care providers about a case.

The years of experience of the home care provider conducting the start of care visit
and the involvement of the patient’s physician in the care plan did have some impact on
care practices.  Patients whose start of care assessments were conducted by a care
provider who had been involved in home care for many years had significantly longer
lengths of stay than did patients whose start of care assessments were conducted by less
experienced care providers.37  Two possible explanations for this effect exist.  First, it is
reasonable to expect that more experienced care providers might be assigned to more
challenging patients, requiring treatment that is more complex and longer episodes of
care.  (Although many patient factors are controlled in these analyses, patient complexity
may not be completely captured.)  However, there is little evidence that this is the case. 
Years of home health experience is not correlated with patient need for complex
management, number of comorbid conditions, or other measures that can be used to
examine patient complexity.  

The second, and seemingly more likely, explanation for the effect of care provider
experience on length of stay relates to style of practice.  Care providers who have been in
the home health business for a number of years learned how to provide home care during
a time of greater home health prosperity and lesser concern regarding financial issues. 
Nurses (and therapists) who were in practice during the 1980s and early 1990s may focus
on doing what they consider to be best for the patient with little consideration for cost. 
They also may proceed with planning and implementing care in a more autonomous
manner, as might have been more common prior to the rise in prevalence of managed
care organizations and case management techniques.  Indeed, it appears that care
providers with more years of experience in home health care are less likely than their less
experienced counterparts to use standardized care plans and more likely to report that the
patient’s physician is only minimally involved in the patient’s care, implying that the care
plan has been primarily or solely the responsibility of the home care provider.



38 Physician involvement was calculated as the average of three CPQ variables: (1) C730, (2) C740, and (3) C750. 
Items C730 and C750 were reverse coded prior to calculating the average.  Therefore, larger numbers reflect greater
physician involvement in the care plan and awareness of the services provided.

39 Although most of the agency factor variables predicted care practices in some way, one agency variable, the staff
making recertification decisions (i.e., primary nurse or therapist [1] or supervisor/quality assurance staff [2]) did not
impact any of the practice patterns under investigation.
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As mentioned previously, physician involvement also is related to some extent to care
practices.  Specifically, the more involved the patient’s physician, the more frequently visits
are provided to the patient.38  It is possible that this effect is a result of patient complexity
that is not fully accounted for in the regression model.  That is, patients with particularly
complex needs may receive more visits from their home care agencies, while also
receiving more supervision of this care from their physicians.

3.  Influence of Agency Factors on Home Care Practices

Agency factors were more prominent predictors of practice patterns than were
provider factors.39  Agency ownership and type were particularly influential.  Controlling of
other patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors, proprietary agencies had
significantly higher visit intensity, shorter length of stay, more use of alternative services,
and a higher level of feedback among agency personnel about patient care.  It may be that
these agencies attempt to restrict episode lengths without restricting services dramatically
by providing services over a shorter period of time, resulting in higher visit intensity.  It also
is possible that proprietary agencies specifically select acute care patients, who may need
more frequent services in the short run, but who can be discharged after fairly short
episodes.  Proprietary agencies involved in the study appear to have made use of
alternative services more so than did nonproprietary agencies.  Perhaps proprietary
agencies attempt to cut costs by outsourcing the care for certain of their patients’ needs.  It
is possible that care providers receive a good deal of input from other agency personnel
as a result of identifying the need for and coordinating these alternative services.

Hospital-based agencies also made use of alternative services provided in the
community, significantly more so than did freestanding agencies.  Further, hospital-based
agencies had significantly shorter lengths of stay and marginally lower visit intensity than
their freestanding counterparts.  Unlike proprietary agencies, hospital-based agencies do
not appear to counterbalance episode length and visit frequency.  This effect also could be
a result of patient case mix that is not fully accounted for by the patient variables included in
the regression models.

Agencies in operation for a longer period of time tended to use significantly more
alternative services in the care of their patients than did newer agencies.  It may be that
staff at long-standing agencies are simply more aware of the resources available in the
surrounding community and therefore are more likely to take advantage of them.
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Whether or not an agency was over or under the Medicare per-visit and per-
beneficiary cost limits was predictive of length of stay.  Agencies that were over the per-
visit limit had significantly shorter episode lengths than did agencies that were under the
limit.  Further, care providers in these agencies reported receiving marginally less
feedback from other agency personnel than did care providers in agencies not over the
per-visit limit.  It appears that agencies over the per-visit limit may have attempted to cut
costs by keeping episodes relatively short, thus providing fewer visits.  The shorter
episode lengths may reduce the likelihood of substantial feedback being shared amongst
care providers.  Conversely, agencies that were over their per-beneficiary limits had
significantly longer home care episodes than agencies that were not over their limits.  It
may be that a tendency to keep patients on service for long periods of time was the reason
that these agencies were over their per-beneficiary limits in the first place and that these
agencies had not yet adjusted to the new cost limits by reducing utilization.

The percentage of an agency’s caseload that is represented by Medicare patients
had a strong impact on length of stay and visit intensity.  Agencies with a larger percentage
of Medicare patients provided significantly longer home care episodes and significantly
fewer visits per day.  Given that Medicare patients are likely to be older and more
chronically ill than non-Medicare patients, it may be that these patients require regular care
over a longer period of time.  Younger patients may be more likely to have acute problems,
such as surgical wounds, requiring frequent care over a short period of time.

Standards regarding nurse productivity and care planning tend to increase length of
stay.  Agencies that had nurse productivity standards specifying the number of visits a
nurse should conduct during the course of a day provided their patients with significantly
longer episodes of care than did agencies without nurse productivity standards in place.  It
is possible that agencies are counterbalancing episode length with visit length.  In order to
make the required number of patient visits each day, home care nurses may have to
constrain the length of time they spend with each patient.  (Nurses involved in the case
study interviews noted that increased burdens in terms of documentation and productivity
standards often reduced the amount of time they were able to spend with a given patient.) 
In order to provide the needed care to a patient, while keeping each visit short, providers
may need to see the maintain the patient on service over a longer episode.  

Agencies that use standardized care plans when planning and providing patient care
also had significantly longer episode lengths than did agencies without such standards.  At
first glance, this effect may seem unexpected.  One might assume that care plans are
intended, in part, to reduce unnecessary utilization of services.  However, these care plans
also may serve to ensure that nurses provide appropriate care, regardless of utilization. 
The use of a standardized care plan may prevent both inappropriate over- and
underutilization of services.  Agencies that used standardized care plans also tended to
have significantly more feedback amongst care providers about care provision.  Both the
use of care plans and the frequency of provider feedback may result from a general



40 The variable reflecting the frequency of interdisciplinary communication was collected as part of the Administrator
Questionnaire.  In the response scale, larger numbers reflect less frequent communication.
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atmosphere of team decision making, rather than a focus on the supremacy of the “primary
nurse” for making all care plan decisions.

Although the rural/urban location of patients and the frequency of interdisciplinary
communication had no impact on direct care, each of these variables significantly
influenced the amount of feedback a care provider received about his or her patient’s care
plan.40  Agencies caring primarily for patients living in rural areas had significantly more
feedback among care providers than did agencies treating a more urban patient
population.  Perhaps the remote location of rural patients and agencies required more
communication among care providers in order to assure proper care coordination.  As one
would expect, care providers in agencies in which interdisciplinary communication occurs
more frequently reported receiving significantly more feedback about their patients’ care
plans than did providers in agencies which less frequent cross-provider communication.  

Finally, agencies with a larger number of annual admissions provided their patients
with significantly fewer alternative services than did agencies with fewer admissions.  It is
likely that agencies with a larger number of admissions are larger agencies, with more
substantial staff resources.  Alternative services may not be utilized by such agencies
because they may be able to provide all of these services through the agency.

4.  Influence of Market/Regulatory Factors on Home Care Practices

Market/regulatory variables also were important in predicting variations in home
health practices.  Agencies in high-volume states provided significantly more frequent
visits to their patients, and involved a marginally larger number of disciplines and a
marginally smaller number of alternative services in the care of their patients than did
agencies in the low-volume states.  (Likely as a result of the increased number of care
providers and alternative services involved, providers in these agencies reported
significantly more feedback from other agency personnel about their patients’ care plans.) 
As state trends in per patient visit volume demonstrate (see Chapter 3), agencies in the
low-volume states have long provided care in a more parsimonious manner than have
agencies in the high-volume states.  Controlling for many patient, provider, agency, and
other market/regulatory factors, it appears that the study agencies continue to follow these
patterns.  The marginally more frequent use of alternative services in the low-volume states
may reflect an attempt by agencies to reduce their utilization further by obtaining care for
their patients through other community organizations.

Although living in an MSA had no impact on the care a patient received, state per
capita income was significantly related to length of stay and amount of feedback received
by the care provider from other agency personnel.  Specifically, patients in states with



41 The variable assessing the availability of community resources was based on Administrator Questionnaire item
number 52 and is a sum of the community resources identified by each agency’s administrator.

42 The same patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factor variables were included in this regression model
as were included in the previously described model predicting length of stay from these factors alone.
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higher per capita incomes tended to be on service for shorter periods of time.  Likely as a
result of these shorter episodes, there was significantly less feedback from other agency
personnel about the patients’ care plans in states with high per capita incomes.  In these
areas, communities may have more resources, reducing the necessity for patients to rely
on the Medicare home health benefit.  Patients themselves may be more affluent and may
have the ability to obtain services in other ways.  Further, as discussed in Chapter 1,
previous research (Schore 1994) has demonstrated that certain regions of the country
have both a more impoverished and a more chronically ill population, whereas certain
regions are more affluent and have mainly patients with more acute needs.  It is possible
that patients in more impoverished states do not receive medical assistance until their
needs become relatively severe, explaining the longer lengths of stay in states with lower
per capita incomes.

Community resources also were fairly strong predictors of home care practices.  The
number of resources available within an agency’s community was significantly related to
both visit intensity and number of disciplines involved in care.41  In communities in which a
larger number of community resources were available, patients received significantly more
frequent visits and care was provided by significantly more disciplines.  Again, these
results may be tied to community affluence and patient case mix.  Patients in geographic
areas that can afford to provide a large number of alternative services may require high
intensity, but short-term care (e.g., wound care following surgery).  Likewise, in areas with
a large number of nursing home beds per elderly person, significantly fewer alternative
services were provided to home care patients.  It may be that fewer alternative resources
are available as a result of a focus on providing accessible nursing home care in these
areas.

C. Effect of Practice Patterns on Home Health Episode
Length

One of the key study goals was to identify practice patterns leading to long or short
lengths of stay in home health care.  Table 4.3 presents the results of the OLS regression
model used to examine the influence of direct care (i.e., visit intensity, number of
disciplines, alternative services, and amount of feedback received from other care
providers regarding the patient’s care plan) and care coordination on episode duration. 
Important patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors were included in this
model to control for these other influences on length of stay.42
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TABLE 4.3: Effect of Practice Patterns on Episode Length, Controlling for Patient, Provider,
Agency, and Market/Regulatory Factors

Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff. Sig.

Patient Variables Agency Variables

Age at start of care -
0.003

Proprietary agency -0.188 **

Female 0.036 Hospital-based agency -0.323 **

White -
0.202

** Over Medicare per-visit limit -0.361 **

Any Medicaid payor source 0.085 Over Medicare per-beneficiary limit 0.293 **

Medicare HMO payor source -
0.167

* % caseload that is Medicare 0.003 **

Patient lives alone -
0.085

Agency has nurse productivity
standards 

0.234 **

Hospital discharge within 14 days from start of
care

0.067 Agency uses standardized care plans 0.147 **

Nursing home/rehab discharge within 14 days
from start of care

0.262 ** Market Variables

Level of functional disability 0.199 State volume group (high/low) 0.136 *

Patient has CHF 0.151 ** Per capita income -0.032 **

Patient has diabetes mellitus 0.178 ** Practices

Provider Variables Visit intensity (visits per day) -0.659 **

Years of home health experience 0.107 ** Number of disciplines involved 0.294 **

Number of alternative services provided 0.043

Feedback regarding care plan 0.113

* p < .10, ** p < .05.

In the model, two of the four practice patterns significantly influenced length of stay. 
Patients who received more frequent visits had significantly shorter episode lengths than
did patients with less frequent visits.  As discussed above, it may be that some agencies
counterbalance episode length with visit frequency (i.e., visit intensity).  Depending on staff
resources, some agencies may be better able to handle cases requiring more frequent
visits, whereas other agencies may be better able to adjust their staff resources to meet
the demands of long episodes with less frequent visits.  For example, agencies with
smaller staffs may be less able to provide frequent visits to their patients.  To compensate
for less frequent visits, agency personnel may lengthen patient episodes to ensure all the
patients’ needs are met.  
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The inverse relationship between visit intensity and length of stay also may result from
patient case mix differences that are not completely controlled by the patient factor
variables included in the model.  As suggested previously, patients with acute medical
problems (e.g., patients requiring wound care following inpatient hospitalization) may
require frequent visits to accommodate their immediate health care needs.  However, their
acute needs may be met and these patients may be ready for discharge after only a short
time on service with their home health care agencies.  A more chronically ill patient may
require less frequent visits over a longer period of time to allow home care staff to monitor
and manage his or her chronic illness.  Further, such patients may require more extensive
education than patients with short-term medical needs.

The number of disciplines involved in a patient’s care also was associated with
episode length.  Episodes that involved more disciplines were significantly longer than
episodes with a smaller number of disciplines involved.  Again, this finding could be a
result of patient case mix differences that are not fully controlled in the regression model. 
Patients of greater complexity may require both the services of multiple disciplines and
longer episodes of home health care.

On the other hand, the relationship between the number of disciplines and length of
stay may represent a general practice culture of high or low utilization.  Controlling for case
mix, certain agencies may be prone to providing patients with a large number of services
over a long period of time.  Other agencies may have a more parsimonious approach to
care provision.  Previous research has suggested that, even after controlling for substantial
variations in case mix, large regional variations in home health practice still exist (OIG
1995a; Schore 1994).  It appears that such variations continued under the Interim Payment
System (IPS).

Controlling for important patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors, the
number of alternative services provided to a patient did not predict length of stay.  One
might have expected that agencies might coordinate alternative services in order to allow
for earlier discharge of their patients.  Although findings discussed in Section B suggest
that agency personnel may attempt to cut costs by coordinating alternative services rather
than having those services provided by the agencies themselves, it does not appear that
agencies are able to discharge patients more quickly as a result.

The amount of feedback a care provider received from other agency personnel about
a patient’s care plan also did not predict length of stay.  It was expected that nurses (and
therapists) might receive feedback from case managers or others whose objective was to
ensure that resources were not overutilized during the course of an episode of care.  Such
feedback might lead care providers to discharge patients earlier than they might have
otherwise.  However, this did not appear to be the case.  Controlling for patient, provider,
agency, market/regulatory, and other practice pattern variables, feedback appeared to
have no impact on length of stay.  Perhaps the feedback received by care providers was



43 There are 27 dichotomous improvement measures reported by CMS that specify whether or not a patient improved
on a given construct over the course of the episode of care (e.g., improvement in ambulation).  For each study
patient, these 27 improvement measures were calculated.  However, when a patient was at the highest level of
functioning for a given construct at the start of care (i.e., he or she could not possibly improve), an improvement
score was not derived.  The aggregate measure representing the percentage of improvement measures on which a
patient improved was calculated as the number of measures on which improvement occurred over the number of
measures on which a given patient had the possibility of improving.
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primarily from other care providers whose focus was on the quality of the care plan rather
than on utilization of services.  As noted in Chapter 5, some of the nurses involved in the
case study interviews reported that, although their agency administrators were focused on
financial issues, the nursing staff was allowed to plan and provide care based on patient
need rather than cost concerns.

D. Patient Outcome of Home Health Care

Another important goal of the study was to examine the relationship between agency
practices and patient outcome.  Patient outcome was measured as the percentage of the
standard improvement measures reported on the Centers for Medicare & Medicaid
Services (CMS) outcome reports on which a patient improved.43 Table 4.4 presents the
results of an OLS regression model predicting patient outcome from practice patterns,
while controlling for important patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory variables.

As is evident from Table 4.4, practice patterns were not strong predictors of patient
outcome.  Notably, length of stay, the number of disciplines involved in care, and the
number of alternative services provided did not appear to influence outcome for the study
patients.  Two other variables did marginally predict patient outcome.  Visit intensity, or the
number of visits provided per day, was marginally related to patient outcome, such that the
more frequently visits were provided, the better the patient outcome.  This effect was
apparent even after important patient factors such as rehabilitative prognosis, complexity,
and comorbidities were controlled in the model, suggesting that visit intensity had an
independent impact on the outcome of home care patients.  It appears that more frequent
visits may allow care providers to maintain a more accurate understanding of a patient's
condition and to be made quickly aware of any changes or declines in patient condition.

The amount of feedback a care provider received from other agency personnel about
a patient’s care plan had an unexpected relationship with patient outcome.  Controlling for
important patient, provider, agency, market/regulatory, and other practice pattern
variables, more feedback received by a care provider was marginally related to worse
patient outcome.  Again, although many patient factors were accounted for in the model,
this finding might suggest that patients who were sicker to begin with both were the subject
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of more discussion among care providers, and were less likely to achieve positive
outcomes as a result of care.

TABLE 4.4: Effect of Practice Patterns on Patient Outcome, Controlling for Patient, Provider,
Agency, and Market/Regulatory Factors

Coeff
.

Sig. Coeff
.

Sig.

Patient Variables Agency Variables

Age at start of care -
0.341

** Proprietary agency 8.589 **

Female -
1.177

Hospital-based agency -
0.206

White -
4.785

Over Medicare per-visit limit -
3.746

Any Medicaid payor source 5.967 Over Medicare per-beneficiary limit 8.187 **

Medicare HMO payor source 0.808 Recertification decisions made by nurse/
therapist (1) or supervisor/quality
assurance staff (2)

-
4.686

Patient lives alone 3.257 Market Variables

Limitations in absences from home -
1.911

State volume group (high/low) 2.165

Hospital discharge within 14 days of start
of care

9.639 ** Per capita income 0.568

Level of functional disability 1.912 Practices

Anxiety level 4.893 ** Episode Length -
0.974

Patient has CHF -
4.740

Visit intensity (visits per day) 6.602 *

Patient has diabetes mellitus 0.211 Number of disciplines involved -
0.055

Provider Variables Number of alternative services provided -
1.646

Standardized care plan used for start of
care visit

5.629 ** Feedback regarding care plan -
6.906

*

Years of home health experience -
1.555

* p < .10, ** p < .05.
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V.  PRACTICE AND DECISION MAKING IN HOME
HEALTH CARE

As noted in Chapter 1, the study was designed in part to examine practice and
decision making in home health care.  Focus group and case study interviews were two
methods used to gather qualitative data to address these topics.  The focus group
interviews were designed primarily to explore how home care decisions are made in light
of Medicare coverage rules.  Focus group discussion concentrated on issues surrounding
the decision to recertify or discharge two hypothetical patients.  The case study interviews,
on the other hand, were designed primarily to provide a description of the practice of home
health care by interviewing nurses regarding recently completed patient episodes.  During
the case study interviews, the care patterns and care coordination activities for seven
actual CHF patients were reviewed.  Although the focus group and case study interviews
were designed primarily to elicit information on different topics (i.e., decision making and
practice, respectively), these methods overlapped to some degree in the issues they
addressed.  Information about provider perspectives on IPS and changes in home health
care also was collected during the focus group and case study interviews.  This information
is summarized in Chapter 6.

It is important to note that the findings from the focus group and case study interviews
are necessarily limited by the size and composition of their samples.  Focus groups were
conducted with four to seven individuals at each of eight home care agencies.  Case study
interviews were conducted with a single person at each of seven agencies.  The
participants in both sets of interviews were home health care nurses.  As stakeholders in
the industry, home health nurses may feel negatively toward new federal policies and
regulations designed to restrain the dramatic growth in home health utilization and
spending.  Further, because their focus is on providing care to patients, many home care
nurses may not be fully aware of the historical context and goals underpinning new policies
and payment structures.

A. Focus Group Interviews

The eight focus groups were designed to examine decision making in home health
care, focusing specifically on how decisions are made in light of Medicare coverage rules. 
In this section, the data from the focus group interviews are used to explore several factors
that influence the process of decision making in home health care:  (1) patient and
caregiver factors (e.g., living environment), (2) the actors involved in the decision-making
process (e.g., primary nurses, Fiscal Intermediaries [FIs]), (3) agency factors (e.g.,
supervision of the decision-making process), (4) external factors (e.g., managed care),
and (5) Medicare coverage rules. 
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Data related to each of the factors that influence decision making in home health care
were examined for patterns associated with state volume, agency ownership, agency type,
and patient vignette.  No differences were found between agencies in the different volume,
ownership, and type categories.  However, some of the focus group responses were
related to the specific circumstances of the two hypothetical patients presented in the
patient vignettes.  Vignette-specific information is reported when appropriate.  Vignette 1
and Vignette 2, which are shown in their entirety in Appendix B, are summarized below.

Vignette 1

Mrs. Smith is an 86 year old woman living alone in a two-story unheated house.  Mrs.
Smith has CHF and has been hospitalized twice within the past year because of
complications from her disease.  Her daughter (and only family member) lives out of
state and cannot assist directly in her mother's care.  She is no longer using oxygen
and has been able to visit the hairdresser, but is forgetful about taking her medications.

Vignette 2

Mr. Lucas is a 76-year old widower whose primary diagnosis is a venous stasis ulcer. 
His other diagnoses include diabetes mellitus and retinopathy.  Although Mr. Lucas'
daughter lives nearby, she is a single mother of three pre-teen boys.  Because adjusting
her work schedule would put herself and her family in financial hardship, she can assist
her father only on weekends.

1.  Patient and Caregiver Factors

Patient factors play an important role in the decision-making process regarding
recertification and discharge.  The patient factors most often mentioned by focus group
participants included the following: (a) homebound status and the need for skilled services,
(b) medication management, (c) alternative resources, (d) patient knowledge, (e) living
environment, (f) financial status, (g) patient health status, and (h) caregiver factors. 
Participants' comments regarding each of these factors are summarized below.

Homebound Status and the Need for Skilled Services:  Participants in all of the
focus groups acknowledged that decisions to recertify or discharge a patient rest on the
patient's homebound status and need for skilled services.  Nurses mentioned these two
factors in their discussion of patient factors, agency factors, and Medicare coverage rules. 
Therefore, the discussion of homebound status and the need for skilled services is
consolidated under item 5 (Medicare Coverage Rules) of this section.

Medication Management:  A patient's ability to manage his or her medication
regimen was described by focus group participants at all eight agencies as an important
factor in assessing the patient's readiness for discharge.  A primary role of the home
health nurse is to provide medication management education to the patient and his or her
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caregiver.  As cognitive functioning is critical to the ability to perform medication
management, the focus group participants highlighted the need for care providers to
assess the cognitive ability of the patient and caregiver.  This assessment of education
and skills includes examining the patient or caregiver's ability to correctly read a
glucometer, fill syringes and/or pillboxes, and recognize important signs and symptoms of
medication complications.  Several nurses indicated that patient or caregiver
independence in these activities is very important because some of these activities (e.g.,
filling pillboxes) are not considered skilled services and thus patients cannot be recertified
on the basis of these needs alone.

Alternative Resources:  The identification of alternative resources was considered
important by the members of each of the focus groups.  The majority of the focus group
participants indicated that one of their primary responsibilities as home care nurses is to
find alternative resources for their patients.  They do so by locating people, such as
neighbors and volunteers, who can help with the patient's needs (e.g., grocery shopping)
as well as by utilizing social work services to assist in assessing patient needs and
making appropriate referrals.  A few nurses indicated that they might recertify a patient for
a short time until alternative services were in place.  However, such recertifications are
quite rare as planning for these services normally begins the very first day of a home health
care episode and is accomplished long before the recertification decision is made.

Patient Knowledge:  The role of patient education in home health care was a
primary point of discussion at all of the focus groups.  The nurses described the teaching
process as a skilled service that involves educating the patient about the disease process,
risk factors, signs and symptoms of complications, how to manage symptoms, and when
to call a nurse or physician.  When changes occur in a patient's condition or care plan (e.g.,
new diagnoses or medications), the teaching process often has to be repeated.  The need
for additional education resulting from such changes was considered a reason for
recertification.

Educational priorities are dependent on the specific needs of each patient.  With
regard to hypothetical patient Mrs. Smith, the focus group participants emphasized the
need to educate her about the signs and symptoms of acute exacerbation of CHF and
when to call for help.  In Mr. Lucas' case, a major goal of home health care is to stabilize
his blood sugar.  Home care providers would accomplish this goal by teaching him what to
eat, how to measure his insulin, and how to recognize signs and symptoms of high and low
blood sugar.

Living Environment:  Nurses at all eight agencies emphasized the importance of a
patient's living environment.  For example, the focus group participants expressed concern
about Mrs. Smith because she does not have heat and she may be at risk of falling down
the stairs in her home.  Most participants indicated that concerns about a patient's living
environment are not necessarily justification for recertification.  However, the participants



Page 85

suggested that a social worker should be contacted or community resources (e.g., a 24-
hour care service) identified for a patient with unresolved safety issues in the home.  The
focus group participants indicated that safety and living environment issues generally are
addressed early in a home health care episode and are resolved before recertification
decisions are made.  For this reason, it is unusual to recertify a patient solely on the basis
of an unsafe living environment.  However, it might be necessary to do so for a short time
until community resources are identified to address the patient's needs.

Financial Status:  Participants in five of the focus groups stated that the patient's
financial status is a factor that home care nurses consider when making decisions about
recertification and discharge.  However, it was noted that a patient's financial difficulties
alone cannot justify recertification.  The participants indicated that, prior to discharge,
home health agencies should use the services of a social worker to identify community
organizations that can provide financial assistance.

Health Status:  Focus group participants at each of the agencies reported that the
patient's health status is one of the most important factors nurses consider in making
decisions about recertification and discharge.  The participants focused primarily on the
patient's physical health and cognitive functioning.

Participants discussed a number of important indicators of a patient's physical health. 
They emphasized that a patient's medical condition must be stable before discharge. 
Such stability denotes that the patient no longer is in need of skilled nursing services. 
Many participants reported that they would recertify a patient whose medical condition had
worsened since the start of care.  Participants also stressed (as noted earlier) the
importance of a patient's ability to manage his or her own medications.  With regard to
both of the patient vignettes, participants reported that they would use the following
indicators of the patients' physical condition to assess readiness for discharge:  presence
of edema or swelling, skin breakdown and ulceration, weight gain or loss, and ability to
ambulate.  

When discussing the importance of a patient's physical health in the decision-making
process, participants focused on many aspects of health that were specific to the two
patient vignettes and the medical conditions represented in them.  The physical health
indicators discussed for each hypothetical patient and medical condition are detailed
below.  
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Mrs. Smith (CHF)

1. Lightheadedness
2. Shortness of breath (e.g., oxygen use, oxygen saturations)
3. Coughing, wheezing, crackling
4. Dizziness
5. Hearing
6. Vision
7. Ability to dress herself (need for assistive equipment)
8. Energy conservation, increased fatigue 
9. Increased abdominal girth
10. Waking up often at night

Mr. Lucas (Diabetes Mellitus)

1. Vision and presence of retinopathy
2. Presence of peripheral vascular disease secondary to diabetes mellitus
3. Need for assistive devices
4. Blood sugar stable
5. Need for and ability to use compression hose 
6. Cardiac problems associated with diabetes mellitus
7. Diabetic foot care
8. Nutrition and hydration
9. Ability to use glucometer
10. Ability to self-administer insulin

Participants also expressed concern about the hypothetical patients' cognitive
functioning.  Cognitive functioning was viewed as important not only for medication
management, but also for other personal care and safety.  Other concerns about recent
cognitive changes were case-specific.  Because hypothetical patient Mrs. Smith recently
has begun to forget to take her medications, the participants expressed some concern that
she might need a cognitive evaluation.  Some of the participants suggested the need for
community services to assist Mrs. Smith should she have a cognitive deficit.  However, if
Mrs. Smith's cognition were not impaired, many focus group participants felt she would
have to be discharged given the stability of her other symptoms.

Participants believed that hypothetical patient Mr. Lucas should undergo a cognitive
evaluation because of his recent inability to process instructions.  Because cognitive
difficulties are sometimes the result of infection, many of the focus group participants
suggested that specific blood work should be performed.  Participants recommended
checking for a urinary tract infection and other kidney problems, as diabetics are at high
risk for such complications.

Caregiver Factors:  Caregiver factors were discussed by participants during each
of the focus groups.  Nurses stressed the importance of caregiver availability and burden,
as well as education and ability to learn.  The availability of a caregiver was a topic of
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discussion at all of the focus groups.  As mentioned above, some of the focus group
participants noted that they might recertify a patient until a caregiver could be found or
community services coordinated.  A few participants suggested that the two hypothetical
patients must have had help in the past and that the previous caregivers might be able to
assist the patients after discharge. 

With regard to the two patient vignettes, participants at five agencies discussed the
difficulties involved in having family members perform caregiving duties.  For example,
Mrs. Smith's daughter lives out of state and therefore is unavailable to assist her mother. 
Mr. Lucas' daughter is a single mother raising three pre-teen boys and cannot afford to cut
back on her work hours.  In both cases, participants recommended that other people (e.g.,
other family members, neighbors, fellow church members) or alternative community
services be identified.  To further ease the burden on caregivers, participants suggested
that social workers or caregiver support groups might be of help.  Some participants noted
that the patients may need to live with their families if other resources are not available, a
proposition that may or may not be acceptable to the patients, caregivers, and other family
members.

Participants at six agencies suggested that it is important to educate the caregiver
about a patient's condition and care plan.  They felt that the caregiver should know the
signs and symptoms associated with the patient's disease, how to manage medications,
and what to do in case of an emergency.  Participants emphasized the importance of
assessing the caregiver's ability and willingness to learn about the patient's condition and
needs.

2.  Actors

The focus group interviews elicited information about the influence exerted by
different "actors" involved in the process of making decisions about recertification and
discharge.  Important actors include the patient's primary nurse, physician, the patient
himself or herself, caregivers, the agency's FI, and payers (Medicaid, private insurance
companies, managed Medicare contractors).  

The focus group participants indicated that all decisions are made following the
guidelines of Medicare and the FI.  The primary decision makers are the physicians and
home health nurses.  Often, there is extensive dialogue between the physician ordering
home health services and the nurse making the home visits.  Participants suggested that
home health nurses have less influence in decisions regarding recertification and
discharge than they once did.  Now, the physician makes the final decisions about a
patient's care.  The nurse's role in this process is to inform the physician about the patient's
home situation.  Participants indicated that they report information to the patient's
physician about patient noncompliance with medications, cognitive impairments of
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caregivers, and medical instability.  The physician often is unaware of these circumstances
unless informed by the home health nurse.

Some focus group participants reported that there is agency-wide fear of Medicare
review.  One participant stated that "there is almost a sense of paranoia dealing with
Medicare now.”  Participants perceived a very low tolerance for mistakes and a lack of
trust between Medicare and home health nurses.  One nurse suggested that "it just seems
so wrong that something done in such good faith is investigated so closely."  Some
participants suggested that fear of Medicare review has resulted in patients being
discharged more readily than they once were.

The patient's influence over and involvement in the decision to recertify or discharge
varies.  Most of the participants reported that they make recommendations to patients
based on the patients' expectations and the guidelines of Medicare home health coverage. 
Communication with a patient about eventual discharge occurs early in the home health
episode and helps the nurse plan alternative resources as well as education for the patient
and/or caregiver.  Some patients attempt to influence the decisions their nurses make in
the hopes of lengthening their episodes of care.

3.  Agency Factors

Focus group participants reported that there are no agency rules specific to
recertification or discharge.  However, participants at each of the focus groups reported
that their agencies have developed processes through which recertification and discharge
decisions are overseen.  To promote adherence to Medicare coverage rules, agencies
have the unwritten expectation that nurses will work with a clinical supervisor and/or through
a case conference model (often multidisciplinary) as they make recertification/discharge
decisions.  Agencies generally support the decisions of the primary nurse provided that he
or she is able to demonstrate a patient's need for services through this process.  For
example, participants at one of the focus groups indicated that their agency's policy is for
recertification and discharge decisions to be made based on case conferences and
discussions between the primary nurse and the nursing supervisor.  It is expected that the
supervisor will provide feedback on what services are appropriate based on the patient's
needs and Medicare coverage rules.

4.  External Factors

Several external factors were identified as influential in the decision-making process: 
(a) the IPS, (b) managed care, (c) the ORT, and (d) other factors affecting agency case
mix.

Interim Payment System (IPS):  Although IPS is an external factor known to
influence agencies' practice patterns, focus group participants from only one agency
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specifically referred to IPS.  Since the focus group participants were nurses providing
direct patient care (not clinical supervisors or managers), they might not have in-depth
information about IPS and its implications.  Although agency expectations and policies
may be influenced by IPS, care providers are not exposed to the direct cause/effect
relationship.  It is not clear from the focus group data how many of the eight groups of
participants had been informed about IPS.  At best, the participants had been provided
with information through newsletters, inservices, and/or informational meetings. 

Despite the lack of direct mention of IPS, several issues likely to be associated with
IPS were identified in the focus group data:  reduction of patient services, documentation
and nurse productivity, and refusal of patients.  Some focus group participants indicated
that the services they are able to provide to their patients have been reduced.  Participants
at one agency specifically referred to the impact of IPS and the forthcoming PPS.  These
participants reported that they are unable to offer as many services to their patients as they
once did.  This is partly because they have been encouraged to "get in and get out" of the
home quickly and keep the number of visits low.  As one participant explained, the patient
can only have so many visits "because there are only so many dollars."  Another group of
participants noted that their agency has limited social work visits to two per patient.

Focus group participants frequently reported an increase in the burden of and
changes in the means of documenting patient care.  For some agencies, paperwork has
doubled.  At one agency, nurses reported that they must complete 25 pages of
documentation for an admission visit.  Another agency has transitioned to computer
documentation as a result of IPS.  Nurses from two other agencies discussed the increase
in paperwork, but did not specifically link these circumstances to IPS.  Participants at three
agencies indicated that additional paperwork, including collection of OASIS data (which is
not a provision of IPS), have led to a reduction in time spent with patients. 

Focus group participants from one agency reported that they are taking more work
home with them at the end of their long workdays.  As expressed by one participant, "we're
stretched out."  Participants at a different agency predicted that the amount of face-to-face
contact with patients would continue to diminish.  Productivity, as well as time spent with
patients, is affected primarily by nurses spending more time doing paperwork, assuming
clerical or support duties, tracking and obtaining supplies, and contacting physicians and
others to obtain authorization for care and coordination of services.

Nurses from one agency linked IPS to the refusal of patients.  These nurses reported
that they complete forms every month to estimate the number of visits that will be needed
for a patient.  "High-need" patients sometimes are turned away because the services
needed for these patients exceed the per-beneficiary or per-visit cost limits.

Managed Care:  Nurses at five of the eight agencies indicated that managed care
was an external factor affecting decision making.  Participants reported that they care for
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more managed care (including Medicare managed care) and insurance patients than they
did five years ago.  The nurses expressed a general belief that managed care companies
want participants to discontinue home care services as quickly as possible.

Participants reported spending considerably more time than they once did obtaining
required authorization from managed care companies.  The focus group participants
reported that obtaining approval for visits and/or services was the major focus of all
contacts with managed care companies.  In addition, participants in all of the focus groups
reported having experienced difficulty contacting managed care case managers to
discuss patient care needs and decisions.  Some nurses noted that authorization
decisions vary depending on the particular case manager contacted.  Some are lenient,
whereas others require extensive justification for patient services.  Nurses' workload is
further increased because contacting managed care case managers often necessitates
additional calls to physicians.

Although some of the focus group participants feel that they generally have control
over the decision-making process, they do not believe they have autonomy in making
decisions about their managed care patients.  The primary nurse, physician, and other
agency personnel can make recommendations about patients' care plans.  However, the
managed care company has the final say about the services to be provided.  Nurses at
one agency noted that even physicians can be overruled by the managed care company. 
One participant lamented, "our hands are tied." 

Some of the focus group participants commented on the restrictions that managed
care places on home care providers.  One participant was familiar with a managed care
organization that does not approve any medical social work visits, even for Medicare
managed care patients.  Another participant noted that a particular managed care
company was known to approve more visits for patients who have been recently
hospitalized, regardless of their diagnoses or symptoms.  One nurse commented that "with
Medicare HMOs, it's very limited what can be provided and length of services."

The focus group participants emphasized that managed care has forced nurses to
teach patients and families more information in a shorter period of time.  Many reported
that managed care companies do not allow the duration of home care services necessary
for instruction to be completed, especially in the case of patients with complicated care
needs.  Some focus group participants equated this situation with elder abuse.  "Insurance
companies are on our back about 'Why can't you teach them to do it.  How come they can't
learn?  What's wrong?'  We're trying to teach 85 year old spouses how to administer
[intravenous] drugs with dangerous side effects."

Additionally, the focus group participants expressed suspicion and mistrust of
managed care companies.  One participant reported knowledge of a case worker at a
managed care company who received a bonus for cutting back on patient visits.  Another
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participant stated that managed care is "unsafe, I don't feel good about it.  It's affecting our
seniors." 

Operation Restore Trust (ORT):  Participants at two of the focus groups specifically
referred to the anti-fraud initiative, ORT.  At one agency, participants suggested that all
agencies, not just those that have submitted fraudulent claims, are being monitored as part
of ORT.  However, participants at this agency reported that they do not worry about ORT. 
These nurses suggested that ORT does not influence the decisions they make about their
patients' care.  In their view, they simply provide patients with the care that they need. 
"There is no fraud here," was a typical respondent comment. 

At the other agency, a participant had been told that home care was being regulated
because agencies tried to maximize visits.  Participants felt strongly about this issue,
noting that "we're suffering so much from agencies that were charging fraudulently.  There
were rumors about the FBI sending nurses and physicians to jail.  There are so many
things you can do for people, but because we're suffering for those who were fraudulent,
we can't do it."

Other Factors Affecting Agency Case Mix:  Focus group participants noted that
patients are coming out of the hospital sicker than they once did.  The first visit for these
patients can be especially long and difficult.  These complex patients require a great deal
of attention and often require high-technology care, such as infusion therapy, parenteral
nutrition, and ventilator care.  The focus group participants noted that many home care
nurses do not have the skills needed to care for these patients, nor are they able to
manage the productivity and documentation requirements associated with these complex
cases.  At one agency, the change in case mix is reflected as a larger caseload of
Medicaid and Medicare managed care patients.  Although the nurses felt that this change
promoted their autonomy in decision making, it also necessitated more responsibility,
more paperwork, and more contact with physicians.  There was agreement that this added
stress is a factor in decision making. 

5.  Medicare Coverage Rules

Focus group participants at each of the eight agencies discussed the influence of
Medicare coverage rules on decisions regarding recertification and discharge.  Several
factors associated with Medicare coverage rules emerged as important themes in the
focus group data:  (a) homebound status, (b) skilled nursing services, (c) management and
evaluation (M&E), (d) ambiguity of coverage rules, (e) documentation, and (f) effect on
patient care.

Homebound Status:  The results of the focus group interviews indicate that,
although a patient's homebound status is critical to the decision to recertify or discharge,
the definition of "homebound" is ambiguous and subjective.  Nurses agreed that they
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would need the following information to make a determination about a patient's
homebound status:  how often and why the patient leaves the home, the degree of difficulty
the patient has in getting to the car, who drives the patient, and how long it takes the
patient to recover from a trip.  

However, the definition of "homebound" differed substantially among nurses.  Some
participants interpret homebound to mean that a patient cannot leave his or her home
under any circumstances.  Other nurses reported that a homebound patient is one who is
able to leave the home only with taxing effort.  One participant suggested that, to be
considered homebound, a patient could not leave the home for socialization or shopping,
but that attendance at church, doctor's visits, and appointments with the hairdresser were
acceptable.  This nurse stated that a patient does not "have to be stretched out in bed to
be considered homebound."  Participants agreed that patients who are able to drive are
not homebound, even if there are medical contraindications, the patient's disease process
is uncontrolled, or there are influencing psychosocial factors.  The nurses indicated that
patients who can drive would be discharged, regardless of such factors.  Note that,
according to Medicare coverage rules, the ability to drive is not a definitive indication that
a patient is not homebound.

When discussing Mrs. Smith's case, most participants stated that her visit to the
hairdresser does not disqualify her from being considered homebound.  One participant,
however, said that she would discharge Mrs. Smith because her trip to the hairdresser
indicates that her CHF is under control and that she should be considered stable and no
longer in need of skilled services.

Skilled Nursing Services:  The need for skilled nursing services is the determining
factor in the decision-making process.  If a patient does not meet skilled care criteria, he
or she is not eligible for Medicare coverage.  Some nurses noted that physicians are not
always clear about what constitutes a need for skilled nursing care.  The participants in one
focus group reported that physicians sometimes refer patients for home care who do not
have a skilled need.  At times, this agency has tried to find some type of skilled service
need in order to retain the physician's continued referral.  Nurses did point out that patients
with unskilled needs had the option of paying for private services.  Further, two of the study
states have state waiver programs to which patients needing only unskilled services are
referred.

In examining Mrs. Smith's case, participants discussed the possibility of pre-pouring
her medication.  However, according to Medicare coverage rules, pre-pouring of
medications is not a skilled service.  Without a skilled need, Mrs. Smith cannot be
recertified.  In examining Mr. Lucas' case, one participant stated that she would not have
admitted Mr. Lucas.  She did not believe he had a need for skilled care to begin with. 
However, other participants suggested that he might qualify for skilled services.  There
were different points of view about whether his wound care should be considered a skilled
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service.  Some noted that if the wound was healed, Medicare would not allow continued
home care and the patient would have to be discharged.  If Mr. Lucas could not self-
administer insulin because of neuropathy or blindness, Medicare would cover such visits. 
It was noted that Mr. Lucas may have social issues as well, but that social issues are not
indicative of a need for skilled services.  

Participants expressed concern that families in situations similar to Mrs. Smith's or
Mr. Lucas' tend to expect that aide services will continue even after nursing care is no
longer needed.  In such cases, care providers must explain that Medicare will not cover
continued aide services when a patient no longer requires skilled nursing care.

Management and Evaluation (M&E):  Skilled nursing visits for M&E of a patient's
care plan are covered by Medicare in cases in which only an RN can assure the complex
and necessary care that an unstable patient receives from nonskilled caregivers is
successfully maintaining the patient's medical condition.  The focus group data suggest
that nurses are uncertain what the M&E treatment code is and when it can be used.  M&E
arose as a topic of discussion at six of the eight focus groups.  Five of the eight agencies
participating in the focus group interviews do not use M&E.  Nurses at one additional
agency reported that they had been told not to use the M&E treatment code, although it
had been used at their agency in the past.  Nurses' explanations of M&E were strikingly
different across these six agencies.

Nurses at an agency at which M&E never has been used explained that this treatment
code applies to complex patients, especially those who are forgetful.  These nurses
believed that M&E also could involve managing a patient's medications, especially if a
caregiver is responsible for medication management.  The participants from this agency
emphasized that the nurse must make sure that caregivers are appropriately caring for the
patient.  According to these participants, M&E requires detailed documentation and
requires the nurse to visit the patient monthly.  Home health aides can be ordered more
frequently.  

Nurses from a different agency reported that Medicare no longer covers M&E.  "It
can't be done."  One participant explained that this was true because M&E was linked to
intravenous (IV) therapy and venipuncture, in particular monthly protimes.  However, she
expected that M&E could apply to a patient with a central (IV) line if the family was unable
to manage it appropriately.

When examining the hypothetical patient scenarios presented to them, participants
from three agencies suggested that M&E would not apply to Mr. Lucas' case or similar
cases.  There was disagreement as to the appropriateness of M&E with respect to Mrs.
Smith's case.  Nurses from one agency felt M&E could apply to her situation.  They
described M&E as the ability to recertify a patient for the purpose of long-term planning
and establishing care plans for complex patients.  They suggested that the following needs
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could be listed as skilled services to justify coverage:  observation, assessment, and
management of caregivers.  Nurses from another agency indicated that M&E would not
apply to Mrs. Smith.  Their interpretation was that a patient had to have complex needs,
have multiple caregivers, and need a large number of hours for the necessary care. 
Apparently, Mrs. Smith did not qualify under their definition.  Another group of participants
did not think their agency had a specific policy for situations such as Mrs. Smith's. 
However, they were certain that M&E required specific training of nurses and that M&E is
one of the "four skilled services" in home care.  It requires different criteria for
documentation and is used for short-term periods while community resources are located
for a patient.

Ambiguity:  Participants in three of the focus groups referred to the ambiguity of
Medicare coverage rules.  One agency's participants noted that it was difficult to
understand the HIM-11 (the Medicare manual on home health).  One participant stated that
she does not "understand [the HIM-11], it's kind of vague.  You have to be a lawyer
because it's difficult to understand."  Nurses at another agency noticed differing
interpretations of the coverage rules when their agency had a change in FI.  These nurses
reported a sense of not knowing the rules until they get broken.

Discussion of Mr. Lucas' case at one agency revealed one participant's
misinformation concerning the coverage rules.  She believed that to justify a patient's need
for B12 injections, she would have to document the patient's need for monthly venipuncture. 
She was unaware that venipuncture is no longer a qualifying service for Medicare home
health care.  This participant and others believed that the venipuncture regulations applied
only to venipuncture for lab work to measure prothrombin time ("protime").  As discussed
previously, the confusion surrounding venipuncture may contribute to nurses
misunderstanding of the M&E treatment code.

Documentation:  Documentation is the key to justification of services and must
support the need for skilled nursing care.  It must be specific and concrete.  Participants
made it clear that there has been an increase in the amount of paperwork in home care,
including more forms to complete and more repetitive documentation.  Some nurses
expressed a sense of paranoia based on the documentation requirements that every "i"
must be dotted and every "t" crossed.  Others believed that documentation should not
cause added worry so long as patients are given the care they need.  If agencies are not
submitting fraudulent claims and nurses provide the needed care, the documentation
(485s and 488s) should speak for itself.  

Participants reported that omissions or a lack of clarity in documentation have led to
denials of recertification.  Nurses reported that the FIs ask for more records than they once
did, which has resulted in an increased need for staff education on coverage rules and
appropriate documentation.  One participant observed that nurses may fail to document
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teaching as a skilled service.  As a result, agencies may receive requests for additional
documentation, each of which requires the completion of the 488 form in response.  

Among the focus group participants, there was support for the 485 as the best form
for standardization.  Together, the 485 and 488 are adequate for substantiating care
needs.  Participants at one agency reported that there are certain terms that their FI does
not like to see in the 485s (e.g., "monitor," "stable").  However, they indicated that their
documentation is not determined by what they think Medicare or the FI wants. 
Documentation should explain the activities of the care provider.  As one participant put it,
"you want to paint a picture so that when they ask for the records everything is clear.  They
can look at your documentation and tell exactly what is going on and if there is a need." 

When discussing documentation, participants also identified the following vignette-
specific information that they would include in their reports to justify skilled care:

Mrs. Smith (CHF)
1. Fluid/weight gain and other active signs and symptoms of CHF
2. Medication changes and patient responses
3. Safety/risk for falls (what has been done to reduce risk and why services are still

needed)
4. Ability to manage personal hygiene
5. Eating habits/ability to cook
6. Medication compliance/ability to take medications 
7. Mentation/cognition (forgetfulness), increased anxiety, depression, apathy
8. Discussions with daughter/caregivers (availability and willingness to help)
9. Deterioration/declines
10. Inability to recognize and report acute symptoms to medical provider
11. Reports of findings from other assessments as applicable (county assessor for

evaluating the home's safety/heat/fire risk)

Specific phrases that would be used to assure coverage in this case include:
"Patient unable to verbalize three symptoms of CHF."
"Patient lives in unsafe environment" (followed by detailed description).
"Patient is forgetful, weekly pill count revealed only 2 of 7 days medications taken."
"Medication management is poor secondary to inability to process new information." 
"New medications prescribed.  Side effects observed within 24 hours."
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Mr. Lucas (Diabetes Mellitus)
1. Any deterioration in physical or mental status (e.g., skin and wound condition)
2. Diet, ability to cook and manage meals
3. Appropriateness of medications, changes in medications
4. Blood glucose levels and trends, out-of-range measurements
5. Presence of hypoglycemic or hyperglycemic symptoms and measures used to

correct or prevent
6. Integrity of feet, foot care practices, proper shoes
7. Self-care ability, personal hygiene
8. Independent/dependent abilities and potential to regain independence
9. Medication management including ability to self-administer insulin, manage and

read glucometer
10. Cognitive level including ability to understand instruction, especially regarding

safety
11. Specifics of what was taught and the patient's response
12. Specifics of what was done to address other problems

Specific phrases that would be used to assure coverage include:
"Knowledge deficit for…"
"Unable to manage…"
"Minimal skills for…"
"No survival skills for…"
"Ineffective long term plan."

Effect on Patient Care:  Participants noted that federal regulations are always a
factor in decision making in home health care.  They worry that coverage rules have shifted
the focus of care from the patient to money.  Participants discussed the effect that
coverage rules have had on patient care.  Nurses expressed the general belief that non-
medical people are setting guidelines for home health care, not truly understanding how
their decisions impact the quantity and quality of the services provided.  One agency's
nurses felt that the changes in coverage rules have affected what services agencies can
provide and patients can receive.  For example, a patient may need more education "than
the guidelines dictate."  The nurses suggested that Medicare wants patient and family
education to be achieved in a shorter period of time in an effort to discharge patients
sooner.  The participants felt that Medicare policy-makers do not have a realistic view of
the patient education process.

B. Case Study Interviews

The case study interviews were designed primarily to examine the practice of home
health care.  In this chapter, the qualitative information gathered during the case study
interviews is used to describe the care provided during seven episodes of care. 
Specifically, information is summarized concerning the following aspects of care:  (1) key
characteristics of the episodes of care (e.g., length, disciplines involved), (2) services
provided by home care personnel and the family support system, (3) care planning and
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coordination (e.g., development and documentation of the care plan), and (4) content of the
skilled nursing visit (e.g., assessment, teaching).  The small sample of nurses involved in
the case study interviews made it difficult to identify differences between agencies in
different state volume, agency ownership, and agency type groups.  However, nurses'
responses with regard to certain aspects of home care did appear to differ depending on
volume, ownership, and type.  These differences are described when appropriate.

1.  Key Characteristics of the Episodes of Care

In order to examine factors that may be related to variations in lengths of stay in the
Medicare home health benefit, patients with either long or short episodes of care were
identified.  The seven patients whose care was examined during the case study interviews
were on service with their home health agencies an average of 102.3 days, with a range of
19 to 441.  However, because two patients had very lengthy stays, the median number of
days on service across the seven patients was much smaller (26.0 days).  Because of the
presence of these two outliers, median rather than mean values will be used throughout
this chapter to describe the services provided in home health care.

Table 5.1 presents length of stay, number of disciplines, number of skilled nursing
visits, and total number of visits for the case study patients by state volume group, agency
ownership, and agency type.  The small sample size for the case study limits our ability to
draw conclusions based on these data.  Therefore, information regarding the key
characteristics of the case study episodes of care is presented for descriptive purposes
only.  Because we attempted to identify long-stay patients in the high-volume states and
short-stay patients in the low-volume states, the differences in length of stay and the
number of visits between the patients treated in the two state groups is not surprising.

TABLE 5.1: Key Episode Characteristics by State Volume, Agency Ownership, and 
Agency Typea

State Volume Agency Ownership Agency Type

High
Volume

(n=3)

Low
Volume

(n=4)

Proprietary
(n=4)

Non-
Proprietar

y (n=3)

Hospital-
Based
(n=3)

Free-
standing

(n=4)

Episode length (days) 120.0 28.5 44.5 26.0 31.0 39.5

# Disciplines Involved 2.0 1.5 1.0 2.0 1.0 2.0

# Skilled Nursing Visits 28.0 8.5 11.5 9.0 9.0 11.5

Total # Visits (all disciplines) 28.0 10.5 20.0 22.0 22.0 20.0

a. Because of the presence of outliers, median rather than mean values are presented.

Lengths of stay for the case study patients appeared to be somewhat related to
agency ownership and type.  Case study patients on service with proprietary agencies
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tended to have longer lengths of stay than did patients on service with non-proprietary
agencies (44.5 versus 26.0 days).  Patients of freestanding home health agencies tended
to be on service slightly longer than did patients of hospital-based agencies (39.5 versus
31.0 days). 

Agencies typically involved two disciplines in the care of each patient.  The actual
number of disciplines involved ranged from one to four.  The disciplines involved in treating
the seven case study patients were the following:  skilled nursing (seven patients), physical
therapy (PT) (three patients), home health aide (two patients), social work (one patient),
and occupational therapy (OT) (one patient).  Nurses from two of the case study agencies
mentioned that they would have involved PT, but they felt that their patients were too weak
to receive benefit from these services.  In one of these cases, the nurse also believed the
patient to be unmotivated to engage in PT.  Agencies in the different state volume, agency
ownership, and agency type groups did not appear to differ in their involvement of different
home care disciplines.

The services of some disciplines were offered by home care agencies, but refused
by the patients.  In fact, five of the seven case study patients refused a recommended
service.  Two patients refused to accept the services of a social worker, and three others
refused to accept the services of a home health aide.  Table 5.2 provides service
utilization information for each of the seven case study patients.

TABLE 5.2:  Service Utilization by Case Study Patient

Patient Episode
Length
(days)

Skilled
Nursing
Visits

Physical
Therapy
Visits

Occupational
Therapy Visits

Medical
School Work

Visits

Home Health
Aide Visits

1 120 28 0 0 0 Patient refused

2 21 10 7 1 Patient refused 9

3 31 8 0 0 0 Patient refused

4 441 150 1 0 0 Patient refused

5 26 9 3 0 Patient refused 10

6 19 4 0 0 1 0

7 58 13 0 0 0 0

The case study nurses were asked whether there were any services they would have
liked to provide for their patients, but that were not available.  None of the nurses indicated
there were services that they were unable to provide for the case study patients.  However,
speaking in general terms, two nurses reported that they frequently are unable to obtain
certain services for their patients.  One nurse remarked that respite care is a chronic need
in home care.  Suggesting that "one sick person can kill ten healthy people," this nurse
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commented that respite care is of critical importance because "if we don't take care of [the
caregivers], they are going to end up costing us more money in the long run....  The
caregivers give out, especially a spouse that is the same age."  A second nurse
commented on the lack of community resources in her county.  In the rural Southern town
where this nurse's agency is located, no senior activity centers, community or public
transportation systems, or volunteer programs are available to help elderly patients.  The
agency itself is currently working to set up a volunteer program in the community to meet
some of these needs.

