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MAJOR EVENTS FOR 


MEDICAID IN AFY '76 


r:ur Medicaid the most irnportanl event thi ycar 
Wib thdt expenditures rose less stceply than in the 
prrcel.ling yc.w. 

III A Y '73 exrenditur es rose 17% to 
.., _0,000,915 . 

In AFY '74 expt!nditures rtn~ 27% to 
"'114.s71,11~). 

In AFY '75 expenditures rose 42% to 

162,136,851. 
111 AFY '76 expenditures rose 12% to 

$18:!,052,OI3. 

ihis dl.'Cl' ll'ldlion in thl: rise of expen ditures wus 
aC((Illlpli hed in spite 01 the ract thdt the number of 
eligible - ,lilt.! le~·ipienb rcm;}ined ,limosl stJble .md 
ullit priCl.'s or m di<':dl services tonlinllecJ to rise . Unit 
prlCc~ ruse mOil' tllan thcl2% tha t expenditure rosc. 
This (.111 unly mean th.-lt Mcdicdid's eligibles arc Llsing 
fewer Illcdictll ')elvi es in '76 than ill rreceding ycars. 

In ,ldJitioll to the decelcrJtiun ill expenditures 
there w~'re three otller events in '76 that madc this 
year dil fert Ilt rrum other years: 

I. 	 hI.' FY '77 Legi lative clppropriatioll for 
Medicaid WilS c;maller than the FY '76 
appropriation. 1 his has never hdppened 
berore. The lesult or thi'i cutback, especial ly 
since unit pi Ices .Ire continuing tt) rise, i that 
Medicaid may be forced t reduce program 
benefits further . 

2. 	 A new fj5c~d intermediary WelS (Iw,tlc.icd the 
contr.lcl for FY '77 . Contracb wi th fi.,ca l 
intermediarie arc for one year and by IclW 

arc awardcd to thc low b iddcr. Blue ro s 
and Blue hield or Alabama ha be n the 
contractor fOI tile past f UI yeJrs, but thi 
ycar Electronic Dat 1 Systems, I-edel al,' was 
the low bidder dlH.I was awalded the <.onlf'all 
for FY '77. 

3. 	 First steps W re tah.en towJrd four new 
systems for detect ing fraud and abuse: 

A Profcssiona l Slandard'> Rcview 
Org.mi/ation (PSRO) _ 
Progrdll1 I eview Tcam. 
Compute r searches fOI exceptionul prlccs 
or prelC I ices df1)l)ng rroviders. 
Specially mal h.ed Medicaid ards ror 
recipicnts fuund to be buying exccssive 
qUdntit ies of drug or otherwise abusing 

ledic.1id privilegcs. People i sued the e 
cJrds I1lU~t select one phJrmJcist and 
one phy~ici.-ln dnu are not to se('~ 

services from other phcHma i_ts 0 1 

physicidllS except in emergencies. 

As thc year ended these fo ur systems were ill 
expel imerll,t1 5t,lges, anJ leports on their 
work would, at this lime, be prem,lture . 
Their developmcnt wil l be among Medic, id's 
major event lor til next year. 



STATE COMPARISONS 


1·1 Y '76 PLATE I 

1sT_ TE (:OMPARISON 
Adilltl\i .. tl.tti~o: co t.1 PCI ellt of-to tal ledi aid 
h\ld~l'l \1,lh.IIlI.1 I.ll111pJr d III t>.lher ~tat(,5 . I- il ,>1 
... i Tl1t1ll1lh III I r '711. 

St,lHlRink 

~---------------4
I . N~br."k., 

2 AldSk.l 
J NO'If.d,1 
<1 \'Vy,,,,,,ng 
5 UI.,II 

r Ukl illUm" 
7. 01 'fiCI ,. Columbl •• 
S MIChl<l.ll1 

'J 1'.10111 II., 

10. Nt,W M,'~,co 

11. V"rmollt 
12. Wa,llIlI\ltufl 
1 ~ N<!w H"mp.hor~ 

14 West Vlr90nla 
.) tJ Incll'lilt 

IG (I 'l"n 
17 I\,lissi%ipp. 

18 No. h D"kol., 
19. Kenlucky 
20. luw" 
21 Id,,110 
22 OhIO 
23 S",lIII D.lko!.> 
2<1 C•• ldo"1Id 
2~ ~n"lh Carolina 
;)6 H,JW,III 

27 Mrllyl~l1d 

28 K.,n •• 
29 Coloradu 
30. VII 911" • 
31. Florodd 
32. M."sJcfllhetts 
3~ N 'W Jt]rliev 

3<1. DeI.IW,,,,, 

US, AVERAGE 

3!> T""15 
36 ALABAMA 

37 M" IlU, 

3R Rhode hl,lI1d 
39. NOllh l;alolina 
40. CU"'1I'rIIC.uI 

41. Ark,II"." 
42. Pe",bylvania 
43. IIlonol~ 

44. Gen.gl •• 
J 45 MUH1~ota 
46 M,lIne 
47 lOIl",ona 
,18 , N",... York 

<19 r 'I"""'~~ 
50 WisconsIn 
51. AriLond 

Adm,n'SH,'I,ve Cost 
A, Percenl 01 Budgel 
---------------~------~ 

129 
109 
10 1 

9,6 
9,5 
80 
75 
72 
7 .1 
69 
6 .8 
6 .7 
6.7 
6,6 
6,5 
6.5 
6.4 
62 
61 
60 
6.0 
5 .8 
5.6 
5.!J 
53 
5 .1 
50 
4.9 
4.8 
48 
4 .7 
4 .7 
4 .6 
4.6 

4 .4 

4 ,4 
4 .2 

4 .0 
40 
3.9 
36 
36 
3.5 
34 
34 
3 .3 
32 
2.8 
2.6 
2.5 
, 6 

N/A ' 

"~ Change 
on FFY '76 

'3.3 
+2.5 
·0.5 

+4.7 
0.6 
~0.6 

+09 
+'1.8 
+1.7 
+2.0 
--1.2 
+07 

2.8 
1.2 
0.6 
3,1 

-1.1 
-0,5 
+0.8 
+0.3 
+0,6 
·1.4 
4.9 
0,3 

+0.7 
+0.8 
-1.0 
0.3 
0.2 

+0.1 
-0.7 
0.9 

..0.3 
·0.4 

NO CHANGE 

+0.9 
·0.6 

+0.7 
·0.5 
2.3 
0.2 

+1.3 
0.1 

+0.3 
+0.8 
·0,6 

+0,3 
·0.5 
0.1 
1.6 

·0.4 

"t\lot AVJll.lble Source' Nos. 8 & 21 

(OlllpJI'lSl)Il, III till' ,\I.Jb,lm,1 r-.1cdil.tid plOglJIll 

WILh th, ' I~c ul (1111 'I ~t.ILl'~ .lIl' prc~lnlL'J in Ihl' 

1',,111)\1. in~ 1.Ibk~. Tlw inlurm.ltloll \\.IS t.lh.en I 1111 

11)73 d.ll.I on p,I)-I1IL'IlI I'll sl'kCleel service til 

h'dicoliti rnipiL'rII". I· III J 11.1 WllC plIblbhL'd in M y 

11J7{i h~ tlw N.lllolI,tI C"l1tl'l II I SOllJI I, Ii ti '>, 

Ollr-\\, .Ind .lIe Ihl' I,i\l' ... t l1olllonLd "tolli'>LILS VJilolhlc. 

H.\C:J.\J. f) \T \ o'l 

MEDIC \11) HECIPI E. T~ 

In II'loll ')l'.l1 ICl7), jl).(j Illilli 111 Ii! II i III \\CI 

lIJ...... ifil·d .llLllidill' I'll I L' (.lllttk In IlL' th"11l h,til til' 

I l'lQ1il'llh) . , \h'IUI U; I11ll1iUIl ( ,01 11l1,,>e \ 110..,1.; 

1.ln: \\.1'" t.Jld) \.. ele Iltlll\\ltik.,. 'Thi" rt'lli' ent In 

lillie I l' Il\l'r 11)72 \\hcn Iltl!l\\!Jllt'S compli 1.::" ill, 

,II tllll,>e \\htl)t' 1.ILl' \\,1'> Il'pnlh:d. ~ LJ Ii l,tI I 7~, 

::"7 "f ,\I.lb.ml,1 1L'!ll.lid rC,lpient' wue !loll\\llitI 

' -" I IllU"t "'l'n ILL'" whitt' recipient'> WCll IllOll.' 

1ll11l1l:1"LlS, \\ itfl theil ll10ljul it~ b 111 ~leolLl'~t in 
111l1g-tcllll L.lll· I.lcilltie,> ('il-..ilkd IIUI <;ing 11. f)) 'S, 

1'IlL'lll,tI 110"pll.d ... , ,Ind ilHl'lrlll:dloltl'-L.tlL' f.lI.:tlltie.,). 
1-'.1\ 111<..'111:> rOI \\hit\.·., .1llIJlIIlll'd JOI 70' oj lill 

II'P'lItl'd e j1l'llLll'd jlll1l,.l IIlULillJlg I IIOpJlLICln 

II\JIl theil llulIlhL'l. 

CO~T PI;J{ I{ECIPIE T H\ ~EH' ICE 

In I I Y '7h, ~(Jb ... t,lnli II dlllount, Ii' j,lIa Wl.'rl' 

Ill.ldl' ,IVJiIJhlL: l)~ DHEW lilnl-..lIlg JlIlldlL til 11- in 
le i I1b 01 Pol\ I11ll1l .lilt! 11l1111ber of I t'cipicllh. SOJl1l' of 

the inlwl11Jtiol1 10, 101 pll'\lOU'" Y\;'''I~ but i. the 1111l')1 

lL'lent ,1\.1il.lblc..\~ Plall' 'how, in f1-Y '7h 
.\I.ll,II11,\ 1,11lh.I.'tI III I hl'l\-\' the n.llioll.tI • v 1.1'1.: in 

L()"t <II .1dmilli'>tetillg th' Ml.'liiL,ud PI Igr.lnl Also, in 
FI Y '71' .\I,lb.llll,1 .,pl'nt s78.71 PCI I tJnth per 

IL'Clpkl1l. rili ... i.,.\ IcL'P inClt'Ll5l' Ilvel r I Y '73 wilt'll 

f\I,lbdIlIJ pent r.liG (or SJU' I er Yl'cll) pCI 

1(,(lpil'IlL pCI' mOllth (SCL PI,ill' 2). [)e~rItL' lltL' ,>leCr 

illCll'LISL', ,\I;1h.ll11" tirorpetl lImn 40tll in FI Y '7> III 

4-J.th in n y '7(1 ill L')'>! Pl . rl·l.iriL'llt. 
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AFY'7h 

STATE COMPARISONS 
Average mOlllhly payment per recipient 

R<llIk ~1.lIl· Av('r.lg· 

I. AI.l 1\.\ -2lS~.79 

Z. 1'(,I1I1S) IV<lllia 240.66 
3. New YOI I" 239.97 
4 215.54 
5. 21.).57 
6 2CJS.27 
7 185.11 
8 18UR 
9. IfJ2 03 

10 157.71 
II. 152.73 
12 152.3-1 
I 14h.42 
J I~x I~ 14-1.42 
1'1. "01111101"01,1 I·U 47 
III . f~ hod~ I 1.111.1 1-10.13 
17. Utah 137 .20 

:\1i\ hl~.111 134.52 
Id.Jho 132.35 
01 {').(on I W.S'l 

U." \VI RA , I 0.38 

130.3fJ 
130.09 
126.75 
124.31 
123.35 

luw.J 121.12 
V '111111111 I 19.91l 
(' 01 JI,IUO IIlUS 

.1Iiforni.1 11534 
Vii glniJ 115.15 

l.1f vlJlld 113.29 
District 01 Loillfllbi 111.66 
OhIO 110.40 
North C.:Irolina 104.64 
HJW.lii 103.JR 
rJndtlJ 101.30 
l"eorgla 100.74 
T('IIIIC sn: 91.69 
Lllllisi:lllJ HB.11 
Ncw Mcxlco 87.01 
Ol·I,w-He R3 .5 2 
SUlllh Carulina K2.90 
Illinoi 82.69 
ALABAMA 7 .74 

r. We t Virgini,l 77.92 
46. /\, k.lIh.b 76.00 
.n, Kentucky 63.11 
48. Mr~~lIttr i 62.72 
~9. Mbslssippi 61 .64 
50. Ari7UIlJ N/A' 
51. Wyoming N/A* 

-No! AVdllabl" 
Source' No. 8 

FFY '73 PLJ\TE3PLA E2 

STATE COMPARISONS 
Cost per recipient, Alabama compdred to othel stales. 

St,lle % of U 5 Avt'rageAVl'ragC'R.III" 

I.218 
2. 

184 
18') 

3. 
165 4. 
164 5. 
157 G 
142 7. 
139 B.124 

9.121 
10.117 

117 If 
112 12. 
J 1 1 13 . 
JI() 1-1. 
"107 15. 
105 Hi. 
103 17.
101 18.100 

19. 
10 . 100 
21. 

100 22. 
9( 21 
97 24 
97 
95 
93 ..,­

~)

92 2h.
90 2788 

2S. 88 
29.87 

86 30. 
85 31. 
80 3') 
79 .13. 
78 3-1. 
70 35,
69 36.
68 37.67 

38.64 
39.64 

64 ·W. 
60 41. 
GO 42 . 
58 ·B 
48 -14 . 
48 ·r. 
·n ..\6. 

47. 
~8 

49. 

Ncw YurI" 
Mil1nl'~ulJ 

C() 1lt't.tiClIt 
Wiscomin 
Nl'bra~k ... 
Ivlichi~Jn 
Alash.,) 
Illd i,llI.l 
Vermont 
_uUlh I),) h.o 1.-1 

eVJdJ 
Rhode Island 
Nort!l Ihk()ta 
M,I, aliI Iselts 
U~lahol1ld 

1 (''las 

K.lIlsa' 
""WIt' 
Culor:tdo 
WJ,hil1~tllll 

MontJIM 
I dallu 
N,'w leI l:Y 
DUrit t of Columbia 

U.S. AVlRAC ,E. 

\\IyOl11lllg 
Ark,lm.l~ 

1.111 
MJryl..!ntl 
(;(·urgi.1 
IIhnor~ 

Virginia 
11,IW,lii 
NOlth Caml ill..! 
C.lIirOfllia 
Tcnnt~se(' 

LouislJm 
rloritid 
Pcnn ylvaniil 
NI>"'v Ml.:xico 
ALABAI\IA 

SR II 
7'):;; 

6GB 
G05 
5% 
570 
571 
561 
563 
5~-I 

545 
535 
535 
523 
>112 
50U 
4% 
-187 
~87 

475 
473 
-169 
467 
~50 

"·-131 

426 
-117 

17 
~12 

399 
392 
38-1 

81 
368 
Jbl 
318 
320 
31-1 
317 
309 
30~ 

Iowa 298 
Nl'W IIJlllpsilirt' 283 
SIlU th eMU! ina 27-1 
()r('~()11 242 
Oe!.lWJre 233 
Mi )i ~ipri 
Kt'nw "y 

219 
216 

I\1lssollr i 2 t 1 
WCSL Virgini.l 185 

188 
17" 
154 
1-10 
138 
132 
132 
130 
130 
126 
126 
12-l 
12-1 
121 
1 18 
116 
115 
113 
113 
110 
lU9 
lOS 
108 
10-1 

100 ,(, 

()C) 
cn 
C)f) 

95 
92 
91 
89 
8S 
85 
84 
7-1 
7-1 
73 
7J 
72 
71 
b t} 

6'i 
63 
56 
';4 
51 
50 
49 
43 

Source: No.9 



\ FE\\' SERVICES l r~E \lOST OF 

\, EOIe \ 1l)'S "ION EY 

III 1 i ...c.tI '> ear 1qn, inp..tlielll hospital CMe, 

",Ikd nursing h()l11 e cJrl', ICF cJ r , phy-;ician 

' I \ lu.'S, ;\nu prc'iu ibl'u L1, ugs JCL uunted for 84% of 
\ll'dkdlu f1.ryments in .111 reponed JUI isdictions. In 

,\Llb.llll.l. 93 .7 .J of .111 Medicaid pJ.Ylllents were for 
I ill' "'l' ., ' I \ iCt'.., . 

1>1;1\('1 compares the Jnllual cost per rec ip ient in 

\ I.I",1I11J with till' cost in (llher states. Plates 4, 5,6, 
7 . ,tile! I) show the ,werage Ill1ual cost per recip ientL 

1111 il1p.ltiL'l1t hospital crviles, skilled nursing horne 
l.Il e, inlel"llll'diah: nUI'sing home care, physiciLlns' 
selviLcs, Jnd prescribed d rugs, rcspc lively. Only in 
lilt' L.l St' 01 pre c, ,bed <..II ugs did /\laIHl1la rank ab ve 
IhL' n.I\1011al J.verage . However, Region IV (See Plate 

lJ) J I,>o IJnked above the I1dli nal average for 

pi CSl I ibeLi Jrug , lh ..' only service for which this was 
trUL' in I fY '73 . 

F Y'73 PLAl 4 

STATE COMPARISONS 
Cost per recipient for illpJticnt ho pilal services, 
Alabama compared to olher 1.1 I es. 

Ran\... Stdte Average %01 U.S. Aver.lge 

I. Ohiu S 117 ) HD 
l~()2. District of Colurnoi.l II~:\ 

3. Maryland 1 MlOlG 
4 . Minnesota 961 ISO 

SSt5 Conn 'ctiClll 139 
11]Michigan6. 851 

7. Illinoi) 8-1-1 131 
8. New Jersey 80 125 

Ala~ka 7HO9. 121 
10. Calif ufnia 77 120 
II. DelJwale 75~ 118 
12. North CarolinJ 711 110 

(,'313 . Wi~CCHhill lOh 
Nevada14. 671\ lOb 

10(i15. M,lillC' 678 
16. Washington 105673 
17. Ul<111 10467\ 

Il1diana18. 1>70 104 
19, fi5HKansas 102 

h54Vermont20. 101 

U.S. AVE:RAG[ :6-l2 100% 

h3()Pt'nllsyl~dma21. 98 
Wesl Virginia22. hOI Y4 
Georgia 'in23. S9 

57!)24. North Dah.ol.:l S9 
25. Nebraska h~ 88 

New \1cxic 26. 561 S7 
27. Virginia '7"61 
28. HawJii 556 87 
29. New HalllJhllire 554 86 

5-1 t30. Idaho 4 
FI\)rida31. 53S S4 
O\...lallol11,\32. Sl-l 80 
South Carolina 33. 511 80 

34. Oregon 510 79 
481)MonlanJ35. 76 

olllll Dakota 45536. 71 
37. TexJs ..lOG G3 

40()Kentllcky38. G3 
Iowa39. 397 63 

40. Tennessee 392 01 
LOll isian.l 391 6141. 

3(1)Missouri42. 7 
Wyommg 5543. 355 
ALABAMA 327 S I 44. 
Arkansas 31-145. 49 

)02Mis is ippi46 . 47 

Source : No 9 

, 



• 

• 

FFY'73 PLATE 5 

STATE COMPARISONS 
Cost per recipient for skilled nursing home services, 
Alabama compared to other states. 

Rank 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 
S. 
6. 
7. 
IS . 
9. 

10. 
II. 
12. 
b . 
14. 
IS . 
16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20 

21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25 . 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 

State 

Disrrict of Columbia 
Haw<1ii 
Alash.a 
New Jersey 
Connecticu t 
Ohio 
Michigan 
Delaware 
Vermont 
Indiana 
Wisconsin 
Nev.lda 
Pennsylvania 
N rth Carol ina 
Kentucky 
Minnesota 
Maryland 
Utah 
Georgia 
Idaho 

U.s. AVERAGE 

orth Dakota 
Mississippi 
South Dakota 
ALABAMA 
kline 

Wyoming 
Florid.! 
Mont,lIl<1 
'v1issouri 
Louisiana 
Washingron 
South Carolin.1 
TeX4S 
Kansas 
Nebraska 
New Hampshire 
California 
New Mexico 
Illinois 
Arkansds 
Oregon 
Iowa 
Virginia 
Tennes ee 
West Virgillla 
Oklahoma 

Source; No.9 

Average 

55341 
4910 
4424 
4121 
3859 
3615 
3605 
3317 
3236 
3163 
3014 
2985 
2729 
2707 
2706 
2680 
2644 
2475 
2351 
2350 

$2340 

2270 
2259 
2253 
2235 
2172 
2169 
2163 
2110 
2105 
2023 
2011 
1840 
1724 
1705 
1704 
1656 
1607 
1396 
1359 
1312 
1057 
971 
943 
912 
875 
738 

%of U.S. Average 

228 
210 
189 
176 
165 
155 
154 
142 
138 
135 
129 
128 
117 
116 
116 
115 
113 
106 
100 
100 

100% 

97 
97 
96 
96 
93 
93 
92 
90 
90 
86 
86 
79 
74 
73 
73 
71 
68 
60 
58 
56 
45 
41 
40 
39 
37 
32 

FFY'73 PLAT[6 

STATE COMPARISONS 
CO t per recipient for ICF services, Alabama 
compared to other states. 

R.:IIlk 

I . 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
1 I . 
12 . 
13. 
14. 
15 . 

16. 
17 . 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21 . 
22. 
23. 
24. 
25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 

Source; No . 9 

State 

District of Columbia 
Wi consin 
Maine 
Vermont 
Indiana 
Maryland 
Virginia-
Minnesota 
Idaho 
Wyoming 
Utah 
Tennessee 
Texas 
Georgia 
New Mexico 

U.S. AVERAGE 

ALABAMA 
Oklahoma 
Arkansa 
Kansas 
Nebraska 
South Dakota 
Louisiana 
Illinois 
Nevada 
Montana 
Ohio 
Delaware 
Florida 
Pennsvlvania 
South' Carolina 
Iowa 
Washington 
Oregon 
California 
Kentucky 
Alaska 
Mississippi 

Average 

$6914 
6682 
-129 
3067 
3057 
2905 
2874 
2830 
2315 
2310 
2292 
2247 
2210 
2156 
2154 

$2072 

1995 
1976 
1947 
1904 
1893 
1~65 
1780 
1745 
173 1 
1695 
1547 
1380 
1198 
1158 
1028 
983 
949 
868 
848 
683 
611 
538 

%of U S. Average 

334 
323 
247 
148 
148 
140 
139 
137 
112 
112 
110 
108 
106 
104 
104 

100% 

96 
95 
94 
92 
91 
90 
86 
84 
84 
82 
75 
66 
58 
56 
49 
47 
46 
42 
41 
33 
30 
26 

5 



lTY'73 PLATE 7 

TA E l.:OI\lPARI~ONS 
Co'!!! pl'r recipient for physicians' services, Alabama 

FFY'73 PL TE S 

STATE COMPARISONS 
Co t per Ie ipicnl for prl,.,uibed drug ;-\lab.lI11ilI 


ompared to orhcr ~Iates.Ollli ar 'll I 1I111l~r . t ,He . 

. 1.lIe 

2 


5 

h . 

7 


I(J . 

11 

I~ 
1J 
14 . 
I . . 
1 

17 . 

onmclicul 
Indlan,1 
North [)JI 111.1 

MOIHJIIJ 

r\1i\\()lll i 


US. AVI RAG[ 

~, . I\1j, i\\ippi 
JlJ LOlli~IJn.l 
oW . K.l1l , ) 

jl,1aryl.lI1d41. 
42. I lolid.1 
43 . KI'IlIlIL~Y 

1\'nn,ylv,lI1ia4-L 
-15 . Ore 'Oil 

Average 

':.122.80 
112.82 
110,43 
100.23 
~"'-.36 
92.99 
~9 .80 
89..+0 
88.97 
88.31 
88.11 
87.64 
85.25 
85.16 
8·U5 
84.21 
81.13 
81.03 

8087 

79.63 
77.23 
75.62 
75,49 
74.50 
73.22 
72.95 

7272 

71.91 
71.22 

-67.57 

6(} 18 

65.52 
64.17 
62.99 
62.90 
57.92 
57,43 
55.88 

55.35 
55.18 
50.74 
"'-8.24 
46.97 
45.60 
3M.98 
38.70 

% or u.. Averagc 

182 

167 

163 

I~S 
1~0 
13 

133 

132 

132 

131 

130 

130 

126 

126 

125 

125 

120 

120 

120 

118 

115 

112 

112 

110 

108 

108 

107 

106 

105 


100% 

98 

97 

95 

93 

93 

86 

85 

83 

82 

82 

75 

71 

69 

67 

58 

57 


Rank 

I. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15 . 
IG. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 


23 

2-1. 

