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Purpose

The purpose for this planning document is to outline the process that the Commission will use to create its report to the General Assembly, and more importantly, the process though which any minority reports will be prepared.

Background

The Commission celebrates that it is comprised of a diverse group of citizens each of who is interested in seeing comprehensive health care reform occur in this state.  As a diverse group, our views of the optimum approach and outcome vary.  Presumably, that is why the General Assembly structured the Commission as they did; i.e., to obtain as broad a view of the range of potential options as possible.

In considering options for its deliberative process the Commission constructed By-Laws to guide its actions.  Contained within the By-Laws is the concept that the Commission will seek to reach decisions by consensus whenever possible and then, if consensus is in doubt, to decide matters by majority vote.

Realizing that the decisions regarding it recommendations to the General Assembly are critical to the success of the Commission, the Commission decided in its July 23rd meeting that if a vote on health care reform models must occur, the prevailing position must be affirmed in at least 60% of those Commissioners present.  Thus, a simple plurality will not determine the outcome of such an important decision.

Dissenting Opinion

Despite attempts at consensus, it is reasonable to assume that one or more Commissioners may have strong dissenting opinions regarding the Commission’s report.  These view points will need to be heard.

To address the need for dissenting opinions, while attempting to ensure that all sides of such issues understand the other, and the dissenting opinions are put forward in a constructive and open manner, the Commission hereby agrees to the following process: 

1.  Each Commissioner will receive advance drafts of the Commission’s report, as well as the draft final report, for their review and comment.


2.  Those with technical points will be encouraged to submit these to the drafters to be included in the final report as “additional considerations worth noting.”  Thus, the reader will be informed as they consider each key recommendation, and alternative options.

3.  Those with disagreements that rise to the level of substantive disagreements with the final report will be allowed to prepare a dissenting opinion draft for the Commission to include in its report.  

4.  Advance drafts of dissenting opinion(s) will be shared with all Commissioners,
for review, just as the draft Commission report will be shared.  This sharing will be to ensure that the representations of the Commission’s report are correctly understood by all parties, and that the alternatives are fairly and professionally represented.

5.  Suggestions for edits will be shared back and forth between the majority and minority in a good faith effort to develop agreement on the representations of each, and the points of difference.


6.  Staff will not be expected to draft the minority opinion portion of the report.  They will however be asked to review any such opinions to ensure that the facts represented are accurate.  Staff will not edit the report but rather, will report to the author, and the Commission, on their observations regarding the opinions.

7.  It is agreed that only the Commission’s minority report will be considered to be part of the final report.  Any reports independent of this process will be considered general public input and not commented upon by the Commission.        
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