The findings regarding the number of skilled nursing visits mirror those regarding
episode length.  Patients received a median of ten skilled nursing visits during the course
of their home care episodes.  The actual number of such visits varied drastically across
patients, with a range from four to 150.  Patients of proprietary agencies received a slightly
larger median number of skilled nursing visits than did patients of non-proprietary agencies
(11.5 versus 9.0).  Freestanding agencies provided slightly more frequent skilled nursing
visits for their patients than did hospital-based agencies (11.5 versus 9.0). 

The median total number of visits (across disciplines) that the case study patients
received was 22.0, with a range from five to 151.  The total number of visits across
disciplines differed only slightly by agency ownership and type.  Non-proprietary agencies
provided slightly more visits than proprietary agencies (22.0 versus 20.0), and hospital-
based agencies provided slightly more visits than freestanding agencies (22.0 versus
20.0). 

2.  Services Provided in Home Health Care

Five disciplines were involved in the care of the seven case study patients.  Each
discipline provided a unique set of services to these patients.  The services provided by
skilled nursing staff, physical therapists, occupational therapists, medical social workers,
home health aides, and the family support system are summarized in this section.

Skilled Nursing:  Home care nurses provide a variety of services to their patients
(see Table 5.3).  Assessment represents one of the nurses' major activities.  In five of the
seven cases, the primary nurses admitted the patients, conducting the initial assessments
of their needs (in two cases, patients were admitted by an admission nurse and the on-call
nurse, respectively).  In the initial assessments, the patients' conditions, needs, and
eligibility for services were examined as well as the patients' social and home
environment.  These assessments provide a basis for the development of the care plan. 

TABLE 5.3:  Skilled Nursing Activities

• Assessment
• Care planning
• Medication management

• Education
• Coordination of disciplines
• Form completion

• Talking to patient
• Psychological counseling
• Establish support network
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Throughout the episodes of care, the nurses continued to assess their patients. 
These assessments comprised a major component of each visit.  Indeed, three nurses
indicated that assessment was one of the most time-consuming activities they engage in
during their visits.  In coordination with the nurses' regular assessments of the patients,
nurses managed their patients' medications.  They identified medication side effects, set
up pill boxes to enhance the patients' ability to take medications correctly, and at some
visits drew lab work to assess the appropriateness of medication doses.  

The case study nurses indicated that education was one of their most time-
consuming and important activities.  All of the nurses noted that the focus of home care
activities has increasingly turned from the direct provision of services by medical
personnel to teaching patients and their families how to provide those services for
themselves.  According to three case study nurses, home care providers "are being told to
get in and get out" of their patients' homes as quickly as possible.  To shorten their
patients' duration in home care, the nurses reported the need to educate patients to the
point that they are capable of caring for themselves independently.  Nurses educated
patients about the signs and symptoms of their medical conditions, their medication
regimens (e.g., purposes, doses, side effects, use of a pill box), their diets, home safety,
use of medical equipment, use of weight or diabetic diaries, and changes in condition that
would require medical attention.

Four of the nurses commented that it can be a struggle to teach elderly patients the
information they need to know to care for themselves.  In two cases, the patients had great
difficulty understanding and remembering the details of their medication regimens.  In one
of these cases, the patient was never able to understand his medication regimen, whereas
in the other case, the patient learned very slowly.  The nurse in this latter case commented
that, in her agency, the nurses "are told to try to get in and get out, but that's not always
possible because people learn at different paces."  In another case, the nurse reported
that her patient was simply not receptive to learning about his medical condition.

The nurses engaged in a number of other activities on their patients' behalf.  Three of
the nurses indicated that one of their most time-consuming activities in caring for their
patients was coordinating care among various care providers.  According to one nurse,
"orchestrating, organizing, making sure everyone was on the same page" was a major
component of the work she performed while caring for her patient.  Four nurses
commented that the completion of mandated forms and the documentation of their care
plans comprised a major component of their workload with regard to the case study
patients.  Two nurses indicated that they spent a major portion of their time just talking to
the patients, building rapport, and trying to identify the patients' needs and concerns.  In
addition, as mentioned above, one nurse emphasized the importance of the psychological
services that primary nurses often provide.  Another nurse suggested that helping the
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patient to establish a network of friends and family members to assist him was an
important part of her work with this patient.

Physical and Occupational Therapy:  Three of the case study patients received
PT during the course of their home health care episodes.  In all cases, PT was ordered
because the patients were weak or unsteady on their feet.  In one case, the physical
therapist conducted an evaluation only, concluding that the patient did not actually require
PT.  In the other two cases, physical therapists worked with patients on their balance as
well as their walking and stair-climbing abilities. 

OT was involved in the care of only one of the case study patients.  In this case, OT
was ordered by the patient's physician.  However, at the time of the initial OT evaluation,
the occupational therapist determined that the patient was not in need of these services.

Medical Social Work:  Three of the seven case study nurses believed that their
patients needed the services of a social worker.  In two cases, the nurses hoped a social
worker could identify resources outside of the home health agency.  In one case, the
patient, whose elderly wife was having trouble driving, was in need of transportation to and
from medical appointments.  In the other case, the patient was being evicted from her
home and needed assistance finding new housing for herself and her developmentally-
impaired son and daughter-in-law.  In the third case, a social worker was recommended
because the primary nurse believed the patient needed psychological help to address her
anxiety and fear that she was incapable of caring for her terminally ill significant other.

Although a social worker was recommended to three patients, only one patient
accepted such services.  A social worker completed a single visit with the patient in need
of new housing.  She then contacted a state caseworker that arranged for new housing and
state-run nursing services for this patient.  In the other two cases, the patients refused
social work services, "as patients often do."  These refusals put the nurses in the position
of having to provide services that ideally would be provided by another discipline.  The
nurse caring for the patient who was experiencing anxiety over her ability to care for her
terminally ill significant other had to take on the role of a social worker, both helping the
patient and her family to identify outside resources (e.g., hospice care), and providing
psychological counseling.  Although immersed in the role of counselor more so in this
situation than she normally would be, this nurse commented that psychological counseling
is not an uncommon activity for primary nursing staff.  Indeed, it is "one of the most
important things [nurses] do in home health care.  The head and the body are not
disconnected."

Home Health Aide:  Five of the seven case study nurses recommended home health
aide services to their patients.  In two cases, home health aides assisted patients two or
three times a week with a variety of activities including showering, skin care, meal
preparation, bedroom and bathroom cleaning, laundry, and shopping.  Aides also have
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responsibilities associated with the assessment of the patients.  For example, the aides in
one of these cases weighed the patient and reminded her to take her medications. 
Further, aides report any changes in a patient's condition immediately to the primary nurse. 
In this way, they serve as another set of eyes for the nursing staff.

As with the services of a social worker, the case study patients often refused home
health aide services.  In three of the five cases in which aides were recommended, the
patients refused to accept these services.  In two of these cases, aide services were
refused because the patients' family members were able and committed to helping the
patients with these activities.  The third patient did not have such family assistance, but still
would not accept help from an aide.  Some patients may be uncomfortable having a
stranger help them with the very personal activities in which aides are often involved (e.g.,
bathing assistance).

The case study nurses often indicated that those patients who do accept home health
aide services greatly appreciate these services.  One nurse noted that the patients "love
[the aides], they become part of their families."  Indeed, patients often become overly
dependent on the aides who care for them.  In both cases in which patients received aide
services, the patients did not want to discontinue these services.  One nurse commented
on the need to "wean" patients from aide services.  In this case, the nurse initially provided
the patient with the minimum number of weekly aide visits she thought the patient might
need.  She commented that it was easier to increase than to reduce the number of weekly
visits provided.  In addition, the nurse progressively cut back on the services the aides
provided.  Although the aides continued to see the patient with equal frequency throughout
the episode of care, they performed fewer and fewer services at each visit.  Near the end
of the episode of care, the aides were in the house primarily to provide a sense of comfort
and security to the patient as she became increasingly capable of caring for her own
needs.  This same nurse noted that, more recently, she has begun to reduce not only the
services provided by the aides across the episode of care, but the number of weekly visits
as well.

Family Support System:  The family support system is of critical importance to
home health care patients.  Each of the case study patients had at least one family
member who assisted them.  Four patients relied on two or more family members on a
regular basis.  Five of the patients received a great deal of assistance from their family
support systems.  The other two patients had a single involved family member who
provided minimal assistance.  In both of these cases, the family member involved was
elderly.  In one case, the patient's brother ran some errands for him.  In the other, the
patient's wife, who drove the patient to the doctor and did some cleaning around the
house, was quite ill herself with a cardiac condition.  Her ability to assist the patient was
quite limited.  Among the five patients with highly involved family support systems, the
patients' wives were the main caregivers in two cases and the patients' children were the
main caregivers in three cases.  In one case, the patient's son and daughter-in-law, who
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were both cognitively impaired, struggled to help the patient check her blood sugar and to
understand and follow the medication regimen.

Family members of the case study patients provided assistance with ADLs, IADLs,
environmental support, and psychosocial support.  In addition, family members were quite
active in the patients' home care.  Table 5.4 identifies the activities that family members
performed for patients.  Family members were somewhat active in assisting patients with
their ADLs.  Of the case study patients, three received help in bathing and personal care
from the members of their families.  In one other family, the patient was assisted by her son
and daughter-in-law in grooming, transferring, and feeding.  Families were frequently
involved in patients' IADLs.  Five of the seven families took an active role in helping the
patients manage their medications.  Family members picked up patients' medications,
learned about medication side effects and schedules, set up pillboxes with the patients'
daily doses of medications, and reminded patients to take their medications.

For elderly patients for whom managing varying schedules for multiple medications
can be a real challenge, the assistance of family members in the management of
medications was invaluable.  Four patients relied on family members for transportation,
and three patients had family assistance with meal preparation.  Members of two families
took on housekeeping and shopping responsibilities.  Family members assisted one
patient in doing the laundry.
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TABLE 5.4:  Assistance Provided by Family Members

Number of Patients for
Whom Family Members
Provided this Service

Activities of Daily Living (ADLs)

Bathing and personal care
Grooming
Transferring
Feeding

3
1
1
1

Instrumental Activities of Daily Living (IADLs)

Management of medications
Meal preparation
Transportation
Housekeeping
Shopping
Laundry

5
3
3
2
2
1

Participation in Home Care

Present at skilled nursing visits
Weighing and recording weight of patient
Helping patient check and record blood sugar
Change dressings
Care for medical equipment (IV pump, central line)

6
2
1
1
1

Psychosocial Support

Companionship 1

Environmental Support

Yard work 1

Family members took an active role in the patients' home care activities as well.  In all
but one of the seven cases, family members were present at most or all of the skilled
nursing visits.  Family members often were involved in the development of the patients'
care plans.  In some cases, family members even requested and refused services for the
patients.  One nurse commented that the family of her patient was less involved in
determining the care plan than it otherwise might have been because the patient herself
was alert and capable of making decisions on her own.

Family members participated in the patients' care in several additional ways.  Family
members of two patients weighed the patients every day, recording these measurements
in a weight log.  These individuals had been educated about the importance of weight
changes, and instructed as to when they should contact the patients' physicians in
response to a weight change.  One patient had family assistance in conducting and
recording the results of her regular blood sugar tests.  The wife of one patient was
responsible for learning how to use her husband's IV pump, setting up and turning on/off
her husband's IV medication, and caring for his central line.
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Clearly, family members provide substantial assistance to elderly home care patients. 
The nurses for some of the case study patients indicated that certain services (e.g.,
transportation, aide services) were unnecessary for their patients because the family
support system was so strong.  Indeed, in two of the three cases in which patients refused
the services of a home health aide, they did so specifically because they had family
members who were willing and able to take over those functions.  Nurses often
commented that their educational activities are targeted at family members as well as the
patients.  In some cases, the patients were so weak at the beginning of their episodes of
care that the families were the primary targets of initial education activities, until the
patients became stronger and more capable of involvement in their own medical care. 
One nurse commented that elderly home care patients are "just out of luck unless they have
family to help them."

3.  Care Planning and Coordination

Development of the Care Plan:  The original referral from a patient's physician
marks the starting point for the provision of home health care.  The referrals for the seven
case study patients varied in content and specificity.  In four of the seven cases, the
physicians ordered skilled nursing care only.  In the remaining three cases, the physicians
ordered visits by multiple disciplines including PT (three cases), aide services (two cases),
and OT (one case).  Rarely did physicians specify the frequency or duration of visits.  In
only two of the seven cases did the referring physicians indicate the frequency with which
visits should occur.  None of the physicians indicated an expected duration for the home
care episode.

After the original referrals were received by the home care agencies, agency nurses
completed their initial assessments of the condition and needs of the case study patients. 
For the three patients whose physicians had ordered PT and/or OT, the initial PT and/or
OT assessments were conducted at this time.  During the course of their evaluations of the
case study patients, the nurses and therapists developed recommendations as to the
appropriate care plans.  The nurses and therapists identified the patients' problems,
worked with the patients to establish treatment goals with expected achievement dates,
laid out education topics, and pinpointed other disciplines that might be needed.  At this
time, the nurses identified the expected duration of the episode of care and the frequency
with which the skilled nursing and aide visits should occur.  The therapists identified the
expected frequency and duration of their services.

In three cases, the nurses indicated that it is the primary nurse who makes decisions
about the patient's care plan.  At two agencies, the primary nurse and supervisor both were
involved in the development of the care plan.  In one of these cases, the supervisor and the
nurse met to establish the care plan.  In the other case, the supervisor reviewed the care
plan that the primary nurse developed independently.  In this latter case, the approved care
plan was then sent to the "chart review committee" at the agency's home office for final
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approval.  In one case in which the primary nurse had not conducted the initial assessment
with the patient, the primary and admission nurses met together to establish the care plan. 
In only two cases did nurses note the involvement of the physicians in the development of
the care plan.  In one case, the nurse reported that she generated the care plan, which was
then approved (with no changes) by the physician.  In the other case, the nurse stressed
that her findings from the initial assessment simply provided information to the physician
as he developed the patient's care plan.

The case study nurses also commented on the involvement of the patients and the
family in care planning decisions.  By virtue of the fact that patients must be motivated to
achieve the goals laid out in the care plan, nurses work closely with the patients to identify
appropriate goals and achievement dates.  Patients and their family members also are
involved in determining what services are provided and with what frequency.  As previously
described, patients and/or their families often refuse services that are recommended by
the primary nurse.  Patients also have to approve the frequency of visits that the care
providers recommend.  Sometimes, patients and their families request services that the
nurses perceive to be unnecessary.  In two cases, patients and their families wanted
additional aide services, another patient and her family wanted to receive as many
services as possible, and another patient did not want to discontinue home care.

Consistent with the Administrator Questionnaire findings described in Chapter 3,
agencies in the different state volume and agency ownership groups appeared to differ
somewhat in the actors involved in the development of a patient's care plan.  Nurses in the
low-volume states appear to have greater influence over the decision-making process than
do nurses in high-volume states.  Among the four nurses from agencies in low-volume
states, three reported that the primary nurse was responsible for the development of the
care plans, and the fourth reported that she generated care plan recommendations that
were then approved by the physician.  The nurses from the agencies in high-volume states
reported having less control over their patients' care plans.  Two of these three nurses
reported that the care plans were developed in conjunction with or were approved by
nursing supervisors.  In one case, the care plan was approved by the chart review
committee at the agency's home office as well.  The third nurse from a high-volume state
reported that the physician, not the nurse, created the care plan. 

Supervisory staff appears to be more involved in the development of patient care
plans in proprietary than non-proprietary agencies.  Two of the four nurses from proprietary
agencies reported that their supervisors and/or chart review committees were involved in
the development or approval of the case study patients' care plans.  None of the nurses
from the non-proprietary agencies reported the involvement of such staff.

Although the physician's referral is the starting place for identifying what services a
patient will receive, these original orders generally only provide a glimpse of what a
patient's final care plan will include.  As mentioned above, the physicians usually left
decisions about the kind, frequency, and duration of care a patient should receive up to the
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home care nurses and therapists.  Even when the physicians made suggestions regarding
the kinds and frequency of services that should be provided, the nurses and therapists in
six of these seven cases were allowed ample leeway to alter the plans laid out in the
original referral.

Indeed, in all but one case, the services offered to the patients were different from
those recommended in the original referral.  One nurse commented that she does "not
usually go by the original referral [as] the doctor ... may not know about the patient's other
needs," having little knowledge of the patient's social and home environment.  In several
cases, patients were offered services that were not recommended in the physicians'
original referrals.  Although none of the physicians ordered the services of a social worker
in their original referrals, home care nurses offered these services to three of the case
study patients.  Whereas physicians ordered aide services in two cases, three additional
patients were offered these services by their home care nurses.

In other cases, patients were not offered all the services that the physicians had
recommended.  Two nurses reported that physicians sometimes write orders for services
for which their patients are not eligible or that their patients do not need.  Indeed, in two
cases, physicians recommended services that agency personnel considered to be
unnecessary.  In one of the three cases in which a physician ordered PT for a patient, the
physical therapist who evaluated the patient believed that there was no need for these
services.  In the only case in which a patient's physician ordered OT, the therapist
assessed that the patient was not in need of such therapy.  On a general note, one nurse
reported that physicians "may automatically write down 'home health aide'" in their orders,
even when their patients do not really need these services.  In these situations, the nurses
inform the physicians that the patients are not eligible for or do not need these services.

Nurses identified a number of factors that influenced their decisions and
recommendations about the frequency with which skilled nursing services should be
provided to the case study patients.  Most commonly, nurses reported that the stability or
instability of their patients' medical conditions was a factor considered in the decision-
making process.  Three nurses reported that they felt their patients, each of whom had just
been discharged from the hospital, needed fairly frequent nursing visits (i.e., three times a
week at the start of care) because their conditions were quite unstable.  In another case,
the nurse reported that she would have recommended more frequent visits than she did
had the patient been more unstable.

The presence of a family support system also had an important impact on nurses'
decisions about the frequency of care to provide.  Two nurses specifically mentioned that
they would have visited their patients more frequently if it were not for the availability of the
patients' family members.  Three nurses reported that a family member's ability to learn
was a major influence on their decisions about the frequency with which skilled nursing
visits should be provided.  One nurse reported visiting the patient more frequently at the
start of care than might have been necessary because the family was confused about the
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patient's medication regimen.  Another nurse reported that her perception of the patient's
ability to learn also contributed to her decisions about frequency. 

Three nurses indicated that the activities they would need to perform at their skilled
nursing visits helped them determine how frequently those visits should occur.  In each
case, the nurses suggested that they did not need to see their patients very frequently
because their activities in the house would be restricted to assessment and teaching.  If
their patients required wound care or other hands-on treatment, the visits would have been
more frequent.

Issues related to the patients' medications also were mentioned by nurses as factors
considered in the decision-making process.  One nurse visited the patient more frequently
than she might have otherwise because he had recently been placed on a number of new
medications.  This new and more complicated medication regimen required the nurse to
engage in immediate education of the patient and to watch the patient closely to evaluate
the appropriateness of the doses and the presence of side effects.  Another nurse timed
her visits to occur on the three days each week that the patient's wife would administer the
patient's IV medication.  One nurse felt compelled to visit her patient more frequently
because it was clear that he was not in compliance with his medication regimen.

Documentation of the Care Plan:  Home care providers document their patients'
care plans in a variety of ways.  The two primary approaches to documenting patient care
plans are to use nursing notes or care plan forms to record information about a patient's
case.  In four cases, the case study nurses indicated that their patients' care plans are
documented in nursing notes, which are stored in the patients' charts.  These notes
document information about the patient's condition, care plan, and progress at each visit. 
Nurses from the other three agencies indicated that they use a specific form for
documenting the care plan.  At two agencies, this document -- called the "Care Plan Form"
and the "Nursing Treatment Plan," respectively -- contains extensive information about the
patient's medical condition, needs, treatment plan, goals, and prognosis as well as the
orders for the patient.  At one agency, the care plan documents also contain a checklist of
activities that should be performed at each visit and a "plan of focus" for the next visit.  The
third agency that uses a specific form for documenting the care plan uses a "Problem List." 
This form is less detailed than the care plan documents at the other two agencies,
containing only information about the patient's problems and short- and long-term goals. 
The form does not include any information about the interventions planned for the patient.

In addition to care plan documents and progress notes, the case study nurses
reported additional ways in which the care plan for a patient is documented.  Nurses from
three agencies indicated that their comprehensive assessment tools (OASIS in two cases)
represent a component of their documentation process.  Two agencies use the orders for
a patient as part of their documentation.  A nurse from one of these agencies indicated
that her agency no longer uses written care plan documents because all the needed
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information is contained in the orders.  Discontinuing the use of a care plan form has cut
down on repetitive documentation for the nursing staff.  Two agencies use teaching guides
as part of their care plans.  These guides, copies of which are given to patients, also serve
as a documented teaching plans for the nurses.  One nurse indicated that her hospital-
based agency has clinical pathways that often serve as documentation of the care plan for
patients with specific conditions.

Communication Among Home Care Providers:  One important aspect of home
care is the coordination of the many care providers involved in patient care.  The primary
nurse is in regular contact with the patient's physician, aides, and therapists throughout the
course of the episode of care.  Nurses generally communicate with the patients' physicians
at milestone time points in their patients' care.  The nurses provide the physicians with the
care plan following the start of care visit and inform the physicians of their intentions to
discharge.  All of the nurses indicated that they are in contact with the physicians when
there are any changes to the patients' conditions or care plan.  Two nurses reported that
they contact physicians with information about patients' lab values.  One additional nurse
reported that she contacts the physician to clarify orders, to request an extension to the
duration of care she had recommended in her original care plan, and to follow up after the
patient's scheduled clinic visits.

Contact with the physician is nearly always indirect.  With the exception of one nurse
who met with her patient's physician at least once or twice a week, all of the nurses
reported communicating with the physicians by leaving telephone messages with the
doctors' nurses.44  One nurse commented that "you never get the doctor, never,
never...when I do, I get startled!"  Two of the case study nurses specifically reported that
they never interacted with their patients' physicians directly.  In two cases, nurses indicated
that they had tried to contact the physicians multiple times about changes in patient
condition or discharge plans without ever receiving a return call.  One nurse lamented that,
unlike hospital nurses, home care nurses have little access to their patients' physicians.

Communication between the primary nurses and the other disciplines involved in
patient care appears to involve more regular and direct interaction.  Nurses are in frequent
contact with the aides caring for their patients.  In both cases in which home health aide
services were provided, the nurses did an orientation at the beginning of the aides'
involvement.  At one agency, this orientation is carried out either over the phone or at the
patient's home.  At the other agency, the orientation always takes place during the aide's
first visit to the home.  At both agencies, the nurse accompanied the aide on a visit to the
home every 14 days.  Nurses in both cases indicated that they were in contact with the
aides at least weekly, and that the aides frequently called with questions or new
information.  One nurse indicated that, in her small agency, the communication between
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herself and the aides can be quite informal.  She just "sees them around" the office.  The
other nurse indicated that aides complete a checklist of their activities at each visit and
send it to the nurse once a week.

Case conferences are an important method of communication between home care
nurses and other disciplines.  Three of the four nurses who coordinated other disciplines
on behalf of their patients indicated that they communicated with other care providers
through this mechanism.  At one agency, the patient's case was presented at an
interdisciplinary case conference every other week.  The other two nurses reported that
their patients were presented at case conferences at start of care, recertification,
discharge, and when problems arose.  Two nurses reported that therapists and social
workers inform the primary nurses of their plans of care after completing their initial
evaluation visits and upon their decision to discontinue services to the patient.  One nurse
noted the importance of progress notes in providing a means of communication among
disciplines.  Another nurse identified a more informal mechanism for her communications
with the agency social worker:  "I sit right next to her!"

Discharge Planning:  All of the case study nurses reported that discharge planning
begins very early in a patient's episode of care.  Six of the seven nurses indicated that they
began thinking about discharge at their first visit with the case study patients.  Two nurses
specifically commented that a plan for discharge is included in the care plan document that
is completed at the start of care assessment.  As one nurse put it, home care providers
"have a road map from the very beginning."

The nurses cited numerous factors they considered in assessing the case study
patients' readiness for discharge.  All but two of the nurses cited more than one reason
they considered their patients ready for discharge.  Most of the nurses (five of seven)
indicated that their patients were discharged because they were medically stable.  Three
nurses reported that they discharged their patients in part because they had reached their
educational goals in terms of their knowledge of CHF, their medications, and diets.  Two
nurses noted that their patients were no longer homebound.  Although both nurses reported
that they would have liked to keep their patients on service, they felt obligated to discharge
their patients because of their homebound status.  The nurses specifically noted that any
further services provided to these patients would not be covered by Medicare.  Two nurses
each reported that their patients had become ready for discharge by virtue of the fact that
their endurance had increased, they or their family members were able to manage their
medications, and/or their medication regimens had stabilized (most of the case study
patients experienced changes in their medications and doses during the course of their
episodes of care).  In determining the case study patients' readiness for discharge, the
following factors were considered by one nurse each:  household safety issues had been
resolved, the patient had become more independent in her IADLs, the patient was able to
manage diet or dressing changes, or the patient moved out of the nurse's service area.
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As mentioned previously, two nurses noted that they discharged their patients
because they were no longer homebound.  One nurse commented on the subjective nature
of determinations of homebound status.  She indicated that all of the nurses in her agency
have their own personal definitions of the concept of homebound.  This nurse reported that
the definition of "homebound" according to Medicare is that a patient leaves home
infrequently, and does so only with taxing effort and assistance.  Her personal definition is
that a patient leaves home less than weekly, needs the assistance of a device and/or a
person to leave the house, and is exhausted the next day.  The other nurse who discharged
her patient because of his homebound status reported that she did not consider her patient
homebound because he was able to go to the doctor's office once every three weeks with
the assistance of his wife.  Clearly, these two nurses define this important concept
somewhat differently.

The case study nurses engaged in a variety of activities in preparation for
discharging their patients.  Most commonly, the nurses made arrangements for their
patients' continuing needs to be met.  Three nurses established plans for their patients'
future transportation needs by arranging with friends and family members to assist the
patients in this way.  Another nurse arranged for family members to help the patient with
meal preparation and shopping.  One nurse commented that "in home care, you try to
establish the support system -- who is going to do what -- [these systems] often fall apart
and the patient ends up back in home care."  Two nurses made arrangements for their
patients to begin attending an outpatient clinic or lab for continuing medical care or lab
work.  Another ensured that the IV company working with the patient was aware of the
discharge and that the IV company nurses would continue to follow up with the patient. 
Two nurses established plans for their patients to receive non-agency nursing care after
their discharge from home care (i.e., state Medicaid nurse, private nurse).  One nurse
provided her patient with information about arranging for private aide services after
discharge.

The nurses prepared for discharge in other ways as well.  Three nurses mentioned
that they warn their patients about eventual discharge very early in the episode of care (two
nurses talked with their patients about discharge at the start of care visit).  The patients
need to know that the nurse "is not going to be here forever" and that they "are going to
need to be independent."  One nurse indicated that she mentioned discharge at every visit
with her patient.

Communicating with other agency personnel and the patients' physicians was an
important part of the discharge planning process for the case study patients.  Four of the
seven nurses indicated that their patients' cases were presented at interdisciplinary case
conferences prior to discharge.  All of the disciplines involved in a patient's care, other
agency nurses, and sometimes nursing supervisors and quality assurance (QA) personnel
attend these conferences during which patient cases are reviewed and readiness for
discharge is discussed.  In addition, five of the seven nurses specifically mentioned that
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they prepared for discharge by communicating their intentions to discharge with the
patients' physicians.  

There are a number of actors who took part in the discharge planning process for the
case study patients.  Each of the seven nurses indicated that a patient's primary care
nurse is an important player in the discharge decision-making process.  However, the
agencies varied in how much power is afforded to the primary nurse.  At two of the seven
agencies, the nurses indicated that the primary nurse has the ultimate power to make
discharge decisions.  One nurse commented that she "consider[s] this a nursing decision." 
Three other nurses reported that the decision to discharge is left primarily up to the primary
nurse and the patient's physician.  Two of these nurses noted that their supervisors have
important influence on these decisions as well.  One nurse reported that the primary nurse
and the nursing supervisor are responsible for making the decision to discharge.  At this
agency, the branch manager or QA staff are brought into the decision-making process
when the primary decision makers are in doubt about the best course of action.  As
mentioned previously, four of the agencies conduct case conferences as part of the
discharge planning process.  At these sites, all disciplines involved with a patient and other
agency nurses provide input into discharge decisions.

4.  Content of the Skilled Nursing Visit

Skilled care home visits are comprised of two main components:  (1) assessment
and (2) teaching.  Each of the seven case study nurses mentioned participating in these
activities at each visit with their patients.  A nurse's assessment of a patient involves a
careful examination of numerous aspects of the patient's condition and care plan. 
Assessment activities fall into five main categories.  At each visit, the case study nurses
assess their patients' general medical condition, mobility level, medication issues, home
environment, and compliance with the care plan (see Table 5.5).  Most of the nurses noted
that their initial visits were longer and more involved than subsequent visits.  Certain
activities take place mainly or only at the start of care visit:  explaining the care plan,
establishing the treatment goals, obtaining the patient's medical history, and completing
the start of care paperwork.  In addition, the initial assessment focuses on every aspect of
a patient's condition, "from head to toe," whereas subsequent assessments focus mainly
on a patient's problem areas.  One nurse commented that the time spent on assessment
decreases as the episode of care progresses because patients tend to become more
stable with each visit.
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TABLE 5.5:  Activities of Patient Assessment and Treatment

Assessment of General Medical Condition
Vital signs (blood pressure, pulse, temperature)
Weight (check weight, review weight log)
Skin condition
Edema
Cardiovascular condition
Pulmonary condition
Bowel condition
Homebound status
Review diabetic diary

Assessment of Mobility Level
Activity level
Walking/transferring ability
Shortness of breath/endurance
Falls

Assessment of Medication Issues
Identify medication side effects
Evaluate need for adjustment of medication doses
Fill pill box

Assessment of Home Environment
Utilities working
Safety
Cleanliness

Assessment of Compliance with Care Plan
Medications
Diet
Attending scheduled doctor's appointments

Provision of Care
Lab draws
Dressing changes

As time spent on assessment decreases, time spent on the other major component
of the skilled nursing visit (teaching) tends to increase across the episode of care.  Each of
the nurses indicated that teaching is one of the major activities of their visits.  Nurses
educate patients about their medical conditions (signs and symptoms, when they should
contact the physicians), their care plans (treatment plans and goals), their medications
(purposes, schedules, doses, side effects, use of the IV equipment), and diet restrictions. 
According to many of the case study nurses, the topics the nurses teach change across the
episode of care.  Some nurses indicated that they taught their patients the information of
greatest necessity or new information early in the episode of care.  For example, after
beginning to infuse her patient with his IV medication for the first time at the start of care
visit, one nurse focused on teaching her patient how to disconnect from the IV pump when
his six-hour infusion was complete.  Another nurse noted that she began by teaching her
patient information about his new medications and conditions, and then proceeded to
teach information the patient was weak on.  Two nurses indicated that they changed their
teaching activities toward the end of their patients' episodes of care to emphasize the
information that the patients needed to know to successfully care for themselves after
discharge.  According to these nurses, as a patient nears discharge, it is of particular
importance that he or she know the signs and symptoms for which medical treatment
should be sought.

Nurses frequently commented on the need to develop rapport with their patients. 
They suggested that the provision of medical care inside a patient's home requires the
careful fostering of a relationship between the care provider and the patient.  One nurse
commented that "if [the patients] don't trust you, they don't tell you anything."  To this end,
three of the nurses indicated that an important activity during their home care visits is
simply to talk to their patients.  One nurse reported that this is especially important with an
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elderly population:  "This generation of people are not complainers, they are brave people,
stoic, so it often takes a while to identify what all of their problems are." 

C. Conclusions

The focus group and case study interviews were designed to address two of the key
questions identified for the study:

1. What is the actual practice of home health care, in terms of type, amount, and
decision making (e.g., care planning, care coordination)?

2. How are decisions about care made in light of Medicare coverage rules?

In this section, key findings from the focus group and case study interviews are discussed
in relation to these questions.  

1.  What is the Actual Practice of Home Health Care?

Services Provided:  Medicare home health care involves skilled nursing; physical,
occupational, and speech therapy; medical social work; and aide services.  Nurses are the
central providers in the home health care system.  The primary responsibilities of the home
care nurses are to assess the patients' medical condition and needs, and to educate the
patient and family about the patients' illnesses and treatment regimens.  Patients' primary
nurses engage in numerous other activities as well.  The nurse plays an important role in
determining a patient's care plan (e.g., frequency of visits, disciplines involved), managing
the patient's medications, completing required forms, documenting the patient's case,
organizing a support network for the patient, performing psychological counseling, and
ensuring that care providers from different disciplines are "on the same page."

Care providers from other disciplines provide important services for patients in home
health care.  PT was provided to three of the seven case study patients to help the patients
improve their strength and balance.  Some patients were believed by their nurses to be too
weak or unmotivated to benefit from PT. 

The primary role of medical social workers is to identify community resources to
assist home care patients.  For two case study patients, a social worker was needed to
identify resources for the patients (e.g., new housing, transportation).  In a third case, the
primary nurse had hoped the social worker could assist the patient with her anxiety about
not being capable of caring for her dying significant other.  Importantly, two of the three
patients refused to accept the services of a social worker, leaving the primary nurses in the
position of having to provide these services themselves.
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Home health aides assisted two case study patients with showering, skin care, meal
preparation, cleaning, laundry, and shopping.  Aides also reminded the patients to take
their medications, monitored the patients' weights, and reported changes in the patients'
conditions immediately to the primary nurses.  Three case study patients refused aide
services, "as they often do."

Factors Affecting Services Provided:  The nurses participating in the focus group
and case study interviews identified a number of factors affecting services provided to
Medicare home care beneficiaries.  Often, elderly patients receiving home care services
through Medicare are complex patients, many having been recently discharged from
hospital care.  According to focus group participants, patients just released from the
hospital often are sicker than other home care recipients and frequently require complex or
high-tech services.  These complex cases involve more vigilant attention from the nurses,
as well as more frequent communication between disciplines, and documentation that is
more excessive.

Although the family support network is important for all recipients of home health care,
a number of the focus group and case study participants noted the special importance of
family members for elderly home care recipients.  Patients may have great difficulty caring
for themselves and may need assistance in multiple domains of their daily lives.  Focus
group participants indicated that they consider the availability of caregivers in their
decisions to recertify or discharge patients.  Family members of the case study patients
commonly provided assistance with ADLs, IADLs, medication management, and were
frequently involved directly in the patients' care (e.g., accepting or refusing services,
attending nursing visits, weighing the patients).  One case study participant commented
that these patients "are just out of luck unless they have family to help them."  Interview
participants emphasized that some home care patients are cared for by spouses or other
family members who may be as old and frail as the patients themselves.  

Care Planning and Coordination:  Substantial variation in the process of care
planning and coordination was found among agencies in both the focus groups and case
studies.  The role of the primary nurse in the process of developing the patient's care plan
varies from agency to agency.  At some of the case study agencies, nurses reported that
they have a great deal of control over a patient's care plan.  Although the referring
physician must approve the care plan at all agencies, several nurses indicated that the
primary nurse develops the care plan and writes the orders.  The physician simply
approves the nurse's plan.

However, according to a number of focus group and case study participants, many
agencies involve supervisors in the development of patients' care plans.  They either
approved the plans laid out by the primary nurses or worked with the primary nurses to
jointly develop the plan.  Although not definitive due to small sample size, the case study
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interviews suggested that primary nurses have greater control over the development of
their patients' care plans in low-volume states and in non-proprietary agencies.

Agencies also differ in the procedure for documenting a patient's care plan.  Most
commonly, the case study nurses indicated that a patient's care plan is documented in the
nursing notes or care plan forms developed by the agencies.  Nurses noted that a patient's
care plan can be documented through the assessment forms, orders, teaching guides, and
clinical pathways as well.

Communication among care providers appears to be fairly consistent across
agencies.  The focus group participants indicated that the process of coordinating care for
patients begins immediately at the start of care.  The case study nurses reported that they
generally communicate with their patients' physicians only at milestone time points in the
episodes of care.  Nurses communicate with physicians at the start of care and as the
patient approaches recertification or discharge.  In between these time points, nurses tend
to contact the physicians only when changes occur in a patient's condition or treatment
plan.  Contact with physicians is nearly always made indirectly through the physician's
nursing staff.  "You never get the doctor, never, never," one nurse reported.  Some of the
case study nurses reported having difficulty getting return calls from their patients'
physicians.  

Communication between the primary nurses and other care providers is fairly regular
and direct.  The case study nurses reported being in contact with their patients' aides at
least weekly.  In addition, the nurses made home visits with the aides every two weeks. 
The nurses also indicated that the aides frequently call with questions or new information
about a patient.

Case conferences are a main mechanism through which care providers of different
disciplines stay in contact regarding their patients.  Most of the case study nurses who
coordinated other disciplines on behalf of their patients were in contact with those other
providers at case conferences.  Generally, patients are presented at conferences at the
start of care, recertification, discharge, and when problems arise.  In addition, therapists
and social workers generally contact the primary nurse once they have developed their
own care plans for a patient.  

Discharge planning begins very early in the home care episode, usually at the first
visit.  Nurses cited a number of factors that they consider in determining a patient's
readiness for discharge:  patient is medically stable, the educational goals have been
reached, the patient is no longer homebound, services will no longer be covered by
Medicare, the patient's medication regimen has been stabilized, the patient has increased
endurance, and the patient is able to manage his or her medications.

Nurses engage in a variety of activities in planning for a patient's discharge.  Most
commonly, nurses make arrangements for the patient's continuing needs to be met after
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discharge (e.g., identify resources to assist with transportation, meal preparation). 
Communicating with other care providers through case conferencing and other methods of
interaction is an important component of the discharge-planning process. 

2.  How Are Decisions About Care Made In Light Of Medicare 
Coverage Rules?

The focus group and case study interviews provided important information about the
decision-making process in home health care.  Recertification and discharge decisions
are based on a number of factors, including patient factors (e.g., living environment),
agency factors (e.g., supervision of decision-making process), and external factors (e.g.,
IPS).

A lack of clarity in and failure to fully understand federal regulations has a major
impact on the decision-making process in home health care.  The nurses who participated
in the focus group and case study interviews indicated that some of the critical concepts of
the Medicare coverage rules are unclear.  Specifically, nurses referred to the difficulty they
and others have understanding the HIM-11, the concept of "homebound," what constitutes
skilled nursing care, and what M&E is and when it can be used.  One nurse suggested that
"you have to be a lawyer" to understand the regulations.  

Focus group and case study nurses alike reported that the definition of "homebound,"
a critical feature of the Medicare coverage rules, is unclear.  Interview participants
suggested that the definition is quite subjective.  When asked what the definition of
"homebound" is, one case study nurse asked "do you mean the definition of homebound,
or my definition of homebound."  This nurse reported that all of the nurses in her agency
have their own personal definitions of this concept.  Although the nurses involved in the
focus group interviews differed in their interpretations of homebound status as well, they
agreed that a patient who drives cannot be considered homebound.  It is important to note
that, according to Medicare coverage rules, the ability to drive per se does not make a
patient ineligible for Medicare home health services. 

Some of the focus group participants indicated that there is uncertainty in the field
about what constitutes skilled nursing care.  In discussing the patient vignettes, the nurses
disagreed about whether the services needed by these patients represented skilled care. 
In particular, the nurses were uncertain whether wound care represented a skilled need. 
Further, it appears that nurses are not the only members of the medical community who are
unclear about what constitutes skilled nursing care.  Nurses reported that physicians often
refer patients to home care who do not need skilled nursing services.

M&E also appears to be an elusive concept.  Focus group participants'
understanding of M&E differed widely from agency to agency.  Some nurses indicated that
M&E applied to patients with IV therapy and family members who were not able to learn



Page 118

the medication regimen.  Other nurses suggested that M&E was appropriate only for
complex patients with multiple caregivers, needing many hours of service.  A few nurses
even thought that M&E requires special training for nurses.

The focus group and case study interviews produced no evidence that the lack of
clarity in coverage rules encourages home care providers to continue to provide services
to patients who may be ready for discharge.  Despite the wide variation in their
understanding of the concept of "homebound," the nurses participating in these interviews
did not appear to use the ambiguity of this concept to their advantage.  In fact, two of the
case study patients were discharged before the nurses felt they were ready specifically
because the nurses no longer considered the patients to be homebound.  The focus group
participants reported that patients who drive cannot be considered homebound.  Because
of this misinterpretation of the Medicare coverage rules, these nurses may discharge
patients who might legitimately be considered homebound. 

Not only was there no evidence that ambiguity in coverage rules leads to the
provision of unnecessary services, there was some suggestion in the focus group and
case study data that this ambiguity may actually result in shorter episodes of care.  One
focus group participant indicated that "in a case where you might be borderline on
discharging or making another visit, [her agency] would lean toward not making another
visit for fear of Medicare review."  

The focus group interviews produced some evidence that agencies may avoid the
use of services for which the coverage rules are ambiguous.  Many focus group
participants appear to be uncertain what M&E is and when it can be used.  During most of
the focus group interviews, nurses simply indicated that M&E is not used at their agencies. 
Although none of the participants specifically made this suggestion, it may be that
agencies have eliminated the use of M&E due to concerns that these services will not be
covered.  Uncertainty about the meaning of the coverage rules with regard to M&E may
have encouraged agencies to avoid the practice altogether.

A number of the focus group and case study participants noted that the additional
documentation required under the new federal regulations has increased the pressure on
home care nurses.  Several nurses involved in the focus groups indicated that they feel a
sense of paranoia about the patient documentation process.  Some reported that every "i"
has to be dotted and every "t" has to be crossed in documenting a patient's case.  If
documentation is vague or incomplete, visits will be denied.  One nurse reported that "it
makes [her] nervous to think that what [she] writes in the notes will determine whether the
agency will get paid" for her services.  In the face of more careful scrutiny of the field of
home health care and a lack of clarity in the coverage rules, nurses seem to prefer to
discharge a patient rather than take the chance that their services will not be covered.  
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VI.  PROVIDER PERSPECTIVES ON THE INTERIM
PAYMENT SYSTEM AND CHANGES IN HOME

HEALTH CARE

The study was not originally intended to assess the impact of the Interim Payment
System (IPS).  However, the timing of the project allowed for the acquisition and synthesis
of information from several sources on how this and other policy changes have affected the
field of home health care.  As noted previously, the impact of IPS, as perceived by the
home care industry, was examined through interviews of state home care association
representatives and study agency administrators, as well as through focus group and case
study interviews with home care nurses.  The findings from each of these qualitative
methods are summarized in this chapter.

Although these four interview methods provided valuable qualitative information
regarding the effects of recent policy changes on home health care, it is important to note
that the data gathered through these methods are not based on a random sample of home
care providers, administrators, and state association representatives.  The information that
this sample of participants provided with regard to the impact of the Balanced Budget Act
of 1997 (BBA) on their states and agencies thus may not be an accurate reflection of the
impact that the BBA has had on home health care nationwide.  Further, as noted earlier,
home health nurses, administrators, and state association representatives are
stakeholders in the industry and may feel negatively toward new federal policies that
restrict the growth of spending on the Medicare home health benefit.  Some of these
individuals also may not be fully informed about the historical context and goals
underpinning new policies and payment structures.

A. State Home Care Association Interviews

1.  Overview of Findings

This section provides a general overview of the findings from the state home care
association interviews, followed by state-specific information.  Although state association
representatives varied somewhat in their responses, their overall message was one of
increased financial stringency under Medicare.  This included not only IPS, but also related



45 ORT was instituted as a demonstration project in 1995 by the Department of Health and Human Services.  The
project was designed to reduce health care fraud in five states (California, Florida, Illinois, New York, and Texas),
focusing on three high-growth specialty areas:  home health care, nursing home care, and durable medical
equipment.  Since that time, the initiative has been expanded to include all 50 states and to focus on additional
specialty areas (e.g., hospice care).

46 The number of active agencies for a given year reflects the number of agencies certified to provide
Medicare/Medicaid services as of January 1 of that year.
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policy initiatives such as Operation Restore Trust (ORT)45 and the surety bond provisions
of the BBA of 1997.  As a consequence, some associations indicated a trend among
agencies to provide fewer Medicare services, shift to Medicaid and managed care, and
avoid high-cost Medicare patients.  Agency closures, downsizing, and mergers were
frequently noted, as was the perception that home care providers, particularly nurses, are
leaving the field.  Although definitive data on access were not obtained from these
interviews, several respondents suggested that these changes have created access
problems for Medicare patients (especially rural patients), resulting in the provision of
fewer services than needed to those who are able to obtain care.  Responses were similar
between high-volume and low-volume states.

OSCAR data maintained by HCFA provide additional information about changes in
the home care market as a result of the implementation of IPS and other regulatory
changes.  Table 6.1 presents the number of active agencies, the number of newly certified
agencies, and the number of agency closures in the eight study states and nationally during
1997, 1998, and 1999.46  In 1997, the year the BBA was passed, there were 10,071 home
health care agencies in the country approved to provide Medicare/Medicaid services. 
Nearly 9% of those agencies originally received their Medicare/Medicaid certifications in
that year.  Slightly over 5% of active agencies closed during 1997.  In five of the eight study
states, more agencies received Medicare/Medicaid certification than closed that year.

The pattern of agency certifications and closures was quite different in 1998 (the first
full year of IPS) and 1999.  Less than 2% of active agencies in 1998 were newly certified,
whereas more than 14% of active agencies closed in that year.  All but one of the study
states had more agency closures than new certifications in 1998.  The pattern of market
changes was quite similar in 1999.

The 1998 and 1999 agency closure percentages varied considerably between and
within the state volume groups.  The percentage of agencies that closed was considerably
higher in the high-volume than the low-volume states.  However, this difference is primarily
due to the large number and percentage of closures in Texas in both years.  Within the low-
volume group, Oregon experienced a relatively large percentage of agency closures in
1998 and 1999.  In the high-volume group, Georgia experienced a fairly small percentage
of closures.  Thus, no clear difference in the closure pattern was evident between the two
state volume groups. 
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TABLE 6.1:  Home Health Market Changes in the Eight Study Statesa

1997 1998 1999

Total #
Active

Agencies

New
Agenciesb

(% of
total)

Agency
Closure
s (% of
total)

Total #
Active

Agencies

New
Agencies

(% of
total)

Agency
Closure
s (% of
total)

Total #
Active

Agencies

New
Agencies

(% of
total)

Agency
Closures

(% of
total)

LOW-VOLUME STATES

Minnesota 261 8
(3.1%)

6
(2.3%)

263 6
(2.3%)

9
(3.4%)

260 2
(0.8%)

6
(2.3%)

New Jersey 55 2
(3.6%)

0
(0.0%)

57 1
(1.8%)

3
(5.3%)

55 0
(0.0%)

1
(1.8%)

Oregon 92 2
(2.2%)

5
(5.4%)

89 1
(1.1%)

18
(20.2%)

72 1
(1.4%)

12
(16.7%)

Pennsylvania 378 16
(4.2%)

15
(4.0%)

379 11
(2.9%)

32
(8.4%)

358 6
(1.7%)

25
(7.0%)

Total for
Low-Volume

States 786
28

(3.6%)
26

(3.3%) 788
19

(2.4%)
62

(7.9%) 745
9

(1.2%)
44

(5.9%)

HIGH-VOLUME STATES

Georgia 85 20
(23.5%)

9
(10.6%)

96 5
(5.2%)

2
(2.1%)

99 2
(2.0%)

2
(2.0%)

Massachusetts 202 12
(5.9%)

16
(7.9%)

198 2
(1.0%)

23
(11.6%)

177 2
(1.1%)

22
(12.4%)

Mississippi 107 3
(2.8%)

13
(12.1%)

97 0
(0.0%)

15
(15.5%)

82 0
(0.0%)

17
(20.7%)

Texas 1,687 338
(20.0%)

104
(6.2%)

1,921 26
(1.4%)

398
(20.7%)

1,549 34
(2.2%)

463
(29.9%)

Total for
High-Volume

States

2,081 373
(17.9%)

142
(6.8%)

2,312 33
(1.4%)

438
(18.9%)

1,907 38
(2.0%)

504
(26.4%)

National 10,071 875
(8.7%)

532
(5.3%)

10,414 187
(1.8%)

1,518
(14.6%)

9,083 161
(1.8%)

1,314
(14.5%)

a. Figures calculated using Online Survey Certification and Reporting System (OSCAR) data.
b. Agencies newly approved to provide Medicare and/or Medicaid services during the specified year.

2.  State-Specific Findings

This section summarizes, for each state, the comments made by state association
representatives with regard to changes that have occurred in the field of home health care
as a result of the implementation of IPS.  Although the data are presented here by state
volume group, the general trends were similar across all states.  Quantitative statements
by respondents were not verified or checked against any other data sources.  Therefore,
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they should be considered primarily a reflection of the views on IPS that are held by
provider associations and their members.

Low-Volume States:  Minnesota home care agencies have adjusted to reduced
Medicare revenues, increased administrative expenses due to OASIS data collection and
IPS, and the pervasive attitude that the industry is full of fraud and abuse.  According to the
state association representative, a major impact that IPS has had in rural parts of
Minnesota is a reduction in access to care.  There have been some agency closures, but
mostly mergers and downsizing.  In addition, there is a general trend across the whole
state to provide fewer Medicare services.  This reduction is occurring in home care
agencies, hospitals, and county boards.  When possible, home care agencies are billing
Medicaid rather than Medicare.  Agencies are refusing to admit certain types of patients,
especially Medicare and/or long-stay patients.  Minnesota residents appear willing and
able to pay privately for services.  The number of home health licenses that are not
Medicare certified is increasing, as is the number of new assisted living facilities. 

Compared to other states, New Jersey appears to be impacted less strongly by IPS. 
According to the state association representative, there are staff shortages due to layoffs
at the middle management level.  However, there has not been a large number of agency
closures.  It has been difficult to hire home care aides due to the strong economy in New
Jersey.  Some agencies are not accepting certain types of patients (e.g., those with high-
technology needs, severe wounds, those requiring more than one visit per day and/or
longer than average visits).  The state has a Medicare maximization program; therefore,
cost shifting to Medicaid is not occurring.

Although Oregon agencies are predominantly hospital-based, most of the agencies
that have closed in Oregon have been freestanding proprietary agencies.  Oregon is
considered at low risk for fraud, and ORT has not had an impact on agency closures. 
Hospital-based agencies have managed to remain open and avoid problems with patient
access, although if these agencies were to close, rural patients might have a difficult time
obtaining home care services.  According to the state association representative, most
patients in Oregon needing home health care receive some visits, although perhaps not as
many as they need.  Currently, only a few agencies (mostly freestanding proprietary
agencies) are turning away long-term and/or high-utilization patients. 

Agencies in Oregon are challenged to reduce overhead administrative costs due to
the new per-beneficiary and per-visit cost limits.  Oregon's historically low utilization has
caused increasing difficulty in absorbing costs over a small number of visits.  The
significant presence of managed care in Oregon also has caused agencies to downsize
and cut costs.

The market for home care staff is tightening and there is a perception that nurses are
leaving home care for other industries.  This movement of nurses out of home care may be
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in part due to the increase in the burden of paperwork.  Home care agencies have had
difficulty retaining nurses hired from hospital settings because of the heavier
documentation burden in home care.

Since 1997, Pennsylvania has seen a substantial number of agency closures. 
According to the state association representative, the average home care agency is
unable to stay under cap limits and will lose $275,000 under IPS, forcing agencies to find
ways of cutting losses.  Twelve thousand jobs in Pennsylvania were lost from downsizing
alone, not counting agency closures.  No Pennsylvania agencies were surveyed as part of
ORT, and only four Pennsylvania agencies have "been in trouble" with HCFA over the past
13 years.

The average number of visits in Pennsylvania in 1997 was 44, compared with 72
nationally.  The state association representative reported that visits in the state are down
30%, and suggested that patients may be experiencing difficulty gaining access to home
health services.  Providers do not take high-need and long-term patients, reducing access
to care for such patients.  In addition, agencies are attempting to rely on state programs in
which access has become restricted as well.  New state programs, in development before
IPS, have yet to be implemented.

In addition to IPS, agencies have struggled with other recent policy changes, such as
the surety bond regulation, the implementation of OASIS, and the fifteen-minute billing
requirement.  According to this state association representative, "There is just a parade of
regulatory burdens of greater or lesser degree of merit that agencies have to bear when
reimbursement is being decreased."

High-Volume States:  In Georgia, the biggest impact of IPS has been on patients
living in rural areas.  The Georgia state home care association representative indicated
that home care was serving as a stopgap to prevent medium- to long-stay patients from
being admitted to nursing homes.  Now, those same patients are going to high-cost
modalities of care such as the emergency room and long-term care facilities.  Other
patients are not getting the care they need.

Home care agencies are trying to shift costs to Medicaid; however, the program does
not have sufficient funds.  Georgia has a community care Medicaid waiver program but it is
operating at nearly full capacity.  There are not enough slots remaining to absorb patients
who have been discharged from home health care.  Agencies have reduced their
workforce by a third.  The Georgia Association of Home Health Agencies has closed its
Atlanta office, laid off its executive director, and experienced a significant cut in
membership.

At the same time that agencies in Massachusetts have been adjusting to the new
payment system, they also have been recovering from ORT.  The state association
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representative noted that a large number of closures and mergers has caused some
hospital discharge staff to experience difficulties in referring patients to home care
agencies.  There is concern that if Medicaid reimbursement rates do not increase or
Medicare policy does not change, more agency closures will occur.

The state association representative stated that referrals to personal care services
have increased but that patients who have received the maximum allowable personal care
services through the state and who do not qualify for Medicare services are "falling through
the cracks."  It is unclear what is happening to this group of patients with respect to
receiving assistance.  Beneficiaries are unwilling to purchase private pay personal care
services since they expect the Federal Government to provide that care.  Home care
agencies are putting more emphasis on educating family caregivers so that they can play
a larger role in providing care.

The state has a Medicare maximization program and, therefore, is not experiencing
cost shifting to Medicaid.  Because Medicaid reimbursement rates are lower than
Medicare reimbursement rates, agencies are motivated to obtain payment from Medicare. 
In addition, because eligibility requirements are the same for Medicare and Medicaid, a
patient who does not qualify for Medicare services also will not qualify for Medicaid
services.  If cost shifting is occurring, it is happening in hospitals.  

The state association representative from Massachusetts expressed that many home
care agencies are operating at a loss and are using endowments in order to remain in
operation.  Before the BBA went into effect, home health aides were one of the fastest
growing classes of workers in the state.  However, as the Massachusetts economy
continues to strengthen, it is becoming more and more difficult to attract home health
workers.  Agencies are competing with department stores and the fast food industry for
home health aide staff. 