25. 
26. 
27. 
28. 
29. 
30. 
J1. 
32. 

3. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 

Stilt!.: 

North [)a,,"ota 
LouiSIana 182 

Te '.1,; 
 170 

NcbrdSIw ](J882.46 
North Carulinol S I.'J8 167 

MlIlncsola 7~ .8 161 

Ncw HampshIre GY.IY 141 

Virginia 69.13 141 

Kan (j i. 32 
 I 7 

Indiana 66.G) 1 


65.1)l)Ohio 13 , 

Vermunt 6'U8 13 

Tellllt:~ c(' 
 I) 3.28 130 

Illinois 2.16 In 

1 )-Wiscull in 61 . )0 -) 

60.0.4­ 1_ 
Mi~ 'issi!>pi 
Iowa 

60.20 12 

584()Georgia 119 


6 Iq Nl'vJdJ 11 

54 .!J'i 'Il hig.1" II ­

1\1.11 y I Jld 5~ .9 } H ' 
ALABAMA :'I1.bY lUll 
Connecticut 10J0.6' 
11.1.1110 4') . 1 I 
 100 


U.. ,\VERAGl 
 ,:>48.9 , 100 ~ 

"'hs~()uri ')1) 
South Carolina 

47.90 
47.5!) 97 


Nt'w Me ieo 47. 13 
 'Ju 
Flurid.l 46.9 9 

Wa~h in~llJn ··l{j .85 


!)'i 
Utah 
Kentucky ..j.6.7 ) 

4"'-.79 91 

New Jcr~ey 43.06 88 

Penn ylvania 41..77 
 87 

We t Virginia 42 . 1' X6 
Maine I.7l S 
Distri t 01 Culumnl.1 41.71 8S 
\t\ontanJ 40.63 S 
CaliforniJ 39.!J2 81 

Hawaii 37. 1..j. 76 

Delawaft.> 6 .31) 74 

Oregun 34.12 71 


S .... ,OklaholllJ II 


Source No. 9 Sou rce: No.9 



~'TA E CO I N. 
vcr ,1 ' CO I PCI rc<.ipienl fOI rHe cribed dru 'S, h region. 

• 
NN 

l. II 
2 i 

III 

l:..I A(.,[ 

5 VIII 
6 I 
7. IV 

VII 

10. VI 

R[CIPI[NTS 

2, 20,361 
i ,934,823 

299,076 
1,367,5 7 

225,045 
749,456 

1)3 ,840 
46S,054 

t2,119,4 
555,8 8 

PAYI\tE T~ 

99,054.872 
7b,S 15,958 
1"" ,I 00,097 
66,C,55,384 

il ,,49, 94 
40,48 .4 1 
99,540,4% 
27,453,9 4 

1. 2, 79,768 " 
41,990,067 

PLA I £ 9 

AV RAGE PER RI: 

')35 
40 
44 
49 

'4( 

53 
54 
57 
59 
63 
77 

1<:1 (,1 \ 

I 

Irr1sl 

11)" 11'111 

II: nglil ur l 'in.1 1lInL: mOl1lh.. ' I It)llg'l ,111')rl.\lI) ill ! rY '71. 

hIlI (17. )r huw(,\l'r. Il'sS 1".111 olle third (10. l ull1tlllL1l'1 .I" 

r Ipicl1Ls ,>l.l\'l'd 111 nUl )In~ hume (' 'C ipi~'llh f(II 11 ill' 111' IIlth .. 01 lflngel. 

• 
in killed nlll 

PLAT[ 10 

ill hume, Ale llama compJrcd to Region IV ..Inu U.S. 

NO. Of DAY 

1 
7·1 

14·_0 
21-27 
28 0 
61-120 

1 1-1 0 
1 1-270 
271- 6 

( S 2) 
( 7.5) 
( 9.7) 
I 24.1 )\ 

( 1l . I) 
( S2.2) 
( 67.7) 
(100.0) 

Sou,ce No.9 

RE(,ION IV BY % ALABAMA I3Y % 
( UI\\ULATIVE %) (CUMULATIVE %) 

5.0 .9 
2.4 ( 7.4) .7 1.6} 
1.9 ( 9.3) .g 2..:1) 
1.7 ( 1 1.0) .7 3.1 ) 

lOA ( 21.4) 12.5 15.6) 
13. ( 35.2) 14.7 ( 30.3) 
9.7 ( 44.9) 10 .8 ( 41.1) 

II 3 ( SG.2) 12.U ( 5'3.1) 
43.S (100.0) -47.9 (100.0) 

7 



REVENUE 


MediLJiJ' lund c me Irom three sources, as 
hown in Plate II, and totaled just under $184 

milliull in Ar-:-y '76. The s,lIne ' plate also shuws how 
the muncy WdS used. 

~ UI ~omc of Medicaid's act ivities the federal 
guvl'lnll1cnt PdYS half the cost. For other dctivities 
the Icdelal contribution is 75%, 90%, or other 
fr,u.:tion!>. 1'01 all purposes combined, the federal 
conlribution In AFY '76 wa 73.26%. See Plate 12. 

Bec.llIse the MedicJid program i extensive and 
provides lO!>lly services, Medicaid's expend itures can 
be mi interp reted. While it is true that Medic<lid's 
appropriat ion 1 rom the AI uba ma Legisla tu re is more 
tl1,111 one-fourth of the Gene ral Fund , emphasis on 
this is misleading . To put Medicaid' portion in per­

pective it i nCl.\!Ss.HY 1I> luok .It sOllle other Ii Jure­
(rom the budget o! AI.tb.Jrll.l 's lale government. 

In AFY '76 Alabama's LOtJI c,'penditure for state 
government was 3.519 billion, or in mOlc famriiJ.r 
terms, $3,519 million. MeulL.tid's portion 01 this total 
w.s ~ \84 milliun, of whil.7h ' 133 million came flom 
federal fund -. Sec Pia le 13 

Tht: $51 million Medicaid received I r 1m state 
funds Wr.tS 1.7% of lutJI expenditures from SIJle 

funds or approx imately 25 % of the General Fund 
The $184 million MedicJid spent from JII "ources 
amount to 5°< or the total St.itt- expenditure from 
all current revenues. All three perCl'nlclges drl' n '('ded 
to give a complete pict LIre of the relJtivc size of 
Medicaid's expenJilLlres. 

AFY'76 

REVEN UE 
PLATE n 

Re eipts .lnd expenses 

Balance left from AFY '75 
State appropriation 
Federal fund 
Miscellaneous receipts 

$ 443,186.50 
50,273,500.00 

132,957,390.71 
'156,575.54 

Total re eipts $183,830,652.75 

Gro - payments to prov id rs 
Refunds from provi ders and th ird parties 

Net payment to provider 
Admini trative costs 

Net disbur ement 
Encumbered but not paid 

'!.176,161,977.73 
1,439,041.55 

$174,722,936. 18 
7 ,329 ,076.57 

182,052,01 2.75 
1,778,640.00 

T tal Expenses $183,830,652.75 

Source: No . 1 I 

http:nCl.\!Ss.HY


AFY'76 PLAT 12 

HE\E "lE 

Percent from Federal government 

... Federal fllnd 

State funds 
+ 

+ + =+• 
Sou rc,, ' No " " 

AF '76 

RErE"Jl E 
Mt'uic"jd" portion ur lOral SlalC expcnditures 

PLAl L 13 

ExpendiLUres 
From State 

Funds 

Expenditures 
F rom Federal 

Funds 

Total 
Ex rend iIII res 
From Clinen! 

Revenues 

All Expenditllres of 
Alab rna's Stare Government 

Medicaid Program 

All Other Programs 

$3,087,000,000 

$ 51 ,000,000 

S3,046,000,OOO 

$432,000,000 

5133,000,000 

$299 ,000,000 

53,S 19,000,000 

s 184,000,000 

$3,337,000,000 

Source: No. 6 
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ORGANIZATION 


J\llb,lfll.1 M die.lid ir, adllllllistL:lcd by t-.'kdlcal 
Sl'rVil; '5 Admini<;lr.ltlon, une 01 the ten Ill,liUI bureJu~ 

of the AI.lbarn,l Departmenl )1 Publk l--k.tlll1. The 
1\1t>diLdiLl DireLlor, thlls, ICPOI t~ to lhl' AI.lb.Jnl.l St..ltL: 

Ile.llth 01 (iLef, who ir, .IPP(linlcd by the St.lte 

COlllminee of Puhlic He.llih. Sec Pl:!te 14. r~oth lh~' 

onl/llittcL' .llld till' He.dth f fiu:~1 WOI k under the 
dirClli()1l n( Ihe Stall' Bn,mJ If Hl'allh, whi h consi ... ls 
ut .111 nwmbcrs uf the. t,lIl' ledil,tI ,\SSIl Jallon (If 
111(' l.lle of Alab Ill..l \ '12,000 I h~siLi,lfh. 

• 
I h~ number 01 pL'olle lmplo'yl.' J direltly by 

M~f\ thi., yCJl ' W..l'> ltC), 1 111 til 11llmbl'), consiLh:ring 
Ihl' Sl.·lvi er, .lffortkd tilt' 3 3O,OOn l'Iigible.. per month 

willi Illllpri'ie M\\ c1ienttll. Thl' 5111.111 stJf( i 
pu....ibk bl..C..l lSI: i\\S " 1ll,lkcs l' tl'nsiw USl' r) oUhlde 
UHlII I till '>, l',llil l'quipPl'd til Plll\ iJ\.' ..OOll' nell',>s.!r 
:-el\oIL' lll(lfe CCOIlOll1iLillly th 111 r\1 t\ (uld pl'l !'!llm 

till' 	 .lllle s rVlce fUI it<;eli. I he JJlljnr llll1tr.1Cl< rs this 

Yc,1I \'Cll' Bille Cw,> ·f~lu' Shield, Cl'llll.11 1IIllPLJIl'1 

"IVlll', lile AI,lball.1 BCVl'I,lg' C( nll(.l Bo,lId 

( () III pUlel c..,CLl ion), ,\IJb,lIllJ DI:'Pd rL III en I of 
Pl'll Illn., 0.: Sc\;urit'y, ,1111 thl' U.S. SllLial Sl'lurily 

Ad III in i.. t rJt iU[I. 

IVL \ ':- w< II.; (In bl' II J'isifil:u undl'r the following 

lasl-. • 

I. 	 To d [l'r min' cilLh mOl1til whu, unlit:! 

the l<lw, I'> cllglbl lUI Me lilJid benefit 
in the lomrng mUlllh , 

To 'iCllU l\1edlGllJ L.lIU lo digibk 
rvop le. 

III ll1Jh~ Jl'L l"io(1s on the medlc.1I 
'>l'lviles for WlliLh ,\I..llllTll.ll\1eLiicJ.id will 

reimbur')e pi ( videI'. lSA'~ Iiscrcliun;lI y 

PUWl'fS in this ,He.1 He limited, for must 
del iSI( 11') on tlli question ..Ire 

dl'\erminl'd by IJW p,\,> I'U by Cungrl.' ". 

'I. 	 Tn III ,I I-. tlt.'L hlllll'" about the I11JxilllUm 

/'VI A will p.IY 101 eJlh I !nu 01 s\,.'rvicc. 
Ag,tin, MSA \, di u'L,tiuf1.lry power<; in 
IhlS ,Ir\~d all' limilcd. 

• 


5. 	 Tn ray ~lOviJers for the medical services 
Jhey perfor m for MedIcaid ligibles. 
PaYflll.'nt is nOl routinc or automatic; 

sOllle bills arc rejected while o lhers Jre 
p,lid only in PMt. 

n. 	 To \;ollect money fr om lhird pJrties 

which Me obligaled to rMy .111 or part of 

the he.lIlh carl' xpcl1<,e of sum 
MediCJ.id 1'Ii libles. 

7. 	 To.detcct fl Jud or .1huse dnd eliminate 
it. 

10 	pt.'rlurm tilese t.l~ks, 1\1<;1\ h..ls lour divisions 

J. 	 Opcr.lllons Division, which supcrvi"l's 
the do/en proglam'> 01 he.llth lMe. 

2. 	 FI'>l,tI Divj.,iol1. 

3. 	 I'v1J.TlJgen1l'llt ~r')tl'ms DiVIsion, which 

... upclvi ...e" .l1 1 lompuLer worl-. done r( I 

MSA. 

Thl'rl: Jre ,t!sulllIL" SpCLi.ll uffiLe th.!1 dil\?ll lnd 

1110l1itol Il1l:diLJI and pi1Jrrn,\c) JLllvity' DilCLlol 01 

f\kdiLJI ..lre, DIH?( tur of Dcnt.lI LJ.le, Jild D,rect!)r 
of Ph,trtndlY Progl'lun. 

Th' de l JiI wud.: in delermining l'ligibility Jllli 

p.1yin~ providers is il.1ndkd hy outsidl' COlllrJllOiS. 

'1 h~ U.S. Socidl Sl'clliity AJl1lilli",lralion and the 
AIJballl.l Dcparll1ll'lll uf Pensioll dnd SI.'lUrtl y Hl 
IJsed to det'( mine l1lL'd'CJI eligibility. I \<,'n othl'l' 
UH1tldclor~ !)J.ve been u",ed to fl<lY providn Blul' 

ross-Blue hkld J.lld CClltral (olllrUler SUVlll..·. 

Bcc,\lIs(' of its smel ll sl.tll .Inli U')l' 1.) ( lOl1traclors, 
Nb hJ bel'n able to keep ils Jeiministr,ltiVl' LOSts 
beluw the lllediJ.il for Medicaid pl'Ogl.Ulrs. Tlte n1euiJI1 

Sl,lll' tlming tlt.' lirst h.llf lr Fry '7G was H,IWdii, 
which spent 5.1:0 or ils budget on Jdrninl<;lldtlnl1. 

IdbJmd spent 4.2% during thesl' rnomhs, 

II 
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M DI All) 
,1nd 

1EDICARE 

[ I ;II3LES 


, nd 


RECIPIENT 


PROVIDERS 

CATEGORY 

TERMINOLOGY 

J\kJic,lid ,lIld I\h.'dicJr~ Jrc 1\\ 0 government,1i prugr till whilh ei.,t tl} P,l) fllr 


health lJI' lor two diflercnt, but overlJPPlng, grOlq,., of AI11CIICJn,>, 


J\l~'dicaid bLl\ s medicJI C,l le lor sc\'el'al low-inc()m~ gJ DUllS, inliuJlllg pl:llrk flf III 


Jgl' 


Medic.lre huys In~dICJI CMe lor must .1ged pl.'ople, in Illtilng ~()I1lL' Pl'llplt:: fIrm, .111 

I rh.(JIlh.' gruup . 


l\lan~ ,lg~d peupk ""ho 11,1\(' 1o'.'. incl)nws .Ire t.'li'illle fOf both 1\1 dic.id .!lld 

J\ll'dilJrl:, tlnd II10.,e \\ho Jrc eliglbk for both l,lI) gd l ()Ih t \1e lilJid l.1IU .Ind, 


I\k IiC,tIl' l~lrd. rar the,>\: people Medicare ,pJYs rnllq uf theil medical bill, .lI1d 


Medlc.lid Pd..,:> the bJIJIlL ,ur mo t of Il. 


lcuiCJld i<; ,1dmini t(,lcd by thl' staLl' gnvl.:llll1lerlL,>, :IIIJ Lhlh lill'rl' j., nut unc 
I\kJic.1iJ progrJm , but 54, (Puerto RILJI, ('U,lll1, til' ilgin 1I.lllds, ,Inti 

W.lc;ilingLoll, D ,run tile lotal to 5-1). All 'i-+ I'Iogr.1111s <lre dlfrelent. 

Medicare is admlnisteled by the Icdcr."!l gl,vernnwnl, ,tIld lilt: I. lV~r,lg' pr Vldcd j 

lInlfol III thruuglwul the ncltion. 

E:ligibles, in thi report, Me p~ople v,ho 1,.lVte> M >dk rid (JILis ..11l<..1 thll ... lit: eligible 


I'm h~.tlth Lare ~el'\ jCt'S p.1id far by Medlc.Lid. 


Recipienb, ill thi~ lepul t, .lfl pt:opk who II'>L'd tllt:i I\1cJil IIll I'tlglbllJt Y thr ~ eJr, 

JI1J actLlJlly r't eivl'd UI1~ 1.11 more medic,ll '>el \ rl.t.''' fl · \.,.hidl l\it:dic.liJ p,tid .tli III 


p,ln of the bill. 


I A'I ph\sici,1I1, dentists, ho PltJt~, Ilursing hllnll'S, .lntl utllel Il1ui\ Idll.J1 01 

bu il1e~se" til It PI JV ld e mediLal calL' arc calkd providers. 

In normJI USJgc the word "ltllegor)" is uscd il1lelch.ll1ge,IiJly \\ ill ""inJ" (1\ 

"type." In Medicaid's usage, "C.1Legor)" has rI SpeCI.tI ml:Jlling. III I\hdkJld thefe 

Jle lour m,ljol b.lses for L'ligibilit'f, and the eligibl ',> in ·.J(h 01 lhl' Icsulting 'ICJUpS 

lorm J "Category," WIth i1 eJ.piL.l1 C III thi':> buo" when digihles .lIe gl uped by 
Jgl', rJU!, or ,>ex, the divisions that rc<.;ult all' spuken 111 J- dirftlCnl groups of 

l:ligibks or Jirferent "lllcb or ellgihks but Ill'\er .1,> dirfcrl:l1t ldtcgoric,>. 
-j he lour nlJjor categories Jll: 

Category l-Jged people with tuw incomes, 


Category 2-blind people with 10\\ il1L0meS, 


Categllr')' 4-disabled PC( ptl' with luw Im.om!.',>, 


Calegury 3 low-income families with dependent children . 
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I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

II 

• 

PAYMINIS. 


CII RGES, 

EXI ENDITURCS, 


Pl'le s. 

and 
() T 

HrAL I HARE 

ERVICES 

BUY- IN INSURANC 

(h,lIge I'> r1h' .I111lJLJI11 'It 1Hllll.'')/ the plll\'ldl' l ",k' II)r J !>er\·icl' \\IH'II Ill' ... lIbnllb 

III bill 1 J f\1 'dk tid 

\ p.l'y'l11 '111 I Ihl' ,1I1W111l1 ~kdlldld r.IY'" II r ,I '>l'l\ill' . :\1edIL.lid IlIk~ 1II1IIt 

J1J\ 11IL'IIt,; "I <;()IIIL'llllll:....l p Ilvilil-I LJnn'll be p,lid ,I' Jnuch ,IS he .1"1.;,. 

Pri ..... in tl,i., It:! (\It, nlldll' ",I\l'f,tgl' unit pliLe" III 111~ d\ ·td~e pliu·l\ll'dic..tid Jldid 

li,i ~C.II I( 1.1 un I Oll,IIl'. "lIlh a : 

Li.IV III ,I hll"J1it.d , .. . . , . . ..... . ... . .. ~ 11)7.25 

J,lV in .t "killed nUlsing humc .. , , , , _. 1(."4 


1-1.1-1 f) 

prl....Lllptl(11l 5 I I 


(IJ~l, 111 [I,i, Il'polt. tTle.1I1-, " ,I\O:I.lgC LI)"'I pel peT~ll!l." 

lOl1ll' I 111 \\ilkll till'> It'flll i lI'1eti Illcllllil' : 

,1\ ('1,lgl' Cll'>t pl'1 eligible IOJ h )<;pil.1ll,1tl' pl'r I1l1Jl1lh, 


,1\t'l.lgl' lll-,l Pl'T ICLlpll'nl lor h >spil,t! Cdle PCI rll mlh, 


1\ el.lg' II I Pl I eltgi)k Ie f PI l'''l I ipIII)1l P 'I' ~ l'al. 


'pl'lldiTUIl'~, tTl Ihi'> Il'pull, i .. ,I tn' It.: illlllhl\L' t~1 tTl til,ln p.l') IllCllh. P.l) I1h'l1b, d'" 

I r1 > i Ill)\ · , 111l',ln tl1o: <lJl101Illf p,litl lUI n ",dilJI l"'~, I hl term expelidilllrL' ,tt,,) 

\tntIL.liJ Pd ~ 11)1 till' I. 1I1l \ ing ht:.llth l..Jll' "~I\ ILL'" 

1111r,,11l1l I!'HlIl' L.tlt:, 

IIIl pit.rI l,]fl', 

pll) ILI,ITl" 'rCI \ ILL''>. 


d fli I l'f\ IlC'), 


e~ L' l.JIl 1I1LluLilrl'.! gl.h-,t'.. , 


he ttl i Il ~ L d I t', IIII III Ji 11" il t'.H III \1; d I h, 


drug", 

i.lbor,lI(JI\ \ olk JIILl 1.1\ .... 


I mil) plJlllling 1.'1\ iLl''', 

'Lr~Lilll1g .lnJ r >Ierr.ll "t:I"ILt''> (I P~I) 1 • 


111l1llt' iw,lI I h L,II L'. 


II. 1l'i1'(JI 1.ltl()11 It'qui,l' I ('JI Illcdll.tiI Illpll'il'l 

"t.lll~ r'l.kdIL.IIJ ellgibll" Jrl' JI,,() L'11~ihk Itil' MeJIL.IJe. t\ I\kdiLdlT L'liglblc" 1I1l"> 
L'l McLiIL.II'C hl):>pil.t1 imLlTdl1Lt' 'v\ Itil')lIl p.t~ 111l11l. i\hdk,lll' i'hLl',lnLt: til LoVCI 

pl')')iti,1rl~' bill". i1()\\C\l'/, lilll'rt hl' p.liti lot. II l..fl'ol., ·".2() 1 monlh I\lcdi .tit! 1011\:> 

Ihi 111 ur;tncc flJr ;t11 kdll.lid dlg/hk~ ",Il!!.,,,, .Ippitc.lli.lri'i Jll' dppn1\('d h~ ""(l\::i ..d 
I:llllil Y. 1cJic,iid l".III~ lhi in,>ur,lrllL' "hu\ -ill 111~lIrJml· . " 
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POPULATION 


r I 'mJ..lllLllI). I'no. (\,(,,11' 11'1' lhe tlJlJ..,t IClL'l1t 

U.~ (CII"lh ul P'lpUI.ltitlnl Lu /ul\, 1':)7<1. till..' 

pnpLll.nil,n III /\I.dldllld glC\\ 1,(\111 'i,t..J...J.,lil) I" 

l\1mJ( 3.':;77.(l(11) (HlIll"lII lIt (ClhU<; eqimdlc). 1 Ill .. 

.1111,nlllh tel 

I'''r \111'>,1)1 I 1'1.'1 ~ 'II. l'L' Pldll.' I fl. 

l iI,1ll'" 111 l''1plIl.lllnll :II1J e(tlll(lmic '_')IlJltioll" 

.Illll..! \kLllllld, \11, '1('\ III ill the tol.d pOj1ullli p n 

m~.11 " lli,1I til I 1<: 111 ) 1..' I Cllpll' \\ Ill) Illi~hl hl'(')Ill(' 

lllglhk I hi I L'''11 l'L1.tlh lIUL' if ll)(' gre,lte'>t .trllollnl 

oj" pIJ\,Ul.llI(Hl glf)\~ Ih t.11 cs pl.l\;l' in II1,)<;c PMLS (JI till' 

populJLion \~ hllh dll' 11 '.1\ il') Il'prl''ienled ill lht' 
r-.1cdll.t1 I L'iigihk<; ell.lllges 111 thl' rei.tliv(' "ill' IIr 
VlllilL! .lgl' gll)LlI'<' III the P' plIl.lliul1 .]tSll 1,.lV .1Il 

ci tnt. llw n.ltlull.tI .lnd t.ne trend lm'·.lld ,I 1.11' 'cr 

Pl'lll'I1I.I\4L' III tlw pnpul.ltilJll l)\ r till: j"L' (j':; 1llL',H] 

1ll!)1> Jgl'J dll hI..' L'llglbll:. I-llln IllliC L()llditi 1110., .1" 

V. L'1l ,II fect thL' ~1eJicJ.id program. [)lIll11g 1m 

'(flllni lie pl'ljod" /TWit' pel/pk .lIt' lih.l'l~ ttl go Oil 

wcll.1rl', tllll: qu,dlfying f,)r l\kdiL.li J blnl'/Il 

AFY '70.'76 

POPULATIO. 
liglbk a P'ICl'1l or Al.lbJllla population, by year, '1970 fo 1976. 

