Board Members Present

P # " %
& " " o %
Q) " *& " %
* )+ ! + ( + & $#
’ - - $# %
*) & ( # L # " %
( & *=") ( -/ + & #
& & ." P # " %
Board Members Absent
- # &
OMIP Staff
1 0 - 1.
- #0 -
+ + 0 C." &"
+ 0 2 02
( y = = S H T &"
- & S HOTL &"
"3 1. # 1

Others Present

x= L] x= _

2 0*")

. - F(+& - -
> # 0 LI # 4. " %
1 I *(+& - -
& 1 *(+&

& 5 ! +(+& " b
& " & # 1 +(+& $# " %

6 2 1
+ ) " # T ) "



Summary of Board Decisions
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Review of Experience During Assessment Period #31 (July through December 2006)
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Input of Actuaries to Changing the Projection Model
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Mid-year Rate Increase Considered by the Board
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) The Board chose to reconsider this option at the April meeting. At that
meeting they requested that staff return with options for rates at 20% and 25%
surcharges, but distributed across the enrollees so that those in the older age bands do not

take the brunt of an increase.
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Assessment Options Considered by the Board
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3 apply the full amount of the federal grant to offset the size of the assessment. Mr.

Lynch asked if there was anybody that would disagree with spending the grant money this
way and there were no objections)
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Ms Healey amended the motion to adopt Option 4, which is the S month assessment for
$27.57 million, and to meet again in April to determine further steps. Mr. McLeod
seconded the motion. The motion passed unanimously.

Mr. Lynch asked an update showing monthly experience be sent to the Board.
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Options for Contracting: Statewide Carrier (Option 1) and Regional Integrated system (Option
2)
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Ms. Sumpter proposed that the Board approve release of an RFP that allows for proposals
on either option. Ms. Healey seconded the motion. Roll call vote: Dr. McMullan abstained;
all others voted in favor)

Provider Panel Considerations
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Administrative Cost Scoring
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