Medicare recipients are confused about the Medicare home care benefit.  Although
the services and coverage rules have largely remained the same, the reimbursement rate
has dropped and therefore, the volume of services has decreased.  The lack of public
awareness regarding this policy change has left home health agencies with the
responsibility of educating patients about changes in policy.  According to the state
association representative, patients are not aware of recent regulatory changes affecting
home health agencies and think that the decrease in services is driven by profit. 

The state of Mississippi has not experienced a large number of agency closures. 
However, some branch offices have closed and/or declared bankruptcy.  According to the
Mississippi association representative, patients with chronic conditions (e.g., stroke,
paraplegia) are reaching the per-beneficiary limit and are not getting all of the services
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they need.47  For many agencies, there are not enough short-term patients to offset the
costs of long-term patients.  As a result, according to the association representative,
agencies are not accepting very sick patients.  Because Medicaid funding is limited and
the program approves few visits, agencies have not attempted to shift costs from
Medicare to Medicaid.

The Texas home care association representative indicated that the state has
experienced dramatic changes in the delivery of home health care.  There has been a
large decrease in the number of parent and branch home care agencies, particularly in
rural areas.  Prior to the BBA going into effect, there were 18 counties with no home care
agencies and less than six counties with only one agency per county.  According to the
association representative, as of July 1999, there were 43 counties in which no home care
agencies were located and 53 counties in which only one agency each was located.  The
majority of counties that are underserved are in the panhandle and western parts of Texas. 
There is one county in western Texas that has 350 Medicare beneficiaries.  The county
covers 6,000 square miles and has not had a home health agency for two years.  All of the
agencies in surrounding counties have closed as well.  Many beneficiaries in rural areas
no longer have choices among home health agencies, since at most there is only one
agency serving an area.  Anecdotal information suggests that the census in nursing homes
located in the panhandle and western part of the state has increased, but that the facilities
are unable to keep up with the demand. 

The Texas association representative suggested that therapy services for rural
patients may have become more limited under the tighter reimbursement of the IPS
period.  The provision of care to rural patients is particularly challenging in Texas, a large
state with a sizable rural population.  The respondent noted further that therapists have
been unwilling to drive long distances under the current reimbursement system.  Thus,
needed therapy services often are not provided.  Patients are confused about why they are
not getting services for which they are eligible.

Although Texas has one of the largest home and community-based waiver programs
in the country, the funding is capped.  From August 1998 through June 1999, enrollment in
the program was closed and no beneficiaries were enrolled.  Currently, the program
serves approximately 23,000 people but there are approximately 9,000 people on the
waiting list.

B. Administrator Interviews



48 Differences between this interview sample and the sample of 52 Administrator Questionnaire (AQ) respondents
reported on in Chapter 3 are: (a) two proprietary agencies in the interview sample (one from each volume group) are
not in the AQ sample, and (b) in the non-proprietary category, one AQ respondent is not in the interview sample
while one of the interview sample agencies is not in the AQ sample (both are from the high-volume group).
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Interviews were conducted with the administrators of 54 of the 56 study agencies in
order to collect information about how home health practice patterns have changed in
response to IPS.48  This section of the report summarizes the interview findings.  The
findings are presented under subheadings that correspond to the interview questions as
they were asked of the agency administrators.  (Chapter 2 contains a list of the questions
asked during the administrator interviews.)  To the extent possible, the qualitative findings
were compared between the high- and low-volume states and between proprietary and
non-proprietary agencies.  (No comparisons were made between hospital-based and
freestanding agencies, due largely to the similarities in responses across all agencies,
which are described in the following discussion.)

1.  How Has IPS Affected Your Administrative and Staffing Practices?

Agency administrators in all ownership and volume categories reported that IPS has
affected the administrative and staffing practices their agencies.  The changes most
commonly reported are reductions in operating expenses and staff (administrative and
clinical).  Those agencies least affected by IPS either made changes just prior to IPS or
are still not prepared for IPS (e.g., one administrator did not yet know the per-beneficiary
limit for the agency).  The following subsections of the report describe the findings from the
administrative and staffing practice questions that were included in the interview protocol. 
These questions focused on approaches that agencies might take in an effort to cut costs
or increase non-Medicare revenues in response to tighter Medicare fiscal constraints.

Using Licensed Practical Nurses (LPNs) Rather Than Registered Nurses
(RNs):  Agencies in all categories reported that they are not using licensed practical
nurses (LPNs), primarily because LPNs cannot do OASIS assessments, have limited
clinical roles, and require supervision.  For these reasons, agency administrators stated
that it is not cost-effective to hire LPNs or to keep them on staff.  Agencies that had LPNs
on staff are reassigning them to office positions and not filling position vacancies.  Unlike
other agencies, administrators from a few rural agencies stated that LPNs are not
available in their area and that they might consider hiring one or two to do follow-up visits if
they were available.

Productivity Standards:  Approximately equal numbers of agency administrators
reported increasing productivity standards as those that reported no change in standards. 
This finding is consistent across agency categories.  The average productivity standard
quoted is approximately five visits per day.  High-volume proprietary agencies require
approximately seven visits per day.  Administrators who reported no change in standards
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often stated that they had increased productivity standards at their agencies prior to the
implementation of IPS and therefore did not need to make any further changes.  Non-
proprietary agencies in public health settings (such as county health departments) did not
increase standards because nurses have various teaching responsibilities and it is difficult
to enforce fair standards for all staff.

Agencies that have increased standards have used a variety of strategies to
decrease office time:  requiring staff to call in for pre-approval of overtime, using peer
assessments of productivity, adjusting productivity standards on a daily basis, and using
point of service computer systems.  Administrators from the proprietary agencies in high-
volume states reported that productivity is constantly monitored and all staff members are
carrying a heavier workload than they once did.  One administrator reported that
increasing productivity standards at this time represents a "catch 22" situation because
OASIS implementation requires more time to complete paperwork.

Unexpectedly, administrators from two agencies reported lowering productivity
standards.  A non-proprietary agency in the low-volume state group lowered productivity
standards during OASIS implementation, but now standards are back to the same level.  A
proprietary agency in a high-volume state lowered productivity standards on a more long-
term basis.  This particular agency has been unable to recruit experienced bilingual home
health nurses and, therefore, has hired nurses with no home health experience.  For this
agency, maintaining quality bicultural/bilingual care remains a priority above productivity
standards and documentation deadlines.

Standardized Care Plans:  The use of standardized care plans is mixed across the
state volume and agency ownership categories.  Administrators from most proprietary
agencies in high-volume states reported using standardized care plans.  Changes have
not been made to these care plans as a result of IPS.  However, a few such agencies do
not use care plans at all and a few others use teaching guides but not care plans.  There
are no strong themes represented among the non-proprietary agencies in either the low-
volume or the high-volume states.  The responses from the administrators of these
agencies were mixed with respect to use of care plans; some agencies use them, others
do not.  However, these agencies generally use care plans less frequently than do high-
volume proprietary agencies.  Few of these agencies have made changes to their care
plan protocols as a result of IPS.

Contracts with Managed Care Organizations (MCOs):  The extent to which
agencies have contracts with MCOs appears to vary by agency ownership and state
volume.  These differences are summarized by category below.

• Proprietary Agencies in High-Volume States:  Proprietary agencies in high-volume
states are increasing managed care contracts as a result of IPS.  They are seeking
and obtaining more contracts in order to have a diversity of payers.  Administrators
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from some agencies reported wanting to decrease their Medicare caseload and to
increase private payers.  The only exceptions are the proprietary agencies in high-
volume rural southern states, where managed care contracts are not available.

• Non-proprietary Agencies in High-Volume States:  These agencies generally do not
have contracts with MCOs and this has not changed due to IPS.  The administrators
of these agencies stated that they receive less reimbursement per visit from
managed care and that working with managed care companies is very time
consuming.

• Proprietary Agencies in Low-Volume States:  The proprietary agencies in low-
volume states also do not have many MCO contracts, but they are split equally in their
desire to obtain such contracts.  Some agencies are actively seeking contracts,
whereas others are not.

• Non-proprietary Agencies in Low-Volume States:  These agencies have contracts
with MCOs, but these contracts have not changed due to IPS.  A few of these
agencies are trying to obtain more MCO contracts, and a few others are trying to
renegotiate their contracts.  Administrators from these agencies also noted that
working with MCOs is problematic with regard to quality of care and reimbursement.

Administrative Costs:  Administrators of agencies in all state volume and agency
ownership categories reported making significant cuts in administrative costs and "doing
more for less."  These cutbacks include staff decreases, hiring freezes, decreases in
salaries and benefits, reduced (or eliminated) mileage reimbursement, cuts in continuing
education and staff training, reduction in overhead expenses, and merging of
administrative positions (i.e., "wearing ten different hats").  The administrator of one high-
volume proprietary agency reported a 25% staff decrease.  Some agencies can no longer
afford to maintain JCAHO certification and most agencies are no longer providing
supplies to patients.  Although decreases in administrative costs have occurred in all
categories of agencies, administrators of a few low-volume non-proprietary agencies
noted that they have not cut clinical staff.  This, however, does not appear to be true for the
majority of agencies.

Billing/Accounting:  Few of the agencies in the four categories reported a
substantial change in billing/accounting practices.  Of those that have made changes,
some have installed or upgraded their computerized billing systems, and others are
spending more time on cross-checking accounting data with back-up documentation.  One
administrator said this cross-checking process has been a "Goliath."  A few agencies
have restructured their staff (added or deleted positions), and several agencies noted that
incremental billing was very problematic when it was required.  In contrast to most of the
administrators' comments, one administrator reported that the changes resulting from IPS
have been good for the agency and have enhanced efficiency with authorization and
verification.

2.  In What Ways Has IPS Affected the Structure of Care That You Provide?
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Types of Patients:  The majority of home health agencies are seeing more patients
with complex and acute care needs since the implementation of IPS.  According to the
administrators interviewed, patients are frequently discharged from the hospital sooner
than they once were and many of these patients require complex acute care, often with
specialized technology.  Some home health agencies are choosing not to accept these
patients, whereas most agencies are committed to not refusing care to anyone.  According
to the administrators of agencies that do not refuse care, agency closures in rural areas
often result in special needs patients who must be seen at long distances.

As mentioned above, although the majority of agencies in all subgroups do not refuse
patients, there are a few agencies that do report refusing service to long-stay patients,
wound care patients, and patients that require more than one visit per day.  Some of these
agencies also refuse patients who require complex care involving specialized
technologies.  There is no evidence from the interview data that certain types of agencies
are more likely to refuse care. 

The agencies that accept all referrals are experiencing other changes in their case
mix.  These changes differ by state volume group, as summarized below.

• Agencies in High-Volume States:  Administrators from agencies in high-volume
states (both proprietary and non-proprietary) report that they do not refuse patients
regardless of cost, acuity, or required visit intensity.  However, these agencies are
seeking a balance of short-stay and long-stay patients and are working with
physicians to improve their referral case mix, including targeting physicians and
clinics with short-stay patients.  Some agencies in the high-volume states have had a
decrease in their overall census since the changes in venipuncture coverage. 
Administrators from other non-proprietary agencies in high-volume states are
concerned about financial losses incurred when their agencies exceed their per-
beneficiary limits and per-visit cost limits.

• Agencies in Low-Volume States:  Administrators of agencies in the low-volume
states reported receiving complex patients that have been turned away by other
agencies or that have been discharged early from the hospital.  Given the changes in
the nursing home industry, it also has become more difficult for these agencies to
place patients in long-term care facilities.  Some agencies are working with hospital
social workers to improve assessment of patients for nursing homes.  Other agencies
are cutting back on the number of chronic patients they will admit and are referring
more patients to waiver programs.  The administrator of one low-volume non-
proprietary agency expressed concern about going out of business due to financial
losses incurred from treating chronic and complex patients.

Finally, several agencies across all ownership and volume categories appear to be
experiencing changes in the referral patterns of home health patients from physicians. 
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Some agencies have had an increase in referrals from new physicians with whom they
have never before worked.  These agencies do not necessarily accept these new referrals,
particularly if the physician does not refer short-stay patients.  Other agencies report that
physicians do not refer patients to home health as often as they once did because the
physicians are frightened by HCFA warnings regarding fraud and abuse or they do not
think the patient will be accepted by the home health agency.  

Geographic Location of Patients:  Most agencies in all subgroups have
maintained their geographic service area.  Of those agencies that have made changes to
their geographic area, some have decreased it due to increased mileage expenses and
are no longer serving long-distance patients.  Other agencies have increased their
coverage areas in order to serve rural patients who are no longer served by other
agencies.  The administrator of one such agency reported that if a nurse travels a long
distance, the visit often is much longer than average, especially just before a weekend.  In
this way, the shifts in geographical coverage may result in changes to home health visit
intensity.  However, it is unclear from these data if this pattern is widespread or if access to
home health care for rural patients has been significantly affected at this time.

Types of Visits Provided (e.g., Aide vs. Skilled):  Administrators of agencies in all
subgroups report providing fewer aide visits and more social work visits than they did prior
to the implementation of IPS.  As noted below in the discussion of alternative services, this
escalation in the provision of social work services likely results from an increased focus on
identifying community resources for patients.  In addition, all agencies, except high-volume
proprietary agencies, report a decrease in PT visits (high-volume proprietary agencies
have increased the number of PT visits).  Most agencies continue to provide the types of
services that patients need and emphasize that patient care remains their priority. 
However, one low-volume non-proprietary agency no longer provides services requiring
complex technology.

Content of Visit:  Agencies in all subgroups reported either a greater emphasis on
teaching and care coordination or no change in the content of visits.  Many administrators
stated that helping the patient achieve independence is more of a focus now and that
safety and medication management issues are addressed early in the episode of care. 
Teaching and coordination activities are intensified early in the episode of care, a process
that was described as "cramming" and "concentrating" services in the first few visits with a
patient.  Agencies also are getting families involved in caregiving earlier in the episode. 
Many administrators reported that families are willingly taking on these increased
responsibilities.

Volume of Visits:  The total volume of visits provided has decreased across all
subgroups.  The patterns associated with this decrease include reduced referrals from
physicians, decreases associated with loss of patients who need only venipuncture
services, reduced aide visits, and concentration of skilled nursing visits early in the
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treatment episode.  Most administrators report that this decrease is distributed across all
types of patients.  However, at one high-volume proprietary agency, visit volume has
decreased for chronic patients, but increased for acute patients.

Length of Stay:  Length of stay in home health has decreased for agencies in all
subgroups with the exception of a few agencies in each category that have had no change
in episode length.  The administrators that reported no change in length of stay usually also
stated that they have enough short-stay patients in their case mix to offset the long-stay
patients.  Otherwise, the majority of administrators reported decreases in their lengths of
stay, reductions that appear to be distributed across all types of patients with the exception
of two proprietary agencies.  Administrators from these two proprietary agencies reported
reduced length of stay only for chronic patients.  Some administrators reported being
concerned that patients are sometimes discharged too soon from home health care and
that this might result in increased rehospitalizations or readmissions to home care.

Intensity:  As discussed in Chapter 3, the average number of visits per patient
decreased in both high- and low-volume states following the implementation of IPS (see
Table 3.1).  Although the percent of reduction in the average number of visits per patient
was only slightly larger in the high- than the low-volume states, agency administrators from
the high-volume states reported greater changes in the intensity of services provided
(number of visits per week) than did their counterparts in the low-volume states.  According
to their administrators, most agencies in the high-volume states are providing fewer visits
per week and providing visits earlier in the treatment episode.  These agencies also have
increased care coordination activities to determine the patient's individual needs for care
and services.  Administrators in low-volume states reported that visit intensity has not
changed greatly at their agencies and that they continue to base the number of visits
provided on patient needs.  However, these administrators reported that their agencies
provide more visits earlier in the episode and provide more visits per week after a patient
returns home from a rehospitalization.

Alternative Services:  Study agency administrators reported having increased
patient referrals to community resources for care and homemaking services.  This trend
was apparent across all categories of agencies, but was particularly pronounced for
agencies in high-volume states.  These agencies have increased time spent coordinating
care, use more community resources, utilize social work services earlier in the treatment
episode, and work more closely with physicians to develop alternative strategies for
patients.  Agencies in low-volume states also have begun to involve social workers and
community resources more heavily, although they already were using alternative resources
fairly extensively prior to the implementation of IPS.
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3.  How Have the Reduction in Visit Cost Limits and the New Per-
Beneficiary Limits Specifically Affected Your Agency?

The responses to this question in many ways echo the responses to the previous
questions and no new issues were raised.  However, administrators' responses to this
question emphasize the financial impact of IPS.  Many administrators discussed cash flow
problems, payback plans, anticipated future losses, and the need to become more cost
efficient.  In addition, non-proprietary agencies in both volume groups are trying to
decrease the number of repeat patients because the per-beneficiary limits are
problematic, especially for agencies in low-volume states.  On the other hand,
administrators from proprietary agencies in the high-volume states reported less difficulty
with the per-beneficiary limits and more concern with staying under the per-visit cost limits.

4.  How Is Your Agency Preparing for Prospective Payment?

The responses to this question were very specific to each agency but there were four
common themes across all categories of agencies:

• Increasing the use of standardized care plans for prospective payment,
• Continuing to monitor current volume and costs in preparation for implementation of

PPS,
• Increasing staff education regarding policy issues, and
• Waiting to prepare for PPS until more is known.

Administrator attitudes about PPS are mixed.  Some are looking forward to PPS and
think that it will be an improvement over IPS.  Others are pessimistic and fear that PPS
could put their agencies out of business.  The following are some examples of the variety
of perceptions expressed by the administrators regarding PPS:

• "We are trying not to panic."
• "I can't do anything.  I will do what I have to do, but am not doing anything in particular

now.  We will be okay because we don’t provide excessive services."
• "I'm not sure if PPS went into effect tomorrow that we would make it."
• "We're as lean and mean as we can get.  Home health is not as fluffy as it used to

be."
• "The BBA overreacted.  The industry needed some changes, but most people did not

understand the impact of BBA.  Now it's like turning a battleship around."
• "PPS might be an improvement and provide more opportunity to plan."
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C. Focus Group Interviews

At the beginning of each focus group interview, participants were asked how the field
of home care has changed during their years in practice.  Many of the responses to this
question were not specific to IPS.  Nurses reported important changes in the following five
areas:  (1) case mix, (2) patient education, (3) caregiver education, (4) goals of patient
care, and (5) quality of care.

1.  Case Mix

Several factors affecting agency case mix already have been noted.  In particular,
participants reported that patients admitted to home care are sicker and more complex
than they once were.  Many patients have acute problems or persisting active symptoms of
their disease.  Patient complexity has increased, with many patients requiring high-
technology treatment (e.g., advanced wound care, IV administration of drugs with
increased risk of complications and side effects, chemotherapy, chest tubes, and the
operation or management of equipment with risk for patient injury or complication). 
Because of this increase in the number of patients with high-tech needs, there has been an
increasing need for nurses with high-tech skills.  Nurses also reported that these
complicated patients require more immediate care and attention.

Participants from all agencies suggested that home care patients are sicker than they
once were because they are discharged from hospital care earlier than in the past.  Nurses
from one agency reported that hospital social workers, who are responsible for
coordinating hospital discharge to home, may not be well informed about the patients'
conditions and needs.  Participants at two of the focus groups suggested that patients
often are discharged without proper self-care instructions and are not prepared to be at
home.

2.  Patient Education

According to the focus group participants, patient education is an important part of
home health care.  Nurses from six of the eight agencies confirmed that patient education
has become increasingly important, particularly education concerning medication
management.  The problem-oriented teaching that is necessary for complex patients is
especially detailed and time-consuming.  Despite the increase in the importance of
education, participants suggested that their ability to provide adequate and appropriate
teaching has declined in recent years.  As stated previously, participants indicated that
they are attempting to teach patients with increasingly complex needs in a shorter period
of time than in years past.  Nurses at one agency suggested that insurance companies
(including Medicare HMOs) do not allow home care for the duration necessary for nurses
to provide instruction about complex conditions and treatment regimens.  Historically,
nurses often repeated their teachings to ensure that patients gained a full understanding of
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the information provided.  However, because of shortened episode lengths, nurses
reported that they must try to educate their patients quickly, often teaching the entire
disease process in a single visit. 

The focus group participants suggested that hospitals also struggle to educate their
patients.  One nurse suggested that even a normal, non-hospitalized person requires
teaching up to six times before information is retained.  In some situations, a patient's
hospital discharge occurs before he or she is able to remember all that was taught.  One
nurse noted that hospitals are trying to do a better job of educating patients, but that some
patients are still missed.

The focus group participants had particularly strong sentiments regarding the
teaching of elderly patients.  Many noted that it can be especially difficult for elderly
patients, as well as their often elderly caregivers, to learn and retain information about
complex medical conditions, medications, and treatment regimens.  One participant
expressed great frustration with the need to educate patients quickly by saying, "Giving a
compromised senior citizen a dissertation on their disease in one sitting, asking if they
understand and documenting they verbalized understanding....they don't even know what
they had for breakfast."

3.  Caregiver Education

All participants reported that the involvement and education of family caregivers is an
important focus of their practice.  Participants noted that family members try to help elderly
home care patients, but that they often are busy and may not be available or able to learn
about the patients' conditions and needs.  Even when family members are available, some
patients do not want to rely on their families for assistance.

The focus group participants suggested that they often do not have enough time to
get to know and instruct patients' family members, especially in the cases of more
complicated patients.  Participants believe that payers do not allow them the number of
visits they need to teach caregivers, who are often elderly themselves, how to manage
technically difficult wound care and complicated IV therapies that may have potentially
serious side effects.  The need to educate caregivers quickly about complicated treatment
regimens was equated by one nurse with elder abuse.  Other nurses provided examples of
cases in which they felt they did not have enough time to educate caregivers properly.  One
nurse spoke of an 85 year old woman who had to be taught how to manage her husband's
IV therapy.  Another nurse recounted the story of having to teach an elderly woman how to
administer adrenaline in the event that her spouse had a reaction to his intravenous
antibiotic.  Several nurses emphasized that some patients are themselves caregivers for
other ill family members.  With regard to hypothetical patient vignette #2 (Mr. Lucas), it was
suggested that diabetic ulcers rarely heal in 45 days and nurses would have to get families
involved immediately.  (The patient vignettes discussed at the focus groups are presented
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in Appendix B.)  The family would be told at the admission visit that they must find
someone willing and able to take over the wound care as soon as possible.

4.  Goals of Care

Nurses from all of the agencies reported changes in the goals of care.  Participants
described how case mix, payer source, reductions in staff, and documentation
requirements have shifted the focus of care.  Many felt that paperwork has overshadowed
patient goals.  Nurses from all agencies were outspoken that the goal of care is to "get in
and get out," especially if a patient is considered stable.  One nurse even suggested that it
"seems like we're pushed to say someone is stable."

Many providers are initiating more services at the time of admission than in the past
for the purpose of identifying ancillary services to provide for their patients' needs.  Visits
are increased early in an episode in an effort to get all services the patient needs in place,
especially medication management education.  The underlying goal is to promote the
transition out of home care.  If home health aide services are needed, the goal is to move
the patient to community programs, waiver programs, or private pay as quickly as
possible.  Families become involved early in care planning and care provision activities in
order to promote a quick transition out of home care.  Families are warned that the
patients' nurses will be available only for a short time and that other caregivers will have to
help the patient.

Some participants felt that financial concerns have become a more important factor
in home care than patient goals.  As one participant stated, "You work hard to get clients
taken care of because the money's going to be cut off fast.  It's cut off anyway, well or not,
dead or alive."  Focus group participants at one agency felt relieved to have state waiver
programs to which they can refer patients.  For them, transfer to waiver programs is a
common goal.  At other agencies, discharge to community resources or private pay is the
goal.

When examining Mrs. Smith's case, participants stated that discharge planning would
begin immediately upon admission.  This planning would involve trying to find someone
other than home care providers to help with the patient's needs.  Participants suggested
that they would only attempt to address Mrs. Smith's major acute problems.  "The goal is to
have the patient be well and independent.  The longer you're in there, the more dependent
they become."

Some nurses reported that, in the past, patients such as hypothetical patient Mr.
Lucas often received home care for more than two years.  Diabetic goals of care were to
draw fasting blood glucose levels, pre-fill insulin syringes weekly, check morning glucose
monitoring, and administer insulin.  The goal of care was to maintain the patient, keeping
him or her stable and out of the hospital.  Nurse visits continued and were justified until the
patient's wounds were healed and did not recur.  The presence of a willing and able family
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member (or other caregiver) often influenced the frequency of the services provided in the
home.  Nurses indicated that there has been a shift in the treatment of patients such as Mr.
Lucas.  The goal of care now focuses to a greater degree on increasing family involvement
and coordinating alternative resources to assist the patient to become independent and
ready for discharge.

5.  Quality of Care

Participants perceived a change in the quality of home care.  They stated that quality
of care increasingly is influenced by non-medical people (e.g., insurance company
personnel).  Participants expressed frustration that people without clinical experience often
are in a position to provide home care agencies with rules and guidelines for patient care. 
According to the focus group participants, managed care case managers often rely on
information gleaned from voice messages and phone conversations to make decisions
about authorizing visits.  Participants felt that home health quality of care has been
negatively affected by such procedures.

Many of the focus group participants suggested that ongoing home care could
prevent costly hospitalizations.  Many of these nurses believe that agency and regulatory
factors often require nurses to discharge patients before they are ready.  Premature
discharge, they believe, contributes to a cycle of rehospitalizations and readmission to
home care.  The participants reported feeling helpless, that their hands are tied.

Participants also felt that they are unable to spend enough time with patients and
families due to financial pressures.  One participant stated, "You don't have time to help
them, you're rushing people.  Dollars have changed.  Medicare has gotten so strict, it's very
unusual for anyone to recertify.  It's a colder environment and worse for seniors."  

At one agency, the focus group participants were nurse specialists with advanced
education/certification in the care of CHF patients.  These nurses reported that their
productivity requirements have increased dramatically and that their patient visits have
become more complicated.  Further, they reported that they must now accomplish more in
fewer visits, and that their patients have little opportunity to receive the quality of care these
specialists are capable of providing.

D. Case Study Interviews

To obtain provider perspectives on changes that have occurred in home health care
as a result of federal policy changes, the case study nurses were asked to identify how the
practice of home care has changed in their agencies as a result of new federal policies



49 Two of the nurses interviewed were fairly new to home health care.  They each indicated that they might not be
aware of all the changes that have occurred in the field in recent years.
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and regulations, such as the implementation of IPS.49  The case study nurses perceived
several changes in the practice of home care (see Table 6.2).  Generally, these direct care
nurses tended to have little exposure to the financial and policy aspects of home care, and
therefore often were unable to identify the causes of these changes.  When nurses
specifically tied these changes to federal policies, this is indicated.

The case study nurses identified a number of ways in which the practice of home care
at their agencies has changed in recent years.  Two nurses indicated that their agencies
have instituted cost saving measures.  One agency has closed branch offices,
discontinued incentive and yearly bonuses, cut the mileage reimbursement rate, and
increased nurse productivity standards.  This nurse indicated that her agency had been
preparing for IPS for the past three years and had been losing money for several years. 
She reported that "It has been a very difficult last three years with all the downsizing and
rearranging.  Changes, changes, changes.  We are all saying prayers."  Another agency
has developed a case management system for tracking patient costs as a result of IPS. 
When patients are referred to this agency, a case manager estimates how much the
patient will cost the agency.  If the cost is over a certain "goal" value, the agency may
refuse the patient.
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TABLE 6.2:  Recent Changes to Home Health Care

Cost-Saving Measures

Closure of branch offices
Discontinuation of staff bonuses
Reduction in mileage reimbursement
Increase nurse productivity standards
More careful tracking of patient costs
Greater scrutiny of patient medical status prior to admission

Changes to Home Care Nursing 

Provide less nursing care
Increased documentation requirements
Increased pressure on RNs
• Concern about hasty discharges
• Need for thorough documentation
• Increased time spent requesting and negotiating for services

Changes to Agency Personnel

Staffing Cuts:
• Administration/management personnel
• LPNs
Decreased availability of aides
Many nurses have quit home care

Consideration of Cost and Coverage in Decision Making about Patient Care

Decisions are based partially on coverage
Perception that some patients are discharged too early 

Changes to Patient Care

Fewer patients recertified
Refusal of high-need patients:
• Patients needing daily aide services 
• Patients with high estimated costs
• Diabetic patients
• Daily wound care patients
• Patients who need nursing care more than once a day

Refusal of patients in need of maintenance care:
• Patients who do not need weekly nursing care

Impact on Patients

Venipuncture regulation is difficult for patients
Patients put in nursing homes who do not require nursing home care
Hard for patients to get medications without coverage

Nurses noted a number of changes to home care nursing.  Although nurses from two
agencies indicated that the services provided to patients have not changed since IPS went
into effect, a nurse from another agency indicated that patients are provided with less
nursing care than they once were.  Two nurses commented on the increase in the
paperwork they must complete for each patient.  When asked what they spent the most
time doing when they were working on these cases outside of the patients' homes, three



Page 139

additional nurses indicated that they spent most of their time completing paperwork and
documenting the cases.  Three nurses suggested that the changes in home care have
placed increased pressure on agency nurses.  One nurse noted that the "hurry to
discharge" patients leaves nurses feeling uncertain about their patients' readiness for
discharge.  Nurses are left wondering "was I too hasty?"  Two nurses suggested that the
need for more thorough documentation of patient cases puts pressure on the primary care
nurses.  One nurse noted that the new federal policies "are probably more cost-effective,
but definitely double the paperwork and double the stress."  Another nurse noted that "it
makes [her] nervous to think that what [she] writes in the notes will determine whether the
agency will get paid" for her services.  Two nurses also noted that home care nurses
spend more time than in the past requesting needed services from HMOs and Medicare. 
One of these nurses lamented that home care nurses can no longer "just talk to the doctor
and go from there."

A few of the case study nurses commented on changes in agency personnel in the
recent past.  Nurses from two agencies indicated that there have been lay-offs at their
agencies.  In one case, a large number of administrative and an entire level of
management staff have been fired.  The nurse commented that this agency is trying to "cut
costs without affecting patient care."  At one agency, all LPNs have been laid off.  A nurse
from another agency indicated that there has been a substantial decrease in the
availability of home health aides at her agency.  Sometimes, patients do not receive the
aide services they need because of this shortage.  One nurse reported that many nurses
are leaving home care and taking positions in hospital settings.  She suggested that these
nurses have left home care because "the paperwork is phenomenal."

Five of the seven case study nurses commented on the extent to which coverage
issues are considered in the process of making decisions about patient care.  Nurses
from three agencies indicated that coverage rules do not enter into decisions about patient
care.  One of these nurses reported that she is "pleased to say that [her] agency's policy is
to provide for the patients' needs whether or not it goes over the limits."  She suggested
that her supervisors "probably think about the money issues a lot more than [she] does,"
but that she has not been made to feel that she has to consider finances when she makes
decisions about a patient's care.  She noted that she would "love to not ever have to think
about finances at all."  Nurses from two other agencies indicated that coverage is an
important factor considered in decision making about patient care.  Two nurses felt that
some patients are discharged from home care sooner than they should be.

The case study nurses reported several changes to patient care in their agencies. 
Nurses from three agencies reported that substantially fewer patients are recertified in
their agencies than in earlier years.  Frequently, nurses expressed that they have been told
that they have to "get in and get out" of patients' homes.  In addition, four of the seven case
study nurses indicated that their agencies often turn away certain types of patients.  Two
agencies frequently refuse high-need patients.  Although the agencies do not have hard-
and-fast rules about refusing these cases, the nurses indicated that their agencies often
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will not take patients needing daily aide or nursing services, patients with high estimated
costs, diabetic patients, or wound care patients.  Nurses from two agencies noted that
their agencies are no longer able to care for patients who need only infrequent nursing
care.  Nurses from three agencies indicated that their agencies do not refuse any kinds of
patients.  A nurse from one of these agencies qualified this statement, reporting that her
agency does not refuse any patients, provided they are teachable or have teachable
caregivers.

Four case study nurses suggested that Medicare patients have been affected
negatively by recent changes in home health care.  Two nurses believe that the
venipuncture regulation represents a difficult "double bind" for patients.  These nurses
noted that, although many elderly patients have difficulty getting to the hospital or doctor's
office, they no longer are able to have necessary labs drawn at home.  These comments
may reflect a fundamental misunderstanding of Medicare coverage rules (i.e., venipuncture
is a covered service for patients who are in need of skilled nursing care).  Some nurses
commented that restrictions on home care services may be resulting in patients being
discharged before they should be or in patients being relegated to nursing homes when
they may not need this level of care.  One nurse commented that she thinks "it is very unfair
that people work all their lives and when they need care, they are shoved to the side
because someone has told us that we need to get in and get out."  Two nurses indicated
that the lack of Medicare coverage for medications represents a hardship for patients. 
One nurse suggested that, without supplemental insurance, many patients are unable to
get the medications they need.  Another nurse wondered how long patients will take
medications that they must pay for themselves.  In discussing recent changes to the home
health industry, one nurse suggested that "it makes [her] fear getting old."

The case study nurses frequently commented on a general sense of mistrust between
home health payers and providers.  Although the nurses understand the need to eradicate
abuse in the industry, they perceive that payers do not trust home care providers.  One
nurse commented, "we really do work in home health," referring to her sense that
policymakers have a perception to the contrary.  The case study nurses also expressed
concern that the payers do not have a clear understanding of all of the issues involved in
caring for elderly patients in their homes.  One nurse wondered if "policymakers [are] just
out of touch with elderly people and their obstacles."  A number of nurses suggested that
agencies that fund home health care do not understand how critical the education
component of home care is and how difficult it can be to teach elderly patients complex
information about their conditions and treatments.  Case study nurses also expressed
concern about the motives of payers.  One nurse mentioned that she had heard that HMOs
give bonuses to their case managers for refusing services.  Another nurse commented that
she is "not sure which is worse anymore, HMOs or Medicare."  HMOs pay for medications,
but the patients and their nurses have little control over the care provided.  
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VII. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The Study of Medicare Home Health Practice Variations was designed to examine
the following key study questions:

1. What is the actual practice of home health care, in terms of type, amount, and
decision making (e.g., care planning, care coordination)? 

2. How are decisions about care made in light of Medicare coverage rules?
3. What elements of practice are associated with long lengths of stay in the Medicare

home health benefit?

In addition, although the project was not initially intended to explore the impact of recent
policy changes on the field of home health care, the timing of the study allowed for an
examination of provider perspectives on regulatory changes in home health care.  

This final report summarizes the findings from the quantitative and qualitative
methods used to answer the key study questions.  Specifically, the report summarizes the
study methods and sample, explores the causes of practice variations in home health care,
examines the relationship between practices and patient outcome, summarizes qualitative
findings regarding practice and decision making in home health care, and explores
provider perspectives on the changes in home health care resulting primarily from the
implementation of the Balanced Budget Act (BBA) of 1997.

A. Practice and Decision Making in Home Health Care

1.  Quantitative Findings

Quantitative analyses were conducted on longitudinal data to examine (1) the effect of
patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors on home care practices, (2) the
influence of practice patterns on episode length, and (3) the impact of home care practices
on patient outcome.  Five important aspects of home health practice, covering both direct
care provision and care coordination, were selected for examination.  The four measures
of direct care investigated were (1) the average number of visits provided to a patient per
day (i.e., visit intensity), (2) the duration of the home health episode (length of stay), (3) the
total number of disciplines involved in patient care, and (4) the number of alternative
services provided during the episode of care.50  The amount of feedback received by the



51 This variable reflects whether the primary care provider received feedback from other agency personnel regarding
(1) the appropriate frequency of skilled nursing visits, (2) whether aide services should be provided, and (3) when
discharge should occur.
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primary home care provider from other agency personnel regarding a patient’s care plan
and discharge was examined as a measure of care coordination.51

Effect of Patient, Provider, Agency, and Market/Regulatory Factors on
Practice Patterns:  Results of the multivariate analyses reported in Chapter 4 suggest
that home care practice under IPS was heavily influenced by patient condition, as it should
be.  Patient complexity, functional status, and diagnoses were important predictors of the
practice pattern measures of frequency of visits a patient would receive, the number of
disciplines and alternative services that would be included in the patient’s care, the
patient’s length of stay, and the amount of feedback a care provider would receive from
other agency personnel about the patient. 

Factors other than patient condition, however, also impacted home care practices. 
Although care provider characteristics were not extremely important statistically, they did
have some effect on practice patterns.  Notably, even after controlling for patient
characteristics, care providers with many years of experience in home health care tended
to have patients with significantly longer episode lengths than did less experienced
providers.  It appears that these providers, having been in home health care prior to the
implementation of the BBA, may have experienced more difficulty adjusting to a new era
characterized by significant constraints on the cost and utilization of Medicare home health
care services. 

Despite the implementation of BBA regulations to curb home health spending and to
reduce unnecessary variations in practice patterns, it appears that such variations may still
exist.  After controlling for patient, provider, market/regulatory, and other agency factors,
agency ownership and type were strong predictors of home care practices.  Proprietary
agencies appeared to counterbalance visit intensity and length of stay, providing their
patients with more frequent visits over shorter episodes than did nonproprietary agencies. 
These agencies also made greater use of alternative services in the community, perhaps
attempting to reduce agency costs by outsourcing the care for some of their patient’s
needs.

Freestanding agencies appeared to be higher utilizers than their hospital-based
counterparts.  After controlling for patient case mix, as well as provider, market/regulatory,
and other agency factors, freestanding agencies provided both more frequent visits and
longer episodes of care than did hospital-based agencies.  These findings are consistent
with previous research indicating that freestanding agencies experienced greater hardship
in attempting to adjust to the demands of IPS (GAO 1999).  Freestanding agencies were
more likely than hospital-based agencies to close during the IPS period.  



Page 143

Variation in practices continued to follow state-level patterns.  In this study, states that
had been identified based on 1995 data as providing a large number of home care visits
per patient appeared to continue to utilize home care resources more heavily than did
states with lower visit volume.  Specifically, after controlling for patient factors, episodes
occurring in high-volume states involved significantly more frequent visits and more
disciplines than those occurring in low-volume states.  Holding patient and other factors
constant, it appears that certain states continue to provide a setting in which high utilization
of home health resources is the norm.

Effect of Practice Patterns on Episode Length:  Controlling for patient case mix,
as well as important provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors, visit intensity and the
number of disciplines involved in patient care both were associated with the length of a
patient’s home health episode.  Agencies appeared to counterbalance frequency of visits
and length of stay, such that episodes involving more frequent visits were significantly
shorter than episodes with less frequent visits.  Episodes of care that involved more
disciplines were significantly longer than those involving fewer home health disciplines,
even after controlling for patient, provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors.

Effect of Practice Patterns on Patient Outcome:  The practice patterns examined
in this study were not strong predictors of patient outcome.  Of particular interest was the
relationship between visit intensity and patient outcome.  After controlling for patient,
provider, agency, and market/regulatory factors, and other practice patterns, patients
receiving more frequent visits experienced marginally better outcomes of home care than
did patients with less frequent visits.  Length of stay, however, did not predict patient
outcome.  It is possible that frequent visits allow care providers to monitor a patient’s
condition more carefully and thus provide that patient with care that is more timely and is
based on a clearer understanding of the patient’s needs. 

2.  Qualitative Findings

The focus group and case study interviews were designed to identify the actual
practice of home health care and to examine how decisions about care are made in light
of Medicare coverage rules.  In this section, key findings from the focus group and case
study interviews related to the actual practice of home health care are discussed. 
Information regarding Medicare coverage rules is discussed in Section C below.  The
findings both augment and extend into areas beyond those covered by the quantitative
analyses.  All information was gathered during the IPS period.

Services Provided:  Medicare home health care involves skilled nursing; physical,
occupational, and speech therapy; medical social work; and aide services.  Nurses are the
central providers in the home health care system.  The primary responsibilities of the home
care nurses are to assess the patients' medical condition and needs, and to educate the
patient and family about the patients' illnesses and treatment regimens.  A patient’s
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primary nurse also plays an important role in determining a patient's care plan (e.g.,
frequency of visits, disciplines involved), managing the patient's medications, completing
required forms, documenting the patient's case, organizing a support network for the
patient, performing psychological counseling, and ensuring that care providers from
different disciplines are "on the same page."

Care providers from other disciplines provide important services for patients in home
health care.  Physical therapy is provided to help the patients improve their strength and
balance.  Primary nurses often do not order physical therapy for patients they consider too
unmotivated to benefit from these services.  The primary role of medical social workers is
to identify community resources and to assist home care patients with their psychological
needs.  Importantly, two of three case study patients for which a social work consultation
was requested refused to accept these services, leaving the primary nurses in the position
of having to provide these services themselves.  Home health aides assist patients with
showering, skin care, meal preparation, cleaning, laundry, and shopping.  Aides also
remind the patients to take their medications, monitor the patients' weights, and report
changes in the patients' conditions immediately to the primary nurses.  Three case study
patients refused aide services.

Factors Affecting Services Provided:  The nurses participating in the focus group
and case study interviews identified a number of factors affecting services provided to
Medicare home care beneficiaries.  According to focus group participants, patients just
released from the hospital often are sicker than other home care recipients and frequently
require complex or high-tech services.  These complex cases involve more vigilant
attention from the nurses, as well as more frequent communication between disciplines,
and documentation that is more excessive.

Although the family support network is important for all recipients of home health care,
a number of the focus group and case study participants noted the special importance of
family members for elderly home care recipients.  Patients may have great difficulty caring
for themselves and may need assistance in multiple domains of their daily lives.  Focus
group participants indicated that they consider the availability of caregivers in their
decisions to recertify or discharge patients.  Family members of the case study patients
commonly provided assistance with ADLs, IADLs, medication management, and were
frequently involved directly in the patients' care (e.g., accepting or refusing services,
attending nursing visits, weighing the patients).  Interview participants emphasized that
some home care patients are cared for by spouses or other family members who may be
as old and frail as the patients themselves.  

Care Planning and Coordination:  Substantial variation in the process of care
planning and coordination was found among agencies in both the focus groups and case
studies.  The role of the primary nurse in the process of developing the patient's care plan
varied from agency to agency.  At some of the case study agencies, nurses reported that
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they have a great deal of control over a patient's care plan.  Although the referring
physician must approve the care plan at all agencies, several nurses indicated that the
primary nurse develops the care plan and writes the orders.  The physician simply
approves the nurse's plan.

According to a number of focus group and case study participants, many agencies
involve supervisors in the development of patients' care plans.  They either approve the
plans laid out by the primary nurses or worked with the primary nurses to jointly develop the
plan.  Although not definitive due to small sample size, the case study interviews
suggested that primary nurses have greater control over the development of their patients'
care plans in low-volume states and in non-proprietary agencies.

Communication among care providers appears to be fairly consistent across
agencies.  The focus group participants indicated that the process of coordinating care for
patients begins immediately at the start of care.  The case study nurses reported that they
generally communicate with their patients' physicians only at milestone time points in the
episodes of care.  Nurses communicate with physicians at the start of care and as the
patient approaches recertification or discharge.  In between these time points, nurses tend
to contact the physicians only when changes occur in a patient's condition or treatment
plan.  Contact with physicians is nearly always made indirectly through the physician's
nursing staff. 

Communication between the primary nurses and other care providers is fairly regular. 
The case study nurses reported being in contact with their patients' aides at least weekly. 
In addition, the nurses made home visits with the aides every two weeks.  The nurses also
indicated that the aides frequently call with questions or new information about a patient.

Case conferences are an important mechanism through which care providers of
different disciplines stay in contact regarding their patients.  Most of the case study nurses
who coordinated other disciplines on behalf of their patients were in contact with those
other providers at case conferences.  Generally, patients are presented at conferences at
the start of care, recertification, discharge, and when problems arise.  In addition,
therapists and social workers generally contact the primary nurse once they have
developed their own care plans for a patient.  

Discharge planning begins very early in the home care episode, usually at the first
visit.  Nurses cited a number of factors that they consider in determining a patient's
readiness for discharge:  patient is medically stable, the educational goals have been
reached, the patient is no longer homebound, services will no longer be covered by
Medicare, the patient's medication regimen has been stabilized, the patient has increased
endurance, and the patient is able to manage his or her medications.

Nurses engage in a variety of activities in planning for a patient's discharge.  Most
commonly, nurses make arrangements for the patient's continuing needs to be met after
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discharge (e.g., identify resources to assist with transportation, meal preparation). 
Communicating with other care providers through case conferencing and other methods of
interaction is an important component of the discharge-planning process. 

B. Provider Perspectives on the Interim Payment System
(IPS) and Changes in Home Health Care

This study was not originally intended to examine the impact of recent regulatory
changes related to home health care.  However, since the 1997 BBA was implemented
prior to the major data acquisition phase of the project, it was possible to investigate
provider perspectives on the impact of the provisions of the BBA and other regulatory
changes during the IPS period on home health care.  Four qualitative methods were used
to explore provider perspectives on IPS and other changes in home health care.  The
impact of these regulatory changes was examined through (1) interviews with
administrators of the study agencies, (2) interviews with representatives of home care
associations in each of the eight study states, as well as (3) focus groups, and (4) case
study interviews with home health care nurses at the study agencies.  These methods
provided valuable qualitative information regarding the effects of IPS and related policy
changes on home health care.  This information can serve as a baseline against which
home health practices under PPS can be compared in the future. 

It is important to note that the data gathered through these methods were not based
on a random sample of home care providers, administrators, and state association
representatives.  Therefore, the information that this sample of participants provided with
regard to the impact that the BBA had (prior to the implementation of PPS) on their states
and their agencies may not be an accurate reflection of the impact that the BBA had on
home health care nationwide.  Further, these individuals may not have been fully aware of
the provisions of the BBA and probably were not unbiased toward federal policies and
regulations designed to restrict the growth of home health utilization.

Several important themes emerged across the four methods used to examine
provider perceptions of IPS and concurrent regulatory changes.  Participants in the focus
group, case study, and state home care association interviews reported that home care
providers were more restricted in the services they were able to offer to their patients
under IPS than prior to IPS.  In addition, many participants suggested that patients were on
service for shorter periods of time than they once were and that some patients were
discharged before they should be.  The pressure to discharge patients quickly led to the
identification and involvement of community and other outside resources early in patients’
episodes of care.  According to agency administrators, this increased emphasis on
community resources resulted in the expansion of the role of social workers in patient care. 
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Participants involved in all four of the interview methods reported that some agencies
had begun to refuse high-need patients, such as chronic, complex, or rural patients in an
attempt to avoid expensive patients whose care needs might substantially exceed the
agencies’ per-beneficiary limits.  Most commonly, participants suggested that access to
home care services had been reduced for diabetic patients and patients who needed daily
wound care.  These data suggest that some high-need patients may have experienced
reduced access to home health care as a result of the increasingly stringent admissions
practices of some home care agencies under IPS.

Participants in the administrator, focus group, and case study interviews suggested
that education had become an increasingly important aspect of home care.  Patients and
their families were required to develop an understanding of the patients’ conditions and
needs and to provide for those needs themselves.  Interview participants noted that this
education had to take place in an increasingly short period of time, as nurses often were
told to “get in and get out” of their patients’ homes.  Several focus group and case study
nurses suggested that policymakers did not understand how difficult it was to teach an
elderly patient or an elderly spouse the things they needed to know to take over the
services that agency personnel provide.  

Changes occurred at the agency level as well.  Interview participants noted that many
home care agencies in their states had closed or merged with other agencies.  Other
agencies had instituted cost-saving measures, laid off staff, reduced staff benefits, and
instituted additional case management procedures.  Agencies had increased nurse
productivity standards, were providing less nursing care overall, and had changed their
geographic service areas in an attempt to respond to the pressures imposed by IPS and
other regulatory changes.  A number of participants noted that many nurses had left home
care and that there was a shortage of home health aides, circumstances that often
impacted patient care.  According to agency administrators, even when aides were
available, fewer aide visits were provided than once were.  Participants in the state home
care association and administrator interviews agreed that many agencies were pursuing
ways to diversify their payer sources, seeking to shift their case mix more toward Medicaid
and managed care and away from Medicare.  Agency administrators also noted a
reduction in physician referrals to home care.

Other studies designed to assess the impact of BBA provisions, IPS in particular,
corroborate many of this study’s findings.  In the current study, agency representatives
reported reducing the level of services and the number of visits provided to their patients,
as well as reducing the duration of their patients’ episodes of care.  Similarly, in a report
prepared for the Medicare Payment Advisory Commission (MedPAC), Abt Associates
(1999) reported that 71% of agencies surveyed had decreased the number of visits
provided to Medicare patients.  Proprietary agencies (76%) and agencies of medium to
large size (more than 75%) were most likely to have reduced the number of visits they
provide.  Smith, Maloy, and Hawkins (1999) also reported a reduction in the level of
services provided, the number of visits provided, and a reduction in the length of
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stabilization periods for home care patients.  These effects may be a result of IPS, as well
as agencies’ more careful determination that patients were only on service so long as they
meet Medicare eligibility criteria.

In the current study, many interview participants reported that agencies had changed
the mix of visit types provided to their patients.  Specifically, they suggested that patients
received fewer aide visits and less nursing care than they did prior to the implementation
of IPS and other changes, but that social workers were more likely to be involved in patient
care than they once were.  These findings were only partially corroborated by other
research.  As in the current study, the Abt Associates study (1999) indicated that many
agencies provided fewer aide visits (28.1%) than they once did.  Further, 14.5% of
agencies surveyed provided less skilled nursing care than they did prior to IPS. 
Representatives of 8.4% of agencies, however, reported providing more skilled nursing
care under IPS.  The additional 77.1% of the agencies reported no change in the provision
of skilled nursing care.  Contrary to the current study’s findings, the MedPAC report
prepared by Abt Associates (1999) suggested that social workers may, in fact, have been
less involved in patient care than they once were.  In that study, more agency
representatives reported decreasing (8.4%) than increasing (4.2%) the involvement of
social workers.  However, most agencies (87.4%) made no changes in their utilization of
social work services.

Some interview participants in the current study reported that home care agencies
were actively seeking to change their case mix by reducing the number of Medicare
patients they served.  Likewise, in 1999, Abt Associates reported that more than half of the
1,054 agencies at which interviews were conducted experienced a decline in their
Medicare caseload following the implementation of IPS.  Proprietary agencies and VNAs
were most likely to report declines in their Medicare caseload.  Smith and her colleagues
(1999) reported a 21% decline in the number of Medicare beneficiaries admitted to the
home care agencies involved in their study under IPS.  However, a report from the GAO
(1998) suggested that the shift away from Medicare patients may not have been universal. 
In that study, more than half of the hospital discharge planners and many of the
representatives of local aging organizations that were interviewed had not seen a
reduction in the willingness or ability of home health agencies in their states to accept
Medicare patients.

Participants in the administrator interviews, state home care association interviews,
focus group interviews, and case study interviews suggested that some agencies had
begun to screen patients more selectively at admission to maintain a desired case mix.  A
number of other studies support this finding (Abt Associates 1999; GAO 1998; GAO 1999;
MedPAC 2000; OIG 1999a; Smith et al. 1999).  In 1999, Abt Associates reported that
38.9% of home care agency representatives interviewed indicated that, as a result of IPS,
certain types of patients were no longer admitted to their agencies.  Agency control, size,
and reimbursement appeared to influence the likelihood that an agency would turn away a
potential patient.  Representatives of 52% of the proprietary agencies reported not



52 In addition to more stringent screening practices at admission, representatives of some agencies involved in other
studies reported discharging high-cost patients at the time of the implementation of IPS.  Abt Associates (1999)
reported that 31.1% of agencies had discharged patients as a result of IPS.  Smith et al. (1999) reported that 18% of
agencies had discharged high-cost patients upon the implementation of IPS.
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admitting certain patients, compared with 30% of the representatives of VNAs and
government agencies.  Representatives of smaller agencies were more likely to report
IPS-related refusals compared with those of larger agencies.  In addition, a greater
proportion of agencies expecting to exceed their per-beneficiary limits or per-visit limits
refused to admit certain types of patients than did agencies that were not expecting to
exceed these limits (per-beneficiary limits: 47% vs. 33%; per-visit limits:  45% vs. 31%). 

As suggested in the current study, other studies provided evidence that particular
types of patients may have experienced reduced access to home health care as a result of
agencies’ more stringent admission practices.  Although 85% of hospital discharge
planners interviewed as part of an OIG study (1999a) reported that Medicare patients had
access to home health care when they needed it, more than half of those interviewed
reported that certain kinds of patients had become more difficult to place (i.e., those
needing care for chronic illnesses or Alzheimer’s/dementia, IV care, high-cost care,
intensive care, or dialysis).  In 1998, GAO concluded that, overall, IPS had not had a
negative impact on Medicare beneficiaries’ access to home health care.  However,
hospital discharge planners and representatives of local organizations for the aged who
participated in that study reported that beneficiaries who were likely to be expensive were
more difficult to place than were other types of patients.  In a 1999 report, GAO noted that
some agencies were reluctant to admit wound patients and diabetics unable to self-
administer insulin.  In addition, representatives of national advocacy groups and Area
Agencies on Aging interviewed reported having received complaints about a lack of
access for patients with chronic illness, Alzheimer’s disease, multiple sclerosis,
quadriplegia, and long-term care needs.  Approximately two-thirds of discharge planners
and more than one-third of organization representatives reported having difficulty placing
patients with intensive skilled nursing needs and patients needing large numbers of visits
and long episodes of care.  Abt Associates (1999) reported that patients with long-term
care needs or chronic disease, diabetes or wound care patients, and patients with
expensive care needs were most commonly mentioned by agency representatives as
patients who might no longer be admitted to their home care agencies.  In their interviews
with agency representatives, Smith and her colleagues (1999) also found that patients who
required high-cost treatments, intensive skilled nursing care, frequent visits, or long
episodes of care may have experienced reduced access to home health care.  On the
other hand, low-cost patients may actually have experienced improved access to care as a
result of IPS-related incentives to reduce per-patient costs.52  Many agencies had seen a
substantial shift away from long-stay and toward short-stay patients in response to IPS.