PLATE 15 

YEAR POPULATION 
MONTHL Y AVERAGE 

ELI(,IBLES PERCENT 

1970 
1971 
'1~72 

197 
1974 
1975 
1976 

3,444,165 t 

3,477,373 (e~l.) 
3,SlO,:'iH I (est.) 
~,543,7 9 (est.) 
,577 .00Ot! 
,6 I 0,000 (e~t.) 

1,643,000 (e~l.) 

N/A 
299,679 
291,437 
303,344 
303,310 
323,887 
324,920 

N/A' 
8.61 
8.30 
8,55 

.47 
8.97 
891 

u.s , Bureau of Cen,u, count, 
I I U.S Bureau 01 Cen\u5 olf,clal estomate. 

Not Available 

Source No.7 

t I 
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CY'74 

POPULATION 

1974 POPULAT ION ESTIMATES OF 

ALABAMA COUNTIES 


PLAT[ 16 


26,900 

21,200 

36,200 

c::J Above the Median 

c::::J The Median Coumy 

C::J Below the Median 

Source " Nu. 7 

As indicated in Pltlte I 'i , the PCI ct..'ll t Jge nf 
AbbJrna's populat ion cligibk lur Medicaid has 

rem, In~d i"aiily ldbl\? ilH..c the im:cr1iol1 of the 

progl Jnl in 1970. 



PAYMENTS 


I.n AFY '7ri , Medicaid paid:" 174,722,Y3h kll ' 

he.lI .tl1 edit: ~ 'Ivic~ for McdkJ.id Iceipicnts. J hb net 

co I would hLIVC becn $ 1,439,041 more hJd it not 

been lor rcfunth .mel recoverics from lhird partics 
Sec p,1gC R. 

I F '74 - '76 ' . PLATE 17 

PA Y'\1 ENTS 

Hy Iypl' of ~ervice 

PERCENT OF PERCENT 0 PERCENT OF 
PAY1ENTSPAYMENTS PAYMEN rs 

BY SERVICE BY SERVICE BY SERVI~E 
ERVICE PAYMENT AFY'76 AFY'7..tAFY'75 

killed ur ing Care 29.49% 28.70% 28.1 %$ 51,455,906 
In It'l med iate Nu rsi ng Care 15.00% 13.74% 12.6% 26,121,079 
IIo<ipital Inpatient 21.40% 20.40%37,355,764 19.7% 
Ho~ritdl OUlralienl~ 3.00% 2.00% 2.5%5,224,216 

10.1 % 12.50%Phy"iciJn~' Services 17,734,378 11.5% 
Vledi are HlIy-ln tn lIrallct' 6.00% 6.70%10,518,320 8.6% 
Drugs 8.79% 10.50%15,410,563 11.5% 
Dental ervlces 1.70% 1.70%2,935,345 1.4% 
Lab & X-R, Y 2.00% 1.30%3, 11,931 1.8% 
Family Plal1lling Care .60%1,048,338 .90% 1.3% 

yc Car .80% .80%1,397,783 .4% 
Sc rcell i ng .50% .40%803,725 .3% 
Home Health .30% .35%733,836 .2% 
T r ,lIlsporta lion .04%.05%7,361 
Hearing Care 02% .02%34,945 
Other Cale .20%349,446 .1% 

100.0%Total ror Medical C re 100.00%$174,722,936 100.00% 

Administr, rive Co t 7,329,077 

$182,052,013Net Payments 

Source: No . 32 

http:McdkJ.id
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• 

AYF '76 

PAYMENTS 
By type of service 

(LAT[18 

Orher 
2% 

kdicarc 
Buy-In 
6% 

1I1ll1ldcd in LIIi,; net <.:o'>t is ::lIO,5IS,320 \\hlll1 

Aldb,11ll1 r-.lcdiL.lId paid to tile kdL'l,d g()\L'rnlllL'nt im 

l'"kdic,Ul' (Pall B) hc.llth in..,lll ,lilLl' ldlleJ "hu '-in" 

in 1II,lIlCc. lhis ~c.lr .Ibolll Fi ,'01 rv1edil.tid\ l'llgibks 
JlclrliLip.llCU in buth pl(J~ 1 ,1Il1S . 

,\lliluugh "hll\ -in" P.JYIlll'flts I·()~l: s l j~ I 1tly 111 

AI-V '7G, they contlnul'd t(l dClIL'Ll'>t' "'>d JlCICl'l1t.l).,\l' 
of I'vh:dlc.tid's budget, down III h u for thi.., I,IS( yl',l!. 

PI,ltl''; '17 ,Jlld 1~ .,1111\\ tll.1I 11lI1-;jng home 
Jl.1Ynll'nt5, both '>killl'd :.lIlU jnlcrnll'dlJ I' l.lrC. 

cuntil Llcd to itllrc.1SL' in Llh~ullltl' cluildlS Jnd 

JluLL'nl<lgc or II>tdl 'pcntiilllll''l, ~inCl' Ar-V ·7~. 

whcn thc L\A,.O plogr.ll1l,) .1Cc,ILlIlLed 101 10.7 ,or till' 

P,lynll'flb, nUI.,ing h()ll1c lolrc lld~ li~t'n to 44.5 . f) oj .1 11 

17 



p.l\ nWl1h .. Mill h oj the 1I1 Ul'.1"!.' ill nUl ing IJcilily 

rl'illlhill ~l.'ll1l·nl l l~l~ i~ dUI! l" ~trin)!,l'nt federal' 

slliling rt."L!llIH'lnl·nb, inrl,lliol1, incrl.'.lse illlllinl1111lnl 

W.I)!,1.' , LInd btlildillg custs. At the ~.lmc tlI11C, huw\.·vl'r, 

knglil 01 I1lw.. ing l1uI111.' l.Iy tcmh tlJ bt' longcf in 

.\I:lbJlll l tl1.11l ill ,)ther "l.ltl'''', lhu tlr Iv ing the usb 
Lip. 

. Illlsriltll .,crvi 'l'~ fan!-:ed secund in pl'rlent<~gc of 
wtLt! i\ledicaid c. p 'nuilllrc. III AI Y '7), inpatient 

dnd olllp.llil'nt hospil.I1 ~ervk~ costs consumed 24.4% 

01 [(Ital P.lYl111'f1t5, LIP fr orn 22.2% in AFY '74. 

I'h""olti.1n" payments rJ.nl-..l'o third, al 10.1%. duwn 
IlorJ) AFY '75. Prcsl.fibeu drugs I.Ulkl'd fourth b~ 

CIJillllllg ~ .• (1 , do\\ n fllr the seclIn I ~tr,tighl year. 

AFY '74 - '76 

PAYME TS 
Year's total 
By category, race, .ex, age 

KIND OF PAYMENTS PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 
SUBGROUP AFY'76 AFY'76 AFY'75 AFY '74 

AGED, Category 1 S 95,577,716 54.70% 57.10% 60.00% 
BLI ND, Category 2 1,29),594 .74% .80% .90% 
DISABLED, Category 4 39,844,103 22.80% 19.80% 15.10% 
DEPENDENT, Catcgorie 3&7 38,007,523 21.76% 22.30% 24.00% 
Children 17,443,206 9.98% 10.00% 10.80% 
Adults 20,564,317 1l .78% 12.30% 13.20% 

WHITES 107,192,521 61.35% 61.80% 64.50% 
NONWHITES 67,530,415 38.65% 38.20% 35.50% 

MALES 47,489,694 27.18% 27.10% 26.80% 
FEMAL S 127,233,242 72.82% 72.90% 73.20% 

AGE 0­ 5 ' ,3 6,700 4.76% 4.00% 3.90% 
AGE 6 - 20 17,122,847 9.85% 9.40% 9 .20% 
AGE 21 - 64 45,078,517 25.80% 25.30% 25.10% 
AGE 65 & Over 104,134,872 59.59% 61.30% 61 .80% 

ALL RECIPIENTS $174,722,936 100.00% 100.00% 100.00% 

Source: No . 32 

I~ 
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PLATE 20 

c=J less than s2 million 

II 


• 

II 


-

II 


• 

I 


AFY'76 

PAYMENTS 

(in millions) 

Source : No . 38 


I lJ 



Ff-Y '76 

PAYME, T~ 
8y county and by type or service 

TotJI COLI nlle~ Nur51ng Homes HO!liplt1l1~ PhY)IClanSi OrugS RJY 
of 

AI.ltJJm.1 

Au L1Ug,I $ 4:'9,784 $ 223,000 $ 132,304 $ 120,OB~ $ 20,189 
2,37:!,190 8Jldwln 1,465,968 391 ,562 224,800 167,460 24,627 
I 5 B,' ,~"O 8~,bour 781,673 301,034 199,578 20~,046 30,33~ 

518 "12 61tH> 272,650 148,095 59,813 58,182 13,461 
1,185,149 IDun' !t63,067 266,75Q 125,689 159,744 32,153 

613'/28 6 .. lIoc~ 195,787 205,559 86,33 t 86,395 11,612 
1.4:!~,928 8utlt" 117,041 260,106 162,261 137,SS9 24,7J 1 
4,080,632 (.Jlloutl ~,057,624 942,766 510,342 350,210 83,497 
1 6,11 10 I Ch 1mbctS '153,004 475,490 182.167 166,014 18,';38 

&84,977 Cl1erokr ' 344,183 153,433 68,58!> 92,211 !i 414 
1 3jl.9~fl Ctllilon u06,201 198,066 99,534 166,081 14,300 
981.709 Choct.1W J06,125 290,493 157,833 174,:124 1 J 820 

I ~04,13J CIJrJ.ie 6:'6,591 292,587 158,184 20S,12:> 27,548 
83·1 609 CtJY 545,200 101.067 66,217 97,585 8,567 
4&23n Clt!bul nr. 234,709 96,946 40,311 63.263 4845 

1,610,613 cot'e~ 743,462 340.699 161 736 239,720 30,268 
2 1H4.!.47 Colbe'l 1,096,436 480,452 246,745 243,789 34,'19'1 
1,1 08.1 ~(l ConecLlh 3B5.455 326,290 133,606 14J,65~ 11,024 

c, "!I,lag COD"..] 2 4 1,242 143 ,2 11 93,1'l8 70,525 t 5,860 
2.613406 CO\llnglon 1,3~ 3.990 542.637 281,430 3&8,40:' :',1,265 

9Qa.ol89 Cren:.h"w 442,155 244.1/5 120,0&2 125,61 :> 19,00B 
3059882 CuUm.ln 1.835,818 5&6,38& 218,443 328,690 41,053 
I.b 14,594 D.lle 939,6JI 304,4&7 11ll,701 177 Ib2 18,B 1 G 
3,],I:,1>21i O~lIJS 1.353,854 7"18,182 462.159 284 51 104 G'" I 
241JJ.212 OeK.llb 1.602.104 283,613 163,439 286.7;'7 17.711 
2"'00558 Elmore 1293981 353,48 I 191,386 2 I a 9~4 37,572 
1,751,04 4 E~CJm bid 90 1,427 355,368 19 1,73 1 201.565 26.969 
4. 1.2,>14) Elow.IM 2 ,~94 ,332 763,177 429.525 407,319 a 1,16·, 

~,98,159 F"y~lle 265,247 115.45 I 86,017 91,335 16,795 
La 32,855 F',lnkll" 1.034 ,916 346,80 I 185 .536 179,770 36,105 
1 012.481 G,.nl!v.l 387,149 199,355 133,551 216,048 11.a~5 

&9·1,00 I Gtel!n~ 24:! 647 158,008 127,758 IOG.711 24,203 
1,030.097 Hale 482 756 215,10 I 131,800 120,389 2'1,19r, 
45~,803 Henrv 27 514 179 .236 95,300 87,419 12,691 
.4~15 555 Hou~ton 860,455 697,945 326,408 33:?,Zn. .\J .640 

1 ,o1!)3,O~3 Jack,oo 603,389 352.964 213,859 234,416 33,806 
2<17-\9,316 Jel tetson 11,568.946 7,366,094 2,589,007 1,463,731 68::!,59U 

I l!ob H 11 Lamal 749 .843 135,891 94,830 149,18b 9,u07 
~ 117 7 I] I luderd~lle I ,2 8!o , ISO -169,064 281.916 223.048 38,6101 
1,812.191 LJ '«renee 685,908 513971 252 , 110 23 1,192 (; 1 ,9-1!> 
1,40~~J~1 Lee 5/5.802 413,301 194,82] 145 026 32,~1!1 
1,776,7]1 Lime-Hone 954.334 384,365 164,669 160 ,4<12 :l3,193 

104 OD9 Lownde~ 22,83& 228,843 164,665 136,145 63,380 
1817,762 M,J.con 854,231 429,776 227,317 214,174 2:!,70J 
4,bBO,J78 MAdlSOl1 1,683,437 1.389,511 811.914 351,979 1...4,700 
1.5 4 3,123 M.1(ttI1I)O 549,'18:3 358,579 250,687 256,197 56,580 
1,699572 M,Hlon 1,016,175 267,260 154.438 206,598 18.101 
2.644,908 M",sn,1I 1.536,12 457,559 204,955 311,191 J,6Jr. 

12 ,all:' ,5S0 Mobol. 5,3 If> 8lB 3,410,052 1.506,413 1,0 12.40 1 IS I ,413 
1 ,027,J09 Monroe 534 813 233,045 95,284 112,307 10,451 
6,467,424 Montgornt!ry 3,689.55 I 1,155,331 &5Cl,610 608,1b3 146,9;>7 
3,841,9·11 MorqJn 2.302,673 685.975 335,944 345,464 bb,471 
1 164.306 PCI! Y 495.471; 216,386 159,046 156,37 40,987 
1.450,613 Pic.kens 641,849 325,438 21 1.&34 154,426 55,530 
I !'loll 741 Pike. 943,70] 4501,310 220 ,673 1J4,OI~ 26. I 84 
1,3&7,087 A ,"dolph 801.519 282,434 99,854 137,645 9,928 
1,589,040 Ru..ell 189884 411,527 152,32 I 180.898 11,283 
1,/01,5/_ S,Ii 1\1 Ct.", 1,142,369 270,514 110,533 105,07G 23,282 
1542,990 SI•• llly 591;,369 433.266 219,254 159,288 61,640 
1.181.8lb Sumter 165,090 414,160 242,332 204,170 53,93(; 
J,4~5,75b T JII~de9~ 1.125,107 964.4 3:1 593,171 479,631 141 .4~8 
3,1 b ,88b TJII"poo.a 2,065,014 478 ,37 0 248.272 28,1,279 J~,OZO 

5,003.338 TU'5c.Jloos~ 2,289,631 1,269,111 G80,~ 00 J99,Ol0 1!>4,9ZS 
:I_a 0;.836 Walker 2,069.081 833,697 389,783 336.571 811.257 

6/2,848 Wdsl1inqton 297,843 182,339 91,342 69,189 8.723 
892,056 WIlcox 249,249 262 .670 173,075 116.298 29.181 

1,34'),592 Wln\ton 844,630 192.262 116,165 132,458 17,34 I 

~157,519,497 All AI.lbama; $76,500,932 $37.063,38 :J ~ 18.074,532 $15,730,2B2 ~J,41 3,266 

Source: No. 38 

2\) 



I 
PLATE 21-

I 

•i 
- De n tist s F amIly Pl a nnIng Optomelrists HGme Health Screenln~ Transportation Olher 

I to 44 OS5 S 8 , 158 $ 11 ,804 $ 9,696 $ 13 , 712 $ 285 $ 1,025 
5 9 ,9\2 8 ,935 14,352 2,19 1 6 , 145 692 5,546 
20 ,365 9,24 I 20,657 10,196 4,170 979 1, 198 

9,724 2 ,281 5,90S 4,049 3 , 945 266 551- 13,615

I 
3 ,602 10.817 4,341 2 , 509 152 3,68e 

4,014 3 . 311 15,549 115 2.875 879 999 
17 ,95 5 6.339 23.288 4,702 7,599 554 2 ,463 
48.690 18 ,684 32,846 4,229 24 , 976 269 5,574 
20 , 154 6 ,880 11,301 1,320 1,3203.904 1,030- 4,147 627 8,660 3,780 210 73 3,654 
29.679 3. I 38 9,543 1,1'49 3,186 972 2 .572 

6,264 8 ,919 15,745 432 1,994I 730 616 
26 ,598 13,45 ,6.466 3,347 5,722 1,696 6,673 

4,447 2.503 5 ,867 lOS 1 ,727 34 1,230 

I 
13 .581 157 3,093 3,346 962 25 804 
50 ,846 3 .493 24,393 4.362 8 ,363 156 2 ,447 

8 .202 10 ,630 14,410 40,673 5,880 138 2.693 
61 ,827 G.278 25,517 2,571 3,101 372 2,410 

8 ,463 4 ,659 6 ,020 7,055 7 ,626­ 330 270- 2 5 ,097 5,239 J 1,71 0 5,598 11,61 \ 1.210 2,148 
12 ,537 4 ,7~9 11 ,384 5,836 5 , 170 53 1,411 
20 ,015 2 ,996 20,615 6 ,033 6,651 2 ,306 4 ,516I 
28,439 3,854 14.625 3,795 2,678 50 1,656 

216,316 30,733 23 ,8115 34,10 I 27,712 2,401 2,684 
~ 31 ,4~4 1,200 28,490

I 
2,274 9,602 765 5,833 

6 7 165 6,431 16.196 10,347 7,824 369 3,986 
2 2,080 9,982 20,544 4,144 9,322 1,443 6,469 
89,389 22 ,877 38,544 13,955 3,18 ,17,200 11,071 

1 ,004 1,676 9,277 1,873 962 529 1,310 
12,602 3 ,096 17 ,476 9 ,661 3,966 518 1,22 7 -
21 245 3 ,122 17,076 4,373 4 , 233 20 4,454 

6 ,323 7,794 10,042 3,431 5 ,427 171 1 ,486 
29 ,072. 5,941 7,816 472 3,941 772 1 , 8~0 
2 6,404 3 ,006 14,018 31 8,588 89 1, 103 

- 75,135 16,449 29,262 3,790 13,731 411 5,621 
14,763 2 ,025 22,727 3,941 4,684 1,050 5,469 

582, 2 36 195,998 95,499 70,228 99,598 12,351 21,668 
, ,0721 ,78 5 9,273 3,630 1,019 260 475 

42 .649 8 ,931 I 1,763 41,545 10,829 1,625 2,177 

-- 2 1 ,745 b ,314 12,811 13 , 657 7,952 2,215 1,933 
12,595 11 ,993 9 , 194 5,367 5,444 370 2,806 
28 ,580 10,28 I 21.288 6,098 10,747 I,B49 888 
29,756 12,819 14 ,070 21,055 B,909 696 767 
15 ,7 14 8 ,079 29 ,020 3,190 12 ,515 205 749 

I 
189 ,677 32,291 25,931 1,8B9 14,091 4,230 10,246 
26,310 11,405 14,719 1, 160 13,941 894 2,130 
12,378 1,586 17,007 1,696 2,746 152 1,395 
2 3,634 6,350 39,085 10,129 6,362 1,605 13 ,719 

2 14 ,701 7 ~ ,6 32 112,043 32.490 80,440 10,765 13,350 
6,6 5 7 

I 
2 ,761 17,439 9 ,274 2 ,170 592 2 , 113 

6 1 ,544 32 ,638 33.191 45,370 25,171 7,543 9,669 
47 ,121 8 ,291 21 ,503 7 ,550 15,681 1.834 8,526 
~8 ,336 8 ,796 12.676 525 1, I 1 , 13,671 594 
18 ,668 1 3 ,214 18,193 108 6 ,418 1,177 3,958 
65 ,224 11 , 117 31 ,984 5,329- 10,321 2,144 2 ,324 

9,835 1,800 13,854 6,821 2,266 257 874 
16,707 5 ,039 11 , 141 950 7,161 1,203 926 
18 ,768 4,998 20,261 2,748 6,443 185 2.398 
36 .738 5 ,023 10,565 10,730 3,475 658 4,809 

5,792 1\ ,022 16,529 1,992 5,960 212 631 

I 2S ,768 37 , 159 37,162 9,336 13,427 2,246 5,756 
14 ,879 13,667 16 , 344 4,380 3,486 342 Z,438 
73,495 35,413 42 .753 19,122 28,682 4,626 5,459 
24 ,290 10 ,236 23,541 16,095 13,419 4,256 7,223 

7 , IS!> 2,107 6,226 1 ,926 2,875 1,497 1,626 
29,108 B,370 12,029 140 8,967 1,033 1,306 

, 5 , 170 1,431 11.867 17,06B 1,5442,881 1. 775 

$2,879,193 $845 ,374 $1,381,866 $593,418 $698,'175 $95,314 $242,962 

~ 
21 



ELIGIBLES 


Tu gel a COll1plt'll' piLllllt: of l'ligibilil,> 01" IlL'l'd.., 

to make lhlC l l- inds 0 1 C()lIlllS _ 

currenl counts, 

cLlmulaliv~ LOLlnl , 

average L )unL<; . 

The cLlrn~ilaliv(' (OLllll .,llIlw 111at dllring the ~l'(lr 

406 ..197 pel ~on~ wt:rl' eltgibk JI1J I Clll dilll'd l'li ~ il Ie 
for <It il'd.sr onc munth. But in 111) in gil' month dH.I 

the numbel run this higl 1hl' IlIgllL'~t Ullillt \\ .L" 
Novcmbet'~ 328,120 (Sl'L Pl,ttl :"':2). Jill' Il1Plllil)l, 

average wd~ .i1!llO<; I 12'\,O()() lip Ililly ~llghll~ 1'1'1111 

I he 324,000 or th I,; p i L'V i()u" \'~',ll · . 

E.llh type 1)1 llllllll II,\', " dil it'renl U,>l' \\ Ith till' 

mil. t u5clu l Jild most intllrll1dli\'t' iwill _ thl' JllOllthl ) 
aV'IJg..: fOI Ihe ",hok year. I hi.., j~ thl· 1H1l111H:1 Illdl 

. i1 0uld be u..:d tUI I11Jking ll)mp,lri~un ht:l \\ cell 

eligihks In d"!crenl :. I,ILC:., dill'It:111 ~1'.11", or 

dil fL'ICIlI <;L')(\.'''', l(ll ''' , ,lgl· ... , III l . ltL'Wli it'" 
Fnr l'xdmplc. ho\-" doL''' tilt' llul1lill'l oj eligible,> in 

I\IJbdflld C lInp.lfl' Willi tht' 11 II I11hcl ill li<;,)I'>'ilp)1i ? II 

one lOlllp.lrc'> I1wnthly dVL'I,lgl' (12-'; ,000 ill r\l.lb.1ma 

;]nu 314,OO() in Mis'ii.,."ppi ) hl l'~'" rl1Jl AIJhdlll,1 1,.1 :' 
.'i ~' IllOle. If .1 1111 lI,ll lOLllll" ,Ill lOIllP,lIl'd (I(J ("O()() 

in AI.lb,lI11a and 37~ ,OOO III li""IS'oipPI) it Inoh.s .1'> il 
,\ltlh;1I11a ha", 7 {, mOl e 

The 7(}'u f igure b mi leading "illcL' Aldbdl11,l 'S 

count 1- inf lated b) d high turnover rille. in 

Mississipri the JVe r:lge eligible rl'lsun rL'mained 

eligible for I munth:. uf till' 'V Cdr, but in Allbdl1l.1 
the ilYe I'age pelson WoiS eligible only 9.5 nWl1lh.,. 

rhus, a comparison of the numbl'r of man-mullth., of 

eligibility thdL lht' IWf) .,ldIC' P,lld lor revt'.lI!> lil.ll 

AI.lbarn.1 paid lor 35/ 11l1l1l' I IllS i- the ,>ignili 1111 

(omp,1rIson alld IL con fir Ill., till' 3. - (0 Jil krencL' 

f lind by (ompal illt!, till' Illonthly 1\ era!!.L l1L1mbl'l 01 

eligible.. 

AFY'76 

EL IC IR LES 

All Categoric-
Three ways to cOLlnt the numb 'r 0 

• I­ -2· 

CLJRRl-N I LUI\lUL,\ TI\ [ 
rou TS <OUNT" 

Ott . ~.!7 ,.'11 2 
Nuv_ L!,';'120 
Del, J27 ,-W-­

12h,4-l I J,1/1 

hh. 32 'i,Sf.-I 
125.4l) 7M.u . 
32), i'J2Arl 
120, 152 ~LI~ 

Jlt ,085JlIlle 

J20, IhJJtit Y 
32 ,(JISt)Atlg , 
31h, I JX~e(ll 

{27 1\'12 
U 1.1)'10 1'~1. 

"{ Ih,f171 
\.t.'(0 1 6 l' 1. 

151J ,9h I e~l . 
nl,c)24 

{77 5-+3 l' I. 

3~ {, Ibl c~1. 
3'-{S.7t)2 
l()~ /JS7 C I. 

400, 'ilJ2 '\l. 

40(; -197 

PLATE 22 

eligib les 

-J . 

MO lHLY 
,\V R,\(.[ " 

L~7,~q2 

) 2X. noc.) 
;27,XO(, 

117,4"­
327,1 ·11 

26 ,<)53 

326,7 JO 
32) ,90S 

32:i ,37 2 

31-I,HSI 
314,SO' 
324,920 

Sourr.e· No.2 I 

AFY'76 

ELIG IBLES 
Al l l;at egories 
Thrl'(.' ways to count eligibles 

PLAT[ 23 

Nl lIllhl 'f " 

I " .:~llt; tlllll I ,_-:t 
. , 0\"\\ ~.-~ 

4 .U~,\; 1'::: ..------ ..... 

" .. .",. --­ \1olltllh AvCf,l Kl'''' 

-.-: ......... t·· ..••.... i -. , , ; »•••• »i , .... H , I ,....;.;"] ~''',,'' ""'" . 

> " ;,; -< ~ < j:;;: - -
Source, No . 21 

21 
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AFY'76 

ELIGIBLES 
By category, sex, race, age 
TOlal number for year 
Aver, ge number per month 

III 1 [ ..; 

FIRST 
MONT H 

UMBER 
ADDED 

DURING 
YEAR 

TOTAL 
UMBER 
rOR 

Y[AR 

NUMBl:R 
DROPPEO 
DURING 

YEAR 
r IN L 

MONTH 

AVEI' ,\e,L 
NU\!BCR 

PlR 
tUNTl1 

l 
1 UI' \ I I' 

I' \ II 

ALL CAl EGOR I 5 327,892 78,605 406,497 80,3 -9 J2(l, I ;X 

107,165 

12~,920 2'" 

A ,EO, Category 1 112,525 13,123 125,648 18,-l83 ml) IOH I) I 

BLIND, Categury 2 2,B5 217 2,352 362 I ,')'Jil 1,0-17 I I.I), 

DI AI3L D, utegory 4 44,1 16 15,995 60,1 11 II,(LI 4/\, I')() -1 'I,S I , I 1 
OEPf D NT, Catc~ories 3&7 169,116 ~9,270 218,386 -19,593 1(,N ,7') I Ib7.'11 I ,0 () 

MALL~ 

FEMAL[~ 

120,205 
207,687 

0,274 
48,33 1 

150,-179 
256,018 

29,77(,., 
50,5X3 

1~0.7()\ 

2()'i -II) 

12-1,1 (,(J 

20 I ,97S 

11'1(, -
20S 2N­

h 

217 

W111TL 

a WH ITES 
122,599 
205,293 

32,158 
46,447 

1'i-l,757 
251,7-10 

30jtJ7 

49,762 
122,'" 'II) 
202. $h 1 

2b I' 

21 I 

AGE O· S 37,348 17,394 5-1,7-l2 17,20-.1 !7, - IS 7 171 -17 ! . 

AGE 6 - 20 98,531 23,5·+3 122,074 26,1'17 cJS,')17 <)(', - f h 2-1 
AGE 21 ·64 75,054 21,985 97,039 22,-"0 7-1,-11)9 7-l,2·H 'Il 7 
AGE 65 &. Over 116,959 15,683 132,6-12 1-.1,-+-18 118,1 1)-1 116,r}'l) 13 -l • 

Source: No . 2 1 

SEX, RACE, GE,Al\D 

CATEGORY OF ELIG IB L E~ 

Plate 24 shows how this year's eligib le w re yC<lI. TIll' aVI:I.lgl' .lllJ l.UIllUIJII l'llllllll Jill) \ thll 

divided in regard to category, se , race, and age. It more mC.1surcs to be CJ\c lil.llcJ 101 CH.1r IOllP: 

also shows the number in each group at the beginning 
and the end of the year, indicating the amount of number (II IW\\ diglhk..,.1 Id.'d III the \ v.1 

change. It also gives monthly averages and cumul,Hive Il umbel or old l'ligihlv.., dlflPflnl il' rill \t "1 1 

(unduplicated) counts for each group for the whole ll1e 1LI! 11Ovl'I ' 1,1 t c. 



AFY'76 
ELIGIBLES 
Year" lot<ll 
By category, sex, race, age 

All 
Eligibles 

"0 

.-:::: as 
r 

"0 
'"C~ 
:.J..c eer'Z 

III «
0 
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C 
l,) 

"0 
c: 
(I) 

0­
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PLATE 25 

~ 
:> 
0 
c<$ 
IJ") 

\.0 
~ 
Ol) 

« 

-t 
\.0 

1 -N 
:.J 
t;Jj 

<r: 

0 
N 

I 
t­
:oJ 
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<C 

\.0 
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:.J 
t;.( 
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~~ ...!J 
:>r'Z ,.. , 
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SOUTee: No 21 

Pl.lle 2'1 II\C') J bM I..h.lrt tu how hem twelve 24. By cat~gury, J 'pCndl'l1lS lllll"litutl' till' I'!lgl'~t 

differL'nt btlt 0\ t'II,lpping grollr s 01 eligible.. dll lered nUlllbcl of eligibles, fullu\\eJ by till' d~l.·d, th' 
111 .,IIC. 1 Ill' l ()lInl~ rL'preSl'llteu by these areas are the UiSdblL'd <tnu lht: hlind, rl'spl'ctivcly. Thel\.' arc mOil' 

)"l'JI'" \otJI ... IhL' lOllnl~ Ibled in Column 3 in Pldte fcm,lIc - than m,i1l's lnd more ll(Jnwhik tll.ln whites. 

AFY '72 - '76 

ELIGIBLES 
PLATE 26 

By ategnr~ 

Monthl ,lvel.lge 
Annual lIumbcl 

AFY'72 AFY'73 AFY'74 AFY'75 AFY'7 

MONTJlLY 
AVERAGES 

AGED, Category 1 
BLIND, ategory 2 
01 ABLED, Category 4 
DEPENDENT, Categories 3&7 
ALL CATEGORI 5 

119,109 
1,935 

18,516 
15 1,877 
291,437 

117,713 
2,014 

20,290 
163 327 
303 ,344 

118,757 
2,190 

27,613 
154,750 
303,310 

115,94'2 
2,150 

39,604 
166,191 
323,887 

109,108 
2,047 

45,846 
167,919 
324920 

YEARLY 
TOTAL 

AG[D, Category 1 
BLIND, Category 2 
01 ABLED, Category 4 
DEPEND[NT, Caregories 3&7 
ALL CATEGORIES 

131,041 
2,206 

24,157 
211,302 
368,706 

138,453 
2,574 

38,010 
201,723 
380,760 

132,735 
2,461 

52,2'19 
218,043 
405,458 

125,648 
2,352 

60,111 
218,386 
406,497 

Source: Nos. 3 & 21 



.-\ ~ J 1T • \ L C II \ 1 1 (; E~ I~ TilE ' t· :\1 BEH 

(H' ELIGl BLE~ 

The lot,d number uf AldbJ.J1lL citizens eligible fur 
MeJiL.litJ increaseJ 1,039 III AFY .'7 J, PIJle 2() shows 
th~t till' nunlber of c ligihles \.!ldIPed CJcll year during 

the puSt live year~ clnd that between I\FY '73 and 
,\ f Y '75 monthly averages rost' more rapidly than 
yc,1I1y lol.lls. Specifically, Irom .L\FY '75 to AFY '76 

the nIOn th Iy average for a'i (,ltegor ies r05e from 
23 , ~'87 to 324,920, ,In incrcJs' ul .3 ~ !, howt:vel , 

Liullng the ame lime the yearly totJ.b ra t' f om 
·W\45S Lo -'106,497 fur J .25°u increase. '1 his 

difkrent r.llt' of changl' between the two counlS is 
norm.d. Monthly chclnge ou tpacing annLlal ch;lIlge 
medns that turnover.i accelera Ling. 

PiaLI.' 27 deplcl graphically Ihe changes of eJch 
grOLJp of eligibles between 1\ Y '75 and AFY '76. 
Twu \...ltegories experienced a decline In numbers duro 
Ing I\ry '76' Category 1 (aged) and Category 1 

(blind). Convelsely, Catego ry 4 (disab led) increaspd 
rapidly. Nc n",hitc' dropped lightly in AFY '70, JS 

did the age group 0-5 and the age group 65 Jnd over 

AFY '75 - '76 

ELJ(;lnI,ES~ Percent change during year 

By ca tegory, sex, race, age 

PLATE 27 

405 ,458 

All 
Eligibles 

AFY'75 

Up .25% 

406,497 

All 
Eligibles 

AFY'76 
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Source No!. 3 & 21 



AFY'76 

EL((;IBLES 
By c.lIl'gorv, ~('X . rJll', 19\.' 

1(lui 1\1\1L u , l'U by l',ll h glOlip 

AvcrJgl' J\1I\1L U\l'U 11\ l'.ICil Pl'r~()t1 

J\LL I:U ' liRE 

AGEl), Lltl').:ury I 

BUN U, CJ Le~ory 2 
DI~ \HLlLJ, Ltlq;Uly--1 
DEI' NDENT, ( Ill'gO' i~'~ J ,\ 7 

MALb 
r L\1<\LL~ 

Wil l i L 
NO~W~IIn.S .. 

ALl:. (} ') 

A(>E h · 20 
A(,c21 · G-I 
AC;r: 65 & O\\:, 

TOT L 
\11\1[ U' D 
IN YE ·,\R 

'1 ,~()') ,()olO 

1,30<),1% 
24,564 

550,152 

2,015028 

I ,-1 ~5 u20 
1,..Jld . ..J20 

1.470,7QS 
1,·Hl),U2 

"'-I(I,OS2 
I, I :>8,792 

/)90 ,1)21\ 

1.-10 ~,26S 

PLAl [2S 

AVER G[ 
M~[ 

PER PER~ON 

9.6 

lOA 
lOA 
y . .:! 
Y,2 

ll . S 

9.b 

q'i 

1) .7 

82 
Y.:> 
9.1 

10 fJ 

Source; No , 2' 

MAN -M()~TH S OF EL IGIBILIT\:' 

Althou gh 406,'197 peop le, \\ ~'Il' ~Iigihk (01 

- ~kdi cili d in ~\rY , 6 , lnl y JbO UI lhl cc- Iourth., wel~' 

cl igi ble til ) l' J r, TIll' u lhel" r d l~ g\.'d Ilill11 une mOll th 

o r el igibil i l y 10 ckvell montll s, 
To lind th l' t )1.11 ;lIllO lIllt o f tim e ,dl thc,,(' Pl'llpk 

Wl' lC eligible in AFY '7 (l one "lwLJ ld add till' 10 1.11 

II l1lllbl' l 01 eligible 111 (:'. 1\.'1 , of the t wl'lvc Illtltlth." 

r h lls, Ihe \u t,lI nu mbe l III 1l1,11l-I11(ltll h ~ III cligi b il l ty 

(I'.""L) lI."cd by the 1'Iltir glOlip .tl i ')l'JI \\JS 

3,~9l) ,040 , plodu cing .I " .l \ \.'I,lg 01 l) . {) \' l"l per 

p CI '>u 11 . 

PI ,lI~: 21) IlOW tht' w ldl Il umber o j r-.l \ 1 I Ihl'J h) 
\.\ \ ( h c .ll cgoIY , (' \ , Idu.' , ,lilt! ,I~t' grllllp. ,llld I.;I\,C'" t he 

""-' I , tgt' Ilumber of t\rv \[ lI ,>cd by c,le l1 pe r., Ifl in ',Illl 

gl oUp, 

Ary '73·'76 

ELIGIBLES 
Annua l turnover rates 

2 00 .000 t++-t++t-t+t+-H1f+t+t++++t-HI+t+++t-t+t+-t+H-t++++++t+I 

100,000 H-t+t+t-H-H-I-+1I-H+t++++++I-H-H·H++-++++I-H-++++-!+.;....;....! 

tU~ 
:r21.5 

1 1 

Sou rce : N,H. 3 & 2 1 



A~Y '76 PLATE 30 

ELIGIBLES 
Annual turnover rate by category, sex, race, age 

A NUAl 
TURNOVER 

RATE 
All ELIGIBLES 25. 1% 

I\(,[D, c.ncgury 1 15.1% 
BLIND, Category 2 1-1 .9% 
DISABl D, Category -I 31.1% 
DEPE DCNT, Categories 3&7 30.0% 

'\1 \1 S 25.8% 
rCMAlE.S 2-1.7% 

WI-I IT lS 26.3% 
NO WHITE:.S 2-1,4% 

ACE O · 5 47.3% 
A(, . u·20 24.3% 
ALI:. 21 6-1 30.7% 
AGI:. h5 & Over 13.-1% 

50u.ee; No 21 

\ 1l .\L 'J l'RNOVEH RATE 

There IS a lon:-t.JI11 till nllvcr among Medicaid 
ellg iblt!~ whiLh 111 ;\ldb,II11.1 h..l~ .wcraged dhollt 23(' ) 
per ycar. I he .1IlnU,11 till nnvl'l' l.ttL' points out thJl 
"old" eligibles \\l'rC rl'pl.lll'd by "new" c1igihll; .. 

during the year. PI,llc 29 inliiL,ltcs the iHlIlLl.11 

turnover rille I)r ,1el1 or the past rOLfr years, 
f:.ach L,llcgulY, !:It' , f,ICl', dlH.I dg group l1a .l 

dltfcrl'm tllrl JVl'r r,ilc ,I' e. cillpliricu in Pl.lte 30 , In 

AFY '7f, the dis,lbled and the dependenl calegol ie.., 
Ihld the highest lurnover lales wl,ile the dged and till' 
blind had the lowl:st r,lle~. 

EXPECTED Dr H \'1'10:" OF 

ELI(; I BILITY 

I he nllmber 01 monlh .. a groufJ take,> tor 100 . ' 

tlllllOVl' l abo di..LiI),>c~ llll' l1umbel of month.., thl' 

.lWI,lg' r11embel of tl1.l1 group will 1£:111:1111 eligible. 

PI-He 31 .,how., lilal lhe to' reeled dlll.ltion o[ 
cligihilil) vJric'i Irllm (Inc group 10 JI1IHilti .mel ll1.1l 

it dl'cr 'Jsed by severJI month., in rl'lcnl ye:tl's .{ ... 

lUrnoVl:1 ha.., bewll1' mort· r.1pid. In AF"Y '76, thl' 
Jget! and lhl' hlind Iud tI,e IOf1gc'>l o,reLll'd l igibility 

pCrlods although both deere.l cd in Ille rJst fisc:11 
YCdt. f'he db,lbled and AI-l C c,llegorics Iud I hl: 

... hullest reriod,>, tum ersely lhey both incrc,lsed in 
lhe Pelst year. 

http:iHlIlLl.11


AFY '74 - '76 

ELIGIBLES 
Annual changes in expected duration of eligibility 

PLATE 31 

ALL ELIGIBLES 

[. PE:CTED DURATION OF LlGIBILITY 

BA ED ON 

TUR ERIN 
fV'7-1 

SA ED ON 

TURNOVER IN 

AFY'75 

i:3ASED ON 

TURNOVER IN 

AFY '7(} 

PERCENT 
CHANGE 
AFY'75­
AFY'76 

47 Munrh, 
-

n \011 th~ 

6~ Months 

~2 MUllth 
·W Month~ 

41) Month~ 
I ~ 

~3 MUllth 
83 Month 
38 M nths 
38 \lontlh 

-l Months No hJnge 

AGED, Category 1 

BLIND, Cltegory 2 

DISABLED, Category -I 

DEPENDENT, Categories 3& 7 

80 M(ll1th~ 
81 l\1onth~ 
39 lonths 
40 Months 

- 3.bl% 
- 2.40% 
+ 2.63% 
+ 5.26% 

MALES 

FEMALES N/t>. 

·H r.lunths 
50 Months 

' . 
-17 Month' 
-19 Momh~ 

+ .30°/c­
2.00"il 

WHITE 

NONWHITE 
N/A 

NIt>. 
46 Months 
49 Month!> 

46 MOOlh 

49 Month 
No Ch,Hlg~ 
No Change 

AGE 0­ 6 *N/A 40 Month 25 Month!t . 37.50% 
AGE 7·20 N/ 40 M()nth~ 49 Munths + 22.50% 
AGE 21·64 NjA 38 Montlh 39 Months + 2.63% 
AGE 65 & Over * /A 7S Months 90 Munths + 20.00% 

• Not Available 

Source ' Nos. 3 & 21 

ELU;IBLES I1Y COL I TY 

Pl':lIes 32, 3, dnd 34 ~how lhe Ji tribulion of 
Mt'dic.liJ \:Iigibles among the counties by race, 1.'>", 

and agl'. Plal e 32 provide Lhl: number of eligibles by 
cOllnt <11](..1 eliglbks 1'> d perlenldgc d LounLy 

popliial ion. rid Les 33 .md 3 'I inJ icatL' how each 
county's loul number uf L'ligiblt'~ IS di\ided by IdLe, 
SL'X, and .tge. 

28 
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AFY'76 	 PLATE 32 

ELIGIBLES 
Number and percent of population eligiblf' for Medicaid, by county 

Number of 
eligibles 

10,000 or more 
5,000 to 9,999 

Le s than 5,000 

Source: Nos. 7 & 21 

. rile number printed in each county is J. sub~titut 
number into county names. 

I. J\utJ.uga 18 Conccuh 
2. Baldwin 19. Coosa 
3. Barbour 20. Covington 
4. Bibb 	 21. Crenshaw 
5. Blount 22. Cullman 
G. Bullock 23. Dale 
7. Butler 24. Dallas 
8. Ccllhoun 25 . DeKalb 
9. Chambers 26 . E:.lmore 

10. Cherokee 27. E cambia 
11. Chilton 28. lOwah 
12. Choctaw 29. Fayette 
13. Clarke 30 . ranklin 
14. Clay 	 31. Geneva 
15 . Cleburne 32. Greene 
16 . corree 33. Hale 
17 . albert 34. Henry 

for th (Qunty name . 

35. I iousron 
36. JilC kson 
37. Jcflerson 
38. Lamar 
39. Laud erdale 
40. Lawrence 
41. Lee 
42 . Limestone 
43. Lownd s 
44. Macon 
45. Madison 
46. Marengo 
47. Marion 
48. Mar hall 
49 . Mobile 
50. Monroe 
51. Montgomery 

Percent of 
people 
eligible for 
Medicaid 

20YD or more 
c=:J 12% to 19% 
c=:J Le~5 than 12% 

Use thc Ii 1 below to trJ.n~l..llc 

52 . 1\1 orgd 11 
53. Per ry 

5·L Pick\.'tls 

55 . Prke 
56. R'lI1uulph 
57 . RUS'iell 
58. Saint Clair 
59. Shelhy 
60 . Sumler 
61 . I allauega 
62. l,dlapoosd 
63. TlISCJloo~cl 

64. 	 W,llker 

'). Washington 


66. 	Wrlcox 

7 Win~lun 


2') 



AFY'76 

MEDICAID ELIGIBLES 
Percent of population eligible for Medicaid, by race and ex, by county 

PLATE 33 

Percent of 
white males 
eligible for 
Medicaid 

c:::J 8% or more 
6% to 7% 

CJ Less than 6% 

c:::J 
c:J 
c::::J 

Percent of 
white female 
eligib Ie for 
Medicaid 

11 % or more 

9% to "' 0% 
Less than 9% 

Percent of 
non-white males 
eligible for 
Medicaid 

Percent of 
non-white 
females 
eligible for 
Medicaid 

c:::J 30% or more 
c:J 22% to 29% 
~ Less than 22% 

c:::J 
c:::J 
c:::J 

40% or mor(' 
33% to 39% 
Les!> than 33% 

Source: No•. 7 & 2' 30 



AFY'76 

MEDICAID ELIG IBLES 
Percent of population eligible for Medicaid, by age, by county 

Source', No",7 & 21 

Percent of 
0-5 age group 
eligible for 
Medicaid 

c::::J 26% or more 
C=:I 17% to 25% 
c:::J Less than 17 

Percent of 
21-64 age group 
eligible for 
Medicaid 

c=J 10% or more 
6%t09% 

c:J Less than 6% 

PLATE 34 

Percent of 
6-20 age group 
eligible for 
Medicaid 

C=:I 20% or more 
[:=J 13% to 19% 
c::J Less than 13% 

Percent of 
over 65 
age group 
eligible for 
Medicaid 

c::J 59% or more 
50% to 58% . 

c::::::::J Less than 50% 

31 



RECIPIENT 


AFY '7() PLAT[35 

RECIPIENTS 
All (illego, ie... 
ThIel' W.l'y . to count the number of re 'il,ient 

. I .­ .! - 3 

CUI'IH. I 
tot \Jr-. 

CUi\IULA1 Ivr 
( ()liNTS 

1\10NTHLY 
AV RAGES 

OCI . 123 ,082 12 j , ()~2 I 23.OIQ 

Nov. 115,000 >, \ 11-1,33-1 1-19,06 I 

Dl'l . 1-I7,OOn , Ib5,5Rh '15'i, 291 

J.II1. 1')2,O'iX 18h,~ lX 1'i ,-I~ 1 

r l'i1 . 1('7,l3,1( 10~,O<)() 1)7,0"-1 

,\tlr. 177, no nC),J-I2 160,·H) 

ApI 1h-l,11:-I 250,59-1 IM,9,)9 

1\ \,1) \'}\) 2(,1 27I , ~-Ih '165,7-17 

JUlll' \ -Ill ,h-l) 193, 102 161.625 

11I1~ 1-11 ,779 302,2-1(, 161,-140 

Aug. I b,ll 12 31I,3'J() 1 uO,!HO 

'il'11I . I-IIOW 120,'i If> 1 ')X,h2'i 

the ,Wb,t197 AI.lbamd citllcns who hild 
Medicaid cards in AFY '76, 320,536 ..tctually u cd 
thcm (78.9%) Tllcse peop le are alke! ' rec ipient -," 
'Ihe o the r 21 . 1%, called "nonrec ip icnts," though 
e ligibll: fot benefits, incurred no medical bills paid for 

by M ditJi I. 
Plcne 36 shows the ratio uf recipients to 

11( l1Iecipicnts by LJ.tCgUI y, .,ex, r<lce, and age. Among 

the ag cI only 7"~ were nonreciricnts, Among the 

young (0 to 20) in the plUgl,lll1, almost 30% d id not 

LIse l11edi .11 sl'rviccs. A lightly lalger percent or 
fcmdil's used /'vl~dicdid s rvices than male, a wa ,1150 

t he C..lSC with whilvs ,IS COl1lpdrl'll with nonwhites. 

Source : Nos . J I & 32 

FY '76 PLATE 36 

RECIPIE\TS. Year's lotal 

Ratio of recipient to nonrecipients 

Nonrecipients • 

Recipient EJ 

100% 

o 
All Cil tcgories 

ou rce: Nos. 21 , 3 I & 32 



• 
• 
• 

Pl.lte 37 givc" thc ('\..ICl l1umbcrs of the group 
lkpiLted ,1nJ Lumrdred in Pl.ltl: 36 . 