53 Patients are categorized into DRGs based on their primary diagnoses.  Therefore, patients with secondary
diagnoses of diabetes might be included in the 12 DRGs examined in the OIG report.  However, patients with primary
diagnoses of diabetes would be included in the DRGs 294 and 295, neither of which were examined in the OIG report. 
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The possibility of access problems for certain patient types also was found in an OIG
study (OIG 2000) that examined Medicare claims data for the top 12 diagnosis related
groups (DRGs) discharged to home care.  For only one of these DRGs was there a
substantial decrease between the pre- and post-IPS periods in the percentage of hospital
patients admitted to home care (DRG 106, coronary bypass).  However, it is important to
note that the OIG report did not examine the DRGs used to categorize patients with
primary diagnoses of diabetes mellitus (i.e., DRGs 294 and 295).  Since many reports
have suggested that diabetes patients might have experienced a reduction in access to
home health care, it would be informative to examine the impact of IPS on home health
access for these DRGs directly.53

Participants in the current study reported many agency-level changes related to IPS
and other policy changes.  Many participants reported that their agencies had laid off staff
and reduced staff benefits.  Similarly, Abt Associates (1999) reported that 75% of
agencies had reduced their staff or staff hours.  Proprietary agencies (82%), large
agencies (86%), and agencies expecting to exceed their per-beneficiary limits (83%) and
per-visit limits (80%) were more likely than other agencies to have reduced the size of their
staffs overall.  Smith and her colleagues (1999) also reported significant staffing changes
as a result of IPS.  Between 1994 and 1999, skilled nursing staff had been reduced by
23% and aide staff had been reduced by 43%.  Administrative staff also had been cut
dramatically (Abt Associates 1999;  Smith et al. 1999).  Clinical staff had seen increased
administrative responsibility as a result of the reductions in the size of agencies’
administrative staffs (Smith et al. 1999).  As in the current study, Abt Associates (1999)
reported that many agencies (55%) had reduced staff benefits.

The current study suggests that under IPS, agencies had developed a greater focus
on efficiency.  Agencies had instituted more careful case management and supervisory
procedures, and had increased their focus on patient independence as a result of IPS. 
Nurses in the focus groups and case studies commented on the increased role of nursing
supervisors, multidisciplinary team conferences, and other oversight mechanisms in the
decision-making process in home health care.  Nurses emphasized the increasing
importance of education in home health care as a means of enabling patients and/or their
caregivers to become capable of providing for the patients’ needs independently.  Smith et
al. (1999) also reported these changes in agency practice.  As a result of IPS, agencies in
that study began to make greater use of case managers and to focus more extensively on
the goal of patient independence than they had in the pre-IPS period.  GAO (1999) also
found that agencies attempted to educate patients earlier in the episodes of care than they
once had.
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Many interview participants in the current study commented on the closure of home
care agencies or branch offices as a result of regulatory changes affecting home health
care (e.g., IPS, ORT).  Between October 1, 1997, when IPS was implemented, and
January 1, 1999, 14% of home care agencies closed their doors (GAO 1999).  However,
some studies suggested that these closures might have been a market correction
following a period of tremendous growth in the number of home health care agencies. 
Many of these agency closures had occurred in states that had the largest growth in the
number of agencies and high utilization rates prior to the implementation of IPS (GAO
1999).  Further, the agencies that closed following the implementation of IPS were similar
in many ways to the agencies that opened in the early 1990s, when home health utilization
grew dramatically.  These agencies were disproportionately of proprietary control,
freestanding, and urban (GAO 1999;  Liu, Harvell, Gage 2000).  They also were newer,
had smaller Medicare caseloads, and provided 44% more visits per beneficiary than did
agencies that remained open following the implementation of IPS (GAO 1999).  In addition
to agency closures, Abt Associates (1999) reported that 40% of the agencies involved in
that survey had shut down branch offices in response to IPS.  Proprietary agencies (53%)
were more likely than non-proprietary (31%) and government agencies (22%) to close
branches.  Agencies that were expected to exceed their cost limits were more likely than
those agencies not expected to exceed their limits to close branch offices (per-beneficiary
limit: 47% vs. 35%;  per-visit limit:  44% vs. 33%).

According to GAO (1999), access to home health care was not negatively impacted
by agency closures.  By 1999, the utilization of home health services had declined to 1994
levels.  Although 1994 was not the peak of home health utilization, it was a period of
relatively high utilization.  Further, as intended, regional variations in the utilization of home
health services had declined following the implementation of IPS.  Most representatives of
state survey organizations interviewed by GAO indicated that beneficiary access was not
reduced by agency closures.  Even in rural counties that lost their only home health
agencies, hospital discharge planners and managers of nearby agencies reported that
beneficiaries were able to obtain care from agencies in other counties or branch locations
within their own county.  Although utilization decreased slightly in counties without any
home health agencies, it remained above the national average.

The current study identified a decline in physician referrals to home health care. 
Similarly, Abt Associates (1999) reported that 77% of agency representatives surveyed
had noticed a reluctance of physicians to refer patients for Medicare home care services. 
According to Smith and her colleagues (1999), changing referral patterns might have been
a result of the failure of physicians to understand Medicare eligibility criteria.  Other
physicians no longer referred patients to home care out of fear of becoming the target of a
physician review by their Medicare Fiscal Intermediary (FI).  In addition to these concerns,
the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act (HIPAA), which went into effect in
August 1996, likely had been the impetus behind some of the reduction in physician
referrals.  HIPAA established a monetary penalty for any physician who falsely certifies the
need for Medicare-covered home health services.
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C. Implications

Implications of the study's quantitative and qualitative findings for clinical practice
guidelines and Medicare home health coverage rules are considered in this section. 
Since the study pertains to the IPS period, it will be important for future work to reassess
the validity of the implications under PPS.

1.  Implications for Clinical Practice Guidelines

Quantitative analyses confirm that patient factors are predominant in predicting
practice patterns in home health care.  Patient care plans clearly are designed largely
based on patients’ medical conditions and needs.  Despite an increasing focus on cost of
care, agency staffs have maintained their focus on providing care tailored to the individual
needs of their patients.

It is clear, however, that other factors continue to influence practice decisions. 
Notably, certain characteristics of the care providers, agencies, and home care markets
influence care planning and provision, regardless of patient condition.  Care providers with
more years of experience in home health care do not appear to have adjusted their style of
practice to incorporate a consideration of cost in addition to a focus on the good of the
patient.  Although length of stay was not found to predict patient outcome, episodes of care
involving care providers with more years of experience were significantly longer than
episodes involving less experienced providers (controlling for patient, agency,
market/regulatory, and other agency factors).  This finding suggests that more experienced
care providers may be continuing to utilize services as they had prior to the increase in
concern over the cost of home health care, but that their higher use of services does not
appear to benefit their patients.  It could be helpful for agencies to educate their care
providers to a greater extent about concerns related to overutilization of care. 
Emphasizing that patient outcome is the priority, it may be possible to encourage
providers to incorporate a secondary focus on cost that could reduce unnecessary
utilization of services without reducing the effectiveness of the care provided.  Under PPS,
financial incentives to reduce utilization are quite strong, so this trend may occur naturally. 

Agency and market/regulatory factors also influenced practice patterns, even after
controlling for patient case mix and other important factors.  It appears that specific types
of agencies and specific states provide an environment in which high levels of utilization
are the norm.  Freestanding agencies, for example, provide more frequent visits and
longer episodes of care than their hospital-based counterparts, even after controlling for
patient case mix.  Although more frequent visits were marginally related to more positive
patient outcome, length of stay was not.  It may be that patients treated by freestanding
agencies receive appropriate visit frequency, while experiencing longer than necessary
episodes of care.
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Likewise, states identified as high utilizers based on 1995 data, appeared to
maintain this status under IPS.  Controlling for patient case mix and other factors, agencies
in high-volume states provided significantly higher visit intensity and involved more
disciplines in care.  It appears that these agencies might be able to reduce their utilization
of home health care services without diminishing their patients’ outcomes of care. 
Utilization of services under PPS should be monitored with regard to patient outcomes.

Analyses examining patient outcome revealed that higher visit intensity was
marginally related to better patient outcomes.  As noted earlier, it is possible that more
frequent visits, particularly early on in a patient’s episode of care, may help the patient
achieve more positive outcomes.  The care plan may be more accurate in episodes in
which the patient is seen frequently.  Further, providers are likely to become aware of
problems or changes in condition very quickly under such circumstances.  Although more
frequent visits have a positive impact on outcome, it does not necessarily follow that
frequent visits require an increased level of utilization.  The quantitative analyses
suggested that many agencies counterbalance visit intensity with length of stay, providing
visits more frequently over shorter episodes of care.  Further, and more importantly, it
appears that this pattern may have positive results for home care patients.  Indeed,
proprietary agencies, which provided more frequent visits over shorter episodes of care,
were found to have significantly better patient outcomes than did nonproprietary agencies
(see Table 4.4).  A focus on visit intensity rather than length of stay may be appropriate for
some types of patients.

2.  Implications for Medicare Home Health Coverage Rules

The focus groups and case study interviews revealed that a lack of clarity regarding
home health regulations has a major impact on home health practice.  Some of the critical
concepts of the Medicare coverage rules are unclear to many providers.  Specifically,
nurses involved in the focus group and case study interviews referred to the difficulty they
and others have understanding the concept of "homebound," what constitutes skilled
nursing care, and what management and evaluation (M&E) is and when it can be used. 

Focus group and case study nurses alike reported that the definition of "homebound,"
a critical feature of the Medicare coverage rules, is unclear.  Interview participants
suggested that the definition is quite subjective and that most home care nurses have their
own personal definitions of this concept. 

Some of the focus group participants indicated that there is uncertainty in the field
about what constitutes skilled nursing care.  In discussing the patient vignettes, the nurses
disagreed about whether the services needed by these patients represented skilled care. 
In particular, the nurses were uncertain whether wound care represented a skilled need. 
Further, it appeared that nurses were not the only members of the medical community who
were unclear about this concept.  Nurses reported that physicians often referred patients to
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home care who do not need skilled nursing services, apparently maintaining an incorrect
understanding what does and does not constitute skilled care.

Management and evaluation (M&E) also appeared to be an elusive concept.  Focus
group participants' understanding of M&E differed widely from agency to agency.  Some
nurses indicated that M&E applied to patients with IV therapy and family members who
were not able to learn the medication regimen.  Other nurses suggested that M&E was
appropriate only for complex patients with multiple caregivers, needing many hours of
service.  A few nurses even thought that M&E required special training for nurses.

The lack of clarity in coverage rules did not appear to encourage home care
providers to continue to provide services to patients ready for discharge.  Despite the wide
variation in their understanding of the concept of homebound, the nurses participating in
these interviews did not appear to use this lack of conceptual clarity to their advantage.  In
fact, some of the nurses reported discharging patients before they were thought to be
ready because the patients were believed to no longer meet the criteria for homebound
status.  In cases in which nurses held inaccurate views of the kinds of activities a
homebound patient should not be able to participate in (e.g., driving), patients who might
legitimately be considered homebound could have been prematurely discharged as a
result of the nurses’ misunderstanding of the regulations.

Not only was there no evidence that ambiguity in coverage rules lead to the provision
of unnecessary services, there was some suggestion in the focus group and case study
data that this ambiguity may actually have resulted in shorter episodes of care.  One focus
group participant indicated that "in a case where you might be borderline on discharging
or making another visit, [her agency] would lean toward not making another visit for fear of
Medicare review."  Further, the focus group interviews produced some evidence that
agencies may avoid the use of services for which the coverage rules are ambiguous. 
During most of the focus group interviews, nurses indicated that M&E is not used at their
agencies.  Uncertainty about the meaning of the coverage rules with regard to M&E may
have encouraged agencies to avoid the practice altogether. 

Lack of clarity with regard to the Medicare coverage rules appeared to have a strong
impact on decision making in home health care.  Evidence from the focus group and case
study interviews suggest that home care nurses often may misinterpret the rules and that,
at times, such misinterpretations may result in inappropriate underutilization of services for
certain patients.  Efforts to clarify the regulations and educate care providers should
ensure that patients receive the care they need and for which they are eligible.
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D. Conclusions

The field of home health care has seen dramatic changes over the past several
years.  Since the collection of the data used in this study, several major changes have
been implemented that are expected to have a powerful impact on the practice of home
health care.  The implementation of PPS in October 2000 and the resulting major shift in
financial incentives facing agencies has been mentioned several times.  Under PPS,
agencies have strong incentives to minimize visits and otherwise constrain costs.  Such
incentives could result in inappropriate underutilization of care and declining patient
outcomes.

A possibly countervailing change is the 1999 implementation of the Outcome and
Assessment Information Set (OASIS) data collection and transmission requirement for all
Medicare-certified home health agencies and the generation of case mix, adverse event,
and outcome reports for these agencies.  (The outcome reports became available in early
2002.)  Outcome reports can be a powerful tool for outcome-based quality improvement
(OBQI) by home health care providers (Shaughnessy, Crisler, Hittle, Schlenker 2002a;
Shaughnessy, Hittle, Crisler, Powell 2002b) and may help offset the possibly negative
consequences of PPS for patient outcomes.  The findings from this study will provide a
useful baseline of information on practice patterns during the IPS period, allowing
researchers to identify the impact of the implementation of PPS and other recent federal
regulations. 
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APPENDIX A.  STUDY QUESTIONNAIRES

This appendix contains the Outcome and Assessment Information Set (OASIS), as
well as the five questionnaires developed specifically for this study: 

• The OASIS-B1 (October 1998) was used for collection of patient health and functional
status information.  The start/resumption of care, follow-up, and discharge/transfer
versions of the OASIS are included in this appendix.  

• The Administrator Questionnaire (AQ), which was completed by agency
administrators at the beginning of the study, elicits information related to agency
factors that may affect the practice of home health care (e.g., licensing and
accreditation, reimbursement, caseload, changes due to venipuncture regulations,
use of nurse productivity standards, case management, and supervision).  

• The Care Provider Profile (CPP) was used to collect information about all care
providers conducting assessment visits with the study patients.  This questionnaire
elicits information regarding provider discipline, education, and experience, among
other factors. 

• Two versions of the Care Provider Questionnaire (CPQ), which contain questions
related to patient homebound status, Medicare authorization of services, assistance
provided by the family/support system, services provided by the agency, physician
involvement in care planning, and care coordination.  The first version was completed
at start of care, resumption of care, or readmission, and the second version was
completed at recertification or discharge.  

• The Notification of Study Admission (NSA) was completed by home care agency
personnel upon admission of a patient into the study.  This form served to provide
staff at the Center for Health Policy Research with information about each newly
enrolled patient, including identifying information, start of care date, and diagnostic
information.



Outcome and Assessment Information Set (OASIS-B1) 

START OF CARE VERSION 
(also used for Resumption of Care Following Inpatient Stay) 

Items to be Used at this Time Point --------------------------------------------------------------------- M0010-M0820 

CLINICAL RECORD ITEMS 

(M0010) Agency Medicare Provider Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ 

(M0012) Agency Medicaid Provider Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 

Branch Identification (Optional, for Agency Use) 

(M0014) Branch State:  __ __ 

(M0016) Branch ID Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 
       (Agency-assigned) 

(M0020) Patient ID Number:   __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 

 (M0030) Start of Care Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
     month   day       year 

(M0032) Resumption of Care Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __  �  NA  –  Not Applicable 
      month   day       year 

(M0040) Patient Name: 

__ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __    __    __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __    __ __ __ 
(First) (MI)    (Last) (Suffix) 

(M0050) Patient State of Residence:  __ __ 

(M0060) Patient Zip Code:  __ __ __ __ __   __ __ __ __ 

(M0063) Medicare Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __  �  NA  –  No Medicare 
     (including suffix) 

(M0064) Social Security Number:  __ __ __ - __ __ - __ __ __ __  �  UK  –  Unknown or Not Available 

(M0065) Medicaid Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ �  NA  –  No Medicaid 

(M0066) Birth Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
    month   day       year 

(M0069) Gender:  

 � 1 - Male 
 � 2 - Female 

(M0072) Primary Referring Physician ID:   

  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __     �  UK  –  Unknown or Not Available 
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(M0080) Discipline of Person Completing Assessment: 

   � 1-RN     � 2-PT     � 3-SLP/ST     � 4-OT 

(M0090) Date Assessment Completed:   __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
       month   day       year 

(M0100) This Assessment is Currently Being Completed for the Following Reason: 

Start/Resumption of Care 
 � 1 – Start of care—further visits planned 
 � 2 – Start of care—no further visits planned 
 � 3 – Resumption of care (after inpatient stay) 

Follow-Up 
 � 4 – Recertification (follow-up) reassessment  [ Go to M0150 ] 
 � 5 – Other follow-up  [ Go to M0150 ] 

Transfer to an Inpatient Facility 
 � 6 – Transferred to an inpatient facility—patient not discharged from agency  [ Go to M0830 ] 
 � 7 – Transferred to an inpatient facility—patient discharged from agency  [ Go to M0830 ] 

Discharge from Agency — Not to an Inpatient Facility 
 � 8 – Death at home  [ Go to M0906 ] 
 � 9 – Discharge from agency  [ Go to M0150 ] 
 � 10 – Discharge from agency—no visits completed after start/resumption of care assessment   

[ Go to M0906 ] 
 

DEMOGRAPHICS AND PATIENT HISTORY 

(M0140) Race/Ethnicity (as identified by patient):  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - American Indian or Alaska Native 
 � 2 - Asian 
 � 3 - Black or African-American 
 � 4 - Hispanic or Latino 
 � 5 - Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 
 � 6 - White 
 � UK - Unknown 

(M0150) Current Payment Sources for Home Care:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None; no charge for current services 
 � 1 - Medicare (traditional fee-for-service) 
 � 2 - Medicare (HMO/managed care) 
 � 3 - Medicaid (traditional fee-for-service) 
 � 4 - Medicaid (HMO/managed care)  
 � 5 - Workers' compensation 
 � 6 - Title programs (e.g., Title III, V, or XX) 
 � 7 - Other government (e.g., CHAMPUS, VA, etc.) 
 � 8 - Private insurance 
 � 9 - Private HMO/managed care 
 � 10 - Self-pay 
 � 11 - Other (specify)   
 � UK - Unknown 
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(M0160) Financial Factors limiting the ability of the patient/family to meet basic health needs:  (Mark all that 
apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - Unable to afford medicine or medical supplies 
 � 2 - Unable to afford medical expenses that are not covered by insurance/Medicare (e.g., copayments) 
 � 3 - Unable to afford rent/utility bills 
 � 4 - Unable to afford food 
 � 5 - Other (specify)   

(M0170) From which of the following Inpatient Facilities was the patient discharged during the past 14 days?  
(Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Hospital 
 � 2 - Rehabilitation facility 
 � 3 - Nursing home 
 � 4 - Other (specify)   
 � NA - Patient was not discharged from an inpatient facility    [ If NA, go to M0200 ] 

(M0180) Inpatient Discharge Date (most recent): 

  __ __ /__ __ / __ __ __ __ 
  month   day       year 

 � UK - Unknown 

(M0190) Inpatient Diagnoses and ICD code categories (three digits required; five digits optional) for only those 
conditions treated during an inpatient facility stay within the last 14 days (no surgical or V-codes): 

 Inpatient Facility Diagnosis ICD 

a.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

b.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

 
(M0200) Medical or Treatment Regimen Change Within Past 14 Days:  Has this patient experienced a change in 

medical or treatment regimen (e.g., medication, treatment, or service change due to new or additional 
diagnosis, etc.) within the last 14 days? 

 � 0 - No    [ If No, go to M0220 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0210) List the patient's Medical Diagnoses and ICD code categories (three digits required; five digits optional) for 
those conditions requiring changed medical or treatment regimen (no surgical or V-codes): 

    Changed Medical Regimen Diagnosis ICD 

a.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

b.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

c.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

d.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 
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(M0220) Conditions Prior to Medical or Treatment Regimen Change or Inpatient Stay Within Past 14 Days:  If 
this patient experienced an inpatient facility discharge or change in medical or treatment regimen within the 
past 14 days, indicate any conditions which existed prior to the inpatient stay or change in medical or 
treatment regimen.  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Urinary incontinence 
 � 2 - Indwelling/suprapubic catheter 
 � 3 - Intractable pain 
 � 4 - Impaired decision-making 
 � 5 - Disruptive or socially inappropriate behavior 
 � 6 - Memory loss to the extent that supervision required 
 � 7 - None of the above 
 � NA - No inpatient facility discharge and no change in medical or treatment regimen in past 14 days 
 � UK - Unknown 

(M0230/M0240) Diagnoses and Severity Index:  List each medical diagnosis or problem for which the patient is 
receiving home care and ICD code category (three digits required; five digits optional – no surgical or V-
codes) and rate them using the following severity index.  (Choose one value that represents the most 
severe rating appropriate for each diagnosis.) 

  0 - Asymptomatic, no treatment needed at this time 
  1 - Symptoms well controlled with current therapy 
  2 - Symptoms controlled with difficulty, affecting daily functioning; patient needs ongoing monitoring 
  3 - Symptoms poorly controlled, patient needs frequent adjustment in treatment and dose monitoring 
  4 - Symptoms poorly controlled, history of rehospitalizations 

 (M0230) Primary Diagnosis ICD Severity Rating 

a.   (__ __ __ • __ __) � 0 � 1 � 2 � 3 � 4 

 (M0240) Other Diagnoses ICD Severity Rating 

b.   (__ __ __ • __ __) � 0 � 1 � 2 � 3 � 4 

c.   (__ __ __ • __ __) � 0 � 1 � 2 � 3 � 4 

d.   (__ __ __ • __ __) � 0 � 1 � 2 � 3 � 4 

e.   (__ __ __ • __ __) � 0 � 1 � 2 � 3 � 4 

f.   (__ __ __ • __ __) � 0 � 1 � 2 � 3 � 4 

 
(M0250) Therapies the patient receives at home:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Intravenous or infusion therapy (excludes TPN) 
 � 2 - Parenteral nutrition (TPN or lipids) 
 � 3 - Enteral nutrition (nasogastric, gastrostomy, jejunostomy, or any other artificial entry into the 

alimentary canal) 
 � 4 - None of the above 

(M0260) Overall Prognosis:  BEST description of patient's overall prognosis for recovery from this episode of 
illness. 

 � 0 - Poor:  little or no recovery is expected and/or further decline is imminent 
 � 1 - Good/Fair:  partial to full recovery is expected 
 � UK - Unknown 

(M0270) Rehabilitative Prognosis:  BEST description of patient's prognosis for functional status. 

 � 0 - Guarded:  minimal improvement in functional status is expected; decline is possible 
 � 1 - Good:  marked improvement in functional status is expected 
 � UK - Unknown 
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(M0280) Life Expectancy: (Physician documentation is not required.) 

 � 0 - Life expectancy is greater than 6 months 
 � 1 - Life expectancy is 6 months or fewer 

(M0290) High Risk Factors characterizing this patient:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Heavy smoking 
 � 2 - Obesity 
 � 3 - Alcohol dependency 
 � 4 - Drug dependency 
 � 5 - None of the above 
 � UK - Unknown 

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS 

(M0300) Current Residence: 

 � 1 - Patient's owned or rented residence (house, apartment, or mobile home owned or rented by 
patient/couple/significant other) 

 � 2 - Family member's residence 
 � 3 - Boarding home or rented room 
 � 4 - Board and care or assisted living facility 
 � 5 - Other (specify)   

(M0310) Structural Barriers in the patient's environment limiting independent mobility:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - Stairs inside home which must be used by the patient (e.g., to get to toileting, sleeping, eating 

areas) 
 � 2 - Stairs inside home which are used optionally (e.g., to get to laundry facilities) 
 � 3 - Stairs leading from inside house to outside 
 � 4 - Narrow or obstructed doorways 

(M0320) Safety Hazards found in the patient's current place of residence:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - Inadequate floor, roof, or windows 
 � 2 - Inadequate lighting 
 � 3 - Unsafe gas/electric appliance 
 � 4 - Inadequate heating 
 � 5 - Inadequate cooling 
 � 6 - Lack of fire safety devices 
 � 7 - Unsafe floor coverings 
 � 8 - Inadequate stair railings 
 � 9 - Improperly stored hazardous materials 
 � 10 - Lead-based paint 
 � 11 - Other (specify)   
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(M0330) Sanitation Hazards found in the patient's current place of residence:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - No running water 
 � 2 - Contaminated water 
 � 3 - No toileting facilities 
 � 4 - Outdoor toileting facilities only 
 � 5 - Inadequate sewage disposal 
 � 6 - Inadequate/improper food storage 
 � 7 - No food refrigeration 
 � 8 - No cooking facilities 
 � 9 - Insects/rodents present 
 � 10 - No scheduled trash pickup 
 � 11 - Cluttered/soiled living area 
 � 12 - Other (specify)   

(M0340) Patient Lives With:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Lives alone 
 � 2 - With spouse or significant other 
 � 3 - With other family member 
 � 4 - With a friend 
 � 5 - With paid help (other than home care agency staff) 
 � 6 - With other than above 

SUPPORTIVE ASSISTANCE 

(M0350) Assisting Person(s) Other than Home Care Agency Staff:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Relatives, friends, or neighbors living outside the home 
 � 2 - Person residing in the home (EXCLUDING paid help) 
 � 3 - Paid help 
 � 4 - None of the above  [ If None of the above, go to M0390 ] 
 � UK - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to M0390 ] 

(M0360) Primary Caregiver taking lead responsibility for providing or managing the patient's care, providing the 
most frequent assistance, etc. (other than home care agency staff): 

 � 0 - No one person  [ If No one person, go to M0390 ] 
 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend or neighbor or community or church member 
 � 5 - Paid help 
 � UK - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to M0390 ] 

(M0370) How Often does the patient receive assistance from the primary caregiver? 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 
 � UK - Unknown 
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(M0380) Type of Primary Caregiver Assistance:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - ADL assistance (e.g., bathing, dressing, toileting, bowel/bladder, eating/feeding) 
 � 2 - IADL assistance (e.g., meds, meals, housekeeping, laundry, telephone, shopping, finances) 
 � 3 - Environmental support (housing, home maintenance) 
 � 4 - Psychosocial support (socialization, companionship, recreation) 
 � 5 - Advocates or facilitates patient's participation in appropriate medical care 
 � 6 - Financial agent, power of attorney, or conservator of finance 
 � 7 - Health care agent, conservator of person, or medical power of attorney 
 � UK - Unknown 

SENSORY STATUS 

(M0390) Vision with corrective lenses if the patient usually wears them: 

 � 0 - Normal vision:  sees adequately in most situations; can see medication labels, newsprint. 
 � 1 - Partially impaired:  cannot see medication labels or newsprint, but can see obstacles in path, and 

the surrounding layout; can count fingers at arm's length. 
 � 2 - Severely impaired:  cannot locate objects without hearing or touching them or patient 

nonresponsive. 

(M0400) Hearing and Ability to Understand Spoken Language in patient's own language (with hearing aids if the 
patient usually uses them): 

 � 0 - No observable impairment.  Able to hear and understand complex or detailed instructions and 
extended or abstract conversation. 

 � 1 - With minimal difficulty, able to hear and understand most multi-step instructions and ordinary 
conversation.  May need occasional repetition, extra time, or louder voice. 

 � 2 - Has moderate difficulty hearing and understanding simple, one-step instructions and brief 
conversation; needs frequent prompting or assistance. 

 � 3 - Has severe difficulty hearing and understanding simple greetings and short comments.  Requires 
multiple repetitions, restatements, demonstrations, additional time. 

 � 4 - Unable to hear and understand familiar words or common expressions consistently, or patient 
nonresponsive. 

(M0410) Speech and Oral (Verbal) Expression of Language (in patient's own language):  

 � 0 - Expresses complex ideas, feelings, and needs clearly, completely, and easily in all situations with 
no observable impairment. 

 � 1 - Minimal difficulty in expressing ideas and needs (may take extra time; makes occasional errors in 
word choice, grammar or speech intelligibility; needs minimal prompting or assistance). 

 � 2 - Expresses simple ideas or needs with moderate difficulty (needs prompting or assistance, errors in 
word choice, organization or speech intelligibility).  Speaks in phrases or short sentences. 

 � 3 - Has severe difficulty expressing basic ideas or needs and requires maximal assistance or 
guessing by listener.  Speech limited to single words or short phrases. 

 � 4 - Unable to express basic needs even with maximal prompting or assistance but is not comatose or 
unresponsive (e.g., speech is nonsensical or unintelligible). 

 � 5 - Patient nonresponsive or unable to speak. 

(M0420) Frequency of Pain interfering with patient's activity or movement: 

 � 0 - Patient has no pain or pain does not interfere with activity or movement 
 � 1 - Less often than daily 
 � 2 - Daily, but not constantly 
 � 3 - All of the time 
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(M0430) Intractable Pain:  Is the patient experiencing pain that is not easily relieved, occurs at least daily, and 
affects the patient's sleep, appetite, physical or emotional energy, concentration, personal relationships, 
emotions, or ability or desire to perform physical activity? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

INTEGUMENTARY STATUS 

(M0440) Does this patient have a Skin Lesion or an Open Wound?  This excludes "OSTOMIES." 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0490 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0445) Does this patient have a Pressure Ulcer? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0468 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0450) Current Number of Pressure Ulcers at Each Stage:  (Circle one response for each stage.) 

 Pressure Ulcer Stages Number of Pressure Ulcers 
 a) Stage 1:  Nonblanchable erythema of intact skin; the heralding of 

skin ulceration.  In darker-pigmented skin, warmth, edema, 
hardness, or discolored skin may be indicators. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 b) Stage 2:  Partial thickness skin loss involving epidermis and/or 
dermis.  The ulcer is superficial and presents clinically as an 
abrasion, blister, or shallow crater. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 c) Stage 3:  Full-thickness skin loss involving damage or necrosis of 
subcutaneous tissue which may extend down to, but not through, 
underlying fascia.  The ulcer presents clinically as a deep crater 
with or without undermining of adjacent tissue. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 d) Stage 4:  Full-thickness skin loss with extensive destruction, tissue 
necrosis, or damage to muscle, bone, or supporting structures 
(e.g., tendon, joint capsule, etc.) 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 e) In addition to the above, is there at least one pressure ulcer that cannot be observed due to the 
presence of eschar or a nonremovable dressing, including casts? 

 � 0 - No  
 � 1 - Yes 

 

(M0460) Stage of Most Problematic (Observable) Pressure Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Stage 1 
 � 2 - Stage 2 
 � 3 - Stage 3 
 � 4 - Stage 4 
 � NA - No observable pressure ulcer 

(M0464) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Pressure Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable pressure ulcer 
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(M0468) Does this patient have a Stasis Ulcer? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0482 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0470) Current Number of Observable Stasis Ulcer(s): 

 � 0  - Zero 
 � 1 - One 
 � 2  - Two 
 � 3 - Three 
 � 4  - Four or more 

(M0474) Does this patient have at least one Stasis Ulcer that Cannot be Observed due to the presence of 
a nonremovable dressing? 

 � 0  - No  
 � 1  - Yes 

(M0476) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Stasis Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable stasis ulcer 

(M0482) Does this patient have a Surgical Wound? 

 � 0 - No [ If No, go to M0490 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0484) Current Number of (Observable) Surgical Wounds:  (If a wound is partially closed but has more 
than one opening, consider each opening as a separate wound.) 

 � 0  - Zero 
 � 1  - One 
 � 2  - Two 
 � 3  - Three 
 � 4  - Four or more 

(M0486) Does this patient have at least one Surgical Wound that Cannot be Observed due to the 
presence of a nonremovable dressing? 

 � 0  - No  
 � 1  - Yes 

(M0488) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Surgical Wound: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable surgical wound 
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RESPIRATORY STATUS 

(M0490) When is the patient dyspneic or noticeably Short of Breath? 

 � 0 - Never, patient is not short of breath 
 � 1 - When walking more than 20 feet, climbing stairs 
 � 2 - With moderate exertion (e.g., while dressing, using commode or bedpan, walking distances less 

than 20 feet) 
 � 3 - With minimal exertion (e.g., while eating, talking, or performing other ADLs) or with agitation 
 � 4 - At rest (during day or night) 

(M0500) Respiratory Treatments utilized at home:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Oxygen (intermittent or continuous) 
 � 2 - Ventilator (continually or at night) 
 � 3 - Continuous positive airway pressure 
 � 4 - None of the above 

ELIMINATION STATUS 

(M0510) Has this patient been treated for a Urinary Tract Infection in the past 14 days? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � NA - Patient on prophylactic treatment 
 � UK - Unknown 

(M0520) Urinary Incontinence or Urinary Catheter Presence: 

 � 0 - No incontinence or catheter (includes anuria or ostomy for urinary drainage) [ If No, go to M0540 ] 
 � 1 - Patient is incontinent 
 � 2 - Patient requires a urinary catheter (i.e., external, indwelling, intermittent, suprapubic)  [ Go to 

M0540 ] 

(M0530) When does Urinary Incontinence occur? 

 � 0 - Timed-voiding defers incontinence 
 � 1 - During the night only 
 � 2 - During the day and night 

(M0540) Bowel Incontinence Frequency: 

 � 0 - Very rarely or never has bowel incontinence 
 � 1 - Less than once weekly 
 � 2 - One to three times weekly 
 � 3 - Four to six times weekly 
 � 4 - On a daily basis 
 � 5 - More often than once daily 
 � NA - Patient has ostomy for bowel elimination 
 � UK - Unknown 
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(M0550) Ostomy for Bowel Elimination:  Does this patient have an ostomy for bowel elimination that (within the 
last 14 days):  a) was related to an inpatient facility stay, or b) necessitated a change in medical or 
treatment regimen? 

 � 0 - Patient does not have an ostomy for bowel elimination. 
 � 1 - Patient's ostomy was not related to an inpatient stay and did not necessitate change in medical or 

treatment regimen. 
 � 2 - The ostomy was related to an inpatient stay or did necessitate change in medical or treatment 

regimen. 

NEURO/EMOTIONAL/BEHAVIORAL STATUS 

(M0560) Cognitive Functioning:  (Patient's current level of alertness, orientation, comprehension, concentration, 
and immediate memory for simple commands.) 

 � 0 - Alert/oriented, able to focus and shift attention, comprehends and recalls task directions 
independently.  

 � 1 - Requires prompting (cuing, repetition, reminders) only under stressful or unfamiliar conditions. 
 � 2 - Requires assistance and some direction in specific situations (e.g., on all tasks involving shifting of 

attention), or consistently requires low stimulus environment due to distractibility. 
 � 3 - Requires considerable assistance in routine situations.  Is not alert and oriented or is unable to 

shift attention and recall directions more than half the time. 
 � 4 - Totally dependent due to disturbances such as constant disorientation, coma, persistent 

vegetative state, or delirium. 

(M0570) When Confused (Reported or Observed): 

 � 0 - Never 
 � 1 - In new or complex situations only 
 � 2 - On awakening or at night only 
 � 3 - During the day and evening, but not constantly 
 � 4 - Constantly 
 � NA - Patient nonresponsive 

(M0580) When Anxious (Reported or Observed): 

 � 0 - None of the time 
 � 1 - Less often than daily 
 � 2 - Daily, but not constantly 
 � 3 - All of the time 
 � NA - Patient nonresponsive 

(M0590) Depressive Feelings Reported or Observed in Patient:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Depressed mood (e.g., feeling sad, tearful) 
 � 2 - Sense of failure or self reproach 
 � 3 - Hopelessness 
 � 4 - Recurrent thoughts of death 
 � 5 - Thoughts of suicide 
 � 6 - None of the above feelings observed or reported 
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(M0600) Patient Behaviors (Reported or Observed):  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Indecisiveness, lack of concentration 
 � 2 - Diminished interest in most activities 
 � 3 - Sleep disturbances 
 � 4 - Recent change in appetite or weight 
 � 5 - Agitation 
 � 6 - A suicide attempt 
 � 7 - None of the above behaviors observed or reported 

(M0610) Behaviors Demonstrated at Least Once a Week (Reported or Observed):  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Memory deficit:  failure to recognize familiar persons/places, inability to recall events of past 24 
hours, significant memory loss so that supervision is required 

 � 2 - Impaired decision-making: failure to perform usual ADLs or IADLs, inability to appropriately stop 
activities, jeopardizes safety through actions 

 � 3 - Verbal disruption:  yelling, threatening, excessive profanity, sexual references, etc. 
 � 4 - Physical aggression:  aggressive or combative to self and others (e.g., hits self, throws objects, 

punches, dangerous maneuvers with wheelchair or other objects) 
 � 5 - Disruptive, infantile, or socially inappropriate behavior (excludes verbal actions) 
 � 6 - Delusional, hallucinatory, or paranoid behavior 
 � 7 - None of the above behaviors demonstrated 

(M0620) Frequency of Behavior Problems (Reported or Observed) (e.g., wandering episodes, self abuse, verbal 
disruption, physical aggression, etc.): 

 � 0 - Never 
 � 1 - Less than once a month 
 � 2 - Once a month 
 � 3 - Several times each month 
 � 4 - Several times a week 
 � 5 - At least daily 

(M0630) Is this patient receiving Psychiatric Nursing Services at home provided by a qualified psychiatric nurse? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

ADL/IADLs 

For M0640-M0800, complete the "Current" column for all patients.  For these same items, complete the 
"Prior" column only at start of care and at resumption of care; mark the level that corresponds to the 
patient's condition 14 days prior to start of care date (M0030) or resumption of care date (M0032).  In all 
cases, record what the patient is able to do.  

 
(M0640) Grooming:  Ability to tend to personal hygiene needs (i.e., washing face and hands, hair care, shaving or 

make up, teeth or denture care, fingernail care). 

Prior Current 
� � 0 - Able to groom self unaided, with or without the use of assistive devices or adapted methods.  
� � 1 - Grooming utensils must be placed within reach before able to complete grooming activities. 
� � 2 - Someone must assist the patient to groom self. 
� � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon someone else for grooming needs. 
�  UK - Unknown 
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(M0650) Ability to Dress Upper Body (with or without dressing aids) including undergarments, pullovers, front-
opening shirts and blouses, managing zippers, buttons, and snaps: 

Prior Current 
� � 0 - Able to get clothes out of closets and drawers, put them on and remove them from the upper body 

without assistance. 
� � 1 - Able to dress upper body without assistance if clothing is laid out or handed to the patient. 
� � 2 - Someone must help the patient put on upper body clothing. 
� � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon another person to dress the upper body. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0660) Ability to Dress Lower Body (with or without dressing aids) including undergarments, slacks, socks or 
nylons, shoes: 

Prior Current 
� � 0 - Able to obtain, put on, and remove clothing and shoes without assistance. 
� � 1 - Able to dress lower body without assistance if clothing and shoes are laid out or handed to the 

patient. 
� � 2 - Someone must help the patient put on undergarments, slacks, socks or nylons, and shoes. 
� � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon another person to dress lower body. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0670) Bathing:  Ability to wash entire body.   Excludes grooming (washing face and hands only). 
Prior Current 
� � 0 - Able to bathe self in shower or tub independently. 
� � 1 - With the use of devices, is able to bathe self in shower or tub independently. 
� � 2 - Able to bathe in shower or tub with the assistance of another person: 
    (a) for intermittent supervision or encouragement or reminders, OR 
    (b) to get in and out of the shower or tub, OR 
     (c) for washing difficult to reach areas. 
� � 3 - Participates in bathing self in shower or tub, but requires presence of another person throughout 

the bath for assistance or supervision. 
� � 4 - Unable to use the shower or tub and is bathed in bed or bedside chair.  
� � 5 - Unable to effectively participate in bathing and is totally bathed by another person. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0680) Toileting:  Ability to get to and from the toilet or bedside commode. 

Prior Current 
� � 0 - Able to get to and from the toilet independently with or without a device. 
� � 1 - When reminded, assisted, or supervised by another person, able to get to and from the toilet. 
� � 2 - Unable to get to and from the toilet but is able to use a bedside commode (with or without 

assistance). 
� � 3 - Unable to get to and from the toilet or bedside commode but is able to use a bedpan/urinal 

independently. 
� � 4 - Is totally dependent in toileting. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0690)  Transferring:  Ability to move from bed to chair, on and off toilet or commode, into and out of tub or 
shower, and ability to turn and position self in bed if patient is bedfast. 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - Able to independently transfer.  
� � 1 - Transfers with minimal human assistance or with use of an assistive device. 
� � 2 - Unable to transfer self but is able to bear weight and pivot during the transfer process. 
� � 3 - Unable to transfer self and is unable to bear weight or pivot when transferred by another person. 
� � 4 - Bedfast, unable to transfer but is able to turn and position self in bed. 
� � 5 - Bedfast, unable to transfer and is unable to turn and position self. 
�  UK - Unknown 
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(M0700) Ambulation/Locomotion:  Ability to SAFELY walk, once in a standing position, or use a wheelchair, once 
in a seated position, on a variety of surfaces. 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - Able to independently walk on even and uneven surfaces and climb stairs with or without railings 

(i.e., needs no human assistance or assistive device). 
� � 1 - Requires use of a device (e.g., cane, walker) to walk alone or requires human supervision or 

assistance to negotiate stairs or steps or uneven surfaces. 
� � 2 - Able to walk only with the supervision or assistance of another person at all times. 
� � 3 - Chairfast, unable to ambulate but is able to wheel self independently. 
� � 4 - Chairfast, unable to ambulate and is unable to wheel self. 
� � 5 - Bedfast, unable to ambulate or be up in a chair. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0710) Feeding or Eating:  Ability to feed self meals and snacks.  Note:  This refers only to the process of 
eating, chewing, and swallowing, not preparing the food to be eaten. 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - Able to independently feed self. 
� � 1 - Able to feed self independently but requires: 
    (a) meal set-up; OR 
    (b) intermittent assistance or supervision from another person; OR 
    (c) a liquid, pureed or ground meat diet. 
� � 2 - Unable to feed self and must be assisted or supervised throughout the meal/snack. 
� � 3 - Able to take in nutrients orally and receives supplemental nutrients through a nasogastric tube or 

gastrostomy. 
� � 4 - Unable to take in nutrients orally and is fed nutrients through a nasogastric tube or gastrostomy. 
� � 5 - Unable to take in nutrients orally or by tube feeding. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0720) Planning and Preparing Light Meals (e.g., cereal, sandwich) or reheat delivered meals: 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - (a) Able to independently plan and prepare all light meals for self or reheat delivered meals; OR 
    (b) Is physically, cognitively, and mentally able to prepare light meals on a regular basis but has 

not routinely performed light meal preparation in the past (i.e., prior to this home care 
admission). 

� � 1 - Unable to prepare light meals on a regular basis due to physical, cognitive, or mental limitations. 
� � 2 - Unable to prepare any light meals or reheat any delivered meals. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0730) Transportation:  Physical and mental ability to safely use a car, taxi, or public transportation (bus, train, 
subway). 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - Able to independently drive a regular or adapted car; OR uses a regular or handicap-accessible 

public bus. 
� � 1 - Able to ride in a car only when driven by another person; OR able to use a bus or handicap van 

only when assisted or accompanied by another person. 
� � 2 - Unable to ride in a car, taxi, bus, or van, and requires transportation by ambulance. 
�  UK - Unknown 

 © 1998, Center for Health Services and Policy Research, Denver, CO 
 OASIS-B1 SOC  (10/98) 
 14 



(M0740) Laundry:  Ability to do own laundry -- to carry laundry to and from washing machine, to use washer and 
dryer, to wash small items by hand. 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - (a) Able to independently take care of all laundry tasks; OR 
    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to do laundry and access facilities, but has not 

routinely performed laundry tasks in the past (i.e., prior to this home care admission). 
� � 1 - Able to do only light laundry, such as minor hand wash or light washer loads.  Due to physical, 

cognitive, or mental limitations, needs assistance with heavy laundry such as carrying large loads 
of laundry. 

� � 2 - Unable to do any laundry due to physical limitation or needs continual supervision and assistance 
due to cognitive or mental limitation. 

�  UK - Unknown 

(M0750) Housekeeping:  Ability to safely and effectively perform light housekeeping and heavier cleaning tasks. 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - (a) Able to independently perform all housekeeping tasks; OR 
    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to perform all housekeeping tasks but has not 

routinely participated in housekeeping tasks in the past (i.e., prior to this home care 
admission). 

� � 1 - Able to perform only light housekeeping (e.g., dusting, wiping kitchen counters) tasks 
independently. 

� � 2 - Able to perform housekeeping tasks with intermittent assistance or supervision from another 
person. 

� � 3 - Unable to consistently perform any housekeeping tasks unless assisted by another person 
throughout the process. 

� � 4 - Unable to effectively participate in any housekeeping tasks. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0760) Shopping:  Ability to plan for, select, and purchase items in a store and to carry them home or arrange 
delivery. 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - (a) Able to plan for shopping needs and independently perform shopping tasks, including carrying 

packages; OR 
    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to take care of shopping, but has not done shopping 

in the past (i.e., prior to this home care admission). 
� � 1 - Able to go shopping, but needs some assistance: 
    (a) By self is able to do only light shopping and carry small packages, but needs someone to do 

occasional major shopping; OR 
    (b) Unable to go shopping alone, but can go with someone to assist. 
� � 2 - Unable to go shopping, but is able to identify items needed, place orders, and arrange home 

delivery. 
� � 3 - Needs someone to do all shopping and errands. 
�  UK - Unknown 
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(M0770) Ability to Use Telephone:  Ability to answer the phone, dial numbers, and effectively use the telephone to 
communicate. 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - Able to dial numbers and answer calls appropriately and as desired. 
� � 1 - Able to use a specially adapted telephone (i.e., large numbers on the dial, teletype phone for the 

deaf) and call essential numbers. 
� � 2 - Able to answer the telephone and carry on a normal conversation but has difficulty with placing 

calls. 
� � 3 - Able to answer the telephone only some of the time or is able to carry on only a limited 

conversation. 
� � 4 - Unable to answer the telephone at all but can listen if assisted with equipment. 
� � 5 - Totally unable to use the telephone. 
� � NA - Patient does not have a telephone. 
�  UK - Unknown 

MEDICATIONS 

(M0780) Management of Oral Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed oral medications 
reliably and safely, including administration of the correct dosage at the appropriate times/intervals.  
Excludes injectable and IV medications. (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not compliance or 
willingness.) 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - Able to independently take the correct oral medication(s) and proper dosage(s) at the correct 

times. 
� � 1 - Able to take medication(s) at the correct times if: 
    (a) individual dosages are prepared in advance by another person; OR 
    (b) given daily reminders; OR  
    (c) someone develops a drug diary or chart. 
� � 2 - Unable to take medication unless administered by someone else. 
� � NA - No oral medications prescribed. 
�  UK - Unknown 

(M0790) Management of Inhalant/Mist Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed 
inhalant/mist medications (nebulizers, metered dose devices) reliably and safely, including administration of 
the correct dosage at the appropriate times/intervals.  Excludes all other forms of medication (oral 
tablets, injectable and IV medications). 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - Able to independently take the correct medication and proper dosage at the correct times. 
� � 1 - Able to take medication at the correct times if: 
    (a) individual dosages are prepared in advance by another person, OR 
     (b) given daily reminders. 
� � 2 - Unable to take medication unless administered by someone else. 
� � NA - No inhalant/mist medications prescribed. 
�  UK - Unknown 
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(M0800) Management of Injectable Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed injectable 
medications reliably and safely, including administration of correct dosage at the appropriate 
times/intervals.  Excludes IV medications. 

Prior  Current 
� � 0 - Able to independently take the correct medication and proper dosage at the correct times. 
� � 1 - Able to take injectable medication at correct times if: 
    (a) individual syringes are prepared in advance by another person, OR 
    (b) given daily reminders. 
� � 2 - Unable to take injectable medications unless administered by someone else. 
� � NA - No injectable medications prescribed. 
�  UK - Unknown 

EQUIPMENT MANAGEMENT 

(M0810) Patient Management of Equipment (includes ONLY oxygen, IV/infusion therapy, enteral/parenteral 
nutrition equipment or supplies):  Patient's ability to set up, monitor and change equipment reliably and 
safely, add appropriate fluids or medication, clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies using proper 
technique.  (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not compliance or willingness.) 

 � 0 - Patient manages all tasks related to equipment completely independently. 
 � 1 - If someone else sets up equipment (i.e., fills portable oxygen tank, provides patient with prepared 

solutions), patient is able to manage all other aspects of equipment. 
 � 2 - Patient requires considerable assistance from another person to manage equipment, but 

independently completes portions of the task. 
 � 3 - Patient is only able to monitor equipment (e.g., liter flow, fluid in bag) and must call someone else 

to manage the equipment. 
 � 4 - Patient is completely dependent on someone else to manage all equipment. 
 � NA - No equipment of this type used in care  [ If NA, skip M0820 ] 

(M0820) Caregiver Management of Equipment (includes ONLY oxygen, IV/infusion equipment, 
enteral/parenteral nutrition, ventilator therapy equipment or supplies):  Caregiver's ability to set up, 
monitor, and change equipment reliably and safely, add appropriate fluids or medication, 
clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies using proper technique.  (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not 
compliance or willingness.) 

 � 0 - Caregiver manages all tasks related to equipment completely independently. 
 � 1 - If someone else sets up equipment, caregiver is able to manage all other aspects. 
 � 2 - Caregiver requires considerable assistance from another person to manage equipment, but 

independently completes significant portions of task. 
 � 3 - Caregiver is only able to complete small portions of task (e.g., administer nebulizer treatment, 

clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies). 
 � 4 - Caregiver is completely dependent on someone else to manage all equipment. 
 � NA - No caregiver 
 � UK - Unknown 



Outcome and Assessment Information Set (OASIS-B1) 

FOLLOW-UP VERSION 

Items to be Used at this Time Point --------------------------------- M0010-M0100, M0150, M0200-M0220, M0250, 
M0280-M0380, M0410-M0840 

CLINICAL RECORD ITEMS 
(M0010) Agency Medicare Provider Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ 

(M0012) Agency Medicaid Provider Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 

Branch Identification (Optional, for Agency Use) 

(M0014) Branch State:  __ __ 

(M0016) Branch ID Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 
       (Agency-assigned) 

(M0020) Patient ID Number:   __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 

(M0030) Start of Care Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
     month   day       year 

(M0032) Resumption of Care Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __  �  NA  –  Not Applicable 
      month   day       year 

(M0040) Patient Name: 

__ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __    __    __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __    __ __ __ 
(First) (MI)    (Last) (Suffix) 

(M0050) Patient State of Residence:  __ __ 

(M0060) Patient Zip Code:  __ __ __ __ __   __ __ __ __ 

(M0063) Medicare Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __  �  NA  –  No Medicare 
     (including suffix) 

(M0064) Social Security Number:  __ __ __ - __ __ - __ __ __ __  �  UK  –  Unknown or Not Available 

(M0065) Medicaid Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ �  NA  –  No Medicaid 

(M0066) Birth Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
    month   day       year 

(M0069) Gender:  

 � 1 - Male 
 � 2 - Female 

(M0072) Primary Referring Physician ID:   

  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __     �  UK  –  Unknown or Not Available 

(M0080) Discipline of Person Completing Assessment: 

   � 1-RN     � 2-PT     � 3-SLP/ST     � 4-OT 
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(M0090) Date Assessment Completed:   __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
       month   day       year 

(M0100) This Assessment is Currently Being Completed for the Following Reason: 

Start/Resumption of Care 
 � 1 – Start of care—further visits planned 
 � 2 – Start of care—no further visits planned 
 � 3 – Resumption of care (after inpatient stay) 

Follow-Up 
 � 4 – Recertification (follow-up) reassessment  [ Go to M0150 ] 
 � 5 – Other follow-up  [ Go to M0150 ] 

Transfer to an Inpatient Facility 
 � 6 – Transferred to an inpatient facility—patient not discharged from agency  [ Go to M0830 ] 
 � 7 – Transferred to an inpatient facility—patient discharged from agency  [ Go to M0830 ] 

Discharge from Agency — Not to an Inpatient Facility 
 � 8 – Death at home  [ Go to M0906 ] 
 � 9 – Discharge from agency  [ Go to M0150 ] 
 � 10 – Discharge from agency—no visits completed after start/resumption of care assessment   

[ Go to M0906 ] 
 

DEMOGRAPHICS AND PATIENT HISTORY 

(M0150) Current Payment Sources for Home Care:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None; no charge for current services 
 � 1 - Medicare (traditional fee-for-service) 
 � 2 - Medicare (HMO/managed care) 
 � 3 - Medicaid (traditional fee-for-service) 
 � 4 - Medicaid (HMO/managed care)  
 � 5 - Workers' compensation 
 � 6 - Title programs (e.g., Title III, V, or XX) 
 � 7 - Other government (e.g., CHAMPUS, VA, etc.) 
 � 8 - Private insurance 
 � 9 - Private HMO/managed care 
 � 10 - Self-pay 
 � 11 - Other (specify)   

(M0200) Medical or Treatment Regimen Change Within Past 14 Days:  Has this patient experienced a change in 
medical or treatment regimen (e.g., medication, treatment, or service change due to new or additional 
diagnosis, etc.) within the last 14 days? 

 � 0 - No    [ If No, go to M0250 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0210) List the patient's Medical Diagnoses and ICD code categories (three digits required; five digits optional) for 
those conditions requiring changed medical or treatment regimen (no surgical or V-codes): 

    Changed Medical Regimen Diagnosis ICD 

a.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

b.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

c.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

d.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 
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(M0220) Conditions Prior to Medical or Treatment Regimen Change Within Past 14 Days:  If this patient 
experienced a change in medical or treatment regimen within the past 14 days, indicate any conditions 
which existed prior to the change in medical or treatment regimen.  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Urinary incontinence 
 � 2 - Indwelling/suprapubic catheter 
 � 3 - Intractable pain 
 � 4 - Impaired decision-making 
 � 5 - Disruptive or socially inappropriate behavior 
 � 6 - Memory loss to the extent that supervision required 
 � 7 - None of the above 

(M0250) Therapies the patient receives at home:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Intravenous or infusion therapy (excludes TPN) 
 � 2 - Parenteral nutrition (TPN or lipids) 
 � 3 - Enteral nutrition (nasogastric, gastrostomy, jejunostomy, or any other artificial entry into the 

alimentary canal) 
 � 4 - None of the above 

(M0280) Life Expectancy: (Physician documentation is not required.) 