Three Ways to CUUllt Recipients : For recipi ents, 
.1'1 wel l :IS 101 cl i gib l c~, three h.il1ds uf counts arc 

I1c~ded: 

CUll ent toun t (celc h month), 
Clllll llld ll\'(! CO UnLS (en led.,( unce a year), 
mon til IY averag~ s. 

Pl.1le 35 shows monthly cOllnts in Co lumn 1 and 
clIl11ul,ltivo.: counts in Co luilln 2 dnJ thus reveals how 
t1llllh thl.. CUll1 l1lJli v(' tot.l l incrca ed each month . The 
cLllllul,ltivc f igu l'c fO I Deccmber is the tolal for the 
fir'>l qUdl tt'I , but lunlUiativ(' figures for the second 
and lll il'd qll,1I"1CrS Me /l o t shown. ( I he cumulative 
(ollilb elt tile end uf the eco nd q UdI"ter- and the th ird 
qlJ.ntet" .11T nut lou nt or qua rter; rather they are 

counts for the first six months ,and the firs t· nine 
months.) Th e cptember' cumu lat ive lotal is the 
undur li atec! count for the entire year . ClIll (' Ill 
monthly counts ranged from October's 123,OB2 to 

September's 143,030, an inerea e or 16.2S{ in el'ven 
months. 

In cddilion to current monthly Cdunts and 
cum ulative monthly. counts, Plate 35 also shuws 
runnin g monthly avera.ges. Each of these Jifren::nt 

measure has it uses. The best figure to measure the 
number of I'euplents in AFY '7G would he 
159,000- the rounded monthly average 1'01 the en t ire 

12 months of the yea r. The corre pondin g f"igurc rUI 

A Y '75 was 143,000. Comparison or these ('v\ () 

figures offers the simplest and most accurate Woty or 
measuring the change in th e number o f recip il'1l ts 
between A fY '75 and A FY '7G-an l 1% iIlCl"c(lse. 

AfY'76 

RECIPIENTS 

By ca tegory , sex, race, age 
Number of rec ipients and nonrecipients during year 

PLATE 37 

TOTAL 
RECIPIENTS 

IN YEAR 
NON­

RECIPIENTS 

PERCENT 
RECIPIENTS 

OF ELIGIBLES 

AG [D, Category 1 
BLIND, Category 2 
DIS BLED, Ca tegory 4 
DEPENDENT, Categories 3&7 

11 0,125 
1,869 

48,501 
160,041 

15,523 
483 

11,610 
58,345 

87 .6% 
79.5% 
80.7% 
73.3% 

MALE 
F[MAlES 

109,784 
210,752 

40,695 
45,266 

80.0% 
82.3% 

WHITES 
NONWHITES 

127,541 
192,995 

27,216 
58,745 

82.4% 
76.6% 

AGE: 0-20 
AGE2' -64 
AGE 65 & Over 

126,452 
70,967 

123,117 

50,364 
26,072 

9,525 

71 .5% 
73.1 % 
92.8% 

ALL CAT[GORIES 320,536 85,961 78.9% 

Source: Nos . 31 & 32 



Number of Recipients Each Month: Plate 38 
demonstrates l10w tile montl1ly counts of recipients 
c mpared with tile year's lotal. The ratio is about! 
to 2 . This is an indication that almost l1alf of the 
year's recipients sought medical care each month. 
Stated differently, the dverag~ recipient in the 
program asked for medical care approximately every 
otl1er month. Some recipi nts, of course, sought 
medical care more often and others hardly at all. To 
find more precisely how often each kind of recipient 
u ed Medicaid benefits, a unit of measure called 
man-months of medical service (MMS) is u ed. 

Man-Months of Medical Service : The total 
number of MMS that Medicaid pays for in a month is 
equal Lo the number of recipients that month, 

regardless uf the dollar dmo mt ~p~nt on each 
respective recipient. The total M 1~ Medicaid paid for 
all year is found by adding the MMS paid for in each 
of the 12 months. 

Frequency of Use: 10ldi MMS used by the 
320,536 recipients in AFY '76 was '1,903,476 (Plate 
38). This amuunts to an average f 5.93 MMS per 
recipient, up 9% from the 5.37 MMS per recipient in 
AFY'75. 

A Plat 38 shuws the aged received medical care 
more frequently than other groups 9.37 MMS per 
aged. This is a 25<71 increase during AFY '76 (fr m 
7.51). The disabled innea cd 37 % from 5.54 to 7.63. 
The greatest increase during AFY '76 was in the blind 
category - l80% (from 2.59 MM~ to 7.35 MIS) , 

AFY'76 PLATE 38 

RECIPIENTS 
By category, sex, race, age 
Monthly counts 
Year's total 
MMS per category, and per recipient 

TOTAL TOTAL 
RECIPIENTS RECIPIENTS RECIPIENTS MAN·MONTHS RECIPIENTS MM 

FIRST FINAL AVERAGE OF MEDICAL DURIN PER 
MONTH MONTH MONTH ERVICE YEAR RECIPIENT 

AGED, Category 1 66,999 65,136 78,868 946 .... 16 10 1,034 9.37 
BLIND, Category 2 978 293 1,135 '13,620 1,853 7.35 
DISABLED, Category 4 27,066 16,570 30,157 361,884 47,429 7.63 
DEPENDENT, 
Categories 3& 7 47,987 41,083 48,553 582,636 159,141 3.66 

MA ES *N/A *N/A *N/A >tN/A 109,784 *N/A 
FEMALES *N/A *N/A *N/A "'N/A 210,752 *N/A 

WHITES 
NONWHITES 

*N/A 
*N/A 

*N/A 
*N/A 

"N/A 
*N/A 

*N/A 
"N/A 

127,541 
192,995 

*N/A 
*N/A 

AGE 0 - 20 
AGE 2'1 - 64 
AG 65 & Over 

*N/A 
*N/A 
*N/A 

*N/A 
*N/A 
*N/A 

*N/A 
*N/A 

• N/A 

N/A 
*N/A 
*N/A 

126,4 ~2 

70,967 
123,117 

*N/A 
*N/A 
*N/A 

ALL CATEGORIES 143,030 123,082 158,623 1,903,476 320,536 5.93 

-Not Av,iUble 

Source: Nos. 31 &. 32 
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PRICE 


1any dillrrcnt facto rs cont i i? lIte to ri~ing co~ts 
in nwdic.ti (.lrc. One fJClOr i:, tile price f units 0 1 

medic.il servicl'. PI.ltl 3 l ) "hows 'qua l teily chcll1ge in 
un it pril.es during '76 fOI blLh of the six ma jor heal th 
~crYicl:'~ MLClk,lid buy'>. r\~ in n::u,'nt YCilr'i, .l 11 Lln it 
PI ices continued to lise. Ihe largest pr ice inueases 
were the Cil dl ges fo r hospit,t\ care . See Pldte 39. 
Ph y~ic i.ms' tdl C <ILL ULulted rur the nex t Iclrges t 
incre.1St: . The sllla ll e t inL! case we r in daily rates fo r 
nursing l10rne C.1I"C, ooth ski lkd ,Hld in termedia te. The 

re lati ye ly ma ll rise in th e e tw o price was impo l tan t 
bel.ause nurs ing home ca re t onsumes nea rl y hal f uf 
Med ica id's budget. The reason for t he less rapi d rise 
in nursing ho rne prices was, in la rge part , lhat 
Medica id impo -ed price ceilings. 

Nati onal da ta on hea lth care pric es are ske tchy , 
but ume com parisu ns be tween prices in Alabama dne! 
in o th er ~ta t es are possi ble. Pla tes 40 and 4'1 om pare 
Alabama to o th er states in Reg ion IV <I nc! to aYe rage 
prites in the nati o n as a wh Ie, 

AFY'76 PLATE 39 

PRI CE 
QUilrtetly cllJ.nges in uni t price per service 

NUl sing Home Days 
Skilled 
1 F 

InpJ ticn t O,lYS 

Physici,lns' Vi ils 

Pre criptiolls 

OUlpd liellt Vi~its 

killed Care Dol)' 
Icr Days 
Inpatient OilYS 
Ph.,. icians' Visits 
Pre ri pllOn 
Glil p.l t iell t Vi.,i ts 

First 

Quarter 


$ 15 .94 

14.28 

95.08 

12.94 

4.51 

27.61 

+ 1.3%* 
+1 .2% 
+3.2% 
+4.8% 
+2. 7% 
+3.0% 

Second 

Quarte r 


$ 16.99 

14 .88 

104.85 

13 .28 

4.61 

37. 19 

+ 6.6% 
+ 4 .2% 
+ 10.3% 
+ 2.6% 
+ 2.2% 
+34. 7% 

Third 

Qu arte r 


$ 16 .79 

14.91 

104.33 

13.13 

4.75 

37.33 

-1.0% 
-0 . 1% 
-0 .1 % 
-1 .1 % 

+3 .0% 
+0.4% 

Total Fourth 
Yea r Quarter 

+ .81$ 16.54 
14.66 +$ .55 

+ 15 .13 107 .25 

14.86 +$ 2.51 

5.11 +$ .72 

+$14.27 41.08 

+ 5. 1% - 1.5% 
- 0 .2% + 3.9% 

+16.4% + 3.0% 
+20.3 % +13.2% 

+ 7.6% +16.4% 
+10.1 % +53.2% 

. Perccnt clHlngc hom 1()S,t quarter ot AFV '75 . 

Sou rce : N o . 36 
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FFY ' 75 & '76 PLATE 40 

PRICE 
Al,lbama nur!>ing home prices compare<.l to Region IV and U.S. 
(Second quarter of '76 compared to second quarter of '75) 

PERC[NT CHANGE I'[RC[ T CIIAN(,[ 
AREA COST PER DAY OVER FFY '75 NUMB[R OF DAYS OVER ITY '75 


TN 
 $25. 5 +22% 39,000 - 3% 
KY 24.25 +38% 942,000 -16 % 


US 
 _13 °!, 


SC 


22.69 +20% 96,956,000 

21.46 +32% + l 'Y,1,315,OOU 
N 19 .89 +13% 1,502,000 + 5'Y, 
AL 16.93 + 1',>/,+27% 3,0 17,000 
MS 16.32 + 5% 1,960,000 + 12':1 

FL 
 15.32 +'10% 4,260,000 + 7 ' 
(,A 14.1 G +15% 4,678,000 -l6'" 

Source: No.8 

In lht' iii \ 11 .. 11 (li Ff-Y '76 Alabdm.l paid 
substdllli<l l ly belm\, llll: U . S, Jv~r clge per day I'or 
nursing hOIl1l' calL' ,! ~ I fi93 .IS comp<ired to )22 6S! per 
dJy ! ,laballlJ.'s J.dVJlllJge ill price trend, however, 
\\J!> pdrtial ly olbel by .1 cJi'>advanLa ge in JemdtllJ 101 

nu I'sing hom e cal e, In f\IJbJ.mJ dell1Jnd rose by 1% 
whill: the nation ~x l1l'rien(ed d 13 );, del line. 

Plale 41 comp nes ,6,ldb. ma \~ illl o ther stdles in 

Region 1 V ill c n~ l pLi d,J Y to! inp.Jlrent IW'iprla l L 11 '1." 

Agdil1, ,IS \\itil nLll slng Ihll1lt' ld l l' , l hl' priL~' ill 

AI,lbJl1la ( ';t 102. S5) is bd uw the ';t II O.'lb n,J[ t< J11 JI 

Jv(: rag~ , In Fry '7( , h'IW \' \ er l .)b,I I11.1 P UI Lh,I SCU 

23(.1, m Ol e ltly... (1\ II<Jspi (" I l. rl' t Il,tl ! in r r Y '75. 111 i., 
I"ising demand i (CH1tIJIY t ll t ill' I l il li o n ,1i lI.llle l ll. r l1 ~ 

ave rage rot all "l Jll''> ~ Il[)\\ cI <111 18 J I " p in I1l lmb>1 

o f hUSPllell Li .IY => p Ul lil d :>l' d h~ \kd iu ld 

FFY '75 & '7G PLATE I 

PRICE 
Alabdlll<l hmpit I prices compal cd to Region IV and U.S. 
(Second quarter of '76 c()mpared to sec()nd quarter of '7 -) 

PERC[NT (I lANGE PERCEN T CHANG E 
AREA OVER FFY '75 OVER Fry '75 


FL 


COST P R DAY NUMBER a DAYS 

+16J,{~ 126.33 +12% 439,000 

US 110.56 +15 % 28,2 5,000 - lS o/r 

- 7 ", ISC 107.65 +22% 246,000 

TN 
 105.15 +I I ~,{+19% 374 ,000 

'102,95KY +25% 391 ,000 -1 2% 
AL 102.55 335,000+21 o/c +23 'XJ 
NC - 4 ,'1"98.07 591,000+13% 
MS 97.05 +31 % 326,000 + I 'X 
(,A + g Yo78.80 +15% 815,000 

Source: No . d 
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USE 


lI~l' ,Irl' '>Igi iriLJ lll : 

-u[ -..,e lviu· i'Jtl', 
1;lli(J nt Jl.lll,tiU'it:> lo rOll' l1 ti.tiusl', 

lhis r,lll' i'> LJlc ul Jl'd by 
01 I t'lipienl by rhe number 01" 

lilt:' lesult i'i L11l' pl'l cent of Illl' eligib les who 

C,1I e dUring the ye.ll". I h is yeJr, a 

illldtely fOllr persons oul or 
being lhe (,.,Ill ligUle (PlJtc 42) 

Rate : Aduing the number 

l)r Il l lpil'l1h 110m e,llil lIr the 'yedl\ 12 monlhs give'> 

IllJIl -1ll01l1h uf ivkdic,l id 'ienlce 1 h 'n 

MM bv thl' Vl'M\ unduplicated 
It I ecipicl1h give'> the Ireqllcllc')-.'-of-selvice rate 

WJ5 S . q:~, which mean'> lllal lhe 
medicJI care at led.,l 5.93 

~ cal , lill'I ,lily , it means lhat he 
..,l'1\ icl' durlllg 5.!)3 l1lonths. This cd ulatl ill 

11l.1 11 y' :,ervkcs he rCLcivcd cad, 
a lotal (If Jt l eLl~t 5,93 

th<lt till' ,lver.1ge .Igcd person 

~.37 .,cn ic '., pl' r year wililL tllC 
rL'l~on rcccived <I minimum of 

p'r yeal , Tlli ':>t,lleme nt, lhough 
LI~ed wilh C.l re, lor il<; imp li cations C.HI 

TllIl'l' III ',\'>lIll'S III 

ulil iL,lt lun i'tlll', 

II eljucncy

UlitilJllon Rate; 

dividin).'. Ih(' numb",r 
l'liglhk" , 

reccived Illccii cal 

lI"LI,II, the l.ttc \"'J~ dppr-U 

five, \\ith 7~ , \.) . 

frequency-oF-Service 

the nlllllher 01 

diviuing the toldl 
(OUllt 

'1 he I,lle ,lti., ),e;lr 
JVl' IJj,(e Il'cipknt rec<.:iwu 

1irm:s tllIr ing lhe 
rl'll'IVcd 

doc,> Ilor spL'cily hflw 
IIl.llllh oilly Illdt he r·cu.:ivl'J 

JUI ing the ye,H. 

PI. 1 e ,I J show, 
rl'll.'IVl't! It k,ISl 
,1\l'lolgl. lk'pcndll)\ 

only 3 (If-, '>e!ViLl'" 

tille, IllU'ot be 
hI.' ll1i"kLld ing, 

1\1MS tigul c<, 

~l'l\ kl.' lbu.l Pl'! 

nll',I"lIIL' lH11~ the 
Ille,l<;uring Ilcquency, 

/1)nI1111::. in which 
I1Umbl'r nl SCI vict's u..:;ed 

do Illlt meLl L1ll' 
mcmber of l',llh 

Ill'ljUenL~ 01 
11 ey Inca ure 

~etvicc v,\,> lI~cd 

the amount or 
cJtcgo ry . They 

sClvice dnd, in 
the number ()f 

I<lLher than thl' 

Af- Y '74 ­ '76 

USE 
UtililJLion rate by 'category 

PLATL~2 

ArY'74 AFY '75 AFY'7() 

AGLD, c..H(~gory 1 

BLI D, Category 2 

DI ABLED, Lltl'gory 4 

DEPEI\JU Nl, 

Cil tcgo ric ~ J& 7 

ALL <..A'1 =COR I 

X 1.9"Q 

X23% 
74A~,) 

7304 )1, 

78 ,2 10 

~7 . 1S ~l 

1S6,O"/o 
80 ,() 

73.0 % 

78,9% 

1S7,h'I 

79,).. 

XO.7"" 

73 .3 

7S 9 0 
0 

Source: Nos. 21 & 32 

AfY '74 ­ '76 

lSE 

.AGLU, Category I 

BLIND, C.llcgory 2 
01 ABLED, Category':; 

DLP[ DENT. 
CJ(~g()ric~ 3& 7 

ALL CAT[GORIES 

7.25 MlylS 

2.59 M,'vl 

P I\. r L: 43 

per recipient) 

AFY '75 AFY'76 

7. -'1 1M~ <J.37 i\1 \1~ 

7. l'l \1:-'15 

7.63 \1\1 

3.6(, \1 \1 

5.Y l 1\1~L­________________L­______~______~ 

Source, Nos . 21 to 32 

AFY'76 

USE 
MM per eligible 
Ratio of actua l u e to potentia l usc 

PLI\.TE -t~ 

AGED, ategory 1 
BLIND, ategory 2 
DISABLED, Category 4 
DEP[NDENT, 

Jtegorie 3&7 

ALL CATEGORIES 

7,53 M\1 
5,79 'lMS 
6 ,02 lMS 

2,67 MM 

4,68 MMS 
Source: Nos, 21 & 32 



AFY '76 PLATE 45 

USE 
Percent of eligib l e~ who became rec ip ie nt s 

c=J85% or III re 
c=J80% 1084% 
L:J Less than 80% 

Tile IIu mber p rin ted '" e Cll coun t y Is. SU bs titut e for til e c ounty n a me. 
u se Ih e II SI on page 29 10 l ramlate n um bers In t o cou nty na mes. 

Sou rc e : Nos. 2 I & 32 

Ratio of Actual Use to Potent ial 
nU XrrT1Urn demand lor ll1l'uicJI ~d l (' 

evcl)- eligibk pCllion J..,I--ed ror l1ledilctl 

rnon th . Thi,,;, " OrlUJ1Jll'ly, docs not 

,\bOLI L 80% of \kdil..tid '~ l'ii g jl>il'~ .1'>" 

caLll yedr. 1 hi., ~O ~ Joes nut J1 'cd Cdll' l've r y i11onth . 
'1 hc (lver<lge Icur lent as"",, fur mediecti 
dve r,gl' tlf ( nee every {Hille'[ month, 01 

t ime In ot hl'r word,>, the J.ctlldl ckrnJnd 
on ly abuut 40 /0 (50% o t bO A) ot 

dL'mJl1 u . 
/\ more plcliw mC,ISLIre ot tilt' r:ll iu ut J.c..IlI,l l u<; 

to pott'l1 ti ..ti usc is rrovitkd by c..t iL ul,ning the number 
o f MMS rer c l igibk PILltL 114 sh()ws thi., 
by lJtegory, lor AI '7G. PIJlC 45 , huws the r
rec ir ien ts tu eligibles by L<1lll1ly I )r ,\f- Y '7(i. 

Use' The 
'Aould ex i..,t il 

l,lI t eve ry 

il ,IPPCIl . On ly 

fur Illl'drldi c.trt' 

CJre on Jil 

')O '~ uf thl' 

ro r ca re i 
the potential 

Clkulation, 
·J. ti o ot 

38 



COST 


• Cost pl'! per~on (:1 11 bc III edsli I'cd ill two y,. dY\ 

cost per 1'l i~ ib lc or CI)St pel recirienl C0~ t per 

rL'cipil'llt i ~ 1l1cJ.~ur{'d ill il l l Sidles :wJ is t ile In!>t 

riguIl' need ed In CUIllP.lIT f\I.lbdlll<l \..05t5 10 ~i1l1iltlr 

C()<;ts l'bewhLl-e. 
Co~t pt'l eligible' i'> not IllcasLm:- d in ulhel !>ldll'S 

,lnli thus Cdnnot be u'>l'd fur conlpdl'i '>on. Il is userul, 

howevel, for budgl't illg rurposc<;. I) ,ltd nn (mts PC I 

e li gible h -I p predi ct how Ill Ll c il 1l1Or'e money will be 

m'clkd .1'> the numbcr- or l'Iig ib lcs inclc.ISCS CJ,h YC.l I , 

COST PEH ELI(;IBLE 

Plate ' I(j show.:; th e \.lr i.ll 1111 1 ill lo"l Pl'I l' l ig lhiL' 

f r'om O ll t' group III .lll l )l hel All ~H~('J pn<,"Il, lor 
l'xJ.lllric , c( sts IVkd ic li d 11 l'.I II, f l\l' limc,>.I'> 111 1\h l'l'l 

year as J. yO ll l1g cli ~i bk , r he \.11 il l i(ln'> ill to,,1 IWI 

el igibl e ctln be dtl liilllled tI) lilL l.tll 111,11 dilllrclll 

gfO lip" u C dilkrl'n t ~ind ' oj ,>,'I\ ill",> III dill'l:l(, 111 

alllOllll t s , 

AFY'76 

COST 
Cost pel eligible 

PL.AT 46 

COST PER 
MONTH 

CO T PCR 
YEAR 

COS1 PCR 
P RIOD Of 

l Ll(, IBILIl Y 

AG LD 65 & Over " 75 795 ~h,750 

AG D, C,Jlegory 1 69 759 5,1l ­W 
BLIND , Cllq:ory 2 73 ~51 4,293 
WIIITL~ 73 (,93 ~, ~.,,>\ 

DISABLED, Category 4 72 662 2,80 
F MALES 52 ~OO 2,54S 

ALL LI .IBL[S 45 432 2,160 

AGE 21 - 6-1 51 469 1,989 
MAL[ 3 31-1 1,551 
NONWIIITES 28 272 1, 72 
[)CPLNDEN r, Clll'gories 3 & 7 19 175 7()O 

GE 6 - 20 15 1-1-3 735 
AGL () , 5 19 156 475 

Source , Nos, 21 & 32 
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AFY '74 ­ '76 PLAT[ -1-7 

CO T 
Annual changes in cuSt per eligible 

CHANGE FRD.'v1 
ArY'74 AFY'75 AFY'76 '74 TO '76 

AGED, ()'i & Over H80 $718 $795 up 65 94 
AGED, CILcgOI Y 1 476 670 759 up 5q% 
WIIIT 5 496 622 693 up 40 to 
DI ABLI:.D , C.HC~()ry-l- 435 589 662 up 52% 
BLIND, Category 2 389 521 551 LIp 42% 
1-1:.1\,1A ES 332 445 500 LIp 51 % 
A l:. 21 - 64 351 412 469 up N % 

ALL ELIGIBLES 288 384 432 lip 50% 

MALE~ 211 281 314 up 49% 
NONWHITES 162 237 272 up 6.3% 
OEI'E DENTS , Cltl'gorics 3& 7 135 160 175 up 30% 
AGE 6 20 
AGE 0 - 5 

N/A 
N/A* 

N/A* 
N/A* 

143 
156 

' . 
N/A * 
N/A* 

Sourceo NO'.21 8. 32 

In dn dgeu eligible's reriod f elig ibility , he costs 
nearly fourteen limes as much as the younger eligible. 
In ;ldu ilion to lIsi ng servit.es mar a rlen and usi ng 
mOlc 'pensive ervices, the aged per on remains 
eligible longer than the child. 

Plate 47 confirms thal the payments per eligible 
have risen for .Ji I gl Oll ps in the past th ree years. rile 
Icilgest increases have been for the aged (up 65 %) clnd 
nonwhites (LIp 63 %). The smalle t increase have been 
for the dependents (up 30%) and females (up 34%). 

In AFY '74 payments per eligible declined in 
three groups, but in AFY '75 and AFY '76 the 
amuunt spent per person ro e for all groups. 