 � 0 - Life expectancy is greater than 6 months 
 � 1 - Life expectancy is 6 months or fewer 

(M0290) High Risk Factors characterizing this patient:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Heavy smoking 
 � 2 - Obesity 
 � 3 - Alcohol dependency 
 � 4 - Drug dependency 
 � 5 - None of the above 

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS 

(M0300) Current Residence: 

 � 1 - Patient's owned or rented residence (house, apartment, or mobile home owned or rented by 
patient/couple/significant other) 

 � 2 - Family member's residence 
 � 3 - Boarding home or rented room 
 � 4 - Board and care or assisted living facility 
 � 5 - Other (specify)   

(M0310) Structural Barriers in the patient's environment limiting independent mobility:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - Stairs inside home which must be used by the patient (e.g., to get to toileting, sleeping, eating 

areas) 
 � 2 - Stairs inside home which are used optionally (e.g., to get to laundry facilities) 
 � 3 - Stairs leading from inside house to outside 
 � 4 - Narrow or obstructed doorways 
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(M0320) Safety Hazards found in the patient's current place of residence:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - Inadequate floor, roof, or windows 
 � 2 - Inadequate lighting 
 � 3 - Unsafe gas/electric appliance 
 � 4 - Inadequate heating 
 � 5 - Inadequate cooling 
 � 6 - Lack of fire safety devices 
 � 7 - Unsafe floor coverings 
 � 8 - Inadequate stair railings 
 � 9 - Improperly stored hazardous materials 
 � 10 - Lead-based paint 
 � 11 - Other (specify)   

(M0330) Sanitation Hazards found in the patient's current place of residence:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - No running water 
 � 2 - Contaminated water 
 � 3 - No toileting facilities 
 � 4 - Outdoor toileting facilities only 
 � 5 - Inadequate sewage disposal 
 � 6 - Inadequate/improper food storage 
 � 7 - No food refrigeration 
 � 8 - No cooking facilities 
 � 9 - Insects/rodents present 
 � 10 - No scheduled trash pickup 
 � 11 - Cluttered/soiled living area 
 � 12 - Other (specify)   

(M0340) Patient Lives With:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Lives alone 
 � 2 - With spouse or significant other 
 � 3 - With other family member 
 � 4 - With a friend 
 � 5 - With paid help (other than home care agency staff) 
 � 6 - With other than above 

SUPPORTIVE ASSISTANCE 

(M0350) Assisting Person(s) Other than Home Care Agency Staff:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Relatives, friends, or neighbors living outside the home 
 � 2 - Person residing in the home (EXCLUDING paid help) 
 � 3 - Paid help 
 � 4 - None of the above  [ If None of the above, go to M0410 ] 
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(M0360) Primary Caregiver taking lead responsibility for providing or managing the patient's care, providing the 
most frequent assistance, etc. (other than home care agency staff): 

 � 0 - No one person  [ If No one person, go to M0410 ] 
 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend or neighbor or community or church member 
 � 5 - Paid help 

(M0370) How Often does the patient receive assistance from the primary caregiver? 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 

(M0380) Type of Primary Caregiver Assistance:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - ADL assistance (e.g., bathing, dressing, toileting, bowel/bladder, eating/feeding) 
 � 2 - IADL assistance (e.g., meds, meals, housekeeping, laundry, telephone, shopping, finances) 
 � 3 - Environmental support (housing, home maintenance) 
 � 4 - Psychosocial support (socialization, companionship, recreation) 
 � 5 - Advocates or facilitates patient's participation in appropriate medical care 
 � 6 - Financial agent, power of attorney, or conservator of finance 
 � 7 - Health care agent, conservator of person, or medical power of attorney 

SENSORY STATUS 

(M0410) Speech and Oral (Verbal) Expression of Language (in patient's own language):  

 � 0 - Expresses complex ideas, feelings, and needs clearly, completely, and easily in all situations with 
no observable impairment. 

 � 1 - Minimal difficulty in expressing ideas and needs (may take extra time; makes occasional errors in 
word choice, grammar or speech intelligibility; needs minimal prompting or assistance). 

 � 2 - Expresses simple ideas or needs with moderate difficulty (needs prompting or assistance, errors in 
word choice, organization or speech intelligibility).  Speaks in phrases or short sentences. 

 � 3 - Has severe difficulty expressing basic ideas or needs and requires maximal assistance or 
guessing by listener.  Speech limited to single words or short phrases. 

 � 4 - Unable to express basic needs even with maximal prompting or assistance but is not comatose or 
unresponsive (e.g., speech is nonsensical or unintelligible). 

 � 5 - Patient nonresponsive or unable to speak. 

(M0420) Frequency of Pain interfering with patient's activity or movement: 

 � 0 - Patient has no pain or pain does not interfere with activity or movement 
 � 1 - Less often than daily 
 � 2 - Daily, but not constantly 
 � 3 - All of the time 

(M0430) Intractable Pain:  Is the patient experiencing pain that is not easily relieved, occurs at least daily, and 
affects the patient's sleep, appetite, physical or emotional energy, concentration, personal relationships, 
emotions, or ability or desire to perform physical activity? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
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INTEGUMENTARY STATUS 

(M0440) Does this patient have a Skin Lesion or an Open Wound?  This excludes "OSTOMIES." 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0490 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0445) Does this patient have a Pressure Ulcer? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0468 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0450) Current Number of Pressure Ulcers at Each Stage:  (Circle one response for each stage.) 

 Pressure Ulcer Stages Number of Pressure Ulcers 
 a) Stage 1:  Nonblanchable erythema of intact skin; the heralding of 

skin ulceration.  In darker-pigmented skin, warmth, edema, 
hardness, or discolored skin may be indicators. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 b) Stage 2:  Partial thickness skin loss involving epidermis and/or 
dermis.  The ulcer is superficial and presents clinically as an 
abrasion, blister, or shallow crater. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 c) Stage 3:  Full-thickness skin loss involving damage or necrosis of 
subcutaneous tissue which may extend down to, but not through, 
underlying fascia.  The ulcer presents clinically as a deep crater 
with or without undermining of adjacent tissue. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 d) Stage 4:  Full-thickness skin loss with extensive destruction, tissue 
necrosis, or damage to muscle, bone, or supporting structures 
(e.g., tendon, joint capsule, etc.) 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 e) In addition to the above, is there at least one pressure ulcer that cannot be observed due to the 
presence of eschar or a nonremovable dressing, including casts? 

 � 0 - No  
 � 1 - Yes 

 

(M0460) Stage of Most Problematic (Observable) Pressure Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Stage 1 
 � 2 - Stage 2 
 � 3 - Stage 3 
 � 4 - Stage 4 
 � NA - No observable pressure ulcer 

(M0464) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Pressure Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable pressure ulcer 
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(M0468) Does this patient have a Stasis Ulcer? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0482 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0470) Current Number of Observable Stasis Ulcer(s): 

 � 0  - Zero 
 � 1 - One 
 � 2  - Two 
 � 3 - Three 
 � 4  - Four or more 

(M0474) Does this patient have at least one Stasis Ulcer that Cannot be Observed due to the presence of 
a nonremovable dressing? 

 � 0  - No  
 � 1  - Yes 

(M0476) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Stasis Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable stasis ulcer 

(M0482) Does this patient have a Surgical Wound? 

 � 0 - No [ If No, go to M0490 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0484) Current Number of (Observable) Surgical Wounds:  (If a wound is partially closed but has more 
than one opening, consider each opening as a separate wound.) 

 � 0  - Zero 
 � 1  - One 
 � 2  - Two 
 � 3  - Three 
 � 4  - Four or more 

(M0486) Does this patient have at least one Surgical Wound that Cannot be Observed due to the 
presence of a nonremovable dressing? 

 � 0  - No  
 � 1  - Yes 

(M0488) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Surgical Wound: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable surgical wound 
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RESPIRATORY STATUS 

(M0490) When is the patient dyspneic or noticeably Short of Breath? 

 � 0 - Never, patient is not short of breath 
 � 1 - When walking more than 20 feet, climbing stairs 
 � 2 - With moderate exertion (e.g., while dressing, using commode or bedpan, walking distances less 

than 20 feet) 
 � 3 - With minimal exertion (e.g., while eating, talking, or performing other ADLs) or with agitation 
 � 4 - At rest (during day or night) 

(M0500) Respiratory Treatments utilized at home:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Oxygen (intermittent or continuous) 
 � 2 - Ventilator (continually or at night) 
 � 3 - Continuous positive airway pressure 
 � 4 - None of the above 

ELIMINATION STATUS 

(M0510) Has this patient been treated for a Urinary Tract Infection in the past 14 days? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � NA - Patient on prophylactic treatment 

(M0520) Urinary Incontinence or Urinary Catheter Presence: 

 � 0 - No incontinence or catheter (includes anuria or ostomy for urinary drainage) [ If No, go to M0540 ] 
 � 1 - Patient is incontinent 
 � 2 - Patient requires a urinary catheter (i.e., external, indwelling, intermittent, suprapubic)  [ Go to 

M0540 ] 

(M0530) When does Urinary Incontinence occur? 

 � 0 - Timed-voiding defers incontinence 
 � 1 - During the night only 
 � 2 - During the day and night 

(M0540) Bowel Incontinence Frequency: 

 � 0 - Very rarely or never has bowel incontinence 
 � 1 - Less than once weekly 
 � 2 - One to three times weekly 
 � 3 - Four to six times weekly 
 � 4 - On a daily basis 
 � 5 - More often than once daily 
 � NA - Patient has ostomy for bowel elimination 

(M0550) Ostomy for Bowel Elimination:  Does this patient have an ostomy for bowel elimination that (within the 
last 14 days) necessitated a change in medical or treatment regimen? 

 � 0 - Patient does not have an ostomy for bowel elimination. 
 � 1 - Patient's ostomy did not necessitate change in medical or treatment regimen. 
 � 2 - The ostomy did necessitate change in medical or treatment regimen. 
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NEURO/EMOTIONAL/BEHAVIORAL STATUS 

(M0560) Cognitive Functioning:  (Patient's current level of alertness, orientation, comprehension, concentration, 
and immediate memory for simple commands.) 

 � 0 - Alert/oriented, able to focus and shift attention, comprehends and recalls task directions 
independently.  

 � 1 - Requires prompting (cuing, repetition, reminders) only under stressful or unfamiliar conditions. 
 � 2 - Requires assistance and some direction in specific situations (e.g., on all tasks involving shifting of 

attention), or consistently requires low stimulus environment due to distractibility. 
 � 3 - Requires considerable assistance in routine situations.  Is not alert and oriented or is unable to 

shift attention and recall directions more than half the time. 
 � 4 - Totally dependent due to disturbances such as constant disorientation, coma, persistent 

vegetative state, or delirium. 

(M0570) When Confused (Reported or Observed): 

 � 0 - Never 
 � 1 - In new or complex situations only 
 � 2 - On awakening or at night only 
 � 3 - During the day and evening, but not constantly 
 � 4 - Constantly 
 � NA - Patient nonresponsive 

(M0580) When Anxious (Reported or Observed): 

 � 0 - None of the time 
 � 1 - Less often than daily 
 � 2 - Daily, but not constantly 
 � 3 - All of the time 
 � NA - Patient nonresponsive 

(M0590) Depressive Feelings Reported or Observed in Patient:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Depressed mood (e.g., feeling sad, tearful) 
 � 2 - Sense of failure or self reproach 
 � 3 - Hopelessness 
 � 4 - Recurrent thoughts of death 
 � 5 - Thoughts of suicide 
 � 6 - None of the above feelings observed or reported 

(M0600) Patient Behaviors (Reported or Observed):  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Indecisiveness, lack of concentration 
 � 2 - Diminished interest in most activities 
 � 3 - Sleep disturbances 
 � 4 - Recent change in appetite or weight 
 � 5 - Agitation 
 � 6 - A suicide attempt 
 � 7 - None of the above behaviors observed or reported 

 © 1998, Center for Health Services and Policy Research, Denver, CO 
 OASIS-B1 FU  (10/98) 
 9 



(M0610) Behaviors Demonstrated at Least Once a Week (Reported or Observed):  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Memory deficit:  failure to recognize familiar persons/places, inability to recall events of past 24 
hours, significant memory loss so that supervision is required 

 � 2 - Impaired decision-making: failure to perform usual ADLs or IADLs, inability to appropriately stop 
activities, jeopardizes safety through actions 

 � 3 - Verbal disruption:  yelling, threatening, excessive profanity, sexual references, etc. 
 � 4 - Physical aggression:  aggressive or combative to self and others (e.g., hits self, throws objects, 

punches, dangerous maneuvers with wheelchair or other objects) 
 � 5 - Disruptive, infantile, or socially inappropriate behavior (excludes verbal actions) 
 � 6 - Delusional, hallucinatory, or paranoid behavior 
 � 7 - None of the above behaviors demonstrated 

(M0620) Frequency of Behavior Problems (Reported or Observed) (e.g., wandering episodes, self abuse, verbal 
disruption, physical aggression, etc.): 

 � 0 - Never 
 � 1 - Less than once a month 
 � 2 - Once a month 
 � 3 - Several times each month 
 � 4 - Several times a week 
 � 5 - At least daily 

(M0630) Is this patient receiving Psychiatric Nursing Services at home provided by a qualified psychiatric nurse? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

ADL/IADLs 

For M0640-M0800, record what the patient currently is able to do. 
 
(M0640) Grooming:  Ability to tend to personal hygiene needs (i.e., washing face and hands, hair care, shaving or 

make up, teeth or denture care, fingernail care). 

 � 0 - Able to groom self unaided, with or without the use of assistive devices or adapted methods.  
 � 1 - Grooming utensils must be placed within reach before able to complete grooming activities. 
 � 2 - Someone must assist the patient to groom self. 
 � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon someone else for grooming needs. 

(M0650) Ability to Dress Upper Body (with or without dressing aids) including undergarments, pullovers, front-
opening shirts and blouses, managing zippers, buttons, and snaps: 

 � 0 - Able to get clothes out of closets and drawers, put them on and remove them from the upper body 
without assistance. 

 � 1 - Able to dress upper body without assistance if clothing is laid out or handed to the patient. 
 � 2 - Someone must help the patient put on upper body clothing. 
 � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon another person to dress the upper body. 

(M0660) Ability to Dress Lower Body (with or without dressing aids) including undergarments, slacks, socks or 
nylons, shoes: 

 � 0 - Able to obtain, put on, and remove clothing and shoes without assistance. 
 � 1 - Able to dress lower body without assistance if clothing and shoes are laid out or handed to the 

patient. 
 � 2 - Someone must help the patient put on undergarments, slacks, socks or nylons, and shoes. 
 � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon another person to dress lower body. 
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(M0670) Bathing:  Ability to wash entire body.  Excludes grooming (washing face and hands only). 

 � 0 - Able to bathe self in shower or tub independently. 
 � 1 - With the use of devices, is able to bathe self in shower or tub independently. 
 � 2 - Able to bathe in shower or tub with the assistance of another person: 
    (a) for intermittent supervision or encouragement or reminders, OR 
    (b) to get in and out of the shower or tub, OR 
    (c) for washing difficult to reach areas. 
 � 3 - Participates in bathing self in shower or tub, but requires presence of another person throughout 

the bath for assistance or supervision. 
 � 4 - Unable to use the shower or tub and is bathed in bed or bedside chair.  
 � 5 - Unable to effectively participate in bathing and is totally bathed by another person. 

(M0680) Toileting:  Ability to get to and from the toilet or bedside commode. 

 � 0 - Able to get to and from the toilet independently with or without a device. 
 � 1 - When reminded, assisted, or supervised by another person, able to get to and from the toilet. 
 � 2 - Unable to get to and from the toilet but is able to use a bedside commode (with or without 

assistance). 
 � 3 - Unable to get to and from the toilet or bedside commode but is able to use a bedpan/urinal 

independently. 
 � 4 - Is totally dependent in toileting. 

(M0690)  Transferring:  Ability to move from bed to chair, on and off toilet or commode, into and out of tub or 
shower, and ability to turn and position self in bed if patient is bedfast. 

 � 0 - Able to independently transfer.  
 � 1 - Transfers with minimal human assistance or with use of an assistive device. 
 � 2 - Unable to transfer self but is able to bear weight and pivot during the transfer process. 
 � 3 - Unable to transfer self and is unable to bear weight or pivot when transferred by another person. 
 � 4 - Bedfast, unable to transfer but is able to turn and position self in bed. 
 � 5 - Bedfast, unable to transfer and is unable to turn and position self. 

(M0700) Ambulation/Locomotion:  Ability to SAFELY walk, once in a standing position, or use a wheelchair, once 
in a seated position, on a variety of surfaces. 

 � 0 - Able to independently walk on even and uneven surfaces and climb stairs with or without railings 
(i.e., needs no human assistance or assistive device). 

 � 1 - Requires use of a device (e.g., cane, walker) to walk alone or requires human supervision or 
assistance to negotiate stairs or steps or uneven surfaces. 

 � 2 - Able to walk only with the supervision or assistance of another person at all times. 
 � 3 - Chairfast, unable to ambulate but is able to wheel self independently. 
 � 4 - Chairfast, unable to ambulate and is unable to wheel self. 
 � 5 - Bedfast, unable to ambulate or be up in a chair. 

(M0710) Feeding or Eating:  Ability to feed self meals and snacks.  Note:  This refers only to the process of 
eating, chewing, and swallowing, not preparing the food to be eaten. 

 � 0 - Able to independently feed self. 
 � 1 - Able to feed self independently but requires: 
    (a) meal set-up; OR 
    (b) intermittent assistance or supervision from another person; OR 
    (c) a liquid, pureed or ground meat diet. 
 � 2 - Unable to feed self and must be assisted or supervised throughout the meal/snack. 
 � 3 - Able to take in nutrients orally and receives supplemental nutrients through a nasogastric tube or 

gastrostomy. 
 � 4 - Unable to take in nutrients orally and is fed nutrients through a nasogastric tube or gastrostomy. 
 � 5 - Unable to take in nutrients orally or by tube feeding. 
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(M0720) Planning and Preparing Light Meals (e.g., cereal, sandwich) or reheat delivered meals: 

 � 0 - (a) Able to independently plan and prepare all light meals for self or reheat delivered meals; OR 
    (b) Is physically, cognitively, and mentally able to prepare light meals on a regular basis but has 

not routinely performed light meal preparation in the past (i.e., prior to this home care 
admission). 

 � 1 - Unable to prepare light meals on a regular basis due to physical, cognitive, or mental limitations. 
 � 2 - Unable to prepare any light meals or reheat any delivered meals. 

(M0730) Transportation:  Physical and mental ability to safely use a car, taxi, or public transportation (bus, train, 
subway). 

 � 0 - Able to independently drive a regular or adapted car; OR uses a regular or handicap-accessible 
public bus. 

 � 1 - Able to ride in a car only when driven by another person; OR able to use a bus or handicap van 
only when assisted or accompanied by another person. 

 � 2 - Unable to ride in a car, taxi, bus, or van, and requires transportation by ambulance. 

(M0740) Laundry:  Ability to do own laundry -- to carry laundry to and from washing machine, to use washer and 
dryer, to wash small items by hand. 

 � 0 - (a) Able to independently take care of all laundry tasks; OR 
    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to do laundry and access facilities, but has not 

routinely performed laundry tasks in the past (i.e., prior to this home care admission). 
 � 1 - Able to do only light laundry, such as minor hand wash or light washer loads.  Due to physical, 

cognitive, or mental limitations, needs assistance with heavy laundry such as carrying large loads 
of laundry. 

 � 2 - Unable to do any laundry due to physical limitation or needs continual supervision and assistance 
due to cognitive or mental limitation. 

(M0750) Housekeeping:  Ability to safely and effectively perform light housekeeping and heavier cleaning tasks. 

 � 0 - (a) Able to independently perform all housekeeping tasks; OR 
    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to perform all housekeeping tasks but has not 

routinely participated in housekeeping tasks in the past (i.e., prior to this home care 
admission). 

 � 1 - Able to perform only light housekeeping (e.g., dusting, wiping kitchen counters) tasks 
independently. 

 � 2 - Able to perform housekeeping tasks with intermittent assistance or supervision from another 
person. 

 � 3 - Unable to consistently perform any housekeeping tasks unless assisted by another person 
throughout the process. 

 � 4 - Unable to effectively participate in any housekeeping tasks. 

(M0760) Shopping:  Ability to plan for, select, and purchase items in a store and to carry them home or arrange 
delivery. 

 � 0 - (a) Able to plan for shopping needs and independently perform shopping tasks, including carrying 
packages; OR 

    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to take care of shopping, but has not done shopping 
in the past (i.e., prior to this home care admission). 

 � 1 - Able to go shopping, but needs some assistance: 
    (a) By self is able to do only light shopping and carry small packages, but needs someone to do 

occasional major shopping; OR 
    (b) Unable to go shopping alone, but can go with someone to assist. 
 � 2 - Unable to go shopping, but is able to identify items needed, place orders, and arrange home 

delivery. 
 � 3 - Needs someone to do all shopping and errands. 
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(M0770) Ability to Use Telephone:  Ability to answer the phone, dial numbers, and effectively use the telephone to 
communicate. 

 � 0 - Able to dial numbers and answer calls appropriately and as desired. 
 � 1 - Able to use a specially adapted telephone (i.e., large numbers on the dial, teletype phone for the 

deaf) and call essential numbers. 
 � 2 - Able to answer the telephone and carry on a normal conversation but has difficulty with placing 

calls. 
 � 3 - Able to answer the telephone only some of the time or is able to carry on only a limited 

conversation. 
 � 4 - Unable to answer the telephone at all but can listen if assisted with equipment. 
 � 5 - Totally unable to use the telephone. 
 � NA - Patient does not have a telephone. 

MEDICATIONS 

(M0780) Management of Oral Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed oral medications 
reliably and safely, including administration of the correct dosage at the appropriate times/intervals.  
Excludes injectable and IV medications. (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not compliance or 
willingness.) 

 � 0 - Able to independently take the correct oral medication(s) and proper dosage(s) at the correct 
times. 

 � 1 - Able to take medication(s) at the correct times if: 
    (a) individual dosages are prepared in advance by another person; OR 
    (b) given daily reminders; OR  
    (c) someone develops a drug diary or chart. 
 � 2 - Unable to take medication unless administered by someone else. 
 � NA - No oral medications prescribed. 

(M0790) Management of Inhalant/Mist Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed 
inhalant/mist medications (nebulizers, metered dose devices) reliably and safely, including administration of 
the correct dosage at the appropriate times/intervals.  Excludes all other forms of medication (oral 
tablets, injectable and IV medications). 

 � 0 - Able to independently take the correct medication and proper dosage at the correct times. 
 � 1 - Able to take medication at the correct times if: 
    (a) individual dosages are prepared in advance by another person, OR 
    (b) given daily reminders. 
 � 2 - Unable to take medication unless administered by someone else. 
 � NA - No inhalant/mist medications prescribed. 

(M0800) Management of Injectable Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed injectable 
medications reliably and safely, including administration of correct dosage at the appropriate 
times/intervals.  Excludes IV medications. 

 � 0 - Able to independently take the correct medication and proper dosage at the correct times. 
 � 1 - Able to take injectable medication at correct times if: 
    (a) individual syringes are prepared in advance by another person, OR 
    (b) given daily reminders. 
 � 2 - Unable to take injectable medications unless administered by someone else. 
 � NA - No injectable medications prescribed. 
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EQUIPMENT MANAGEMENT 

(M0810) Patient Management of Equipment (includes ONLY oxygen, IV/infusion therapy, enteral/parenteral 
nutrition equipment or supplies):  Patient's ability to set up, monitor and change equipment reliably and 
safely, add appropriate fluids or medication, clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies using proper 
technique.  (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not compliance or willingness.) 

 � 0 - Patient manages all tasks related to equipment completely independently. 
 � 1 - If someone else sets up equipment (i.e., fills portable oxygen tank, provides patient with prepared 

solutions), patient is able to manage all other aspects of equipment. 
 � 2 - Patient requires considerable assistance from another person to manage equipment, but 

independently completes portions of the task. 
 � 3 - Patient is only able to monitor equipment (e.g., liter flow, fluid in bag) and must call someone else 

to manage the equipment. 
 � 4 - Patient is completely dependent on someone else to manage all equipment. 
 � NA - No equipment of this type used in care  [ If NA, go to M0830 ] 

(M0820) Caregiver Management of Equipment (includes ONLY oxygen, IV/infusion equipment, 
enteral/parenteral nutrition, ventilator therapy equipment or supplies):  Caregiver's ability to set up, 
monitor, and change equipment reliably and safely, add appropriate fluids or medication, 
clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies using proper technique.  (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not 
compliance or willingness.) 

 � 0 - Caregiver manages all tasks related to equipment completely independently. 
 � 1 - If someone else sets up equipment, caregiver is able to manage all other aspects. 
 � 2 - Caregiver requires considerable assistance from another person to manage equipment, but 

independently completes significant portions of task. 
 � 3 - Caregiver is only able to complete small portions of task (e.g., administer nebulizer treatment, 

clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies). 
 � 4 - Caregiver is completely dependent on someone else to manage all equipment. 
 � NA - No caregiver 

EMERGENT CARE 

(M0830) Emergent Care:  Since the last time OASIS data were collected, has the patient utilized any of the 
following services for emergent care (other than home care agency services)?  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - No emergent care services  [ If no emergent care, skip M0840 ] 
 � 1 - Hospital emergency room (includes 23-hour holding) 
 � 2 - Doctor's office emergency visit/house call 
 � 3 - Outpatient department/clinic emergency (includes urgicenter sites) 
 � UK - Unknown  [ If UK, skip M0840 ] 

(M0840) Emergent Care Reason:  For what reason(s) did the patient/family seek emergent care?  (Mark all that 
apply.) 

 � 1 - Improper medication administration, medication side effects, toxicity, anaphylaxis 
 � 2 - Nausea, dehydration, malnutrition, constipation, impaction 
 � 3 - Injury caused by fall or accident at home 
 � 4 - Respiratory problems (e.g., shortness of breath, respiratory infection, tracheobronchial 

obstruction) 
 � 5 - Wound infection, deteriorating wound status, new lesion/ulcer 
 � 6 - Cardiac problems (e.g., fluid overload, exacerbation of CHF, chest pain) 
 � 7 - Hypo/Hyperglycemia, diabetes out of control 
 � 8 - GI bleeding, obstruction 
 � 9 - Other than above reasons 
 � UK - Reason unknown 



Outcome and Assessment Information Set (OASIS-B1) 
DISCHARGE VERSION 

(also used for Transfer to an Inpatient Facility or Patient Death at Home) 

Items to be Used at Specific Time Points 

Transfer to an Inpatient Facility -------------------------------------- M0010-M0100, M0830-M0855, M0890-M0906 

 Transferred to an inpatient facility—patient not discharged from an agency 
 Transferred to an inpatient facility—patient discharged from agency  

Discharge from Agency — Not to an Inpatient Facility 

 Death at home --------------------------------------------------------- M0010-M0100, M0906 
 Discharge from agency ---------------------------------------------- M0010-M0100, M0150, M0200-M0220, M0250, 

M0280-M0380, M0410-M0880, M0903-M0906 
 Discharge from agency—no visits completed 
   after start/resumption of care assessment -------------------- M0010-M0100, M0906 

CLINICAL RECORD ITEMS 

(M0010) Agency Medicare Provider Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ 

(M0012) Agency Medicaid Provider Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 

Branch Identification (Optional, for Agency Use) 

(M0014) Branch State:  __ __ 

(M0016) Branch ID Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 
       (Agency-assigned) 

(M0020) Patient ID Number:   __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ 

(M0030) Start of Care Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
     month   day       year 

(M0032) Resumption of Care Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __  �  NA  –  Not Applicable 
      month   day       year 

(M0040) Patient Name: 

__ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __    __    __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __    __ __ __ 
(First) (MI)    (Last) (Suffix) 

(M0050) Patient State of Residence:  __ __ 

(M0060) Patient Zip Code:  __ __ __ __ __   __ __ __ __ 

(M0063) Medicare Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __  �  NA  –  No Medicare 
     (including suffix) 

(M0064) Social Security Number:  __ __ __ - __ __ - __ __ __ __  �  UK  –  Unknown or Not Available 

(M0065) Medicaid Number:  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ �  NA  –  No Medicaid 

(M0066) Birth Date: __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
    month   day       year 
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(M0069) Gender:  

 � 1 - Male 
 � 2 - Female 

(M0072) Primary Referring Physician ID: 

  __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __ __     �  UK  –  Unknown or Not Available 

(M0080) Discipline of Person Completing Assessment: 

   � 1-RN     � 2-PT     � 3-SLP/ST     � 4-OT 

(M0090) Date Assessment Completed:   __ __ /__ __ /__ __ __ __ 
       month   day       year 

(M0100) This Assessment is Currently Being Completed for the Following Reason: 

Start/Resumption of Care 
 � 1 – Start of care—further visits planned 
 � 2 – Start of care—no further visits planned 
 � 3 – Resumption of care (after inpatient stay) 

Follow-Up 
 � 4 – Recertification (follow-up) reassessment  [ Go to M0150 ] 
 � 5 – Other follow-up  [ Go to M0150 ] 

Transfer to an Inpatient Facility 
 � 6 – Transferred to an inpatient facility—patient not discharged from agency  [ Go to M0830 ] 
 � 7 – Transferred to an inpatient facility—patient discharged from agency  [ Go to M0830 ] 

Discharge from Agency — Not to an Inpatient Facility 
 � 8 – Death at home  [ Go to M0906 ] 
 � 9 – Discharge from agency  [ Go to M0150 ] 
 � 10 – Discharge from agency—no visits completed after start/resumption of care assessment   

[ Go to M0906 ] 
 

DEMOGRAPHICS AND PATIENT HISTORY 

(M0150) Current Payment Sources for Home Care:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None; no charge for current services 
 � 1 - Medicare (traditional fee-for-service) 
 � 2 - Medicare (HMO/managed care) 
 � 3 - Medicaid (traditional fee-for-service) 
 � 4 - Medicaid (HMO/managed care)  
 � 5 - Workers' compensation 
 � 6 - Title programs (e.g., Title III, V, or XX) 
 � 7 - Other government (e.g., CHAMPUS, VA, etc.) 
 � 8 - Private insurance 
 � 9 - Private HMO/managed care 
 � 10 - Self-pay 
 � 11 - Other (specify)   

(M0200) Medical or Treatment Regimen Change Within Past 14 Days:  Has this patient experienced a change in 
medical or treatment regimen (e.g., medication, treatment, or service change due to new or additional 
diagnosis, etc.) within the last 14 days? 

 � 0 - No    [ If No, go to M0250 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 
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(M0210) List the patient's Medical Diagnoses and ICD code categories (three digits required; five digits optional) for 
those conditions requiring changed medical or treatment regimen (no surgical or V-codes): 

    Changed Medical Regimen Diagnosis ICD 

a.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

b.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

c.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

d.   (__ __ __ • __ __) 

 
(M0220) Conditions Prior to Medical or Treatment Regimen Change Within Past 14 Days:  If this patient 

experienced a change in medical or treatment regimen within the past 14 days, indicate any conditions 
which existed prior to the change in medical or treatment regimen.  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Urinary incontinence 
 � 2 - Indwelling/suprapubic catheter 
 � 3 - Intractable pain 
 � 4 - Impaired decision-making 
 � 5 - Disruptive or socially inappropriate behavior 
 � 6 - Memory loss to the extent that supervision required 
 � 7 - None of the above 

(M0250) Therapies the patient receives at home:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Intravenous or infusion therapy (excludes TPN) 
 � 2 - Parenteral nutrition (TPN or lipids) 
 � 3 - Enteral nutrition (nasogastric, gastrostomy, jejunostomy, or any other artificial entry into the 

alimentary canal) 
 � 4 - None of the above 

(M0280) Life Expectancy: (Physician documentation is not required.) 

 � 0 - Life expectancy is greater than 6 months 
 � 1 - Life expectancy is 6 months or fewer 

(M0290) High Risk Factors characterizing this patient:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Heavy smoking 
 � 2 - Obesity 
 � 3 - Alcohol dependency 
 � 4 - Drug dependency 
 � 5 - None of the above 

LIVING ARRANGEMENTS 

(M0300) Current Residence: 

 � 1 - Patient's owned or rented residence (house, apartment, or mobile home owned or rented by 
patient/couple/significant other) 

 � 2 - Family member's residence 
 � 3 - Boarding home or rented room 
 � 4 - Board and care or assisted living facility 
 � 5 - Other (specify)   
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(M0310) Structural Barriers in the patient's environment limiting independent mobility:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - Stairs inside home which must be used by the patient (e.g., to get to toileting, sleeping, eating 

areas) 
 � 2 - Stairs inside home which are used optionally (e.g., to get to laundry facilities) 
 � 3 - Stairs leading from inside house to outside 
 � 4 - Narrow or obstructed doorways 

(M0320) Safety Hazards found in the patient's current place of residence:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - Inadequate floor, roof, or windows 
 � 2 - Inadequate lighting 
 � 3 - Unsafe gas/electric appliance 
 � 4 - Inadequate heating 
 � 5 - Inadequate cooling 
 � 6 - Lack of fire safety devices 
 � 7 - Unsafe floor coverings 
 � 8 - Inadequate stair railings 
 � 9 - Improperly stored hazardous materials 
 � 10 - Lead-based paint 
 � 11 - Other (specify)   

(M0330) Sanitation Hazards found in the patient's current place of residence:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - None 
 � 1 - No running water 
 � 2 - Contaminated water 
 � 3 - No toileting facilities 
 � 4 - Outdoor toileting facilities only 
 � 5 - Inadequate sewage disposal 
 � 6 - Inadequate/improper food storage 
 � 7 - No food refrigeration 
 � 8 - No cooking facilities 
 � 9 - Insects/rodents present 
 � 10 - No scheduled trash pickup 
 � 11 - Cluttered/soiled living area 
 � 12 - Other (specify)   

(M0340) Patient Lives With:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Lives alone 
 � 2 - With spouse or significant other 
 � 3 - With other family member 
 � 4 - With a friend 
 � 5 - With paid help (other than home care agency staff) 
 � 6 - With other than above 
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SUPPORTIVE ASSISTANCE 

(M0350) Assisting Person(s) Other than Home Care Agency Staff:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Relatives, friends, or neighbors living outside the home 
 � 2 - Person residing in the home (EXCLUDING paid help) 
 � 3 - Paid help 
 � 4 - None of the above  [ If None of the above, go to M0410 ] 

(M0360) Primary Caregiver taking lead responsibility for providing or managing the patient's care, providing the 
most frequent assistance, etc. (other than home care agency staff): 

 � 0 - No one person  [ If No one person, go to M0410 ] 
 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend or neighbor or community or church member 
 � 5 - Paid help 

(M0370) How Often does the patient receive assistance from the primary caregiver? 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 

(M0380) Type of Primary Caregiver Assistance:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - ADL assistance (e.g., bathing, dressing, toileting, bowel/bladder, eating/feeding) 
 � 2 - IADL assistance (e.g., meds, meals, housekeeping, laundry, telephone, shopping, finances) 
 � 3 - Environmental support (housing, home maintenance) 
 � 4 - Psychosocial support (socialization, companionship, recreation) 
 � 5 - Advocates or facilitates patient's participation in appropriate medical care 
 � 6 - Financial agent, power of attorney, or conservator of finance 
 � 7 - Health care agent, conservator of person, or medical power of attorney 

SENSORY STATUS 

(M0410) Speech and Oral (Verbal) Expression of Language (in patient's own language):  

 � 0 - Expresses complex ideas, feelings, and needs clearly, completely, and easily in all situations with 
no observable impairment. 

 � 1 - Minimal difficulty in expressing ideas and needs (may take extra time; makes occasional errors in 
word choice, grammar or speech intelligibility; needs minimal prompting or assistance). 

 � 2 - Expresses simple ideas or needs with moderate difficulty (needs prompting or assistance, errors in 
word choice, organization or speech intelligibility).  Speaks in phrases or short sentences. 

 � 3 - Has severe difficulty expressing basic ideas or needs and requires maximal assistance or 
guessing by listener.  Speech limited to single words or short phrases. 

 � 4 - Unable to express basic needs even with maximal prompting or assistance but is not comatose or 
unresponsive (e.g., speech is nonsensical or unintelligible). 

 � 5 - Patient nonresponsive or unable to speak. 
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(M0420) Frequency of Pain interfering with patient's activity or movement: 

 � 0 - Patient has no pain or pain does not interfere with activity or movement 
 � 1 - Less often than daily 
 � 2 - Daily, but not constantly 
 � 3 - All of the time 

(M0430) Intractable Pain:  Is the patient experiencing pain that is not easily relieved, occurs at least daily, and 
affects the patient's sleep, appetite, physical or emotional energy, concentration, personal relationships, 
emotions, or ability or desire to perform physical activity? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

INTEGUMENTARY STATUS 

(M0440) Does this patient have a Skin Lesion or an Open Wound?  This excludes "OSTOMIES." 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0490 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0445) Does this patient have a Pressure Ulcer? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0468 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0450) Current Number of Pressure Ulcers at Each Stage:  (Circle one response for each stage.) 

 Pressure Ulcer Stages Number of Pressure Ulcers 
 a) Stage 1:  Nonblanchable erythema of intact skin; the heralding of 

skin ulceration.  In darker-pigmented skin, warmth, edema, 
hardness, or discolored skin may be indicators. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 b) Stage 2:  Partial thickness skin loss involving epidermis and/or 
dermis.  The ulcer is superficial and presents clinically as an 
abrasion, blister, or shallow crater. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 c) Stage 3:  Full-thickness skin loss involving damage or necrosis of 
subcutaneous tissue which may extend down to, but not through, 
underlying fascia.  The ulcer presents clinically as a deep crater 
with or without undermining of adjacent tissue. 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 d) Stage 4:  Full-thickness skin loss with extensive destruction, tissue 
necrosis, or damage to muscle, bone, or supporting structures 
(e.g., tendon, joint capsule, etc.) 

0 1 2 3 4 or 
more

 e) In addition to the above, is there at least one pressure ulcer that cannot be observed due to the 
presence of eschar or a nonremovable dressing, including casts? 

 � 0 - No  
 � 1 - Yes 

 

(M0460) Stage of Most Problematic (Observable) Pressure Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Stage 1 
 � 2 - Stage 2 
 � 3 - Stage 3 
 � 4 - Stage 4 
 � NA - No observable pressure ulcer 
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(M0464) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Pressure Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable pressure ulcer 

(M0468) Does this patient have a Stasis Ulcer? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to M0482 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0470) Current Number of Observable Stasis Ulcer(s): 

 � 0  - Zero 
 � 1 - One 
 � 2  - Two 
 � 3 - Three 
 � 4  - Four or more 

(M0474) Does this patient have at least one Stasis Ulcer that Cannot be Observed due to the presence of 
a nonremovable dressing? 

 � 0  - No  
 � 1  - Yes 

(M0476) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Stasis Ulcer: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable stasis ulcer 

(M0482) Does this patient have a Surgical Wound? 

 � 0 - No [ If No, go to M0490 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

(M0484) Current Number of (Observable) Surgical Wounds:  (If a wound is partially closed but has more 
than one opening, consider each opening as a separate wound.) 

 � 0  - Zero 
 � 1  - One 
 � 2  - Two 
 � 3  - Three 
 � 4  - Four or more 

(M0486) Does this patient have at least one Surgical Wound that Cannot be Observed due to the 
presence of a nonremovable dressing? 

 � 0  - No  
 � 1  - Yes 

(M0488) Status of Most Problematic (Observable) Surgical Wound: 

 � 1 - Fully granulating 
 � 2 - Early/partial granulation 
 � 3 - Not healing 
 � NA - No observable surgical wound 
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RESPIRATORY STATUS 

(M0490) When is the patient dyspneic or noticeably Short of Breath? 

 � 0 - Never, patient is not short of breath 
 � 1 - When walking more than 20 feet, climbing stairs 
 � 2 - With moderate exertion (e.g., while dressing, using commode or bedpan, walking distances less 

than 20 feet) 
 � 3 - With minimal exertion (e.g., while eating, talking, or performing other ADLs) or with agitation 
 � 4 - At rest (during day or night) 

(M0500) Respiratory Treatments utilized at home:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Oxygen (intermittent or continuous) 
 � 2 - Ventilator (continually or at night) 
 � 3 - Continuous positive airway pressure 
 � 4 - None of the above 

ELIMINATION STATUS 

(M0510) Has this patient been treated for a Urinary Tract Infection in the past 14 days? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � NA - Patient on prophylactic treatment 

(M0520) Urinary Incontinence or Urinary Catheter Presence: 

 � 0 - No incontinence or catheter (includes anuria or ostomy for urinary drainage) [ If No, go to M0540 ] 
 � 1 - Patient is incontinent 
 � 2 - Patient requires a urinary catheter (i.e., external, indwelling, intermittent, suprapubic)  [ Go to 

M0540 ] 

(M0530) When does Urinary Incontinence occur? 

 � 0 - Timed-voiding defers incontinence 
 � 1 - During the night only 
 � 2 - During the day and night 

(M0540) Bowel Incontinence Frequency: 

 � 0 - Very rarely or never has bowel incontinence 
 � 1 - Less than once weekly 
 � 2 - One to three times weekly 
 � 3 - Four to six times weekly 
 � 4 - On a daily basis 
 � 5 - More often than once daily 
 � NA - Patient has ostomy for bowel elimination 

(M0550) Ostomy for Bowel Elimination:  Does this patient have an ostomy for bowel elimination that (within the 
last 14 days) necessitated a change in medical or treatment regimen? 

 � 0 - Patient does not have an ostomy for bowel elimination. 
 � 1 - Patient's ostomy did not necessitate change in medical or treatment regimen. 
 � 2 - The ostomy did necessitate change in medical or treatment regimen. 
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NEURO/EMOTIONAL/BEHAVIORAL STATUS 

(M0560) Cognitive Functioning:  (Patient's current level of alertness, orientation, comprehension, concentration, 
and immediate memory for simple commands.) 

 � 0 - Alert/oriented, able to focus and shift attention, comprehends and recalls task directions 
independently.  

 � 1 - Requires prompting (cuing, repetition, reminders) only under stressful or unfamiliar conditions. 
 � 2 - Requires assistance and some direction in specific situations (e.g., on all tasks involving shifting of 

attention), or consistently requires low stimulus environment due to distractibility. 
 � 3 - Requires considerable assistance in routine situations.  Is not alert and oriented or is unable to 

shift attention and recall directions more than half the time. 
 � 4 - Totally dependent due to disturbances such as constant disorientation, coma, persistent 

vegetative state, or delirium. 

(M0570) When Confused (Reported or Observed): 

 � 0 - Never 
 � 1 - In new or complex situations only 
 � 2 - On awakening or at night only 
 � 3 - During the day and evening, but not constantly 
 � 4 - Constantly 
 � NA - Patient nonresponsive 

(M0580) When Anxious (Reported or Observed): 

 � 0 - None of the time 
 � 1 - Less often than daily 
 � 2 - Daily, but not constantly 
 � 3 - All of the time 
 � NA - Patient nonresponsive 

(M0590) Depressive Feelings Reported or Observed in Patient:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Depressed mood (e.g., feeling sad, tearful) 
 � 2 - Sense of failure or self reproach 
 � 3 - Hopelessness 
 � 4 - Recurrent thoughts of death 
 � 5 - Thoughts of suicide 
 � 6 - None of the above feelings observed or reported 

(M0600) Patient Behaviors (Reported or Observed):  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Indecisiveness, lack of concentration 
 � 2 - Diminished interest in most activities 
 � 3 - Sleep disturbances 
 � 4 - Recent change in appetite or weight 
 � 5 - Agitation 
 � 6 - A suicide attempt 
 � 7 - None of the above behaviors observed or reported 
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(M0610) Behaviors Demonstrated at Least Once a Week (Reported or Observed):  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Memory deficit:  failure to recognize familiar persons/places, inability to recall events of past 24 
hours, significant memory loss so that supervision is required 

 � 2 - Impaired decision-making: failure to perform usual ADLs or IADLs, inability to appropriately stop 
activities, jeopardizes safety through actions 

 � 3 - Verbal disruption:  yelling, threatening, excessive profanity, sexual references, etc. 
 � 4 - Physical aggression:  aggressive or combative to self and others (e.g., hits self, throws objects, 

punches, dangerous maneuvers with wheelchair or other objects) 
 � 5 - Disruptive, infantile, or socially inappropriate behavior (excludes verbal actions) 
 � 6 - Delusional, hallucinatory, or paranoid behavior 
 � 7 - None of the above behaviors demonstrated 

(M0620) Frequency of Behavior Problems (Reported or Observed) (e.g., wandering episodes, self abuse, verbal 
disruption, physical aggression, etc.): 

 � 0 - Never 
 � 1 - Less than once a month 
 � 2 - Once a month 
 � 3 - Several times each month 
 � 4 - Several times a week 
 � 5 - At least daily 

(M0630) Is this patient receiving Psychiatric Nursing Services at home provided by a qualified psychiatric nurse? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

ADL/IADLs 

For M0640-M0800, record what the patient currently is able to do. 
 
(M0640) Grooming:  Ability to tend to personal hygiene needs (i.e., washing face and hands, hair care, shaving or 

make up, teeth or denture care, fingernail care). 

 � 0 - Able to groom self unaided, with or without the use of assistive devices or adapted methods.  
 � 1 - Grooming utensils must be placed within reach before able to complete grooming activities. 
 � 2 - Someone must assist the patient to groom self. 
 � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon someone else for grooming needs. 

(M0650) Ability to Dress Upper Body (with or without dressing aids) including undergarments, pullovers, front-
opening shirts and blouses, managing zippers, buttons, and snaps: 

 � 0 - Able to get clothes out of closets and drawers, put them on and remove them from the upper body 
without assistance. 

 � 1 - Able to dress upper body without assistance if clothing is laid out or handed to the patient. 
 � 2 - Someone must help the patient put on upper body clothing. 
 � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon another person to dress the upper body. 

(M0660) Ability to Dress Lower Body (with or without dressing aids) including undergarments, slacks, socks or 
nylons, shoes: 

 � 0 - Able to obtain, put on, and remove clothing and shoes without assistance. 
 � 1 - Able to dress lower body without assistance if clothing and shoes are laid out or handed to the 

patient. 
 � 2 - Someone must help the patient put on undergarments, slacks, socks or nylons, and shoes. 
 � 3 - Patient depends entirely upon another person to dress lower body. 
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(M0670) Bathing:  Ability to wash entire body.  Excludes grooming (washing face and hands only). 

 � 0 - Able to bathe self in shower or tub independently. 
 � 1 - With the use of devices, is able to bathe self in shower or tub independently. 
 � 2 - Able to bathe in shower or tub with the assistance of another person: 
    (a) for intermittent supervision or encouragement or reminders, OR 
    (b) to get in and out of the shower or tub, OR 
    (c) for washing difficult to reach areas. 
 � 3 - Participates in bathing self in shower or tub, but requires presence of another person throughout 

the bath for assistance or supervision. 
 � 4 - Unable to use the shower or tub and is bathed in bed or bedside chair.  
 � 5 - Unable to effectively participate in bathing and is totally bathed by another person. 

(M0680) Toileting:  Ability to get to and from the toilet or bedside commode. 

 � 0 - Able to get to and from the toilet independently with or without a device. 
 � 1 - When reminded, assisted, or supervised by another person, able to get to and from the toilet. 
 � 2 - Unable to get to and from the toilet but is able to use a bedside commode (with or without 

assistance). 
 � 3 - Unable to get to and from the toilet or bedside commode but is able to use a bedpan/urinal 

independently. 
 � 4 - Is totally dependent in toileting. 

(M0690)  Transferring:  Ability to move from bed to chair, on and off toilet or commode, into and out of tub or 
shower, and ability to turn and position self in bed if patient is bedfast. 

 � 0 - Able to independently transfer.  
 � 1 - Transfers with minimal human assistance or with use of an assistive device. 
 � 2 - Unable to transfer self but is able to bear weight and pivot during the transfer process. 
 � 3 - Unable to transfer self and is unable to bear weight or pivot when transferred by another person. 
 � 4 - Bedfast, unable to transfer but is able to turn and position self in bed. 
 � 5 - Bedfast, unable to transfer and is unable to turn and position self. 

(M0700) Ambulation/Locomotion:  Ability to SAFELY walk, once in a standing position, or use a wheelchair, once 
in a seated position, on a variety of surfaces. 

 � 0 - Able to independently walk on even and uneven surfaces and climb stairs with or without railings 
(i.e., needs no human assistance or assistive device). 

 � 1 - Requires use of a device (e.g., cane, walker) to walk alone or requires human supervision or 
assistance to negotiate stairs or steps or uneven surfaces. 

 � 2 - Able to walk only with the supervision or assistance of another person at all times. 
 � 3 - Chairfast, unable to ambulate but is able to wheel self independently. 
 � 4 - Chairfast, unable to ambulate and is unable to wheel self. 
 � 5 - Bedfast, unable to ambulate or be up in a chair. 

(M0710) Feeding or Eating:  Ability to feed self meals and snacks.  Note:  This refers only to the process of 
eating, chewing, and swallowing, not preparing the food to be eaten. 

 � 0 - Able to independently feed self. 
 � 1 - Able to feed self independently but requires: 
    (a) meal set-up; OR 
    (b) intermittent assistance or supervision from another person; OR 
    (c) a liquid, pureed or ground meat diet. 
 � 2 - Unable to feed self and must be assisted or supervised throughout the meal/snack. 
 � 3 - Able to take in nutrients orally and receives supplemental nutrients through a nasogastric tube or 

gastrostomy. 
 � 4 - Unable to take in nutrients orally and is fed nutrients through a nasogastric tube or gastrostomy. 
 � 5 - Unable to take in nutrients orally or by tube feeding. 
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(M0720) Planning and Preparing Light Meals (e.g., cereal, sandwich) or reheat delivered meals: 

 � 0 - (a) Able to independently plan and prepare all light meals for self or reheat delivered meals; OR 
    (b) Is physically, cognitively, and mentally able to prepare light meals on a regular basis but has 

not routinely performed light meal preparation in the past (i.e., prior to this home care 
admission). 

 � 1 - Unable to prepare light meals on a regular basis due to physical, cognitive, or mental limitations. 
 � 2 - Unable to prepare any light meals or reheat any delivered meals. 

(M0730) Transportation:  Physical and mental ability to safely use a car, taxi, or public transportation (bus, train, 
subway). 

 � 0 - Able to independently drive a regular or adapted car; OR uses a regular or handicap-accessible 
public bus. 

 � 1 - Able to ride in a car only when driven by another person; OR able to use a bus or handicap van 
only when assisted or accompanied by another person. 

 � 2 - Unable to ride in a car, taxi, bus, or van, and requires transportation by ambulance. 

(M0740) Laundry:  Ability to do own laundry -- to carry laundry to and from washing machine, to use washer and 
dryer, to wash small items by hand. 

 � 0 - (a) Able to independently take care of all laundry tasks; OR 
    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to do laundry and access facilities, but has not 

routinely performed laundry tasks in the past (i.e., prior to this home care admission). 
 � 1 - Able to do only light laundry, such as minor hand wash or light washer loads.  Due to physical, 

cognitive, or mental limitations, needs assistance with heavy laundry such as carrying large loads 
of laundry. 

 � 2 - Unable to do any laundry due to physical limitation or needs continual supervision and assistance 
due to cognitive or mental limitation. 

(M0750) Housekeeping:  Ability to safely and effectively perform light housekeeping and heavier cleaning tasks. 

 � 0 - (a) Able to independently perform all housekeeping tasks; OR 
    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to perform all housekeeping tasks but has not 

routinely participated in housekeeping tasks in the past (i.e., prior to this home care 
admission). 

 � 1 - Able to perform only light housekeeping (e.g., dusting, wiping kitchen counters) tasks 
independently. 

 � 2 - Able to perform housekeeping tasks with intermittent assistance or supervision from another 
person. 

 � 3 - Unable to consistently perform any housekeeping tasks unless assisted by another person 
throughout the process. 

 � 4 - Unable to effectively participate in any housekeeping tasks. 

(M0760) Shopping:  Ability to plan for, select, and purchase items in a store and to carry them home or arrange 
delivery. 

 � 0 - (a) Able to plan for shopping needs and independently perform shopping tasks, including carrying 
packages; OR 

    (b) Physically, cognitively, and mentally able to take care of shopping, but has not done shopping 
in the past (i.e., prior to this home care admission). 

 � 1 - Able to go shopping, but needs some assistance: 
    (a) By self is able to do only light shopping and carry small packages, but needs someone to do 

occasional major shopping; OR 
    (b) Unable to go shopping alone, but can go with someone to assist. 
 � 2 - Unable to go shopping, but is able to identify items needed, place orders, and arrange home 

delivery. 
 � 3 - Needs someone to do all shopping and errands. 
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(M0770) Ability to Use Telephone:  Ability to answer the phone, dial numbers, and effectively use the telephone to 
communicate. 

 � 0 - Able to dial numbers and answer calls appropriately and as desired. 
 � 1 - Able to use a specially adapted telephone (i.e., large numbers on the dial, teletype phone for the 

deaf) and call essential numbers. 
 � 2 - Able to answer the telephone and carry on a normal conversation but has difficulty with placing 

calls. 
 � 3 - Able to answer the telephone only some of the time or is able to carry on only a limited 

conversation. 
 � 4 - Unable to answer the telephone at all but can listen if assisted with equipment. 
 � 5 - Totally unable to use the telephone. 
 � NA - Patient does not have a telephone. 

MEDICATIONS 

(M0780) Management of Oral Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed oral medications 
reliably and safely, including administration of the correct dosage at the appropriate times/intervals.  
Excludes injectable and IV medications. (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not compliance or 
willingness.) 

 � 0 - Able to independently take the correct oral medication(s) and proper dosage(s) at the correct 
times. 

 � 1 - Able to take medication(s) at the correct times if: 
    (a) individual dosages are prepared in advance by another person; OR 
    (b) given daily reminders; OR  
    (c) someone develops a drug diary or chart. 
 � 2 - Unable to take medication unless administered by someone else. 
 � NA - No oral medications prescribed. 

(M0790) Management of Inhalant/Mist Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed 
inhalant/mist medications (nebulizers, metered dose devices) reliably and safely, including administration of 
the correct dosage at the appropriate times/intervals.  Excludes all other forms of medication (oral 
tablets, injectable and IV medications). 

 � 0 - Able to independently take the correct medication and proper dosage at the correct times. 
 � 1 - Able to take medication at the correct times if: 
    (a) individual dosages are prepared in advance by another person, OR 
    (b) given daily reminders. 
 � 2 - Unable to take medication unless administered by someone else. 
 � NA - No inhalant/mist medications prescribed. 

(M0800) Management of Injectable Medications:  Patient's ability to prepare and take all prescribed injectable 
medications reliably and safely, including administration of correct dosage at the appropriate 
times/intervals.  Excludes IV medications. 

 � 0 - Able to independently take the correct medication and proper dosage at the correct times. 
 � 1 - Able to take injectable medication at correct times if: 
    (a) individual syringes are prepared in advance by another person, OR 
    (b) given daily reminders. 
 � 2 - Unable to take injectable medications unless administered by someone else. 
 � NA - No injectable medications prescribed. 
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EQUIPMENT MANAGEMENT 

(M0810) Patient Management of Equipment (includes ONLY oxygen, IV/infusion therapy, enteral/parenteral 
nutrition equipment or supplies):  Patient's ability to set up, monitor and change equipment reliably and 
safely, add appropriate fluids or medication, clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies using proper 
technique.  (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not compliance or willingness.) 

 � 0 - Patient manages all tasks related to equipment completely independently. 
 � 1 - If someone else sets up equipment (i.e., fills portable oxygen tank, provides patient with prepared 

solutions), patient is able to manage all other aspects of equipment. 
 � 2 - Patient requires considerable assistance from another person to manage equipment, but 

independently completes portions of the task. 
 � 3 - Patient is only able to monitor equipment (e.g., liter flow, fluid in bag) and must call someone else 

to manage the equipment. 
 � 4 - Patient is completely dependent on someone else to manage all equipment. 
 � NA - No equipment of this type used in care  [ If NA, go to M0830 ] 

(M0820) Caregiver Management of Equipment (includes ONLY oxygen, IV/infusion equipment, 
enteral/parenteral nutrition, ventilator therapy equipment or supplies):  Caregiver's ability to set up, 
monitor, and change equipment reliably and safely, add appropriate fluids or medication, 
clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies using proper technique.  (NOTE:  This refers to ability, not 
compliance or willingness.) 

 � 0 - Caregiver manages all tasks related to equipment completely independently. 
 � 1 - If someone else sets up equipment, caregiver is able to manage all other aspects. 
 � 2 - Caregiver requires considerable assistance from another person to manage equipment, but 

independently completes significant portions of task. 
 � 3 - Caregiver is only able to complete small portions of task (e.g., administer nebulizer treatment, 

clean/store/dispose of equipment or supplies). 
 � 4 - Caregiver is completely dependent on someone else to manage all equipment. 
 � NA - No caregiver 

EMERGENT CARE 

(M0830) Emergent Care:  Since the last time OASIS data were collected, has the patient utilized any of the 
following services for emergent care (other than home care agency services)?  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 0 - No emergent care services  [ If no emergent care, go to M0855 ] 
 � 1 - Hospital emergency room (includes 23-hour holding) 
 � 2 - Doctor's office emergency visit/house call 
 � 3 - Outpatient department/clinic emergency (includes urgicenter sites) 
 � UK - Unknown  [ If UK, go to M0855 ] 

(M0840) Emergent Care Reason:  For what reason(s) did the patient/family seek emergent care?  (Mark all that 
apply.) 

 � 1 - Improper medication administration, medication side effects, toxicity, anaphylaxis 
 � 2 - Nausea, dehydration, malnutrition, constipation, impaction 
 � 3 - Injury caused by fall or accident at home 
 � 4 - Respiratory problems (e.g., shortness of breath, respiratory infection, tracheobronchial 

obstruction) 
 � 5 - Wound infection, deteriorating wound status, new lesion/ulcer 
 � 6 - Cardiac problems (e.g., fluid overload, exacerbation of CHF, chest pain) 
 � 7 - Hypo/Hyperglycemia, diabetes out of control 
 � 8 - GI bleeding, obstruction 
 � 9 - Other than above reasons 
 � UK - Reason unknown 
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INPATIENT FACILITY ADMISSION OR AGENCY DISCHARGE 

(M0855)  To which Inpatient Facility has the patient been admitted? 

 � 1 - Hospital  [ Go to M0890 ] 
 � 2 - Rehabilitation facility  [ Go to M0903 ] 
 � 3 - Nursing home  [ Go to M0900 ] 
 � 4 - Hospice  [ Go to M0903 ] 
 � NA - No inpatient facility admission 

(M0870) Discharge Disposition:  Where is the patient after discharge from your agency?  (Choose only one 
answer.) 

 � 1 - Patient remained in the community (not in hospital, nursing home, or rehab facility) 
 � 2 - Patient transferred to a noninstitutional hospice  [ Go to M0903 ] 
 � 3 - Unknown because patient moved to a geographic location not served by this agency  [ Go to 

M0903 ] 
 � UK - Other unknown  [ Go to M0903 ] 

(M0880) After discharge, does the patient receive health, personal, or support Services or Assistance?  (Mark all 
that apply.) 

 � 1 - No assistance or services received 
 � 2 - Yes, assistance or services provided by family or friends 
 � 3 - Yes, assistance or services provided by other community resources (e.g., meals-on-wheels, home 

health services, homemaker assistance, transportation assistance, assisted living, board and care) 
 Go to M0903 

 
(M0890) If the patient was admitted to an acute care Hospital, for what Reason was he/she admitted? 

 � 1 - Hospitalization for emergent (unscheduled) care 
 � 2 - Hospitalization for urgent (scheduled within 24 hours of admission) care 
 � 3 - Hospitalization for elective (scheduled more than 24 hours before admission) care 
 � UK - Unknown 

(M0895) Reason for Hospitalization:  (Mark all that apply.) 

 �  1 - Improper medication administration, medication side effects, toxicity, anaphylaxis 
 �  2 - Injury caused by fall or accident at home 
 �  3 - Respiratory problems (SOB, infection, obstruction) 
 �  4 - Wound or tube site infection, deteriorating wound status, new lesion/ulcer 
 �  5 - Hypo/Hyperglycemia, diabetes out of control 
 �  6 - GI bleeding, obstruction 
 �  7 - Exacerbation of CHF, fluid overload, heart failure 
 �  8 - Myocardial infarction, stroke 
 �  9 - Chemotherapy 
 � 10 - Scheduled surgical procedure 
 � 11 - Urinary tract infection 
 � 12 - IV catheter-related infection 
 � 13 - Deep vein thrombosis, pulmonary embolus 
 � 14 - Uncontrolled pain 
 � 15 - Psychotic episode 
 � 16 - Other than above reasons 

 Go to M0903 
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(M0900) For what Reason(s) was the patient Admitted to a Nursing Home?  (Mark all that apply.) 

 � 1 - Therapy services 
 � 2 - Respite care 
 � 3 - Hospice care 
 � 4 - Permanent placement 
 � 5 - Unsafe for care at home 
 � 6 - Other 
 � UK - Unknown 

(M0903) Date of Last (Most Recent) Home Visit: 

  __ __ /__ __ / __ __ __ __ 
  month   day       year 

(M0906) Discharge/Transfer/Death Date:  Enter the date of the discharge, transfer, or death (at home) of the 
patient. 

  __ __ /__ __ / __ __ __ __ 
  month   day       year 
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PURPOSE: This information is being collected in order to obtain current data 
on an agency's characteristics and environment (e.g., agency type 
and services provided).  This information will be used for 
descriptive purposes and for various analyses involving agency 
characteristics.   

HOW COLLECTED: This questionnaire will be completed by the Administrator on the 
form provided.  

WHEN COLLECTED: The AQ should be completed only once.  This should be done at 
some point between the administrator's decision to participate in 
the study (i.e., after the Research Center has received the signed 
study contract) and agency training on remaining study protocols.  
The Research Center should receive the completed Administrator 
Questionnaire prior to agency training for the study. 

INSTRUCTIONS: The administrator completes the Administrator Questionnaire 
her/himself, and answers are to be recorded directly on the 
instrument.  The administrator should mark the correct response 
as appropriate or print numbers/answers where requested.  All 
questions should be answered unless specifically directed to skip 
questions based on a previous answer. 
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 STUDY OF MEDICARE HOME HEALTH PRACTICE VARIATIONS 
 
 Administrator Questionnaire 
 
This questionnaire should be completed by the Administrator and is intended to obtain information on your 
agency's characteristics and environment.  Your responses will be kept confidential; only aggregate 
information for groups of agencies will be reported.  The questions pertain to your Medicare-certified home 
health agency. 
 

         Agency ID:   TO BE PREPRINTED  

         Medicare Provider #  

Agency Name   

Questionnaire Completed By (include name and title)   

Address   

Phone         Fax   

Federal ID #         (needed for payments to agency for participation) 

Today's Date          
 
 
Agency Descriptors: 
 
1. Agency Type:  Identify your agency as either Freestanding or Facility-Based and then choose the 

one option that best describes your agency.  (Circle one of the ten options below.) 
 
 Freestanding Agency 
 1 - Visiting Nurse Association (VNA):  Freestanding, voluntary, nonprofit organization governed by 

a Board of Directors and usually financed by tax-deductible contributions as well as by earnings. 
 2 - Government Agency:  Operated by a state, county, city, or other unit of local government. 
 3 - Combination Government and Voluntary Agency:  Combined government and voluntary 

(primarily VNA) agency. 
 4 - Proprietary Agency:   Freestanding, for-profit organization. 
 5 - Private Not-for-Profit Agency:  Freestanding, nonprofit organization, privately developed, 

governed, and owned. 
 6 - Other Freestanding:  Freestanding agency that does not fit into one of the above categories. 
 
 Facility-Based Agency 
 7 - Hospital-Based:  Operating unit or department of a hospital.  (An agency that has a working 

arrangement with a hospital, or perhaps is even owned by a hospital but operated as a separate 
entity, should be classified as a freestanding agency under one of the categories listed above.) 

 8 - Rehabilitation-Based:  Operating unit or department of a rehabilitation facility.  (An agency that 
has a working arrangement with a rehabilitation facility, or perhaps is even owned by a 
rehabilitation facility but operated as a separate entity, should be classified as a freestanding 
agency under one of the categories listed above.) 

 9 - Skilled Nursing Facility/Nursing Facility-Based Program:  Agency based in a skilled nursing 
facility or other nursing facility. 

 10 - Other Facility-Based:  Facility-based agency that does not fit into one of the two preceding 
facility-based categories. 
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2. Agency Control:  Please indicate your agency's type of control: 
 
 1 - Proprietary (for-profit) 
 2 - Government 
 3 - Private not-for-profit 
 
3. Chain Membership:  Is your agency part of a chain? 
 
 0  - No  [ If No, go to Question 5 ] 
 1 - Yes 
 
4. How many agencies are in the chain? 
 
            
 
5. Hospital Affiliation:  Is your agency affiliated with (e.g., owned by, contracted with) a hospital, SNF, 

or rehabilitation center? 
 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
6. Certificate of Need:  Does your agency hold a Certificate of Need? 
 
 8 - Not applicable, Certificate of Need not needed in this state 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
7. Licensure:  Is your agency licensed by the state? 
 
 8 - Not applicable, no licensure needed in this state 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
8. Accreditation:  Who is your agency currently accredited by?  Mark all that apply. 
 
 1 - JCAHO 
 2 - CHAP 
 3 - Other (specify)       
 4 - None of the above  [ If None of the above, go to Question 10 ] 
 
9. When was your most recent accreditation survey? 
 
 ___  ___ / ___  ___ / ___  ___  ___  ___ 
    Month            Day                         Year 
 
10. Years in Operation:  How long has the Medicare component of your agency been in operation? 
 
 1 - Less than 1 year 
 2 - 1 to 2 years 
 3 - 3 to 5 years 
 4 - 6 to 8 years 
 5 - More than 8 years (specify) _____________ 
 



Center for Health Services and Policy Research 
 EPIC AQ  (1/99) OMB #: 0990-0226 Exp. 10/2000 

3 

11. Medicare Per-Visit Cost Limit:  Is your agency currently operating over the Medicare per-visit cost 
limits? 

 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
12. Per-Beneficiary Cost Limit:  Is your agency currently operating over the new per-beneficiary annual 

limit? 
 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
13. Percent of Caseload That is Medicare:  Approximately what percent of your agency's caseload is 

Medicare? 
 
 __________% 
 
14. Current Reimbursement Rate:  List the current reimbursement amount per visit you receive from 

Medicare (averaged across all disciplines). 
 
 Amount per visit $                 .                  
 
15. Employee Compensation For Home Care Visits:  When making home care visits, what percent of 

your employees are paid hourly, by salary, or by the visit?  Percentages should equal 100% for each 
discipline.  (Exclude contract employees.  These are people who are not on your payroll and are not 
directly employed by your agency.  In many instances, contract employees have been hired through 
temporary placement agencies.) 

 
Discipline Hourly Salary By Visit 

Registered Nurses % % %

Physical Therapists % % %

Home Care Aides % % %
 
16. Third Party Control Over Number of Visits for Entire Caseload:  In 1998, for what percent of your 

agency's caseload was the number of visits overseen by a third party payer source? 
 
    % 
 
17. Third Party Control Over Number of Visits for Medicare Patients:  In 1998, for what percent of 

your agency's Medicare caseload was the number of visits managed by a third party payer source? 
 
    % 
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Familiarity with Fiscal Intermediary: 
 
18. Who is your agency's Medicare fiscal intermediary? 
 
              
 
19. How long has this been your FI? 
 
 1 - Less than 1 year 
 2 - 1 to 3 years 
 3 - More than 3 years 
 
20. In the past 12 months, have you or anyone in your agency attended an information session and/or 

presentation led by your FI? 
 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
21. In the past 12 months, have you or anyone in your agency attended a training/inservice conducted by 

your FI medical reviewer? 
 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
22. How consistent is your fiscal intermediary in approving Medicare claims? 
 
 1 - Highly consistent (FI almost always makes the same decision across similar patient conditions) 
 2 - Somewhat consistent (FI usually makes the same decision across similar patient conditions) 
 3 - Minimally consistent (It is difficult to predict the FI's decisions across similar patient conditions) 
 
 
Policies/Standards/Organization: 
 
23. Nurse Productivity Standards:  Is there a standard, written or otherwise, about the number of visits 

a nurse should complete in a given day/week? 
 
 0 - No written or unwritten standards  [If No, go to Question 25 ] 
 1 - Yes, there are unwritten standards 
 2 - Yes, there are written standards 
 
24. On average, how many visits do you require in a day?  (NOTE:  This average should reflect all days 

worked, not just days making home visits.)  (Please provide the number.) 
 
     
 
25. Standardized Care Plans/Critical Paths:  Does your agency utilize a standardized care plan 

approach like critical paths/clinical pathways/diagnosis-specific care plans? 
 
 0 - No   [ If No, go to Question 28 ] 
 1 - Yes 
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26. Who developed these pathways?  Mark all that apply. 
 
 1 - Your agency 
 2 - A group of agencies 
 3 - A commercial group 
 4 - A corporation 
 5 - HMO or managed care 
 6 - Other (specify)      
 
27. For which of the following diagnoses/problems does your agency currently use standardized care 

plans or critical pathways?  Mark all that apply. 
 
 1 - COPD 
 2 - CHF 
 3 - MI 
 4 - Other cardiac (specify)    
 5 - Pressure ulcers 
 6 - Other wounds 
 7 - Fractured hip 
 8 - Total hip 

 9 - Total knee 
 10 - CVA 
 11 - Diabetes mellitus 
 12 - Osteoarthritis 
 13 - HIV/AIDS 
 14 - Other infectious diseases 
 15 - Other (specify)      
 16 - Other (specify)      

 
28. Venipuncture:  In what ways has the delivery of services in your agency changed now that 

venipuncture is no longer a qualifying home health service?  For each of the following items, please 
mark if there has been an increase, decrease, or no change.  

 
  Increase Decrease  No Change 
a. Service area       
b. Number of home visits per patient       
c. Time spent on patient care planning       
d. Other:         
e. Other:         
f. Other:         

 
29. Agency Standard for Number of SN Visits for Post Hospital Discharge Patients:  Is there a 

standard, written or otherwise, about the number of SN visits a post hospital discharge patient will 
receive (e.g., patient receives daily skilled nurse visits for three days followed by one visit per week for 
four weeks)? 

 
 0 - No written or unwritten standard  [ If No, go to Question 31 ] 
 1 - Yes, there is an unwritten standard 
 2 - Yes, there is a written standard 
 
30. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard). 
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31. Agency Standard for Number of SN Visits for CHF Patients:  Is there a standard, written or 
otherwise, about the number of SN visits a CHF patient will receive (e.g., a patient with the primary 
diagnosis of CHF receives daily skilled nurse visits for three days followed by one visit per week for 
four weeks)? 

 
 0 - No written or unwritten standard  [ If No, go to Question 33 ] 
 1 - Yes, there is an unwritten standard 
 2 - Yes, there is a written standard 
 
32. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard). 
 
   

   

   

 
33. Agency Standard for Number of SN Visits for Diabetic Patients:  Is there a standard, written or 

otherwise, about the number of SN visits a diabetic patient will receive (e.g., a patient with the primary 
diagnosis of diabetes receives daily skilled nurse visits for three days followed by one visit per week 
for four weeks)? 

 
 0 - No written or unwritten standard  [ If No, go to Question 35 ] 
 1 - Yes, there is an unwritten standard 
 2 - Yes, there is a written standard 
 
34. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard). 
 
   

   

   

 
35. Staff Determining Number of Visits:  What percent of the time is the start of care nurse (the nurse 

who makes the initial assessment visit) responsible for the initial decision regarding the number of 
visits a patient will receive? 

 
    % 
 
36. Provider-Patient Assignment:  Do you assign patients a primary nurse/therapist (a designated 

person who coordinates care and may make most of the skilled visits to the patient)? 
 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
37. What percent of the time does the person who completes the start of care visit become the primary 

nurse/therapist? 
 
    % 
 
38. Verifying Patient Eligibility:  Aside from the nurse providing visits to the patient, is there anyone in 

your agency who regularly assesses whether the patient is still eligible for home health visits (e.g., 
reviews clinical records, consults with the visiting nurse)? 

 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
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39. Home Health Aide Assignment:  Is there a standard, written or otherwise, for assigning a home care 
aide to a patient based on functional status and/or symptomatology (e.g., all patients dependent in 
bathing get a home care aide)? 

 
 0 - No written or unwritten policies or protocols  [ If No, go to Question 41 ] 
 1 - Yes, there are unwritten policies or protocols 
 2 - Yes, there are written policies or protocols 
 
40. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard). 
 
   

   

   

 
41. Home Health Aide Assignment - CHF:  Is there a standard, written or otherwise, for assigning a 

home care aide to CHF patients at start of care (e.g., all CHF patients get a home care aide)? 
 
 0 - No written or unwritten policies or protocols  [ If No, go to Question 43 ] 
 1 - Yes, there are unwritten policies or protocols 
 2 - Yes, there are written policies or protocols 
 
42. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard). 
 
   

   

   

 
43. Home Health Aide Assignment - Diabetes:  Is there a standard, written or otherwise, for assigning a 

home care aide to diabetic patients at start of care (e.g., all diabetic patients get a home care aide)? 
 
 0 - No written or unwritten policies or protocols  [ If No, go to Question 45 ] 
 1 - Yes, there are unwritten policies or protocols 
 2 - Yes, there are written policies or protocols 
 
44. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard). 
 
   

   

   

 
45. Procedures Performed by Home Care Aides:  Beyond the basic personal care services, what 

nursing procedures are home care aides allowed to perform in your agency, according to your State 
Nursing Practice Act? 
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46. Supervision:  For a typical Medicare patient in your agency, how often do direct care providers meet 
with their supervisor (either face-to-face or by telephone) to discuss patient issues?  We are not 
interested in agency policy per se; please tell us about what normally occurs.  Please circle one 
response. 

 
  Nurse/Supervisor Meetings: 
 
  1 - More than once a week 
  2 - Weekly 
  3 - Twice monthly 
  4 - Monthly 
  5 - Quarterly 
  6 - Less than quarterly 

  Therapist/Supervisor Meetings: 
 
  1 - More than once a week 
  2 - Weekly 
  3 - Twice monthly 
  4 - Monthly 
  5 - Quarterly 
  6 - Less than quarterly 

 
47. Interdisciplinary Communication:  For a typical Medicare patient in your agency, how often do 

interdisciplinary case conferences occur (including both face-to-face and phone conferencing)?  
Please circle one response. 

 
 1 - More than once a week 
 2 - Weekly 
 3 - Twice monthly 
 4 - Monthly 
 5 - Quarterly 
 6 - Less than quarterly 
 
48. HCFA-485:  Who most frequently completes the 485? 
 
 1 - Staff nurse or therapist who admits patient 
 2 - Supervisory or QA staff 
 3 - Case Manager other than admitting nurse 
 4 - Other (specify)    
 
49. Payer Source Contact:  For Medicare-risk patients, what percent of the time is the SOC nurse (or 

primary care nurse) responsible for contacting payer sources to negotiate visits? 
 
    % 
 
50. What are the key patient factors that are used to negotiate the number of visits? 
 
   

   

   

 
51. Recertification Decision:  Who in your agency most frequently decides whether or not to recertify a 

patient? 
 
 1 - Nurse or therapist who is the primary care provider 
 2 - Supervisory or QA staff who is not the primary care provider 
 
 



Environmental Factors: 
 
52. Alternative Services Provided in the Community:  Excluding the services your agency offers, 

please tell us about the services other organizations provide in your community.  Also, if your agency 
uses a service not on this list, please tell us about it in the "Other" spaces provided (r & s). 

 
 

Is this service 
 available in your 

community? 

Is this service easy to 
obtain in your 

community (e.g., most 
patients can receive 

service right away w/o 
being placed on a 

waiting list)? 

Is this service 
covered by 
Medicaid? 

Is this service 
covered by a 

payer other than 
Medicaid? 

Please place a 
√ next to the 5 

alternative services 
to which your 
agency most 

frequently refers 
patients. 

a. Food Banks/Meal Services 
 (excluding Meals-on-Wheels) 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

b. Outpatient rehab (other than 
agency PT/OT) 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

c. Transportation Assistance  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

d. Assisted Living Facility  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

e. Foster Care Services  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

f. Respite Services  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

g. Homemaker Services  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

h. Personal Care Services  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

i. Friendly Visitor/Companion 
Services 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

j. Adult Day Care  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

k. Mental Health Services  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

l. Legal/Protective Services  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

m. Emergency Response Services  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

n. Case Management (such as 
placement or referral services) 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

o. Environmental/Home 
Modifications 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

p. Meals on Wheels  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

NA 0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

q. Volunteer Services  0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

NA  NA  

r. Other (specify)    0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

 

s. Other (specify)    0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

 0 = No 
 1 = Yes 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 

0 = No 
1 = Yes 
9 = Don't know 
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53. Location:  Are the majority of your patients located in a rural, urban, or rural/urban mix location? 
 
 1 - Rural 
 2 - Urban 
 3 - Mix 
 
General Agency Information: 
 
54. Numbers of Agency Personnel:  For each discipline listed, indicate the numbers of agency 

personnel who are hired as Employees (full or part time) or on a Contract basis.  (Exclude any 
personnel who occupy management positions exclusively.) 

 
Discipline Employees Contract Comments: 

Registered Nurses    
Licensed Practical/Vocational 
Nurses (LPN/LVN) 

   

Physical Therapists    
Occupational Therapists    
Speech Therapists    
Social Workers    
Home Care Aides    

 
55. Number of Visits:  For the most recent month for which you have complete data, please indicate the 

number of Medicare visits your Medicare-certified agency provided by the disciplines listed below. 
 
 Month covered by the visit data:              /                      
          M   M        Y    Y    Y    Y 
 

  Number of Medicare Visits 
provided by each 

discipline for most recent 
month with complete data 

 

 Visit Discipline    
 a. Skilled nursing    
 b. Physical therapy    
 c. Occupational therapy    
 d. Speech therapy    
 e. Medical social services    
 f. Home care aide     

 
56. Total Admissions for 1998:  Please provide the total number of admissions in 1998 for your 

agency's provider number: 
 
 __________ 
 
57. Total Medicare Admissions for 1998:  Please provide the total number of Medicare admissions in 

1998 for your agency's provider number: 
 
 __________ 
 



58. Employee Retention:  Approximately what percentage of your nursing, therapy, and aide 
personnel (employees or contractual) have been with your agency for more than one year?  (Leave 
blank if you have no personnel in a particular category.) 

 
 a. Nursing personnel (RNs and LPNs/LVNs)   % 

 b. Therapists (physical, occupational, or 
  speech/language pathologists) 

   
% 

 c. Social workers   % 

 d. Home care aides   % 
 
59. Change of Payment Source:  If skilled services are needed and there is a change in payment 

source from Medicare to some other source (e.g., private insurance or self-pay), does the patient 
automatically get discharged and then readmitted under the new payor source? 

 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
60. Discharge Policy for Change in Primary Diagnosis While in an Inpatient Facility:  If there is a 

change in primary diagnosis and/or the plan of care during an inpatient facility stay, is the patient 
automatically discharged from your agency? 

 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes 
 
61. Discharge Policy for Admission to Inpatient Facility:  How long must a patient stay in a hospital 

or other inpatient facility before being discharged from your agency?  Mark all that apply. 
 
 1 - Patients are not routinely discharged when admitted to an inpatient facility 
 2 - Patients are discharged when admitted if the admission coincides with the recertification 
 3 - Patients are routinely discharged if the inpatient facility stay is _______ hours  (specify the 

number of hours) or _____ days (specify the number of days) 
 
62. Recertification:  When do most recertifications take place?  For example, No Name Home Health 

completes their 60-day recertification visit at approximately day 50.  They would circle the following: 

   25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 
 
 Please circle the time period when most of your agency's recertifications take place: 
 
   25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 
 
63. Admission Nurse:  Do "Admission Only" nurses open/admit all patients? 
 
 0 - No 
 1 - Yes  [ If Yes, go to Question 66 ] 
 
64. Staff Conducting SOC Visit:  At your agency, which staff conduct the admission/start of care 

visit? Mark all that apply. 
 
 1 - RN 
 2 - PT 
 3 - ST 
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65. Evening/Weekend Staff Conducting SOC:  Which staff conduct admission/start of care visits on 
evenings, nights, and weekends?  Mark all that apply. 

 
 1 - RN 
 2 - PT 
 3 - ST 
 
66. What is your agency's current Medicare annual per beneficiary limit? 

$ __________ per beneficiary 

67. Was your agency considered an "old" or a "new" agency for the purposes of the per beneficiary 
limit calculation? 

  Old 

  New 

68. Has your agency undergone a change in ownership or been involved in a merger since the Interim 
Payment System (IPS) went into effect in late 1997? 

  No 

  Yes (if yes, when did the change in ownership or the merger occur?) 

/ 
Month Year 

 
 
Study Organization: 
 
69. Study Training Session:  For each discipline listed, indicate the number of agency personnel who 

will attend the EPIC training session. 
 

Discipline Number of Persons 
Nurses  

Physical Therapists  

Occupational Therapists  

Speech Therapists  

Management Personnel  

Others:  (specify)  
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70. Data Collection Coordinator:  We need one person from your agency to be a Data Collection 
Coordinator (DCC).  Please choose a person who is very organized and who you believe will be 
with your agency for the next two years.  The following tasks are typically the responsibility of the 
DCC: 

 
 • identifying all incoming referrals as eligible or ineligible for the study; 
 • supplying primary care providers with appropriate study materials; 
 • notifying (via fax) the Research Center of all study admits and discharges within 24 hours; 
 • tracking all patients admitted to the study; 
 • receiving completed forms from care providers, checking for completeness and mailing to the 

Research Center weekly; 
 • coordinating the copying of billing records (UB92) for each study patient and mailing these to 

the Research Center when patients are discharged; 
 • maintaining communication between the agency and the Research Center; and 
 • ordering new forms/supplies as needed. 
 
 
 Please indicate the name, title, and phone number of the person who will be the DCC. 

            
 Name         Title 
 Phone Number:        
 
 
 
 Thank you. 
 



 
 

STUDY OF MEDICARE HOME HEALTH PRACTICE VARIATIONS 
 
 
 

CARE PROVIDER PROFILE 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Conducted by: 
 The Center for Health Services and Policy Research  
 
 for: 
 Department of Health and Human Services 
 Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation  
 
 © 1999 Center for Health Services and Policy Research 
 
 
 
 
 
 
OMB #: 0990-0226 
A federal agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection of information 
unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.  The valid OMB control number for this information collection 
is 0990-0226.  Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to vary from 2 to 4 minutes with 
an average of 3 minutes per response, including time for reviewing instruction, searching existing data sources, 
gathering and maintaining the necessary data, and completing and reviewing the collection of information.  
 
Information contained on this form which would permit identification of any individual or establishment has been 
collected with a guarantee that it will be held in strict confidence, will be used only for purposes stated for this study, 
and will not be disclosed or released to others without the consent of the individual or establishment.  Responses to 
the collection of the information are voluntary. 
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 CARE PROVIDER PROFILE 
 OVERVIEW/PROTOCOL 
 (CPP) 
 
 
 

PURPOSE: This information is being collected in order to obtain demographic 
data on Care Providers participating in the data collection of the 
OASIS and Care Provider Questionnaire.  This information will 
be used for descriptive purposes and for various analyses 
involving Care Provider characteristics. 

HOW COLLECTED: This questionnaire will be completed by each Care Provider 
participating in the study. 

WHEN COLLECTED: The CPP should be completed only once by each Care Provider 
participating in the study.  This should be done by the Care 
Provider at the onset of the study prior to completion of any other 
study questionnaires.  As new Care Providers join the study, 
after the study has begun, they will need to complete the CPP 
prior to completion of any other study questionnaires. 

INSTRUCTIONS: The Care Provider completes the CPP her/himself, and answers 
are to be recorded directly on the instrument.  The Care Provider 
should mark the correct response as appropriate or print 
numbers/answers where requested.  All questions should be 
answered unless specifically directed to skip questions based on 
a previous answer. 
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 Study of Medicare Home Health Practice Variations 
 
 CARE PROVIDER PROFILE 
 

Care Provider Name: 
                         
Last First 
 

Agency Name: 
                         
 

Agency ID:            Today’s Date: 
                 / /
                month               day                 year 
 
1 . Discipline:  What is your discipline? 
  1 - RN 
  2 - LPN 

 3 - PT 

  4 - SLP/ST 
  5 - OT 
  6 - MSW   

2. Years of Home Health Experience:  How many years have you been providing home health care?  Please 
mark one answer.  

  1 - Less than 2 years 
  2 - 2 to 5 years 
  3 - 6 to 10 years 
   4 - More than 10 years 
3. Specific Areas of Expertise:  Do you have specific areas of expertise in any of the following?  Mark all that 

apply.  (NOTE:  Areas of expertise can mean specific certifications, e.g., enterostomal therapist, or simply a 
strong interest and experience with any of the categories listed below.)  

  1 - Cardiovascular 
  2 - Diabetes 
  3 - Infectious Diseases 
  4 - IV Therapy 
  5 - Medical/Surgical 
  6 - Neurology 
  7 - Nutrition/Diet 

 8 - Orthopedic 

  9 - Psychiatric 
  10 - Rehabilitation 
  11 - Respiratory 
  12 - Speech 
  13 - Strength/Endurance Training 
  14 - Wound Management 
  15 - Other: (specify)      
  16 - None of the above   

4 . Level of Education:  What is your highest level of education? 
  1 - LPN/LVN Education 
  2 - Diploma 

 3 - Associate's degree 

  4 - Bachelor's degree 
  5 - Master's degree 
  6 - Other: (specify)       

5 . Part-Time/Full-Time Status:  Are you a part-time or full-time employee? 
  1 - Part time 
   2 - Full time 
6 . Contract Status:  Do you work for this agency as a contractor? 
  0 - No 
   1 - Yes 
7. Productivity Standards:  Does your agency have productivity standards for you (for example, you are 

required to make five visits a day)?  
  0 - No [ If No, you may skip Question 8. ] 
   1 - Yes 
8. On average, how many visits are you required to make each day (do not specify a range, please provide one 

number)?  

   visits per day 

 Thank you for completing this profile and welcome to the EPIC Study! 
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STUDY OF MEDICARE HOME HEALTH PRACTICE VARIATIONS 
 

CARE PROVIDER QUESTIONNAIRE (CPQ) 
Start of Care/Readmission to Agency/Resumption of Care 
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for: 
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Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation 
 

© 1999 Center for Health Services and Policy Research 
 
OMB #: 0990-0226 
 
A federal agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection of information 
unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.  The valid OMB control number for this information collection 
is 0990-0226.  Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to vary from 12 to 16 minutes with 
an average of 14 minutes per response, including time for reviewing instruction, searching existing data sources, 
gathering and maintaining the necessary data, and completing and reviewing the collection of information.  
 
Information contained on this form which would permit identification of any individual or establishment has been 
collected with a guarantee that it will be held in strict confidence, will be used only for purposes stated for this study, 
and will not be disclosed or released to others without the consent of the individual or establishment.  Responses to 
the collection of the information are voluntary. 
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Use this CPQ for: 
(DCC: Please mark one of the following:) 
 

� Start of Care (new admission to the agency - complete this CPQ based on 
the comprehensive assessment). 

OR 

� Readmission to Agency within 14 days of an agency discharge 
(study patient was discharged by the agency and is being readmitted to home 
health care within 14 days of discharge - complete this CPQ based on the new 
readmission comprehensive assessment). 

 
Note:  Patient MUST be readmitted to the study and tracked.  He/she continues 
with the original file key number. 

OR 

� Resumption of Care (study patient was admitted to inpatient facility but 
NOT discharged from the agency and is now resuming care, also with the 
original file key number - complete this CPQ based on the first visit upon 
resumption of care). 



 
CARE PROVIDER QUESTIONNAIRE (CPQ) 

Start of Care/Readmission to Agency/Resumption of Care 
 

OVERVIEW/PROTOCOL 
 
 
 
 
 

PURPOSE: This information is collected to obtain data on patient 
characteristics, informal assistance received, the physician, 
agency, and Care Provider.  This information will be used for 
descriptive purposes and for various analyses involving these 
factors. 

HOW COLLECTED: This questionnaire is completed by the Care Provider providing 
direct care to the study patient. 

WHEN COLLECTED: The CPQ should be completed at admission to the agency for 
each study patient.  Completion of the instrument should occur 
within 24 hours of the comprehensive assessment. 

This form also needs to be completed if a patient is readmitted to 
home care within 14 days of being discharged.  In that case, the 
form should be based on the patient’s new start of care visit and 
should be completed by the Care Provider within 24 hours of the 
new comprehensive assessment. 

This form will also be completed when a patient resumes home 
care following an inpatient facility stay of more than 24 hours 
(where the patient was not discharged from the agency).  The 
form should be based on the patient’s first home care visit after 
the inpatient facility stay and should be completed by the Care 
Provider within 24 hours of that visit. 

INSTRUCTIONS: The Care Provider completes the CPQ her/himself, recording 
answers directly on the questionnaire.  The Care Provider should 
mark the correct response as appropriate or print numbers/ 
answers where requested.  All questions should be answered 
unless specifically directed to skip questions based on a previous 
answer.  Please mark the correct response as follows: 

  �      ; : �  
   Acceptable            Not Acceptable 
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 File Key: 

          (C010)       (C020) 

 Agency ID           Patient ID 
Patient Name:  (C040) (C045) 
                           
Last First 
 (C050) 

Patient State of Residence: 
                  

 
Agency Name:  (C060) 
                           

 
Questionnaire Completed By:  (C070) (C075) 
                           
Last First 
                         Responses to this questionnaire  
                          are based on a home visit 
Start Of Care Date: (C030)            Date CPQ Completed: (C090)      conducted on: (C080) 

 /   /       /   /       /   /   
  Month    day   year         Month        day      year            Month  day          year 
 
1.  (C098) This assessment is currently being completed for the following reason: 

Note to Care Provider:  Mark the same response that is marked on the cover page. 

 � 1 - Start of Care 
 � 2 - Readmission to agency within 14 days of agency discharge 
 � 3 - Resumption of care following inpatient admission (no agency discharge) 

Now that you have completed the visit, we have some questions about this patient.  Please mark only one 
answer per item unless “Mark all that apply” appears next to the question. 

Patient Information 

2. (C100) Medicaid Enrollment:  Is this patient currently enrolled in a Medicaid program (e.g., traditional fee-for-
service, HMO/managed care, waiver program)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

3. (C110) Private Insurance:  Does this patient currently have supplemental insurance (e.g., private third-party 
insurance, private third-party HMO/managed care, or Medigap)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 



4. (C120) Complex Management:  Does this patient require complex management (e.g., procedures at least two 
times daily; patient teaching/education needs requiring more than 15 minutes per visit or need to repeat 
instructions at almost every visit; coordination of services between multiple internal and/or external participants)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

5. (C130) Functional Assistance Needs:  Compared to your average Medicare patient, does this patient require 
greater assistance with activities of daily living (e.g., requires assistance with transferring, bathing, feeding/eating)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

6. (C140) Willingness and Need for Aide Services:  Is this patient in need of and willing to have a home health 
aide? 

 � 1 - Patient needs aide and is willing to receive aide services 
 � 2 - Patient needs aide but is not willing to receive aide services 
 � 3 - Patient does not need aide services 

7. (C150) Care Plan Involvement:  To what extent was the patient involved in developing the initial care plan? 

 � 1 - Very/somewhat involved (e.g., showed interest by asking questions, offering suggestions, stating 
needs) 

 � 2 - Minimally involved (e.g., showed little or no interest, left it up to you and the physician or you and the 
primary caregiver) 

 � 8 - Not applicable (patient is comatose or cognitively incapable of involvement) 

8. (C160) Ability to Learn:  The patient's ability to learn is: 

 � 1 - Excellent; able to quickly demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained once 
 � 2 - Good; able to demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained two to three times 
 � 3 - Fair; able to demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained four or more times 
 � 4 - Poor; unable to follow directions and/or remember information 

9. (C170) Knowledge of the Medicare Home Health Benefit:  Does the patient demonstrate or verbalize 
understanding of the home health benefit (including services available to the patient and patient eligibility 
requirements such as being homebound)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown 

10. (C190) Nutrition:  Which response best describes the patient's usual food intake pattern? 

 � 1 - Excellent - Eats most of every meal.  Never refuses a meal.  Usually eats a total of four or more 
servings of meat and dairy products per day.  Occasionally eats between meals.  Does not require 
supplementation. 

 � 2 - Adequate - Eats over half of most meals.  Eats a total of four servings of protein (meat, dairy products) 
each day.  Occasionally will refuse a meal, but will usually take a supplement if offered, OR is on a tube 
feeding or TPN regimen that probably meets most of nutritional needs. 

 � 3 - Probably Inadequate - Rarely eats a complete meal and generally eats only about 1/2 of any food 
offered.  Protein intake includes only three servings of meat or dairy products per day.  Occasionally will 
take a dietary supplement, OR receives less than optimum amount of liquid diet or tube feeding. 

 � 4 - Very poor - Never eats a complete meal.  Rarely eats more than 1/3 of any food offered.  Eats two 
servings or less of protein (meat or dairy products) per day.  Takes fluids poorly.  Does not take a liquid 
dietary supplement, OR is NPO and/or maintained on clear liquids or IVs for more than five days. 
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11. (C200) Alternative Services Patient is Currently Receiving:  Which of the following alternative services, outside 
your agency, is the patient currently receiving?  Mark all that apply. 

 � a. Meals on Wheels 
 � b. Food bank/meal services (other than 

Meals on Wheels) 
 � c. Outpatient rehab 
 � d. Transportation assistance 
 � e. Assisted living facility 
 � f. Foster care services 
 � g. Respite services 
 � h. Homemaker services 
 � i. Personal care services 
 � j. Friendly visitor/companion services 
 � k. Adult day care 

 � l. Mental health services 
 � m. Legal/protective services 
 � n. Emergency response services 
 � o. Case management (such as placement or 

referral services) 
 � p. Environmental/home modifications 
 � q. Volunteer services 
 � r. Other:  (specify)       
 � s. Other:  (specify)       
 � t. NONE OF THE ABOVE 
 � u. Unknown 

 
12. (C210) Alternative Services Being Coordinated:  Which of the following alternative services, outside your 

agency, have you tried to coordinate for this patient (e.g., you discussed with the patient the possibility of getting 
alternative services, you spoke with someone at your agency to get information, you contacted an outside agency 
to arrange services)?  Mark all that apply. 

 � a. Meals on Wheels 
 � b. Food bank/meal services (other than 

Meals on Wheels) 
 � c. Outpatient rehab 
 � d. Transportation assistance 
 � e. Assisted living facility 
 � f. Foster care services 
 � g. Respite services 
 � h. Homemaker services 
 � i. Personal care services 
 � j. Friendly visitor/companion services 
 � k. Adult day care 

 � l. Mental health services 
 � m. Legal/protective services 
 � n. Emergency response services 
 � o. Case management (such as placement or 

referral services) 
 � p. Environmental/home modifications 
 � q. Volunteer services 
 � r. Other:  (specify)       
 � s. Other:  (specify)       
 � t. NONE OF THE ABOVE 
 � u. Unknown 

 
Homebound Status 

It is not required that all of the following be true in order for a patient to be eligible for home care.  We are interested in 
knowing which are true for this patient. 

13. (C300) Absences from Home:  Absences from the home are:  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Infrequent 
 � 2 - For periods of relatively short duration 
 � 3 - Attributable to the need to receive medical treatment 

14. (C310) Requirements to Leave Home:  In order to leave her/his place of residence, the patient requires:  Mark all 
that apply. 

 � 1 - Aid of supportive devices 
 � 2 - Use of special transportation 
 � 3 - Assistance of another person 
 � 4 - None of the above  

15. (C320) Medical Contraindication:  Is leaving the home medically contraindicated for this patient (e.g., patient has 
unstable symptoms or is bedbound, ventilator dependent, immunosuppressed)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

16. (C330) Difficulty Receiving Services:  How difficult is it for the patient to receive services outside of the home? 

 � 1 - Very difficult (e.g., leaving the home requires a considerable and taxing effort) 
 � 2 - Somewhat difficult (e.g., leaving the home requires some effort) 
 � 3 - Not at all difficult (e.g., leaving the home presents no difficulty) 
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Managed Care 

17. (C400) Managed Care:  Is this a managed care patient (e.g., Medicare HMO)? 

 � 0 - No   [ If No, go to Question 22 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

18. (C410) Authorization of Skilled Nurse Visits:  Did the managed care company authorize the number of SN visits 
requested? 

 � 0 - No, they authorized fewer visits than requested 
 � 1 - Yes, they authorized the number of visits requested 
 � 2 - No, they authorized more visits than requested 
 � 6 - Not applicable (agency uses a pre-approved standard formula to determine the number of visits [e.g., 

Milliman – Robertson]) 
 � 8 - Not applicable (patient will not receive SN services) 

19. (C420) Number of Skilled Nurse Visits Requested:  Were fewer skilled nurse visits allowed than what would 
have been if this had been a non-managed care patient? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 8 - Not applicable (patient will not receive SN services) 

20. (C430) Authorization of Aide Services:  Did the managed care company authorize the assignment of a home 
health aide? 

 � 0 - No, request was denied  [ If No, go to Question 22 ] 
 � 1 - Yes, request was approved 
 � 8 - Not applicable (aide services were not requested for this patient)  [ If NA, go to Question 22 ] 

21. (C440) Authorization of Home Health Aide Frequency:  Did the managed care company authorize the number 
of home health aide visits requested? 

 � 0 - No, they authorized fewer visits than requested 
 � 1 - Yes, they authorized the number of visits requested 
 � 2 - No, they authorized more visits than requested 

Family/Support System Information 

22. (C500) Family/Support System:  Does this patient have a family/support system other than the home health 
agency (e.g., spouse, child, other family member, friend or neighbor, paid help)? 

 � 0 - No [ If No, go to Question 40, “Unmet Needs” ] 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to Question 40, “Unmet Needs” ] 

Family/Support System ADL Assistance 

23. (C510) ADL Assistance Received:  Does the patient receive ADL assistance (e.g., bathing, dressing, toileting, 
bowel/bladder, eating/feeding) from the family/support system? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 26 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to Question 26 ] 

24.  (C511) ADL Assistance: Which of the following person(s) assist the patient with ADLs (e.g., bathing, dressing, 
bowel/bladder, transferring, eating/feeding)?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 
 � 9 - Unknown 
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25. (C512) ADL Assistance Frequency: Taking into account all the people who assist, how often is the patient 
receiving ADL assistance per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For example, if the daughter helps 2x 
week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 
 � 9 - Unknown 

Family/Support System IADL Assistance 

26. (C520) IADL Assistance Received:  Does the patient receive IADL assistance (e.g., medications, meals, 
housekeeping, laundry, telephone, shopping, finances) from the family/support system? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 29 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to Question 29 ] 

27. (C521) IADL Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) assist the patient with IADLs (e.g., medications, meals, 
housekeeping, laundry, telephone, shopping, finances)?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 
 � 9 - Unknown 

28. (C522) IADL Assistance Frequency:  Taking into account all the people who assist, how often is the patient 
receiving IADL assistance per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For example, if the daughter helps 2x 
week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 
 � 9 - Unknown 

Family/Support System Specialized Care Assistance 

29. (C530) Specialized Care for Wounds and/or Equipment:  Does the patient receive specialized care for wounds 
and/or equipment from the family/support system? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 32 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to Question 32 ] 

30. (C531) Specialized Care Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) assist the patient with specialized care for 
wounds and/or equipment?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 
 � 9 - Unknown 
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31. (C532) Specialized Care Assistance Frequency:  Taking into account all the people who assist, how often is the 
patient receiving specialized care for wounds and/or equipment per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For 
example, if the daughter helps 2x week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per 
week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 
 � 9 - Unknown 

Family/Support System Psychosocial Support 

32. (C540) Psychosocial Support:  Does the patient receive psychosocial support (socialization, companionship, 
recreation) from the family/support system? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 35 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to Question 35 ] 

33. (C541) Psychosocial Support Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) assist the patient with psychosocial 
support (socialization, companionship, recreation)?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 
 � 9 - Unknown 

34. (C542) Psychosocial Support Assistance Frequency:  Taking into account all the people who assist, how often 
is the patient receiving psychosocial support per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For example, if the 
daughter helps 2x week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 
 � 9 - Unknown 

Family/Support System Advocacy for Medical Care 

35. (C550) Advocacy for Medical Care:  Is there someone in the family/support system who advocates or facilitates 
the patient's participation in appropriate medical care (e.g., someone who makes sure patient goes to scheduled 
appointments, someone who advocates or facilitates medical care when needed)? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 37 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to Question 37 ] 

36. (C551) Advocacy Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) advocates or facilitates the patient's participation 
in appropriate medical care?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 
 � 9 - Unknown 
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Family/Support System Transportation Assistance 

37. (C560) Providing Transportation:  Is there someone in the family/support system who provides needed 
transportation (e.g., to and from the doctor's office or other medical care)? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 40 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to Question 40 ] 

38. (C561) Transportation Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) provide the patient with needed 
transportation?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 
 � 9 - Unknown 

39. (C562) Transportation Assistance Frequency: Taking into account all the people who assist, how often is the 
patient receiving transportation per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For example, if the daughter helps 
2x week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 
 � 9 - Unknown 

Unmet Needs 

40. (C570) Unmet Needs:  Considering all sources from which the patient currently receives assistance (e.g., 
family/support system, home care agency), for which of the following services does this patient require additional 
help?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - ADL assistance 
 � 2 - IADL assistance 
 � 3 - Specialized care for wounds and/or 

equipment 

 � 4 - Psychosocial support 
 � 5 - Advocacy for medical care 
 � 6 - Transportation 
 � 7 - None of the above 

 

Primary Caregiver 

41. (C600) Primary Caregiver:  Who in the family/support system takes the lead responsibility for providing or 
managing the patient's care, providing the most frequent assistance, etc. (other than home care agency staff)? 

 � 8 - Not applicable, patient does not have any caregivers [ If NA, go to Question 46 ] 
 � 0 - No one person  [ If No one person, go to Question 46 ] 
 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help 
 � 9 - Unknown  [ If Unknown, go to Question 46 ] 

42. (C610) Primary Caregiver’s Care Plan Involvement:  To what extent was the primary caregiver involved in 
developing the initial care plan? 

 � 1 - Very/somewhat involved (e.g., showed interest by asking questions, offering suggestions, stating 
needs) 

 � 2 - Minimally involved (e.g., showed little or no interest, left it up to you and the physician or you and the 
patient) 
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 � 8 - Not applicable (primary caregiver is cognitively incapable of involvement) 



43. (C620) Primary Caregiver’s Willingness and Patient’s Need for Aide Services:  Is the primary caregiver willing 
to have a home health aide for the patient? 

 � 1 - Primary caregiver is willing to have aide for the patient and the patient needs aide services 
 � 2 - Primary caregiver is unwilling to have aide for the patient though the patient needs aide services 
 � 3 - Patient does not need aide services 
 � 8 - Not applicable (primary caregiver is cognitively incapable of communicating willingness) 

44. (C630) Primary Caregiver’s Ability to Learn:  The primary caregiver's ability to learn is: 

 � 1 - Excellent; able to quickly demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained once 
 � 2 - Good; able to demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained two to three times 
 � 3 - Fair; able to demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained four or more times 
 � 4 - Poor; unable to follow directions and/or remember information 
 � 9 - Unknown 

45. (C640) Primary Caregiver’s Knowledge of the Medicare Home Health Benefit:  Does the primary caregiver 
demonstrate or verbalize understanding of the home health benefit (including services available to the patient and 
patient eligibility requirements such as being homebound)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown 

Care Provision Features 

46. (C800) Skilled Services Provided:  Please mark the skilled services you provided during this visit.  Mark all that 
apply. 

 � 1 - Skilled observation and assessment (e.g., listened to breath sounds, took blood pressure, checked 
pulses) 

 � 2 - Procedures (e.g., dressing changes, chest physiotherapy, strengthening exercises, administration of 
medications) 

 � 3 - Teaching (e.g., dietary instructions, safety precautions, signs and symptoms of complications) 
 � 4 - Coordination of care (e.g., spoke with supervisor, spoke with physician, arranged for delivery of 

supplies) 
 � 5 - Care planning (e.g., decided on frequency of visits, disciplines to involve) 
 � 6 - Management and evaluation of care plan (e.g., developed and assessed a plan of care for unskilled 

services) 
 � 7 - Other: (specify)       

47. (C840) Standardized Care Plan:  Did you follow a standardized care plan for this visit (e.g., clinical pathway)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

48. (C850) Travel Time:  How long did it take you to get to the patient's home? 

 � 1 - 10 minutes or less 
 � 2 - 11-20 minutes 
 � 3 - 21-30 minutes 
 � 4 - 31-40 minutes 

 � 5 - 41-50 minutes 
 � 6 - 51-60 minutes 
 � 7 - Over one hour 

49. (C730) Care Plan Role:  How much of a role has the physician played in developing the care plan? 

 � 1 - A major role (physician is actively involved in making suggestions about the care that should be 
provided) 

 � 2 - A moderate role (physician functions primarily by responding to suggestions made by home care staff 
as to the care that should be provided) 

 � 3 - A minor role (aside from signing the HCFA-485 and other orders, there is no involvement in care 
planning) 
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DATA ITEMS COLLECTED AT START OF CARE OR READMISSION ONLY 

Please complete items 50-59 if this is a start of care visit or the patient has been readmitted to your agency within 14 days 
of agency discharge.  DO NOT complete this section if the patient is resuming care with your agency following an 
inpatient stay (and was not discharged from your agency). 

Physician Information 

When answering questions 50-52, please consider the patient’s physician.  Do not consider a discharge planner or other 
individual. 

50. (C700) Frequency of SN Visits:  Prior to the start of care visit, was a suggested frequency of SN visits specified 
by the patient's physician? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 8 - Not applicable (SN not ordered) 

51. (C710) Evaluation of Need for Aide Services:  Prior to the start of care visit, did the physician request an 
evaluation of need for home health aide services? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

52. (C720) Home Health Aide Services:  Prior to the start of care visit, were aide services ordered by the patient's 
physician? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

Agency Information 

53. (C900) Feedback from Other Agency Personnel About Frequency of SN Visits:  Between the time the referral 
for home health care came in and the completion of the comprehensive assessment, did you receive feedback 
from other agency personnel (e.g., case manager, supervisor, other discipline) about the frequency of SN visits 
needed for this patient? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 8 - Not applicable (this patient will not receive SN visits) 

54. (C910) Feedback from Other Agency Personnel About Home Health Aide Services: Between the time the 
referral for home health care came in and the completion of the comprehensive assessment, did you receive 
feedback from other agency personnel (e.g., case manager, supervisor, other discipline) about whether or not an 
aide should be assigned to this patient? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

55. (C920) Home Health Aide Availability:  Regardless of whether or not this patient will receive home health aide 
services, is there an aide available to assign to this patient? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

56. (C930) Guideline/Protocol Specifying Aide Visits:  Does your agency have a guideline or protocol that specifies 
the number of aide visits for the primary diagnosis this patient has (e.g., critical paths/diagnosis-specific care plan)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
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Care Provision Features 

57. (C810) Care Coordination:  Between the time the referral for home health care came in and the completion of the 
comprehensive assessment, with whom have you spoken to coordinate care for this patient?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - No one at this point [ If No one at 
this point, you have completed 
this form ] 

 � 2 - Agency case manager 
 � 3 - Agency supervisory nurse 
 � 4 - Dietary Services 
 � 5 - Durable medical equipment 

representative 
 � 6 - Family/support system 
 � 7 - Home health aide 
 � 8 - Hospital discharge planner 
 � 9 - IV equipment/supplies 

representative 

 � 10 - Lab Services 
 � 11 - Occupational therapist 
 � 12 - Patient's physician 
 � 13 - Payer case manager 
 � 14 - Pharmacist 
 � 15 - Physical therapist 
 � 16 - Primary care nurse 
 � 17 - Psychiatric nurse 
 � 18 - Respiratory therapist 
 � 19 - Social worker 
 � 20 - Speech therapist 
 � 21 - Staff nurse in your agency 
 � 22 - Other: (specify)     

 
58. (C820) Number of Care Coordination Communications:  How many verbal communications have there been 

since the referral for home health care came in?  Count all formal and informal conversations pertaining to this 
patient including conferences and other communications regarding care coordination with the people you 
mentioned in item #57 (do not specify a range; please provide one number). 

 _____  communications 

59. (C830) Time Spent on Care Coordination Communications:  What is the total amount of time you spent on the 
verbal communications you noted in item #58? 

 _____  minutes 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for completing this questionnaire  
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Use this CPQ for: 
(DCC: Please mark one of the following:) 
 

� Discharge (complete this CPQ based on the discharge visit or the last skilled 
visit prior to agency discharge). 

 
OR 

 

� 60-Day Interval Follow-up (complete this CPQ based on the recertification 
visit).  For which 60-day period is this CPQ being completed? 

 
Circle one:  60  180 
 
    120  240 
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CARE PROVIDER QUESTIONNAIRE (CPQ) 
Recertification/Discharge 

 
OVERVIEW/PROTOCOL 

 
 
 

PURPOSE: This information is collected to obtain data on patient 
characteristics, informal assistance received, the physician, 
agency, and Care Provider.  This information will be used for 
descriptive purposes and for various analyses involving these 
factors. 

HOW COLLECTED: This questionnaire is completed by the Care Provider providing 
direct care to the study patient. 

WHEN COLLECTED: The CPQ should be completed when a study patient is recertified 
by or discharged from the agency.  The questionnaire should be 
completed within 24 hours of the recertification/discharge visit.  If 
the patient is discharged and there was no discharge visit, the 
CPQ should be completed, as soon as possible, based on the 
last skilled visit. 