·It) 

http:servit.es
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AFY'76 

COST 
Cost per recipient, by county. 

PLATE 48 

C]S600 or more 
c:::::J $450 to 599 
c:::::JLes than $450 

The number printed In each coullty is" substitute for the county name. 
Use the IIs\ on page 29 to t,ansl3t" numbers Into county names. 

Source, No. 38 

COST PER REClPIENT 

Section 3 of Plate 49 discloses that Med icaid 
averaged paying $',047 for each disabled person who 
became a hospital patient but only $197 per aged 
inpatient. The average that Medicaid paid for aged 
was low because Med icare paid the nlJ.jor part of the 
bill. 

Over 90% of., the aged people on Medicaid were 
also ligible for Medicare. Smaller percentages of 
Medicaid's blind and clisabl d qualified for Med icare. 
In AFY '76 approximately 155,000 Medicaid patients 
had this double protection. 

Medical bills for lhese155 ,000 people were pa'id 
jointly by Medicaid and Medicare. For hospital care 
Medicare paid for more than half of ach bill. For five 
other services listed in Plate 49 Medicare also paid 
significant, but smaller, fractions a eac.h bill, thu 
saving Medicaid millions of dollars. For this coverage 
Medicaid paid to Medicare a "buy-in" fee or premium 
of $7.20 (effective July I, 1976) per month per 
person for each Medicaid eligible who was also on 
Mt!dicare. ,Medicaid's total payment to Medicare for 
these buy-in premiums in AI-Y '76 wa $10,5'18,320. 
Medicare spent considerably more than $10.5 million 
in partial payments of medical bills incurred by 
Alabama citizen on Medicaid. 

Plate 48 shows the cost per recipient by county 
in Alabama for fiscal year 1976. 



ArY'75 

I ~E ANI.) COST 
Year'., co-I P\.'/ '>l'fyicl' hy L,llcgory 
Ycar' tot,11 IlUlllbl'1 ur fl'dpil'nts by 'ervict' and category 
YeJI \, co.,r per rt'cipi 'Ill by !> 'rvilL ,1/1(.1 category 
Utiliz,llillll rollc!> by .l·ry i t' ,llId L.1t 'l1.0ry 

fRVIC[S WIIOSl CO~l 

ARI HAR L> Vy ITII I[OICARI::. 

PHYSICIANS HOSPITAL HOSPITAL HOME 

SHIVICES LAB & X RAY INI'ATlENTSt OU TPATl ENTS HEALTH 

AI I rAT[(>ORlfS .17/l'l1l1l 53 5 1l ,93 ! S:17 35[) '''4 $",224,2 16 $733,836 

C:lh"t'lt'f t 91'11 1701048 948 221 5,00.1365 909.0 13 352 24 1 

Sf lID'» 
Cd,. tmv "l ai, III lQ ..1 D7R 38.,;.\1 ~IU.'l13 ,11 79 4 22.0 1!> 

1 I t -." r)l ~ 01 1,1 I (WI 1)1" 1.07bA85 13.b34 Su4 1.'11 1 884 3·t 5.637 

VEAR'S (:."" n, 3f 1 
co 1 01 P(" HI tit l hlldfl I , (i':.l1,2R':» 1>46 1'1~, ",'110 U11J 1 598.6 10 2,935 

Celt 'lw-.,.:.t 
Ot'P ndenr ~ dula d.,B/" U!,ll 853,39'1 IO,7'1."I11G 1 232.'115 I I.OOB 

All 'AT GIIRIE. .?lh. "3 11 '.1.b.~M 61 40:~ \13.335 1.979 

(;..Ht"tjll'" I All rI lH ?U !.JH.b94 71J.1~12 2~ .1SIl 1 l BO 
S[C II(ll\: 

~ CII'ljtH\ llIJlnd I f t ( I r , Y,Q 144 589 38 

VI .iR S "....t1l·'J"rV 1 Iloo:lhllJd hJ 1~ J 21 102 13,028 14.b!J9 699 

TOTAl 

NIJ~IBr 11 OF ( ..lllIJ(HI~ cjl7 

RE 'IPILN rs DelJ(mdell\ r.t llldr l' 1I 11226 2,752 10392 311.036 15 

CJ C'9ory 3 
Ol .... C11lh III Alllllh 91,,19 " ~I(j 1!J,I~ti 18.56 1 ~l 

ALL CATEGORIES S 1!.l.U] S 21.33 S S!><l22 ::; 55.~17 S 370.8 1 

C.Uetlo,\' 1 Ailed ,19/8 16. 16 19 1 35 35G7 29B.51 

SECTION 
3 

C.lf"~ory 2 BI,nd 12'.) f1~ 10.24 Y2!.o 48 7096 57934 

c,I"gory /I DISolhir d I JI ')~ 11 51 I,04G.:'8 98.36 1194.47 
YE AR'S 

COST PEl! odH"'lJl.Jrl~ JK 7 

Rt:CIP IENT O'"f.'Wtldl'I'C C'lllt:lnm I'J 22 Il.25 hl}~ 01 46.91 19~ 67 

Cal..]o,y 3 
D,)p" "ulent Adult\. 1230n :1101 71278 66 40 2:1,' .2 1 

ALL CATEGOR IES :.18 1 40.5 tt; II ;.>30 

C;l\O~O'" 1 A<J<d 61 7 4G 7 22G 
SECTION 

01 c,tf'90ry 2 Ali",1 (,1 II 1108 250 

UT ILI ZATION c,."!!OF\' 4 D, ... blcd GO G . '11 .1 24.4 ' 

RATES 
c,,.'!!Otl'" 3&7 
Oppamient'i 52 I 3(;.S" 11 .7 " 

NURSING 

TRANSPOR HOMES, 

TATION DRUGS SKILLED" 

587,] 6 1 SI ~,4 10 ,563' ' $5 1,455.906 

3,333 9,369,622 44,658.582 

1579 154106 162,GOO 

41,99 1 3,852.641 b 628.5!>O 

10,11 5 785,939 4,116 

30,343 1.24S .25!> 2,058 

'N/A 234,505 13.932 

'N/A 93.955 12.235 

'N/A 1.5/)9 <12 

oN/A 40.104 1,1:>48 

ON/A 62,461 3 

ON/A 36.436 II 

° N/A S 6~ 72 S 3,693.36 

°N/A 99.12 3,650 0 '1 

oN/ A 9949 3,87 1.43 

'N/ A 9607 11,022.18 

'N/ A 12,ti8 1.372.00 

'N/A 3426 SM .50 

ON/A 57.7 3427')!. 

'N/A 748 .. 9.n71.. 

'N/A 65.9 ," 1.786''.. 

'N/A GG 7".' 2741 0 

'N/A 453% ao:r';, 

t '(1c1ude~ p allents rn mantal hOSPitals, 
tt A small pari of Ihe cost of skilled care IS paid by Med.care, but the amoullt is inSignificant.Soule!:!: No\ 21 & 32 
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PLATE 49 


SERVICES WHOSE -OSTS 
ARE NOT SHARED WITII M[DI AR[ ALL S[RVICES 

NU RSING PAID r OR PAID FOR 

HOMES, DENTAL FAMILY OTHER MEDICARE ENTIRELY BY BV MEDICAID MFDICAID'S 

ICF CARE PLANNING PR ACTITIONE RS SCREENING BUVIN MEDICAID & MED ICARE TOTA LS 

$26,121,079 $1,935,345 $1.048 .338 $1 .787,174 $803.725 $10 ,518,320 SlI0.075 .450 SM .fiH.486 $1 22..936 

20,505,047 0 0 714 .652 0 B,31O,592 83.558495 11 019 ,211 ~~.:t 77 . 7Hj 

208,969 881 2 ,097 10,693 0 QIl .238 583.584 710,010 7~3 , 594 

$,407,063 88,060 37 ,740 370 .692 0 2,163.490 18,548,2JIi 21,2% ,867 <19 ,844 103 

0 2.534.964 93,302 399.207 80;).715 0 4.621.253 17.821 .953 17,H 3 .7Qlj 

0 311,440 915 ,199 286,930 0 iJ 2,763.882 17,800 , 43~ 20.~,64 , 317 

7 ,162 35 .511 17 ,471 37086 37824 'NIA 'NtA 'NIA 3 20 .536 

5,B2 c 0 2 14 5~1 a 'N/A 'N/A 'NIA 110 , 125 

48 15 42 257 Q 'N/A 'N/A 'NIA 1 .869 

1,289 948 S90 7 146 a 'N/A 'N/A 'NIA 40 .!.>O '1 

Il 31 ,934 2 ,423 8.970 37,824 ' NtA 'N/A 'NtA 110 .21 3 

a 2,614 14,414 6 .192 0 'N/A ' N/A 'NIA 'l!J ,7G8 

S 3,647 18 S 62 .u6 S I>(LOO S 48.06 S 2125 "NfA 'NfA °NIA S 5015.09 

'3,520.18 a 0 4922 () 'NIA °NfA 'N/A 86790 

4,353.52 68.73 47 .66 ~ 1.61 0 "NtA 'NfA °N/A 692 , 13 

4,19477 9289 6397 5187 0 "NtA 'NIA 'rollA 821.51 

a 7938 38.51 4A 50 21.95 'NtA 'NtA "N/A 158 .18 

0 119 14 63.<19 4G.:14 Q 'NIA °NtA °N/A 41320 

1 .76'1. 87 ;;; 43" 9 . 1 X. 9 .3% 'NtA 'N/A 'N/A 789 . 

4 .63'X o O"/') 0 ,0% 116" O .O ~·; ' NfA 'NtA 'N/A 87.7 '" 

2.04 '/ , 6 ,:{ 1.9\, 10.9'/ o_o'Yo) "N!A °NtA °NIA 795", 

214 0 16"­ 1.0' " 11 9·~ 0 .0 , 'NtA "NfA 'NtA 1J0.7 ' 

O,OO~" 15 8'~ 7:1 " G9'X. 173'," "N/A °N/A 'N/A 73 .3 

~ No t available 
•• Ekclud es famIly plannIng drugs 



Inter m ot people served, the nursing home pro­
gram is small. This year 'I eligiblp in 23 used 
nursing home care.LONG-TERM 
In terms of expenditure, it is the largest program. 
This year 44% of Medicaid funds went for nur ing 
home care.CARE 

AFY '76 PLATE 50 

LONG-TERM CARE PROGRAM 
Beds, admissions, residents 

SKILLED ICF TOTAL 

Available Beds (9{76) 13,090 5,680 18,170 
Admi sions Approved 7,464 3,264 10,728 
Recipient· Admis ion Origins: 

From Home 1,4'18 1,376 2,794 
rrom Hospital 5,289 ',361 6,650 
From Nur ing Fa ility 703 422 1,125 
From Mental Facility 54 105 159 

Medicaid Residents as of 9/76 8,326 4,747 13,073 

Source: Nos. 13 & 43 

During AFY '76 Medicaid spent $77.6 million to 

provide nursing home care for approximately 21,000 
patients. This is an increase of $11.3 million over 

AFY '75. Part of this inc.reasing c st came from a 5 % 

increase in the number of patients, but most of the 

cost rise came from higher prices per day of care. 

Two poli ies, one promulgated by the State 

Board of Health, the other by the Department of 
Pension and Se urity, both in effect throughout 

fiscal 1975, have h Iped to hold the cost of long-term 

AFY'74-'76 

LONG-TERM CARE PROGRAM 

Medicaid patients and payments per month 

· 7 ,()UO ,oon 

(I OOO,1l1 0 

:-. S,OOD,OOIl 

..J OOO,UIIO 

) ,QOll, 000 

~,()O(),lJlJ() 

AFY'74 

Source, No . 32 

AFY'75 AFY'76 

PLATE 51 

Number of 
Patients 

15,000 

12,000 

9,000 

6,000 



AFY '75 & '76 

LONG-TERM CARE PROGRAM 
Cost to Medicaid per patient per year, by type of care 

PLA­I L 52 

PER PATIENT 
COST 

AFY '75 

PER PATI[NT 
COST 

AFY'76 HANGE 

Skilled Care 
ICF Care 
BOLh Kinds of Care 

$3,363 
3,198 
3,308 

$3,693 
3,647 
3,678 

+ 9.8';\, 
+14.0'r, 
+ 11 .2'}{ 

Source, Nos. 21 & J2 

CMe dOWI1. 111 1975 till' "tdt\: BOdi Li of I btl til ~ , t 

prkl.· leiling:-'Illl 11l1l ... illg h\)nll' lolll" . fhl()ugl lOLit AI-Y 

'7ei th..: (cilings were . :2 I .50 p~r dJy fOl '>killed (tire 

,Ind 519 .35 fur Icr ldlt: . i3l')!,innillg Ollober I , I ()7 5, 
inliivitiu .II" v.lll> V,CIl.'l'll i lkd ;1S eligiule tor 1cdiLdid 

Iud thcir pC l son.]1 Ileed ,tllm\.1llc\.' while in J I1l11<;ing 

hUlm' II.'tll/leU r'OI11 S-1 ') tn .25 . 
Nllr~ing r,lLilil'y clie h,I" Jlw,JY'" bcen lhl' most 

c'pclIsivl' itel11 in ·kdil. ,\iu \ hlldget. In 1\1- Y '73 

nllrsing hOI11l: ctrl' ,i Lll)lilltl'd inr owr1K /o ; in AFY 

'74 it lose to 40 ~cl ; in ,\FY '75 I( ) 42 .. i n .\1 , ) '7 (" 

Ilulsing IWllle "Jle .lL (Hinted rtll 'lIt! 1·1 . . 1)1 the 

lota l M dic.ti 1 blldget PLlll' 5 1 ~il()w" ~1'lJ~ll il .ll" 

t ll..!1 co~t~ have I iSl'tl r,l~ll'1 Illolll till' 1l11llhn \II 

p,1l il'nLS ror lllll:e ') l' ,rl'>, r;'lltillilJI ", in /\I' Y '7 S. 

MuJkdid's d\'l'l.lgC p<lYI11C ll t I1L'I Pdtll'tll lo~\' " nU ill 

;HY '76 , 110111 )3JG t ( l 3,C19.' , 101.1 ()X ' ; II I I l" l ~l 

( ' l' PI.,tl:' ')2) l -l1L: , 1\~I;lge i., (Jnl) 101'.1 IHJI·ti()11 ()I " 

year . A tull twelvC' 1ll01l1hs or long-lclI ! 1 L II(, 1.1 1., 1, 

ovn ~ 5 ,000 P 'I' YCdr . 

AFY'76 

LONG-TER\1 CARE PR()(;RAM 
Recipients, by sex, by race, by age 

PLAT L 'i) 

SKILLED ICF TOT AL PERCCN r 

All Rcci picnts 13,932 7,162 2 1,094 100 c ' , . 

By Sex 
Female 
Male 

10,449 
3,483 

4,956 
2,206 

15,405 
5,689 

7 ~o 
27 VI 

, .> 

By Race 
White 
Nonwhite 

1J ,146 
2,786 

5,615 
1,547 

16,76 1 
4,333 

79,5 % 
20.5% 

By Age 
65 & Over 
21 - 64 
7 - 20 
0­ 6 

12,769 
1,01 7 

120 
26 

6 ,266 
866 

27 
3 

19,035 
1,883 

147 
29 

90.2 ~j) 

1) .0% 
.7°) 
. ·1~, ) 

Sou rce No' _ 21 & 32 
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AFY '76 

LONG-TER~ LARE PROGRAM 
Payments, by sex, by race, by age 

PLATE 54 

SKILLED ICF TOTAL PERCENT 

All Recipients 

Jy e 
Fcmale 
1ak 

Jy Ra c 
WhiLe 
Nonwhite 

By Age 
65 & Over 
21 - 64 

G - 20 
0­ 5 

$51,455,906 

40,675,894 
10,780,012 

41,910,835 
9,545,071 

46,629,343 
4,008,415 

710,091 
IOS,057 

~ 26,121,079 

18,242,962 
7,878,117 

20,149,800 
5,971,279 

22,145,628 
3,852,859 

121,354 
1,23 

" 

$77 ,576,985 

58,918,856 
18,658,129 

62,060,635 
15,516,350 

68,774,971 
7,861,274 

831,445 
109,295 

1UO.0% 

76.0% 
24.0% 

80.0% 
...0.0% 

.6% 
10.1% 
'1.1% 
0.2% 

I ill' gll',l tL'~1 ( 11 .111).('· ill tilL' ll1.JIJ.<.leri~ljl~ of 
II 1\~lIlg 11'"11<:' p,lIillll W,l~ in the Pl'rCL'l1l of 
1l1111\\IIiIL'''' lLimitkd. N()l1whitl' "dl11ls<;io,,'i dl'Cll' .lsed 
111,111 22 to 2(J.'i dlllll1~ AI Y '7(;. 

11\\.' f1l'llUH,l~L' oj P,ltj(,l1l~ mcr ,Igl' (i - Il'IIILlinl'd 

.,f.lhle dLllll1g 1\1 'y . 11.t did tIll' pt>llcnl.lge III 111,1ie.:; 

.111..1 Il·I11.lIc". IlwiL' \\.1 J ~llgi1l il1lrt'd'll.' in nur,>ing 

1:ll l lit) Pl1iulh \\llI1111IilL' 21-(;4 dgl grIIUp . Sl'C PI .ltI: 
-i , II) I . \ I Y '7 () Ii gUI L .., 

111,- 1;1110 (, I 111011l') III f'oIl ient \.llics .lu:l)rding 

to till' gruup In /\r y '7 t I ill' J\l"Llge lml fur .1 \"hill' 
\.\.IS :-.383 gr('JI~r [il,11I lll~ Co,>l fOI .1 ll11m'yhilc nur"ing 
h.,tlle Il'cipil'nl. In ,\1 Y '7", thi dl'crcJsed to ;\ 
drlll'rl.'llCt' of QS9. III i\FY '76 . there \~.l~ lillie 
difkll.'nct' ill the J'vnL1~l' ((lst f( r il Illusing home 
PJIll'llt 0n Lh~ b.l:-.i.., 01 'Jll.'. 11.ILl' ., 1 "Ill \~~ p"ym nLs 
l y 'ol ,r<Il::L' .Inti J.gl.' tor I\FY '7h . 

PIJll'5 55, ~), Jilci 57 .,how LIlt: number ,111<.1 

Iwrcelltdge ul nursing illJll1l b~J" lb d l y1t.:LikJld. 
DUling AfV '76, l11lrc \\.15 .1 3.'1 inlll',lse in the 

/\ry '76 PLA r[55 

LOl'1(.-TER\1 (:ARE PROGRAM 
Bed in l'xi tellCl', by month 
iBl'tb LJ eu by j\kdicaid, by month 

SKILLED CARE BEDS ICF BEDS All BEDS 

I NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT NUMBER PERCENT 
NUMBER USED 

IN I BY 
EX ISTENCE MEDICAID 

USED 
BY 

MEDICAID 

NUMBER 
IN 

EXISTENCE 

USED 
BY 

MEDICAID 

USED 
BY 

MEDICAID 

NUMBER 
IN 

EXISTENCE 

USED 
BY 

MEDICAID 

USED 
BY 

MEDICAID 

-
0<:1. 1975 12,377 7.9% 646% 5,456 4,214 77 .2"10 17.833 12.210 68.5% 
Nov . 17.3G9 8.016 64.8 Y. 5,424 4.260 78.5'y" 17.793 12,276 70.0% 
Dec. 12.34 7 8.032 651 'x.. 5.444 4.305 79,1" 17 .791 12,337 69.3% 

I 
Jdn. 1976 
Feb. , M,lt , 

I Ap,. 

12 ,429 
12.495 
12561 
12.656 

8,053 
8,073 
8,095 
8.111 

64.8 ·~ 

64.6 " 
G4.4'v" 
64.0% 

5.530 
5.584 
5.638 
5,589 

4.355 
4,398 
4,443 
4 ,489 

78.8')( 
78 .8% 
78.8% 
80.3% 

17,959 
18 ,079 
18.199 
18.245 

12.408 
12,471 
12.538 
12600 

69 .1 % 
700% 
68 .9% 
69.1% 

M.lY 12.967 8133 62.n{ 5,637 4.535 80.5')( 18.604 12.668 681% 
JUIlQ 12 .8(>3 8 ,14 I 63.3'10 5,462 4,582 83.9% 18.325 12.723 69.4 'i(, 
July 13,012 8 .158 62.7% 5,697 4,628 81.2% 18.709 12.786 68.3% 
Aug. 13 .090 8.188 62.5 Yo 5.680 4 ,674 82 .3% 18,770 12.862 68,5% 
Sept. 13,244 1l,326 62.9% 5,508 4,747 86.2% 18,752 13,073 69.7'Y. 
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numbel or bed~ in ex i'> tl' IH: C. AI,>o , dllring Ihe YC,I I YC,lI., 110\\I('\' l ' l , the undllplll.l\ et\ lIllIn\ \\.l ~ lJ\ ll 

Medic-tid 1I cd 2 ) mOil' 01 the ;lVoli lJhle bed . 11,()OO. Ihl'> gi\c'> .111 ,l\(' r , l~l' ul ),7 Ill IIIlll", tl! 

As AFY '76 l'nUl'U there wcrL' nvcr 13 ,nOO IlUI ing eire Inl ("llh Inipil' l l t , ,I d,·U l'. l..,c 11111 1 1 Y 
MeJic.liu ll <l litonlS ill 11L1I~ing I-,Ilililil'.,. [)ur ing thl' ' 7~ . 

AFY '74-'76 

LONG·TER)I <:ARE PROGRAM 
Available nursing facility beds 

('lA '1 l )() 

SEPTEMB R 
1974 

EPTEMBCR 
1975 

'74-'75 

IIANGE 
SLP IlMBLR 

1976 
'7<)- '7() 

ClIJ\\J(,l 

Total Bed~ 

Skilled Bed 

I F Beds 

15,6 G 
10,757 

4,879 

18,089 

12,533 

5, -56 

+ 16°/, 

+17 '.'0 

+1 4% 

1~,7 "2 

'\3,244 

S,SO~ 

+ ) 5 

5.7 . 

-O.S 

Source: No . 16 

AFY'74-'76 

LONG·TERM f:ARE PRO(;RA:\'I 
Percent or aVt ilablc bed used by Medicaid 

I'l \ I L ')7 

SEPTEMBER 
1974 

SEPTEMBER 
1975 

'74-'75 
HANG 

S PTC mCR 

1976 

'7)-'76 
(HAN(, [ 

Total Bed 

Skilled Beds 

I Beds 

71 % 

68 % 

79~ 

680/., 

63 % 
77% 

-3% 

-5% 
-2% 

70~;) 

63 P/ 

6 "/( 

+2 . ~ 

+9 ,:1 

Source Nos. 16 & 43 

AFY '74-'76 PL\I [ ., 
LONG·TER'U CARE PRO(;RAl\'t 
Number of recipients 

SKILLED ICF TOTAL 

'74 '75 '76 '74 '75 76 - '74 '75 '76 --
Monlhly ,JVerage 6,985 7,410 7.563 3,733 3 .950 4 ,179 10,717 11 ,360 11,743 

Yearly total 11 ,210 13.323 13.932 5,648 6,719 7.162 16.858 20,042 21.094 

Months of care pel rec ,pl <:1II 75 67 65 7.9 7 1 70 76 0.8 6.7 

Annual turnovP.l Irlll' 604" 7970/. 46.0% 51,3' " 70,.,' 42.0% 573" 7611 56 .0 

ESllmdtlld LCllgth of St" y 19. Mo 151 Mo N/A 23,4 Mo. 171 Mo. NIA 20 .9 Mo 157 Mo. N IA 

Source . No. 32 
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One eli gible in six b ca me a hosp i tcl l il~pa li L' n l th i ~ year.HOSPITAL One in four be , me a n olllpati enl. 

For three years in a row outpat ient !> h ave ou tn u mbered 
inp a ti enl .PROGRAM 

II \ik li icaid's 'xpCri el1LC i · lypildl, Ics t ll cl n hall 

0 1 Ih t' ho<; p it JI p,t t ienb J rc inp dti ellt . f ur th erm ure, 
III rlw pd'> l I'" l ' yl'<W;; Ihe pl'ICl'nt who wei e 

inpdtil' 111 h,I'> dCll il1ed ('.Je ll ye.1 L In AFY '74 , 4 3 . 6 ~' 

o j l\l 'diL,lId hosri t,1I paliel1t.., wnc inpat ients. In A I- Y 

'7 :;' , l l l i" lkLi ll lCci [ 0 ·!)A '. , .lnd in .\I- Y '7() to 41.9 '?{ . 
Illp.J t ient s : !\ 11lung Me d i (di d e li gib l e'i 

dPI' I O im,l k l } 1(jO ' , or (jill' in c.,i,', bCCdnlC an 

iIlP,l l il'rlt in ,\r Y '7(i . PI.1lC 'il) <;lIgge"b t hat .1 mo ng 

()11lL'1 A I Jh,tI11,1 lili/en., u .,m.tl kl pCI"le nt used 

11O"'p ild l brd ·, hut 1lC.) ( O Ul ll o t I1ll il -l\1L di (.~id p.IL iellh 

V, I" 11l,ld e 10 conf irm Ih is 0 1 to meJ", U IC the 

d i II LlcIKL'l' ,.lc[ly . 

edl",h or IHlspit,tI "d ll1i ..." io l1 s lor all A I.lbJmidll" 

.lnJ fu r t in 'e lJ I l'!!,()r ICS 0 1 iYkd ic,lid e l i~ lb les were 

I11dlk . I\kdk.Jid 11dd the h igher Jcl lllb., io ll rate ; 

t lil'll'llI l L' , 11 1(' pClll' 1l1 w il o h(,c~l n l l' pJ l i ' nl<. l11 ust he 

il ighLl· for the f\.kd ic l id group . dm i ~~ i o ll 1<l t l'S Jild 

I'>l' 1,lll''> JIl' tln~l' l y u) lIl' l,IlCd , but they Jll 11 t 

icil' IlI il..\1 bl'ClU.,l sn l11 c p,l[ iel1 h we re adm itled 1110 re 

t ll :tll ()!1(l' Liu l ing LI (, YL'dl . 

Pl.l 1\' :;'9 sh ()\V~ ,Ill d ti lll i>;siu ll l <ltl' tJ [" 19.4 : 10 1 

\1cd il .li d ,IIlU .1 sl ightl\ lowc r 1.ltc ro r " II ,\l Jb ,llllcl 

(ili/ells. I I i'i PII)h,lblc t il J t Ille c1 dm issioll l dtcs f 1I <I II 

kd ic.l ld eli gih ll's woul d he highe l t il,11l t he I () .4'.J lor 

rvkd icdi d -() l1l y t: l lgib ks bCLdUSl' th c d i g i b l e~ W il O~l' 

"dm i.,,,inll 1.ltc is 1101 kl10wn M~ III b tl 110111 th e .lgcu 

Cd cgo ry . It is ,l l ~(l proh.lble Ih dL JIllU Ilg A IJbilllliclm 

11 )1 1) 11 1\1 u .l ka id ( )Il l' pn5011 ill SCH'1l used a 11 0 pi t al 

hc I in i\ I- Y '76, i1b Olll the !>al11 t as AI- Y '75 . 

\ \il J Ll' \ l'l I11C.-ISur ' JI l' lI '> t'd , it ,l p rC.! IS Lh ,ll kdicd id 

cli gihk'i u til i/c i1o.,p il al se l vice., more tha ll th e 

l Oll f\.lcdica id popul J ti o n in i\1,lb,lIn d. SiIlCl' mdny 

pC(jl ic hl'I.U1l1C l'l igi blc" d l i f\~ CL l esult or Ilee ded 

clllti l () ~ t l y Ilwd ll.rI >;t' l' in , thi ... is !lot ·urpri sing. 

AFY '76 

HOSPITAL PROGRAM 
Medicaid hospital patients compared t o othe r patients 

T o ta l 
Number 
In 1976 In pa ti ents 

Med i ca i d- Med icare 
Eligibles 150,000 29,813 

Medicaid Only Eligibles 256 ,497 3 7 ,589 

All Alabama Residents 3 ,577,000 * N/A 

AFY'76 

HOSPITAL PROGRAM 
Use and costs of inpatient hospital care 

Number of 
People 
Eligible 

Fo r 
Hospital 

Care 

Aged- Category '1 125,648 
Blind- Category 2 2 ,3 52 
Di abled- Category 4 60,111 
Dependent Children and 

Adults- Categories 3&7 218 ,386 

All Categories 406,497 

Source : No•. 3Z & 40 

Source : Nos . 21,32 & 40 
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Thl' a\i~r J.gc length of sla y for the Lwo grou po, wa 

dP1l1 )\lIl1c1Lcly the Same. The MeJica id f igule of 5 .9 
U;lY~ (down from 6.2 d<lYS in A Y '75) -hown in 

PI,ttl' hO woulJ l.!<t~ily rise to or pass the 6.9 day 

,{WIJge '>[.1), lor- "II AI.rb.lma [lclticnts i f the aged were 

illL IULkd 1/1 the kdicalu calculations. 

Pl.llc 59 shows the averctgc co· t lO Medicaid p r 
ddv ,11ll! PCI ~ldy rill somc pati nls, ..Inc! pcr pJtirtlt 
[Ill ..II I I'vkdlL".1iJ p.tlictlts . Per day, pc r· ~tay, and rCf 

1l.l1iL'll! ()~b fill JII/\I,bamiatl<, .,houlJ be clu e to thc 
rigu l \' fur Ml'dk,lid rJtients without Medicare. 

Plale 59 div ides McLiicJid ho'>piLtl inpclliCllb intu 
two groups, delincd in lell11~ or ""hll pd~~ tileil 

me lie.]1 bill.,. PI.lle 60 "hmvs the '>,lml.' p,lI iCIlh 

uiviued by cJlcgury clnc! provide evidenLc \II" the 

variations in C(lSI dnd U::'l' c1mnng L.ltt'gol ic,>. Till' ,lgl'd, 

bl ind, ,lnd dis.lbkcJ the IltJ'>ril,ils I1lllch 11101(' lil,ln 11ll' 

ucpcndcnb. II()wc\icr, tile tOl,d lh'll \h:diL,lid p,l)'> 

fur high-ulili/cltil)ll gJOlllh i~ "blHIt ,'qu II ll) wll,lI II 

spends Oil IOW-ulili/al inn gl·nllps . I hi~ .lnom.tl'r 

OLcur" bcc,llIsc i'.1ediclIl' Pd\S I:W . ()r l'<1l..h 11no,p itdl 
bill for tile high-ut i li?tll jqn grt)ups. 

PLAll: )<) 

Hospital 
Admissions 

*N/A 

49,784 

609,381 

Admissions 
As a Percent 

Of Total 
Number In 
Column 1 

*NfA 

19.4% 

17.0% 

Days In 
Hospital 

*N/A 

293 ,587 

4,190,450 

Days Per 
Stay 

*N/A 

5.9 

6.9 

Total 
Cost 

$ 7,300,580 

$30,055,184 

*N/A 

Cost Per 
Day 

*N/A 

~102 

*N/A 

Cost Per 
Slay 

'" fA 

$GO-l 

*N/A 

Co t Pcr 
P,lIient 

S2-f) 

... ~O() 

1 N//\ 

PLA Il60 

Number of 
People Percent Cost Per Average 
Who Who Total Recipient Length 

tkcame Became Cost to To Of 
Inpatients Inpatients Medicaid Medicaid Lay 

28,392 22.6% S 5,603,365 $ 197.35 7.9R 
4..J4 18.9% 410,913 925.48 7.-+5 

13,02H 21.7% ·13,634,854 1,046.58 7.92 

25,538 11.7% 6,910,816 693.35 -l.76 

67,402 16.6% 37 ,355,764 554.22 5.90 
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AfY '7(: P A E 61 
1I0~PIT\L PRO(;RA '\1 
Co,> I pel ll'( i pil'll t 

Toral Medic.did 
Recipients 
Number of 

Payments for 
of Ho pital Cost Per 
Inraticnt 

Hospital 
Recipient 

Care 
Inpatient 

To Medicaidare 

I\kdic,1id I ('ciri 'ilL 


with lL' tiic.llt' 
 ~ 7,300,5~O29,813 '1>245 
:\1cdicaid rccipicnts 
Wit hout led ic Jrc ,30,055, 1~437,'>89 $800 
.1\1 1 i\kdicJ id 
Rec ipients $37,355,76467,402 $554 

. . .1 J ...., & 40~ O U ( t;:(; _ 

[ 
:/dY '73- '76 

11I()~I'ITAL PROGRA'f 
[T he glowi ll g rJte by whilh olltpatients t')'(t'ed inpatients 

PLAT[ 62 

1973 - 1975 AVERA E 1976 

Number Utilization Rate Number Utilization Rate 
.. 

1np,lTil'1lts 

~utPJliell l S 

58,903 

74,109 

15.4% 

19.2% 

67,402 

93, 35 

16.6% 

23.0% 

S o u rC i' . No . 32 

AFY '76 PLA E 63 

HOSPITAL PROGRA'1 
OU 1P.JLil'Pt ut il ilal ion rate by category 

. umber of U til iza ri on 
OutpJtients Rate 

A"l'd.", 28,392 22.6% 

111ind 444 18.9% 

Disabled 13,02R 21 .7% 

fk pt'll de 11 t 25,538 11.7% 

.1\11 ,\ tegor ies 67,402 16.6% 

AFY'76 PLAT[ 64 
HOSPIT AL PRO(;RAM 
Annual lILi tpa t ien t costs and jnpaticn L CU:.lS compared 

Average Cost Per 
Outpalient 

Average Cost Per 
Inpatient 

Aged 
31ind 
Dj ablcd 
Dependenl 

All Categories 

$35.67 
70.96 
98.36 
53.83 

-;55 .97 

~ 197.35 
925.4 

1,046.5 
693.35 

50 5~4.22 

SQurc e : No . 32 Source ' No . 32 
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Among Metli aid ligible 6 per~l)ns in -10· 
-aw a phy,>ician this year. 

In Alclbtln1tl duct(jr~ of rncdiLinc 01 o'>tcop.lli1y 

initi.lte Illost medicdl (<ire. They eithcr plOvide it 

direclly or prescribe or J.11.llIgl' fill" ~dcllllonJ.1 health 

benel it'>. These benefits Jll..ly inLilldt: til ugs, nursing 

Leue, Idbol at()ry le Is ur Uevill~. Phy~i~ i.tn'> Il1dY dl~(l 

admit p~lli('nts to medical instituti()n,> Lind direct Ihe 

medical Cdle therein. 

Phy idans in Alabclmd may pJrticipJte in 1he 
1cdicJid Program as genel-.. I mctiiL,tI pr,lllitioners O[

I spccictli.,t". In the Screening Progr,lIn rhy<;icians Illu-.l 

Medicaid p.lid phy icians an <lVl'I,lgr or 
S75 for each pdtient , 

... ign dglL'el1hnl'i \\ilh I ill' 1\1l'dildl ')vl\lu· ... 

ALlmini<;tl,llioll I') pltlvidl' child "CIL'PIIIIIg VI Ill ' " 

bl'l,IU'>l' of Ll) l lirnil,lliol1: h()\\l'\l"I , ill till: .lIhn 
prugldllb, pb'y'>ILi.lll" .1It' lint 1I'I' llI l' d to 'oi '';1 1 

IglC'C'nll'ills , · 1 hL'Y 111,1~ pr()\' idl' IllCdl l.llly I I l ' l' l·"... ;II \. 

Ldrc III .1I1Y l'ligihlt- pl'r\()Il , 

Plat· b" 11<.,[<, Ihl' krnd ... )1 t.'1\ iu'" 111.11 1111\ Il j.rn 

pluvlde 111()~t yflell lor 1\1l'dlLl id 11.1[1(,111<', I hI' 
.,~'rvkL'.,.ire r.rn"~d .tu, clldill~ \11 I Ill' .1111111111t I\kd lldld 

'>penL Inl L'd(11 in '7(, . 

AFY'76 

PHYSICIANS' PROGRAM 
ervices and payments 

PU\ I [ b-) 

NUMBER OF SERVI E 
(esti mil lcd) 

PAYl\lt.t-..T" 
(e,> l i 1ll.IIL'd) 

Su rgery Ane thesia 465,962 " 6,098,22 ~ 
Ho pital vi its '11>7,879 I ,S20. HW 
Office visits (adults) 273,295 2,213,0 11 

hild care & creening 171,025 2,070,23h 
Maternity care 16,279 1,'+C)C),1J6 

Pathology 264,10 1,19),7-10 

Eye Care (other than eyeglasse 1 6,500 II 2,'+X-I 

Machine tests & radiology 136,360 1,035 , liS 

Lab & X-ray 59,753 553,25 J 
Drugs 1-13,064­ 392,63 I 

Psych iatricervices 26,238 321,2'+4 

Inten ive care 17,428 178,4(1) 

Consultations 3,064 89,234 

Nursing home visit 5,746 ..>5,(,<)4 

Miscellaneous 16,854 2n,009 

1,793,550 ... 17,846 ,SGl 

<If the cost of eyeg'a..es were shown here the total cost of eye care would place eye care .t thIS ,eve' to the rankIng . 

Source: No.42 
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At- Y '7 J - '76 PLATE 66 

PHYSICIANS' PROGRAM 
~l' ,lilt! co~(' 

CAT[(,OI<Y Ary'73 Ary 'n AFY'75 AFY'7(, 
--- ­

ALLD. •1t C'gory 
I3L1ND, (,l lcgory 2 

S 
S 

49 
R5 

::, .to 
s 9­

s 56 
: n8 

... 50 

. 130 
DIS 13 D. Cl lcgor) 4 <; 127 107 ]4S ' 132 
1)[ PI·NDLNl HILDRr , C lb. 38.7 <; 46 ~ 43 'i ­ s 4<) 
DLPLNDL T ADU T', Clls. 3& 7 $108 SI05 " 139 ~123 

A(,I:.D. CJlcgmy I 

I3L1NlJ, .lll'gory 2 
.
0 1 S I3L[I) , <llcgor'Y..j. 

IJ[PEi ])[NTClIILORE , CII . 3S.7 

OI::P[ ' DLNT A])UL I " Cal~. 3& 7 


ALL AT 1:.(;0 I{ I E~ 
•...- . -...-. -...-..~----:-:-_..,.L-.,~.

"';'::'"., 
~~~' "" . .•. __:.~::_ ,,. '_ ....... ··:'::·'·'·::: L:.:~.~.... .i::
~ ,,__ " _

A(,ED, C llcgo l Y I 

I3L1NfJ, C llcgory '1 
.
DI.'ABLLIJ, ,11 t'gol y 4 

D[P[ND[ TClIILDR[ , Cah. 3&7 

D[P[NDLNl ADULTS , Ca lS. 3&7 


ALL CAT[C,ORIE 

ArY'73 

96,G2~ 
1,613 

17, - ...n 
58,~32 
33,423 

208,043 

..--'-~~""':""':':"':""":'~-""'-~~~~:"""'-_____~~~"""""~~~"""I 

ArY'73 

6;)':, 
G-l ~/, 

59 ~ ', 

3 7':~ 
63 % 

5 10(, 

FY '74 Ary '75 AI­ Y '76 

63.S!'i' 67.5% 67 .2% 
62 . 9 ~/, 66.S ?} 6.:1.0% 
5070.;. 58.4 ';-' 60.0% 
53 .2°{i 53.2% 52.1 % 

56. 7% 58.6% 58 . 1°10 

Af-Y'74 

87,905 
1,618 

19,273 
70,203 
37,029 

216,038 

AFY '75 

89,620 
., ,643 

30,507 
76,152 
39,785 

237,707 

ArY '76 

84,-1-28 
',505 

36,425 
74,226 
39 ,649 

236,233 

s.Ol.,Hce NO.32 

lUI' i'.lL'd ILJld , ph\'~ ili .ln~· 1...1 1(' lU'>lS less p'l th e il hi ll .., tor phy,>il i.lIl'>' (.11"L' . 

1)(·I .... i \l) I IJ I till' .tgl' I thdn it co..,l,> [UI" Ulhn .1dull">, Set..' Ule .lbo\~ IIMl fl'\\l'! p.rl il'llb aw pilY'oiLidns 

Plolle ()(l .lho ' l' , Tlli ~ SlIl pi i<,i ng " i lll,l l ion is c\.p l,1i ned l hi ... v ',II .llld th,ll the L\ht flU p,l liclll kLlincd . The 

\1\ 111L' 1,l ll t ll .1I 1110,>1 oj i\kd ilJid' ,1\4cd .l Ise) have L1 lllt lu.,l pL' 1 ,>(,1\ icc , ho\\'e\cl, IO'>C . ~eL' Plate 3() on 

\kdi .lll' Lo\Ci.I\!,C \kdiL,IIl' p .l)' 11ll' lalge l palt ()f P,lgl' 35 . 
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AFY'76 PLAT E 67 

PHYSICIANS' PROGRAM 
Supply 

Number of 
active 
physicians 
by county 

Total ac tive 2,770 

Number of 
people per 
physician 

AFY'76 PLATE 68 

PHYSICIANS' PROGRAM 
Demand 

Counties 
of 

Alabama 

Pe rcent of Ellglbles 
Who Used 

Ph yslcia ns ' services 

Sumter 76.4 % 
Fayelte 74.6 % 
Covington 73 .8 % 
Franklin 73 .7 % 
Marion 72. 9% 
Coosa 72 . 7 % 
Winston 72 . 3 % 
Perry 72. 1% 
Llm~r

I 
72. 1% 

Clay 71 .9 % 
Greene 70 .8 % 
Hale 70.3% 
Tallapoosa 70. 3% 
PICken. 69.2% 
Choc taw 69 . 2% 
Lawrence 68 . 1% 
Butle r 68 .0 % 
Blount '. 67 . 5% 
Lowndes 67. 1% 
Marengo 6 6.6% 
Tall a dega 66 .5 % 
Colfee 66. 1% 
Washington 65_8'Vo 

Crenshaw 65 . 5 % 
Jackson 65 .4 % 
Chilton 65. 3 % 
Walker 64.6% 
Tuscaloosa 63 . 9 % 
Barbour 63.5% 
Elmore 63 . 3% 
Randolph 62. 7% 
Pike 62.4% 
Geneva 62.2% 

Clarke 62 . 2 % 

Colbert 62 .0 % 
Lluderdale 61.0% 
Macon 59.5% 
Wilcox 5 9 .3 % 
Calhoun 59.0% 
Shelby 58 . 7% 
Chambers 58 .7 % 
Dallas 58 . 2% 
Conecuh 58 . 1% 
Henry 58 . 1% 
Mobile 57.6% 
Madison 56 .8 % 
Cullman 56 . 2% 
Escambia 55. 6% 
Autau9' 5S . 2 ~~ 

Montgomery 55 . 1% 
Cherokee 54 .9 % 
Baldwin 53 . 5% 
DeKalb 53.4% 
Etowah 53. 1% 
Morgan 52 . 1% 
Saint Clair 51 .2% 
Houston 50.7 % 
Jefferson 49 . 5% 
Cleburne 49 . 3% 
Marshall 48.7% 
Lee 48.6% 
Monroe 48 . 3% 
Bullock 47 .9 % 
BIbb 47 . 7"10 
Dale 46. 9 % 
Limestone 45 . 2% 
Russell 44.7% 

Source: No , 4 Source . No. 38 

CJ Above median 

o Below median 
I 
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. DENTAL 

.. ",PROGRAM 
. 

~ ! 

The Dental Program WdS initiated in October, 
1972, for all eligible persons under 12 years of age 
and effective April 1, 1973, was extended to eligible 
pers( ns under 2 I years rage. 

A provider fur the Dental Program must be a 

Among Medicaid eligibles 1 person In 12 saw a dentist 
this year. 

Medicaid averaged paying dentist !J>83 for each of these 
patients. 

DOClor of Dentistry, liLemed in the -talc in which the 
service is provided, and 111 list be in the private 
practice or dentistry or III a dental clinic approved to 
render LafC for Medicaid patients. Under Medicaid, 
dental health care i provided as part or lhl Early and 

AFY'76 

DENTAL PROGRAM 
Number of dentists by area 

PLATE 6S 

,-\-Available dentists 
P-Medicaid participants 

Source- No.4 

S4 



any fracture related to the jaw or facial bones, or (e ) 
surgery within the oral cavity for removal uf lesions 
or the correction of congenital defects. 

Dental activ ity in the Medicaid program increased 
significanLly in AFY '76. Plates 70 and 71 give 
comparative figures for recip ients and procedures 
during AFY '75 and AFY '76, and tells the rate of 
change. 

AFY '74 - '76 

DENTAL PROGRAM 

" 

PLATE 70 

1974 1975 1976 
CHARGE 

THIS YEAR 

Available Dentists 
Participating Dentists 
Participation Rate 
Outpatients Treated 
Inpatients Treated 
Health Department Patients 
Health Department Payments 

1,224 
369 

30% 
19,634 

34 
665 

$15,830 

1,181 
436 

37% 
29,686 

33 
490 

$ 8,567 

1,207 
434 

35.9% 
35,565 

44 
508 

$ 8,866 

+ 2% 
- .5% 
. 3% 
+20% 
+33% 
+ 4% 
+ 3% 

P riudic Scr ening, Didgnosis and Treatment 
Program . Ufcetivc in August, '1973, every person 
who had not had a dental checkup within the 
calendar year of his s reening extlmin lion was to be 
referred to tl denti t. 

Eligible persons in the over 21 ,age group are 
limited to dental procedures which are considered as 
(a) surgery re lated to the jaw, (b) the reduct ion of 

Source : No.4 

AFY '75 & '76 

DENTAL PROGRAM 

PLATE 71 

TYPE OF 
SERVICE 

NUMBER OF 
RECIPIENTS 

AMOUNT OF 
PAYMENTS 

NUMBER OF 
SERVICES 

1975 1976 1975 1976 1975 1976 

Diagnostic Services 
Preventive Care 
Oral Surgery 
Endodontics 
Operative 
Crown & Bridge 
Orthodontics 
Emergency Services 

23,353 
21,956 
10,854 

3,377 
17,601 

2,755 
566 

9,502 

29,511 
28,024 
10,544 
3,625 

19,727 
2,955 

618 
9,462 

$ 323,787 
366,3 15 
195,195 
199,330 

1,270,737 
188,164 

33,802 
127,257 

$ 422,731 
453,859 
194,555 
211,197 

1,349,433 
203,719 

39,112 
127,171 

70,152 
52,226 
22,884 

6,692 
110,679 

6,751 
790 

15,579 

95,938 
65,255 
21,530 

7,418 
115,778 

6,863 
852 

15,026 

Soun:e : Nos, 33 & 41 
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Among Medicaid eligibles approximately 1 person in 10EYE CARE was fitted for glasses this year. 

For each pair of glasses, Medicaid paid approximately 
$10, plus the cost of examination and fitting.PROGRAM 

kdka id patients Ill'cding eyeglas~es may have 100,000 populalion. The national average i 10 per 

the \\Olt... done I y iln licensed ophthalmologist, 100,000. According Lo standards sel by the 

'1IHulllt'lI i~t . or op llci.ln of their choice . Depanmenl of Health, Education and Welfare the 

At rre" nt AI.lb.1ll1d \1.IS 5.37 oplometri ts pl:r minimum needed is 6.67 per 100,000. 

AFY'76 PLATE 72 

EYE CARE PROGRAM 
Number of Ophthalmologists and Optometrists 

OPHTHALMOLOG ISTS 

OPTOMETRISTS 

TOTAL IN ALABAMA 199TOTAL IN ALABAMA 105 

Source : No . 43 



AFY '75 & '76 

EYE CARE PROGRAM 
Claims and payments 

PLATE 73 

AFY'75 AFY'76 PERCENT CHANGE 

Claims Payments Claims Payments 

Ophthalmologists 10,193 10,393 + 2 % 
Examinations $ 122,300 $ 140,817 +15 % 
Fittings 16,303 15,330 - 6 % 

Optometrists & Optician 52,963 50,546 - % 
Examinations 600,102 603,158 + .5% 
Fitrings 228,414 259,085 + ) % 

Providers of Eyeglasses 28,301 26,805 -. - 5 % 
Frames 96,736 97,361 + 1 % 
Lense 192,478 169,548 -12 % 

TOTAL CLAIMS 
TOTAL PAYMENTS 

91,457 
$1,256,333 

87,744 
1,285,299 

- 4 % 
+ 2 % 

Source_ No 43 

Plale 73, above, shows how much Medicaid spent 
for eXdmindlion, fillings, and gl sses this 
year $ I ,2H5 ,299. 

Other kmds of eye care co~t an ,ldditional 
$112,484 as reported in Plate 65 on page 51. 
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This year the cost per 
eligible per prescrip' 
tion dectincd in spite 
or the incre,lsing drug 
prices . 

he reason i~ thaI re' 
cipicnts were requ ired 
to pay a small part of 
the cost of each pre, 
scription . 

I 

I 

Model n l11edjc~J! treatment relies heavily on the 
lISC of drugs. Drugs dre Llsed Llg.t;n ' t p.lin, Infection, 
dllergil -, lhemicdl imbalances, dietclrY dericiencie'), 
muscic ten~ion, high blood pressure, vascular diseases, 
Jild 111,I!1Y (lth I health problems. Illnesse which 
cannot be treated by drug~ usually require 
ho'>rit ali/ation or surgery . Drug!> h.lvC advantages over 
lhese Jlterllativc treatment and mudern medicine has 
been VCI y successrul in finding mctiiLines which make 
the more cApensive altern,llives unnecessary . 

Th;<; ye,n, .is in ,til previous year, dpproximatcly 
60 ~;) of J\ldbJIllJ's Medic..tid eligibles had at least one 
pre'>criplion filled. The only other medical service 
lI~ed by ,1~ many eligibles was phy . lcldns' care. 

-

AFY '75 & '76 PLATE 74 

PHARMACEUTICAL PROGRAM 
Types of provider by number 

TYPE OF PROVIDER 

-. 
NUMBER 

AFY'75 AFY'76 

In­ ta te Retail Plurmacies 
Institutional Providers 
Dispensing Physicians 
Out-Of·State Pharmacies 

950 
32 

5 
36 

964 
35 

4 
41 

TOTAL 1,023 1,044 
Source: No. S4 

r­
AFY'76 
PHARMACEUTICAL PROGRAM 

PLATE 75 
Eligibles, recipients, claims, and expenditures-Monthly totals and averages 

10NTH 

NUMBER 
OF 

ELIGIBLES 

NUMBER 
OF DRUG 

RtCIPIENTS 

AVERAGE # 
CLAIMS PER 
RECIPIENT 

AVERAGE 
COST PER 
RECIPIENT 

AVERAGE 
COST PER 

CLAIM 

CLAIMS 
PER 

MO TH* 

DRUG 
EXPENDITURES 

PER MONTH * 

0 T. 1975 321),715 35,477 2.31 ~10.27 $4.45 2,248 $ 366,710 
OV. 1975 330,957 101,689 3.37 $15 .12 54.49 342,595 1,537,210 

Otc.. 1975 332,308 98,553 2.99 $13.59 $4.54 294,919 $ 1,339,600 
IAN . 197(; 327,405 93,0 I 2.89 $13 .0-t $4 .51 267,194 $1,213.593 
FlB. 1976 125,864 102,051 2.92 S 13.27 $4.54 298,367 ~ 1,354,398 
lAI . 1976 L9,572 111,998 3.20 $14 .70 $4 .59 354,185 $1,627,237 

APR. 1l)7( 330,874 98,171 2.80 sn.oo $4.65 274,656 $1,276,479 
lAY 1976 332,355 105,513 3.03 $14 .22 $4 .69 319,708 51,500,428 

JU [ 1976 329,754 101,625 2.90 14.29 S-t 92 294,960 $1,451,73l:l 
JULY 1976 316, SOO 94,067 2.67 $13 .52 .$5.06 251 ,479 $1,271,305 
AU , 1976 327,195 96,173 2.78 ' 14.0-t '5.09 265,397 $ 1,350,693 
SlPT. 1976 .326,13 . 96,369 2.69 13.83 $5 . 15 259,038 . 1,33 3 ,O-t 1 

AVERAGE 94,5 -9 $4.74 

TOTAL 3,304,746 $15,622 ,432 

"Includes family plannIng drug. 

Source : No . 54 



AFY '75 & '76 

PHARMACEUTICAL PROGRAM 
Eligibles, expenditures, and claims compared 

PLATE 76 

ELIGIBLES 
(Ave. Per Mo.) 

EXPENDITURES 
(Year's Total) 

CLAIM 
(Year's Total) 

CLAIMS 
PER ELIGIBLE 

COST PER 
ELIGIBLE 

All Categories 
Category 1- Aged 
Category 2- Blind 
Categories 3&7-AFDC 
Category 4-Disabled 

1975 1976 1975 1976* 1975­ -1976* 1975 1976 1975 1976 

323,S87 
115,942 

2,150 
166,191 
39,604 

324,920 
109,108 

2,047 
167,919 
45,846 

$16,45 1,118 
10,383,504 

168,151 
2,4 13,7 3 
3,485,680 

$15,622,432 
8,462,672 

148,413 
3,2 8,529 
3,772,818 

3,683,311 
2,317,857 

35,615 
593,601 
736,238 

3,304,746 
1,994,745 

29,743 
517,192 
763,066 

1 I 
20 
17 
4 

19 

10 
18 
I ~ 

J 
17 

. 51 

90 
78 
15 
88 

41) 
78 
73 
19 
83 

.Includes family planning drug. 

Source : No. 21 

Physician" wfltlng prescripti ns for Medicaid 
patients have a choice of more than 3,000 drugs in 
more tl1.1n 50 thl'rapeuliL Cdt gories. The e drug are 
listed in the Alabama Drug Code Index (ADCI) . 
Additions are made to tht: ADCI periodically to keep 

the drug II t correct and effective. 

Sou the,\sLern sLJtes spend more per year per 
recipient o n dfLIg than do states in other parts of the 

country. Alahama spends an amount above the 

dverage in the southeast. I he reason is not known, 

but opinion ,lin< ng qualified reorle is that drug are 
more ofll'll Llsed <is .In alternative to institutiunal care 

in the ()ulhe,lsl. 

PCI' pers n ex·penditurc for drugs declined this 
ye~u. This is true whClh ... r dverdgc 1..0Sl is measured 
pCI' recirient pCI' il1l>nth (PldLe 7)), ref eligible ref 
yeal" (Plate 76), or pCI' recipiellt pel year (Plate 77). 
This decline pcr persoll oLcuITeJ in rite of the fact 
the unit price for prescriptions rose . rile reason is 
that Medic.tid no longer p ,ly~ the full pi ice for 

prescription . 'Sincc I lint! 1975! wh 'n Alabama 
Medicaid introduced the principle of "co-pay" in its 
phat maceulicdl pro)!,1 ,1m, lhL~ p.llient mu~t pay $.50 
for each pre criptiol1 and CJch I-crill. 1 his ha reduced 
the number of prescriptions filled and h<ls saved 
Medicaid several milliun L10llM . 
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AFY '75 & '76 
PHARMACEUTICAL PROGRAM 
Recipients and expenditures by category 

PLATE 77 

RECIPIENTS EXPEND ITURES 

ALL CATEGORIES 
BY CATEGORY 

1975 1976* %Change 1975 1976 %Change 

240,465 239,339 0.4% $16,451 ,118 $15,622,432 50% 
Category l - Aged 99,558 95,439 - 4.1% $10,393,026 8,462,672 - ~1 8.6% 

Category 2- slind 1,759 1,637 - 6.9% 167,102 148,413 - 11 .2% 
Ca tegories 3 & 7 
All AFDC 

104,170 102,480 - 1.6% 2,412,821 3,238,529 + 34.2% 

Adults 37,618 37,566 - 0.2% 1,471,16-1 1,300,359 - 11 .6% 
Children 66,553 64,914 2.5% 941,657 1,938,170 +105.8% 

Category 4- Disabled 
BY AGE 

34,977 39,783 +13 .7% 3,478,'69 3,772,818 + 8.5% 

Under 6 Years 28,976 32,215 +11.2% 451,858 440,552 - 2.5% 
6-20 Years 46,188 44,756 - 3.1 % 662,943 757,687 + 1-1.3% 

21-64 Years 55,790 56,531 + 1.3% 3,703,406 3,771,255 + 18% 
65-0ver 
BY S X 

1.09,51 1 105,837 3.4% 11 ,632,9B . 10,652,938 - 8.4% 

Male 76,578 76,253 - 0.4% 4,585,594 4,333,911 5.4% 
Female 
BY RACE 

163 ,887 163,837 - 0.5% 11,632,911 11,282,521 -1.9% 

White 97,646 100,904 + 3.3% 9,451,325 9,118,813 - 3.5% 
Nonwhite 142,819 138,435 - 3.1 % 7,000,293 6,503,6 19 - 7.1% 
·Includ~. '~mil)l planning drugs 

Source : No. S4 



Family planning is offered by physicians, pharmacists 
and fami ly planning clinics. 

This year the services of pharmacists and clinics re­
mained sldble, but the number eeking help from 
physicians increased morc than 400%. 

In April 1974, federal regulations prohibited 
Medica id' paying for steriliLation of persons under 
21 years of age and those mentLllly incompetent to 
give informed consent and required thaI person' 
eligible for sterilization procedure" wLlit a minimum 
of 72 hours after the giving of informed consent 
beron' the surgery was rerf rmed. More than 500 
persons chose sterilization for birth control purposes 
in 1975 and the number increased to over 600 in 
1976. Medically neces ary surgical rroc.edures having 
a secondary efrect of sterililation Me not subject to 
age and menIal capacity restri tion which pertain to 
nonlherapeutic sterili/dtion for family rlanning 
purposes . 

Medicaid purchases family pl,mning services 
provided by the Statewide Family Planning Project, 
Bureau of Maternal and Child Health, Stale Health 
Department, in clinics under it supervision . These 
services include physical examinalion, Pap mears, 
pregnancy and V.D. testing, counseling, oral 
contraceptives, other drug, supplies and devices, and 
referral for other needed services. The Medicaid 
Family Planning Program cooperate' with the 
Statewide Family Planning Pr ject and the Bureau of 
Nur ing in training program de igned to upgrade 
quality and quantity of service available through the 
clinics. Medi aid also pays for family planning 
services provided by physicians, rharmaci ts, 
hospitals and other private pruviders. 

Thi year!7,500 Medicaid patients received 
family planning services, inc luding 35,000 
prescriptions for oral contraceptives. Plate 78 hows a 
count of the e patients by category. rhis count 
include recipients of oral contraceptives. 

Plate 79 provides a breakdown by age nd race of 
recipients who received family planning services from 
physi ians. This count excludes recip ients who did 
not see physicians bUI sought family planning help 
from clinics, hospitals, or pharmacists. 

AFY '75 & '76 PLATE 78 

FAMILY PLANNING PROGRAM 
Year's total number of recipients by category 

'. 

CAT GORY ReCIPIENTS 

1975 1976 

Category 2-Blind 
Category -l- Disabled 
Category 3- AFDC Children 

AFDC Adult 

70 
551 

2,574 
14,429 

42 
592 

2,423 
14,414 

TOTAL 17,624 17,471 

Source: No. J$ 

In Md(ch 1973, fcdcrdllaw made family planning 
services a required rMll of all Mdicaid programs. To 
insure that the new fLlmily planning pr{ gram be 
given priority, the federal governmcnt agrced to pay 
90% of the co -I. Before tillS time Alabama Medi aid 
had offered some family planning service a 
incidentJ.1 parts of its phdl'l11J.ccutlcal ,nd phy~ician~' 
program, but unti l then lhen.' was no ~ pMatc 
program. Using the additional funds, labama 
launched its full sCd le lamily planning program, 
inc luding linic ervice, counseling, patient 
education, supplies and devices, slerili7..ttiun, LInd 
abortion. 



AFY'76 

FAMILY PLANNING PROGRAM 
Recipients of privare physicians' services 
By type of procedure, race and age 

PLATE 79 

AGE 0 - 20 AGE 21 - 45 AGE 46 & OVER TOTAL 

TYPE OF PROCEDURE W N-W U W N-W U W N-W U W N-W U 

1. Vasectomy 0 0 0 5 1 0 1 1 0 6 2 0 
2 . Abortion-A . aline 31 119 0 12 65 1 0 5 0 43 189 1 

B. Suction 32 314 0 65 335 0 1 1 1 98 650 1 
C. D & C 0 2 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 

3. Salpingectomy 1 4 0 11 69 0 0 0 0 12 73 0 
4. Stllpingopldsty 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 '1 2 0 

5. Tubal Ligation (Abdominal) 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 
6. Ligation of dllopian Tubes 2 7 0 90 321 0 0 3 0 92 331 0 

7. Trachelopla 1y 0 1 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 2 4 0 

8. Hysterec tomy 0 0 0 I 0 0 
'. 

0 () 0 1 0 0 
9. Panhystcrec tomy 1 1 0 9 22 0 2 -I 0 12 27 0 

10. Vaginal Hysterectomy 0 1 0 4 9 0 0 I 0 4 1 I 0 
11 . Panhystercclomy- Bilat. 5&0 0 0 0 10 10 0 -I -I 0 14 1-1 0 
12. I. U. D. Inserti n 28 185 0 45 240 0 0 3 0 73 428 0 
13 . Initial Office Vi it 7 40 0 12 78 0 2 0 0 21 118 0 
14. Follow-Up Office Vi it 25 190 0 52 230 0 2 2 0 79 422 0 
15. Lab 2 3 0 10 39 0 0 1 0 12 43 0 

16. X-Ray 56 920 0 153 1,382 3 2 16 2 21 I 2,318 5 
17. Other Procedures 80 857 0 300 1,619 0 13 44 2 393 1,520 2 

TOTAL 265 2,644 0 783 4,429 4 27 85 5 1,075 7,158 9 

Source: No. J 1 & 35 

During 1976, a f deral law W<lS passed prohibiting 

the use of Medicaid funds for abortion. A United 

Slates district court judge issued a preliminary 

in junction ban ing enforcement of the ban and 

directed DHEW to continue to provide Medic<tid 

reirnbur ernent for aoo rtioll . Should the ban on 

aborl ion payment ult imalcly be upheld, the judge 

h<ls ruled that DII[W may not sue aborlion providers 

to recover the money receiv tl while the injuncLion 

was in ("fect. 
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Nearly half the children s reened in Alabama need tr~atment. 

EPSDT offers persons, from birth through age 20, preventive care with 
periodic examinations and leferral and treatment when needed. 

EPSDT (Early and Periodic Screening, Diagnosis 
and Trealment) i a program of preventive medicine. 
It is designed to provide preventive he<llth 5t!rvices 
and early deteCtion and treatmenl of disea es so that 
young people can receive medic.lI care before health 
problems become chronIC Jnd disabling. It orlers thi 
h.ind of' heallh care to all Medicaid eligibles under age 
21. 

Each year since FY 1972, there have been 
approximately 175,000 eligibles in this J.ge group . 
Medicaid's goal i to screen each one al periodic 
interval from birth until he reaches J.gc 21 jf he 
remains eligible during <til these years. To achieve this 
g():.I, it is necessary to scrl!en ai10u t 40% 1 year . 

1hiS year It was eSlim.lled th.lt 73,458 should be 
SLreened . Pldte 81 shows flow thi lalewide quotd for 
Ihe yeilr wa <lpportioned among the counties A 
major effort was made in some counties to attJ.in the 
gOld uf providing the erviLe~ to <III eligible rers n 
within Ihe county, and a fcmflrf.:able degree of Llccess 
was dch ieved . Eight counties 111 the stJ.Le reLiched or 
exceeded 100% of the estimated number of persons 
to be screened alld referred for any needed didgnosi 
or treatment. 

Although it is obvioLJS that the estim<lte were 
omewhat low for the counties achieving 100% or 

beLLer, it is neverthele fitting liletl their achievement 
be recognized. AutJlIga, (herokec, Coo a, Covington, 
Cullman, DeKalb, Henry (lnd Rus. ell countie fclll 
within the 100% category with Blount and Perry 
LOuntics running a close second with 98 10 , Marengo 
with 9£1% and Coffee witll 94%. (Plate 81) 

Statewide, 51 % of per 0115 eligible for screening 
during the ye,lr were reported to have been examined. 
Of the 37,628 examined, 45 % wert: referred for 
dlagnusis or treatlllent. Of the children refelred, 71 % 

were refelret! to dental care; 71% were referred to th 
health departments for immuniLalion 01 treatment of 
minor problems; 18% were referred to physicians; and 

FFY'76 PLAT[ 80 

EPSDT 
Average cost per screening, percent change over 

FFY '75, by slate. 


AVERAGE COST CHANGE OVER 

STATE FFY'76 FFY'75 

1 Florida S 7 .82 · 48.1 % 

2 . Rhode Island 810 + 592% 

3 . Ind,an.. 9.35 0.0% 

4 . Illinois 9.80 - 0 .3% 

5. Tennessee 9.93 ! 0 .8% 

6 . I(entucky 12.08 + 12.9% 

7 . Connecticut 12.10 + 167% 

8 . Virginia 12.43 + 5 .6'Yo 
~9 . Iowa 1378 6.8% 

10. Oklahoma 1445 + 31 9 ~41 

11. Colorado 14.92 3 .1% 

12. South Carolona 14.97 + 249% 

13. Wyomong 15.00 0.0% 

14 . Vermont 15.20 · 52.0% 

15. North Carolina 15.30 + 2.0% 

16. ALABAMA 15.40 . + 54 .0 "10 

17. MISSISSippi 16.14 + 7 .7% 

18. Oregon 17.25 18.9% 

19. Utah 1761 10.0% 

20 . South Dakota 17 93 18.0°(" 

21. N w York 18.60 +237.4% 

22 . Millne 18.77 · 244 % 

23. New Mexico 19.44 + 73.4'Yc 

24. West Virginia 19.46 + 2 .1% 

25. New Jp.rsey 20.10 11.8% 

26 . Nebraska 21.34 + 53.2% 

27 . Dlstracl of Corumbia 21.57 0.0% 

28 . OnlaWilro 21.89 · 20.6% 

29. Kansas 22.98 l ' 41 .8% 

30. New Hampshire 23.15 12.1% 

U.S. AVERAGE 23.16 + 20.9% 

31 Hawaii 24.34 + , 1.1% 

32. Montana 25.02 +161.5% 
33. California 2624 ~129 .2% 

34. Nevad 26.85 14.8% 

35. Arkan as 28.52 + 97.1% 

36. Maryland 36.48 0.0% 

37. OhiO 37 .08 + 17.7% 

38. Idaho 3780 · 57.5 :1, 

39. Alaska 50.00 0.0% 
40. LOUls;ana 53.54 95% 

41 . Texa 153.65 + 47.8% 

-Alabama Increasco screening from $10.00 to $23.50 dunng FFY '76 . 
Source: No. 31 
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AFY'76 PLATE 81 

EPSDT 
Number eligible, number screened, percent screened, by county 

NUMBER SCREEN ING PERCENT 
COUNTY 5C REENED QUOTA OF QUOTA 0 0/ 0 - . _ . - 20%· - .. . 40%· ..• . 60% . . ... 8 0% . . ... 100% 

'- Autauga 755 655 100% 
2. CheroKee 129 127 100% 
3. Coosa 382 339 100% 
4. Covington 556 531 100% 
5. Cullman 322 296 100% 
6. DeKalb 456 319 100% 
7 . Henry 476 343 100% 
B. Russell 450 381 , 00% 
9 . Blount 239 244 98% 

10. Perry 778 795 98% 
I t. Marengo 1 .023 1,061 96% 
1 2 . Coffee 497 525 94% ~ j 
13_ RandOlph 137 163 84% J 
14. Bibb 240 290 83% ~, :.J 
15_ Cleburne 75 90 83°/" ~ .J 
16. Lamar 147 181 81% cJ 
17 _ Mars hall 416 520 80% .-1 
18_ Geneva 292 372 78%, --', '..' 
19_ Dallas 1,596 2,120 75 % :I 
20 _ Calhoun 1 ,264 1,727 73% I 

21. Morgan 728 994 7 3 % . '. _1 
22 _ ChIlton 196 279 70% '~ 

, 
23 . Macon 884 1, 274 69% I 
24 . 51. Clair 292 424 69% ~, J 

25 . Buller 405 601 670/. r~~__·1 
26 . Lauderdale 602 906 66% ' ...::":,) 
27 _ WalKer 807 1,232 65% 1 
28 . CrenShaw 246 400 62.0/(1 -!,' 

29 . Lawrence 409 654 62% ..'. 
30 . Clay 103 167 61 ilIa ~'. 

31. Jackson 198 331 60% '.~ 
32 . Marlon 175 29t 60% ':,:... 
33. Winston 142 236 60 0/a: 

34. Lowndes 621 1,052 59% 
35 . Limestone 452 794 51°/t'l -'I 
36. Tuscatoosa 1,743 3 ,032 57% . ':.. 
37 . PiKe 527 933 56% .~, 

38 . Barbou r 402 732 55% ~. ~ 

39 . Etowah 849 1,532 55% -- -J 

40 . Elmore 383 708 54% -'-' -J 
41 . Houston 711 1,403 500

/0 ••42. Mobile 4 ,472 9,300 481)/0 J 
43 . FranKlin 167 348 47% I 
44. Montgomery 1,305 2,774 47% •
45 . Sumter 379 862 44% •46. Colbert 376 863 43% J 
47 . Pickens 414 949 43°/Q 

48 . Greene 282 665 42% .J 
49 . Esc.mbl. 362 871 4t % •50 . Clarke 237 617 380J0 I 
51. WHhington 129 337 38% .. 
52 . Baldwin 254 880 35% 
53 . Jefferson 4,023 12,883 35% 
54 . Shtlby 213 632 34% 
55 . Dale 166 479 34% 

56 . Chambers 259 792 33% 
57 . Bullock 122 383 32% 
58 . Conecuh 176 554 32% 
59 . Hale 211 656 32°/u 
60 . Fayette 62 213 29 0/ 0 J 
61. Talladega 644 2,297 29% I 
62. WileOK 281 1,018 28% 
63 Monroe 178 675 26% J 
64 . Madison 684 2,748 25% J 
65 . Choctaw 145 698 20% I 
66. Tallapoosa 1&7 813 20% 
67 . Lee 199 1,097 18% t 

TOTAL 37,628 73,458 51 0/0 

I 

I 

I 


Source ; NO.3 t 

I 
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6% were referred to other providers. It is, therefore, 
apparent that many of the children screened were 
referred for follow-up of multiple problems. 

Approximately a third of tho e screened were in 
age group 0-5 and the remainder were in .age group 
6-20. Hypertension, rheumatic fever, other abnormal 
heart conditions, diabetes, neurological disorders, 
veneral disease, skin problems, anemia, urinary tract 
infections, visual and hearing problems, and child 
abuse are among the health problems discovered and 
treated. 

Eighty-five percent of persons screened during 
the year were examined for the first time . Fifteen 
percen t had been th rough th reen i ng process 
previously and returned for the periodic eh ckup 
which is scheduled to occur at ages 2,4, 6,9, 13, and 
17 years. 

Of those referred to sources of diagnosi and 
treatment, approximately 70% received treatment 
within 60 days; 21% refused treatment during the 
reporting period; 7% were found to need no 

tredlm~nt; cmu no provldel was available during the 
reporting period for a small group of persons who had 
been referred . If this program is to be effective, 
Medicdid mu t do more than simply of er treatment 
to these reluctant ratients. An effort mu t be made 
to hdp them see the v,llue f early medi al care. 

County health departments account for the 
m,ljoflty of screening ac'tivlty in the state. However, 
several pliysicians, community health centers and 
(.h iId dcvclormen t cen ters have en tered the program 
during lhe year and have made significant 
contribution to the screening progr< m in several 
counties. 

The state and local of rices of the Dcpdrtmcnt of 
Pension nd Security made a tremendou 
contribution to the EPSDT program during the year 
through lheir outreach efforts, person-to-person 
LOntacts, provision-·pr social ervices, and help wilh 
follow-up of rderr<lls to assure that children and 
young people in need of medical or d ntal services 
were ahlc to receive them on a timely basis. 
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