INSTRUCTIONS: The Care Provider completes the CPQ her/himself, recording 
answers directly on the questionnaire.  The Care Provider should 
mark the correct response as appropriate or print numbers/ 
answers where requested.  All questions should be answered 
unless specifically directed to skip questions based on a previous 
answer. Please mark the correct response as follows: 

  �      ; : �  
   Acceptable     Not Acceptable 
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 File Key: 

             (C010)       (C020) 

   Agency ID             Patient ID 
Patient Name:  (C040) (C045) 
                           
Last First 
 (C050) 

Patient State of Residence: 
                  

 
Agency Name:  (C060) 
                           

 
Questionnaire Completed By:  (C070) (C075) 
                           
Last First 
 Responses to this questionnaire are 

Date CPQ Completed: (C090)  based on a home visit conducted on: (C080) 

  /   /       /  /           
Month              day   year       Month      day     year 
 
1. (C098) This assessment is currently being completed for the following reason: 

Note to Care Provider:  Mark the same response that is marked on the cover page. 

 � 4 - Discharge from agency (patient was discharged from all home health services for any of the 
following reasons: met goals, moved, expired, refused further services, entered nursing home, 
hospital or hospice, etc.) 

 � 5 - 60-day follow-up 
 � 6 - 120-day follow-up 
 � 7 - 180-day follow-up 
 � 8 - 240-day follow-up 

Now that you have completed the visit, we have some questions about this patient.  Please mark only 
one answer per item unless “Mark all that apply” appears next to the question. 

Patient Information 

2. (C100) Medicaid Enrollment:  Is this patient currently enrolled in a Medicaid program (e.g., traditional fee-for-
service, HMO/managed care, waiver program)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

3. (C110) Private Insurance:  Does this patient currently have supplemental insurance (e.g., private third-party 
insurance, private third-party HMO/managed care, or Medigap)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 



4. (C120) Complex Management:  Does this patient require complex management (e.g., procedures at least two 
times daily; patient teaching/education needs requiring more than 15 minutes per visit or need to repeat 
instructions at almost every visit; coordination of services between multiple internal and/or external 
participants)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

5. (C130) Functional Assistance Needs:  Compared to your average Medicare patient, does this patient require 
greater assistance with activities of daily living (e.g., requires assistance with transferring, bathing, feeding/ 
eating)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

6. (C160) Ability to Learn:  The patient's ability to learn is: 

 � 1 - Excellent; able to quickly demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained once 
 � 2 - Good; able to demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained two to three times 
 � 3 - Fair; able to demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained four or more times 
 � 4 - Poor; unable to follow directions and/or remember information 

7. (C170) Knowledge of the Medicare Home Health Benefit:  Does the patient demonstrate or verbalize 
understanding of the home health benefit (including services available to the patient and patient eligibility 
requirements such as being homebound)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown 

8. (C180) Compliance:  The patient's assessed level of compliance is: 

 � 1 - Excellent; patient adheres to home care regimen almost all (76% - 100%) of the time 
 � 2 - Good; patient adheres to home care regimen most (51% - 75%) of the time 
 � 3 - Fair; patient adheres to home care regimen some (26% - 50%) of the time 
 � 4 - Poor; patient rarely (0-25%) adheres to home care regimen 

9. (C190) Nutrition:  Which response best describes the patient's usual food intake pattern? 

 � 1 - Excellent - Eats most of every meal.  Never refuses a meal.  Usually eats a total of four or more 
servings of meat and dairy products per day.  Occasionally eats between meals.  Does not require 
supplementation. 

 � 2 - Adequate - Eats over half of most meals.  Eats a total of four servings of protein (meat, dairy 
products) each day.  Occasionally will refuse a meal, but will usually take a supplement if offered, 
OR is on a tube feeding or TPN regimen that probably meets most of nutritional needs. 

 � 3 - Probably Inadequate - Rarely eats a complete meal and generally eats only about 1/2 of any food 
offered.  Protein intake includes only three servings of meat or dairy products per day.  
Occasionally will take a dietary supplement, OR receives less than optimum amount of liquid diet 
or tube feeding. 

 � 4 - Very poor - Never eats a complete meal.  Rarely eats more than 1/3 of any food offered.  Eats two 
servings or less of protein (meat or dairy products) per day.  Takes fluids poorly.  Does not take a 
liquid dietary supplement, OR is NPO and/or maintained on clear liquids or IVs for more than five 
days. 
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10. (C200) Alternative Services Patient is Currently Receiving:  Which of the following alternative services, 
outside your agency, is the patient currently receiving?  Mark all that apply. 

 � a. Meals on Wheels 
 � b. Food bank/meal services (other than 

Meals on Wheels) 
 � c. Outpatient rehab 
 � d. Transportation assistance 
 � e. Assisted living facility 
 � f. Foster care services 
 � g. Respite services 
 � h. Homemaker services 
 � i. Personal care services 
 � j. Friendly visitor/companion services 
 � k. Adult day care 

 � l. Mental health services 
 � m. Legal/protective services 
 � n. Emergency response services 
 � o. Case management (such as placement or 

referral services) 
 � p. Environmental/home modifications 
 � q. Volunteer services 
 � r. Other:  (specify)      
 � s. Other:  (specify)      
 � t. NONE OF THE ABOVE 
 � u. Unknown 

 
11. (C210) Alternative Services Being Coordinated:  Which of the following alternative services, outside your 

agency, have you tried to coordinate for this patient (e.g., you discussed with the patient the possibility of 
getting alternative services, you spoke with someone at your agency to get information, you contacted an 
outside agency to arrange services)?  Mark all that apply. 

 � a. Meals on Wheels 
 � b. Food bank/meal services (other than 

Meals on Wheels) 
 � c. Outpatient rehab 
 � d. Transportation assistance 
 � e. Assisted living facility 
 � f. Foster care services 
 � g. Respite services 
 � h. Homemaker services 
 � i. Personal care services 
 � j. Friendly visitor/companion services 
 � k. Adult day care 

 � l. Mental health services 
 � m. Legal/protective services 
 � n. Emergency response services 
 � o. Case management (such as placement or 

referral services) 
 � p. Environmental/home modifications 
 � q. Volunteer services 
 � r. Other:  (specify)      
 � s. Other:  (specify)      
 � t. NONE OF THE ABOVE 
 � u. Unknown 

 
Homebound Status 

It is not required that all of the following be true in order for a patient to be eligible for home care.  We are interested 
in knowing which are true for this patient. 

12. (C300) Absences from Home:  Absences from the home are:  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Infrequent 
 � 2 - For periods of relatively short duration 
 � 3 - Attributable to the need to receive medical treatment 
 � 4 - None of the above 

13. (C310) Requirements to Leave Home:  In order to leave her/his place of residence, the patient requires:  
Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Aid of supportive devices 
 � 2 - Use of special transportation 
 � 3 - Assistance of another person 
 � 4 - None of the above 

14. (C320) Medical Contraindication:  Is leaving the home medically contraindicated for this patient (e.g., patient 
has unstable symptoms or is bedbound, ventilator dependent or immunosuppressed)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
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15. (C330) Difficulty Receiving Services:  How difficult is it for the patient to receive services outside of the 
home? 

 � 1 - Very difficult (e.g., leaving the home requires a considerable and taxing effort) 
 � 2 - Somewhat difficult (e.g., leaving the home requires some effort) 
 � 3 - Not at all difficult (e.g., leaving the home presents no difficulty) 

Family/Support System Information 

16. (C500) Family/Support System:  Does this patient have a family support system other than the home health 
agency (e.g., spouse, child, other family member, friend or neighbor, paid help)? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 34, “Unmet Needs” ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

Family/Support System ADL Assistance 

17. (C510) ADL Assistance Received:  Does the patient receive ADL assistance (e.g., bathing, dressing, 
toileting, bowel/bladder, eating/feeding) from the family/support system? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 20 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

18. (C511) ADL Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) assist the patient with ADLs (e.g., bathing, 
dressing, toileting, bowel/bladder, eating/feeding)?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 

19. (C512) ADL Assistance Frequency:  Taking into account all the people who assist, how often is the patient 
receiving ADL assistance per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For example, if the daughter helps 2x 
week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 

Family/Support System IADL Assistance 

20. (C520) IADL Assistance Received:  Does the patient receive IADL assistance (e.g., medications, meals, 
housekeeping, laundry, telephone, shopping, finances) from the family/support system? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 23 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

21. (C521) IADL Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) assist the patient with IADLs (e.g., medications, 
meals, housekeeping, laundry, telephone, shopping, finances)?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 
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22. (C522) IADL Assistance Frequency:  Taking into account all the people who assist, how often is the patient 
receiving IADL assistance per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For example, if the daughter helps 
2x week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 

Family/Support System Specialized Care Assistance 

23. (C530) Specialized Care for Wounds and/or Equipment:  Does the patient receive specialized care for 
wounds and/or equipment from the family/support system? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 26 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

24. (C531) Specialized Care Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) assist the patient with specialized 
care for wounds and/or equipment?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 

25. (C532) Specialized Care Assistance Frequency:  Taking into account all the people who assist, how often is 
the patient receiving specialized care for wounds and/or equipment per week?  (Determine cumulative 
frequency.  For example, if the daughter helps 2x week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or 
more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 

Family/Support System Psychosocial Support 

26. (C540) Psychosocial Support:  Does the patient receive psychosocial support (socialization, companionship, 
recreation) from the family/support system? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 29 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

27. (C541) Psychosocial Support Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) assist the patient with 
psychosocial support (socialization, companionship, recreation)?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency)  

Center for Health Services and Policy Research 
EPIC CPQ-RECERT/DC (1/99) OMB #: 0990-0226 Exp. 10/2000 

5 



28. (C542) Psychosocial Support Assistance Frequency:  Taking into account all the people who assist, how 
often is the patient receiving psychosocial support per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For example, 
if the daughter helps 2x week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 

Family/Support System Advocacy for Medical Care 

29. (C550) Advocacy for Medical Care:  Is there someone in the family/support system who advocates or 
facilitates the patient's participation in appropriate medical care (e.g., someone who makes sure patient goes 
to scheduled appointments, someone who advocates or facilitates medical care when needed)? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 31 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

30. (C551) Advocacy Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) advocates or facilitates the patient's 
participation in appropriate medical care?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 

Family/Support System Transportation Assistance 

31. (C560) Providing Transportation:  Is there someone in the family/support system who provides needed 
transportation (e.g., to and from the doctor's office or other medical care)? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 34 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

32. (C561) Transportation Assistance:  Which of the following person(s) provide the patient with needed 
transportation?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help (other than the home health agency) 

33. (C562) Transportation Assistance Frequency:  Taking into account all the people who assist, how often is 
the patient receiving transportation per week?  (Determine cumulative frequency.  For example, if the daughter 
helps 2x week and the son helps 1x week, choose option 4 "Three or more times per week.") 

 � 1 - Several times during day and night 
 � 2 - Several times during day 
 � 3 - Once daily 
 � 4 - Three or more times per week 
 � 5 - One to two times per week 
 � 6 - Less often than weekly 
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Unmet Needs 

34. (C570) Unmet Needs:  Considering all sources from which the patient currently receives assistance (e.g., 
family, support system, home care agency), for which of the following does this patient require additional help?  
Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - ADL assistance 
 � 2 - IADL assistance 
 � 3 - Specialized care for wounds and/or 

equipment 

 � 4 - Psychosocial support 
 � 5 - Advocacy for medical care 
 � 6 - Transportation 
 � 7 - None of the above 

Primary Caregiver 

35. (C600) Primary Caregiver:  Who in the family/support system takes the lead responsibility for providing or 
managing the patient's care, providing the most frequent assistance, etc. (other than home care agency staff)? 

 � 8 - Not applicable, patient does not have any caregivers [ If NA, go to Question 40 ] 
 � 0 - No one person  [ If No one person, go to Question 40 ] 
 � 1 - Spouse or significant other 
 � 2 - Daughter or son 
 � 3 - Other family member 
 � 4 - Friend, neighbor, or community/church member 
 � 5 - Paid help 

36. (C610) Primary Caregiver’s Care Plan Involvement:  To what extent was the primary caregiver involved in 
developing the ongoing care plan? 

 � 1 - Very/somewhat involved (e.g., showed interest by asking questions, offering suggestions, stating 
needs) 

 � 2 - Minimally involved (e.g., showed little or no interest, left it up to you and the physician or you and 
the patient) 

 � 8 - Not applicable (primary caregiver is cognitively incapable of involvement) 

37. (C620) Primary Caregiver’s Willingness and Patient’s Need for Aide Services:  Is the primary caregiver 
willing to have a home health aide for the patient? 

 � 1 - Primary caregiver is willing to have aide for the patient and the patient needs aide services 
 � 2 - Primary caregiver is unwilling to have aide for the patient though the patient needs aide services 
 � 3 - Patient does not need aide services 
 � 8 - Not applicable (primary caregiver is cognitively incapable of communicating willingness) 

38. (C630) Primary Caregiver’s Ability to Learn:  The primary caregiver's ability to learn is: 

 � 1 - Excellent; able to quickly demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained once 
 � 2 - Good; able to demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained two to three times 
 � 3 - Fair; able to demonstrate or verbalize what you teach after hearing it explained four or more times 
 � 4 - Poor; unable to follow directions and/or remember information 

39. (C640) Primary Caregiver’s Knowledge of the Medicare Home Health Benefit:  Does the primary caregiver 
demonstrate or verbalize understanding of the home health benefit (including services available to the patient 
and patient eligibility requirements such as being homebound)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 9 - Unknown 
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Physician Information 

40. (C730) Care Plan Role:  How much of a role has the physician played in developing the care plan? 

 � 1 - A major role (physician is actively involved in making suggestions about the care that should be 
provided) 

 � 2 - A moderate role (physician functions primarily by responding to suggestions made by home care 
staff as to the care that should be provided) 

 � 3 - A minor role (aside from signing the HCFA-485 and other orders, there is no involvement in care 
planning) 

41. (C740) Physician's Input:  Given this patient's needs, the amount of physician input around case 
management has been: 

 � 1 - Not enough, more input was needed 
 � 2 - Just the right amount of input 
 � 3 - More input than was needed 

42. (C750) Physician's Awareness of Services Provided by Your Agency:  In your opinion, the physician's 
awareness of the home care services provided by your agency has been: 

 � 1 - More than adequate (he/she always has been aware of the care being provided) 
 � 2 - Adequate (he/she usually has been aware of the care being provided) 
 � 3 - Inadequate (he/she rarely has been aware of the care being provided) 

Care Provision Features 

43. (C800) Skilled Services Provided:  Please mark the skilled services you provided during the most recent 
visit.  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - Skilled observation and assessment (e.g., listened to breath sounds, took blood pressure, checked 
pulses) 

 � 2 - Procedures (e.g., dressing changes, chest physiotherapy, strengthening exercises, administration 
of medications) 

 � 3 - Teaching (e.g., dietary instructions, safety precautions, signs and symptoms of complications) 
 � 4 - Coordination of care (e.g., spoke with supervisor, spoke with physician, arranged for delivery of 

supplies) 
 � 5 - Care planning (e.g., decided on frequency of visits, disciplines to involve) 
 � 6 - Management and evaluation of care plan (e.g., developed and assessed a plan of care for 

unskilled services) 
 � 7 - Other: (specify)       

44. (C810) Care Coordination:  Since the last time a Care Provider Questionnaire was completed on this patient, 
with whom have you spoken to coordinate care?  Mark all that apply. 

 � 1 - No one at this point [ If No one at this 
point, go to Question 47 ] 

 � 2 - Agency case manager 
 � 3 - Agency supervisory nurse 
 � 4 - Dietary Services 
 � 5 - Durable medical equipment representative 
 � 6 - Family/support system 
 � 7 - Home health aide 
 � 8 - Hospital discharge planner 
 � 9 - IV equipment/supplies representative 
 � 10 - Lab Services 
 � 11 - Occupational therapist 

 � 12 - Patient's physician 
 � 13 - Payer case manager  
 � 14 - Pharmacist 
 � 15 - Physical therapist 
 � 16 - Primary care nurse 
 � 17 - Psychiatric nurse 
 � 18 - Respiratory therapist 
 � 19 - Social worker 
 � 20 - Speech therapist 
 � 21 - Staff nurse in your agency 
 � 22 - Other: (specify)  ________ 
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45. (C820) Number of Care Coordination Communications:  How many verbal communications have there 
been since the last time a Care Provider Questionnaire was completed on this patient?  Count all formal and 
informal conversations pertaining to this patient including conferences and other communications regarding 
care coordination with the people you mentioned in item #44 (do not specify a range, please provide one 
number). 

 _____   communications 

46. (C830)  Time Spent on Care Coordination Communications:  What is the total amount of time you spent on 
the verbal communications you noted in item #45? 

 _____  minutes 

47. (C840) Standardized Care Plan:  Did you follow a standardized care plan for this visit (e.g., clinical pathway)? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

48. (C850) Travel Time:  On average, how long does it take to get to the patient’s home either from the home 
health agency or from another home visit? 

 � 1 - 10 minutes or less 
 � 2 - 11-20 minutes 
 � 3 - 21-30 minutes 
 � 4 - 31-40 minutes 

 � 5 - 41-50 minutes 
 � 6 - 51-60 minutes 
 � 7 - Over one hour 

 
Care Provider Information 

49. (C960) SOC Assessment:  Did you do the comprehensive assessment for this patient at start of care? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

50. (C970) Familiarity with Patient:  Including today, how many times have you seen this patient? 

 � 1 - Once 
 � 2 - Two to five times 
 � 3 - Six to ten times 
 � 4 - More than ten times 

 If the patient is being discharged, please skip this section and go to item 66.

 
DATA ITEMS COLLECTED AT RECERTIFICATION ONLY 
 
Please complete data on items 51-65 if the patient is being recertified. 

Patient Information 

51. (C140) Willingness and Need for Aide Services:  Is this patient in need of and willing to have a home health 
aide? 

 � 1 - Patient needs aide and is willing to receive aide services 
 � 2 - Patient needs aide but is not willing to receive aide services 
 � 3 - Patient does not need aide services 
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52. (C150) Care Plan Involvement:  To what extent was the patient involved in updating the care plan for the 
next certification period? 

 � 1 - Very/somewhat involved (e.g., showed interest by asking questions, offering suggestions, stating 
needs) 

 � 2 - Minimally involved (e.g., showed little or no interest, left it up to you and the physician or you and 
the primary caregiver) 

 � 8 - Not applicable (patient is comatose or cognitively incapable of involvement) 

Primary Caregiver Information 

53. (C650) Primary Caregiver’s Agreeableness to Continuing Home Care:  Upon discussing the continuation 
of home health care services with the primary caregiver: 

 � 1 - The primary caregiver is not agreeable to the continuation of home health care services 
 � 2 - The primary caregiver is agreeable to the continuation of home health care services 
 � 8 - Not applicable (no primary caregiver or primary caregiver is cognitively incapable of involvement) 
 � 9 - Unknown (Unable to discuss with primary caregiver at recertification) 

Managed Care 

54. (C400) Managed Care:  Is this a managed care patient (e.g., Medicare HMO)? 

 � 0 - No  [ If No, go to Question 59 ] 
 � 1 - Yes 

55. (C410) Authorization of Skilled Nurse Visits:  Did the managed care company authorize the number of SN 
visits requested? 

 � 0 - No, they authorized fewer visits than requested 
 � 1 - Yes, they authorized the number of visits requested 
 � 2 - No, they authorized more visits than requested 
 � 6 - Not applicable (agency uses a pre-approved standard formula to determine the number of visits 

[e.g., Milliman – Robertson] ) 
 � 8 - Not applicable (patient will not receive SN services) 

56. (C420) Number of Skilled Nurse Visits Requested:  Were fewer skilled nurse visits allowed than what would 
have been if this had been a non-managed care patient? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 8 - Not applicable (patient will not receive SN services) 

57. (C430) Authorization of Aide Services:  Did the managed care company authorize the assignment of a 
home health aide? 

 � 0 - No, request was denied  [ If No, go to Question 59 ] 
 � 1 - Yes, request was approved 
 � 8 - Not applicable (aide services were not requested for this patient)  [ If NA, go to Question 59 ] 

58. (C440) Authorization of Home Health Aide Frequency:  Did the managed care company authorize the 
number of home health aide visits requested? 

 � 0 - No, they authorized fewer visits than requested 
 � 1 - Yes, they authorized the number of visits requested 
 � 2 - No, they authorized more visits than requested 
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Physician Information 

When answering questions 59-61, please consider the patient’s physician only.  Do not consider other individuals. 

59. (C710) Evaluation of Need for Aide Services:  Prior to writing up the recert paperwork, did the physician 
request an evaluation of need for home health aide services? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

60. (C720) Home Health Aide Services:  Prior to writing up the recert paperwork, were aide services ordered by 
the physician? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

61. (C760) Recommendation for Recertification:  Prior to writing up the recert paperwork, did the physician 
recommend that the patient be recertified? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

Agency Information 

62. (C900) Feedback from Other Agency Personnel About Frequency of SN Visits:  Since the last time a 
Care Provider Questionnaire was completed on this patient, have you received feedback from other agency 
personnel (e.g., case manager, supervisor, other discipline) about the frequency of SN visits needed for this 
patient for this recertification period? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 � 8 - Not applicable (this patient will not receive SN visits) 

63. (C910) Feedback from Other Agency Personnel About Home Health Aide Services:  Since the last time a 
Care Provider Questionnaire was completed on this patient, have you received feedback from other agency 
personnel (e.g., case manager, supervisor, other discipline) about whether or not an aide should be assigned 
to this patient for this recertification period? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

64. (C920) Home Health Aide Availability:  Regardless of whether or not this patient will receive home health 
aide services, is there an aide available to assign to this patient? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

65. (C940) Feedback from Other Agency Personnel About Recertifying:  Did you receive feedback from other 
agency personnel (e.g., case manager, supervisor, other discipline) about recertifying this patient? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
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DATA ITEMS COLLECTED AT DISCHARGE ONLY 

Please collect data on items 66-72 only when the study participant is discharged from your agency. 

66.  Discharge Date:  (C038) 
 

  /   /                     
         Month        day    year 

Patient Information 

67. (C230) Patient Agreeableness to Discontinuing Home Care:  Upon discussing the discontinuation of home 
health care services with the patient: 

 � 1 - The patient is not agreeable to the discontinuation of home health care services 
 � 2 - The patient is agreeable to the discontinuation of home health care services 
 � 8 - Not applicable (patient is comatose or cognitively incapable of involvement) 
 � 9 - Unknown (Unable to discuss with patient prior to discharge) 

68. (C240) Discharge Planning Involvement:  To what extent was the patient involved in planning for his/her 
discharge? 

 � 1 - Very/somewhat involved (e.g., showed interest by asking questions, offering suggestions, stating 
needs) 

 � 2 - Minimally involved (e.g., showed little or no interest, left it up to you and the physician or you and 
the primary caregiver) 

 � 8 - Not applicable (patient is comatose or cognitively incapable of involvement) 

Primary Caregiver Information 

69. (C660) Primary Caregiver’s Agreeableness to Discontinuing Home Care:  Upon discussing the 
discontinuation of home health care services with the primary caregiver: 

 � 1 - The primary caregiver is not agreeable to the discontinuation of home health care services 
 � 2 - The primary caregiver is agreeable to the discontinuation of home health care services 
 � 8 - Not applicable (no primary caregiver or primary caregiver is cognitively incapable of involvement) 
 � 9 - Unknown (Unable to discuss with primary caregiver prior to discharge) 

70. (C670) Primary Caregiver’s Discharge Planning Involvement:  To what extent was the primary caregiver 
involved in planning for the patient’s discharge? 

 � 1 - Very/somewhat involved (e.g., showed interest by asking questions, offering suggestions, stating 
needs) 

 � 2 - Minimally involved (e.g., showed little or no interest, left it up to you and the physician or you and 
the patient) 

 � 8 - Not applicable (no primary caregiver or primary caregiver is cognitively incapable of involvement) 

Physician Information 

71. (C770) Decision to Terminate Home Health Services:  Prior to discharging the patient, did the physician 
suggest that home health services be terminated? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 

Agency Information 

72. (C950) Feedback from Other Agency Personnel About Discharging:  Did you receive feedback from other 
agency personnel (e.g., case manager, supervisor, other discipline) about discharging this patient? 

 � 0 - No 
 � 1 - Yes 
 
 Thank you for completing this questionnaire

If the patient is being recertified, please skip this section.  Thank you for completing this questionnaire.
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STUDY OF MEDICARE HOME HEALTH PRACTICE VARIATIONS 

NOTIFICATION OF STUDY ADMISSION 
 

 
             FILE KEY:        
                 Agency ID  Patient ID 

Patient Name            
                        
Last   First 

Patient’s Date of Birth   Today’s Date 
  /   /          /   /  
Month  Day  Year        Month  Day  Year  

Social Security Number     Start of Care Date 

   --   --           /   /  
               Month  Day  Year  

Patient ID Number (OASIS item M0020)            
                        

Medicare Number 
           

                        
 
 
 

1 Patient has the following current conditions.  
Mark all that apply.  

   CHF    Diabetes    NA, patient readmitted 
          to agency within 14 days 

2 
Please indicate the ICD-9 code for this (or 
these) condition(s) as found on this 
patient’s 485.  Mark all that apply. 

  CHF ICD-9 Codes   DM ICD-9 Codes 
  398.91   404.01  428.0  250.0  250.5 
  402.01   404.03  428.1  250.1  250.6 
  402.11   404.11  428.9  250.2  250.7 
  402.91   404.13  429.4  250.3  250.8 
     404.91    250.4  250.9 
     404.93 

 NA, patient readmitted to agency within 14 days 

3 
If more than one condition is marked in Box 
1 above, please indicate which condition 
will be applied toward the tracer quota for 
this study.  Mark only one. 

  CHF    Diabetes    NA, patient readmitted 
          to agency within 14 days 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for completing this form.  Please fax this form to the Research Center within seventy two 
(72) hours.  Initial here           to indicate the form was faxed. 
FAX Number:  1-800-736-4389. 

Center for Health Services and Policy Research, Denver, CO 
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DCC Instructions for Data Fax/Call In 

There are two methods for supplying the Research Center with Notification of 
Study Admission form. 

 
1. The preferred method is to fax the information directly to us.  The fax number is 

1-800-736-4389.  This toll-free number will be available 24 hours a day.  The fax 
link can be accessed by dialing the fax number, waiting for a fax signal, and then 
transmitting the Notification of Study Admission. 

 
 
2. If your agency does not have access to a fax machine, you can phone in the 

information from the Notification of Study Admission.  The phone number is 
1-800-863-7172.  This toll-free data collection/study information line will also be 
available 24 hours a day.  When the line is answered, it will give you several 
options.  Select the option for supplying study information.  Please provide the 
information from the Notification of Study Admission in the order in which it 
appears on the form. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

THANK YOU FOR FAXING THIS FORM WITHIN SEVENTY TWO (72) HOURS 
OF STUDY ADMISSION. 
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APPENDIX B.  FOCUS GROUP MATERIALS

This appendix contains the Focus Group materials developed specifically for this
study:

• The Focus Group Protocol identifies the questions asked during the focus group
interviews as well as the two hypothetical patient vignettes that the participants were
asked to discuss.  

• The Participant Demographic Form, which all focus group participants completed
prior to participating in the interviews, was used to obtain information about
participant characteristics such as age, gender, and years of home health care
experience. 



FOCUS GROUP PROTOCOL 

 

 

I. INTRODUCTION AND EXPLANATION 

 • Moderator introduce yourself and notetaker (include # of years in home health 

practice, if appropriate). 

 • CHPR studies help answer policy questions that affect nursing practice. 

 • You have been asked to participate in this focus group to help us understand 

decision making in home health care. 

 • The group discussion is scheduled to last approximately 1-1/2 hours and will include 

some general questions regarding home health practice as well as two case 

studies. 

 • We will be providing ___________________ as a thank you for your participation. 

 • We want you to feel comfortable sharing your thoughts and ideas. 

 • Participation is completely voluntary and everything that is said, tape recorded, and 

written down from this group will remain confidential.  

 • No individual or agency names will be used in summary reports.  

 • We are tape recording the session so that other CHPR researchers will be able to 

hear the discussion. 

 • Please don't use names; rather, use numbers.  

 • Moderator will also take notes so she can summarize at end of discussion.  

 • Ground Rules/Suggestions: 

  1. Active participation by everyone is encouraged:  please remember that 

everyone has something to contribute. 

  2. Basic courtesies need to be observed:  please do not interrupt each other. 

  3. Share any thoughts or ideas you may have. 

  4. Personal respect is important:  all ideas and input are helpful and will be treated 

as such. 

  5. If you speak first on one question, let someone else speak first on the next. 
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II. QUESTIONING 
A. Introductory Question 
 I'd like to begin our discussion by finding out how you think things have changed in 

home care nursing since you started practicing? 

 

B. Key Questions 
 Now I am going to present and hand out two case studies regarding home health patients.  

The case studies have been left purposefully vague and there is some missing information 
since the charts for these patients are not available.  I would like you to imagine that you 

inherited these cases and that this is all the information that you have.  After reading the case 

studies, I will ask some questions.  These questions are for discussion and there are no right 
or wrong answers.  We understand that many factors go into decisions about discharge and 

recertification.  Please be sure you include all of these in your comments. 

Vignette #1 
Your patient is Mrs. Smith, an 86-year-old widow who lives alone in a two-story house 
that has not been upgraded for some time.  Her house is not heated.  Her only family is 
a daughter who lives out of state and cannot directly participate in her mother's care.  
Mrs. Smith's care is covered under traditional fee-for-service Medicare.  She was 
originally referred to your agency by her physician six weeks ago after she had an acute 
exacerbation of her CHF.  She has been hospitalized twice for CHF within the past year.  
Her other diagnoses include bilateral cataracts and mild loss of hearing bilaterally.  She 
ambulates using a walker.  She experiences SOB and light headedness when 
attempting to dress her lower body.  She began receiving SN visits twice a week and 
home health aide visits three times a week, for assistance in bathing, cooking, and 
grocery shopping.  Her medications include digitalis, a diuretic, a vasodilator, and 
sublingual nitroglycerin (P.R.N).  In the past six months her doctor reports Mrs. Smith 
has been occasionally forgetful about taking her medications.  This has been confirmed 
by the home health aide and your pill counts. 
 
Soon you will have to decide whether to discharge or recertify her for another 60 days.  
She is now off oxygen and able to maintain her O2 saturations within normal range.  
Last Monday you were surprised to see her at the hairdresser.  However, you worry that 
once she is discharged her condition will deteriorate again as she is forgetful about 
taking her medications.  Her daughter has said that if her mother cannot take care of 
herself she will be placed in LTC the next time she gets sick.  Mrs. Smith has often told 
you she hopes to stay in her home until the day she dies. 
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� 1. What are all of the factors that you would consider when making the decision to 
either discharge or recertify?  (moderator to list on flip chart) 

 
� 2. You have mentioned X, Y, and Z.  Are there other factors you considered? 
 
� 3. If homebound status not raised, ask:  Do you think Mrs. Smith is homebound? 
 
� 4. Always ask:  In your mind, how do you determine if a patient is homebound?  (Try to 

determine specific definitions of frequency and effort of leaving home.) 
 
� 5. If patient expectations (regarding not wanting to go to a LTC) are not raised, ask 

participants if it was a consideration. 
 
� 6. Given this situation, do you think you would discharge or recertify Mrs. Smith? 
 

Moderator: 
It is not necessary that the group reach consensus as to whether the patient is 
discharged or recertified.  I would like to hear and write down everyone's ideas. 

 
� 7. Which of the considerations you've mentioned were the most important in your 

decision making? 
 

Moderator: 
Again, it is not important that you reach consensus.  I will put a check mark next to those 
items that are important in anyone's opinion.  This will just give us an idea of those 
issues that have the highest priority. 

 
� 8. Does your agency have any policies that would apply to the decision to recertify or 

discharge in this situation?  If so, what are they? 
 
 

ASK ONLY IF YOU WOULD RECERTIFY PATIENT #1 
 
� 9. What kinds of things would you include in your visit notes and 485 to explain the need 

for recertification?  
 

That is, what kind of words do you use that your FI "likes" to see in a recertification?  
Specifically, what words would you use in this case? 

 
� 10. Do you think that you might have a problem explaining the need for care with Medicare? 
 
 
� 11. Does management and evaluation come into play for this patient case? 
 
� 12. What activities fall under the category of management and evaluation? 
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Vignette #2: 
 
Mr. Lucas is a 76-year-old widowed plumber who began receiving home health care 45 
days ago under traditional fee-for-service Medicare.  His primary diagnosis has been a 
venous stasis ulcer.  Other diagnoses consist of diabetes mellitus and retinopathy.  His 
medications include insulin.  He has been receiving SN visits for provision of wound care 
and medication management and his ulcer has finally healed.  You question whether his 
vision is as good as he says it is.  Recently, his cognitive level has been inconsistent, 
with an occasional inability to process instructions.  He has also been receiving home 
health aide visits twice a week for assistance with bathing, dressing, and meal 
preparation.  At present there is some question as to how well he can do these things 
without assistance. 
 
His daughter, Anne, lives five miles away.  She is a single mother of three pre-teen boys.  
She is willing to help her father but without making major adjustments to her work and 
family schedule, Anne can only provide her father with assistance on weekends.  If she 
had to cut back her hours at work to care for her father, it would put financial hardship on 
her family. 
 
You need to decide whether Mr. Lucas should be discharged from home health services 
or recertified for 60 more days. 
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� 1. What are all of the factors that you would consider when making the decision to either 
discharge or recertify?  (moderator to list on flip chart) 

 
� 2. You have mentioned X, Y, and Z.  Are there other factors you considered? 
 
� 3. Given this situation, do you think you would discharge or recertify Mr. Lucas? 
 

Moderator: 
It is not necessary that the group reach consensus as to whether the patient is 
discharged or recertified.  I would like to hear and write down everyone's ideas. 

 
� 4. Which of these considerations were the most important in your decision making? 
 

Moderator: 
Again, it is not important that you reach consensus.  I will put a check mark next to those 
items that are important in anyone's opinion.  This will just give us an idea of those 
issues that have the highest priority. 

 
� 5. Does your agency have any policies that would apply to the decision to recertify or 

discharge in this situation?  If so, what are they? 
 
� 6. How would you involve the patient in the decision process? 
 
� 7. To what extent do you think the patient's daughter should be involved in the patient's 

care? 
 
� 8. To what extent did the issue of caregiver burden on the patient's daughter enter into 

your decision to either discharge or recertify this patient? 
 
 

ASK ONLY IF YOU WOULD RECERTIFY PATIENT #2 
 
� 9. What kinds of things would you include in your visit notes and 485 to explain the need 

for recertification? 
 

That is, what kind of words do you use that your FI "likes" to see in a recertification?  
Specifically, what words would you use in this case? 

 
� 10. Do you think that you might have a problem explaining the need for care with Medicare? 
 
 
� 11. Does management and evaluation come into play for this patient case?  If so, how? 
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Now I would like to ask you a couple of questions regarding your role as decision-
makers.  These questions are general and are not related to either of the vignettes. 

 

� 1. In general, how much discretion do you feel you have as decision makers to 

authorize the number and type of services that you think are appropriate for your 

patients?  Please explain. 

 

� 2. To what extent do you think that your Fiscal Intermediary influences the decisions 

that you make regarding the number and type of services that patients receive? 

 

III. SUMMARY AND CLOSURE 
 

It is getting close to wrap-up time and before we break I would like to share more information 

about the purpose of these focus groups.  We are trying to understand how your 
interpretation of coverage rules (in the HIM-11) may be affecting your decision making at key 

times like recertification and discharge.  In looking over the issues raised during our 

discussion, would you like to add or change anything to help us understand how you 

interpret the HIM-11 or how it affects your decision making? 

 

Thank you very much for your participation. 

 

IV. DEBRIEFING 
 

 A debriefing between the moderator and note-taker will occur after the focus group.  The 

purpose of the debriefing is to provide a forum for open discussion of the group and how it 

compared to groups at other agencies.  The notetaker and moderator will also discuss the 

participants' responses, both verbal and nonverbal, and how these responses have been 

recorded in the focus group notes.  This will provide important contextual information for the 

analysis and also a forum for resolving any discrepancies in the notes between notetaker and 

moderator. 
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 STUDY OF MEDICARE HOME HEALTH PRACTICE VARIATIONS 
 
 
 

 FOCUS GROUP PARTICIPANT DEMOGRAPHIC FORM 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Conducted by: 
 The Center for Health Services and Policy Research  
 
 
 for: 
 
 Department of Health and Human Services 
 Office of the Assistant Secretary for Planning and Evaluation  
 
 
  1999 Center for Health Services and Policy Research 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
OMB #: 0990-0226 
 
A federal agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection of information 
unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.  The valid OMB control number for this information collection is 
0990-0226.  Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to vary from 2 to 3 minutes with an 
average of 2.2 minutes to complete this form. 
 
Information contained on this form which would permit identification of any individual or establishment has been collected 
with a guarantee that it will be held in strict confidence, will be used only for purposes stated for this study, and will not be 
disclosed or released to others without the consent of the individual or establishment.  Responses to the collection of the 
information are voluntary. 
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 FOCUS GROUP PARTICIPANT DEMOGRAPHIC FORM 
 OVERVIEW/PROTOCOL 
 
 
 
 
 

PURPOSE: This form is designed to obtain information on demographic 
characteristics of the care providers participating in the focus 
group.  This information will be used for descriptive purposes. 

HOW COLLECTED: Each care provider participating in a focus group will complete this 
form one time. 

WHEN COLLECTED: The Focus Group Participant Demographic Form should be 
completed prior to the facilitation of the focus group in which the 
care provider is participating. 

INSTRUCTIONS: The care provider completes the form her/himself, and answers 
are to be recorded directly on the instrument.  The care provider 
should mark the correct response as appropriate or print 
numbers/answers where requested. 
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 Study of Medicare Home Health Practice Variations 
 FOCUS GROUP PARTICIPANT DEMOGRAPHIC FORM 
  
 
 
1. Today's Date: ___  ___ / ___  ___ / ___  ___  ___  ___ 
         month         day           year 
 
2. Gender: 
 
  1 - Male 
  2 - Female 
 
3. Ethnicity: 
 
  1 - American Indian or Alaska Native 
  2 - Asian  
  3 - Black or African American 
  4 - Hispanic or Latino  

  5 - Native Hawaiian or Pacific Islander 
  6 - White 
  9 - Unknown 
 

 
4. Age: 
 
  1 - 20-25 
  2 - 26-31 
  3 - 32-37 
  4 - 38-42 

  5 - 43-48 
  6 - 49-54 
  7 - 55-59 
  8 - 60+ 
 

 
5. Your Discipline: 
 
  1 - RN 
  2 - LPN 
 
6. How long have you been providing home health care? 
 
         years   
 
  or 
 
   Less than one year 
 
7. How long have you been with this agency? 
 
         years 
 
  or 
 
   Less than one year 
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APPENDIX C.  CASE STUDY MATERIALS

This appendix contains the Case Study Protocol.  This document identifies the
questions that were asked of the nurses participating in the case study interviews.



CASE STUDY PROTOCOL 
 

 
Agency ID____________ Date______________ Time Start__________ 

Patient ID____________________  Time End___________ 

Interviewer___________________   

 
 I. REVIEW CONSENT FORM 

 II. OPENING EXPLANATION AND EXPRESSING CULTURAL IGNORANCE 

I want to thank you again for meeting with me today.  As I mentioned before, I am interested in 
understanding your work as a home health care nurse.  We are trying to understand what is 
involved in taking care of frail elderly patients at home.  We are especially interested in those that 
receive Medicare benefits, since that is where the government is spending quite a lot of money.  
Unfortunately, I am not a nurse and a lot of policy makers are not nurses.  Of my colleagues at the 
Research Center, some are nurses and some are not.  And, when we are just reading nursing and 
home health care journals, it does not necessarily give us a clear picture of what actually happens 
during a home care visit.  So, we want to truly understand what is involved in providing home care 
and we want to help inform policy makers who make decisions about legislation that affects so 
many elderly people in our country. 

In order to do this, we want to focus on a specific patient and really focus on all of the details of 
care that were provided to that patient.  In that way, we can provide a rich, narrative description of 
care for one patient to our funder.  So, we are going to focus today, on this specific patient.  I have 
briefly read a summary of her chart but I still do not completely understand all of the activities that 
were performed both inside the home and outside the home. 

 III. CARE PLANNING 

To begin, I'd like to ask you about the services that were provided for this patient by yourself and 
others and the process that you went through in deciding which services were needed and who 
should provide them. 

 1a. First, can you describe what services were provided to the patient at SOC and how often they 
were provided?  These services should include ALL services provided including skilled and 
unskilled services, other disciplines, community services, and your role in the patient's care 
both in and out of the home. 

 1b. While you were talking, I jotted down some notes.  Could you review them to be sure I got all 
of the services you described and how often they were provided? 

 2. Was the family involved in providing care for the patient?  If yes, how so? 

 3. Did the number and type of services that were provided change during the course of this 
patients home health episode?  If so, how? 
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 4. Now I'd like to discuss how you made the decisions regarding the type and number of 
services that you provided for this patient.  What were the most important factors that you 
considered when deciding what skilled services you would provide?  [Possible probes:  
patient goals, safety, medical compliance, lack of support system, agency pathway, and so 
forth.  Be sure everything mentioned in #1 is discussed.] 

 5. For what reasons were the other disciplines in the home? 

 6. Who made the decision regarding what disciplines would be involved in the patient’s care? 

 7. Was there anyone else involved in the decision making process regarding the number and 
type of services?  If so, who were they and how were they involved? 

 8. Was the patient and/or family involved in the decision making regarding the number and type 
of services that the patient would receive?  If so, how? 

 9. Were there services you would have liked to use that weren't available?  IF YES:  Why 
weren't the services available and for what reason did you want to use them if they had been 
available? 

 10. How was the care plan documented? 

 IV. CARE COORDINATION 

Now I would like to discuss how you communicated with the various care providers involved in this 
patient's care. 

 11. You mentioned that X, Y, and Z disciplines/agencies/persons were involved in the patient's 
care.  At the start of care, how often did you communicate with these various care providers 
regarding the patient's care and what did you talk about?  Let's start with one at a time and 
cover each discipline/care provider involved in this case.  (BE SURE TO COVER 
PHYSICIAN, FAMILY, OTHER DISCIPLINES, ALTERNATIVE SERVICES, OTHER 
NURSES IN SAME AGENCY, and HOME HEALTH AIDE/CNA.) 

 12. Did the frequency or content of your communication with these care providers change during 
the treatment episode?  If so, how? 

 V. VISIT CONTENT 

 13. We’ve talked a lot about the services provided for this patient, but now I want to get a picture 
of what you did in the patient’s home.  Tell me about a typical visit at this patient’s home 
around the start of care.  Try to think of a specific visit with this patient. 

 14. Did the types of activities that you performed during the visit change over the course of the 
home health care episode?  If so, how? 

Center for Health Services and Policy Research, Denver, CO 
EPIC CSPRTCL (6/99) 

Page 2 



Center for Health Services and Policy Research, Denver, CO 
EPIC CSPRTCL (6/99) 

Page 3 

 VI. DISCHARGE PLANNING 

 15. Why was this patient discharged from home health care? 

 16. What did you do to plan for the patient’s discharge? 

 17. At what point in the home health episode did you begin planning for the patient’s discharge? 

 18. Who else was involved in the discharge planning process and how were they involved?  
Anyone else? 

 VII. GENERAL QUESTIONS 

 19. Looking back on the patient case, what did you spend the most time doing when you were at 
the patient's home?  (Probe for teaching, observation, assessment, skilled services, 
management and evaluation, etc.). 

 20. When you were working on this case outside of the patient’s home, what did you spend the 
most time doing? 

 21. Is there any aspect of care that you spent time on for this patient that we have not discussed?  
If so, please explain. 

 22. In your opinion, what had the greatest impact on the length of this patient’s episode of care?  
(Probe for single, most important aspect.) 

 23. One of the issues our funder is interested in is how new federal policies and regulations have 
impacted the provision of home health care.  Have there been any changes in the way care is 
provided in your agency that might be related to these new federal policies and regulations? 
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APPENDIX D.  SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION ON
THE STUDY STATES

This appendix contains additional information about the demographic, economic, and
health system characteristics of the eight states selected for involvement in the study. 
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SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION ON THE STUDY STATES

A. Introduction

This appendix supplements Chapter 3 and is drawn primarily from reports by the
American Association of Retired Persons (AARP) and the Urban Institute (UI).  The
sources are listed in Table D.1; full citations are in the References section following the
main text. 

TABLE D.1: Source Materials for Study State Information

Low Volume

Minnesota UI: Bovbjerg and Marsteller 1998; Coughlin, Rajan, Zuckerman, and Marsteller 1998; Holahan,
Wiener, and Wallin 1998.

New Jersey UI: Bovbjerg, Ullman, Evans, Holahan, and Flanagan 1998; Holahan, Wiener, and Wallin 1998.

Oregon UI: Sparer 1999.

Pennsylvania UI: Birnbaum 1998.

High Volume

Georgia UI: Ullman 1998.

Massachusetts UI: Holahan, Bovbjerg, Evans, Wiener, and Flanagan 1998; Bovbjerg and Marsteller 1998;
Holahan, Wiener, and Wallin 1998.

Mississippi UI: Ku, Berkowitz, Ullman, and Regenstein 1998; Holahan, Wiener, and Wallin 1998.

Texas UI: Wiener, Evans, Kuntz, and Sulvetta 1998; Bovbjerg and Marsteller 1998.

All States

AARP: Lamphere et al. 1998.
AARP: Bectel and Tucker 1998.

The following sections, which provide brief comments on each study state, are
intended to provide some additional descriptive information on state demographic,
economic, and health care system features.  Many of the points are based on data in the
tables presented in Chapter 3.  (The AARP reports listed in Table D.1 are the sources for
most of the information about the states contained in Chapter 3.)
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B. Low-Volume States

1.  Minnesota

Demographic-Economic Characteristics:  Minnesota is enjoying a strong
economy and a low unemployment rate.  However, the poverty level among the elderly is
above average. The population overall has good health status.  For example, compared to
the other study states, there are fewer elderly people with difficulty in mobility or self care.

Health Care System Features: Minnesota has one of the lowest uninsured rates in
the country and a greater than average number of physician generalists.  The Medicaid
program appears to be quite generous.  Minnesota is attempting to increase the use of
managed care through MinnesotaCare Acts of 1992.  It is also trying to increase third-party
revenues such as Medicare. Compared to other states, there is a high level of HMO
penetration.  However, the level of Medicare enrollment in Risk HMOs is below the national
average. 

2.  New Jersey

Demographic-Economic Characteristics:  New Jersey is the most urbanized and
densely populated of all states in the nation.  New Jersey has a high per capita income
($32,700 compared to $25,600 nationally in 1997) and more of the state's elderly are
insured than average.  Of the study states, New Jersey has the lowest rate of persons 65
years or older living alone.

Health Care System Features:  New Jersey's large Medicaid program comprises
about one-fourth of the state's budget, and is moving toward managed care and home and
community-based care instead of institutional care.  Despite relatively high Medicaid
expenditures on home and community-based care, 84 percent of New Jersey's Medicaid
long-term care expenditures go to nursing homes.  Widespread interest in home and
community-based care expansion has targeted existing nursing home spending for budget
cuts.  Medicaid spends an average of nearly $4,000 more per elderly enrollee than the
national average.  New Jersey has a low rate of physician generalists and a low rate of
nursing home residents per 1000 elderly.  Of the study states, New Jersey has the lowest
rate of Medicare beneficiaries covered by Medicaid.

3.  Oregon

Demographic-Economic Characteristics:  Throughout the 1990's, Oregon's
population growth rate was twice the national average, and a successfully diversified
economy led to economic growth and wage increases.  From 1990 to 1998, Oregon
experienced a seven percent drop in the number of uninsured residents, leaving only 11
percent without insurance.  However, this number has recently begun to increase as the
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state's economy has somewhat weakened.  Oregon's population is comprised of 6.4
percent ethnic and racial minorities, well under the 17.4 percent national average.  Of all
the study states, Oregon has the lowest percentage of elderly persons living below the
poverty line. 

Health Care System Features: As in Pennsylvania and a handful of other states,
Oregon requires all Medicaid beneficiaries to enroll in managed care.  This is one
provision of the Oregon Health Plan (OHP) enacted in 1989, which also expands Medicaid
eligibility to the poor and requires employers to provide insurance to their workers. 
Oregon is the only study state spending more Medicaid dollars on home and community-
based health services than on institutional care provided in nursing homes.  Most elderly
Medicaid beneficiaries in Oregon are enrolled in a managed care plan, and traditional
long-term care services such as physical therapy and home health are covered by this
plan.  Of the study states, Oregon has the lowest number of nursing home beds, and is one
of only two states in the nation to have had a decline in this number.  

4.  Pennsylvania

Demographic-Economic Characteristics:  Pennsylvania's economy is the sixth
largest in the nation (as measured by gross state product).  The economy is characterized
by service industries, which have replaced manufacturing as the predominant source of
output.  Roughly 16 percent of Pennsylvania's residents are over 65 years of age, second
only to Florida.  Of the low-volume study states, Pennsylvania has the highest rate of elderly
having difficulty in mobility or self care. 

Health Care System Features:  Pennsylvania's large elderly population and the
extensive penetration of managed care distinguish the state's health care system from
other states, and are reflected in Pennsylvania's large Medicaid program.  Between 1990
and 1996, Medicaid spending on long-term care and acute care services for the elderly
increased by 140 percent, well above the national average (80 percent).  Pennsylvania has
increased its enrollment of Medicaid beneficiaries in managed care during the past
decade.  Overall enrollment of Medicaid beneficiaries in some form of managed care
programs increased from 12 percent in 1991 to 70 percent in August 1998.  Though
experiencing financial challenges, Pennsylvania's mandatory Medicaid HMO enrollment
program, Healthshares, has been implemented in Philadelphia and Pittsburgh, and will be
introduced throughout the state in 2000.



Page D-5

C. High-Volume States

1.  Georgia

Demographic-Economic Characteristics: The population in Georgia is rapidly
growing and the state’s economy is strong.  About one-third of the state's population is
African-American (compared to 12.5 percent for the nation as a whole).  Of all the study
states, Georgia has the lowest elderly population percentage (9.9 percent aged 65 and
over in 1998).  Despite this, compared to other states, residents of Georgia do not fare as
well on many indicators of health status.  For example, Georgia has a higher rate of
premature death and of elderly having difficulty in mobility or self care than all the study
states other than Mississippi. 

Health Care System Features:  Although the Medicaid program in Georgia is
considered to be generous, the rate of growth for Medicaid programs for the elderly is
below the national average.  For example, long-term care spending per elderly Medicaid
recipient is significantly less than the national average.  Most long-term care spending
(70.5 percent) is for institutional care.  Compared to other states, there are fewer nursing
facility beds available in Georgia and a lower nursing home utilization rate.  Currently, the
state has very low Medicare enrollment in Risk HMOs (3.9 percent of Medicare
beneficiaries in 1998).

2.  Massachusetts

Demographic-Economic Characteristics: Massachusetts differs from the other
high-volume states in many characteristics.  It has a largely urbanized population with a
relatively high percentage of elderly (13.8 percent, the highest of the high-volume states). 
Per capita income is approximately $6,000 higher in Massachusetts compared to the
national average and individuals tend to have good scores on standard measures of health
(e.g., low premature death rates).  In addition, the number of persons aged 65 and over
with difficulty in mobility or self-care is substantially lower compared to the other high-
volume study states.

Health Care System Features:  Massachusetts is characterized as having a very
generous Medicaid program.  The Medicaid program is expanding its managed care
component and is substituting community-based long-term care services for institutional
services whenever possible.  There are twice as many Medicaid home health recipients
per 1000 recipients compared to the other high-volume study states.  The state is
regarded as successful in shifting Medicaid long-term care expenditures to Medicare (i.e.,
Medicaid bills Medicare for home health and nursing home care when possible). 
Compared to other states, Massachusetts is very concerned about “Medicaid Estate
Planning” (i.e., individuals who provide misleading information about their financial
situation in order to qualify for Medicaid).
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Over one-fifth (21.4 percent) of Medicare beneficiaries are enrolled in Risk HMOs, a
figure that is above average for the nation and roughly twice as high as the average HMO
penetration rate for the four high-volume study states.  Of the four high-volume study states,
Massachusetts also has the highest percentage of individuals covered by private
insurance. 

3.  Mississippi

Demographic-Economic Characteristics:  The majority of Mississippi's
population is classified as living in rural areas, and approximately two-fifths of the
population is African-American.  Mississippi's economy has experienced recent growth,
partly due to an increase in legalized gambling revenues.  The state is one of the poorest
in the nation, with a high unemployment rate and low per capita income.  Mississippi's
poverty rate is the highest of all the study states, and is eight percentage points higher than
the national average (29.9 percent versus 21.7 percent).  Mississippi residents have
relatively poor health status, and the state has the highest number of persons 65 years or
older per thousand that have difficulty in mobility or self-care of all study states, a figure
about 38 percent higher than the national average (276.9 percent versus 201.1 percent). 

Health Care System Features: Managed care has only recently entered
Mississippi and has faced physician shortages in creating provider networks.  As a result,
HMO penetration is low; about two percent of Mississippi residents (compared to 23
percent nationally) receive health services from an HMO.  Compared to other study states
and the nation, there is a small number of nursing facility beds in Mississippi, and nursing
homes have a 99 percent occupancy rate.  Mississippi's Medicaid program accounted for
22 percent of total state expenditures in 1995 and the federal Medicaid matching rate is
the highest in the country at 77.2 percent.  The Medicaid program has a high rate of
expenditure growth but does not spend as much as the national average on long-term care
services such as home health.  This is due to a strict certificate-of-need policy restricting
capacity.  Additionally, the Medicaid program continues to utilize mostly institutional care
more than home and community-based care, which is relatively sparse and dominated by
Medicare. 

4.  Texas

Demographic-Economic Characteristics: Compared to other study states, the
Texas population is characterized by higher rates of poverty and uninsured individuals, and
the majority of its 254 counties are considered rural.  In addition, the proportion of
Hispanics in Texas is high relative to the rest of the nation.  With respect to several
indicators of health status and the percentage of elderly living alone, Texans are similar to
the rest of the nation.
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Health Care System Features:  Texas is a politically conservative state with a
strong anti-tax philosophy (as illustrated by the fact that Texas does not have an income
tax).  The state is described as taking “a minimalist approach to health and social welfare
programs, funding little beyond what is required to draw down federal matching payments”
(Wiener et al., 1998).  Medicaid eligibility requirements are restrictive though the program
is growing (mainly because the state is trying to obtain the highest level of federal matching
funds possible).  The state has a large home and community-based services program, and
it has the highest Medicaid expenditure percentage for personal care (12.0 percent) of all
study states.  The movement toward managed care is growing; most HMOs in the state
are proprietary organizations.
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APPENDIX E.  ADMINISTRATOR QUESTIONNAIRE
DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS AND WRITE-IN

RESPONSES

This appendix contains information gathered using the Administrator Questionnaire
(AQ).  

• Table E.1 presents descriptive statistics for each AQ item.  For continuous variables,
the mean, median, minimum, and maximum values are presented.  For categorical
variables, the percentage of agencies for which each response was selected is
identified.  The number of agencies responding to each item also is reported.  The
final two items in the AQ (items 69 and 70) have been excluded from Table E.1. 
These items were designed for internal Research Center use only.

• Table E.2 contains the responses to AQ items in which administrators were allowed
to provide additional or open-ended information.  Administrators' responses to some
items (AQ18 and AQ27_4SP) were reformatted so that like responses could be
combined.  For example, for AQ item 18, the responses "GBA Palmetto," "Palmetto,"
"PGBA," and other variations all were categorized as "Palmetto Government Benefits
Administrators."  Generally, for the other items in this appendix, administrators'
responses are presented as they were written.  Only minor corrections of spelling
were made to these responses. 



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items. 

Agency Descriptors: 

1. Agency Type:  Identify your agency as either Freestanding or Facility-Based and 
then choose the one option that best describes your agency.  (Circle one of the ten 
options below.) 

N=42 

Freestanding Agency  
 1 - Visiting Nurse Association (VNA):  Freestanding, voluntary, nonprofit 

organization governed by a Board of Directors and usually financed by tax-
deductible contributions as well as by earnings. 11.9% 

 2 - Government Agency:  Operated by a state, county, city, or other unit of local 
government. 4.8% 

 3 - Combination Government and Voluntary Agency:  Combined government 
and voluntary (primarily VNA) agency. 0.0% 

 4 - Proprietary Agency:   Freestanding, for-profit organization. 28.6% 
 5 - Private Not-for-Profit Agency:  Freestanding, nonprofit organization, privately 

developed, governed, and owned 2.4% 
 6 - Other Freestanding:  Freestanding agency that does not fit into one of the 

above categories. 4.8% 

Facility-Based Agency  
 7 - Hospital-Based:  Operating unit or department of a hospital.  (An agency that 

has a working arrangement with a hospital, or perhaps is even owned by a 
hospital but operated as a separate entity, should be classified as a 
freestanding agency under one of the categories listed above.) 47.6% 

 8 - Rehabilitation-Based:  Operating unit or department of a rehabilitation facility.  
(An agency that has a working arrangement with a rehabilitation facility, or 
perhaps is even owned by a rehabilitation facility but operated as a separate 
entity, should be classified as a freestanding agency under one of the 
categories listed above.) 0.0% 

 9 - Skilled Nursing Facility/Nursing Facility-Based Program:  Agency based in a 
skilled nursing facility or other nursing facility. 0.0% 

 10 - Other Facility-Based:  Facility-based agency that does not fit into one of the 
two preceding facility-based categories. 0.0% 

2. Agency Control:  Please indicate your agency's type of control: N=42 

 1 - Proprietary (for-profit) 33.3% 
 2 - Government 14.3% 
 3 - Private not-for-profit 52.4% 

3. Chain Membership:  Is your agency part of a chain? N=42 

 0  - No  [ If No, go to Question 5 ] 88.1% 
 1 - Yes 11.9% 

4. How many agencies are in the chain?  (Response provided only if administrator 
responded "1" to Question 3.) 

N=4 

   

mean=8.5 
median=6.0 

minimum=2.0 
maximum=20.0 

  



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

5. Hospital Affiliation:  Is your agency affiliated with (e.g., owned by, contracted with) 
a hospital, SNF, or rehabilitation center? 

N=42 

 0 - No 47.6% 
 1 - Yes 52.4% 

6. Certificate of Need:  Does your agency hold a Certificate of Need? N=42 

 8 - Not applicable, Certificate of Need not needed in this state 47.6% 
 0 - No 21.4%a 
 1 - Yes 31.0% 

7. Licensure:  Is your agency licensed by the state? N=42 

 8 - Not applicable, no licensure needed in this state 4.8% 
 0 - No 0.0% 
 1 - Yes 95.2% 

8. Accreditation:  Who is your agency currently accredited by?  Mark all that apply.  
(Administrators were allowed to mark multiple options.  Percents may not sum to 
100%.) 

N=42 

 1 - JCAHO 73.8% 
 2 - CHAP 2.4% 
 3 - Other (specify)       0.0% 
 4 - None of the above  [ If None of the above, go to Question 10 ] 23.8% 

9. When was your most recent accreditation survey?  (Response provided only if 
administrator responded "1," "2," or "3" to Question 8.) 

N=31 

 
 __  __/ __  __/ __  __  __  __ 
 Month      Day           Year 

1996 22.6%
1997 12.9%
1998 45.2%
1999 19.4%

10. Years in Operation:  How long has the Medicare component of your agency been in 
operation? 

N=42 

 1 - Less than 1 year 2.4% 
 2 - 1 to 2 years 2.4% 
 3 - 3 to 5 years 9.5% 
 4 - 6 to 8 years 7.1% 
 5 - More than 8 years (specify)  range 9 to 35 years 78.6% 

  

                                                 
a These data imply that 21.4% of agencies located in states in which Certificates of Need (CONs) are required do not have such 

certificates.  However, it is possible that these administrators incorrectly reported that they do not have CONs rather than 
responding that this question is not applicable to their agencies by virtue of the fact that CONs are not required in their states.  

 



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

11. Medicare Per-Visit Cost Limit:  Is your agency currently operating over the 
Medicare per-visit cost limits? 

N=42 

 0 - No 57.1% 
 1 - Yes 42.9% 

12. Per-Beneficiary Cost Limit:  Is your agency currently operating over the new per-
beneficiary annual limit? 

N=42 

 0 - No 66.7% 
 1 - Yes 33.3% 

13. Percent of Caseload That is Medicare:  Approximately what percent of your 
agency's caseload is Medicare? 

N=42 

 

 __________% 
mean=74.1% 

median=80.0% 
minimum=10.0% 

maximum=100.0% 

14. Current Reimbursement Rate:  List the current reimbursement amount per visit you 
receive from Medicare (averaged across all disciplines). 

N=42 
 

Amount per visit $______._______ 
mean=$75.60 

median=$78.00 
minimum=$40.00 

maximum=$121.00 

15. Employee Compensation For Home Care Visits:  When making home care visits, what 
percent of your employees are paid hourly, by salary, or by the visit?  Percentages should 
equal 100% for each discipline.  (Exclude contract employees.  These are people who are not 
on your payroll and are not directly employed by your agency.  In many instances, contract 
employees have been hired through temporary placement agencies.) 

 

Discipline Hourly (%) Salary (%) By Visit (%) 

Registered Nurses (N=42) 

mean=62.4% 
median=92.5% 
minimum=0.0% 

maximum=100.0%

mean=19.9% 
median=0.0% 

minimum=0.0% 
maximum=100.0% 

mean=17.8% 
median=0.0% 

minimum=0.0% 
maximum=100.0%

Physical Therapists (N=37) 

mean=27.4% 
median=0.0% 

minimum=0.0% 
maximum=100.0%

mean=16.1% 
median=0.0% 

minimum=0.0% 
maximum=100.0% 

mean=51.1% 
median=50.0% 
minimum=0.0% 

maximum=100.0%

Home Care Aides (N=40) 

mean=73.9% 
median=100.0% 
minimum=0.0% 

maximum=100.0%

mean=8.4% 
median=0.0% 

minimum=0.0% 
maximum=100.0% 

mean=17.7% 
median=0.0% 

minimum=0.0% 
maximum=100.0%

  



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

16. Third Party Control Over Number of Visits for Entire Caseload:  In 1998, for 
what percent of your agency's caseload was the number of visits overseen by a 
third party payer source? 

N=41 
 

 
    % 

mean=16.1% 
median=10.0% 
minimum=0.0% 

maximum=75.0% 

17. Third Party Control Over Number of Visits for Medicare Patients:  In 1998, for 
what percent of your agency's Medicare caseload was the number of visits managed 
by a third party payer source? 

N=39 

 

    % 
mean=8.3% 

median=1.0% 
minimum=0.0% 

maximum=62.0% 

Familiarity With Fiscal Intermediary:  

18. Who is your agency's Medicare fiscal intermediary? N=42 

  see Table E.2         
 

19. How long has this been your FI? N=42 

 1 - Less than 1 year 2.4% 
 2 - 1 to 3 years 38.1% 
 3 - More than 3 years 59.5% 

20. In the past 12 months, have you or anyone in your agency attended an information 
session and/or presentation led by your FI? 

N=42 

 0 - No 50.0% 
 1 - Yes 50.0% 

21. In the past 12 months, have you or anyone in your agency attended a 
training/inservice conducted by your FI medical reviewer? 

N=42 

 0 - No 71.4% 
 1 - Yes 28.6% 

22. How consistent is your fiscal intermediary in approving Medicare claims? N=42 

 1 - Highly consistent (FI almost always makes the same decision across similar 
patient conditions) 54.8% 

 2 - Somewhat consistent (FI usually makes the same decision across similar 
patient conditions) 35.7% 

 3 - Minimally consistent (It is difficult to predict the FI's decisions across similar 
patient conditions) 9.5% 



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 
Policies/Standards/Organization:  

23. Nurse Productivity Standards:  Is there a standard, written or otherwise, about the 
number of visits a nurse should complete in a given day/week? 

N=42 

 0 - No written or unwritten standards  [If No, go to Question 25 ] 14.3% 
 1 - Yes, there are unwritten standards 40.5% 
 2 - Yes, there are written standards 45.2% 

24. On average, how many visits do you require in a day?  (NOTE:  This average should 
reflect all days worked, not just days making home visits.)  (Please provide the 
number.)  (Response provided only if administrator responded "1" or "2" to Question 
23.) 

N=37 

 

    
mean=5.6 

median=6.0 
minimum=4.0 

maximum=8.0 

25. Standardized Care Plans/Critical Paths:  Does your agency utilize a standardized 
care plan approach like critical paths/clinical pathways/diagnosis-specific care plans? 

N=42 

 0 - No   [ If No, go to Question 28 ] 61.9% 
 1 - Yes 38.1% 

26. Who developed these pathways?  Mark all that apply.  (Response provided only if 
administrator responded "1" to Question 25.  Administrators were allowed to mark 
multiple options.  Percents may not sum to 100%.) 

N=16 

 1 - Your agency 68.8% 
 2 - A group of agencies 12.5% 
 3 - A commercial group 25.0% 
 4 - A corporation 12.5% 
 5 - HMO or managed care 0.0% 
 6 - Other (specify)       0.0% 

27. For which of the following diagnoses/problems does your agency currently use 
standardized care plans or critical pathways?  Mark all that apply.  (Response 
provided only if administrator responded "1" to Question 25.  Administrators were 
allowed to mark multiple options.  Percents may not sum to 100%.) 

N=16 

 1 - COPD 81.3% 
 2 - CHF 87.5% 
 3 - MI 81.3% 
 4 - Other cardiac (specify)  see Table E.2  62.5% 
 5 - Pressure ulcers 68.8% 
 6 - Other wounds 75.0% 
 7 - Fractured hip 56.3% 
 8 - Total hip 62.5% 
 9 - Total knee 68.8% 
 10 - CVA 62.5% 
 11 - Diabetes mellitus 68.8% 
 12 - Osteoarthritis 62.5% 
 13 - HIV/AIDS 43.8% 
 14 - Other infectious diseases 43.8% 
 15 - Other (specify)  see Table E.2   N=12 50.0% 
 16 - Other (specify)  see Table E.2    N=12 25.0% 



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 
  

28. Venipuncture:  In what ways has the delivery of services in your agency changed 
now that venipuncture is no longer a qualifying home health service?  For each of the 
following items, please mark if there has been an increase, decrease, or no change. 

N=42 

        Increase Decrease No Change  
 a. Service area 7.1% 2.4% 90.5% ` 
 b. Number of home visits per patient 0.0% 66.7% 33.3%  
 c. Time spent on patient care planning 21.4% 4.8% 73.8%  
 d. Other: see Table E.2 N=6 50.0% 50.0% 0.0%  
 e. Other: see Table E.2 N=2 50.0% 50.0% 0.0%  
 f. Other: see Table E.2 N=1 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

 

29. Agency Standard for Number of SN Visits for Post Hospital Discharge Patients:  
Is there a standard, written or otherwise, about the number of SN visits a post hospital 
discharge patient will receive (e.g., patient receives daily skilled nurse visits for three 
days followed by one visit per week for four weeks)? 

N=42 

 0 - No written or unwritten standard  [ If No, go to Question 31 ] 88.1% 
 1 - Yes, there is an unwritten standard 11.9% 
 2 - Yes, there is a written standard 0.0% 

30. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard).  (Response 
provided if administrator responded "1" or "2" to Question 29.) 

N=5 

  see Table E.2          

  

31. Agency Standard for Number of SN Visits for CHF Patients:  Is there a standard, 
written or otherwise, about the number of SN visits a CHF patient will receive (e.g., a 
patient with the primary diagnosis of CHF receives daily skilled nurse visits for three 
days followed by one visit per week for four weeks)? 

N=42 

 0 - No written or unwritten standard  [ If No, go to Question 33 ] 85.7% 
 1 - Yes, there is an unwritten standard 9.5% 
 2 - Yes, there is a written standard 4.8% 

32. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard).  (Response 
provided only if administrator responded "1" or "2" to Question 31.) 

N=7 

  see Table E.2          
 

  



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 
  

33. Agency Standard for Number of SN Visits for Diabetic Patients:  Is there a 
standard, written or otherwise, about the number of SN visits a diabetic patient will 
receive (e.g., a patient with the primary diagnosis of diabetes receives daily skilled 
nurse visits for three days followed by one visit per week for four weeks)? 

N=42 

 0 - No written or unwritten standard  [ If No, go to Question 35 ] 88.1% 
 1 - Yes, there is an unwritten standard 7.1% 
 2 - Yes, there is a written standard 4.8% 

34. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard).  (Response 
provided only if administrator responded "1" or "2" to Question 33.) 

N=6 

  see Table E.2         
 

35. Staff Determining Number of Visits:  What percent of the time is the start of care 
nurse (the nurse who makes the initial assessment visit) responsible for the initial 
decision regarding the number of visits a patient will receive? 

N=42 

    % 
mean=93.8% 

median=100.0% 
minimum=25.0% 

maximum=100.0% 

36. Provider-Patient Assignment:  Do you assign patients a primary nurse/therapist (a 
designated person who coordinates care and may make most of the skilled visits to 
the patient)? 

N=42 

 0 - No 0.0% 
 1 - Yes 100.0% 

37. What percent of the time does the person who completes the start of care visit 
become the primary nurse/therapist? 

N=42 

 

    % 
mean=73.2% 

median=80.0% 
minimum=2.0% 

maximum=100.0% 

38. Verifying Patient Eligibility:  Aside from the nurse providing visits to the patient, is 
there anyone in your agency who regularly assesses whether the patient is still 
eligible for home health visits (e.g., reviews clinical records, consults with the visiting 
nurse)? 

N=42 

 0 - No 9.5% 
 1 - Yes 90.5% 

  



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

39. Home Health Aide Assignment:  Is there a standard, written or otherwise, for 
assigning a home care aide to a patient based on functional status and/or 
symptomatology (e.g., all patients dependent in bathing get a home care aide)? 

N=42 

 0 - No written or unwritten policies or protocols  [ If No, go to Question 41 ] 76.2% 
 1 - Yes, there are unwritten policies or protocols 19.0% 
 2 - Yes, there are written policies or protocols 4.8% 

40. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard).   
(Response provided only if administrator responded "1" or "2" to Question 39.) 

N=11 

  see Table E.2          
 

41. Home Health Aide Assignment - CHF:  Is there a standard, written or otherwise, for 
assigning a home care aide to CHF patients at start of care (e.g., all CHF patients get 
a home care aide)? 

N=42 

 0 - No written or unwritten policies or protocols  [ If No, go to Question 43 ] 90.5% 
 1 - Yes, there are unwritten policies or protocols 7.1% 
 2 - Yes, there are written policies or protocols 2.4% 

42. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard).  (Response 
provided only if administrator responded "1" or "2" to Question 41.) 

N=5 

  see Table E.2          
 

43. Home Health Aide Assignment - Diabetes:  Is there a standard, written or 
otherwise, for assigning a home care aide to diabetic patients at start of care (e.g., all 
diabetic patients get a home care aide)? 

N=42 

 0 - No written or unwritten policies or protocols  [ If No, go to Question 45 ] 92.9% 
 1 - Yes, there are unwritten policies or protocols 4.8% 
 2 - Yes, there are written policies or protocols 2.4% 

44. Please describe this standard (or enclose a written copy of the standard).  (Response 
provided only if administrator responded "1" or "2" to Question 43.) 

N=4 

  see Table E.2          
 

  



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

45. Procedures Performed by Home Care Aides:  Beyond the basic personal care 
services, what nursing procedures are home care aides allowed to perform in your 
agency, according to your State Nursing Practice Act?  

N=44 

  see Table E.2          
 

  

46. Supervision:  For a typical Medicare patient in your agency, how often do direct care 
providers meet with their supervisor (either face-to-face or by telephone) to discuss 
patient issues?  We are not interested in agency policy per se; please tell us about 
what normally occurs.  Please circle one response. 

 
 Nurse/Supervisor Meetings: N=42  Therapist/Supervisor Meetings: N=38 
    
 1 - More than once a week 69.0%  1 - More than once a week 28.9% 
 2 - Weekly 16.7%  2 - Weekly 31.6% 
 3 - Twice monthly 9.5%  3 - Twice monthly 26.3% 
 4 - Monthly 2.4%  4 - Monthly 2.6% 
 5 - Quarterly 0.0%  5 - Quarterly 5.3% 
 6 - Less than quarterly 2.4%  6 - Less than quarterly 5.3% 

47. Interdisciplinary Communication:  For a typical Medicare patient in your agency, 
how often do interdisciplinary case conferences occur (including both face-to-face 
and phone conferencing)?  Please circle one response. 

N=42 

 1 - More than once a week 21.4% 
 2 - Weekly 26.2% 
 3 - Twice monthly 21.4% 
 4 - Monthly 28.6% 
 5 - Quarterly 0.0% 
 6 - Less than quarterly 2.4% 

48. HCFA-485:  Who most frequently completes the 485? N=42 

 1 - Staff nurse or therapist who admits patient 78.6% 
 2 - Supervisory or QA staff 7.1% 
 3 - Case Manager other than admitting nurse 9.5% 
 4 - Other (specify)  see Table E.2  4.8% 

49. Payer Source Contact:  For Medicare-risk patients, what percent of the time is the 
SOC nurse (or primary care nurse) responsible for contacting payer sources to 
negotiate visits? 

N=40 

 

     % 
 

mean=25.8% 
median=0.0% 

minimum=0.0% 
maximum=100.0% 

  



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

50. What are the key patient factors that are used to negotiate the number of visits? N=41 

  see Table E.2         
 

51. Recertification Decision:  Who in your agency most frequently decides whether or not 
to recertify a patient? 

N=42 

 1 - Nurse or therapist who is the primary care provider 81.0% 
 2 - Supervisory or QA staff who is not the primary care provider 19.0% 

Environmental Factors: 
 

52. Alternative Services Provided in the Community:  Excluding the services your 
agency offers, please tell us about the services other organizations provide in your 
community.  Also, if your agency uses a service not on this list, please tell us about it in 
the "Other" spaces provided (r & s). 

 

  
 
 

Is this service 
available in 

your 
community?b 

Is this service 
easy to obtain in 
your community 

(e.g., most 
patients can 

receive service 
right away w/o 

being placed on 
a waiting list)?b 

Is this service 
covered by 
Medicaid?b 

Is this service 
covered by a 
payer other 

than 
Medicaid?b 

Please place a 
 next to the 5 
alternative 
services to 
which your 

agency most 
frequently 

refers patientsc 

a. Food Banks/Meal Services 
(excluding Meals-on-Wheels) 

83.3% 
N=42 

64.3% 
N=42 

6.1% 
N=33 

18.5% 
N=27 

14.3% 
N=42 

b. Outpatient rehab (other than 
agency PT/OT) 

100.0% 
N=42 

90.5% 
N=42 

96.9% 
N=32 

97.2% 
N=36 

59.5% 
N=42 

c. Transportation Assistance 97.6% 
N=42 

64.3% 
N=42 

62.5% 
N=32 

32.0% 
N=25 

68.3% 
N=41 

d. Assisted Living Facility 90.5% 
N=42 

61.9% 
N=42 

61.8% 
N=34 

46.4% 
N=28 

36.6% 
N=41 

e. Foster Care Services 80.5% 
N=41 

36.6% 
N=41 

66.7% 
N=27 

25.0% 
N=16 

19.5% 
N=41 

f. Respite Services 85.7% 
N=42 

38.1% 
N=42 

57.1% 
N=28 

54.2% 
N=24 

28.6% 
N=42 

g. Homemaker Services 97.6% 
N=42 

55.8% 
N=42 

58.3% 
N=36 

50.0% 
N=30 

47.5% 
N=40 

                                                 
b Percentage of administrators who responded "1 = yes." 
c Percentage of administrators who selected the respective service as one of the five most frequently referred. 



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 
 

Is this service 
available in 

your 
community?b 

Is this service 
easy to obtain in 
your community 

(e.g., most 
patients can 

receive service 
right away w/o 

being placed on 
a waiting list)?b 

Is this service 
covered by 
Medicaid?b 

Is this service 
covered by a 
payer other 

than 
Medicaid?b 

Please place a 
 next to the 5 
alternative 
services to 
which your 

agency most 
frequently 

refers patientsc 

h. Personal Care Services 97.6% 
N=42 

43.9% 
N=41 

83.8% 
N=37 

51.6% 
N=31 

47.6% 
N=42 

i. Friendly Visitor/Companion 
Services 

65.8% 
N=41 

29.3% 
N=41 

3.3% 
N=30 

11.1% 
N=27 

7.3% 
N=41 

j. Adult Day Care 78.6% 
N=42 

59.5% 
N=42 

59.4% 
N=32 

33.3% 
N=27 

17.5% 
N=40 

k. Mental Health Services 95.2% 
N=42 

71.4% 
N=42 

100.0% 
N=35 

100.0% 
N=30 

4.9% 
N=41 

l. Legal/Protective Services 95.2% 
N=42 

69.0% 
N=42 

19.2% 
N=26 

30.0% 
N=20 

19.5% 
N=41 

m. Emergency Response 
Services 

100.0% 
N=42 

97.6% 
N=42 

79.3% 
N=29 

69.0% 
N=29 

39.0% 
N=41 

n. Case Management (such as 
placement or referral 
services) 

65.8% 
N=41 

41.0% 
N=39 

24.0% 
N=25 

18.2% 
N=22 

14.6% 
N=41 

o. Environmental/Home 
Modifications 

66.7% 
N=42 

22.0% 
N=41 

12.0% 
N=25 

25.0% 
N=24 

5.0% 
N=40 

p. Meals on Wheels 100.0% 
N=42 

73.8% 
N=42 N/A 40.0% 

N=25 
78.6% 
N=42 

q. Volunteer Services 71.4% 
N=42 

41.5% 
N=41 N/A N/A 0.0% 

N=38 

r. Other (specify) 
 
 see Table E.2 

100.0% 
N=2 

50.0% 
N=2 

0.0% 
N=2 

100.0% 
N=2 

50.0% 
N=2 

s. Other (specify) 
 
 see Table E.2 

100.0% 
N=1 

0.0% 
N=1 

0.0% 
N=1 

100.0% 
N=1 

0.0% 
N=1 

      
 



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

53. Location:  Are the majority of your patients located in a rural, urban, or rural/urban mix 
location? 

N=41 

 1 - Rural 43.9% 
 2 - Urban 12.2% 
 3 - Mix 43.9% 

General Agency Information: 

54. Numbers of Agency Personnel:  For each discipline listed, indicate the numbers of 
agency personnel who are hired as Employees (full or part time) or on a Contract basis.  
(Exclude any personnel who occupy management positions exclusively.) 

N=42 

Discipline Employees Contract  

Registered Nurse 

mean=20.2 
median=15.0 
minimum=2.0 

maximum=65.0 

mean=1.0 
median=0.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=10.0 

 

Licensed Practical/ Vocational 
Nurses (LPN/LVN) 

mean=2.2 
median=0.5 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=13.0 

mean=0.1 
median=0.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=2.0 

 

Physical Therapists 

mean=3.9 
median=2.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=20.0 

mean=2.5 
median=1.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=23.0 

 

Occupational Therapists 

mean=1.4 
median=1.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=8.0 

mean=0.8 
median=0.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=5.0 

 

Speech Therapists 

mean=0.7 
median=0.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=3.0 

mean=0.9 
median=0.5 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=7.0 

 

Social Workers 

mean=1.1 
median=1.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=3.0 

mean=0.4 
median=0.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=4.0 

 

Home Care Aides 

Mean=19.1 
Median=10.0 
Minimum=0.0 

Maximum=100.0 

mean=1.8 
median=0.0 

minimum=0.0 
maximum=54.0 

 

  



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

55. Number of Visits:  For the most recent month for which you have complete data, please 
indicate the number of Medicare visits your Medicare-certified agency provided by the 
disciplines listed below. 

N=42 

 Month covered by the visit data:    __ __/ __ __ __ __ 
       M  M    Y    Y   Y   Y 

 

 

 Visit Discipline 
Number of Medicare visits 

provided by each discipline 
for most recent month with 

complete data 

 a. Skilled nursing mean=1,131.0 
median=856.0 
minimum=31.0 

maximum=4,313.0 

 b. Physical therapy     N=41 mean=248.0 
median=160.0 
minimum=0.0 

maximum=1,335.0 

 c. Occupational therapy mean=56.6 
median=30.0 
minimum=0.0 

maximum=270.0 

 d. Speech therapy mean=20.5 
median=10.0 
minimum=0.0 

maximum=88.0 

 e. Medical social services mean=21.0 
median=15.0 
minimum=0.0 

maximum=103.0 

 f. Home care aide  mean=927.1 
median=514.5 
minimum=10.0 

maximum=5,053.0 

56. Total Admissions for 1998:  Please provide the total number of admissions in 1998 
for your agency's provider number: 

N=41 

 

 __________ 
mean=1,228.1 
median=650.0 
minimum=98.0 

maximum=9,660.0 

  



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

57. Total Medicare Admissions for 1998:  Please provide the total number of 
Medicare admissions in 1998 for your agency's provider number: 

N=41 

 

 __________ 
mean=737.8 

median=426.0 
minimum=57.0 

maximum=4,108.0 

58. Employee Retention:  Approximately what percentage of your nursing, therapy, 
and aide personnel (employees or contractual) have been with your agency for 
more than one year?  (Leave blank if you have no personnel in a particular 
category.) 

 

 a. Nursing personnel (RNs and LPNs/LVNs) N=41 
mean=86.2% 

median=92.0% 
minimum=3.0% 

maximum=100.0% 

 b. Therapists (physical, occupational, or speech/language pathologists) N=41 
mean=83.8% 

median=100.0% 
minimum=0.0% 

maximum=100.0% 

 c. Social workers    N=37 
mean=85.7% 

median=100.0% 
minimum=0.0% 

maximum=100.0% 

 d. Home care aides N=40 
mean=82.8% 

median=90.0% 
minimum=0.0% 

maximum=100.0% 

59. Change of Payment Source:  If skilled services are needed and there is a change 
in payment source from Medicare to some other source (e.g., private insurance or 
self-pay), does the patient automatically get discharged and then readmitted under 
the new payor source? 

N=42 

 0 - No 69.0% 
 1 - Yes 31.0% 

60. Discharge Policy for Change in Primary Diagnosis While in an Inpatient 
Facility:  If there is a change in primary diagnosis and/or the plan of care during an 
inpatient facility stay, is the patient automatically discharged from your agency? 

N=42 

 0 - No 61.9% 
 1 - Yes 38.1% 



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

61. Discharge Policy for Admission to Inpatient Facility:  How long must a patient 
stay in a hospital or other inpatient facility before being discharged from your 
agency?  Mark all that apply.  (Administrators were allowed to mark multiple 
options.  Percents may not sum to 100%.) 

N=42 

 1 - Patients are not routinely discharged when admitted to an inpatient facility 40.5% 
 2 - Patients are discharged when admitted if the admission coincides with the 

recertification 16.7% 
 3 - Patients are routinely discharged if the inpatient facility stay is (range 0 to 

25) hours  (specify the number of hours) or (range 0 to 30) days (specify the 
number of days) (see Table E.2)    N=41 56.1% 

62. Recertification:  When do most recertifications take place?   N=42 

 Please circle the time period when most of your agency's recertifications take place: 

Days   25   30   35   40    45    50    55    60 
  %  0.0%  0.0%  0.0%  4.8%  14.3%  19.0%  50.0%  11.9% 

 

63. Admission Nurse:  Do "Admission Only" nurses open/admit all patients? N=41 

 0 - No 97.6% 
 1 - Yes  2.4% 

64. Staff Conducting SOC Visit:  At your agency, which staff conduct the admission/start 
of care visit?  Mark all that apply.  (Administrators were allowed to mark multiple 
options.  Percents may not sum to 100%.) 

N=42 

 1 - RN 97.6% 
 2 - PT 45.2% 
 3 - ST 28.6% 

65. Evening/Weekend Staff Conducting SOC:  Which staff conduct admission/start of 
care visits on evenings, nights, and weekends?  Mark all that apply.  (Administrators 
were allowed to mark multiple options.  Percents may not sum to 100%.) 

N=41 

 1 - RN 100.0% 
 2 - PT 17.1% 
 3 - ST 9.8% 



TABLE E.1:  Descriptive Statistics for the Administrator Questionnaire Items.  (cont'd) 

 

66. What is your agency's current Medicare annual per-beneficiary limit?d N=38 

  $ ____________ per beneficiary 
mean=$3,547.71 

median=$3,333.50 
minimum=$1,361.00 

maximum=$7,357.00 

67. Was your agency considered an "old" or a "new" agency for the purposes of the per-
beneficiary limit calculation? 

N=38 

  Old 

  New 
 

78.9% 

21.1% 

68. Has your agency undergone a change in ownership or been involved in a merger 
since the Interim Payment System (IPS) went into effect in late 1997? 

N=38 

  No 

  Yes (if yes, when did the change in ownership or the merger occur?) 

      ________/___________ (see Table E.2) 
          Month    Year 

81.6% 

18.4% 

 

 
___________________ 
d Administrators from two agencies reported two per-beneficiary limits because each agency serves two service areas.  For each 

agency, the mean of the two limits is included in the AQ data file.  
 



TABLE E.2: Administrator Questionnaire Write-in Responses. 

 
Question Response Frequency 

AQ18 Agency's Fiscal Intermediary  

 • Palmetto Government Benefits Administrators 12 
 • Wellmark 7 
 • Blue Cross of California 7 
 • Blue Cross and Blue Shield of Wisconsin 6 
 • United Government Services of Wisconsin 6 
 • Associated Hospital Service of Maine 4 
   

AQ27_4 Standardized Care Plans for Other Cardiac Disorders  

 • Arrhythmias 2 
 • CABG 2 
 • Angina 1 
 • CABG/Valve 1 
 • Hypertension 1 
 • All cardiac diagnoses including post-cardiac surgery 1 
 • Ischemia 1 
   

AQ27_15 Other Standardized Care Plans  

 • Anemia, PVD 1 
 • 43 diagnoses, including pediatrics 1 
 • Neurogenic bladder 1 
 • Plan of care, CVA 1 
 • Hospice 1 
 • Safety 1 
   

AQ27_16 Other Standardized Care Plans  

 • CABG, urostomy, HTN, postpartum & well newborn 1 
 • Generic, cancer 1 
 • MCH & high risk pregnancy, PIH, hyperbil., routine follow-up 1 
   

AQ28_d Other Changes Due to Venipuncture Regulations  

 • Total number of visits 1 
 • Number of discharges 1 
 • Burden on outpatient labs 1 
 • Caseload 1 
   

AQ28_e Other Changes Due to Venipuncture Regulations  

 • Burden on patient/caregiver 1 
 • Number of agency-wide home health aide visits 1 
   

AQ28_f Other Changes Due to Venipuncture Regulations  

 • Costs associated with venipuncture 1 
   



TABLE E.2: Administrator Questionnaire Write-in Responses.  (cont'd)  

 
Question Response Frequency 

AQ30 Description of Nurse Productivity Standard for Post-Hospital Discharge 
Patients 

 

 • A post-hospital discharge patient generally receives a SN visit 3x week for 3-4 
weeks, then a SN visit 2x week for 3 weeks, then a SN visit 1x week for 3 weeks. 

1 

 • Do what client needs related to condition. 1 
 • Frequency and duration of visits is based on:  1) physicians' orders, 

2) assessment findings including clinical, function and educational needs, with 
consideration to social support systems and multidisciplinary conferencing. 

1 

 • 4x1, 3x1, 2x2, 1x3. 1 
 • Depends on patient condition, minimum 3x3. 1 
   

AQ32 Description of Nurse Productivity Standard for CHF Patients  

 • We use clinical pathways to guide us in our treatment of the CHF patients.  
However, the visit may exceed the number on the clinical pathway depending on 
the patient condition and situation. 

1 

 • The critical pathway suggests once a day for 3 days, twice a week for 3 weeks, 
and once a week for 6 weeks.  The admission RN makes the final decision 
based on her assessment and client's condition. 

1 

 • SN daily x 3d, 3x week for 2 weeks, 1x week for 3 weeks. 1 
 • Frequency and duration of visits is based on:  1) physicians' orders, 2) 

assessment findings including clinical, function, and educational needs, with 
consideration to social support systems and multidisciplinary conferencing. 

1 

 • 3 x week x 3 weeks - but really depends on patient need and physician orders. 1 
 • 4x1, 3x1, 2x2, 1x3 1 
 • Individualized care plan. 1 
   

AQ34 Description of Nurse Productivity Standard for Diabetic Patients  

 • We use clinical pathways to guide us in the treatment of the CHF patients.  
However, the visit may exceed the number on the clinical pathway depending on 
the patient condition and situation. 

1 

 • SN once a day for 4 days, every other day for 6 days; as necessary to complete 
instruction.  The RN makes the decision based on her assessment and client's 
condition. 

1 

 • Newly diagnosed vs. long time diabetic vs. exacerbation or complication. 1 
 • Frequency and duration of visits is based on:  1) physicians' orders, 

2) assessment findings including clinical, function and educational needs, with 
consideration to social support systems and multi-disciplinary conferencing. 

1 

 • 4x1, 3x1, 2x2, 1x3 1 
 • Individualized care plan. 1 
   



TABLE E.2: Administrator Questionnaire Write-in Responses.  (cont'd)  

 
Question Response Frequency 

AQ40 Description of Standard for Home Health Aide Assignment  

 • After being hired, the CNA's clinical skills will be checked off using a competency 
skills checklist.  The CNA will not be assigned patients until the competency 
checklist has been completed. 

1 

 • We use the OASIS & comprehensive assessment data. 1 
 • Aides are assigned by the RN based on the assessment and client's condition, 

availability of a caretaker, consistency of care and condition of the environment 
(home). 

1 

 • Based on need for hands-on personal care/availability of alternative caregiver, 
based on qualifying criteria as outlined in HIM-II (206.2). 

1 

 • These clients would be offered an aide unless they had an able and willing 
caregiver and refused aide services. 

1 

 • If patient requires assistance with personal care & family not able to help. 1 
 • All home health aide assignments are made after evaluation of need and 

eligibility criteria.  If a need exists but client is not eligible, referral for social 
services is made. 

1 

 • At least 75% of what needed to be done for the patient is hands-on personal 
care.  Comes from Medicare standards. 

1 

 • Need for personal care and insurance coverage, also available caregiver is 
considered. 

1 

 • Case-by-case aide assignment is based on level of patient need and capability 
of the caregiver. 

1 

 • Individualized care plan. 1 
   

AQ42 Description of Standard for Home Health Aide Assignment to CHF Patients  

 • Aides are assigned by the RN based on the assessment and client's condition, 
availability of a caretaker, consistency of care and condition of the environment 
(home). 

1 

 • These clients would be offered an aide unless they had a willing and able 
caregiver and refused an aide. 

1 

 • All home health aide assignments are made after evaluation of need and 
eligibility criteria.  If a need exists but client is not eligible, referral for social 
services is made. 

1 

 • Need for personal care and insurance coverage, also available caregiver in 
home is considered. 

1 

 • Individualized care plan. 1 
   

AQ44 Description of Standard for Home Health Aide Assignment to Diabetic Patients  

 • Aides are assigned by the RN based on the assessment and client's condition, 
availability of a caretaker, consistency of care and condition of the environment 
(home). 

1 

 • These clients would be offered an aide unless they had a willing and able 
caregiver and refused an aide. 

1 

 • All home health aide assignments are made after evaluation of need and 
eligibility criteria.  If a need exists but client is not eligible, referral for social 
services is made. 

1 

 • Individualized care plan. 1 
   



TABLE E.2: Administrator Questionnaire Write-in Responses.  (cont'd)  

 
Question Response Frequency 

AQ45 Procedures Performed by Home Health Aides  

 • None  8 
 • Only personal care, catheter care, and no invasive care. 1 
 • Tap water enemas. 1 
 • Range of motion, ostomy care and ostomy dressing changes. 1 
 • Reinforcing dressings, application of simple unsterile dressings. 1 
 • Clean dressing changes, blood pressure, temperature, pulse, enemas. 1 
 • Catheter services, medication reminders (no hands-on meds), occasional blood 

pressures & assistance with ostomy care. 
1 

 • Glucometer checks, vital sign checks, simple dressing changes, ostomy 
changes, enemas, medication reminders. 

1 

 • Medication administration under the direction of a Registered Nurse and simple 
dressings. 

1 

 • Simple medication administration.  Under specific direction of the RN, checking 
vital signs. 

1 

 • Delegated tasks such as ACE wraps, simple dressing changes, range of motion 
exercises, etc. 

1 

 • Medication assistance - refuse to open pill boxes, simple dressing changes (non-
sterile), Foley catheter care (not insertion), range of motion - agency does very 
little delegation even though it is covered in state practice act. 

1 

 • The State Nurse Practice Act does not allow any nursing procedures to be 
performed by home care aides. 

1 

 • Assistance with IADLs (laundry, essential shopping, and meal prep).  Assistance 
with plan of care:  i.e., assist patient with home exercise programs, often 
instruction received from the physical therapist or nurse. 

1 

 • See attached home health aide information.   1 
 • Monitor vital signs, including blood pressure. 1 
 • Temperatures, fleet enema, assist with colostomy care, assist with Foley 

catheter care, I & O. 
1 

 • Reinforce wound dressings; temperature, pulse, and respiration. 1 
 • Medication reminders, simple dressing changes, established ostomy care. 1 
 • Enemas, range of motion, simple dressing changes, ostomy care. 1 
 • Non-sterile wound care, accuchecks. 1 
 • Personal care, can't administer medications, delegated to do routine wound, 

rashes - ointment - can give patients their meds to take but cannot administer 
them, trying to get more of a scope of what is allowed and what is not. 

1 

 • Simple wound dressing changes. 1 
 • Basic wound care if delegated by an RN, insertion of rectal suppositories 

(laxative) if delegated by an RN. 
1 

 • 1) Change a clean dressing, 2) administer 'Fleets' enema, 3) apply topical 
creams and ointments, 4) change bags on an established colostomy, 5) assist 
with medications (i.e., can open container, but not pour.  Also can remind client 
to take meds).  All of the above require delegation from an RN. 

1 

 • Home exercise programs, non-sterile wound dressings. 1 
 • Simple dressing changes, blood pressures, use of restraints, ostomy/Foley care. 1 
 • Assistance with wound care (simple), assistance with rehab exercises, 

assistance with oral medications (reminder to take). 
1 

 • Basic personal care, activity of daily living assistance, remind patient to take 
medications, therapeutic communication. 

1 

 • Simple wound care dressings, vital signs, home exercise programs under PT 
supervision. 

1 

 • Simple dressing changes, catheter care, occasional exercises. 1 
 • Simple dressing changes, range of motion exercises, weights. 1 
 • Simple dressing changes. 1 
 • Bowel program, sterile & non sterile procedures, invasive procedures, care of 

broken skin, reinforcement of health teaching. 
1 



TABLE E.2: Administrator Questionnaire Write-in Responses.  (cont'd)  

 
Question Response Frequency 

AQ45 
(cont'd) 

Procedures Performed by Home Health Aides  

 • In our agency we elected to allow our aides only to perform home care aide 
duties.  We do not delegate skilled procedures. 

1 

   

AQ48_4 Other Staff Who Complete HCFA-485  

 • Recertification Nurse & Admitting Nurse 1 
 • Outcomes manager from hospital 1 
   

AQ50 Key Patient Factors Used to Negotiate Visits  

 • N/A; at this time we are not required to negotiate visits for Medicare clients. 2 
 • Acuity level, caregiver support, level of education of the patient and caregiver. 1 
 • Severity of illness, what doctor dictates, level of ADLs, patient needs PT. 1 
 • Individual patient need. 1 
 • Patient status, teachable caregiver. 1 
 • 1) Multiplicity of co-morbid diagnoses, 2) fragility and stability of patient, 

3) amount of caregiver support available. 
1 

 • Skilled need, availability of alternative caregiver. 1 
 • Severity of illness, complexity of care. 1 
 • Skilled care required, presence of social supports. 1 
 • Acuity, need (ability to learn), support systems, ability to receive care (or not) 

outside home. 
1 

 • Patient's functional status, skilled care needs, availability (or lack of) caregivers. 1 
 • Acuity, homebound status, physicians' orders. 1 
 • Complexity of task, availability of support (family/friends), client family able to 

learn treatment, stability/instability of medical condition. 
1 

 • Visits are negotiated in accordance with severity of illness, learning abilities and 
degree of family/caregiver support. 

1 

 • Patient status, severity of illness, level of care required.  Availability of other 
family caregivers. 

1 

 • Medical conditions, knowledge deficits, caregiver support. 1 
 • 1) Physicians' orders, 2) clinical assessment findings, including clerical functions, 

educational needs taking into account support systems and multidisciplinary 
case conferencing. 

1 

 • Medical diagnosis, skilled care needs, home environment, self care deficits, 
community resources, psychological status, mental status, support systems. 

1 

 • Condition on assessment and reassessment, ongoing process. 1 
 • Patient status, goals, need for service. 1 
 • Diagnosis, patient's condition and frequency of changes, treatments ordered, 

availability of caregiver. 
1 

 • Needs identified based upon physical assessment, acuity and patient diagnosis. 1 
 • Presence/absence of a caregiver, functional ability, safety and environmental 

needs. 
1 

 • 1) Medical necessity, 2) skilled need, 3) psycho-social issues/family dynamics. 1 
 • Patient medical condition, physician's orders. 1 
 • Acuity, environment, procedures. 1 
 • Skilled need, caregiver support, learning needs, complexity of care, psychosocial 

situation. 
1 

 • The patient's condition which requires skilled service, degree of complexity of the 
care needed, willing/capable caregiver available, physician's orders, degree of 
homebound status. 

1 

 • 1) Acuity, 2) diagnosis and severity of symptoms, 3) complexity of care required, 
4) required skilled interventions, 5) desired outcomes expressed by the patient. 

1 
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Question Response Frequency 

AQ50 
(cont'd) 

Key Patient Factors Used to Negotiate Visits  

 • Physician orders, skilled need, location of patient in county (remoteness of area). 1 
 • Physician orders, patient needs. 1 
 • Homebound status, medical necessity, level of care, caregiver availability skill. 1 
 • Severity and symptomatology of the patient; onset of illness; willingness and 

ability of the patient and/or caregiver to learn; predisposing factors; new 
diagnosis or change in medication regime. 

1 

 • Patients' mental status, caregiver availability.  Patients' condition:  complex 
needs, recent changes, new onset.  History of frequent hospitalizations/exacer-
bations. 

1 

 • Severity of illness, able caregiver present in home, ability to perform ADLs, 
complexity of wound care or procedure. 

1 

 • Severity of diagnosis, no able caregiver in home, degree of patient 
incapacitation, exacerbations and complications. 

1 

 • The number of visits is not negotiated, it is based on the needs of the patient. 1 
 • Complexity of case, new diagnosis, visits allowed by individual policy. 1 
 • Eligibility, patient condition & needs, availability of caregiver. 1 
 • Diagnosis, patient's knowledge, social environment, willing/able caregivers, 

ability to learn, prognosis. 
1 

   

AQ52_r and 
AQ52_s 

  

 • Helping Hands 1 
 • Medication Patient Assistance Program  1 
 • St. Vincent DePaul 1 
 •   

AQ61_3 Discharge Policy for Admission to Inpatient Facility - Hours  

 • 24 10 
 • 0 4 
 • 23 1 
 • 25 1 
   

AQ61_3 Discharge Policy for Admission to Inpatient Facility - Days  

 • 14 4 
 • 1 2 
 • 0 1 
 • 3 1 
 • 10 1 
 • 15 1 
 • 30 1 
   

AQ68 Date of Change in Agency Ownership or Merger  

 • 01/01/99 2 
 • 10/01/97 1 
 • 01/01/98 1 
 • 02/01/98 1 
 • 05/01/98 1 
 • 11/01/98 1 
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AQ45 Attachment Procedures Performed by Home Health Aides  

HHA INFORMATION 

WHAT IS A HOME HEALTH AIDE? 

A Home Health Aide is an individual with nurses aide training.  ________________ employs and utilizes 
Home Health Aides who are "certified."  This means that they have taken a training course and have 
passed a written and practical examination and possess certification through the __________ State Board 
of Nursing.  Certified Home Health Aides practice under the instruction and supervision of a registered 
nurse (RN), Physical Therapist (PT) and/or speech therapist (ST). 

HOW MUCH TIME WILL THE AIDE SPEND WITH ME? 

The primary function of the Home Health Aide is to perform or assist personal care.  Personal care is 
bathing, dressing, turning and positioning, assisting with transfers from bed to chair, helping to carry out 
home exercise programs left by a therapist - anything that requires "hands on" assistance. 

Because levels of ability and/or disability vary so widely, the nurse or therapist will determine the amount 
of time appropriate for each patient on an individual basis.  It may take 1 hour to assist personal care for 
someone who requires moderate assistance and 2 hours to provide personal care for someone who is 
bedbound, incontinent and in need of feeding. 

The Home Health Aide will stay in the home as instructed by the supervisor in order to complete the 
assigned care. 

WHAT TYPES OF THINGS CAN A HOME HEALTH AIDE DO FOR ME? 

* bathe or assist bathing, shampooing, dressing 

* assist use of the bedpan, urinal or commode 

* assist transfer (bed to chair, sit to stand, stand to sit, chair to bed; may use mechanical devices to 
assist with transfers) 

* make observation of changes in physical or mental condition (and report changes to the nurse) 

* meal planning and preparation, shopping, light housekeeping 

* assess temperature, pulse and respiration 

* assist with oral medications, which have been prepared by the nurse or a family member (which are 
ordinarily self-administered, as ordered by the physician) 

* assist with following home exercise programs initiated by therapists 

* assist with braces and prostheses as directed by the nurse or therapist 

* assist with following medical recommendations of rest, exercise and physical activity 

* assist with use of medical and rehabilitation equipment 
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DOESN'T THE HOME HEALTH AIDE ALSO DO HOUSEWORK AND SHOPPING? 

At least 75% of the Home Health Aide's time in the home should be spent doing personal, or "hands on" 
care.  In addition, the Home Health Aide may clean the patient's immediate living areas, usually the 
bedroom, or prepare a meal or do the patient's personal laundry. 

Because the time allowed to do these other tasks is limited, it is anticipated that patients and family 
members will discuss these needs with the nurse on the first visit.  For those tasks beyond the ordinary 
ability of the Home Health Aide, the nurse will make alternative suggestions. 

ARE THERE THINGS THAT A HOME HEALTH AIDE CANNOT DO? 

Yes!  A Home Health Aide cannot: 

• change a sterile dressing or one that requires application of medication 

• give an enema or irrigate a colostomy 

• apply heat, in any form 

• irrigate or change foley catheter 

• perform vaginal irrigations 

• give injections 

• drive the patient or family members in an automobile 

• lift the entire weight of the patient 

• massage a limb 

• clip finger or toe nails 

• perform general housecleaning 

• shave a patient with a straight or safety razor - they may only use an electric razor 

HOW LONG WILL THE AIDE BE PROVIDED? 

When the skilled care stops, the Home Health Aide also stops.  This means that when the Visiting Nurse, 
Physical Therapist, Occupational Therapist and Speech Therapist announce their last visit, the Home 
Health Aide will stop at the same time. 

If, for any reason, the Home Health Aide continues after the last skilled visit, you need to call our Home 
Health Aide Coordinator at (XXX) XXX-XXXX to inform us.  All insurers pay for the Aide only in 
conjunction with skilled care. 

WHAT IF THE PATIENT NEEDS CONTINUED HELP AFTER DISCHARGE FROM HOME CARE? 

We can assist you with phone numbers for sources of care on a private pay basis. 

    

WE WOULD BE HAPPY TO DISCUSS ANY SPECIAL NEEDS YOU MAY HAVE OR TO 
FURTHER EXPLAIN THE ROLE OF THE HOME HEALTH AIDE.  CALL US BETWEEN 8:00AM - 
4:30PM, MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY.  
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APPENDIX F.  MULTIVARIATE ANALYSIS 
VARIABLE LIST

This appendix contains the list of independent variables included in the multivariate
analyses, which are summarized in Chapter 4.  As described in Chapter 2, this list (Table
F.1) includes the patient, provider, agency, market/regulatory, and practice pattern
variables of greatest theoretical interest.  Some potential independent variables were
eliminated from the multivariate analyses as a result of large amounts of missing data
and/or a lack of sufficient variability. Others were removed because of strong correlations
with other important independent variables.  Some of the independent variables presented
in Table F.1 were identified as being of particular theoretical importance.  These “required
variables” were included in the final multivariate analysis models, regardless of their
degree of statistical significance in the preliminary models.  The variables designated as
required are identified in the table.  (The procedure for conducting the multivariate
analyses is described in detail in Chapter 2.)



TABLE F.1: Variables Included in Multivariate Analyses Reported in Chapter 4. 
 
Req'd  Variable Req'd Variable 

  PATIENT FACTOR VARIABLES PROVIDER FACTOR VARIABLES 
  Demographics    Home Health Care Provider 

X  Age at SOC (years)      Standardized Care Plan Used for Visit 
X  Gender     Travel Time 
X  Race:  White vs. Non-White (0/1)     Level of Education 

 Payment Source    Years of Home Health Experience 
X  Any Medicaid      Physician 
X  Medicare HMO (0/1)      Physician Awareness/Involvement 
  Financial Factors Limiting Patient’s Ability to Meet      

Basic Health Needs (0/1)    AGENCY FACTOR VARIABLES 
 Living Situation    Agency Ownership 

X  Current Living Situation:  Lives Alone      Agency Type 
  Homebound Status    Years in Operation 
  Absences from Home (0-3)    Over Medicare Per-Visit Cost Limit 
  Difficulty Receiving Services Outside the Home (1-3)    Over Per-Beneficiary Cost Limit 
  Primary Caregiver    Percent of Caseload that is Medicare 
  Frequency of Assistance Provided by Primary     Nurse Productivity Standards 

 Caregiver (1-6)    Use Standardized Care Plans/Critical Paths 
  Patient Involvement in Care Plan    Staff Making Recertification Decisions 
  Patient Involvement in Care Plan (1/2)    Rural/Urban Mix of Patients 
  Patient Ability to Learn (1-4)    Frequency of Interdisciplinary Communication 
  Need for Aide Services    Total Admissions for 1998 
  Complexity/Severity of Condition     
  Patient Requires Complex Management    MARKET/REGULATORY VARIABLES 
  Severity – Impact on Functioning (# of conditions that     High/Low State Home Health Volume 

 are poorly controlled and affect daily functioning)    Per Capita Income (in dollars) -- 1997 
X  Hospital Discharge within 14 Days of Start of Care      MSA/PMSA Code 
  Rehabilitation Facility/Nursing Home Discharge within     Nursing Home and Board & Care Beds Per 1000 
 14 Days of Start of Care    Persons Aged 65+ 
  Prognosis    Number of Available Alternative Services 
  Rehabilitative prognosis    Provided in the Community 
  Current Functional Disabilities     

X  Aggregate ADL/IADL Status      PRACTICE PATTERN VARIABLES 
  Respiratory Status    Visit Intensity (average visits per day) 
  Dyspnea (0-4)    Length of Stay – natural log transformed 
  Integumentary Status    Total Number of Disciplines Involved in a  
  Surgical Wound(s) Present (0/1)    Patient’s Care 
  Pressure Ulcer(s) Present (0/1)    Number of Alternative Services being Provided at 
  Elimination Status    Discharge 
  Urinary Incontinence/Catheter (0/1)    Overall Feedback Regarding Care Plan and  
  Neurologic/Emotional/Behavioral Status    Discharge 
  Frequency of Anxiety (0-3)     
  Diagnoses for Which Patients are Receiving      

 Home Care     
  Neoplasms (0/1)     
  Blood Diseases (0/1)  
  Mental Diseases (0/1)  
  Nervous System Diseases (0/1)  
  Circulatory System Diseases (0/1)  
  Respiratory System Diseases (0/1)  
  Digestive System Diseases (0/1)  
  Skin/Subcutaneous Diseases (0/1)  
  Musculoskeletal System Diseases (0/1)  
  Ill-defined Conditions (0/1)  
  Fractures (0/1)  
  Other Injury (0/1)  

X  CHF      
X  Diabetes Mellitus      

  Chronic Conditions     
  Cognitive/Mental/Behavioral (0/1)     
 

 
 Center for Health Policy Research, Denver, CO   F.1 


	A4-AdministratorQuestionnaire.pdf
	Discipline

	A6-CareProviderQuestionnaire.pdf
	Patient State of Residence:
	DATA ITEMS COLLECTED AT START OF CARE OR READMISSION ONLY


	A7-CareProviderQuestionnaire2.pdf
	Patient State of Residence:
	
	Responses to this questionnaire are



	A8-NotificationofStudyAdmission.pdf
	NOTIFICATION OF STUDY ADMISSION
	Today’s Date
	Start of Care Date


	C1-CaseStudyProtocol.pdf
	VII.GENERAL QUESTIONS

	Table E1.pdf
	Agency Descriptors:
	Familiarity With Fiscal Intermediary:
	Policies/Standards/Organization:
	General Agency Information:




