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Preface

This is the second and final report of the Committee on the Quality of Health
Care in America, which was appointed in 1998 to identify strategies for achieving
a substantial improvement in the quality of health care delivered to Americans.
The committee’s first report, To Err Is Human: Building a Safer Health System,
was released in 1999 and focused on a specific quality concern—patient safety.
This second report focuses more broadly on how the health care delivery system
can be designed to innovate and improve care.

This report does not recommend specific organizational approaches to
achieve the aims set forth. Rather than being an organizational construct, rede-
sign refers to a new perspective on the purpose and aims of the health care
system, how patients and their clinicians should relate, and how care processes
can be designed to optimize responsiveness to patient needs. The principles and
guidance for redesign that are offered in this report represent fundamental changes
in the way the system meets the needs of the people it serves.

Redesign is not aimed only at the health care organizations and professionals
that comprise the delivery system. Change is also required in the structures and
processes of the environment in which those organizations and professionals
function. Such change includes setting national priorities for improvement, cre-
ating better methods for disseminating and applying knowledge to practice, fos-
tering the use of information technology in clinical care, creating payment poli-
cies that encourage innovation and reward improvement in performance, and
enhancing educational programs to strengthen the health care workforce.

The Quality of Health Care in America project is supported largely by the
income from an endowment established within the Institute of Medicine by the

ix
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X PREFACE

Howard Hughes Medical Institute and income from an endowment established
for the National Research Council by the W. K. Kellogg Foundation. Generous
support was provided by the Commonwealth Fund for a workshop on applying
information technology to improve the quality of clinical care, by the Health Care
Financing Administration for a workshop aimed at exploring the relationship
between payment policy and quality improvement, by the Robert Wood Johnson
Foundation for a survey of exemplary systems of care, by the California Health
Care Foundation for a workshop to explore methods for communicating with the
public about quality in health care, and by the Agency for Healthcare Research
and Quality for a workshop on the relationship between patient outcomes and
provider volume.

Although the committee takes full responsibility for the content of this re-
port, many people have made important contributions. The Subcommittee on
Designing the Health System of the 21st Century, under the direction of Donald
Berwick, combined a depth of knowledge and creativity to propose a vision on
how health care could be delivered in the 21st century. The Subcommittee on
Creating an External Environment for Quality, under the direction of J. Cris
Bisgard and Molly Joel Coye, provided expert guidance and a wealth of experi-
ence on how the external environment could support improved delivery of care.
Lastly, the IOM staff, under the direction of Janet Corrigan, have provided excel-
lent research, analysis and writing.

Now is the right time for the changes proposed in this report. Technological
advances make it possible to accomplish things today that were impossible only
a few years ago. Patients, health care professionals, and policy makers are
becoming all too painfully aware of the shortcomings of our current care delivery
systems and the importance of finding better approaches to meeting the health
care needs of all Americans. The committee does not offer a simple prescription,
but a vision of what is possible and the path that can be taken. It will not be an
easy road, but it will be most worthwhile.

William C. Richardson, Ph.D.

Chair
March 2001
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Foreword

This is the second and final report of the Committee on the Quality of Health
Care in America. Response to the committee’s first report, To Err is Human:
Building a Safer Health System, has been swift, positive, and ongoing from many
health care organizations, practitioners, researchers, and policy makers.

The present report addresses quality-related issues more broadly, providing a
strategic direction for redesigning the health care delivery system of the 21st
century. Fundamental reform of health care is needed to ensure that all Ameri-
cans receive care that is safe, effective, patient centered, timely, efficient, and
equitable.

As this report is being released, we are reflecting on the recent loss of a great
20th-century leader in the field of health care quality. Avedis Donabedian,
member of the Institute of Medicine, leaves behind a rich body of work on the
conceptualization and measurement of quality. His extraordinary intellectual con-
tributions will continue to guide efforts to improve quality well into the coming
century.

The Quality of Health Care in America project continues the Institute of
Medicine’s long-standing focus on quality-of-care issues. The Institute’s Na-
tional Roundtable on Health Care Quality has described the variability of the
quality of health care in the United States and highlighted the urgent need for
improvement. The report Ensuring Quality Cancer Care issued by the Institute’s
National Cancer Policy Board, offers the conclusion that there is a wide gulf
between ideal cancer care and the reality experienced by many Americans. And
a forthcoming report from the Institute’s Committee on the National Quality

Xi
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Xii FOREWORD
Report on Health Care Delivery will offer a framework for periodic reporting to

the nation on the state of quality of care.

This report reinforces the conviction of these and other concerned groups
that we cannot wait any longer to address the serious quality-of-care challenges
facing our nation. A comprehensive and strong response is needed now.

Kenneth I. Shine, M.D.
President, Institute of Medicine
March 2001
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Executive Summary

The American health care delivery system is in need of fundamental change.
Many patients, doctors, nurses, and health care leaders are concerned that the care
delivered is not, essentially, the care we should receive (Donelan et al., 1999;
Reed and St. Peter, 1997; Shindul-Rothschild et al., 1996; Taylor, 2001). The
frustration levels of both patients and clinicians have probably never been higher.
Yet the problems remain. Health care today harms too frequently and routinely
fails to deliver its potential benefits.

Americans should be able to count on receiving care that meets their needs
and is based on the best scientific knowledge. Yet there is strong evidence that
this frequently is not the case.! Crucial reports from disciplined review bodies
document the scale and gravity of the problems (Chassin et al., 1998; Institute of
Medicine, 1999; Advisory Commission on Consumer Protection and Quality in
the Health Care Industry, 1998). Quality problems are everywhere, affecting
many patients. Between the health care we have and the care we could have lies
not just a gap, but a chasm.

The Committee on the Quality of Health Care in America was formed in
June 1998 and charged with developing a strategy that would result in a substan-
tial improvement in the quality of health care over the next 10 years. In carrying
out this charge, the committee commissioned a detailed review of the literature
on the quality of care; convened a communications workshop to identify strate-
gies for raising the awareness of the general public and key stakeholders of
quality concerns; identified environmental forces that encourage or impede ef-

ISee Appendix A of this report for a review of the literature on the quality of care.
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forts to improve quality; developed strategies for fostering greater accountability
for quality; and identified important areas of research that should be pursued to
facilitate improvements in quality. The committee has focused on the personal
health care delivery system, specifically, the provision of preventive, acute,
chronic, and end-of-life health care for individuals. Although the committee
recognizes the critical role of the public health system in protecting and improv-
ing the health of our communities, this issue lies beyond the purview of the
present study.

The committee has already spoken to one urgent quality problem—patient
safety. In our first report, To Err Is Human: Building a Safer Health System, we
concluded that tens of thousands of Americans die each year from errors in their
care, and hundreds of thousands suffer or barely escape from nonfatal injuries
that a truly high-quality care system would largely prevent (Institute of Medicine,
2000b).

As disturbing as the committee’s report on safety is, it reflects only a small
part of the unfolding story of quality in American health care. Other defects are
even more widespread and, taken together, detract still further from the health,
functioning, dignity, comfort, satisfaction, and resources of Americans. This
report addresses these additional quality problems. As the patient safety report
was a call for action to make care safer, this report is a call for action to improve
the American health care delivery system as a whole, in all its quality dimen-
sions, for all Americans.

WHY ACTION IS NEEDED NOW

At no time in the history of medicine has the growth in knowledge and
technologies been so profound. Since the first contemporary randomized con-
trolled trial was conducted more than 50 years ago, the number of trials con-
ducted has grown to nearly 10,000 annually (Chassin, 1998). Between 1993 and
1999, the budget of the National Institutes of Health increased from $10.9 to
$15.6 billion, while investments by pharmaceutical firms in research and devel-
opment increased from $12 to $24 billion (National Institutes of Health, 2000;
Pharmaceutical Research and Manufacturers of America, 2000). Genomics and
other new technologies on the horizon offer the promise of further increasing
longevity, improving health and functioning, and alleviating pain and suffering.
Advances in rehabilitation, cell restoration, and prosthetic devices hold potential
for improving the heath and functioning of many with disabilities. Americans are
justifiably proud of the great strides that have been made in the health and
medical sciences.

As medical science and technology have advanced at a rapid pace, however,
the health care delivery system has floundered in its ability to provide consis-
tently high-quality care to all Americans. Research on the quality of care reveals
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a health care system that frequently falls short in its ability to translate knowledge
into practice, and to apply new technology safely and appropriately. During the
last decade alone, more than 70 publications in leading peer-reviewed journals
have documented serious quality shortcomings (see Appendix A). The perfor-
mance of the health care system varies considerably. It may be exemplary, but
often is not, and millions of Americans fail to receive effective care. If the health
care system cannot consistently deliver today’s science and technology, we may
conclude that it is even less prepared to respond to the extraordinary scientific
advances that will surely emerge during the first half of the 21st century. And
finally, more than 40 million Americans remain without health insurance, de-
prived of critically important access to basic care (U.S. Census Bureau, 2000).

The health care system as currently structured does not, as a whole, make the
best use of its resources. There is little doubt that the aging population and
increased patient demand for new services, technologies, and drugs are contribut-
ing to the steady increase in health care expenditures, but so, too, is waste. Many
types of medical errors result in the subsequent need for additional health care
services to treat patients who have been harmed (Institute of Medicine, 2000b).
A highly fragmented delivery system that largely lacks even rudimentary clinical
information capabilities results in poorly designed care processes characterized
by unnecessary duplication of services and long waiting times and delays. And
there is substantial evidence documenting overuse of many services—services
for which the potential risk of harm outweighs the potential benefits (Chassin et
al., 1998; Schuster et al., 1998).

What is perhaps most disturbing is the absence of real progress toward
restructuring health care systems to address both quality and cost concerns, or
toward applying advances in information technology to improve administrative
and clinical processes. Despite the efforts of many talented leaders and dedicated
professionals, the last quarter of the 20th century might best be described as the
“era of Brownian motion in health care.” Mergers, acquisitions, and affiliations
have been commonplace within the health plan, hospital, and physician practice
sectors (Colby, 1997). Yet all this organizational turmoil has resulted in little
change in the way health care is delivered. Some of the new arrangements have
failed following disappointing results. Leaders of health care institutions are
under extraordinary pressure, trying on the one hand to strategically reposition
their organizations for the future, and on the other to respond to today’s chal-
lenges, such as reductions in third-party payments (Guterman, 1998), shortfalls in
nurse staffing (Egger, 2000), and growing numbers of uninsured patients seeking
uncompensated care (Institute of Medicine, 2000a).

For several decades, the needs of the American public have been shifting
from predominantly acute, episodic care to care for chronic conditions. Chronic
conditions are now the leading cause of illness, disability, and death; they affect
almost half of the U.S. population and account for the majority of health care
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expenditures (Hoffman et al., 1996; The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation,
1996). As the need for community-based acute and long-term care services has
grown, the portion of health care resources devoted to hospital care has declined,
while that expended on pharmaceuticals has risen dramatically (Copeland, 1999).
Yet there remains a dearth of clinical programs with the infrastructure required to
provide the full complement of services needed by people with heart disease,
diabetes, asthma, and other common chronic conditions (Wagner et al., 1996).
The fact that more than 40 percent of people with chronic conditions have more
than one such condition argues strongly for more sophisticated mechanisms to
communicate and coordinate care (The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, 1996).
Yet physician groups, hospitals, and other health care organizations operate as
silos, often providing care without the benefit of complete information about the
patient’s condition, medical history, services provided in other settings, or medi-
cations prescribed by other clinicians. For those without insurance, care is often
unobtainable except in emergencies. It is not surprising, then, that studies of
patient experience document that the health system for some is a “nightmare to
navigate” (Picker Institute and American Hospital Association, 1996).

QUALITY AS A SYSTEM PROPERTY

The committee is confident that Americans can have a health care system of
the quality they need, want, and deserve. But we are also confident that this
higher level of quality cannot be achieved by further stressing current systems of
care. The current care systems cannot do the job. Trying harder will not work.
Changing systems of care will.

The committee’s report on patient safety offers a similar conclusion in its
narrower realm. Safety flaws are unacceptably common, but the effective rem-
edy is not to browbeat the health care workforce by asking them to try harder to
give safe care. Members of the health care workforce are already trying hard to
do their jobs well. In fact, the courage, hard work, and commitment of doctors,
nurses, and others in health care are today the only real means we have of
stemming the flood of errors that are latent in our health care systems.

Health care has safety and quality problems because it relies on outmoded
systems of work. Poor designs set the workforce up to fail, regardless of how
hard they try. If we want safer, higher-quality care, we will need to have rede-
signed systems of care, including the use of information technology to support
clinical and administrative processes.

Throughout this report, the committee offers a strategy and action plan for
building a stronger health system over the coming decade, one that is capable of
delivering on the promise of state-of-the-art health care to all Americans. In
some areas, achieving this ideal will require crossing a large chasm between
today’s system and the possibilities of tomorrow.
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AN AGENDA FOR CROSSING THE CHASM

The need for leadership in health care has never been greater. Transforming
the health care system will not be an easy process. But the potential benefits are
large as well. Narrowing the quality chasm will make it possible to bring the
benefits of medical science and technology to all Americans in every community,
and this in turn will mean less pain and suffering, less disability, greater longev-
ity, and a more productive workforce. To this end, the committee proposes the
following agenda for redesigning the 21st-century health care system:

* That all health care constituencies, including policymakers, purchas-
ers, regulators, health professionals, health care trustees and management,
and consumers, commit to a national statement of purpose for the health
care system as a whole and to a shared agenda of six aims for improvement
that can raise the quality of care to unprecedented levels.

* That clinicians and patients, and the health care organizations that
support care delivery, adopt a new set of principles to guide the redesign of
care processes.

* That the Department of Health and Human Services identify a set of
priority conditions upon which to focus initial efforts, provide resources to
stimulate innovation, and initiate the change process.

e That health care organizations design and implement more effective
organizational support processes to make change in the delivery of care
possible.

* That purchasers, regulators, health professions, educational institu-
tions, and the Department of Health and Human Services create an environ-
ment that fosters and rewards improvement by (1) creating an infrastruc-
ture to support evidence-based practice, (2) facilitating the use of information
technology, (3) aligning payment incentives, and (4) preparing the workforce
to better serve patients in a world of expanding knowledge and rapid change.

The committee recognizes that implementing this agenda will be a complex
process and that it will be important to periodically evaluate progress and re-
assess strategies for overcoming barriers.

Establishing Aims for the 21st-Century Health Care System

The committee proposes six aims for improvement to address key dimen-
sions in which today’s health care system functions at far lower levels than it can
and should. Health care should be:

* Safe—avoiding injuries to patients from the care that is intended to help
them.
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* Effective—providing services based on scientific knowledge to all who
could benefit and refraining from providing services to those not likely to benefit
(avoiding underuse and overuse, respectively).

* Patient-centered—providing care that is respectful of and responsive to
individual patient preferences, needs, and values and ensuring that patient values
guide all clinical decisions.

e Timely—reducing waits and sometimes harmful delays for both those
who receive and those who give care.

* Efficient—avoiding waste, including waste of equipment, supplies, ideas,
and energy.

» Equitable—providing care that does not vary in quality because of per-
sonal characteristics such as gender, ethnicity, geographic location, and socio-
economic status.

A health care system that achieved major gains in these six dimensions
would be far better at meeting patient needs. Patients would experience care that
was safer, more reliable, more responsive, more integrated, and more available.
Patients could count on receiving the full array of preventive, acute, and chronic
services from which they are likely to benefit. Such a system would also be better
for clinicians and others who would experience the satisfaction of providing care
that was more reliable, more responsive to patients, and more coordinated than is
the case today.

The entire enterprise of care would ideally be united across these aims by a
single, overarching purpose for the American health care system as a whole. For
this crucial statement of purpose, the committee endorses and adopts the phrasing
of the Advisory Commission on Consumer Protection and Quality in the Health
Care Industry (1998).

Recommendation 1: All health care organizations, professional
groups, and private and public purchasers should adopt as their
explicit purpose to continually reduce the burden of illness, injury,
and disability, and to improve the health and functioning of the
people of the United States.

Recommendation 2: All health care organizations, professional
groups, and private and public purchasers should pursue six major
aims; specifically, health care should be safe, effective, patient-cen-
tered, timely, efficient, and equitable.

Additionally, without ongoing tracking to assess progress in meeting the six
aims, policy makers, leaders within the health professions and health organiza-
tions, purchasers, and consumers will be unable to determine progress or under-
stand where improvement efforts have succeeded and where further work is most
needed. The National Quality Report has the potential to play an important role
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in continuing to raise the awareness of the American public about the quality-of-
care challenges facing the health care system. Public awareness of shortcomings
in quality is critical to securing public support for the steps that must be taken to
address these concerns.

Recommendation 3: Congress should continue to authorize and
appropriate funds for, and the Department of Health and Human
Services should move forward expeditiously with the establishment
of, monitoring and tracking processes for use in evaluating the
progress of the health system in pursuit of the above-cited aims of
safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness, timeliness, efficiency, and
equity. The Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services should report annually to Congress and the President on
the quality of care provided to the American people.

The committee applauds Congress and the Administration for their current
efforts to establish a National Quality Report for tracking the quality of care.
Ongoing input from the many public- and private-sector associations, profes-
sional groups, and others involved in quality measurement and improvement will
contribute to the success of these efforts. The establishment of specific goals for
each of the six aims could further enhance the usefulness of this monitoring and
tracking system as a stimulus for performance improvement. Continued funding
for this activity should be ensured, as well as regular reports that communicate
progress to all concerned. It should be noted that although this report focuses
only on health care for individuals, the above overarching statement of purpose
and six aims for improvement are sufficiently robust that they can be applied
equally to decisions and evaluations at the population—health level.

Formulating New Rules to Redesign and Improve Care

As discussed earlier, improved performance will depend on new system
designs. The committee believes it would be neither useful nor possible for us to
specify in detail the design of 21st-century health care delivery systems. Imagi-
nation and valuable pluralism abound at the local level in the nation’s health care
enterprise. At the same time, we believe local efforts to implement innovation
and achieve improvement can benefit from a set of simple rules to guide the
redesign of the health care system.

In formulating these rules, the committee has been guided by the belief that
care must be delivered by systems that are carefully and consciously designed to
provide care that is safe, effective, patient-centered, timely, efficient, and equi-
table. Such systems must be designed to serve the needs of patients, and to
ensure that they are fully informed, retain control and participate in care delivery
whenever possible, and receive care that is respectful of their values and prefer-
ences. Such systems must facilitate the application of scientific knowledge to
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practice, and provide clinicians with the tools and supports necessary to deliver
evidence-based care consistently and safely.

Recommendation 4: Private and public purchasers, health care
organizations, clinicians, and patients should work together to rede-
sign health care processes in accordance with the following rules:

1. Care based on continuous healing relationships. Patients
should receive care whenever they need it and in many forms, not
just face-to-face visits. This rule implies that the health care system
should be responsive at all times (24 hours a day, every day) and
that access to care should be provided over the Internet, by tele-
phone, and by other means in addition to face-to-face visits.

2. Customization based on patient needs and values. The system
of care should be designed to meet the most common types of needs,
but have the capability to respond to individual patient choices and
preferences.

3. The patient as the source of control. Patients should be given
the necessary information and the opportunity to exercise the de-
gree of control they choose over health care decisions that affect
them. The health system should be able to accommodate differences
in patient preferences and encourage shared decision making.

4. Shared knowledge and the free flow of information. Patients
should have unfettered access to their own medical information and
to clinical knowledge. Clinicians and patients should communicate
effectively and share information.

5. Evidence-based decision making. Patients should receive
care based on the best available scientific knowledge. Care should
not vary illogically from clinician to clinician or from place to place.

6. Safety as a system property. Patients should be safe from
injury caused by the care system. Reducing risk and ensuring safety
require greater attention to systems that help prevent and mitigate
errors.

7. The need for transparency. The health care system should
make information available to patients and their families that al-
lows them to make informed decisions when selecting a health plan,
hospital, or clinical practice, or choosing among alternative treat-
ments. This should include information describing the system’s
performance on safety, evidence-based practice, and patient satis-
faction.

8. Anticipation of needs. The health system should anticipate
patient needs, rather than simply reacting to events.
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9. Continuous decrease in waste. The health system should not
waste resources or patient time.
10. Cooperation among clinicians. Clinicians and institutions
should actively collaborate and communicate to ensure an appro-
priate exchange of information and coordination of care.

The above rules will lead the redesign effort in the right direction, guiding
the innovation required to achieve the aims for improvement outlined earlier.
Widespread application of these ten rules, each grounded in both logic and vary-
ing degrees of evidence, will represent a new paradigm for health care delivery.
As the redesign effort moves forward, it will be important to assess not only
progress toward meeting the aims, but also the specific effects attributable to the
new rules and to adapt the rules as appropriate.

Design ideas are not enough, however. To initiate the process of change,
both an action agenda and resources are needed.

Taking the First Steps

The committee recognizes the enormity of the change that will be required to
achieve a substantial improvement in the nation’s health care system. Although
steps can be taken immediately to apply the ten rules set forth above to the
redesign of health care, widespread application will require commitment to the
provision of evidence-based care that is responsive to individual patients’ needs
and preferences. Well-designed and well-run systems of care will be required as
well. These changes will occur most rapidly in an environment in which public
policy and market forces are aligned and in which the change process is sup-
ported by an appropriate information technology infrastructure.

To initiate the process of change, the committee believes the health care
system must focus greater attention on the development of care processes for the
common conditions that afflict many people. A limited number of such condi-
tions, about 15 to 25, account for the majority of health care services (Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention, 1999; Medical Expenditure Panel Survey, 2000;
Ray et al., 2000). Nearly all of these conditions are chronic. By focusing
attention on a limited number of common conditions, the committee believes it
will be possible to make sizable improvements in the quality of care received by
many individuals within the coming decade.

Health care for chronic conditions is very different from care for acute epi-
sodic illnesses. Care for the chronically ill needs to be a collaborative, multidisci-
plinary process. Effective methods of communication, both among caregivers
and between caregivers and patients, are critical to providing high-quality care.
Personal health information must accompany patients as they transition from
home to clinical office setting to hospital to nursing home and back.
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Carefully designed, evidence-based care processes, supported by automated
clinical information and decision support systems, offer the greatest promise of
achieving the best outcomes from care for chronic conditions. Some efforts are
now under way to synthesize the clinical evidence pertaining to common chronic
conditions and to make this information available to consumers and clinicians on
the Web and by other means (Lindberg and Humphreys, 1999). In addition,
evidence-based practice guidelines have been developed for many chronic condi-
tions (Eisenberg, 2000). Yet studies of the quality of care document tremendous
variability in practice for many such conditions. Given these variations and the
prevalence of chronic conditions, these conditions represent an excellent starting
point for efforts to better define optimum care or best practices, and to design
care processes to meet patient needs. Moreover, such efforts to improve quality
must be supported by payment methods that remove barriers to integrated care
and provide strong incentives and rewards for improvement.

To facilitate this process, the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality
should identify a limited number of priority conditions that affect many people
and account for a sizable portion of the national health burden and associated
expenditures. Inidentifying these priority conditions, the agency should consider
using the list of conditions identified through the Medical Expenditure Panel
Survey (2000). According to the most recent survey data, the top 15 priority
conditions are cancer, diabetes, emphysema, high cholesterol, HIV/AIDS, hyper-
tension, ischemic heart disease, stroke, arthritis, asthma, gall bladder disease,
stomach ulcers, back problems, Alzheimer’s disease and other dementias, and
depression and anxiety disorders. Health care organizations, clinicians, purchas-
ers, and other stakeholders should then work together to (1) organize evidence-
based care processes consistent with best practices, (2) organize major prevention
programs to target key health risk behaviors associated with the onset or progres-
sion of these conditions, (3) develop the information infrastructure needed to
support the provision of care and the ongoing measurement of care processes and
patient outcomes, and (4) align the incentives inherent in payment and account-
ability processes with the goal of quality improvement.

Recommendation 5: The Agency for Healthcare Research and Qual-
ity should identify not fewer than 15 priority conditions, taking into
account frequency of occurrence, health burden, and resource use.
In collaboration with the National Quality Forum, the agency should
convene stakeholders, including purchasers, consumers, health care
organizations, professional groups, and others, to develop strate-
gies, goals, and action plans for achieving substantial improvements
in quality in the next 5 years for each of the priority conditions.

Redirecting the health care industry toward the implementation of well-
designed care processes for priority conditions will require significant resources.
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Capital will be required to invest in enhancing organizational capacity, building
an information infrastructure, and training multidisciplinary care teams, among
other things. The committee believes it is appropriate for the public sector to take
the lead in establishing an innovation fund to seed promising projects, but not to
shoulder the full burden of the transition. Private-sector organizations, including
foundations, purchasers, health care organizations, and others, should also make
investments. High priority should be given to projects that are likely to result in
making available in the public domain new programs, tools, and technologies that
are broadly applicable throughout the health care sector.

Recommendation 6: Congress should establish a Health Care Qual-
ity Innovation Fund to support projects targeted at (1) achieving the
six aims of safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness, timeliness, ef-
ficiency, and equity; and/or (2) producing substantial improvements
in quality for the priority conditions. The fund’s resources should
be invested in projects that will produce a public-domain portfolio
of programs, tools, and technologies of widespread applicability.

Americans now invest annually $1.1 trillion, or 13.5 percent, of the nation’s
gross domestic product (GDP) in the health care sector (Health Care Financing
Administration, 1999). This figure is expected to grow to more than $2 trillion,
or 16 percent of GDP, by 2007 (Smith et al., 1998). The committee believes a
sizable commitment, on the order of $1 billion over 3 to 5 years, is needed to
strongly communicate the need for rapid and significant change in the health care
system and to help initiate the transition. Just as a vigorous public commitment
has led to the mapping of human DNA, a similar commitment is needed to help
the nation’s health care system achieve the aims for improvement outlined above.

Building Organizational Supports for Change

Supporting front-line teams that deliver care are many types of health care
organizations. Today, these are hospitals, physician practices, clinics, integrated
delivery systems, and health plans, but new forms will unquestionably emerge.
Whatever those forms, care that is responsive to patient needs and makes consis-
tent use of the best evidence requires far more conscious and careful organization
than we find today.

Organizations will need to negotiate successfully six major challenges. The
first is to redesign care processes to serve more effectively the needs of the
chronically ill for coordinated, seamless care across settings and clinicians and
over time. The use of tools to organize and deliver care has lagged far behind
biomedical and clinical knowledge. A number of well-understood design prin-
ciples, drawn from other industries as well as some of today’s health care organi-
zations, could help greatly in improving the care that is provided to patients.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

12 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

A second challenge is making effective use of information technologies to
automate clinical information and make it readily accessible to patients and all
members of the care team. An improved information infrastructure is needed to
establish effective and timely communication among clinicians and between pa-
tients and clinicians.

A third challenge is to manage the growing knowledge base and ensure that
all those in the health care workforce have the skills they need. Making use of
new knowledge requires that health professionals develop new skills or assume
new roles. It requires that they use new tools to access and apply the expanding
knowledge base. It also requires that training and ongoing licensure and certifi-
cation reflect the need for lifelong learning and evaluation of competencies.

A fourth challenge for organizations is coordination of care across patient
conditions, services, and settings over time. Excellent information technologies
and well-thought-out and -implemented modes of ongoing communication can
reduce the need to craft laborious, case-by-case strategies for coordinating patient
care.

A fifth challenge is to continually advance the effectiveness of teams. Team
practice is common, but the training of health professionals is typically isolated
by discipline. Making the necessary changes in roles to improve the work of
teams is often slowed or stymied by institutional, labor, and financial structures,
and by law and custom.

Finally, all organizations—whether or not health care related—can improve
their performance only by incorporating care process and outcome measures into
their daily work. Use of such measures makes it possible to understand the
degree to which performance is consistent with best practices, and the extent to
which patients are being helped.

Recommendation 7: The Agency for Healthcare Research and Qual-
ity and private foundations should convene a series of workshops
involving representatives from health care and other industries and
the research community to identify, adapt, and implement state-of-
the-art approaches to addressing the following challenges:

* Redesign of care processes based on best practices

¢ Use of information technologies to improve access to clinical
information and support clinical decision making

¢ Knowledge and skills management

¢ Development of effective teams

¢ Coordination of care across patient conditions, services, and
settings over time

¢ Incorporation of performance and outcome measurements for
improvement and accountability
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Establishing a New Environment for Care

To enable the profound changes in health care recommended in this report,
the environment of care must also change. The committee believes the current
environment often inhibits the changes needed to achieve quality improvement.
Two types of environmental change are needed:

* Focus and align the environment toward the six aims for improvement.
To effect this set of changes, purchasers and health plans, for example, should
eliminate or modify payment practices that fragment the care system, and should
establish incentives designed to encourage and reward innovations aimed at im-
proving quality. Purchasers and regulators should also create precise streams of
accountability and measurement reflecting achievements in the six aims. More-
over, efforts should be made to help health care consumers understand the aims,
why they are important, and how to interpret the levels of performance of various
health care systems.

* Provide, where possible, assets and encouragement for positive change.
For example, national funding agencies could promote research on new designs
for the care of priority conditions, state and national activities could be under-
taken to facilitate the exchange of best practices and shared learning among
health care delivery systems, and a national system for monitoring progress to-
ward the six aims for improvement could help improvement efforts remain on
track.

Such environmental changes need to occur in four major areas: the infra-
structure that supports the dissemination and application of new clinical knowl-
edge and technologies, the information technology infrastructure, payment poli-
cies, and preparation of the health care workforce.

Changes will also be needed in the quality oversight and accountability
processes of public and private purchasers. This issue is not addressed here. The
IOM will be issuing a separate report on federal quality measurement and im-
provement programs in Fall 2002. In addition, the National Quality Forum has an
extensive effort under way to develop a national framework for quality measure-
ment and accountability and will be issuing a report in Summer 2001.

Applying Evidence to Health Care Delivery

In the current health care system, scientific knowledge about best care is not
applied systematically or expeditiously to clinical practice. An average of about
17 years is required for new knowledge generated by randomized controlled trials
to be incorporated into practice, and even then application is highly uneven
(Balas and Boren, 2000). The extreme variability in practice in clinical areas in
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which there is strong scientific evidence and a high degree of expert consensus
about best practices indicates that current dissemination efforts fail to reach many
clinicians and patients, and that there are insufficient tools and incentives to
promote rapid adoption of best practices. The time has come to invest in the
creation of a more effective infrastructure for the application of knowledge to
health care delivery.

Recommendation 8: The Secretary of the Department of Health
and Human Services should be given the responsibility and neces-
sary resources to establish and maintain a comprehensive program
aimed at making scientific evidence more useful and accessible to
clinicians and patients. In developing this program, the Secretary
should work with federal agencies and in collaboration with profes-
sional and health care associations, the academic and research com-
munities, and the National Quality Forum and other organizations
involved in quality measurement and accountability.

It is critical that leadership from the private sector, both professional and
other health care leaders and consumer representatives, be involved in all aspects
of this effort to ensure its applicability and acceptability to clinicians and pa-
tients. The infrastructure developed through this public- and private-sector part-
nership should focus initially on priority conditions and include:

* Ongoing analysis and synthesis of the medical evidence

* Delineation of specific practice guidelines

* Identification of best practices in the design of care processes

* Enhanced dissemination efforts to communicate evidence and guidelines
to the general public and professional communities

* Development of decision support tools to assist clinicians and patients in
applying the evidence

* Establishment of goals for improvement in care processes and outcomes

e Development of quality measures for priority conditions

More systematic approaches are needed to analyze and synthesize medical
evidence for both clinicians and patients. Far more sophisticated clinical deci-
sion support systems will be required to assist clinicians and patients in selecting
the best treatment options and delivering safe and effective care. Many promis-
ing private- and public-sector activities now under way can serve as excellent
models and building blocks for a more expanded effort. In particular, the Co-
chrane Collaboration and the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality’s
Evidence-Based Practice Centers represent important efforts to synthesize medi-
cal evidence. The growth of the Internet has also opened up many new opportu-
nities to make evidence more accessible to clinicians and consumers. The efforts
of the National Library of Medicine to facilitate access to the medical literature
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by both consumers and health care professionals and to design Web sites that
organize large amounts of information on particular health needs are particularly
promising.

The development of a more effective infrastructure to synthesize and orga-
nize evidence around priority conditions would also offer new opportunities to
enhance quality measurement and reporting. A stronger and more organized
evidence base should facilitate the adoption of best practices, as well as the
development of valid and reliable quality measures for priority conditions that
could be used for both internal quality improvement and external accountability.

Using Information Technology

Health care delivery has been relatively untouched by the revolution in infor-
mation technology that has been transforming nearly every other aspect of soci-
ety. The majority of patient and clinician encounters take place for purposes of
exchanging clinical information: patients share information with clinicians about
their general health, symptoms, and concerns, and clinicians use their knowledge
and skills to respond with pertinent medical information, and in many cases
reassurance. Yet it is estimated that only a small fraction of physicians offer e-
mail interaction, a simple and convenient tool for efficient communication, to
their patients (Hoffman, 1997).

The meticulous collection of personal health information throughout a pa-
tient’s life can be one of the most important inputs to the provision of proper care.
Yet for most individuals, that health information is dispersed in a collection of
paper records that are poorly organized and often illegible, and frequently cannot
be retrieved in a timely fashion, making it nearly impossible to manage many
forms of chronic illness that require frequent monitoring and ongoing patient
support.

Although growth in clinical knowledge and technology has been profound,
many health care settings lack basic computer systems to provide clinical infor-
mation or support clinical decision making. The development and application of
more sophisticated information systems is essential to enhance quality and im-
prove efficiency.

The Internet has enormous potential to transform health care through infor-
mation technology applications in such areas as consumer health, clinical care,
administrative and financial transactions, public health, professional education,
and biomedical and health services research (National Research Council, 2000).
Many of these applications are currently within reach, including remote medical
consultation with patients in their homes or offices; consumer and clinician ac-
cess to the medical literature; creation of “communities” of patients and clini-
cians with shared interests; consumer access to information on health plans,
participating providers, eligibility for procedures, and covered drugs in a formu-
lary; and videoconferencing among public health officials during emergency
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situations. Other applications are more experimental, such as simulation of sur-
gical procedures; consultation among providers involving manipulation of digital
images; and control of experimental equipment, such as electron microscopes.

The Internet also supports rising interest among consumers in information
and convenience in all areas of commerce, including health care. The number of
Americans who use the Internet to retrieve health-related information is esti-
mated to be about 70 million (Cain et al., 2000). Consumers access health-related
Web sites to research an illness or disease; seek information on nutrition and
fitness; research drugs and their interactions; and search for doctors, hospitals,
and online medical support groups.

The committee believes information technology must play a central role in
the redesign of the health care system if a substantial improvement in quality is to
be achieved over the coming decade. Automation of clinical, financial, and
administrative transactions is essential to improving quality, preventing errors,
enhancing consumer confidence in the health system, and improving efficiency.

Central to many information technology applications is the automation of
patient-specific clinical information. A fully electronic medical record, including
all types of patient information, is not needed to achieve many, if not most, of the
benefits of automated clinical data. Sizable benefits can be derived in the near
future from automating certain types of data, such as medication orders. Efforts
to automate clinical information date back several decades, but progress has been
slow (Institute of Medicine, 1991), in part because of the barriers and risks
involved. An important constraint is that consumers and policy makers share
concerns about the privacy and confidentiality of these data (Cain et al., 2000;
Goldman, 1998). The United States also lacks national standards for the capture,
storage, communication, processing, and presentation of health information
(Work Group on Computerization of Patient Records, 2000).

The challenges of applying information technology to health care should not
be underestimated. Health care is undoubtedly one of the most, if not the most,
complex sector of the economy. The number of different types of transactions
(i.e., patient needs, interactions, and services) is very large. Sizable capital
investments and multiyear commitments to building systems will be required.
Widespread adoption of many information technology applications will require
behavioral adaptations on the part of large numbers of patients, clinicians, and
organizations. Yet, the Internet is rapidly transforming many aspects of society,
and many health-related processes stand to be reshaped as well.

In the absence of a national commitment and financial support to build a
national health information infrastructure, the committee believes that progress
on quality improvement will be painfully slow. The automation of clinical,
financial, and administrative information and the electronic sharing of such infor-
mation among clinicians, patients, and appropriate others within a secure envi-
ronment are critical if the 21Ist-century health care system envisioned by the
committee is to be realized.
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Recommendation 9: Congress, the executive branch, leaders of
health care organizations, public and private purchasers, and health
informatics associations and vendors should make a renewed na-
tional commitment to building an information infrastructure to sup-
port health care delivery, consumer health, quality measurement
and improvement, public accountability, clinical and health services
research, and clinical education. This commitment should lead to
the elimination of most handwritten clinical data by the end of the
decade.

Aligning Payment Policies with Quality Improvement

Current payment methods do not adequately encourage or support the provi-
sion of quality health care. Although payment is not the only factor that influ-
ences provider and patient behavior, it is an important one.

All payment methods affect behavior and quality. For example, fee-for-
service payment methods for physicians and hospitals raise concerns about po-
tential overuse of services—the provision of services that may not be necessary
or may expose the patient to greater potential harm than benefit. On the other
hand, capitation and per case payment methods for physicians and hospitals raise
questions about potential underuse—the failure to provide services from which
the patient would likely benefit. Indeed, no payment method perfectly aligns
financial incentives with the goal of quality improvement for all health care
decision makers, including clinicians, hospitals, and patients. This is one reason
for the widespread interest in blended methods of payment designed to counter
the disadvantages of one payment method with the advantages of another.

Too little attention has been paid to the careful analysis and alignment of
payment incentives with quality improvement. The current health care environ-
ment is replete with examples of payment policies that work against the efforts of
clinicians, health care administrators, and others to improve quality. The follow-
ing example, presented at an Institute of Medicine workshop on payment and
quality held on April 24, 2000, illustrates how payment policies can work against
the efforts of clinicians, health care administrators, and others to improve quality:

A physician group paid primarily on a fee-for-service basis instituted a new
program to improve blood sugar control for diabetic patients. Specifically, pilot
studies suggested that tighter diabetic management could decrease hemoglobin
Alc levels by 2 percentage points for about 40 percent of all diabetic patients
managed by the physician group. Data from two randomized controlled trials
demonstrated that better sugar controls should translate into lower rates of retin-
opathy, nephropathy, peripheral neurological damage, and heart disease. The

2 This case study has been excerpted from a paper prepared by and presented at the IOM workshop
by Brent James, Intermountain Health Care, Salt Lake City, Utah, April 2000.
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savings in direct health care costs (i.e., reduced visits and hospital episodes)
from avoided complications have been estimated to generate a net savings of
about $2,000 per patient per year, on average, over 15 years. Across the more
than 13,000 diabetic patients managed by the physician group, the project had
the potential to generate over $10 million in net savings each year. The project
was costly to the medical group in two ways. First, expenses to conduct the
project, including extra clinical time for tighter management, fell to the physi-
cian group. Second, over time, as diabetic complication rates fell, the project
would reduce patient visits and, thus, revenues as well. But the savings from
avoided complications would accrue to the insurer or a self-funded purchaser.

The committee believes that all purchasers, both public and private, should care-
fully reexamine their payment policies.

Recommendation 10: Private and public purchasers should exam-
ine their current payment methods to remove barriers that cur-
rently impede quality improvement, and to build in stronger incen-
tives for quality enhancement.

Payment methods should:

e Provide fair payment for good clinical management of the types of pa-
tients seen. Clinicians should be adequately compensated for taking good care of
all types of patients, neither gaining nor losing financially for caring for sicker
patients or those with more complicated conditions. The risk of random inci-
dence of disease in the population should reside with a larger risk pool, whether
that be large groups of providers, health plans, or insurance companies.

* Provide an opportunity for providers to share in the benefits of quality
improvement. Rewards should be located close to the level at which the re-
engineering and process redesign needed to improve quality are likely to take
place.

* Provide the opportunity for consumers and purchasers to recognize qual-
ity differences in health care and direct their decisions accordingly. In particular,
consumers need to have good information on quality and the ability to use that
information as they see fit to meet their needs.

* Align financial incentives with the implementation of care processes based
on best practices and the achievement of better patient outcomes. Substantial
improvements in quality are most likely to be obtained when providers are highly
motivated and rewarded for carefully designing and fine-tuning care processes to
achieve increasingly higher levels of safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness,
timeliness, efficiency, and equity.

* Reduce fragmentation of care. Payment methods should not pose a
barrier to providers’ ability to coordinate care for patients across settings and
over time.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 19

To assist purchasers in the redesign of payment policy based on these funda-
mental principles, a vigorous program of pilot testing and evaluating alternative
design options should be pursued.

Recommendation 11: The Health Care Financing Administration
and the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, with input
from private payers, health care organizations, and clinicians,
should develop a research agenda to identify, pilot test, and evaluate
various options for better aligning current payment methods with
quality improvement goals.

Examples of possible means of achieving this end include blended methods
of payment for providers, multiyear contracts, payment modifications to encour-
age use of electronic interaction among clinicians and between clinicians and
patients, risk adjustment, bundled payments for priority conditions, and alterna-
tive approaches for addressing the capital investments needed to improve quality.

Preparing the Workforce

A major challenge in transitioning to the health care system of the 21st
century envisioned by the committee is preparing the workforce to acquire new
skills and adopt new ways of relating to patients and each other. At least three
approaches can be taken to support the workforce in this transition. One is to
redesign the way health professionals are trained to emphasize the aims for
improvement set forth earlier, including teaching evidence-based practice and
using multidisciplinary approaches. Second is to modify the ways in which
health professionals are regulated to facilitate the needed changes in care deliv-
ery. Scope-of-practice acts and other workforce regulations need to allow for
innovation in the use of all types of clinicians to meet patient needs in the most
effective and efficient way possible. Third is to examine how the liability system
can constructively support changes in care delivery while remaining part of an
overall approach to accountability for health care professionals and organiza-
tions. All three approaches are important and require additional study.

Recommendation 12: A multidisciplinary summit of leaders within
the health professions should be held to discuss and develop strate-
gies for (1) restructuring clinical education to be consistent with the
principles of the 21st-century health system throughout the con-
tinuum of undergraduate, graduate, and continuing education for
medical, nursing, and other professional training programs; and
(2) assessing the implications of these changes for provider creden-
tialing programs, funding, and sponsorship of education programs
for health professionals.
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Recommendation 13: The Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality should fund research to evaluate how the current regula-
tory and legal systems (1) facilitate or inhibit the changes needed for
the 21st-century health care delivery system, and (2) can be modi-
fied to support health care professionals and organizations that seek
to accomplish the six aims set forth in Chapter 2.

SUMMARY

The changes needed to realize a substantial improvement in health care
involve the health care system as a whole. The new rules set forth in this report
will affect the role, self-image, and work of front-line doctors, nurses, and all
other staff. The needed new infrastructures will challenge today’s health care
leaders—both clinical leaders and management. The necessary environmental
changes will require the interest and commitment of payers, health plans, govern-
ment officials, and regulatory and accrediting bodies. New skills will require
new approaches by professional educators. The 21st-century health care system
envisioned by the committee—providing care that is evidence-based, patient-
centered, and systems-oriented—also implies new roles and responsibilities for
patients and their families, who must become more aware, more participative,
and more demanding in a care system that should be meeting their needs. And all
involved must be united by the overarching purpose of reducing the burden of
illness, injury, and disability in our nation.

American health care is beset by serious problems, but they are not intrac-
table. Perfect care may be a long way off, but much better care is within our
grasp. The committee envisions a system that uses the best knowledge, that is
focused intensely on patients, and that works across health care providers and
settings. Taking advantage of new information technologies will be an important
catalyst to moving us beyond where we are today. The committee believes that
achieving such a system is both possible and necessary.
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A New Health System for
the 21st Century

Fundamental changes are needed in the organization and delivery of health
care in the United States. The experiences of patients, their families, and health
care clinicians, as well as a large body of evidence on the quality of care, have
convinced the Committee on the Quality of Health Care in America that the time
for major change has come. This chapter sets forth the evidence; the reasons
underlying the inability of the health care system to meet patient needs; and the
committee’s framework for a new health system, which serves to structure the
remaining chapters of this report.

THE QUALITY GAP

The year 1998 was a watershed in the quest for improvement in the quality of
health care (Kizer, 2000). In that year, three major reports detailing serious
quality-of-care concerns were issued. The Institute of Medicine’s (IOM) Na-
tional Roundtable on Health Care Quality documents three types of quality prob-
lems—overuse, underuse, and misuse. The report describes the problem as fol-
lows:

The burden of harm conveyed by the collective impact of all of our health care
quality problems is staggering. It requires the urgent attention of all the stake-
holders: the health care professions, health care policymakers, consumer advo-
cates and purchasers of care. The challenge is to bring the full potential benefit
of effective health care to all Americans while avoiding unneeded and harmful
interventions and eliminating preventable complications of care. Meeting this
challenge demands a readiness to think in radically new ways about how to

23

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

24 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

deliver health care services and how to assess and improve their quality. Our
present efforts resemble a team of engineers trying to break the sound barrier by
tinkering with a Model T Ford. We need a new vehicle or perhaps, many new
vehicles. The only unacceptable alternative is not to change. (Chassin et al.,
1998)

The Advisory Commission on Consumer Protection and Quality also re-
leased a report on quality. That report calls for a national commitment to im-
prove quality, concluding: “Exhaustive research documents the fact that today, in
America, there is no guarantee that any individual will receive high-quality care
for any particular health problem. The health care industry is plagued with
overutilization of services, underutilization of services and errors in health care
practice” (Advisory Commission on Consumer Protection and Quality in the
Health Care Industry, 1998).

Finally, the reports of both of these national panels were supported by the
results of an extensive literature review conducted by researchers at RAND Cor-
poration and encompassing publications in leading peer-reviewed journals be-
tween 1993 and mid-1997 (Schuster et al., 1998). The report on those results
substantiates the serious and pervasive nature of quality-of-care problems.

In the fall of 1998, the Committee on the Quality of Health Care in America
established a Technical Advisory Panel on the State of Quality to review the most
recent literature on quality. In collaboration with RAND, the earlier synthesis of
the quality literature was updated to include work published between July 1997
and August 1998. The detailed results of this review, now covering 8 years and
more than 70 publications, are included in Appendix A. The committee concurs
with the findings of the panel that *. . . there is abundant evidence that serious and
extensive quality problems exist throughout American medicine resulting in harm
to many Americans.”

The literature reviews conducted by RAND encompass studies categorized
under the rubric of quality of care. Other reviews that probe more deeply in a
specific clinical area (e.g., oncology) or focus on a particular type of quality
problem (e.g., errors) provide further evidence of the systemic nature of quality-
of-care problems.

One such study, an IOM report examining cancer care, reveals that quality
problems occur across all types of cancer care and in all aspects of the process of
care (Institute of Medicine, 1999). For example, problems with breast cancer
care include underuse of mammography for early cancer detection, lack of adher-
ence to standards for diagnosis (such as biopsies and pathology studies), inad-
equate patient counseling regarding treatment options, and underuse of radiation
therapy and adjuvant chemotherapy following surgery.

In its first report, To Err Is Human: Building a Safer Health System, this
committee reviewed the literature on a specific type of quality problem—medical
errors. We found about 30 publications published during the last 10 to 12 years
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substantiating serious and widespread errors in health care delivery that resulted
in frequent avoidable injuries to patients (Institute of Medicine, 2000).

These quality problems occur typically not because of a failure of goodwill,
knowledge, effort, or resources devoted to health care, but because of fundamen-
tal shortcomings in the ways care is organized. The nation’s current health care
system often lacks the environment, the processes, and the capabilities needed to
ensure that services are safe, effective, patient-centered, timely, efficient, and
equitable.

UNDERLYING REASONS FOR INADEQUATE QUALITY OF CARE

Four key aspects of the current context for health care delivery help explain
the quality problems outlined above: the growing complexity of science and
technology, the increase in chronic conditions, a poorly organized delivery sys-
tem, and constraints on exploiting the revolution in information technology. Each
of these factors plays a role, and each exacerbates the effects of the others.

Growing Complexity of Science and Technology

Health care today is characterized by more to know, more to manage, more
to watch, more to do, and more people involved in doing it than at any time in the
nation’s history. Our current methods of organizing and delivering care are
unable to meet the expectations of patients and their families because the science
and technologies involved in health care—the knowledge, skills, care interven-
tions, devices, and drugs—have advanced more rapidly than our ability to deliver
them safely, effectively, and efficiently (The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation,
1996).

For more than five decades, investments in biomedical research have in-
creased steadily, resulting in an extraordinary expansion of medical knowledge
and technology (Blumenthal, 1994). Between 1994 and 1999, the budget of the
National Institutes of Health increased from $10.9 to $15.6 billion (National
Institutes of Health, 2000), while the investment of pharmaceutical firms in re-
search and development increased from about $13.5 to $24 billion (Pharmaceuti-
cal Research and Manufacturers of America, 2000). Spending on research and
development in the medical device industry, most of which comes from private
sources, totaled $8.9 billion in 1998 (The Lewin Group, 2000).

As suggested earlier, quality problems do not generally stem from a lack of
knowledge, training, or effort by health professionals. Today, no one clinician
can retain all the information necessary for sound, evidence-based practice. No
unaided human being can read, recall, and act effectively on the volume of
clinically relevant scientific literature. Since the results of the first randomized
controlled trial were published more than 50 years ago (Cochrane, 1972; Daniels
and Hill, 1952), health care practitioners have been increasingly inundated with
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information about what does and does not work to produce good outcomes in
health care. Over the last 30 years, the increase in such trials has been stagger-
ing—from just over 100 to nearly 10,000 annually. The first 5 years of this 30-
year period accounts for only 1 percent of all the articles in the medical literature,
while the last 5 years accounts for almost half (49 percent) (Chassin, 1998), and
there is no indication that this rate is slowing. Studies on the effectiveness of
medical practice have also become increasingly sophisticated, involving complex
issues of patient selection and statistical procedures.

As the knowledge base has expanded, so too has the number of drugs, medi-
cal devices, and other technological supports. For example, the average number
of new drugs approved per year has doubled since the early 1980s, from 19 to 38
(The Henry J. Kaiser Family Foundation, 2000). Between 1990 and 1999, 311
new drugs were approved by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (U.S. Food
and Drug Administration, 2000). The cost of pharmaceuticals is the most rapidly
growing component of health care expenditures. As clinical science continues to
advance, the challenge of managing the use of existing and new pharmaceuticals
and health technologies will intensify.

Without substantial changes in the ways health care is delivered, the prob-
lems resulting from the growing complexity of health care science and technolo-
gies are unlikely to abate; in fact, they will increase. For example, work being
done in genomics offers significant promise for disease diagnosis and, eventu-
ally, treatment. Engineering advances in miniaturization will place diagnostic,
monitoring, and treatment tools directly into the hands of patients as science
improves and costs are reduced. And the application of epidemiological knowl-
edge to large populations and databases will enable us to understand more and
more about the dynamics of wellness and disease.

Increase in Chronic Conditions

One of the consequences of advances in medical science and technology is
that people are now living longer. Although health care is by no means the only
factor that affects morbidity and mortality, innovations in medical science and
technology have contributed greatly to increases in life expectancy. The average
American born today can expect to live more than 76 years (National Center for
Health Statistics, 2000). Roughly 1 additional year has been added to life expect-
ancy every 5 years since 1965.

Because of changing mortality patterns, those age 65 and over constitute an
increasingly large number and proportion of the U.S. population. Today, this age
group accounts for approximately 1 in 8 persons, or 13 percent of the population
(National Center for Health Statistics, 1999). In 2030, when the large baby boom
cohort has entered old age, 1 in 5 persons (20 percent) is expected to be in this age
group. These demographic changes have important implications for the organi-
zation of the health care delivery system, but we have yet to address them in any
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serious way. One consequence of the aging of the population is an increase in the
incidence and prevalence of chronic conditions.

Chronic conditions, defined as illnesses that last longer than 3 months and
are not self-limiting, are now the leading cause of illness, disability, and death in
this country, and affect almost half of the U.S. population (Hoffman et al., 1996).
About 100 million Americans have one or more chronic conditions, and this
number is estimated to grow to 134 million by 2020 (The Robert Wood Johnson
Foundation, 1996). About I in 6 Americans is limited in daily activities in some
way as a result of a chronic condition (The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation,
1996). Disabling chronic conditions affect all age groups; about two-thirds of
those with such conditions are under age 65.

The majority of health care resources are now devoted to the treatment of
chronic disease. In 1990, the direct medical costs for persons with chronic
conditions was $425 billion, nearly 70 percent of all personal health care expen-
ditures (The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, 1996). The indirect costs—Ilost
productivity due to premature death or inability to work—added another $234
billion to this figure.

Providing state-of-the-art health care to a population in which chronic condi-
tions predominate is complicated by the fact that many of those afflicted have
comorbid conditions. About 44 percent of those with a chronic illness have more
than one such condition, and the likelihood of having two or more chronic condi-
tions increases steadily with age. In 1987, annual medical costs per person were
more than twice as high for those with one chronic condition ($1,829) as com-
pared with those with acute conditions only ($817) (The Robert Wood Johnson
Foundation, 1996). Annual medical costs per person increase much more for
those with more than one chronic condition ($4,672).

Unlike much acute episodic care, effective care of the chronically ill is a
collaborative process, involving the definition of clinical problems in terms that
both patients and providers understand; joint development of a care plan with
goals, targets, and implementation strategies; provision of self-management train-
ing and support services; and active, sustained follow-up using visits, telephone
calls, e-mail, and Web-based monitoring and decision support programs (Von
Korff et al., 1997). Much of the care provided to the chronically ill is given by
patients and their families. Activities performed range from the provision of
basic support care to active monitoring and management (e.g., self blood glucose
monitoring by diabetics, use of peak flow meters by asthmatics). Although some
degree of collaborative management is essential to achieve desired outcomes for
many chronic conditions, patients vary a great deal in the amount of information
they want to receive on their condition and their desire to participate in treatment
decisions (Strull et al., 1984). Nonetheless, the collaboration involved in much of
the care provided to the chronically ill adds another layer of complexity to the
delivery of health care to this growing segment of the population.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

28 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

Poorly Organized Delivery System

The current health care delivery system is highly decentralized. In a survey
of physicians practicing in community settings, nearly 40 percent were in one-
physician practices, and more than four of five practiced in settings with fewer
than ten physicians (American Medical Association, 1998). Hospital consolida-
tion is occurring in many markets; of the more than 5,000 community hospitals,
3,556 belong to some form of network or system (American Hospital Associa-
tion, 2000). The formation of physician organizations is occurring much more
slowly, however (Kohn, 2000).

The prevailing model of health care delivery is complicated, comprising
layers of processes and handoffs that patients and families find bewildering and
clinicians view as wasteful. Patients in a 1996 Picker Survey reported that the
health care system is a “nightmare to navigate”—that it feels less like a system
than a confusing, expensive, unreliable, and often impersonal disarray (Picker
Institute and American Hospital Association, 1996). Care delivery processes are
often overly complex, requiring steps and handoffs that slow down the care
process and decrease rather than improve safety. These processes waste re-
sources; leave unaccountable gaps in coverage; result in the loss of information;
and fail to build on the strengths of all health professionals involved to ensure that
care is timely, safe, and appropriate.

In a population increasingly afflicted by chronic conditions, the health care
delivery system is poorly organized to provide care to those with such conditions.
In a review of the literature on chronic care, Wagner et al. (1996) identified five
elements required to improve patient outcomes for the chronically ill:

* FEvidence-based, planned care. The literature is replete with evidence of
the failure to provide care consistent with well-established guidelines for com-
mon chronic conditions such as hypertension (Stockwell et al., 1994), asthma
(Legorreta et al., 1998; Starfield et al., 1994), and diabetes (Kenny et al., 1993).
Successful chronic care programs tend to be ones that incorporate guidelines and
protocols explicitly into practice.

* Reorganization of practices to meet the needs of patients who require
more time, a broad array of resources, and closer follow-up. Such reorganiza-
tion generally involves the delivery of care through a multidisciplinary team, the
careful allocation of tasks among the team members, and the ongoing manage-
ment of patient contact (appointments, follow-up) (Wagner et al., 1996).

» Systematic attention to patients’ need for information and behavioral
change. A review of 400 articles, randomized trials, and observational studies of
self-management support interventions (Center for Advancement of Health,
1996), revealed substantial evidence that programs providing counseling, educa-
tion, information feedback, and other supports to patients with common chronic
conditions are associated with improved outcomes (Brown, 1990; DeBusk et al.,
1994; Mullen et al., 1987).
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* Ready access to necessary clinical expertise. Specialized clinical knowl-
edge and expertise are important to improved outcomes. Evidence suggests that
there are numerous ways to enhance access to such knowledge and expertise,
including education of patients and primary care providers (Inui et al., 1976;
Sawicki et al., 1993; Soumerai and Avorn, 1990), referrals to specialists, various
consultation processes (e.g., teleconferencing, hot line to specialists) (Vinicor et
al., 1987), collaborative care models whereby primary care providers and special-
ists practice together (Katon et al., 1995; McCulloch et al., 1994), and computer
decision support systems (Barton and Schoenbaum, 1990; Litzelman et al., 1993;
McDonald et al., 1988).

* Supportive information systems. Patient registries have been used effec-
tively in many settings to issue reminders for preventive care and necessary
follow-up, and to provide feedback to the provider practice on patient compliance
and service use (Glanz and Scholl, 1982; Johnston et al., 1994; Macharia et al.,
1992; Mugford et al., 1991; Stason et al., 1994). Mechanisms for sharing clinical
and other information among all members of the care team, ranging from patient-
carried medical records (Dickey and Petitti, 1992; Turner et al., 1990) to auto-
mated patient records, can also improve care.

Thus the American health care system does not have well-organized pro-
grams to provide the full complement of services needed by people with such
chronic conditions as heart disease, cancer, diabetes, and asthma. Nor do we
have mechanisms to coordinate the full range of services needed by those with
multiple serious illnesses. And our current health system has only a rudimentary
ability to collect and share patient information.

A growing body of evidence for some procedures and conditions suggests
that higher volume is associated with better outcomes (Hewitt, 2000). We know
little about the underlying factors that produce this relationship (e.g., more effec-
tive care processes, better processes for incorporating knowledge into practice,
provider skill, effective multidisciplinary team, access to specialized resources).
But the results are consistent with the conclusion that the growing complexity of
health care necessitates more sophisticated and carefully designed care processes.

The application of engineering concepts to the design of care processes is a
critical first step in improving patient safety. Yet few health care organizations
have applied the lessons learned by other high-risk industries that have led to
very low rates of injury. These lessons include organized approaches to collect-
ing data on errors and analyzing their causes, minimizing reliance on human
memory, and standardizing routine aspects of care processes (Chassin, 1998;
Institute of Medicine, 2000). Patient safety emerges from systems that are skill-
fully designed to prevent harm (Cook, 1998). Although many, often simple,
steps could be taken now and without great cost, knowledge about such actions
has neither been disseminated among health care institutions nor widely imple-
mented, probably because there are often no real penalties for failing to do so and
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no real rewards for effective improvements. Although Americans have come to
expect high-technology care, they do not demand safety and reliability with the
same insistence.

For the most part, health care organizations are only beginning to apply
information technology to manage and improve patient care. A great deal of
medical information is stored on paper. Communication among clinicians and
with patients does not generally make use of the Internet or other contemporary
information technology. Hospitals and physician groups operate independently
of one another, often providing care without the benefit of complete information
on the patient’s condition or medical history, services provided in other settings,
or medications prescribed by other providers.

Our attempts to deliver today’s technologies with today’s medical produc-
tion capabilities are the medical equivalent of manufacturing microprocessors in
a vacuum tube factory. The costs of waste, poor quality, and inefficiency are
enormous. If the current delivery system is unable to utilize today’s technologies
effectively, it will be even less able to carry the weight of tomorrow’s technolo-
gies and an aging population, raising the specter of even more variability in
quality, more errors, less responsiveness, and greater costs associated with waste
and poor quality.

The challenge before us is to move from today’s highly decentralized, cot-
tage industry to one that is capable of providing primary and preventive care,
caring for the chronically ill, and coping with acute and catastrophic events. To
meet this challenge, there must be a commitment to organizing services around
common patient needs and applying information technology and engineering
concepts to the design of care processes.

Constraints on Exploiting the Revolution in Information Technology

The advent of the Internet and the World Wide Web has placed us on the
threshold of a change that is reshaping virtually all aspects of society, including
health care delivery. The Internet supports a rising tide of consumerism, with
greater demands for information and convenience in all areas of commerce. And
Internet services are becoming cheaper and easier to access.

Four of ten U.S. households had Internet access as of August 2000 (U.S.
Department of Commerce, 2000), and it is predicted that 90 percent will have
access by 2010 or before (Rosenberg, 1999). Large increases in Internet access
have occurred among most groups of Americans, regardless of income, educa-
tion, race or ethnicity, location, age, or gender (U.S. Department of Commerce,
2000). Nonetheless, a “digital divide” remains, especially for the disabled and
for African Americans and Hispanics.

Large numbers of patients are turning to the Internet for health care informa-
tion and advice. An estimated 70 million Americans seek health information
online (Cain et al., 2000). It is estimated that there are 10,000 or more health-
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related Web sites (Benton Foundation, 1999), allowing consumers to search for
information on specific diseases and treatments, evaluate health plans and clini-
cians, pose questions to care providers, manage chronic conditions, participate in
discussion groups, assess existing health risks, and purchase health-related prod-
ucts (National Research Council, 2000). There is however, much variability in
the accuracy and completeness of health information found on the Web (Biermann
et al., 1999).

The effect of these trends on health care will be a fundamental transforma-
tion in the ways services are organized and delivered and clinicians and patients
interact. Individuals are making many of their own decisions about diagnosis and
treatment. Increasingly, they are also bringing information to their physicians to
obtain help in interpreting or judging its value for themselves.

To better understand how information technology can contribute to improv-
ing quality, the Committee on the Quality of Health Care in America held a
workshop in September 1999 at which participants identified five key areas in
which information technology could contribute to an improved health care deliv-
ery system:

* Access to the medical knowledge-base. Through use of the Web, it should
be possible to help both providers and consumers gain better access to clinical
evidence.

* Computer-aided decision support systems. Embedding knowledge in tools
and training clinicians to use those tools to augment their own skills and experi-
ence can facilitate the consistent application of the expanding science base to
patient care.

* Collection and sharing of clinical information. The automation of pa-
tient-specific clinical information is essential for many types of computer-aided
decision support systems. Automation of clinical data offers the potential to
improve coordination of care across clinicians and settings, which is critical to
the effective management of chronic conditions.

* Reduction in errors. Information technology can contribute to a reduc-
tion in errors by standardizing and automating certain decisions and by aiding in
the identification of possible errors, such as potential adverse drug interactions,
before they occur.

* Enhanced patient and clinician communication. Information technology
can change the way individuals receive care and interact with their clinicians.
Instead of a $65 office visit and a half-day off work, a 2-minute e-mail communi-
cation could meet many patients’ needs more responsively and at lower cost.
Similarly, patients would be able to go online and obtain test results, inform their
clinicians about how they are doing, send pictures and data, participate in interac-
tive care management services, receive after-care instructions, and participate in
support groups. Appropriately structured e-mail communication between patient
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and provider could also permit continuous monitoring of clinical conditions,
especially for patients with chronic conditions that require self-management.

A recent report by the National Research Council of The National Acad-
emies, Networking Health, also concludes that “the Internet has great potential to
improve Americans’ health by enhancing communications and improving access
to information for care providers, patients, health plan administrators, public
health officials, biomedical researchers, and other health professionals™ (National
Research Council, 2000). In recent years, some applications have become com-
monplace, such as online searching for health information by patients and provid-
ers. Others, such as remote and virtual surgery and simulations of surgical
procedures, are in early stages of development.

Although opportunities to improve access, quality, and service abound, the
health care industry has been slow to invest in information technology. In 1996,
the industry spent only $543 per worker on information technology, compared,
for example, with $12,666 spent by securities brokers, and ranked 38th out of 53
industries surveyed (U.S. Department of Commerce, 1999). In a recent survey of
30 health plans, it was found that all had established Web sites to allow patients
to obtain certain types of information and interact with the organization (e.g.,
online provider directory, search formulary, ability to query member services or
file a complaint), and about one-half had the capability to conduct some types of
transactions online (e.g., enrollment, referral processing, claims submission) (First
Consulting Group, 2000). But none had automated entire service functions, such
as online medical management, which would require significant changes in busi-
ness strategy, involve many employees and/or partners, and entail sizable capital
investments.

There are many technical, organizational, behavioral, and public policy chal-
lenges to greater use of information technology. Technical challenges include
ensuring the security of personally identifiable information; making persistent,
reliable broadband connectivity available to many locations, including rural clin-
ics and patients’ homes; establishing processes for authentication of the source
and recipient of information; and making tools available for locating information
of interest and for determining the quality of retrieved information (National
Research Council, 2000).

Over the long run, however, organizational challenges may play the greatest
role in constraining the adoption of various types of Internet applications. The
diverse and highly decentralized structure of the health care industry, as dis-
cussed above, makes the business models for new applications complex and
difficult, resulting in slow adoption of even highly successful pioneering applica-
tions. Efforts to introduce new applications also encounter resistance from health
care professionals for a variety of reasons, including uncertainties about how
such applications will alter relationships among and between clinicians, patients,
and health care organizations (National Research Council, 2000).
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Numerous public policy, payment, and legal issues also must be resolved.
Many applications in the public health arena (e.g., videoconferencing during
emergency situations, collection of information from local and state public health
departments, incident reporting and disease surveillance) are within technical
reach at relatively low cost, but are not widely used because of a lack of targeted
public-sector funding and organizational barriers (e.g., shortage of adequately
trained personnel). Fee-for-service payment, the most common method of pay-
ment for physicians, does not compensate clinicians for time spent on e-mail
communication. State-based professional licensing requirements and restrictions
on practice have stymied widespread use of other applications, such as remote
medical consultations. Online access to and transfer of clinical information has
also been slow to evolve, in part because of concerns about privacy and confiden-
tiality. Chapter 7 reviews in greater detail the use of information technology to
improve the quality of health care and some of the barriers to its more widespread
adoption.

AGENDA FOR THE FUTURE AND ROAD MAP
FOR THE REPORT

Throughout the course of its work, the committee has been cognizant of the
fact that the health care system has been in a rapid state of flux for more than 10
years and that this situation is likely to continue. Over the last decade, the
primary impetus for change has been a desire to slow the rate of inflation of
health care costs. During the coming decades, cost pressures will remain, but the
health care system will also be shaped dramatically by broader forces transform-
ing society in general, most notably the growth of the Internet and changing
population needs for chronic care.

There is little doubt that the health care enterprise has been slow to change.
Research documenting safety and quality concerns has been mounting for over a
decade. Successful quality improvement initiatives are very slow to spread, and
rarely adopted on a widespread basis. For these reasons, the committee believes
that a more intense and far-reaching effort will be needed. Substantial improve-
ment in quality over the coming decade can be achieved only by engaging the
support of patients, clinicians, governing boards and managers of health care
organizations, private and public purchasers, state and federal policy makers,
regulators, researchers, and others. Change is needed at all levels, including the
clinician and patient relationship; the structure, management, and operation of
health care organizations; the purchasing and financing of health care; the regula-
tory and liability environment; and others.

This report offers general principles, not a detailed blueprint, for the building
of a new system. In part, the committee cannot foresee all the new organizations,
forces, technologies, needs, and relationships that will develop even in the early
years of the 21st century. More than that, however, the committee has come to
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believe that a framework for a new health system should be based on systems that
can organize themselves to achieve a shared purpose by adhering to a few well-
thought-out general rules, adapting to local circumstances, and then examining
their own performance (see Chapter 3 and Appendix B). In reshaping health care,
local adaptation, innovation, and initiative will be essential ingredients for suc-
cess.

With these precepts in mind, the committee proposes the following agenda
designed to bridge the quality gap:

e That all health care constituencies, including policymakers, purchasers,
regulators, health professionals, health care trustees and management, and con-
sumers, commit to a national statement of purpose for the heath care system as a
whole and to a shared agenda of six aims for improvement that can raise the
quality of care to unprecedented levels.

* That clinicians and patients, and the health care organizations that support
care delivery, adopt a new set of principles to guide the redesign of care pro-
cesses.

e That the Department of Health and Human Services identify a set of
priority conditions upon which to focus initial efforts, provide resources to stimu-
late innovation, and initiate the change process.

e That health care organizations design and implement more effective orga-
nization support processes to make change in the delivery of care possible.

e That purchasers, regulators, health professions, educational institutions,
and the Department of Health and Human Services create an environment that
fosters and rewards improvement by (1) creating an infrastructure to support
evidence-based practice, (2) facilitating the use of information technology,
(3) aligning payment incentives, and (4) preparing the workforce to better serve
patients in a world of expanding knowledge and rapid change.

The succeeding chapters of this report detail in turn the elements of this
agenda. Specifically, the report:

* Sets performance expectations or aims for improvement for the 21st-
century health care system (Chapter 2).

» Explores the implications of these performance expectations for the inter-
actions between patients and clinicians, and develops some simple rules to guide
the actions of all stakeholders (Chapter 3).

* Encourages all stakeholders to focus immediate attention on the develop-
ment of state-of-the-art care processes for common conditions, and calls for the
establishment of a $1 billion innovation fund that can be used to invest in enhanc-
ing organizational capacity, building an information infrastructure, and training
multidisciplinary teams, among other things (Chapter 4).
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e Addresses the importance of building more effective organizational struc-
tures to (1) redesign care processes; (2) use information technologies; (3) man-
age knowledge and skills; (4) coordinate care across patient conditions, services,
and settings over time; (5) develop effective teams, and (6) implement perfor-
mance and outcome measurement for improvement and accountability (Chap-
ter 5).

 Identifies critical steps that must be taken to support evidence-based prac-
tice, including making evidence more useful and accessible to support the clinical
decisions of clinicians and patients, and constructing quality measures for im-
provement and accountability (Chapter 6).

* Explains why a more sophisticated information infrastructure is necessary
to improve quality, and calls for a renewed national initiative to build such an
infrastructure (Chapter 7).

e Illustrates some of the ways current payment policies impede efforts to
improve quality, and explains the importance of better aligning payment incen-
tives to encourage innovations and reward enhancements in quality (Chapter 8).

* Addresses critical issues related to the culture, education, and training of
a health professional workforce prepared to succeed in the 21st-century delivery
system (Chapter 9).

The committee’s recommendations in these areas are presented in the re-
spective chapters, highlighted in bold print.

In sum, health care is plagued today by a serious quality gap. The current
health care delivery system is not robust enough to apply medical knowledge and
technology consistently in ways that are safe, effective, patient-centered, timely,
efficient, and equitable. As we strive to close this gap, we must seek health care
solutions that are patient-centered, that is, humane and respectful of the needs and
preferences of individuals. And, most important, we must build a 21st century
health care system that is more equitable and meets the needs of all Americans
without regard to race, ethnicity, place of residence, or socioeconomic status,
including the nearly 43 million people who currently lack health insurance (U.S.
Census Bureau, 2000).
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Improving the 21st-Century
Health Care System

As discussed in Chapter 1, the American health care system is in need of
major restructuring. This will not be an easy task, but the potential benefits are
great. To cross the divide between today’s system and the possibilities of tomor-
row, strong leadership and clear direction will be necessary. As a statement of
purpose for the health care system as a whole, the committee endorses and adopts
the phrasing of the Advisory Commission on Consumer Protection and Quality in
the Health Care Industry (1998).

Recommendation 1: All health care organizations, professional
groups, and private and public purchasers should adopt as their
explicit purpose to continually reduce the burden of illness, injury,
and disability, and to improve the health and functioning of the
people of the United States.

It is helpful to translate this general statement into a more specific agenda for
improvement—a list of performance characteristics that, if addressed and im-
proved, would lead to better achievement of that overarching purpose. To this
end, the committee proposes six specific aims for improvement. Health care
should be:

* Safe—avoiding injuries to patients from the care that is intended to help
them.

* Effective—providing services based on scientific knowledge to all who
could benefit and refraining from providing services to those not likely to benefit
(avoiding underuse and overuse).

39
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* Patient-centered—providing care that is respectful of and responsive to
individual patient preferences, needs, and values and ensuring that patient values
guide all clinical decisions.

e Timely—reducing waits and sometimes harmful delays for both those
who receive and those who give care.

* Efficient—avoiding waste, in particular waste of equipment, supplies,
ideas, and energy.

» Equitable—providing care that does not vary in quality because of per-
sonal characteristics such as gender, ethnicity, geographic location, and socio-
economic status.

Recommendation 2: All health care organizations, professional
groups, and private and public purchasers should pursue six major
aims; specifically, health care should be safe, effective, patient-cen-
tered, timely, efficient, and equitable.

The committee believes substantial improvements in safety, effectiveness,
patient-centeredness, timeliness, efficiency, and equity are achievable throughout
the health care sector. This opportunity for improvement is not confined to any
sector, form of payment, type of organization, or clinical discipline. Problems in
health care quality affect all Americans today, and all can benefit from a rededi-
cation to improving quality, regardless of where they receive their care.

The committee applauds the Administration and Congress for their current
efforts to establish a mechanism for tracking the quality of care. Title IX of the
Public Health Service Act (42 U.S.C. 299 et seq.; Agency for Healthcare Re-
search and Quality Part A) provides support for the development of a National
Quality Report, which is currently ongoing. Section 913(a)(2) of the act states:
“Beginning in fiscal year 2003, the Secretary, acting through the Director, shall
submit to Congress an annual report on national trends in the quality of health
care provided to the American people.”

Recommendation 3: Congress should continue to authorize and
appropriate funds for, and the Department of Health and Human
Services should move forward expeditiously with the establishment
of, monitoring and tracking processes for use in evaluating the
progress of the health system in pursuit of the above-cited aims of
safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness, timeliness, efficiency, and
equity. The Secretary of the Department of Health and Human
Services should report annually to Congress and the President on
the quality of care provided to the American people.

Without ongoing tracking of quality to assess the country’s progress in meet-
ing the aims set forth in this chapter, interested parties—including patients, health
care practitioners, policy makers, educators, and purchasers—cannot identify
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progress or understand where improvement efforts are most needed. Continued
funding for this activity should be ensured.

SIX AIMS FOR IMPROVEMENT

Over the course of a lifetime, individuals have numerous encounters with the
health system. Fortunately, many of these encounters are effective and result in
good outcomes, but such is not always the case. The following scenario, based
on the composite experience of a number of patients, illustrates some of the
serious problems facing patients and clinicians, problems that persist despite the
widespread dedication of clinicians to providing high-quality care.

Ms. Martinez, January 2000

Ms. Martinez, a divorced working mother in her early 50s with two children in
junior high school, was new in town and had to choose an insurance plan. She
had difficulty knowing which plan to select for her family, but she chose City-
Care because its cost was comparable to that of other options, and it had pediat-
ric as well as adult practices nearby.

Once she had joined CityCare, she was asked to choose a primary care physi-
cian. After receiving some recommendations from a neighbor and several co-
workers, she called several of the offices to sign up. The first two she called
were not accepting new patients. Although she knew nothing about the practice
she finally found, she assumed it would be adequate.

Juggling repairs on their new apartment, finding the best route to work, getting
the children’s immunization records sent by mail, and making other arrange-
ments to get them into a new school, Ms. Martinez delayed calling her new
doctor’s office for several months. When she called for an appointment, she
was told that the first available nonurgent appointment was in 2 months; she
hoped she would not run out of her blood pressure medication in the interim.

When she went for her first appointment, she was asked to complete a patient
history form in the waiting room. She had difficulty remembering dates and
significant past events and doses of her medications. After waiting for an hour,
she met with Dr. McGonagle and had a physical exam. Although her breast
exam appeared to be normal, Dr. McGonagle noted that she was due for a
mammogram.

Ms. Martinez called a site listed in her provider directory and was given an
appointment for a mammogram in 6 weeks. The staff suggested that she ar-
range to have her old films mailed to her. Somehow, the films were never sent,
and distracted by other concerns, she forgot to follow up.

A week after the mammogram, she received a call from Dr. McGonagle’s office
notifying her of an abnormal finding and saying that she should make an ap-
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pointment with a surgeon for a biopsy. The first opening with the surgeon was
9 weeks later. By now, she was very anxious. She hated even to think about
having cancer in her body, especially because an older sister had died of the
disease. For weeks she did not sleep, wondering what would happen to her
children if she were debilitated or to her job if she had to have surgery and
lengthy treatment. She was reluctant to call her mother, who was likely to
imagine the worst, and did not know her new coworkers well enough to confide
in them.

After numerous calls, she was finally able to track down her old mammograms.
It turned out that a possible abnormal finding had been circled the previous
year, but neither she nor her primary care physician had ever been notified.

Finally, Ms. Martinez had her appointment with the surgeon, and his office
scheduled her for a biopsy. The biopsy showed that she had a fairly unusual
form of cancer, and there was concern that it might have spread to her lymph
nodes. She felt terrified, angry, sad, and helpless all at once, but needed to
decide what kind of surgery to have. It was a difficult decision because only
one small trial comparing lumpectomy and mastectomy for this type of breast
cancer had been conducted. She finally decided on a mastectomy.

Before she could have surgery, Ms. Martinez needed to have bone and abdomi-
nal scans to rule out metastases to her bones or liver. When she arrived at the
hospital for surgery, however, some of this important laboratory information
was missing. The staff called and hours later finally tracked down the results of
her scans, but for a while it looked as though she would have to reschedule the
surgery.

During her mastectomy, several positive lymph nodes were found. This meant
she had to see the surgeon, an oncologist, and a radiologist, as well as her
primary care physician, to decide on the next steps. At last it was decided that
she would have radiation therapy and chemotherapy. She was given the phone
number for the American Cancer Society. Before 6 months had gone by, Ms.
Martinez found another lump, this time under her arm. Cancer had spread to
her lung as well. She was given more radiation, then more chemotherapy.
Wherever she went for care, the walls were drab, the chairs uncomfortable, and
sometimes she would wait hours for a scheduled appointment.

During her numerous procedures and tests, Ms. Martinez experienced many
acts of consideration, empathy, and technical expertise for which she was grate-
ful. Yet for Ms. Martinez, who had excellent health insurance and was seen by
well-trained and capable clinicians, the system did not work and did not meet her
needs. Her care failed on several accounts.

First, it was not safe. Neither she nor her previous primary care doctor had
been notified of an abnormal finding on her earlier mammogram. As a result, at
least a year elapsed before the abnormality was addressed. Ms. Martinez was
never confident that those directing her care had all the information about her
previous care and its results. Prior to her surgery, critical laboratory information
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was missing. She was repeatedly required to tell her story, which became longer
and more complex as time passed. No one at the hospital followed her course of
illness after her discharge.

Second, Ms. Martinez’s care was not effective. She suffered preventable,
long-lasting disability—and could have lost her life. It was not clear that her
follow-up care consistently used the most up-to-date protocols. She needed
consistent, reliable information, based on the best science available. Yet treat-
ments tried and proven futile in one admission would be recommended in the
next as if they were fresh ideas.

Third, her care was not timely. Repeated, extensive delays occurred between
tests and follow-up care, delays that are not at all atypical in today’s health
system.

Fourth, her care was not patient-centered. She had little assistance or infor-
mation to help her understand the implications of choices about her surgery,
radiation therapy, or chemotherapy. Although office and hospital staff focused
on immediate medical problems, her discomfort, fear, and uncertainty were never
addressed, and she was offered few resources to help her.

Finally, her care was not efficient because much of its complexity and ex-
pense came from treating a tumor at a later stage than should have occurred.

Many other individuals experience systems of care that often do not work.
This is true even for patients with excellent insurance, in fine institutions, cared
for by conscientious and well-trained clinicians. Common, too, is frequent in-
ability of patients to make their needs understood, to be treated with respect and
compassion, to learn what to expect about their health condition and treatment,
and to have caregivers and institutions they can trust. These patients tell stories
of fragmented care in which relevant information is lost, overlooked, or ignored;
of wasted resources; of frustrated efforts to obtain timely access to services; and
of lost opportunities. When clinicians and their families and those steeped in
health management become patients, they, too, find that there appears to be no
one who can make the systems function safely and effectively (Berwick, 1996,
1999; Khan, 2000; Singer, 2000).

In this chapter, the committee puts forth six specific aims for improvement:
health care should be safe, effective, patient-centered, timely, efficient, and equi-
table. These specific aims are intended to aid in achieving the overarching
purpose stated in Recommendation 1 above. These aims are not new; they are
familiar and have been valued, arguably for decades, among health care profes-
sionals, patients, policy makers, and communities. Yet American health care
fails far too often with respect to these aims, despite its enormous cost and the
dedication and good efforts of millions of American health care workers. After
careful consideration, the committee has concluded that fundamental changes are
necessary if our current health system is to achieve these aims. In its current
forms, habits, and environment, American health care is incapable of providing
the public with the quality health care it expects and deserves.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

44 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

The call for such improvement is not an indictment of physicians, nurses, or,
indeed, any of the people who give or lead care. The committee asserts, without
reservation, that our health care can and should be far better than it is today, but
it would be futile to seek that improvement by further burdening an overstressed
health care workforce or by exhorting committed professionals to try harder.
Instead, the improvements outlined here will require significant changes in the
ways health care is organized, in the accessibility and usefulness of clinical
evidence, in the environment of payment, and in other incentives that set the
context for delivery of care. A redesigned care system can offer the health care
workforce what it wants—a better opportunity to provide high-quality care.

The ultimate test of the quality of a health care system is whether it helps the
people it intends to help. This rather simple statement, as expanded upon in the
following detailed discussion of the six aims for improvement set forth earlier,
represents a major shift in thinking about the purpose of health care—a shift in
attention from what is done to patients to what is accomplished for them. The
IOM has defined quality as “the degree to which health care services for individu-
als and populations increase the likelihood of desired outcomes and are consistent
with current professional knowledge” (Institute of Medicine, 1990). The com-
mittee believes the health care system should define safety, effectiveness, pa-
tient-centeredness, timeliness, efficiency, and equity using measures determined
by the outcomes patients desire, although clinicians should not be asked to com-
promise their ethical values. Desirable personal health outcomes include im-
provement (and prevention of deterioration) of health status and health-related
quality of life, and management of physical and psychological symptoms. Desir-
able outcomes also include attention to interpersonal aspects of care, such as
patients’ concerns and expectations, their sense of dignity, their participation in
decision making, and in some cases reduced burden on family and caregivers and
spiritual well-being.

Such outcomes can be described at both the individual level (e.g., improve-
ment in individual health status) and the population level (e.g., reduced aggregate
burden of illness and injury in a population). The committee recognizes that the
health of the public could be greatly improved by attention to and investment in
a variety of areas, such as reducing violence and substance abuse and improving
nutrition and transportation safety. This report, however, is focused specifically
on the improvement of health care services to individuals. For this reason, we
describe the six aims for improvement from the perspective of the individual’s—
usually a patient’s—experience.

Safety

Patients should not be harmed by the care that is intended to help them, nor
should harm come to those who work in health care. The earlier report by this
committee, To Err Is Human: Building a Safer Health System (Institute of
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Medicine, 2000b), addresses patient safety in detail. It defines patient safety as
freedom from accidental injury. Although not all errors cause injury, accidental
injury can be due to error, defined by the IOM (adapted from Reason, 1990) as
either (1) the failure of a planned action to be completed as intended or (2) use of
a wrong plan to achieve an aim. In health care these errors include, for example,
administering the wrong drug or dosage to a patient, diagnosing pneumonia when
the patient has congestive heart failure, and failing to operate when the obvious
(as opposed to ambiguous) signs of appendicitis are present. Processes also
should not harm patients through inadvertent exposure to chemicals, foreign
bodies, trauma, or infectious agents.

The health care environment should be safe for all patients, in all of its
processes, all the time. This standard of safety implies that organizations should
not have different, lower standards of care on nights and weekends or during
times of organizational change. In a safe system, patients need to tell caregivers
something only once. To be safe, care must be seamless—supporting the ability
of interdependent people and technologies to perform as a unified whole, espe-
cially at points of transition between and among caregivers, across sites of care,
and through time. Itis in inadequate handoffs that safety often fails first. Specifi-
cally, in a safe system, information is not lost, inaccessible, or forgotten in tran-
sitions. Knowledge about patients—such as their allergies, their medications,
their diagnostic and treatment plans, and their specific needs—is available, with
appropriate assurances of confidentiality, to all who need to know it, regardless
of where and when they become involved in the process of giving care.

Ensuring patient safety also requires that patients be informed and partici-
pate as fully as they wish and are able. Patients and their families should not be
excluded from learning about uncertainty, risks, and treatment choices. The
committee believes an informed patient is a safer patient.

When complications occur, caregivers are ethically obligated to fully inform
the patient of the event and its causes, assist recovery, and take appropriate action
to prevent recurrences. For example, the Code of Ethics (E8.12) of the American
Medical Association states, “It is a fundamental ethical requirement that a physi-
cian should at all times deal honestly and openly with patients . . . . Situations
occasionally occur in which a patient suffers significant medical complications
that may have resulted from the physician’s mistake or judgment. In these
situations, the physician is ethically required to inform the patient of all the facts
necessary to ensure understanding of what has occurred” (American Medical
Association, 2000).

In many cases, the best window on the safety and quality of care is through
the eyes of the patient. For example, the Dana-Farber Cancer Institute in Boston,
Massachusetts, includes patients on their review committees. Other approaches
include inviting patients and health care workers to comment on the performance
of the health system as they experience it, not solely for the purpose of generating
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satisfaction ratings, but also as a core way of learning about the system’s perfor-
mance and how to improve it.

Although Americans continue to trust health care clinicians, including doc-
tors and nurses (The Gallup Organization, 2000; The Henry J. Kaiser Family
Foundation, 2000), the committee is concerned about Americans’ remarkably
low level of confidence in the health care system overall. For example, in July
2000, only four in ten Americans surveyed for one poll reported having a lot or a
great deal of confidence in “the medical system,” though it is not clear who or
what kinds of settings were encompassed by their answers (Chambers, 2000). Of
the 15 major industries included in the poll, the medical system ranked in the
bottom half along with public schools, television and print news, and big busi-
ness; poll participants reported having greater confidence in banks, the President,
and the police. A Harris Poll conducted at the end of 1999 found that only 39
percent of respondents reported having a great deal of confidence in the “people
in charge of running medicine” (Taylor, 1999). In 1998, The American Customer
Satisfaction Index placed hospitals between the U.S. Postal Service and the Inter-
nal Revenue Service in customer satisfaction (Lieber, 1998).

One important route to restoring trust is through a commitment to transpar-
ency by all health care systems. Organizations and clinicians that act as though
they have nothing to hide become more trustworthy. The health care system
should seek to earn renewed trust not by hiding its defects, but by revealing them,
along with making a relentless commitment to improve. The transition to open-
ness is a difficult one for our often-beleaguered health care organizations, but it is
a journey worth making. In the longer run, access to information can inspire trust
among patients and caregivers that the system is working effectively to advance
health. Such trust involves patient confidence both that those who are respon-
sible for care have the information they need—regardless of where that informa-
tion was generated—and that those organizations and caregivers will act in
patients’ best interests and actively seek to advance their health.

Achieving a higher level of safety is an essential first step in improving the
quality of care overall. Improving safety will in turn require systematic efforts
from a broad array of stakeholders, including a commitment of clear and sus-
tained leadership at the executive and board levels of organizations; a greatly
changed culture of health care in which errors are tracked, analyzed, and inter-
preted for improvement rather than blame; extensive research on the factors
leading to injury; and new systems of care designed to prevent error and mini-
mize harm (Institute of Medicine, 2000b).

Effectiveness

Effectiveness refers to care that is based on the use of systematically ac-
quired evidence to determine whether an intervention, such as a preventive ser-
vice, diagnostic test, or therapy, produces better outcomes than alternatives—
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including the alternative of doing nothing. Evidence-based practice requires that
those who give care consistently avoid both underuse of effective care and over-
use of ineffective care that is more likely to harm than help the patient (Chassin,
1997).

To say that a health care intervention is effective implies an evidence base.
Such evidence-based practice has been defined by Sackett and colleagues and is
adapted here (Sackett et al., 1996): evidence-based practice is the integration of
best research evidence with clinical expertise and patient values. Best research
evidence refers to clinically relevant research, often from the basic sciences of
medicine, but especially from patient-centered clinical research into the accuracy
and precision of diagnostic tests (including the clinical examination); the power
of predictive markers; and the efficacy and safety of therapeutic, rehabilitative,
and preventive regimens. Clinical expertise means the ability to use clinical
skills and past experience to rapidly identify each patient’s unique health state
and diagnosis, individual risks and benefits of potential interventions, and per-
sonal values and expectations. Patient values refers to the unique preferences,
concerns, and expectations that are brought by each patient to a clinical encounter
and must be integrated into clinical decisions if the patient is to be served.

Effective care should ensure use of the available, relevant science base.
Evidence comes from four main types of research: laboratory experiments, clini-
cal trials, epidemiological research, and outcomes research, including analyses of
systematically acquired and properly studied case reports involving one or a
population of patients (Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, 2000).
Laboratory experiments—usually on cells or tissues in laboratory animals—are
conducted to determine the cause of a disease or how a drug or treatment works.
Randomized clinical trials compare outcomes among patients who are randomly
assigned to control or treatment groups; other clinical trials compare populations
that may be assigned by nonrandom methods. Epidemiological research exam-
ines the natural course of disease in particular groups of people; the relationships
between people and their health habits, lifestyles, and environment; and risk
factors for certain diseases. Outcomes research uses information about how well
treatments work in everyday practice settings. The findings of this research
sometimes serve as the basis for clinical practice guidelines.

Although the concept of evidence-based practice has come to be regarded by
some as implying rigid (even mindless) adherence to the evidence drawn from
randomized controlled trials (Grahame-Smith, 1995; The Lancet, 1995), we mean
it here to encompass the use of best available clinical evidence from systematic
research of many designs and integration of that evidence with clinical exper-
tise—the proficiency and judgment that are acquired through experience and
applied with knowledge about individual patients and consideration of their pri-
orities and values. The committee is well aware that for many aspects of health
care, scant or no evidence of either effectiveness or ineffectiveness exists. In
other areas, evidence may be available only for certain patient groups or for the
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treatment of patients who do not have coexisting health problems. Thus, it is
clearly not possible to base all care on sound scientific evidence, and certainly not
exclusively on randomized controlled trials, which narrowly define study popula-
tions and exclude or control for factors that are inevitably relevant in real-world
care settings. Nonetheless, the committee believes health care organizations and
professionals could do a far better job than they do today in determining the most
appropriate therapies on the basis of the strength of the scientific evidence; the
stakes involved; clinical judgment; and, especially where the evidence is equivo-
cal, shared patient and clinician decision making. In the ideal system of the
future, the knowledge base about effective care and its use in health care settings
will constantly expand through improved methods of accessing, summarizing,
and assessing information and making it available at the point of care for the
patient.

Knowing which services are likely to be effective also requires that health
care systems continuously monitor the results of the care they provide and use
that information to improve care for all patients. At a minimum, health care
practitioners and organizations could be far more reflective and systematic than is
generally the case today in studying their own patterns of care and outcomes, a
vision that Codman (1914) had nearly a century ago when he recommended that
all surgeons and hospitals carefully follow their patients after discharge from the
hospital to learn whether the treatment they had received had been helpful.

Patient-Centeredness

This aim focuses on the patient’s experience of illness and health care and on
the systems that work or fail to work to meet individual patients’ needs. Similar
terms are person-centered, consumer-centered, personalized, and individualized.
Like these terms, patient-centered encompasses qualities of compassion, empa-
thy, and responsiveness to the needs, values, and expressed preferences of the
individual patient.

Patients and their families are now better educated and informed about their
health care than ever before. As noted earlier, the explosive growth in the use of
the Internet by Americans of all ages (National Public Radio Online, 2000)
includes intense interest in health information (Brown, 1998; Cyber Dialogue,
2000). In an October 1998 survey of Internet users, 27 percent of female and 15
percent of male Internet users said that they accessed medical information weekly
or daily (Eysenbach et al., 1999; Georgia Tech Research Corporation, 1998).
Increasingly, individuals make many of their own decisions about diagnosis and
treatment and bring information to their physicians with the expectation of help
in interpreting or judging its value for themselves. These new health care con-
sumers represent new opportunities for responding to patient needs and reestab-
lishing clinician—patient relationships that are at the heart of good health care.

Many patients have expressed frustration with their inability to participate in
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decision making, to obtain information they need, to be heard, and to participate
in systems of care that are responsive to their needs. The Picker Institute in
Boston, Massachusetts, has been tracking patients’ experiences in hospitals, clin-
ics, and other settings since 1988 (Cleary et al., 1991; Picker Institute and Ameri-
can Hospital Association, 1996). In a 1999 report, patients said that, for the most
part, doctors, nurses, and medical staff were courteous, and that as patients they
were treated with respect and received attention to their basic physical needs.
They also reported, however, that hospital discharge often meant an abrupt tran-
sition without information on how they should care for themselves, when to
resume activities, what side effects of medications should be monitored, or how
to have their questions answered. Above all, patients cited difficulty in obtaining
the information they wanted, whether in hospitals, clinics, or doctors’ offices. In
the scenario presented earlier, little consideration was given to satisfying Ms.
Martinez’ preferences or to ensuring that she had sufficient information to make
informed decisions.

The evidence bears out these perceptions. The right of patients to be in-
formed decision makers is well accepted, but not always well implemented. An
analysis of audiotaped encounters between patients and their primary care physi-
cians or general and orthopedic surgeons revealed that overall, only 9 percent met
the authors’ definition of completely informed decision making (Braddock et al.,
1999). In another study of physician—patient interaction during visits to general
internal medicine specialists, physicians listened to patients’ concerns for an
average of about 18 seconds before interrupting (Beckman and Frankel, 1984).

Gerteis et al. (1993) have identified several dimensions of patient-centered
care: (1) respect for patients’ values, preferences, and expressed needs;
(2) coordination and integration of care; (3) information, communication, and
education; (4) physical comfort; (5) emotional support—relieving fear and anxi-
ety; and (6) involvement of family and friends. Each dimension is briefly
discussed below.

* Respect for patients’ values, preferences, and expressed needs. Patient-
centered care responds precisely to each patient’s wants, needs, and preferences.
It gives patients abundant opportunities to be informed and involved in medical
decision making, and guides and supports those providing care in attending to
their patients’ physical and emotional needs, and maintaining or improving their
quality of life to the extent possible. Patient-centered care is highly customized
and incorporates cultural competence. Some patients wish to avoid risk; others
may choose a risky intervention despite a relatively low likelihood of benefit.
Patients’ preferences are likely to change over time and to depend on the clinical
problems in question; therefore, the enterprise of shared decision making is a
dynamic one, changing as patients and circumstances change.

* Coordination and integration of care. Because of the special vulnerabil-
ity that accompanies illness or injury, coordination of care takes on special im-
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portance. Many patients depend on those who provide care to coordinate ser-
vices—whether tests, consultations, or procedures—to ensure that accurate and
timely information reaches those who need it at the appropriate time. Patient-
centered care addresses the need to manage smooth transitions from one setting
to another or from a health care to a self-care setting.

* Information, communication, and education. With respect to their health,
people tend to want to know (1) what is wrong (diagnosis) or how to stay well,
(2) what is likely to happen and how it will affect them (prognosis), and (3) what
can be done to change or manage their prognosis. They need answers that are
accurate and in a language they understand. Patients are diverse in the way they
prefer to interact with caregivers: some seek ongoing personal face-to-face
relationships; others prefer to interact with the health care system only when
unavoidable and with no substantial interpersonal relationship, being comfortable
with e-mail and other Web-based communication technologies. Common to all
such interactions is the desire for trustworthy information (often from an indi-
vidual clinician) that is attentive, responsive, and tailored to an individual’s needs.

* Physical comfort. Among the committee’s more disturbing findings is
the frequency with which patients experience pain, shortness of breath, or some
other discomfort. Especially at the end of life, they need not undergo such
suffering. Sadly, many patients fail to receive state-of-the-art pain relief or
respiratory management (Ingham and Foley, 1998; SUPPORT Principal Investi-
gators, 1995). Attention to physical comfort implies timely, tailored, and expert
management of such symptoms.

* Emotional support—relieving fear and anxiety. Suffering is more than
just physical pain and other distressing symptoms; it also encompasses signifi-
cant emotional and spiritual dimensions (Byock, 1998; Cassell, 1991). Patient-
centered care attends to the anxiety that accompanies all injury and illness,
whether due to uncertainty, fear of pain, disability or disfigurement, loneliness,
financial impact, or the effect of illness on one’s family.

* [Involvement of family and friends. This dimension of patient-centered
care focuses on accommodating family and friends on whom patients may rely,
involving them as appropriate in decision making, supporting them as caregivers,
making them welcome and comfortable in the care delivery setting, and recogniz-
ing their needs and contributions.

Health care should cure when possible, but always help to relieve suffer-
ing—both are encompassed by the notion of a healing relationship (Crawshaw et
al., 1995; Quill, 1983). To accomplish these goals, both technical care and
interpersonal interactions should be shaped to meet the needs and preferences of
individual patients (Tressolini and The Pew-Fetzer Task Force, 1994; Veatch,
1991). Because patients are highly variable in their preferences, clinicians cannot
assume that they alone can make the best decisions for their patients (Balint,
1993; Barry et al., 1995; Brock, 1991; Emanuel and Emanuel, 1992; Szasz and
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Hollender, 1956; Wagner et al., 1995). Patients increasingly want to obtain
information and to be involved in decision making (Deber et al., 1996; Degner
and Russell, 1988; Guadagnoli and Ward, 1998; Mansell et al., 2000; Mazur and
Hickam, 1997). Moreover, meeting the aim of patient-centeredness can improve
the outcomes patients desire (Brown, 1990; DeBusk et al., 1994; Linden and
Chambers, 1994; Mullen et al., 1987), at least in part, by increasing their partici-
pation in decision making (Greenfield et al., 1985, 1988; Kaplan et al., 1989;
Mabhler and Kulik, 1991; Orth et al., 1987; Stewart, 1995).

As with communication styles, patients differ in their views about how ac-
tive they wish to be in decision making. In some cases, patients want a large role,
and in other cases they may delegate most decision making to a clinician. The
goal of patient-centeredness is to customize care to the specific needs and cir-
cumstances of each individual, that is, to modify the care to respond to the
person, not the person to the care.

Timeliness

Timeliness is an important characteristic of any service and is a legitimate
and valued focus of improvement in health care and other industries (Fishman,
1999; Fung and Magretta, 1998; Goldsmith, 1989; Kenagy et al., 1999; Maister,
1984; Roach, 1991; Sirkin and Stalk, 1990; van Biema and Greenwald, 1997,
Womack et al., 1991). However, long waits are the norm in most doctors’
offices, in emergency rooms, on the telephone, in responses to inquiries, in spe-
cialty care, on gurneys in hallways waiting for procedures, and awaiting test
results, both in institutions and in the community. In addition to emotional
distress, physical harm may result, for example, from a delay in diagnosis or
treatment that results in preventable complications. The long waits for appoint-
ments described in the scenario presented earlier, which are common today, may
have resulted in a much more advanced diagnosis for Ms. Martinez. Lack of
timeliness also signals a lack of attention to flow and a lack of respect for the
patient that are not tolerated in consumer-centered systems in other service indus-
tries. It suggests that care has not been designed with the welfare of the patient at
the center.

Waits also plague those who give care. Surgeons know that operations
rarely start on time; doctors and nurses wait “on hold” as they try to track down
vital information, and delays and barriers involved in referrals eat up the time and
energy of both referring doctors and consulting specialists. In the earlier sce-
nario, Ms. Martinez’ surgery was nearly cancelled because important information
that should have been in her record was missing, and staff spent valuable time
finding it and rearranging schedules to avoid having to cancel the operation.

Any high-quality process should flow smoothly. Delays should occur rarely.
Waiting times should be continually reduced for both patients and those who give
care. Much waiting today appears to result from the presumption that certain
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kinds of face-to-face encounters are required for patients to receive the help or
interaction they require. Health systems must develop multiple ways of respond-
ing to patients’ needs beyond patient visits, including the use of the Internet.
Reducing waiting time does not have to increase expense. Experience has shown
repeatedly that in many areas, improving access reduces costs in health care
(Barry-Walker, 2000; Cohn et al., 1997; Fuss et al., 1998; Stewart et al., 1997,
Tidikis and Strasen, 1994; Tunick et al., 1997) and in other industries (Heskett et
al., 1997). Promising work in health care has begun to result in reduced delays by
decreasing cycle time and by applying lessons from other industries on continu-
ous rather than batch production (Nolan et al., 1996). These approaches are
described further in Chapter 7.

Efficiency

In an efficient health care system, resources are used to get the best value for
the money spent (Palmer and Torgerson, 1999). The opposite of efficiency is
waste, the use of resources without benefit to the patients a system is intended to
help. There are at least two ways to improve efficiency: (1) reduce quality waste,
and (2) reduce administrative or production costs.

Not all but many types of quality improvements result in lower resource use.
This is true for improvements in effectiveness that result from reductions in
overuse. It is also true for most improvements in safety, which result in fewer
injuries. Quality waste from both overuse (see Appendix A) and errors (Institute
of Medicine, 2000b) is abundant in health care and contributes to excess costs.

Some researchers have attempted to quantify administrative costs that con-
stitute waste (Woolhandler and Himmelstein, 1997; Woolhandler et al., 1993).
Others have identified waste in the work of smaller health care units and sought
systematically to reduce such waste through a variety of strategies, including
eliminating processes that are not useful (such as tests), multiple entries (such as
clerical reentry of physicians’ prescriptions and laboratory orders), classifica-
tions that add complexity without adding value (such as types of appointments
and job classifications), and layers of control (such as approvals and sign-offs).
Waste can also be reduced by recycling and appropriate reuse of resources (such
as data and water) and by wise substitutions (Kain et al., 1999; Klein et al., 2000;
Langley et al., 1996; Luck and Peabody, 2000; Poplin, 2000; Skillman et al.,
2000; Walczak, 2000; Zairi et al., 1999). Other approaches rely on matching
supply to demand and using sampling for measurement instead of measuring 100
percent of events. Several of these approaches are described in greater detail in
Chapter 7.

Because of the high levels of waste in the current system, the committee sees
no immediate conflict in the simultaneous pursuit of lower costs through effi-
ciency and better patient experiences through safety, effectiveness, patient-
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centeredness, and timeliness. There is little doubt that current resources can be
spent more wisely to pursue the aims set forth in this chapter.

Equity

113

This chapter began with a statement of purpose for the health system: “to
continually reduce the burden of illness, injury, and disability, and to improve the
health and functioning of the people of the United States.” The aim of equity is
to secure these benefits for all the people of the United States. This aim has two
dimensions: equity at the level of the population and equity at the level of the
individual. At the population level, the goal of a health care system is to improve
health status and to do so in a manner that reduces health disparities among
particular subgroups. Equity in care implies universal access, a promise that has
yet to be either made or kept. Lack of health insurance has a profound effect on
access to appropriate services, and is directly associated with poor functioning,
increased morbidity, and increased mortality (American College of Physicians—
American Society of Internal Medicine, 2000; Baker et al., 2000; Franks et al.,
1993; Haas and Goldman, 1994; Hafner-Eaton, 1993; Kasper et al., 2000). Insti-
tutions and health professionals that deliver uncompensated care to uninsured or
underserved patients are at risk financially (Institute of Medicine, 2000a), and
evidence suggests that the provision of uncompensated care is declining (Cun-
ningham et al., 1999; Mann et al., 1997). The committee believes lack of access
to care is a very powerful barrier to quality.

With regard to equity in care giving, all individuals rightly expect to be
treated fairly by social institutions, including health care organizations. The
availability of care and quality of services should be based on individuals’ par-
ticular needs and not on personal characteristics unrelated to the patient’s condi-
tion or to the reason for seeking care. In particular, the quality of care should not
differ because of such characteristics as gender, race, age, ethnicity, income,
education, disability, sexual orientation, or location of residence (Ayanian et al.,
1999; Canto et al., 2000; Fiscella et al., 2000; Freeman and Payne, 2000; Kahn et
al., 1994; Pearson et al., 1992; Philbin and DiSalvo, 1998; Ross et al., 2000;
Yergan et al., 1987).

Conflicts Among the Aims

For the most part, the six aims are complementary and synergistic. At times,
however, there will be tensions among them. Health care institutions, clinicians,
and patients will sometimes need to work together to balance competing or
conflicting objectives. Two examples are the potential conflict between the aims
of patient-centeredness and effectiveness, and the need to balance the aim of
equity as applied to the population with achievement of the other aims at the level
of the individual.
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Some readers might question whether a commitment to evidence-based care
conflicts with an emphasis on patient-centered care. We emphasize that the
commitment to patient-centered care is not intended to imply that clinicians have
an obligation to provide unnecessary services merely because patients request
them. All unneeded services have the potential to cause harm. For example,
false-positive results on a test can lead to a cascade of testing and psychological
distress. Because unnecessary services can do harm and offer no benefit, ethical
principles dictate that a physician not recommend or prescribe requested treat-
ment that is of no known benefit—whether, for example, the request is for antibi-
otics, diagnostic tests, or a wide variety of invasive procedures.

A VISION OF FUTURE CARE

The six aims for improvement described in this chapter define the tasks
ahead for the health care system, for organizations, and for clinical practices that
wish to contribute to the overarching social purpose set forth at the beginning of
this chapter. These aims can lead us all to fundamentally better care. Having
presented earlier in this chapter a scenario in which almost everything went
wrong, we conclude the chapter with a scenario depicting care as it could be if the
six aims were realized:

Maureen Waters, January 2002

Maureen Waters, a single working mother with teenage children, was new in
town. When the family moved to Southcity, she had to select an insurance plan.
She chose CityCare because its cost was comparable to that of other options,
and it was associated with a major university-affiliated hospital.

When Ms. Waters joined CityCare, she was asked to choose a primary care
physician. After talking with her neighbors and coworkers, she was pleased to
confirm some of what she had learned from having online access to profiles and
to information on office hours, credentials, patient satisfaction, and outcomes
for each physician and group.

Again online, using a secure site, she chose a physician, completed background
and health risk appraisal information for herself and her children, and never
again had to supply this information. An hour later, her choice of a physician
was confirmed by the plan. She also received a reply from her new physician’s
office that, on the basis of her health risk appraisal, she should made an ap-
pointment to meet with her primary care physician, have her hypertension as-
sessed, and obtain medication refills. The reply also included information about
blood tests that should be done before her first appointment.

Because she was due for a breast exam and mammogram, a referral to a breast
care center was attached to the reply. Also online, she was able to schedule a
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time convenient for her (Sunday afternoon) at one of several locations in South-
city.

Since the information for the appointment had already been completed, she
went directly to a breast care center, where the exam and mammogram were
completed without delay. Before leaving, she learned that a lump discovered
during the breast exam had been confirmed by mammogram and sonography,
and that she should have a biopsy to determine the nature of the finding. The
radiographic results were available to her as digital images that could be e-
mailed to her physician.

Because her health profile included hypertension, Ms. Waters needed to see her
primary care physician to evaluate her hypertension control and discuss next
steps before any further treatment that might include surgery could occur. Dr.
Fine had an open scheduling system that allowed Ms. Waters to be seen the
next morning.

Dr. Fine explained that although the breast lump was the first issue on the
agenda, she was still concerned about Ms. Waters’ other health issues and her
preventive care. The doctor therefore suggested that Ms. Waters return after
blood work had been done, using the same online open scheduling system that
had made it easy for her to be seen that day. Ms. Waters was reassured not only
by the process, but also, as a newcomer to the city, by Dr. Fine’s concern about
her well-being and role as her advocate, especially because of her concerns
about the upcoming biopsy and what it might mean.

During the visit, Dr. Fine was able to give Ms. Waters profiles of surgeons,
describe their interpersonal as well as technical skills, and coach her about
questions or issues she might want to explore. Ms. Waters also had received
information from the groups about their research efforts and the protocols they
used. While she was in the primary care office, the staff arranged for her to
have the biopsy done early that week by the surgeon she had selected. In a small
room containing a computer, she consulted the CHESS database, a National
Library of Medicine database for consumers, and Cancerfacts.com for informa-
tion about treatment options, the meaning of test results, rates of recurrence,
side effects, resources available to her locally, and the names of support groups.
She forwarded to her own computer information that she wanted to read and
follow up on later and took with her the addresses of several of the Web sites.

The biopsy showed an early-stage cancer. Ms. Waters was able to see her
physician the next day to learn about and discuss her options for treatment. She
was linked with other patients who had faced similar choices. She immediately
began plans for treatment, which was completed without delay.

Throughout this process, Ms. Waters had information available to her in several
ways. Although her style was to read as much as she could and ask when she
was confused, she spoke with other women who were most comfortable accept-
ing what their doctor recommended in terms of treatment, but sought resources
for rehabilitation and advice about managing the side effects of their therapy.
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When she felt the need to do so, she spoke with or e-mailed Dr. Fine. At other
times she spoke with the nurse practitioner who worked with Dr. Fine. Through-
out this process, she could examine her own records, including test results. Ms.
Waters had no paperwork to complete, no duplicative questions, and no trouble
reaching professionals when she had concerns or questions.
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Formulating New Rules
to Redesign and Improve Care

Achieving the aims described in Chapter 2 will require profound changes,
beginning with a new framework to guide those who undertake those changes.
This chapter describes ten new rules to guide the transition to a health system that
better meets patients’ needs.

Recommendation 4: Private and public purchasers, health care
organizations, clinicians, and patients should work together to rede-
sign health care processes in accordance with the following rules:

1. Care based on continuous healing relationships. Patients
should receive care whenever they need it and in many forms, not
just face-to-face visits. This rule implies that the health care system
should be responsive at all times (24 hours a day, every day) and
that access to care should be provided over the Internet, by tele-
phone, and by other means in addition to face-to-face visits.

2. Customization based on patient needs and values. The system
of care should be designed to meet the most common types of needs,
but have the capability to respond to individual patient choices and
preferences.

3. The patient as the source of control. Patients should be given
the necessary information and the opportunity to exercise the de-
gree of control they choose over health care decisions that affect
them. The health system should be able to accommodate differences
in patient preferences and encourage shared decision making.
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4. Shared knowledge and the free flow of information. Patients
should have unfettered access to their own medical information and
to clinical knowledge. Clinicians and patients should communicate
effectively and share information.

5. Evidence-based decision making. Patients should receive
care based on the best available scientific knowledge. Care should
not vary illogically from clinician to clinician or from place to place.

6. Safety as a system property. Patients should be safe from
injury caused by the care system. Reducing risk and ensuring safety
require greater attention to systems that help prevent and mitigate
errors.

7. The need for transparency. The health care system should
make information available to patients and their families that al-
lows them to make informed decisions when selecting a health plan,
hospital, or clinical practice, or choosing among alternative treat-
ments. This should include information describing the system’s per-
formance on safety, evidence-based practice, and patient satisfac-
tion.

8. Antficipation of needs. The health system should anticipate
patient needs, rather than simply reacting to events.

9. Continuous decrease in waste. The health system should not
waste resources or patient time.

10. Cooperation among clinicians. Clinicians and institutions
should actively collaborate and communicate to ensure an appro-
priate exchange of information and coordination of care.

These ten rules translate readily into a set of new patient expectations for
health care (see Box 3-1). The committee believes these new expectations are
consistent with and reinforce the steps that must be taken to achieve a significant
improvement in quality. We also believe they are consistent with the kind of care
most clinicians strive to provide each day, but without the support of well-de-
signed care systems and absent an environment that nurtures innovation and
excellence.

To create a new health care system that more closely matches the purpose
and aims described in Chapter 2, it will be necessary, first, to examine old as-
sumptions to understand why they have led to our current ineffective health care
systems, and second, to consciously craft new operating assumptions embodied
in the rules set forth above. As a guide in formulating its agenda for change, the
committee used as a framework recent work in understanding complex adaptive
systems (Kauffman, 1995; Stacey, 1996; Waldrop, 1992; Weick, 1995; Zimmer-
man et al., 1998) and its application to what have become known as “learning
organizations” (Senge, 1990) (see Appendix B for an introduction to this field).
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BOX 3-1 What Patients Should Expect
from Their Health Care

1. Beyond patient visits: You will have the care you need when you need it . . .
wheneveryou need it. You will find help in many forms, not just in face-to-face
visits. You will find help on the Internet, on the telephone, from many sources,
by many routes, in the form you want it.

2. Individualization: You will be known and respected as an individual. Your
choices and preferences will be sought and honored. The usual system of care
will meet most of your needs. When your needs are special, the care will adapt
to meet you on your own terms.

3. Control: The care system will take control only if and when you freely give
permission.

4. Information: You can know what you wish to know, when you wish to know it.
Your medical record is yours to keep, to read, and to understand. The rule is:
“Nothing about you without you.”

5. Science: You will have care based on the best available scientific knowledge.
The system promises you excellence as its standard. Your care will not vary
illogically from doctor to doctor or from place to place. The system will promise
you all the care that can help you, and will help you avoid care that cannot help
you.

6. Safety: Errors in care will not harm you. You will be safe in the care system.

7. Transparency: Your care will be confidential, but the care system will not keep
secrets from you. You can know whatever you wish to know about the care
that affects you and your loved ones.

8. Anticipation: Your care will anticipate your needs and will help you find the
help you need. You will experience proactive help, not just reactions, to help
you restore and maintain your health.

9. Value: Your care will not waste your time or money. You will benefit from
constant innovations, which will increase the value of care to you.

10. Cooperation: Those who provide care will cooperate and coordinate their
work fully with each other and with you. The walls between professions and
institutions will crumble, so that your experiences will become seamless. You
will never feel lost.

Following a brief review of this work, we describe in greater detail the ten rules
outlined above.

HEALTH CARE ORGANIZATIONS
AS COMPLEX ADAPTIVE SYSTEMS

A health care system can be defined as a set of connected or interdependent
parts or agents—including caregivers and patients—bound by a common purpose
and acting on their knowledge. Health care is complex because of the great
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number of interconnections within and among small care systems. For example,
office practices and critical care units in hospitals are linked to other units (such
as laboratories and emergency departments) and are often embedded in even
larger “umbrella” organizations such as hospitals, health plans, and integrated
delivery systems.

Health care systems are adaptive because unlike mechanical systems, they
are composed of individuals—patients and clinicians who have the capacity to
learn and change as a result of experience. Their actions in delivering health care
are not always predictable, and tend to change both their local and larger environ-
ments. The unpredictability of behavior in complex adaptive systems can be seen
as contributing to huge variation in the delivery of health care. If such a system
is to improve its performance—that is, improve the quality of care it provides—
some of these actions need to be specified to the extent possible so they are
predictable with a high level of reliability. Other actions are not specifiable
because their relationship to outcomes is not well understood (see Figure B-1 in
Appendix B).

The task for clinicians and managers, then, is not to treat all situations alike,
but to understand when specification and standardization are appropriate and
when they are not. The challenge of improving quality lies in understanding that
in situations lacking high levels of certainty and clinical agreement, flexibility
that results in variation based on patient needs is appropriate. The converse,
overspecification, can result in too many handoffs, unnecessary steps, and a lack
of the ability to customize.

On the other hand, variation should be minimal in situations in which the
levels of certainty and clinical agreement are high and the science base is consis-
tent. In health care today, many processes are underspecified and understandard-
ized. Many irrational variations in practice cannot be justified as better meeting
patients’ needs, and they represent lost opportunities for benefit.

A surprising finding from research on complex adaptive systems is that
relatively simple rules can lead to complex, innovative system behavior. An
understanding of complex adaptive behavior has been advanced by studies of
biological systems, such as the flocking of birds or schooling of fish to avoid
predators. These studies and computer models have confirmed that a few simple
rules can guide complex behavior toward a goal. Such systems move toward
their goals by having (1) a common purpose (in this case, avoiding predators);
(2) internal motivation (surviving another day); and (3) some simple rules that
guide individual behavior (keeping up with the group, moving toward the center
of mass of the group, and avoiding collisions). Two more familiar examples of
simple rules that have given rise to great variety and complexity in social systems
are the Ten Commandments and the Bill of Rights, both of which have been
interpreted flexibly but remain remarkably robust over time. Good rules describe
how the system should function, but do not need to specify this functioning in
detail. This insight can help inform the work of redesigning health care as well.
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Two particular social systems functioning today illustrate the diverse, cre-
ative, and complex actions that can arise from shared aims and general directions
(what some writers in the field call a “good enough vision™). The first example is
the Internet, which was built to share research data electronically using agreed-
upon transfer protocols and conventions. Its explosive growth and adaptation
since that time could not have been foreseen, controlled, or designed in detail
because the complexity was too great, and individuals who might have wished to
do so were unavoidably bound by their old experience. A few simple rules were
enough for a functional complex system to emerge on its own.

A second example, the credit card company Visa International, illustrates the
power of a few simple rules. As members of a for-profit corporation, banks that
issue Visa cards agree to the graphic layout of the card and a common clearing-
house that allows any card to be used anywhere worldwide. Its members are
otherwise free to compete intensively on all other aspects of business. This
design has resulted in huge growth worldwide despite different currencies, cus-
toms, and banking systems.

The committee believes these important lessons about simple rules for com-
plex adaptive systems can be applied to health care systems as well. In redesign-
ing health care, the building blocks are the simple processes that make up the
work of small systems of care and their interconnections.

Two preconditions are required to build a new health system that can achieve
the aims set forth in Chapter 2: common purpose and simple rules. First, those in
the system need a common purpose that builds on the good intentions and internal
motivations of the people within the health care community. The statement of
purpose and aims set forth in Chapter 2 lay out a common purpose for the health
system.

Second, a new set of simple rules is needed to guide behavior in the 21st-
century health care system. Identifying these rules is a key task in describing a
health care system capable of dramatic changes in quality. To this end, the
committee proposes a new set of simple rules to guide behavior in the 21st-
century health care system. Each rule is contrasted with the current approach and
associated assumption it supercedes. The descriptions of the approaches that are
used today are not intended to be pejorative, but to capture common practices and
contrast these with the committee’s vision for the future. The descriptions of
today’s approaches should be easily recognizable by current clinicians and others
in health care. The 21st-century rules we propose, on the other hand, will not be
obvious to many of today’s clinicians, leaders, or health care consumers. Rather,
they represent the precepts the committee believes should guide the behavior and
underlie the actions of health care professionals and others as they design new
care systems. The committee believes such a change in the ways that patients and
their families, clinicians, and others in health care organizations interact with the
health care system can produce major improvements in the quality of care. We
believe these rules provide broad latitude for innovative thinking that can move
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the health care system in the direction of being safe, effective, patient-centered,
timely, efficient, and equitable.

Several cautions are in order, however. First, as is in the nature of complex
adaptive systems, the rules are interrelated and are, therefore, intended to be
applied as a set rather than viewed as a menu of choices. Second, to take any one
rule to its extreme is likely to lead to a caricature of the intended performance.
This is also true of the descriptions of today’s approaches, which do not capture
many of the good practices currently found in health care. The rules and descrip-
tions are strong, but common sense must apply to their interpretation. Third, the
rules provide guidance applicable to most clinical interactions, but they do not
cover every possible clinical decision. Fourth, as with the six aims, rules will
occasionally conflict with one another. The responsibility of the clinician is to try
to resolve or mediate these conflicts most appropriately for a given patient at a
particular time. In some cases, however, conflict among rules will remain. Not-
withstanding, tension among rules is a property of a complex adaptive system
that can represent an area of creativity and growth.

The rules do not need to be highly specific; as in any complex adaptive
system, the workforce will translate the rules into wise local actions. But they do
have to be powerful and logically related to the aims. Further, they should feel
like changes from prevailing approaches.

TEN SIMPLE RULES FOR THE
21ST-CENTURY HEALTH CARE SYSTEM

Table 3-1 summarizes ten simple rules for the 21st-century health care sys-
tem. In the following subsections, each rule is described and contrasted with the
corresponding current approach. There is not in all cases a strong evidence base
indicating that following a rule would result in better patient and population
outcomes. Where such evidence is available, it is cited; where it is not, this is
indicated, and the rationale for the committee’s espousal of the rule is provided.

Rule 1: Care Based on Continuous Healing Relationships

In the 21st-century health care system, care should be organized and paid for
so that all types of health care interactions that improve information transfer and
strengthen the healing relationship are encouraged. What patients want and need
from their care is relief from suffering and uncertainty—knowledge about what is
wrong, what is likely to happen, and what can be done to change or manage that
outcome. Sometimes, such relief can be provided only in a face-to-face visit.
But many needs can and should be met through other forms of care, all centered
on a relationship with the clinician. The current system often requires a visit as
the only legitimate format for care, and more important, as the only form of
professional work that is compensated and measured in the health care world as
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TABLE 3-1 Simple Rules for the 21st-Century Health Care System

Current Approach New Rule

Care is based primarily on visits. Care is based on continuous healing
relationships.

Professional autonomy drives variability. Care is customized according to patient

needs and values.

Professionals control care. The patient is the source of control.
Information is a record. Knowledge is shared and information flows
freely.

Decision making is based on training and Decision making is evidence-based.
experience.

Do no harm is an individual responsibility. Safety is a system property.

Secrecy is necessary. Transparency is necessary.

The system reacts to needs. Needs are anticipated.

Cost reduction is sought. Waste is continuously decreased.

Preference is given to professional roles over ~ Cooperation among clinicians is a priority.
the system.

“productivity.” Under this new rule, care would be available through many new
modes of communication, and would be accessible to patients exactly when they
need it, any day at any time, not just between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m. weekdays.
The Internet is likely to be a major platform for such communication.

Face-to-face visits will likely continue to be an important form of clinician
and patient interaction; for many people, some direct human contact is critical to
establish and maintain a strong healing relationship. Face-to-face visits also
allow the clinician to physically examine the patient and observe the patient’s
demeanor. But in many cases, face-to-face visits are not wanted by either clini-
cian or patient, nor are they truly needed. Substituting other forms of care, such
as electronic communication, for some face-to-face visits presents an opportunity
not only to improve care—make it safer, more effective, patient-centered, and
timely—but also to make it more efficient.

Through the judicious use of electronic and other forms of communication, it
may also be possible to make more clinician time available to improve the quality
of the face-to-face visits that do occur. In today’s health care system, necessary
face-to-face visits are often delayed or rushed. There may be insufficient time
during the visit to understand the psychological underpinnings of symptoms or
their relationship to other ongoing health problems. And there may be little time
to provide the patient and family with information about a health condition and
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adequate emotional support for the pain, loneliness, and grief that may accom-
pany the illness (Branch, 2000).

The new rule asserts that the product of health care is not visits or “encoun-
ters” but healing relationships that allow patients to obtain the trustworthy infor-
mation and support they need. A focus on the healing relationship emphasizes
that this transfer of trustworthy information is the core product of health care, not
something tacked onto a health care visit. In the 21st-century health care system,
interaction should be understood in a fundamentally different way. Interaction is
not the price of care; it is care (Berwick, 1999). A patient with a question
represents an opportunity, not a burden. Time spent in building patients’ skills in
self-care is not a way of shifting care; it is care. And access to information is not
desirable because it allows care to be completed more quickly or supports com-
pliance; it is care.

The new rule calls for continuous access (24 hours a day, 7 days a week, 365
days a year. Three points are critical to understanding how this could be achieved
by the 21st-century health care system. First, as suggested above, “access” does
not necessarily mean face-to-face contact with a health care professional. Sec-
ond, such access would not be a matter of extending the current system; rather, it
would involve fundamental redesign, attention to human factors, and respect for
the limits of human beings. Third, with information technology, continuous
access is possible in health care just as it has become increasingly possible in so
many other venues of American society through new forms of electronic commu-
nication.

A continuous flow of interactions can span evenings, nights, and weekends if
information systems make scheduling, access to medical records, e-mail, and the
like available directly to patients. Such interactions would also be more individu-
alized, patient-centered, and timely than much of today’s care. Much can be
learned in this regard from the financial services industry. Just as banking cus-
tomers have been freed from using teller lines that were open only from 9:00 a.m.
to 3:00 p.m. on weekdays, information technology can liberate patient care from
the confines of the face-to-face visit. The knowledge and technology now exist
to provide many alternatives to visits, including self-care that is strongly sup-
ported and unequivocally encouraged (Hart, 1995; Lorig et al., 1993, 1999; Von
Korff et al., 1997; Wagner et al., 1996); group visits for patients with like needs,
with or without professionals being involved (Beck et al., 1997; Kane and Sands,
1998); use of the Internet for access to scientific information and well-managed
discussion groups; and e-mail communication between patients and clinicians
(Jadad, 1999; Plsek, 1999; Simon et al., 2000).

We emphasize that this rule cannot be accommodated by the current system
working three shifts, nor does it mean that ambulatory settings would never close.
Hospitals today rely on back-up double shifts for nursing staff and very long
hours for resident physicians, an approach that ignores a large body of work on
the effects of fatigue on human performance (Galinsky et al., 1993; Pilcher and
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BOX 3-2 New Rule 1: Care Based on
Continuous Healing Relationships

Henry L. is 24 years old and newly identified as HIV positive. He has an apart-
ment in an urban area. Henry e-mails Dr. Sosa at 6:45 a.m.: “l am worried that a
rash that just appeared on my left wrist is related to HIV status and may be an early
sign that my disease is getting worse. What do you think? | have checked out the
computer database, talked to some friends in my HIV chat room, and am still
confused.” Dr. Sosa replies at 8:00 a.m. that she would like to have a high-resolu-
tion, two-way interactive video—computer visit with Henry at 8:50 a.m. to look at the
rash and talk with him.

At 8:50, this video—computer visit takes place. Dr. Sosa examines the rash
(using high-resolution optics) and compares it with other dermatological images
stored in a database. She prescribes a topical ointment, offers reassurance, and
asks Henry to contact her in 3 days for a progress report. She asks whether he
has any other questions and whether he has given any more thought to joining a
support group.

Huffcutt, 1996; Samkoff and Jacques, 1991; Sawin and Scerbo, 1995). Through
the application of sound design concepts (discussed in Chapter 5), a continuous-
access system can be safer and more effective (Espinosa and Nolan, 2000;
Womack and Jones, 1996; Womack et al., 1991).

Box 3-2 presents a scenario that illustrates this new rule.

Rule 2: Customization Based on Patient Needs and Values

In the current health system, autonomy of clinical decision making is a
fundamental value. However, a system that holds to this value fails to make the
best use of scientific knowledge. Variations in approaches today often reflect
different local and individual styles of practice and training that may or may not
be consistent with the current evidence base. The new rule states that variations
in treatment should be based primarily on differing patient needs and preferences.

Doctors and other clinicians stand to gain a great deal from this change in
perspective. The volume of scientific medical literature today far outpaces the
capacity of any clinician—whether medical, nursing, or other health profes-
sional—to remain up to date. Weed (2000) has pointed out that to ask an indi-
vidual practitioner to rely on his or her memory to store and retrieve all the facts
relevant to patient care is like asking a travel agent to memorize airline schedules.
Information technology can assist by combining probabilities and indicating the
likelihood of benefit from myriad possible diagnostic and treatment approaches.
The clinician’s brain should be used only when less expensive, creative, and
resourceful capacities are insufficient.
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The new rule implies that patient values drive variability. Patients differ
because of variations in personality, nationality, and ethnicity, and in the beliefs
and expectations associated with various religions and cultures (Carrese and
Rhodes, 1995; Carrillo et al., 1999; Lavizzo-Mourey, 1996; Smith, 1998). Clini-
cians can recognize such variations by sharing with patients the best available
information about alternative ways to treat a given condition, what is known
about the likely effects of treatment, and the uncertainty associated with different
alternatives when applied to the patient’s individual circumstances. For example,
patients with prostate disease of a given severity have a choice among prostatec-
tomy, other treatments, and watchful waiting. Some men weigh the possibility of
adverse side effects from surgery more heavily than others, and this influences
their choice of treatment. Other men weigh the likelihood of recurrence more
heavily. Similarly, menopausal women may choose whether to take hormone
replacement therapy based in part on how concerned they are about its risks as
compared with its benefits. For patients with angina, there may be choices
among bypass surgery, angioplasty, or medication. All such choices may be
influenced by the extent to which patients are bothered by symptoms, as well as
their willingness to risk unfavorable outcomes. Both are highly individual judg-
ments for which patients need good information to make a decision and support
after informed choices have been made (Barry et al., 1995; Mort, 1996; Wagner
et al., 1995).

Rule 3: The Patient as the Source of Control

In the current system, control over decisions, access, and information is
typically in the hands of caregivers and is ceded to patients only when caregivers
choose to do so. For example, patients are often required to obtain permission to
see their own medical records, to have visitors, or to participate in treatment
decisions. A common practice today is that control over the time, type, and
location of care and the information needed to make such decisions resides with
professionals. The corresponding new rule asserts that, except in unusual cir-
cumstances, control should reside with patients.

This rule represents a significant change in how many clinicians would
approach patient care, but it is very consistent with the direction in which the
clinician—patient relationship has been evolving (Bastian and Richards, 1999;
Harrison, 2000) and with widely understood concepts of informed consent (Tay-
lor, 2000). In recent decades, there has been a steady transition from authoritar-
ian models of care to approaches that encourage greater patient access to infor-
mation and input into decision making, but this transition is far from complete
(Emanuel and Emanuel, 1992). The latter approaches correspond to a growing
scientific literature in which it is shown that informed patients participating ac-
tively in decisions about their own care appear to have better outcomes, lower
costs, and higher functional status than those held to more passive roles (Gifford
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etal., 1998; Lorig et al., 1993, 1999; Superio-Cabuslay et al., 1996; Von Korff et
al., 1998). Of 21 studies published between 1983 and 1993 that measured whether
the quality of physician—patient communication affected patient health outcomes
for conditions such as breast cancer, diabetes, peptic ulcer disease, hypertension,
and headaches, 16 reported positive outcomes, 4 reported positive (but not sig-
nificant) results, and 1 was inconclusive (Stewart, 1995).

A recent review of the literature (Guadagnoli and Ward, 1998) reveals that
most patients want to be involved in treatment decisions and to know about
available alternatives. In a study of more than 400 elderly veterans offered an
invasive medical intervention (Mazur and Hickam, 1997), almost all (93.4 per-
cent) wanted their physician to provide them with information about risks. In
examining risk disclosure, Degner and Russell (1988) found in a small study of
cancer patients that virtually all preferred a “shared control model.” Similarly,
among 300 patients presented with vignettes about decision making, the large
majority wanted to be involved and supported in the decision-making process
(Deber et al., 1996). Yet, physicians typically underestimate the extent to which
patients want information about their care (Strull et al., 1984). Even today,
patients rarely receive adequate information for informed decision making (Brad-
dock et al., 1999), despite strong legal underpinnings and professional acknowl-
edgment of its importance.

This new rule is not intended to imply, however, that patients should be
forced to share decision making, only that they should be able to exercise the
degree of control they wish. Indeed, patients vary in the extent to which they
want to be involved in decision making. Arora and McHorney (2000) found that
69 percent of patients with chronic disease (hypertension, diabetes, myocardial
infarction, congestive heart failure, and depression) preferred to delegate their
medical decisions to their physicians. These and other researchers have found
that the likelihood of preferring an active role increases with level of education,
but decreases significantly with age (Stiggelbout and Kiebert, 1997). Evidence
indicates further that patient preferences may be related to the nature of the
decisions to be made, the type of illness, and its severity (Mansell et al., 2000). A
1989 study revealed, for example, that interest in shared decision making de-
clined with increased severity of illness (Ende et al., 1989).

Work by Kaplan and others on patient empowerment (Greenfield et al.,
1985, 1988; Kaplan et al., 1989) has demonstrated that it takes time for patients to
be included as partners and that in many cases they need to be coached to assume
such a role. In settings where this has occurred, however, research has demon-
strated the value of the approach. Kaplan et al. (1989) found that patients who
had been coached to ask questions during office visits reported fewer functional
limitations and had better control of blood sugar and blood pressure than did
patients in the control group. Investigators using interactive video to help pa-
tients with decision making reported that in a prospective cohort study, patients
rated the program very positively in helping them make informed choices about
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surgical intervention for benign prostatic hypertrophy (Barry et al., 1995; Wagner
et al., 1995).

Accomplishing the goal of shared decision making does not necessarily
require a high-technology approach. Virginia Mason Medical Center in Seattle,
Washington, for example, provides patients with a short form called “Doc Talk”
to help them prepare for a visit to their doctor. By reviewing the list of suggested
topics before the visit and making notes for themselves, patients are encouraged
to ensure that their concerns are addressed (Doc Talk, 1999). A group of Austra-
lian investigators used a similar approach with cancer patients and concluded that
a question prompt sheet is a simple, inexpensive, and effective means of promot-
ing the asking of questions by cancer patients (Brown et al., 1999).

As noted earlier, patients are increasingly able to use the Internet and other
interactive technologies to help them make informed decisions about their medi-
cal treatment. Examples of such information include (1) patients’ access to their
own health records, including laboratory results and diagnostic images; (2) inter-
active systems for shared decision making (Barry et al., 1995; Wagner et al.,
1995) to help patients understand treatment options and the level of medical
uncertainty of each, and integrate their own lifestyles and personal beliefs into
their decision making; and (3) direct access by patients to information about
clinical trials (such as the National Cancer Institute’s PDQ database of clinical
trials), the clinical research literature, and well-prepared syntheses.

Rule 4: Shared Knowledge and the Free Flow of Information

Transfer of information—both scientific and personal—is a key form of
care. In the 21st-century health care system, patients should have access to both
types of information without restriction, delay, or the need for anyone else’s
permission.

Under the current approach, in which the patient visit is the organizing
principle, the record is an artifact of that visit. Information is treated as retrospec-
tive, archival, passive, and inert. It is used as a record of what has happened or as
a tool to defend or prosecute a lawsuit. There is often some barrier to knowledge
transfer—whether requiring that the patient call for an appointment or obtain
permission—that increases cost without adding value and fails to meet the
patient’s need.

The new rule represents a change in this view of the nature of health care
information. It treats information as interactive, real-time, and prospective, and
holds that information is key to the patient—clinician relationship. This rule is
related to Rule 1, which states that care should be understood as a healing rela-
tionship that rests primarily on the transfer of knowledge through face-to-face
visits and various forms of electronic communication. Information is not inert;
rather the transfer of knowledge is care. Patients’ unrestricted access to their
health-related information is a key implication of Rule 4. Ensuring such access
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can help make information part of a healing relationship. Patients should also be
able to see an audit log, that is, a list of all others who have seen their identifiable
data.

Several debates have revolved around issues related to patient access to
health information. The question of who owns that information remains a diffi-
cult and unsettled question (Institute of Medicine, 1994; Waller and Alcantara,
1998). The clinician or organization (such as a hospital) that creates the record
has an obligation to protect it from, for example, destruction, tampering, or
disclosure. In many states, patients have the right to access or obtain copies of
their records, and they sometimes have the right to correct the information. Gen-
erally, however, legislation and practice severely limit the conditions (and some-
times impose very high costs for violating those limits) under which these rights
are granted. Even where patients have a clear legal right to access their records,
the reluctance of some health care organizations and practices may make access-
ing or obtaining copies of one’s records very difficult in reality.

Although patients should have unfettered access to their records and should
be able to add comments regarding, for example, their accuracy, the committee
believes patients should not be allowed to alter, block access to, or delete infor-
mation entered in their records by clinicians or others. Medical records are legal
as well as patient-care documents. Ensuring that health information is accurate
and complete is critical to its use for patient care, research and quality improve-
ment, and legal and financial accountability.

Beyond the generally acknowledged right of a patient to know his or her
diagnosis and treatment, patients are sometimes given a summary of their care to
help them in their self-care. In the current system, patients who request access to
their personal medical information are generally given paper copies of either
abbreviated or complete versions of their records (Chambers, 1998; Fischbach et
al., 1980; Giglio et al., 1978; Shenkin and Warner, 1973; Weed, 1981). Medical
records tend to be large, cumbersome, filled with medical jargon, poorly orga-
nized, dispersed among many record holders, incomplete, inaccurate, and/or out
of date. Paper records make tracking and understanding longitudinal data and
their relationship to various interventions quite difficult (Weed, 1991). Informa-
tion about the results of care, patient preferences, and patients’ own contributions
to their health and health care is sparse or nonexistent.

With the advent of Internet-based applications, it is now possible for medical
records to be held physically or digitally in a variety of locations, and to be
accessed in whole or in part by the patient or anyone to whom he or she grants
permission for purposes of reading only or for reading and entering information
(Eysenbach, 2000; Larkin, 1999). It is also possible to store patient records on
“smart” cards (Schoenfelt, 1998)—wallet-sized cards with embedded chips that
can be accessed with a card reader. Other applications include storage of digital
images (such as x-rays) on CD-ROM for patients to keep (Mehta et al., 1999).
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Relatively little is known about patients’ preferences and reactions with
regard to having access to their records, but studies have generally shown posi-
tive results. Michael and Bordley (1982) found that a majority of patients they
surveyed desired access to their medical records. Other studies have revealed
that patients appreciate being given all details or a summary of their care (Bronson
et al., 1986; Giglio et al., 1978; Gittens, 1986). For example, a pilot study of
shared records for people with mental illness revealed enthusiastic acceptance by
both patients and health staff (Essex et al., 1990).

Little is known about the extent to which patients understand the information
in their medical records. In one study, chronically ill patients who had access to
their records reported understanding about half or more of the information they
contained (Gittens, 1986). In a study of stroke patients, those having access to
their complete medical record reported understanding more about their condition
than did control patients who had been given only relevant descriptive medical
information (Banet and Felchlia, 1997).

There is some evidence indicating that giving patients greater access to
clinical information and their own personal health information improves the pro-
cess of care and health outcomes:

* Smokers who had access to their medical records were more likely to state
that smoking was a major health concern than were control patients who did not
have such access. After 6 months, significantly more patients in the former group
had quit smoking (65 percent) compared with those in the latter (29 percent)
(Bronson and O’Meara, 1986).

* College students who were given information from their medical record
were more likely than controls to increase their adherence to treatment advice
(Giglio et al., 1978).

* Elderly patients whose medical records were shared with them were more
likely to know their medical problems and treatments (although not more likely
to adhere to medication regimens) (Bronson et al., 1986).

e In Australia, Liaw et al. (1998) gave a small set of patients with chronic
problems (29 experimental and 22 controls) a computer-generated health record.
They found that doing so was practical and well received, and led to positive
trends in improved awareness of issues, health promotion, and disease manage-
ment.

* Patients with chronic medical conditions who received copies of the
progress notes in their medical records reported significant increases in overall
physical function and overall health status, greater satisfaction with their care,
and more interest in seeing their medical records than patients in a control group
who did not receive this information (Maly et al., 1999).

e In a randomized controlled trial of women attending an antenatal clinic,
those given their entire record (experimental group) as opposed to a summary
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card (control group) were more likely to report feeling “in control” during preg-
nancy, less likely to report feeling anxious and helpless, and more likely to have
information on their records explained to them (Homer et al., 1999).

One exception to the above findings is a recent randomized control trial of
650 cancer patients. In that study, no differences in outcomes (i.e., global health
status, emotional functioning, cognitive functioning, or satisfaction) were found
between the experimental group, which received a supplementary record de-
signed to improve communication, and the control group (Drury et al., 2000).

Patients’ full access to their records could, of course, have unwanted effects
unless new ways to help them use and learn from the information are devised.
Patients may misunderstand or be frightened by such information, as a clinician’s
being unsure of a diagnosis and wanting to rule out a serious condition. Clini-
cians’ concerns about patients seeing their records could also result in the prepa-
ration of “shadow records” for the clinician’s own use or in omission of informa-
tion from the record, thus compromising care by others who are unaware of the
omitted information. It is unclear, moreover, whether patient access to medical
records would increase or decrease liability exposure. These and other unin-
tended consequences deserve serious consideration. The committee believes,
however, that such circumstances will be the exception rather than the rule
(Golodetz et al., 1976) and are not sufficient reason to impede all patients’ access
to their records. The potential benefits of such access are illustrated in Box 3-3,
which describes a practice that uses patients’ access to their health information in
an interactive context.

BOX 3-3 Rule 4: Shared Knowledge
and the Free Flow of Information

Mary Chao is a nurse practitioner who works with patients newly diagnosed
with diabetes. She explains, “People learn by experience—the more ways they
experience something, the better they will learn and retain it. | give each new
patient a diary. | tell them, ‘Don’t worry about anything. Just write down your
meals and blood sugars. At the next visit we will look at it.” Pretty soon they are
drawing connections between what they are eating and their blood sugars.”

Mary relates that even patients who have little formal education are active par-
ticipants. One patient describes his self-management as being like an athlete in
training. Most of her elderly patients who have had trouble keeping their blood
sugar under control for decades now successfully monitor and manage their dia-
betes using their own clinical information, which they generate routinely and is
available to them and their clinician in graph, chart, and other forms at the patients’
own Web sites.
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Rule 5: Evidence-Based Decision Making

In today’s health system, it is widely believed that the best care for individu-
als is based on the training and experience of professionals. The new rule, on the
other hand, could be stated: The best care results from the conscientious, explicit,
and judicious use of current best evidence and knowledge of patient values by
well-trained, experienced clinicians.

At their best, health care services match knowledge and need. When care
does not match knowledge, it may fail to help—either by omission (failing to do
what would help) or by waste (doing what cannot help). The health system today
is too tolerant of mismatches between knowledge and action; that is, it is too
accepting of both omission and waste. As a result, care is too often unreliable,
advice and answers are inconsistent, and clinical practice varies without well-
founded rationale. The new rule calls for standardization around best practices as
appropriate for a given patient or the subpopulation to which a patient belongs.
Such evidence-based decision making can free clinicians to make choices that
science cannot guide—decisions based on relationship; observation; and the other
senses, including touch.

What the new rule calls for is the use of systematically acquired knowledge
in all its forms for decision making. The rule does not require that all decisions
be based on the results of randomized controlled trials because such results are
not always available and because other forms of knowledge exist, such as that
derived from epidemiological and population-based data. Neither does the new
rule discount clinician experience or the integration of information about a pa-
tient’s special circumstances. Rather, it argues that all of these sources of knowl-
edge are relevant and valuable when choosing how to apply evidence. The latter
process involves four steps that require training and experience (with organiza-
tional and other supports): (1) formulation of a clear clinical question, (2) search
for the relevant information from the best possible sources, (3) evaluation of the
evidence for its validity and usefulness, and (4) implementation of those findings
(Davidoff, 1999).

An emphasis on the use of systematically acquired knowledge derives from
a field of study known as evidence-based medicine or, more broadly, evidence-
based practice, which evolved during the last decade (Evidence-Based Medicine
Working Group, 1992; Muir Gray, 1997; Risdale, 1995; Sackett et al., 2000).
The approach often involves systematic examinations of clinical questions that
includes a comprehensive review of the literature, standard methods of present-
ing data, and emphasis on the validity of the research methods. Individual studies
are assessed and scored on the basis of their design and execution, including, for
example, the selection of patients, the size of the study, and how confounding
variables were accounted for (Cook et al., 1997; Lohr and Carey, 1999). Evi-
dence-based practice is described in greater detail in Chapter 6.
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The availability of systematic reviews and the resulting clinical guidelines
for practicing clinicians (O’Connor et al., 1999) is an essential adjunct to prac-
tice. A growing body of evidence demonstrates that the use of clinical practice
guidelines with other supportive tools, such as reminder systems, can improve
patient care (Cabana et al., 1999; East et al., 1999; Morris, 1993; Thomsen et al.,
1994; Wells et al., 2000). Despite the best of intentions, clinicians cannot be
expected to process unaided all the details, strengths, and limitations of scientific
evidence under normal conditions of practice in which the number of variables to
be considered is great, but resources, including time, are severely limited (Weed,
1999).

The commitment to standardizing to excellence—using the best available
information—does not begin with a slavish adherence to simplistic practice guide-
lines. With today’s information systems, protocols can incorporate variations
based on the individual patient’s condition, such as kidney function and the
presence of other chronic problems. An example is adult respiratory distress
symptom, an extremely serious condition that in the late 1970s resulted in death
for nearly 90 percent of intensive care unit (ICU) patients for whom it was
diagnosed. A group of investigators at LDS Hospital in Salt Lake City was able
to generate computer-generated guidelines for concurrent management of the
many complex physiological parameters involved in treating this illness, which
had resulted in several thousand separate instructions (Thomsen et al., 1994).
The new system of computer-generated protocols adapted continuously to the
patient’s condition. ICU staff were required to take actions in response to the
guidelines, accepting or rejecting the instructions on the basis of their judgment.
With use, the instructions become more accurate, and the ICU staff came to trust
them more. As a result, in 1991 the ICU reported an unprecedented survival rate
for the disease of 45 percent (Suchyta et al., 1991). More recently, other inves-
tigators have reported using such clinical algorithms to achieve survival rates as
high as 75 percent (East et al., 1999; Lewandowski et al., 1997).

A commitment to evidence-based practice may appear to conflict with Rule
3, according to which patient values should drive variability. A simplistic way of
stating the tension between the two is: The patient is always right, but sometimes
the doctor knows best. When a patient seeks inappropriate health care services,
the challenge for clinicians is to find ways of reducing this conflict and, to the
extent possible, resolving it, guided always by efforts to understand and respond
to patient needs. If a conflict cannot be resolved through counseling, the clinician
should refuse to provide nonbeneficial services. If a patient decides not to accept
services that are likely be beneficial, the clinician needs to ensure that the patient
understands the implications of his or her choice and support the patient in that
choice.
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Rule 6: Safety as a System Property

Patients are injured frequently because of poor system designs. For this
reason, a means of accountability that relies on blaming individuals stands little
or no chance of achieving significant improvements. The health care system
must be able to deliver appropriate care, reliably and without error. The assump-
tion underlying the current rule can be stated as: Careful and competent profes-
sionals do not, or should not, make errors. If errors occur, the current rule
assumes that the problem must be due to a lack of competence or carelessness. It
would follow that the best response to error would be to ensure that individuals
are trained better, are alerted to the need to attend to safety and follow rules, are
motivated to be careful, and are punished if they err.

The assumption underlying the new rule is quite different. This rule might
be stated as: Threats to patient safety are the end result of complex causes such
as faulty equipment; system design; and the interplay of human factors, including
fatigue, limitations on memory, and distraction. The way to improve safety is to
learn about causes of error and use this knowledge to design systems of care so
as to prevent error when possible, to make visible those errors that do occur (so
they can be intercepted), and to mitigate the harm done when an error does reach
the patient. Put simply, in the new health care system, procedures, job designs,
equipment, communication, and information technology should be configured to
respect human factors and to make errors less common and less harmful when
they do occur.

Health care is composed of a large set of interacting systems—paramedic,
emergency, ambulatory, inpatient, and home health care; testing and imaging
laboratories; pharmacies; and so forth—that are connected in loosely coupled but
intricate networks of individuals, teams, procedures, regulations, communica-
tions, equipment, and devices. These systems function within such diverse and
diffuse management, accountability, and information structures that the overall
term health system is today a misnomer. Further, despite contractual relation-
ships with insurers, many physicians are so tenuously connected to organizations
that they do not view themselves as part of a system of care (Freidson, 1975;
Pauly, 1980). In these and many other ways, the distinct cultures of medicine
(and other health professions) add to its idiosyncrasy among high-risk industries.
Nevertheless, experience in other high-risk industries has provided well-under-
stood methods for improving safety.

Patient safety emerges from safe designs used in systems that incorporate an
understanding of human factors. Such an approach can improve performance,
prevent harm when error does occur, help systems recover from error, and miti-
gate further harm. Knowledge about human factors must be applied in designing
tasks, processes, equipment, rules, and environments. Safety also requires lead-
ership—by governing boards and corporate executives and by leaders of clinical
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groups embedded in larger organizations. To create safety systems requires that
clinical leaders and managers use and continually contribute to the best knowl-
edge about safe designs for tasks, equipment, processes, rules, and environments.

The biggest challenge to moving toward a safer health system is changing
the culture from one of blaming individuals for errors to one in which errors are
treated not as personal failures, but as opportunities to improve the system and
prevent harm. One of the most important barriers to increasing patient safety is a
lack of awareness of the extent to which errors occur daily in all health care
settings and organizations. In today’s health systems, the vast majority of errors
are not reported because personnel fear they will be punished.

The committee’s earlier report (Institute of Medicine, 2000) recommends
that health care organizations and the professionals affiliated with them make
continually improved patient safety a declared and serious aim by establishing
patient safety programs with a defined executive responsibility. That report
further recommends that patient safety programs: (1) provide strong, clear, and
visible attention to safety; (2) implement nonpunitive systems for reporting and
analyzing errors within their organizations; (3) incorporate well-understood safety
principles, such as standardizing and simplifying equipment, supplies, and pro-
cesses; and (4) establish interdisciplinary team training programs, such as those
involving simulation, that incorporate training designed to improve and maintain
skills, as well as improve communication among team members. Chapter 5 of
this report examines some design principles that organizations can apply to im-
prove safety.

Rule 7: Need for Transparency

The health care system should be uncompromising in its defense of patient
confidentiality, a matter of great national concern. But the pursuit of confidenti-
ality is not a reason for hiding the system’s performance from those who depend
on the system for care. This new rule calls for health systems to be accountable
to the public; to do their work openly; to make their results known to the public
and professionals alike; and to build trust through disclosure, even of the sys-
tems’ own problems.

At times, today’s health care system appears to put a premium on secrecy.
Although it is critical to safeguard patient confidentiality, poorly designed poli-
cies and procedures that limit the sharing of information may be perceived by
patients as a series of closed doors, locked cabinets, and private meetings. In the
current system, concern about the burden of reporting and oversight, litigation,
and blame has generated conflict and mistrust and cast transparency in its most
negative light, resulting in resistance to disclosure of all kinds.

In the future health care system, the rule should be: Have no secrets. Make
all information flow freely so that anyone involved in the system, including pa-
tients and families, can make the most informed choices and know at any time
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whatever facts may be relevant to a patient’s decision making. This new rule is
expected to supplement trust in the good training and intentions of health care
professionals with trust based on good information and well-designed systems of
care.

Although changes in the tort system may be desirable, improving the health
care system cannot wait for such change to occur. Some organizations have
successfully implemented programs of increased transparency despite the liabil-
ity risk (Peterkin, 1990). Indeed, some evidence shows that open disclosure of
errors may decrease the likelihood of malpractice loss (Kraman and Hamm,
1999; Pietro et al., 2000; Witman et al., 1990; Wu, 1999).

In the future health care system envisioned by the committee, transparency is
the route to accountability—the identification of who is responsible both finan-
cially and clinically for the actions of health care organizations and individuals.
The committee believes trust will improve in a health care system that poses few
barriers to the flow of information, including aggregate (non-personally identifi-
able) research data and information about the quality of care. A health care
system that operates under a rule of transparency will be more patient-centered
and safer because patients will be able to recognize outdated and wrong informa-
tion and to share in information that affects their care, such as the results of
laboratory tests, medications being taken, and the correct doses.

Rule 8: Anticipation of Needs

Under the current approach, health care resources are marshaled when they
are needed. The system works largely in a reactive mode, awaiting complications
and underinvesting in prevention. The new system would not wait for trouble. It
would use patient registries to track patients and draw them into care. It would
use predictive models to anticipate demand and allocate its resources according
to those predictions, thereby smoothing workflow. The corresponding 21st-
century rule would state: Organize health care to predict and anticipate needs
based on knowledge of patients, local conditions, and a thorough knowledge of
the natural history of illness. A system that adopted this new rule would be more
patient-centered and more effective. It would make and use better predictions
about the flow of need and demand, allowing for anticipation of the needs of both
individuals and the patient population at risk. Box 3-4 illustrates the new rule and
the current approach.

Scenarios similar to the current approach described in Box 3-4 are common
today. Crises for older persons occur because anticipatory management of mul-
tiple problems is rare. When care hinges on scheduled office visits or emergency
room visits, anticipatory management that can prevent acute hospitalization is
difficult. Under the new rule, anticipation could include more and better linkages
among care teams, linkages among health systems and community resources, and
more frequent communication with patients through telephone consultations and
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BOX 3-4 Rule 8: Anticipation of Needs

Current Approach: React to Needs

Pearl Clayton is 86 years old. She has been widowed for 5 years and lives
alone. She has recently shown signs of forgetfulness and has had two recent falls,
one of which resulted in a fractured wrist. Her adult daughter and son-in-law would
like her to go to a doctor and get a thorough evaluation, particularly of her forget-
fulness. They procrastinate and do not get around to taking her. It is difficult to get
any advice over the telephone. Finally, Pearl falls, fractures her hip, and is hospi-
talized. Her fall is related to a combination of over-the-counter sleeping pills and
the use of alcohol, begun during a prolonged period of grief after she became
widowed.

During her hospitalization, she suffers hypertension and grand mal seizures
during which she aspirates; she develops severe pneumonia and spends 2 weeks
intubated in an intensive care unit. At the end of this time, her broken hip finally
can be repaired, but she has become so frail and confused that she cannot be
transferred home and must go to a nursing home. During her time at the nursing
home, her family, caregivers, and those in the hospital where she has periodic
acute admissions have no guidance about the use of life-sustaining measures.

New Rule: Anticipation of Needs

Under the new rule, anticipatory management results in a mental status evalu-
ation and home visits that make it possible to identify Pearl’s problems in time to
prevent the fall that would have led to her hip fracture. Even if the hip fracture had
not been completely prevented, clinicians would have had available to them a
complete and accurate medical history during Pearl’s hospitalization so that those
caring for her would have known to anticipate withdrawal symptoms from her med-
ication and alcohol use. She would have received appropriate medical manage-
ment, avoided aspiration and intubation, and recovered sufficiently to return to her
own home.

community services. Notable efforts to adopt this approach in the United States
include the innovative On Lok Senior Health Services, first organized in San
Francisco’s Chinatown, and its replications in the Program of All-Inclusive Care
for the Elderly (PACE) (Eng et al., 1997; Rich, 1999). Such programs of care for
frail elderly persons in the community have brought together resources likely to
be needed by many elderly patients. Other countries, including the United King-
dom and Finland, have also focused on such linkages designed to anticipate
patient needs (The Ministry of Social Affairs and Health and The Association of
Finnish Local and Regional Authorities, 1999).

Rule 9: Waste Continuously Decreased

The current system tries to conserve resources through restrictions and bud-
get limits, withholding services and creating queues to drive costs down. This is
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a destructive, short-term approach. A more modern approach would build on a
better understanding of the nature of waste itself, identifying expenditures of all
types that add no value—unused supplies, rework and redundancy, unhelpful
inspection, lost ideas, and unused information—and systematically eliminating
that waste. The United States spends over 50 percent more per person on health
care than many other Western nations. Yet it does not appear that these vast
expenditures are buying reliable levels of quality. The care in some places for
some conditions is superb, but such is not the case everywhere, for all people, all
the time.

Many of the problems with the current health care system are related to the
belief that reducing expenditures alone will increase value. The current rule
appears to be: The value of our health care investment is increased by cost
reductions, often by rationing services. As a result, systems attempt to continue
what they are doing with fewer resources, for example, by stretching staff over
larger and larger numbers of tasks and patients. Other efforts to reduce costs
have led to arbitrary limits on services such as lengths of stay in a hospital; the
kinds of settings that are allowed for care; and the numbers of encounters, such as
home health visits.

The committee believes this is not the route to improved value. The new rule
states that increased value will not be derived by stressing the current system, that
is, by asking people to work harder, faster, and longer, and while doing so, not to
make (or admit to) any errors. Rather, increased value will result from systemati-
cally developed strategies that focus on the aims of the health care system out-
lined in Chapter 2—safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness, timeliness, effi-
ciency, and equity—and reduce all forms of waste by eliminating activities or
resources that do not add value (Dresser, 1997; Langley et al., 1996; Saphir,
1999). Waste has been described as comprising seven types: (1) overuse of
services (see Appendix A); (2) waiting (for example, for a laboratory test to be
performed or for its results); (3) transportation (for example, requiring a patient to
go to another site or floor for care); (4) processing (more steps than are needed to
accomplish results); (5) stock (using more materials than are needed, maintaining
unused materials in inventory or unused workforce skills); (6) motion (wasting
both energy and time); and (7) defects in production. The latter type of waste has
its counterpart in health care delivery in the form of mistakes in execution or lack
of proficiency in performing a procedure such that the patient does not receive
full benefit.

Many smart cost reductions are achievable as the side effects of improving
the process of care. Health care systems need to build on the experience of other
industries and the reports that have begun to appear in the literature from groups
able to demonstrate gains in efficiency and quality of care and reduced waste and
costs (Barry-Walker, 2000; Cohn et al., 1997; Fuss et al., 1998; Stewart et al.,
1997, Tidikis and Strasen, 1994; Tunick et al., 1997).
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The committee does not intend to imply that all types of quality improve-
ment efforts will result in reduced waste or cost or that only cost-reducing quality
improvement efforts should be undertaken. Underuse of health services as a
result of barriers to access (e.g., lack of insurance) or provision of care inconsis-
tent with the evidence base (e.g., failure to prescribe beta blockers when indicated
following an acute myocardial infarction) is also a serious quality problem that
must be addressed by the 21st-century health system.

Rule 10: Cooperation Among Clinicians

In the current system, care is taken to protect professional prerogatives and
separate roles. The current system shows too little cooperation and teamwork.
Instead, each discipline and type of organization tends to defend its authority at
the expense of the total system’s function—a problem known as suboptimization.
Patients suffer through lost continuity, redundancy, excess costs, and miscommu-
nication. Patients and families commonly report that caregivers appear not to
coordinate their work, or even to know what others are doing. Suboptimization is
seen, for example, in operating rooms that must maintain multiple different surgi-
cal tray setups for different doctors performing the same procedure. Each doctor
gets what he or she wants, but at the cost of introducing enormous complexity
and possible error into the system. In the new system, people will understand the
advantage of high levels of cooperation, coordination, and standardization to
guarantee excellence, continuity, and reliability.

The current approach focuses on role definition, certification and licensure,
or doing one’s own work as the top priority, rather than helping others do their
work. It is the basis of professional self-esteem and status and a criterion of
competence. That approach also, however, makes defined roles preeminent rather
than meeting patients’ needs. It lets the role “trump” the system, and the system
suffers as a consequence.

Under the new rule, cooperation in patient care is more important than pro-
fessional prerogatives and roles. The new rule emphasizes a focus on good
communication among members of a team, using all the expertise and knowledge
of team members and, where appropriate, sensibly extending roles to meet pa-
tients’ needs (Bulger, 2000). This topic is discussed in more detail in Chapter 5.
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Taking the First Steps

The committee recognizes the enormity of the change that is required to
achieve substantial improvements in the six major aims set forth in Chapter 2—
that health care be safe, effective, patient-centered, timely, efficient, and equi-
table. The ten simple rules described in Chapter 3, designed to help guide the
actions of clinicians, patients, and others in ways that will lead to such improve-
ments, also characterize a fundamental cultural transformation taking place today
in the health care sector. This nascent cultural transformation embodies a more
explicit commitment to evidence-based practice and patient-centered care, and
reflects recognition of the importance of well-designed systems of care.

To achieve the six aims, there must also be a very strong commitment to
redesign. The current system will not work. New information technology should
be embraced and new systems of care developed. Methods of payment must be
modified to encourage and reward quality care. This chapter provides an ap-
proach for achieving better alignment of the evidence base, the organization of
care, information, payment methods, and quality measurement around patients’
health care needs.

Common chronic conditions should serve as a starting point for the restruc-
turing of health care delivery because, as noted in Chapter 1, chronic conditions
are now the leading cause of illness, disability, and death in the United States,
affecting almost half of the population and accounting for the majority of health
care resources used (Hoffman et al., 1996). Chronic conditions affect people of
all ages. Although older people are more likely to have a chronic condition,
people over age 65 account for only one-quarter of those living in the community
with such a condition (The Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, 1996).
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Today’s health care system is not well designed to meet the needs of patients
with common chronic conditions. Some patients receive good-quality care that is
well coordinated, with good communication among the various clinicians in-
volved. For too many others, however, care for even a single condition is frag-
mented across many clinicians and settings with little coordination or communi-
cation, and some needs remain undetected and/or unmet.

Given the magnitude of the change that is required, the committee believes
that leadership at the national level is required to initiate the process of change by
taking two important steps. First, a short list of priority conditions should be
promulgated by the Department of Health and Human Services, and all health
care stakeholders should then focus attention on making substantial progress
toward the establishment of state-of-the-art processes for these conditions in the
next 5 years. Second, resources should be provided to seed innovative projects at
the delivery system level, especially those projects that have a high likelihood of
producing knowledge and tools that can be applied on a widespread basis through-
out the health care sector.

The committee believes such a focus on specific common clinical conditions
is the best way to achieve the substantial improvement in quality that is required.
Such conditions represent the needs around which patients have the greatest
interaction with the system and make the most choices about cost and quality
(and other issues). This is also the level at which care processes can be designed
and refined. Thus, priority conditions offer the best opportunity for undertaking
the development of the evidence base for practice; the reorganization of care; the
development of supportive information technologies; and the design and refine-
ment of quality measures and reporting processes, as well as payment incentives
and rewards.

Recommendation 5: The Agency for Healthcare Research and Qual-
ity should identify not fewer than 15 priority conditions, taking into
account frequency of occurrence, health burden, and resource use.
In collaboration with the National Quality Forum, the agency should
convene stakeholders, including purchasers, consumers, health care
organizations, professional groups, and others, to develop strate-
gies, goals, and action plans for achieving substantial improvements
in quality in the next 5 years for each of the priority conditions.

Identifying priority conditions represents a starting point to support the orga-
nization of care, bring the evidence base into practice, develop information tech-
nology and infrastructure to support care, and develop mechanisms to measure
and pay for quality care. Instead of defining care by where it is delivered or who
delivers it, the system should be designed to optimize care for patients’ needs
across the entire continuum of care in the most effective and efficient way
possible.
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In identifying priority conditions, the Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality (AHRQ) should consider using the list of conditions identified through
the Medical Expenditure Panel Survey (MEPS), a nationally representative house-
hold survey of health care use, expenditures, sources of payment, and insurance
coverage conducted by AHRQ and the National Center for Health Statistics that
includes information on health conditions (Medical Expenditure Panel Survey,
2000). MEPS identifies 15 “priority conditions” based on their prevalence, ex-
pense, or policy relevance: cancer, diabetes, emphysema, high cholesterol, HIV/
AIDS, hypertension, ischemic heart disease, stroke, arthritis, asthma, gall bladder
disease, stomach ulcers, back problems, Alzheimer’s disease and other dementias,
and depression and anxiety disorders.

The action plan for each priority condition should include strategies for
designing and maintaining evidence-based processes; promoting primary, sec-
ondary and tertiary prevention; building the necessary information technology
infrastructure to support delivery and coordination of care, system design and
ongoing management, payment, and accountability; and aligning the incentives
inherent in payment and accountability processes with the goals of quality im-
provement. AHRQ should also ensure that each action plan is supported by key
stakeholders. In identifying and convening stakeholders, AHRQ should work
with the National Quality Forum, a public—private partnership charged with de-
velopment of a comprehensive quality measurement and public reporting strat-
egy. Input should also be obtained from organizations that have made significant
efforts to improve quality, such as the Institute for Healthcare Improvement, the
Quality Center at the Bureau of Primary Health Care in the Health Resources
Services Administration, the Veterans Health Administration, local delivery sys-
tems, and others.

Since the identification of priority conditions is a starting point toward
achieving the six aims, AHRQ should conduct this work expeditiously. The
number of priority conditions identified should grow over time to eventually
cover the majority (e.g., 80 percent) of the care provided to patients.

Recommendation 6: Congress should establish a Health Care Qual-
ity Innovation Fund to support projects targeted at (1) achieving the
six aims of safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness, timeliness, ef-
ficiency, and equity; and/or (2) producing substantial improvements
in quality for the priority conditions. The fund’s resources should
be invested in projects that will produce a public-domain portfolio
of programs, tools, and technologies of widespread applicability.

Policies, incentives, tools, and technologies will be needed to support the
changes required to achieve the six aims and redesign the health care system in
accordance with the new rules set forth in Chapter 3. The formation of an
innovation fund is one mechanism that can be used to seed projects aimed at
redesigning care and developing programs to support the other recommendations
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presented in this report. For example, purchasers and delivery systems should
work together to develop innovative programs that integrate the new rules for
patient—clinician relationships (Chapter 3) and to redesign care processes for the
priority conditions, making best use of information technology and engineering
design concepts (Chapters 5 and 7). There must be a strong commitment to
evaluating the impact and cost-effectiveness of innovative programs, and to the
rapid diffusion of programs proven successful throughout the field. Although an
innovation fund should support projects related to the priority conditions, it could
also support other redesign projects, especially those relating to greater use of
information technology.

The committee is not recommending a specific dollar amount for the pro-
posed fund, but believes a sizable commitment, on the order of $1 billion over 3
to 5 years, is necessary given the magnitude of change needed. Just as a vigorous
public commitment and an expenditure of approximately $1 billion over a 4-year
period has led to the mapping of the human genome, a similar commitment is
needed to retool the health care delivery system, or society will never reap the full
value of the trillion dollars spent annually on health care services.

THE VALUE OF ORGANIZING AROUND
PRIORITY CONDITIONS

Identifying priority conditions can benefit all those involved in using, deliv-
ering, planning, or paying for health care. Patients and their families today must
try to navigate a fragmented, complex health care system with insufficient infor-
mation and an unclear understanding of how to find the best-quality care for their
specific needs. Similarly, health professionals face pressures to improve quality
and measurable outcomes without having systems in place that can help them
easily identify the best practices for a given case or means of arranging for
follow-up on a patient’s needs across the entire continuum of care. Purchasers
appear to focus more on cost than on quality, but have little outcome or quality
information available to them. They may be willing to buy on the basis of
quality, but see a health system that produces care inefficiently and is character-
ized by errors (or “defects”) that would not be tolerated in their own industries.
Regulators struggle with how best to provide oversight in a rapidly changing
environment. Many people have an interest in ensuring quality care, but do not
have a framework or tools for doing so.

A focus on priority conditions can align the efforts of diverse participants in
the health care system, offer a meaningful level of organization to patients, and
provide a starting point on which health care professionals and organizations can
focus their efforts. Improved alignment between patient needs and the ways care
is organized, delivered, measured, and paid for is important because fragmenta-
tion and misalignment in the current system inhibit systematic quality improve-
ment. For example, patients need information, support, and reassurance to man-
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age a chronic condition independently on a day-to-day basis and to recognize
when help is needed from a clinician. However, the current health care system is
organized around acute care needs. It does not facilitate the flow of information
over time; offers little recognition or reward for coordinating care; and pays
mainly for face-to-face (office) visits, not for information and/or reassurance that
may be needed at other times. The aims described in Chapter 2 cannot be
achieved without better alignment of organization, payment, and measurement
with patients’ needs.

A focus on specific conditions may also be more meaningful to patients.
Prior research suggests that when people have a health care need, they are inter-
ested in comprehensive sets of services provided to people with similar condi-
tions (Cleary and Edgman-Levitan, 1997; Fennell and Flood, 1998). Instead of
describing their health experiences with one service or one provider, patients
describe an episode of care (Cleary and Edgman-Levitan, 1997). For example, a
patient who has had a heart attack will describe all components of his or her care,
including the emergency room, medical service, surgical service, specialty physi-
cian office visit, generalist physician office visit, and rehabilitation care. Al-
though the performance of each individual unit is important, simply aggregating
the individual units is not sufficient for understanding the quality of health care
provided when care involves many people and facilities, as is often the case today
(Fennell and Flood, 1998). Additionally, people want information about people
“like themselves.” That is, they are seeking information that will tell them how
well a health plan or clinical group cares for others with similar conditions
(Cleary and Edgman-Levitan, 1997). An approach that facilitates the measure-
ment and release of information around specific conditions can provide patients
with such information. Also, with appropriately designed incentives and support
systems, such an approach can provide an organizing framework for care so that
providers have the flexibility to match services along the entire continuum of care
to the needs of a specific patient and support continuous care relationships.

Defining care processes around specific conditions can also establish a suit-
able level of focus for significant quality improvement in health care. To achieve
such improvement, it will be necessary to develop information about the pro-
cesses and outcomes of care for specific population groups (Friedman, 1995).
Meaningful groupings are required because the quality of care for one set of
conditions cannot be generalized to patients with different conditions (Brook et
al., 1996). The tasks of examining processes of care, linking those processes to
outcomes for populations, comparing the effectiveness of alternative approaches,
bringing the evidence base into practice, forming the teams that deliver complex
care, and accurately adjusting for differences among patients to permit valid
comparisons are difficult to accomplish simply by looking at patients in general.
Rather, these tasks can best be accomplished for people with comparable needs.
Once care has been defined around people’s needs, meeting those needs becomes
the ultimate target for these basic steps of quality improvement.
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It is expected that most priority conditions will be strongly related to chronic
conditions. As discussed in Chapter 1, care for people with chronic conditions
represents an increasing portion of health care resources in the United States.
Four chronic conditions (cardiovascular disease, cancer, chronic obstructive pul-
monary disease, and diabetes) account for almost three-quarters of all deaths in
the United States (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 1999). Compared
with people with acute conditions, the annual medical costs per person were more
than double for people with one chronic condition and almost six times higher for
people with two or more chronic conditions' (The Robert Wood Johnson Founda-
tion, 1996). A study in one health maintenance organization found that 38
percent of enrollees had at least one chronic condition, and their costs averaged
twice those of people with no chronic condition (Fishman et al., 1997). A study
at another health maintenance organization found that 78 percent of direct medi-
cal costs were attributable to just 25 acute and chronic conditions and that three
cardiovascular conditions (ischemic heart disease, hypertension, and congestive
heart failure) accounted for 17 percent of those costs (Ray et al., 2000). It has
been estimated that the top 1 percent of spenders account for 30 percent of health
spending, whereas the bottom 50 percent account for only 3 percent of spending
(Berk and Monheit, 1992). Given this concentration, the majority of health
services utilized can potentially be associated with a definable list of conditions.

Yet the health care system is not well designed to meet the needs of the
chronically ill. The current delivery system responds primarily to acute and
urgent health problems, emphasizing diagnosis, ruling out serious conditions,
and relieving symptoms (Wagner et al., 1996b). Those with chronic conditions
are better served by a systematic approach that emphasizes self-management,
care planning with a multidisciplinary team, and ongoing assessment and follow-
up (Wagner et al., 1996a). As noted in Chapter 1, successful chronic disease
management programs:

* Use a protocol or plan that provides an explicit statement of what needs to
be done for patients, at what intervals, and by whom, and that considers the needs
of all patients with specific clinical features and how their needs can be met. The
care plan is a tool that links the multiple visits and contacts that characterize care
for chronic illness.

* Redesign practice to incorporate regular patient contact, collection of
critical data on health and disease status, and strategies to meet the educational
and psychosocial needs of patients who may need to make lifestyle and other
changes to manage their disease. Regular follow-up is a hallmark of the design of
successful programs.

IDirect medical costs included hospital care, physician services, dental services, other professional
services, home health care, prescriptions, medical equipment, emergency services, and nursing home
care.
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e Include a strong focus on patient information and self-management so
patients and their families acquire skills in self-management and can make needed
lifestyle changes. Structured self-management and behavioral change programs
improve patient outcomes.

* Ensure the availability of specialized expertise to the primary care prac-
tices that frequently have responsibility for managing patients with chronic ill-
ness. The traditional mechanism for accessing expertise is through a consultation
or referral, which runs the risk of fragmenting care. Alternative approaches for
making expertise available include teams with specialized knowledge (e.g., a
diabetologist and nurse specialist working with general practitioners who care for
diabetic patients); collaborative care arrangements (e.g., where specialists and
generalists manage patients together); and, eventually, well-designed computer
decision support systems.

* Rely on having good information about patients, their care, and outcomes
in order to improve outcomes. Registries inform providers which patients have
certain conditions to permit proactive clinical management. Use of reminder
systems supports patient participation in explicit plans of care.

Wagner (2000) also notes the implications of such a model for how teams of
clinicians work together. Successful teams should bring in new disciplines in
medicine, but also nonmedical personnel. Establishment of care plans, good
patient involvement, and a strong information base permit members of a care
team to work together beyond organizational and practice boundaries.

Although good coordination and communication are essential for all care,
they are especially important for chronic care. Patients may move through many
settings of care, from home, to clinician office, to hospital, to nursing home, and
back. Patients and their families often provide a sizable proportion of routine
care, including the administration of medications, performance of some diagnos-
tic tests, and compliance with physical therapy and nutritional plans. While the
current health care system is built around visits, people with chronic illness need
flexible models that provide more time and alternative contacts with the system.
Although there are many basic, simple techniques that can be employed today
(e.g., telephone follow-up rather than e-mail, or reminder systems that use flags
on a chart rather than computerized reminder systems), the committee believes
these simple techniques have been available for many years and have not been
sufficient to achieve broad-based quality improvements. While any type of
progress is welcome, at some point the health care system will need to embrace
more automated methods and greater use of information technology to make
significant progress.

Unfortunately, there are very few well-tested integrated models of chronic
care management (Wagner et al., 1996a). While research may focus on specific
components of care, it is more difficult to understand the interrelationship be-
tween the components and the influence of the organizational environment. For
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example, the Diabetes Control and Complications Trial demonstrated how to
improve clinical management of patients with insulin-dependent diabetes. But
the trial required special skills of both patients and clinicians, services that many

insurance policies do not cover, and delivery of care by patient-centered teams
(Lasker, 1993).

APPLICATIONS OF PRIORITY CONDITIONS

Figure 4-1 illustrates the multiple ways in which the priority conditions, once
identified, can be applied. First, they can be used to synthesize the evidence base
and delineate practice guidelines. This application is closely linked to and should
guide the organization of care and coordination of care around patient needs. The
priority conditions can also be applied in developing information systems, reduc-
ing suboptimization in payment for services, and simplifying the measurement

Synthesize the evidence

and delineate practice
guidelines
Organize and
Simplify quality coordinate care
measurement, Identify priority around patient
evaluation of conditions needs
performance, (consistent with
and feedback the evidence
base)
Provide a
Reduce corr;mon base
ot or the
su_bophmmanon development of
n payment iinformation
technology

FIGURE 4-1 Applications of priority conditions.
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and evaluation of care. Each of these applications is described below. Although
some applications may occur more quickly than others, Figure 4-1 is not meant to
imply a linear order to their accomplishment. Rather, the priority conditions can
be used for any of these applications as soon as they have been identified.

Synthesize the Evidence Base and Delineate Practice Guidelines

The identification of priority conditions provides a framework for synthesiz-
ing the evidence, developing practice guidelines, and delineating best practices
for clinical care. There is a significant lag between the discovery of better forms
of treatment and their incorporation into actual care. The identification of prior-
ity conditions supports a well-thought-out organization of information to im-
prove its accessibility and utility for both patients and health professionals (see
Chapter 6). Identification of these conditions can guide the prioritization of
issues for analysis and synthesis of evidence, delineation of practice guidelines,
and development and application of automated decision support tools. It can also
provide direction for stronger dissemination efforts aimed at communicating this
information to clinicians and consumers. Even in clinical areas characterized by
strong evidence and general consensus on practice, variability in practice sug-
gests that current dissemination efforts could be improved. The Internet offers
the opportunity to achieve such improvement by reaching sizable proportions of
both consumers and clinicians in a timely manner.

One of the strongest examples of synthesizing the evidence base and apply-
ing it to clinical care is offered by the Veterans Health Administration (VHA).
The VHA’s Quality Enhancement Research Initiative (QUERI) is a quality im-
provement program that focuses on eight priority conditions: chronic heart fail-
ure, diabetes, HIV/AIDS, ischemic heart disease, mental health (depression and
schizophrenia), spinal cord injury, stroke, and substance abuse (Demakis et al.,
2000). These conditions were selected on the basis of the number of veterans
affected, the burden of illness, and known health risks among the veteran popula-
tion. Specific conditions were selected as the focus in the belief that quality
improvement is most likely to occur when viewed in the context of the overall
care of a patient and population, rather than the individual components of care
(Demakis and McQueen, 2000).

The process implemented at the VHA involves defining best practices by
reviewing currently available information and literature. For some conditions,
such as diabetes, a great deal of information is available; for others, the informa-
tion must be developed by a planning team. Once the evidence has been re-
viewed and best practice defined, the latter is compared with current practice to
identify gaps in performance. Policies, procedures, and programs are then devel-
oped to organize care around the best practice, which also guides the evaluation
of impact and feedback to enable learning from experience and continuously
improving care. Thus, best practice affects how care is delivered, but evaluation
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of its impact also informs the continued development of best practice. The
process used by the VHA also emphasizes the broad dissemination of informa-
tion about best practice throughout their system, from large academic centers to
smaller, community-based centers.

The VHA’s approach is consistent with the concept of focusing on priority
conditions in that it provides a framework for organizing and continually updat-
ing the evidence base, bringing it to the direct delivery of care, and evaluating its
effect on improving care for patients. Synthesis and application of the evidence
base, therefore, forces the reexamination of how care is organized to affect qual-
ity. By examining where current practice departs from the evidence base and best
practice, suggestions for improving care may emerge that can direct changes in
provider actions, patient responsibilities, or organizational approaches. It would
be difficult to use this multifaceted, comprehensive care approach except at the
level of a specific condition.

Organize and Coordinate Care Around Patient Needs

The primary purpose of identifying priority conditions is to facilitate the
organization of care around the patient’s perspective and needs rather than, as in
the current system, around types of professionals and organizations. For ex-
ample, the current system may require patients to travel to multiple locations to
receive care (usually Monday through Friday, between 8:00 a.m. and 5:00 p.m.)
instead of using modern technologies to facilitate access even for patients with
mobility problems or those living in rural areas. Most hospitals are organized
around physician specialties (such as thoracic surgery or internal medicine), not
around common clinical needs of patients, which may cross departmental bound-
aries. (An example is diabetes care, which may require general medicine, endo-
crinology, ophthalmology, and vascular services.) Organizing care around prior-
ity conditions emphasizes meeting the needs of patients with those conditions,
regardless of who provides their care or where. Attention must be paid to how
care is coordinated across settings and provider types. A surgical procedure may
be performed perfectly, but if there is inadequate postoperative care, follow-up
care, home care, or other supports, the patient may encounter complications that
compromise the quality of the episode of care. It is also important to recognize
that patients may have to manage multiple conditions simultaneously, because
they either have more than one chronic condition or have one chronic condition
and an unrelated acute event. Indeed, there is evidence that patients actively
receiving care for one chronic condition may not receive treatment for other,
unrelated conditions (Redelmeier et al., 1998). Thus, one of the challenges of
designing care around specific conditions is to avoid defining patients solely by
their disease or condition.

There are several mechanisms for coordinating care across priority condi-
tions. First, coordination could be performed by a health professional acting as a
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liaison across patients’ multiple needs, ensuring the exchange of information and
any necessary follow-up? (Bodenheimer et al., 1999). This individual could be a
physician, nurse, case manager, or other type of professional working in the care
delivery system. Second, some consumers might choose to actively coordinate
their own care. This is a growing possibility as consumers and patients have
access to more health information and are able to make use of the evidence base
and practice guidelines for their specific conditions. Third, as information tech-
nology becomes more sophisticated, computer algorithms can be used to coordi-
nate many activities, for example, sending reminders of needed follow-up or
identifying missing information, such as test results. Finally, coordination could
occur through a combination of all these methods, involving a health profes-
sional, the patient, and technological support.

Various approaches in practice today offer insight that can be applied in
organizing care around specific conditions or types of needs, including disease
management programs and centers of excellence. Each is briefly reviewed below.

Disease Management Programs

Multiple definitions of disease management programs have been put forth
(Blumenthal and Buntin, 1998; Ellrodt et al., 1997; Homer, 1997). In general,
they describe a systematic and comprehensive approach to improving the man-
agement of a condition. This approach involves improving coordination of care
and controlling costs through the integration of components across the entire
delivery system and the application of appropriate tools (e.g., guidelines, proto-
cols, information systems) specifically designed for the population in question.

Disease management programs share some of the features envisioned for
organization around priority conditions as described above, but also differ in
important ways. The two are similar in that disease management represents a
systematic approach to designing care, uses multidisciplinary teams to deliver
care, and potentially includes services across the entire continuum of care. How-
ever, disease management programs differ in that they are frequently perceived
primarily as a method for controlling costs (Bodenheimer, 2000; Homer, 1997,
Ketner, 1999). They are often applied only to the most severely ill patients
(generally categorized by historical costs) instead of to the entire population with
a specific condition (Hunter, 2000; Ketner, 1999). This means not all patients
with a condition are able to benefit from such programs. Although the programs
are developed to improve care for patients, patients may not have much say in
whether they receive care through such programs. Finally, there are no clear

21t should be noted that this discussion of coordination of care is not meant to imply support for or
opposition to a gate-keeping function used by many groups to ensure appropriate access. Coordina-
tion can be provided with or without a gate-keeping role.
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definitions of what is included or excluded from such programs, making it diffi-
cult to compare their effectiveness in treating similar populations.

One of the main concerns associated with disease management programs is
the potential for fragmenting care, especially if the patient’s primary care physi-
cian is not involved in the program. Again, this concern highlights the impor-
tance of coordination across conditions and the need to design such coordination
systematically into care processes. Primary care models offer one approach to
coordination, in which the primary care practitioner is both provider and coordi-
nator of care. Alternatively, programs can be designed specifically to include or
link an individual’s primary care practitioners in care planning and assessment.
The committee does not recommend one approach over another, but emphasizes
the importance of designing coordination into care to avoid fragmentation.

Centers of Excellence

There is a growing body of evidence on the relationship between volume of
service and outcomes. The IOM conducted a workshop in May 2000 to explore
the volume—outcome relationship (Hewitt, 2000). A systematic review of the
literature conducted for the workshop encompassed 88 studies concerning eight
conditions and procedures.?> This review led to the conclusion that for a wide
variety of procedures, higher volume (by either the hospital or physician) is
associated with better health outcomes. Statistically significant associations be-
tween higher volume and better outcomes were found in 79 percent of studies of
hospital volume and 77 percent of studies of physician volume. None of the
studies showed a negative effect of volume.

The Health Care Financing Administration has pursued Centers of Excel-
lence as a way of operationalizing the volume—outcome relationship. Centers of
Excellence are hospitals and physician groups that meet high quality standards,
for which they are paid a single bundled fee for all services related to specific,
complex procedures (Health Care Financing Administration, 1999). Evaluation
of the experience with cardiac surgery has indicated that the approach can offer
cost savings without compromising quality, measured as mortality rates (Crom-
well et al., 1997). Although developed as a payment policy, the approach bears
some similarity to organizing around priority conditions in that it gives health
care organizations and professionals the flexibility to organize care appropriately
for a specific population group. The approach is dissimilar in that it is focused
primarily on selected complex procedures with a strong emphasis on costs, rather
than being solely a quality-driven strategy (Cromwell et al., 1997; Health Care
Financing Administration, 1999).

3Coronary artery bypass graft surgery, pediatric cardiac surgery, carotid endarterectomy, abdomi-
nal aortic aneurysm repair, cancer surgery, percutaneous transluminal coronary angioplasty, acute
myocardial infarction, and acquired immunodeficiency syndrome (AIDS).
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Provide a Common Base for the Development of Information Technology

Priority conditions can provide a framework for the development of an infor-
mation infrastructure that is aligned around the clinical conditions frequently
faced by patients. The absence of well-designed care processes is currently an
impediment to the development and application of effective information technol-
ogy systems. To be most useful, information technology must be designed to
support the work of the care team. Consciously and skillfully designed care
processes for priority conditions are an important step in establishing a founda-
tion from which to design supportive information technology applications.

Common information technology systems are needed to effectively measure
outcomes and processes of care and to provide benchmarks for continuous im-
provement. Currently, each provider group may implement its own information
system, but incompatibilities inhibit communication among the many people
caring for an individual patient. Priority conditions can provide a focus for the
development of standards and terminology for use in managing and using infor-
mation technology to improve care for patients. Best practices can help define
standard information needs and guide the development of information technolo-
gies that can be used to implement best practices (e.g., decision support systems).

A significantly enhanced information infrastructure is critical to achieving
the aims set forth in Chapter 2 and the other potential applications of the priority
conditions. Synthesizing the evidence base, linking it to clinical practice, and
making it accessible to a variety of potential users will require good information
systems and, most likely, greater use of the Internet. Greater use of the Internet
and telemedicine should in turn facilitate access to clinical expertise and support
care for patients in their own communities, especially in rural areas. Better flows
of information are also necessary to improve the ways care is organized and
coordinated, especially across settings and over time. Using payment methods to
reward quality will require stronger information systems to track costs and link
them to processes of care. Finally, measurement and evaluation cannot be ad-
vanced without better technology for data collection and management (see Chap-
ter 7 for further discussion on using information technology).

Reduce Suboptimization in Payment

A major barrier to quality improvement is the lack of reward that character-
izes the most common payment methods used today (see Chapter 8). The current
payment system often reinforces fragmentation by paying separately according to
the setting of care and provider type, and by not giving providers the flexibility
needed to customize care for individual patients. Furthermore, common payment
methods can inhibit quality improvement to the extent that organizations that
improve certain aspects of quality (e.g., by reducing readmission rates or office
visits) can experience a reduction in their revenues, which serves as a disincen-
tive for continuous improvement.
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Priority conditions offer a framework for linking payment with patient needs
and for designing incentives to reward quality. Alternative payment methods
(e.g., fee for service or capitation) could be adapted to facilitate the delivery of
care around priority conditions, consistent with the evidence base. Priority con-
ditions could also provide a framework for purchasers to use in assessing the
value of their purchases. See Chapter 8 for a detailed discussion on the relation-
ship between payment and quality improvement.

Simplify Quality Measurement, Evaluation of Performance, and Feedback

Priority conditions improve the feasibility of quality measurement by offer-
ing a framework for the development of standards to guide the necessary data
collection. At present, quality measurement for external accountability tends to
focus on institutions or discrete services; there is little comparative information
available for patients seeking specific care or physicians referring care. For
example, a patient can obtain information on mammogram rates, but will find
little information on methods of treatment or outcomes for breast care programs.
Priority conditions can offer a framework for the development of core measures
that address both processes and outcomes of care.

Part of the difficulty involved in obtaining such information is due to meth-
odological barriers in measurement. The services of an individual physician are
usually too small a unit for measurement of many aspects of clinical care pro-
cesses and outcomes (Hofer et al., 1999). Even the typically sized medical group
may be too small to provide reliable information on outcomes. Health plans may
aggregate information, but clinicians are often affiliated with multiple plans. The
delineation of priority conditions, the organization of services around these con-
ditions, and the development of core sets of measures may help overcome some
of these barriers to measurement.

Public- and private-sector oversight organizations are already organizing
some of their activities around particular conditions. For example, the Founda-
tion for Accountability has developed population- or condition-specific quality
measurement guides related to adult asthma, alcohol misuse, breast cancer, dia-
betes, health status under age 65, and major depressive disorders (Foundation for
Accountability, 1999a) and continues to work on quality measurement and con-
sumer reporting approaches in the areas of child and adolescent health, coronary
artery disease, end of life, and HIV/AIDS (Foundation for Accountability, 1999b).
The Foundation’s model organizes comparative information about quality perfor-
mance into five categories based on how consumers think about their care: the
basics, staying healthy, getting better, living with illness, and changing needs.

The Joint Commission on Accreditation of Healthcare Organizations (2000)
has identified five specific areas for the development of indicators to assess
hospital care: acute myocardial infarction, heart failure, pneumonia, surgical
procedures and complications, and pregnancy and related conditions. Accredita-
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tion by the National Committee for Quality Assurance includes measures related
to how well a health plan cares for people when they have a chronic illness in
such areas as cardiovascular disease, cancer, asthma, pneumonia and influenza,
and diabetes (National Committee for Quality Assurance, 1999). Peer Review
Organizations focus their national quality improvement efforts on six clinical
priority areas: acute myocardial infarction, breast cancer, diabetes, heart failure,
pneumonia, and stroke (Health Care Financing Administration, 2000). Finally,
the National Quality Forum is developing a comprehensive quality measurement
and reporting strategy that will address priorities for quality measurement that are
consistent with the national aims for quality improvement in health care set forth
in this report (National Quality Forum for Health Care Quality Measurement and
Reporting, 2000).

CRITERIA FOR IDENTIFYING
PRIORITY CONDITIONS

Various criteria can be used to identify the priority conditions. Two IOM
committees have suggested criteria for setting priorities among conditions: one
committee focused on how to set priorities for guideline development, the other
on how to set priorities for technology assessment. The common criteria from
both processes included prevalence, burden of illness, cost, variability in prac-
tice, and the potential to improve outcomes or reduce costs (Institute of Medicine,
1992, 1995).

As noted earlier, this committee suggests starting with the priority conditions
identified in the MEPS. Some are long-term life-threatening conditions, such as
cancer, diabetes, emphysema, high cholesterol, HIV/AIDS, hypertension, is-
chemic heart disease, and stroke. Others, such as arthritis, asthma, gall bladder
disease, stomach ulcers, and back problems of any kind, are categorized as chronic
manageable conditions. The list also includes Alzheimer’s disease, depression,
and anxiety disorders. MEPS obtains a larger sample size for seven of the
conditions—hypertension, ischemic heart disease, asthma, diabetes, stroke, em-
physema, and arthritis—to make population estimates. Although other sources
are also available, the advantage of starting with the MEPS listing is its represen-
tative population sample, as opposed to claims data that rely on services having
been used.

PROVIDING THE RESOURCES NEEDED
TO INITIATE CHANGE

The health care system in the United States needs significant redesign. Given
the magnitude of the change required, the innovation fund recommended earlier
is needed to seed projects that can help apply the concepts described in this
report. A Health Care Quality Innovation Fund should finance the demonstration
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and evaluation of programs designed to implement the types of changes recom-
mended in this report. Although a specific agenda should be established, the
areas of interest for funding should address one or more of the issues covered in
this report: techniques for implementing the rules for redesigning care set forth
in Chapter 3, applying evidence to health care delivery, using information tech-
nology, aligning payment policies for quality, and preparing the workforce.

Emphasis should be placed on funding projects that will integrate the result-
ing innovations into processes of care. The goal is not simply to fund “good
ideas,” but rather to fund the implementation of good ideas in real-life settings,
focusing on innovations that have a good likelihood of broad applicability to
other sites. Evaluations will need to be carefully structured to be able to assess
the programmatic features that contributed to a project’s successful implementa-
tion, including how technical, cultural, and economic factors were addressed.
Barriers encountered should also be identified, as well as how they were over-
come or whether they presented too great an obstacle.

Funding may be provided to individual local health care organizations, pri-
vate partnerships (e.g., those between purchasers and delivery systems), or pub-
lic—private partnerships (e.g., those among delivery systems, local public health
agencies, and consumer groups). Possible projects may relate to the direct deliv-
ery of health care for a specific population or to the development of an infrastruc-
ture that facilitates needed change (e.g., approaches for sharing data).

A portion of the Health Care Quality Innovation Fund should be set aside to
provide resources to answer critical research questions. Implementation and
evaluation of innovative projects are important, but some areas may require
additional understanding to guide demonstrations and their implementation. For
example, the change to using relative value units as a payment approach for
physicians was legislated in 1989 for implementation in 1992, following about 10
years of research, testing, and evaluation (Hsaio and Stason, 1979). Possible
areas requiring additional organizational research include understanding how
financial and other types of incentives relate to organizational setting, how phy-
sician and nonphysician members of the care team can optimally interact and
complement each other, what components and interactions of systems of care are
most important for improving quality, and how to organize care for people with
chronic conditions.

The committee views public support as important for catalyzing the needed
changes for several reasons. First, a commitment of funds over several years can
ensure a sustained and stable funding source. Projects funded by health care
organizations through operating revenues represent a valuable contribution, but
the stability and level of funding can be unpredictable, and perhaps unsustain-
able, in a rapidly changing marketplace.

Second, public support can provide partial funding for the up-front costs that
health care organizations face in undertaking the changes recommended in this
report. Organizations should be prepared to support the continuing costs of any
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initiatives, but public funding for some portion of up-front costs can be a valuable
resource for an organization that is interested, willing, and ready to redesign the
delivery of health care to improve quality. Thus, the Health Care Quality Innova-
tion Fund represents a public—private approach to change, with the public sector
providing seed money and the private sector using operating revenue to fund
some of the up-front costs and any ongoing costs.

Third, rather than trying to identify large programs aimed at reforming the
entire system, smaller applied projects of varying size and focus should be per-
mitted to flourish. Public funding for a mix of projects would permit midcourse
corrections to be made as greater understanding is gained on what types of
projects work or fail. Use of public seed money can also require an objective
evaluation of demonstration projects and public access to the tools and tech-
niques used. Rather than remaining in the private domain, the information be-
comes a public good for use by all to learn how to improve health care quality.

Research and demonstrations for organizational redesign in health care occur
today in both the private and public sectors, although the level of effort appears to
be modest given the size of the task ahead. In the private sector, one of the main
sources of funds for organizational design research is foundations. The Robert
Wood Johnson Foundation has sponsored the Changes in Health Care Financing
and Organization Program since 1988. It has provided over $50 million to
stimulate research into new strategies in the financing and organization of health
care and the impact of changes in the delivery system on quality, access, and
costs. The program funds research, policy analysis, demonstrations, and evalua-
tions to provide timely information to policy makers, purchasers, providers, and
researchers.

Some health care organizations also devote a portion of their revenues to
research and development projects. For example, Kaiser-Permanente has con-
ducted work on risk adjustment methods for payment policy; Group Health Co-
operative of Puget Sound has conducted extensive work on improving care for
populations with chronic illness; and Intermountain Health Care in Salt Lake City
has developed data systems for evaluating and improving process of care.
Organizational design research is also being conducted at universities across the
country.

On the public side, the primary source of funds for organizational design
research is AHRQ. The Center for Organization and Delivery Studies was cre-
ated in 1996 to provide leadership for research on health care markets, delivery
systems and organizations (Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, 2000a).
The Integrated Delivery System Research Network is a new model of field-based
research that partners health services researchers with large health care systems
to develop and disseminate evidence on data and measurement systems and orga-
nizational best practices (Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, 2000b).
Approximately $4 million has been allocated over a 3-year period. Other AHRQ
projects also contribute to innovation in health care delivery, such as work in
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medical informatics and patient safety. Other investments in organizational rede-
sign in the public sector include those of the VHA, whose Quality Enhancement
Research Initiative effort was described earlier in this chapter, and the Health
Care Financing Administration’s Office of Research and Development, funded at
approximately $55 million in fiscal year 2001 (a decline of 11 percent from the
prior year) (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2000a). A portion
of those funds supports projects that are consistent with redesigning health care
delivery, including work related to competitive pricing, coordinated care for the
chronically ill, and Centers of Excellence.

A great many resources are devoted to technological innovation in health
care in the areas of pharmaceuticals, medical devices, and biotechnology. Invest-
ment in research and development was estimated at almost $36 billion in 1995, or
about 3.5 percent of total health care spending (Neumann and Sandberg, 1998).
Over $30 billion has been invested each year since 1993. Just over half of the
investments were made in the private sector; the remainder of the spending was in
the public sector, primarily the National Institutes of Health.

Although such investments have produced great advances in technological
innovation, however, they have produced little innovation in the organization and
delivery of care. The irony is that the current health care system cannot ensure
that the new technologies are delivered effectively, efficiently, and safely to the
people that can most appropriately benefit from them. This dilemma will likely
worsen in the future with expected advances in genome research, tissue
reengineering, pharmacogenetics, and other areas.

As noted earlier, the committee has not recommended a specific amount for
a Health Care Quality Innovation Fund, but believes that an amount on the order
of $1 billion over 3 to 5 years is needed. This amount represents one-quarter of
1 percent of the almost $400 billion the federal government currently spends on
health care. By comparison, the top ten funded diseases at the National Institutes
of Health were funded at $3.6 billion just for the year 1996 (Gross et al., 1999),
while approximately $1 billion was devoted to the human genome project over
the last 4 years (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 2000b). There
is no central source for determining the extent of public and private investments
in innovation in health care organization and delivery; however, the public- and
private-sector initiatives identified above may total $100 million annually. This
is far short of the amount needed for the magnitude of changes required and far
less than the $36 billion expended annually for technology research.

The following are examples of the types of projects that might be supported
through the recommended fund.*

4These examples draw on some of the approaches to redesign being pursued by clinical leaders
who were interviewed as part of an Institute of Medicine study aimed at identifying exemplary
practices (Donaldson and Mohr, 2000).
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Example 1—Using Information Technology to Improve the Timeliness of Ser-
vices in a Hospital Emergency Department

An emergency department sought to redesign the process of care by reduc-
ing the time required to provide complete care to a patient—the cycle time.
Reducing cycle times improves both patient satisfaction and productivity. The
staff identified key processes of care, such as x-ray cycle time, time between
arrival at the emergency department and seeing a physician, and time needed to
get a patient admitted to a bed. They introduced the concept of parallel process-
ing and designed algorithms to permit the simultaneous performance of multi-
ple tasks. Additionally, they developed their own tracking system (since noth-
ing acceptable for the purpose was available from vendors) to track where
patients are in the process of care, as well as the status of the system, in 15-
minute increments (almost real time). A touch screen informs staff instantly of
any problems in specific care processes so they can intervene quickly. These
efforts have reduced total cycle time for less urgent patients from 92 to 47
minutes, time between arrival and seeing a physician from 32 to 18 minutes,
time between decision to admit and getting the patient to the floor from 210 to
60 minutes, and x-ray cycle time from 92 to 32 minutes. If supported by an
innovation fund, this project would share its algorithms and tracking system,
along with pitfalls encountered during the redesign, so that the improved pro-
cess would be disseminated to other emergency departments.

Example 2—A Partnership to Improve Chronic Care

A hospital, two small primary care practices, and an endocrinologist decid-
ed to collaborate on the development of a state-of-the-art diabetic care program.
They began by reviewing the practice guidelines and agreeing on the key ele-
ments of preventive, acute, and chronic care. In an attempt to identify best
practices, they visited two of the leading diabetic care programs. They then
reached agreement on the key elements of a care process, and on the quality
measures to be collected and used in assessing the care process and patient
outcomes. They also worked to establish an interactive patient education pro-
gram, which could be used online or viewed on video in the office. A diabetic
care team was formed, consisting of two primary care physicians, a nurse prac-
titioner, and an endocrinologist. Relying heavily on e-mail, they were able to
establish procedures for ongoing communication and management of diabetic
patients.

Example 3—Reorganizing Staff for Patient-Centered Primary Care

A primary care center with multiple offices served 270,000 patients with
110 full-time equivalents (FTEs). The center had a 55-day waiting period for
appointments, resulting in packed schedules for staff, a chaotic office environ-
ment, an overused urgent care clinic, and unhappy patients. The center decided
to develop an open-access system so that patients could get an appointment
either the same day they called or the next day, with their own physician when-
ever possible. Under the old system, patients calling for appointments would be
sorted according to need: wellness care, acute illness, or chronic care. This
approach was ineffective because patients might have two or three needs simul-
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taneously; thus, they would make multiple appointments to meet different needs
or go to the urgent care clinic, which further stressed the system.

In the redesigned system, the staff was organized into 15 teams, each with
7 to 9 physicians and nurse practitioners; the urgent care clinic was closed, and
that staff was reassigned to the regular offices. Patients were no longer catego-
rized according to the nurse’s or receptionist’s assessment of their need, but
were seen based on their own perception of need. Whereas the number of visits
was expected to increase because of “patients’ insatiable demands,” the total
number of patient visits declined by 7 percent, and the no-show rate went from
20 percent to being “too small to show up in the statistics.” Patients could meet
all their needs in one visit with their regular doctor (rather than in one visit to
the urgent care clinic and another visit to their regular doctor). The rate of
patients able to see their own physician increased from 47 to 75 percent. The
provision of preventive services also increased. Additionally, fewer patient
charts were lost because they were pulled the day the patients came in, and with
fewer lost charts, clinicians were more likely to have the information they need-
ed when seeing a patient. Overall costs decreased because of fewer visits and
the closure of the urgent care clinic. Additionally, the center thought it would
be necessary to hire additional staff, but when the operational system was im-
proved, this was not the case, so cost increases were avoided. If such a project
were funded by an innovation fund, the primary care center would share its
tools for appointment scheduling and staffing design.

The above examples illustrate the range and depth of redesign efforts that
should occur. Because such efforts can be disruptive to current operations and
take extended periods of time to accomplish, health care professionals and orga-
nizations need extra support and incentive to undertake them. An innovation
fund should support the implementation of projects that could not otherwise be
conducted during the routine course of business because they would be too dis-
ruptive for the patients and staff. As suggested in Example 1 above, use of a new
information technology can be quite disruptive to the provision of services and
staff functioning. In some cases, redesign may be so fundamental that temporary
closure of a service may be required. For example, in another case that was part
of an IOM study of exemplary practices (Donaldson and Mohr, 2000), one medi-
cal group had to close its offices for a short period of time to make the changes
they deemed necessary. Few health care professionals and organizations can
undertake such drastic steps to substantially reorganize their care processes with-
out special (and temporary) assistance. Additional examples of reengineering
and redesign projects are provided in Chapter 5.
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Building Organizational
Supports for Change

Between front-line clinical care teams and the health care environment lies
an array of health care organizations, including hospitals, managed care organi-
zations, medical groups, multispeciality clinics, integrated delivery systems, and
others. Leaders of today’s health care organizations face a daunting challenge in
redesigning the organization and delivery of care to meet the aims set forth in this
report. They face pressures from employees and medical staff, as well as from
the local community, including residents, business and service organizations,
regulators, and other agencies. It is difficult enough to balance the needs of those
many constituencies under ordinary circumstances. It is especially difficult when
one is trying to change routine processes and procedures to alter how people
conduct their everyday work, individually and collectively.

This chapter describes a general process of organizational development and
then offers a set of tools and techniques, drawing heavily from engineering con-
cepts, as a starting point for identifying how organizations might redesign care.
Chapter 3 offered a set of rules that would redesign the nature of interactions
between a clinician and a patient to improve the quality of care. This chapter
describes how organizations can redesign care to systematically improve the
quality of care for patients. This is not an exhaustive list of possible approaches,
but a sampling of techniques used in other fields that might have applicability in
health care. The broad areas discussed in this chapter apply to all health care
organizations; the specific tools and techniques used would need to be adapted to
an organization’s local environment and patients.
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Recommendation 7: The Agency for Healthcare Research and Qual-
ity and private foundations should convene a series of workshops
involving representatives from health care and other industries and
the research community to identify, adapt, and implement state-of-
the-art approaches to addressing the following challenges:

* Redesign of care processes based on best practices

* Use of information technologies to improve access to clinical
information and support clinical decision making

* Knowledge and skills management

* Development of effective teams

* Coordination of care across patient conditions, services, and
settings over time

* Incorporation of performance and outcome measurements for
improvement and accountability

To achieve the six aims identified in Chapter 2, board members, chief execu-
tive officers, chief information officers, chief financial officers, and clinical man-
agers of all types of health care organizations will need to take steps to redesign
care processes. The recommended series of workshops is intended to serve
multiple purposes: (1) to help communicate the recommendations and findings
of this report and engage leaders and managers of health care organizations in the
pursuit of the aims, (2) to provide knowledge and tools that will be helpful to
these individuals, and (3) to encourage the development of formal and informal
networks of individuals involved in innovation and improvement.

STAGES OF ORGANIZATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

The design of health care organizations can be conceptualized as progressing
through three stages of development to a final stage that embodies the committee’s
vision for the 21st-century health care system, as represented by the six aims set
forth in Chapter 2 (see Table 5-1). Although settings and practices vary, the
committee believes much of the health sector has been working at Stages 2 and 3
over the last decade or more. As knowledge and technologies continue to ad-
vance and the complexity of care delivery grows, the evolution to Stage 4 will
require that Stage 3 organizations accelerate efforts to redesign their approaches
to interacting with patients, organizing services, providing training, and utilizing
the health care workforce.

Stage 1

Stage 1 is characterized by a highly fragmented delivery system, with physi-
cians, hospitals, and other health care organizations functioning autonomously.
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The scope of practice for many physicians is very broad. Patients rely on physi-
cian training, experience, and good intentions for guidance. Individual clinicians
do their best to stay abreast of the literature and rely on their own practice
experience to make the best decisions for their patients. Journals, conferences,
and informal consultation with peers are the usual means of staying current.
Information technology tools are almost entirely absent. Norman (1988) has
characterized this approach to work as based on “knowledge in the head,” with
heavy dependence on learning and memory. The patient’s role tends to be pas-
sive, with care being organized for the benefit of the professional and/or institu-
tion.

Stage 2

Stage 2 is characterized by the formation of well-defined referral networks,
greater use of informal mechanisms to increase patient involvement in clinical
decision making, and the formation of loosely structured multidisciplinary teams.
For the most part, health care is organized around areas of physician specializa-
tion and institutional settings. Patients have more access to health information
through print, video, and Internet-based materials than in Stage 1, and more
formal mechanisms exist for patient input. However, these tend to be generic
mechanisms, such as consent forms and satisfaction surveys. Patients have infor-
mal mechanisms for input on their care.

Most health data are paper based. Little patient information is shared among
settings or practices; the result is often gaps, redundancy of data gathering, and a
lack of relevant information. In this stage, institutions and specialty groups, for
example, try to help practitioners apply science to practice by developing tools
for knowledge management, such as practice guidelines.

Stage 3

In Stage 3, care is still organized in a way that is oriented to the interests of
professionals and institutions, but there is some movement toward a patient-
centered system and recognition that individual patients differ in their prefer-
ences and needs. Team practice is common, but changes in roles are often slowed
or stymied by institutional, labor, and financial structures, as well as by law and
custom. Some training for team practice occurs, but that training is typically
fragmented and isolated by health discipline, such as medicine, nursing, or physi-
cal therapy.

Clinicians and managers recognize the increasing complexity of health care
and the opportunities presented by information technology. Some real-time deci-
sion support tools are available, but information technology capability is modest,
and stand-alone applications are the rule. Computer-based applications for labo-
ratory data, ordering of medications, and records of patient encounters typically
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cannot exchange data at all or are not based on common definitions. Practice
groups—particularly those that are community based—typically lack informa-
tion systems to make such decision support tools available at the point of patient
care, or to integrate guidelines with information about specific patients. Clinical
leaders recognize the need for what has been called “knowledge in the world”
(Norman, 1988)—information that is retrievable when needed, replaces the need
for detailed memory recall, and is continuously updated on the basis of new
information. More organized groups rely on best practices, guidelines, and dis-
ease management pathways for clinicians and patients, but these are not inte-
grated with workflow.

Stage 4

Stage 4 is the health care system of the 21st century envisioned by the
committee. This system supports continued improvement in the six aims of
safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness, timeliness, efficiency, and equity.
Health care organizations in this stage have the characteristics of other high-
performing organizations. They draw on the experiences of other sectors and
adapt tools to the unique characteristics of the health care field.

Patients have the opportunity to exercise as much or as little control over
treatment decisions as they choose (as long as their preferences fall within the
boundaries of evidence-based practice). Services are coordinated across prac-
tices, settings, and patient conditions over time using increasingly sophisticated
information systems.

Whatever their form, health care organizations can be characterized as “learn-
ing organizations” (Senge, 1990) that explicitly measure their performance along
a variety of dimensions, including outcomes of care, and use that information to
change or redesign and continually improve their work using advanced engineer-
ing principles. They make efficient and flexible use of the health workforce to
implement change, matching and enhancing skill levels to enable less expensive
professionals and patients to do progressively more sophisticated tasks (Christen-
sen et al., 2000).

The committee does not advocate any particular organizational forms for the
21st-century health care system. The forms that emerge might comprise corpo-
rate management and ownership structures, strategic alliances, and other contrac-
tual arrangements (“‘virtual” organizations) (COR Healthcare Resources, 2000;
Robinson and Casalino, 1996; Shortell et al., 2000a). New information and
delivery structures might be located in a particular city or region or might be the
basis for collaborative networks or consortia (COR Health LLC, 2000). What-
ever the organizational arrangement, it should promote innovation and quality
improvement. Every organization should be held accountable to its patients, the
populations it serves, and the public for its clinical and financial performance.
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In some respects, such as economies of scale, workforce training and deploy-
ment, and access to capital, larger organizations will have a comparative advan-
tage. In other cases, small systems will evolve to take on functions now per-
formed by larger organizations. The use of intranet- or Internet-based applications
and information systems may enable the development of an infrastructure to
accomplish certain functions. New forms might include, for example, Web-
based knowledge servers or broker-mediated, consumer-directed health care pur-
chasing programs.

KEY CHALLENGES FOR THE REDESIGN OF
HEALTH CARE ORGANIZATIONS

Health care services need to be organized and financed in ways that make
sense to patients and clinicians and that foster coordination of care and collabora-
tive work. They should be based on sound design principles and make use of
information technologies that can integrate data for multiple uses (Kibbe and
Bard, 1997a; Rosenstein, 1997). Whatever their form, organizations will need to
meet six challenges, see Figure 5-1, that cut across different health conditions,
types of care (such as preventive, acute, or chronic), and care settings:

* redesigning care processes;

* making effective use of information technologies;

* managing clinical knowledge and skills;

* developing effective teams;

* coordinating care across patient conditions, services, and settings over
time; and

* incorporating performance and outcome measurements for improvement
and accountability.

The following discussion of these six challenges includes excerpts from
interviews with clinical leaders conducted as a part of an IOM study aimed at
identifying exemplary practices (Donaldson and Mohr, 2000).

Redesigning Care Processes

I try to help people understand that we can “work smarter.” You can feel
rotten about how you are practicing. I tell them, “You are right—and it’s going
to get worse.” But change is possible. We don’t need a billion-dollar solution.

We need a billion $1 solutions. You have to create the will to change. There’s
the will to change, then execution.—Hospital-based endoscopy unit

Like any complex system, health care organizations require sophisticated tools
and building blocks that allow them to function with purpose, direction, and high
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FIGURE 5-1 Making change possible.

reliability. Effective and reliable care processes—whether registering patients
who come to the emergency room, ensuring complete immunizations for chil-
dren, managing medication administration, ensuring that accurate laboratory tests
are completed and returned to the requesting clinician, or ensuring that discharge
from hospital to home after a disabling injury is safe and well coordinated—can
be created only by using well-understood engineering principles. Not only must
care processes be reliable, but they must also be focused on creating a relation-
ship with a caregiver that meets the expectations of both the patient and the
family. Redesign can transform the use of capital and human resources to achieve
these ends.

Redesign may well challenge existing practices, data structures, roles, and
management practices, and it results in continuing change. It involves conceptu-
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alizing, mapping, testing, refining, and continuing to improve the many processes
of health care. Redesign aimed at increasing an organization’s agility in respond-
ing to changing demand may be accomplished through a variety of approaches,
such as simplifying, standardizing, reducing waste, and implementing methods of
continuous flow (Bennis and Mische, 1995; Goldsmith, 1998).

Students of organizational theory have learned a great deal through careful
examination of the work of organizations that use very complex and often haz-
ardous technologies. The committee’s earlier report, To Err Is Human, outlines
the achievements of several manufacturing companies and the U.S. Navy’s air-
craft carriers in using replicable strategies to achieve great consistency and reli-
ability (Institute of Medicine, 2000). Other world-class businesses, notably those
that have received the prestigious Malcolm Baldrige National Quality Award,
have embraced many of the tenets of quality improvement described by Deming,
Juran, and others (Anderson et al., 1994), which include the need to improve
constantly the system of production and services. Yet few health care organiza-
tions have developed successful models of production that reliably deliver basic
effective services, much less today’s increasingly advanced and complex tech-
nologies. Nor have most been able to continually assess and meet changing
patient requirements and expectations.

Some health care organizations have dedicated considerable energy and re-
sources to changing the way they deliver care. Although these organizations
have recognized the need for leadership to provide the necessary commitment to
and investment in change, they have also recognized that change needs to come
from the bottom up as front-line health care teams recognize opportunities for
redesigning care processes and acquire the skill to implement those new ap-
proaches successfully (National Committee for Quality Health Care, 1999; Wash-
ington Business Group on Health, 1998). Many other organizations have taken
steps toward redesigning processes, but have found replication and deployment
difficult or short-lived (Blumenthal and Kilo, 1998; Shortell et al., 1998). The
committee recognizes these efforts and the difficulties that stem from, among
other things, restructuring and economic pressure, misaligned incentives, profes-
sional entrenchment, competing priorities, organizational inertia, and lack of
adequate information systems (Shortell et al., 1998).

A growing body of literature in health care indicates that well-designed care
processes result in better quality (Desai et al., 1997; Griffin and Kinmouth, 1998).
Some have argued that health care is not amenable to quality improvement ap-
proaches derived from other industries because inputs (patients) are so variable;
outputs, such as health-related outcomes, so ill-defined; and the need for expert
judgment and improvisation so demanding. Similar arguments have been made,
but not substantiated, in other service industries and by those in the specialized
departments (e.g., legal) of manufacturing industries that have subsequently ex-
perienced success in embracing principles of quality improvement (Galvin, 1998).
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Fortunately, useful redesign principles that are now used widely in other indus-
tries can be (and in some cases have been) adapted to health care.

Engineering principles have been widely applied by other industries and in
some health care organizations to design processes that improve quality and
safety (Collins and Porras, 1997; Donaldson and Mohr, 2000; Hodgetts, 1998;
Kegan, 1994; Peters and Waterman, 1982). The following subsections describe
five such principles and their use by health care professionals to improve pa-
tients’ experiences and safety, the flow of care processes, and coordination and
communication among health professionals and with patients (Langley et al.,
1996).

System Design Using the 80/20 Principle

The nurse assesses the patient demographics, risk factors, support available,
medication, lifestyle, and barriers to making changes. The first visit is usually
45 minutes to an hour long. Preventive screening visits are done yearly—assess
vital signs, behavior, willingness to make changes. We take retinal photos,
which are sent directly to the ophthalmologist, instead of sending the patient
there. We learned that we need to risk stratify and fit the level of services to the
level of risk. Services are less or more intense based on risk. We use protocols
to identify risk level: primary—those with diabetes, secondary—those with
diabetes and any other risk factors, tertiary—those who have already had a
stroke, myocardial infarction, or renal failure.—Diabetic management group

This engineering principle can be restated: Design for the usual, but recog-
nize and plan for the unusual. Process design should be explicit for the usual
case—for 80 percent of the work. For the remaining 20 percent, contingency
plans should be assembled as needed. This concept is useful both for designing
systems of care and as an approach to acculturating new trainees. Also referred
to as the Pareto Principle, the 80/20 principle is based on the recognition that a
small number of causes (20 percent) is responsible for a large percentage (80
percent) of an effect (Juran, 1989; Transit Cooperative Research Program, 1995).
In health care, for example, 20 percent of patients in a defined population may
account for 80 percent of the work and incur 80 percent of costs. Similarly, 20
percent (or fewer) of common diagnoses may account for 80 percent of patients’
health problems.

A fundamental approach in health care has been to build care systems to
accommodate all possible occurrences. This approach is cumbersome and often
the source of delays when, for example, laboratory tests are done in case a rare
disease is present, or certain procedures must be followed in case an unusual
event should happen. System design based on the 80/20 approach exploits the
existence of routine work, often a large proportion of the total work load, that is
involved in an assortment of patient problems. One determines what work is

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

BUILDING ORGANIZATIONAL SUPPORTS FOR CHANGE 121

routine and designs a simple, standard, and low-cost process for performing this
work efficiently and reliably. This leaves the more complex work to be per-
formed employing processes that appropriately use higher-skilled personnel or
more advanced technologies.

In accordance with this principle, approaches to planning care are designed
to reflect the different sorts of clinical problems encountered in practice. Level 1
represents the most predictable needs. In a pediatric practice, well-child health
supervision, immunization, and middle-ear infections represent a large portion of
the work and very predictable needs. In an obstetrics—gynecology practice, pre-
natal care and contraceptive counseling are examples of Level 1. In adult pri-
mary care, examples include management of hypertension, acute sprains, low
back pain, and sinusitis. For newly diagnosed patients with asthma, instruction in
the use of an inhaler is an example of predictable work. The more predictable the
work, the more it makes sense to standardize care so that it can be performed by
a variety of workers in a consistent fashion.

When needs are predictable, standardization encompasses the key dimen-
sions of work that should be performed the same way each time using a defined
process and is a key element of the principle of mass customization discussed
later in this section. For example, variation in the care of patients with commu-
nity-acquired pneumonia can be reduced by identifying and standardizing the key
dimensions of care. Standardization may involve very complex or very simple
technologies and processes. An example of the latter is a nursing assistant stamp-
ing on a patient’s chart, “Immunization up to date?” and circling “Yes” or “No”
for a clinician to see as he or she enters the exam room. Focused standardization
often entails simplifying processes. For example, instead of each clinician on
staff having a different protocol, clinicians might agree to use a single chemo-
therapy protocol for most patients, or a single dose, route, or frequency for a
commonly administered medication. Although it might be permissible to use
other protocols, clinicians would have to agree to evaluate the outcomes for
patients under both the standard and nonstandard protocols to determine which
was best (Institute of Medicine, 2000). In another example, Duke University’s
pediatric emergency department uses a color-coded tape to measure a child’s
length and an approximate weight range. Color-coded supplies (e.g., IV tubing,
airway masks, syringes) correspond to the four weight ranges. Standardizing
equipment for each color zone ensures that dosages and equipment are appropri-
ate and safe for children in that range (Glymph, 2000).

Level 2 represents health care needs of medium predictability. At this level,
it is important for practice settings to triage patients accurately to determine their
needs. Examples are patients with chronic illnesses, such as asthma or diabetes,
whose condition is not under control and who need special services to help them.
Some patients might best be served by group visits with a diabetic counselor,
others might need individual support, and others might need hospitalization.
Appropriate triage based on needs could include working out a care plan with
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patients in terms of exercise, weight loss, and insulin control and providing them
with materials and resources to help them meet their objectives.

Level 3 represents patients with rare or complex health care health condi-
tions for which special resources must be assembled. In such cases, applying
excellent listening skills, assembling resources, and managing the clinician—
patient relationship are especially important. Examples are a patient with an
infectious disease that is rare and difficult to identify, or the need to assemble a
multidisciplinary team for health supervision of children with special needs, such
as those with cystic fibrosis, meningomyelocele, or craniofacial syndromes
(Carey, 1992).

The assembling of these resources can sometimes be accomplished within a
single office practice. In other cases, a relationship with another system—an-
other critical care unit or an individual such as a subspecialist, for example—may
be required. Recent evidence indicates that for ambulatory care, nurses and nurse
practitioners can manage a substantial proportion of the work (Mundinger et al.,
2000; Shum et al., 2000). The remaining 20 percent of the work would corre-
spond to the third level, which requires the most highly trained practitioners.

Design for Safety

When lab results are returned by e-mail, they come back by provider, and I can
attach them to the patient’s chart. When I open the patient record, the “desk-
top” flags alert me to abnormal results.—Primary care practice

The doctor—patient relationship is important, but perhaps more important is
how much [doctors] can rely on the system not to let [the patient] slip through
the cracks. —Primary care practice

The prevention, detection, and mitigation of harm occur in learning environ-
ments, not in environments of blame and reprisal. Designing systems for safety
requires specific, clear, and consistent efforts to develop a work culture that
encourages reporting of errors and hazardous conditions, as well as communica-
tion among staff about safety concerns. Such learning also requires attention to
effective knowledge transfer, including the systematic acquisition, dissemina-
tion, and incorporation of ideas, methods, and evidence that may have been
developed elsewhere (Institute of Medicine, 2000). As described in detail in the
committee’s earlier report, To Err Is Human (Institute of Medicine, 2000), de-
signing health care processes for safety involves a three-part strategy: (1) design-
ing systems to prevent errors, (2) designing procedures to make errors visible
when they do occur, and (3) designing procedures that can mitigate the harm to
patients from errors that are not detected or intercepted (Nolan, 2000).

Designing systems to prevent errors includes designing jobs for safety, avoid-
ing reliance on memory and vigilance, and simplifying and standardizing key
processes (such as using checklists and protocols). Designing jobs for safety
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means attending to the effects of work hours, workloads, staffing ratios, appropri-
ate training, sources of distraction and their relationship to fatigue and reduced
alertness, and sleep deprivation, as well as providing appropriate training. Avoid-
ing reliance on memory and vigilance can be accomplished in simple ways, such
as instituting reminder systems and color coding, eliminating look-alike and
sound-alike products, wisely using checklists and protocols, and employing more
complex automated systems that may prevent many errors (though they may also
introduce new sources of error). Simplification and standardization are key
principles not only in delivering effective services, but also in making them safer.
For example, standardization of data displays so that all are expressed in the same
units, of equipment so that on—off switches are in consistent locations, of the
location of supplies and equipment, of order forms, and of prescribing conven-
tions can prevent many errors (Institute of Medicine, 2000).

Designing procedures to make errors visible can also improve safety. Al-
though human beings will always make errors, procedures can be designed so
that many errors are identified before they result in harm to patients. For ex-
ample, pharmaceutical software can alert the prescriber to an incorrect dose or
potential interaction with another medication (Institute of Medicine, 2000).

Designing procedures that can mitigate harm from errors is a third means of
improving patient safety. Examples of this strategy are having antidotes and up-
to-date information available to clinicians; having equipment that is designed to
default to the least harmful mode; and ensuring that teams are trained in effective
recovery from crises, such as unexpected complications during operative proce-
dures (Institute of Medicine, 2000).

Mass Customization

Mass customization involves combining the uniqueness of customized prod-
ucts and services with the efficiencies of mass production. In manufacturing, this
strategy has been developed as a way to give customers exactly what they want in
a way that is feasible from a business standpoint—that is, quickly, at an accept-
able cost, and without added complexity (Pine et al., 1995).

With reference to the three levels of predictability discussed earlier, mass
customization is the design approach to Level 2 (patients with moderate levels of
predictability of needs). Patients can often be grouped according to their need for
a common set of services. For example, many medical conditions are defined in
terms of their grade or degree of severity (e.g., cancer staging), degree of control
achieved (e.g., controlled or uncontrolled hypertension), or level of risk (e.g.,
high- or low-risk pregnancy and the Glasgow trauma scale). With good informa-
tion about the past needs and preferences of patients, it is often possible to
standardize processes of care within a given stratum. It is possible to predict
fairly accurately, for example, what proportion of patients will choose a variety
of options, such as a group versus individual visit for management of a condition.
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In a non-health care example, hotels such as the Ritz Carlton keep track of their
customers’ preferences so they can be offered appropriate services (Gilmore and
Pine, 1997).

Yet patients thus grouped are not identical, and the health system should be
responsive to differences in their preferences and special needs. Mass customi-
zation involves attempting to standardize the common set of services needed by
many patients while customizing or tailoring other aspects of those services to
respond to individual preferences and needs. In the computer world, Internet
sites can cater to “segments of one” by efficiently providing each customer with
products that match his or her preferences (Leibovich, 2000). Likewise, the use
of independent modules means that computer products can be assembled into
different forms quickly and inexpensively (Feitzinger and Lee, 1997). Gateway
is an example of a retail computer company that uses modules (such as varying
amounts of memory or hard drive capacity) in mass customizing its products for
the consumer. This use of modules for mass customization can be applied to the
health care arena, for example to patients with congestive heart failure who need
acute care. Modules for admission to a hospital or nursing home, for family
education, and for rehabilitation can be drawn on and combined for individual
patients. Another example is the steps in patient care, which can be thought of as
a series of modules, such as (1) prescribing a medication, (2) assessing and
encouraging adherence to therapy, and (3) monitoring patient outcomes. In these
examples, the 80/20 approach also applies; that is, for each module, the set of
options should be appropriate for 80 percent of patients.

In applying the principle of mass customization, differentiation is the last
step—in industry, an example is manufacturing all products in the same way up
to the addition of the product color. A health care example is having standardized
instructions for patients with a given health problem, but writing in further infor-
mation for those with additional health conditions.

Continuous Flow

When a patient calls to make an appointment, our philosophy is: If your doctor
is here today, you will see your doctor.—Primary care practice

We have bedside registration in the emergency department. Each room re-
ceives a portable computer rolled in on a cart. Computer orders for lab and
pharmacy are entered from the bedside.—Emergency department

Each morning we make rounds on all 34 intensive care patients. The discussion
includes pointed, patient-oriented reports, social as well as medical needs. All
such issues can be dealt with and work begun at once.—Intensive care unit

If a patient calls in with a breast lump, she is usually seen within a day or so.
First she sees her primary care provider, then she is sent to us for a mammo-
gram—usually an ultrasound as well. We can do what we think should be done
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right then—a biopsy and surgery if needed. Usually everything is done within
1 or 2 days.—Breast care center

Volume has dramatically increased here. We have had to change the way we
work. Although most ERs have 12-hour shifts, we shortened the shifts to 9
hours. We have a system where there is “virtual on-call.” Physicians have
agreed in advance that if our tracking system shows that the cycle time from the
arrival of a patient to being seen by a doctor is past a specific threshold, they
will stay longer, even if more help is there or on its way.—Emergency depart-
ment

Continuous flow, sometimes referred to as “a batch size of one,” is an impor-
tant design concept in which the system is designed to match demand so there is
no aggregation of persons or units during processing. It represents the theoretical
optimum for any production or service delivery system. In health care, application
of this principle involves examining current assumptions about patient demand
and redesigning the care process to better correspond to the characteristics of the
demand curve (Murray and Tantau, 1998; Nolan et al., 1996).

If clinicians and managers assume that patient demand is insatiable, health
care systems and individual practitioners must find ways to manage this demand.
Management of demand generally entails using barriers, such as waiting, to dis-
suade some people from seeking services or reducing the need to use resources
that could be used elsewhere, or both. Alternatively, if the assumption is that
patient demand is steady, predictable, and reasonable, then continuous flow is a
more appropriate and effective solution. Some of the most advanced examples of
continuous flow have been pioneered by office practices that use “open-access”
scheduling (Grandinetti, 2000; Murray, 2000; Terry, 2000). Most scheduling
systems rely on distinguishing between urgent and nonurgent requests for ap-
pointments; the result is often waits of 2 weeks for a nonurgent appointment and
several months for a physical examination. As a result, many patients do not
keep their appointments (Bowman et al., 1996; Festinger et al., 1995). In an
open-access system, office staff do not triage patients who call for an appoint-
ment on the basis of whether they believe those patients need to be seen that day.
Patients can schedule an appointment and be seen the same day, if they wish, by
their doctor (or nurse practitioner) if that individual is in. Continuous flow does
not, however, mean that patients must be fit into a lock-step process. If they
prefer to wait or schedule an appointment for the future, they are always free to
do so.

To implement such a program and match demand with resources requires
that a practice first deal with its backlog of future appointments. Once it has
implemented an open-access process, the practice will have only one scheduling
system for all patients. Practices that have implemented open access report that
they are able to see as many or more patients as before; that they finish the day on
time and with personnel less exhausted; and that they are providing more appro-
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priate—effective, patient-centered, timely, and probably safer—care (Institute
for Healthcare Improvement, 2000).

Under a system of continuous flow, as opposed to batch flow, practitioners
dictate notes, take care of other tasks after a patient’s visit, and respond to tele-
phone messages as they occur or as patients are seen, rather than “batching” such
tasks to be addressed at the end of the day. In the case of telephone messages, for
example, batching often results in repeated calls by patients who are not certain
their message has been received, repeated calls to patients who may be on their
way home from work by the time the message is returned, delays in managing
medications or in providing information about laboratory tests and instructions
for self-care, and sometimes greater anxiety and suffering.

Production Planning

We reorganized into teams 2 years ago. An MD, RN, and Medical Assistant
form a team. We have six or seven teams; each team sees a panel of 1200
patients. Each team sees patients for a 4 1/2-hour block of time per day. The
morning starts with a 30-minute meeting to review appointments that are sched-
uled for the day. Then the compressed clinic day. Then time for charting each
afternoon. We have practice management time that is scheduled every week.
Patients are not scheduled for that time. That time is for reviewing data, col-
lecting data. It’s funny, but you can see almost the same number of patients
during a compressed clinical day as during a full day. The teams are staggered
throughout the day so that we can be open from 8 a.m. to 8§ p.m. The number of
teams is scheduled to match times when patient demand is the greatest.—Pri-
mary care practice

Production planning has been used in other industries to find the best way to
allocate staff, equipment, and other resources to meet the needs of customers, as
well as to reduce costs. Application of the principle depends on a detailed
understanding of work processes, specifically, the identification of repetitive
patterns of work.

Although the needs of patients and the work required to meet those needs
will vary from day to day, all clinical practices have a natural rhythm defined by
a period—for example, a week—after which the nature of the work repeats. One
method of production planning involves the use of a repetitive master schedule to
make the best use of resources in meeting patient needs. Creating such a sched-
ule necessitates defining the work to be done, assembling a team suited to per-
form the work, understanding the time period within which the work repeats, and
making work assignments based on the standard time period. If a master sched-
ule can be built for a typical week, it can be used with minor adjustments for any
week. The repetitive master schedule serves a variety of purposes. Its primary
purpose is to match resources to the needs of patients, but it also provides a
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method for understanding complex systems and designing better production pro-
cesses.

Summary

The reengineering principles described in this section—system design using
the 80/20 approach, design for safety, mass customization, continuous flow, and
production planning—are used by other industries, and, as indicated in the ac-
companying quotations, by teams across a range of health care settings that
include ambulatory office practices, hospital units, emergency departments, and
hospices. Such engineering principles illustrate what is meant by focusing at a
system level. They enable health care teams to organize their resources effec-
tively to better meet patient needs, and make medical practice more satisfying
without driving up costs. Such deliberate crafting of systems of care results not
in impersonal, one-size-fits-all care processes. Rather, it makes care safer, en-
ables standardization where appropriate, and at the same time results in situations
that meet the unique needs of each patient.

Making Effective Use of Information Technologies

Spending 1 hour each day online, I send 800-900 e-mails each month. In my
former visit-based model, I would see 400-500 patients each month. Now I see
200 patients each month, in unhurried and more time intensive visits, but I
communicate with over 1,000 patients each month. I feel less stressed and my
patients receive better care.—Primary care practice

Chapter 7 examines in detail the potential role of information technology in
improving quality. Information technology can reduce errors and harm from
errors (Bates et al., 1998; Raschke et al., 1998), make up-to-date evidence and
decision support systems available at the point of patient care (Berner et al.,
1999; Classen, 1998; Evans et al., 1998; Hunt et al., 1998), support research
(Blumenthal, 1997), help make quality measurement timely and accurate
(Schneider et al., 1999), improve coordination among clinicians, and increase
accountability for performance (Blumenthal, 1997; National Committee for Qual-
ity Assurance, 2000).

Increasingly, secure Internet and intranet applications are making it possible
for clinicians and patients to communicate with one another more easily, for up-
to-date evidence about what works to become increasingly accessible, and for
clinical data to be shared in a timely fashion (Cushman and Detmer, 1998; Sci-
ence Panel on Interactive Communication and Health, 1999). Some organiza-
tions have begun to implement Internet applications for their patients for such
purposes as obtaining health information, communicating with one another, read-
ing information about physicians and staff, and viewing schedules for health
education classes (Kaiser Permanente Online, 2000).
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Information technology can provide laboratory results and other findings, as
well as tools that help clinicians apply the health literature when making diag-
noses and deciding among therapeutic approaches. The validity of the informa-
tion used for such decision making is obviously critical. Also important is a user
interface that matches clinical workflow, cognitive style, and the time constraints
of clinical practice (Kibbe and Bard, 1997b), a need that can be addressed by
vendors, experts in medical informatics, and usability experts. The widespread
adoption of Web-based browsers to interface with data systems has influenced
medical informatics, increasing the likelihood of its acceptance and use in health
care settings.

Systems that can access and combine data from many sources should be able
to evolve with the uses to which they are put, the changing demands of the health
care environment, and advances in technology. Such systems should be able to
access all patient data wherever clinical decisions are made. They should be able
to access the evidence base and decision supports, such as clinical practice guide-
lines. They should provide efficient means of entering orders and retrieving
results. They should help practitioners coordinate activities whether they occur
in the inpatient, outpatient, home, or other settings.

A handful of health care organizations have made impressive gains in auto-
mating clinical information—for example, the health systems of the Department
of Veterans Affairs and Intermountain Health Care (in Salt Lake City, Utah)—
but overall progress has been slow. Barriers to moving forward include the many
policy (e.g., privacy concerns), technical (e.g., data standards), financial (e.g.,
capital requirements), and human factors (e.g., clinician acceptance) consider-
ations discussed in Chapter 7.

Managing Clinical Knowledge and Skills

We have an intranet throughout the system that enables physicians to see the
latest guidelines and recommendations about screening and to find out where
each of their patients is in this care process.—Health plan-based breast care
center

Our protocols for brain edema were going well. However, new literature
emerged. One of the neurosurgeons recommended that we revamp the proto-
cols to incorporate the new findings. He gathered the evidence, and the first
protocol was designed by a team headed by a unit nurse. The protocol was soon
standardized, and ownership was created at the physician and nurse level.—
Intensive care unit

All surgeons who join the staff, regardless of seniority, start by assisting, then
being assisted in 150 cases before being left on their own. If we are not com-
pletely confident they have mastered the technique, supervision is extended to
another 100 cases. The secret of success is in everyone using the same tech-
nique. It decreases complications and is more cost-effective.—Small hospital
specializing in two procedures
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If the Respiratory Therapist notes an abnormal lab value, he or she is comfort-
able not just taking a blood sample and reporting it, but managing it. The
technicians are caregivers. Expectations have changed. They [adjust] therapy
to within physiological parameters. They are cross-trained so that they can take
on nursing tasks, for example, starting IVs when needed. When fully trained
and confident, they may tell an admitting doc that a patient is not ready to have
a ventilator tube removed.—Intensive care unit

A key challenge for organizations, requiring a range of competencies, is
translating the evidence base into practice. The competencies involved include
tracking and disseminating new information, managing the clinical change that
helps incorporate new information into practice, and ensuring that health care
professionals have the skills they need to make use of new knowledge. All such
competencies are interrelated. New information and technologies may require
new skills. And new technologies, such as simulation, may enhance skills, such
as those involved in performing surgical procedures or managing crises.

As described in greater detail in Chapter 6, the flood of new information that
is relevant to practice can no longer be managed adequately by individual clini-
cians trying to keep up with the literature and attending conferences or lectures
(Davis et al., 1999; Weed, 1999). One new approach to timely management of
information involves including clinical librarians as a part of clinical care teams,
for example, on morning rounds or on call, to note questions and search the
literature for the best and most relevant information (Davidoff and Florance,
2000). Another response is to create easily accessible systematic reviews of the
literature, using well-understood criteria for determining the strength of evidence
and the generalizability of findings. Such systematic reviews, though important,
are only the first stage, however, in disseminating the flow of new knowledge and
translating it for use with individual patients. First, clinicians need evidence-
based guidelines that make clear which steps are well founded and which are
based on expert consensus (Institute of Medicine, 1992). These efforts may
occur within practices or larger institutions, or may be developed by external
entities such as specialty groups, independent organizations established for the
purpose, or governmental groups. Whatever the source of such guidelines, any
group that uses them needs to understand their validity and ensure that they are
kept up to date.

Ensuring that new knowledge is incorporated into practice also requires a
thorough understanding of how change is managed most effectively in health
care, including the barriers to and facilitators of change. Knowledge about why
guidelines are or are not used is accumulating, and experts now better understand
the circumstances in which such strategies as education, administrative changes,
incentives, penalties, feedback, and social marketing are likely to be effective
(Greco and Eisenberg, 1993; Grol, 1997; Oxman et al., 1995; Solberg et al., 2000;
Wensing et al., 1998) and why the translation of research findings to date has
been characterized as “slow and haphazard” (Grol and Grimshaw, 1999).
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One strategy for successfully managing change is to design guidelines and
implementation processes so that it is easier to apply the best evidence than not to
do so. This strategy begins with a systematic review of the evidence, but attends
to the creation of clinical guidelines or protocols that match the logic and flow of
care. Implementing this strategy also requires agreement on the part of clinicians
that they will use the new guidelines and protocols, as well as the resources
needed to redesign care processes (despite such resources often being scarce) so
that the guidelines and protocols will become an integral and efficiently designed
element of the care process.

Health care requires complex, sophisticated judgments and psychomotor
skills, perhaps at a level unmatched in any other field. Other industries test
judgment and psychomotor skills. In aviation, for example, simulations are used
to assess competence and to help pilots improve their judgment and skills. Medi-
cine has traditionally relied on cognitive testing of knowledge, not of judgment or
skills. The field also relies on privileges granted by hospitals using various levels
of rigor to assess professionals’ skills, but such mechanisms do not include test-
ing to ensure that those skills are current and have not deteriorated.

Making use of new knowledge may require that health professionals develop
new skills or that their roles change. New skills might include basic technical
proficiency, for example, in executing a procedure, using equipment, and inter-
preting data from new tests and devices. Managing new knowledge may also
require the use of new psychosocial skills to elicit behavior change in patients
and colleagues. Other new skills might include designing data collection efforts
and managing and interpreting quality-of-care information. Finally, incorporat-
ing new knowledge requires skilled leadership to engage the participation of
health professionals in collaborative teams. Leaders need to devote explicit
attention to ensuring that the most appropriate individuals are trained in, maintain
competence in, and are supported in their new tasks.

Developing Effective Teams

There has been a radical change since we introduced teams. You can see it
even where they hang out. Before the docs were together, the nurses together,
etc. But now the team hangs out with the team. At the morning meetings, you
may see the medical assistants providing the leadership. The medical director
calls it the “fast break”—three people on the floor and anybody can finish the
play.—Primary care practice

[The doctors] are worried about managing clinical conditions. They work un-
der pressure and stress and try to find a way to control it. They all claim that
“my patients are sicker.” I reply, “Give me your sickest patients—those with
congestive heart failure, the ones on coumadin, patients with diabetes, hyper-
tension, the old, sick people, anyone who seems to require more than the aver-
age resources and time.” When they ask why I would say this, I reply, “Be-
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cause I will enlist help, resources—clinical pathways, care managers.” We
provide these resources to the practice and should never charge [or penalize] the
doctors for this help. Doctors have not learned yet how to enhance the team
with other kinds of providers—health education, behavioral medicine, physical
therapy, pharmacy.—Primary care practice

Organized work groups, or multidisciplinary teams, have become a common
way to organize health care, and considerable attention has been focused on their
value and functioning. Such teams are found in primary care practice, in the
focused care of patients with chronic conditions, in critical acute care (the inten-
sive care unit, trauma units, operating rooms), and in geriatrics and care at the end
of life. In such settings, smooth team functioning is needed because of the
increasing complexity of care, the demands of new technology, and the need to
coordinate multiple patient needs (Fried et al., 2000). Nonphysician team mem-
bers may increase efficiency (e.g., drawing blood, giving immunizations); substi-
tute for physicians (e.g., care for patients with simple, well-defined problems);
and complement physicians (Starfield, 1992) by filling roles that physicians may
not perform well or may be reluctant to undertake, such as counseling about
behavior change or performing highly technical diagnostic tests. Such distribu-
tions of roles and tasks change dramatically over time. Many tasks, such as
monitoring and adjusting equipment for an ill newborn after hospital discharge,
have been taken over by family members and patients themselves (Hart, 1995;
Lorig et al., 1993, 1999; Von Korff et al., 1997).

An IOM study of small work teams at the front lines of patient care (Donald-
son and Mohr, 2000) included asking practitioners and staff who worked together
on a daily basis about that experience. Respondents cited the importance of
collaborative work both for clinical care and for improvement efforts. They
emphasized the need to base quality improvement work within the team and to
recognize the contributions that all members of the group could make, with
various individuals taking leadership roles for specific improvement activities.
They also described new or expanded roles and the need for coaching and train-
ing new members of the team in their work relationships.

Effective working teams must be created and maintained. Yet members of
teams are typically trained in separate disciplines and educational programs,
leaving them unprepared to enter practice in complex collaborative settings. They
may not appreciate each other’s strengths or recognize weaknesses except in
crises, and they may not have been trained together to use established or new
technologies (Institute of Medicine, 2000). An enormous amount of knowledge
has been accumulated about team creation and management, including effective
communication among team members (Fried et al., 2000). In commercial avia-
tion, for example, emphasis is placed on crew resource management because of
its importance to airline safety, and communication among flight personnel has
become a special focus of proficiency checks by certified examiners (e.g., during
simulated emergencies).
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Considerable research has gone into identifying the characteristics of effec-
tive teams (Fried et al., 2000). These characteristics include (1) team makeup,
such as having the appropriate size and composition and the ability to reduce
negative effects of status differences between, for example, physicians and nurses;
(2) team processes, such as communication structures, conflict management, and
leadership that emphasizes excellence and conveys clear goals and expectations;
(3) the nature of the team’s tasks, such as matching roles and training to the level
of complexity and promoting cohesiveness when work is highly interdependent;
and (4) the environmental context, such as obtaining needed resources and estab-
lishing appropriate rewards. Effective teams have a culture that fosters openness,
collaboration, teamwork, and learning from mistakes. Shortell et al. (1994) have
demonstrated a significant relationship between better interaction among team
members in intensive care units and decreased risk-adjusted length of stay. Such
interaction includes the dimensions of culture, leadership, communication, coor-
dination, problem solving, and conflict management.

Research on team interactions has also demonstrated that teams often fall
short of the expectations of their clinical leaders, members, and administrative
managers (Pearson and Jones, 1994). One reason is that medical education
emphasizes hierarchy and the importance of assuming individual responsibility
for decision making. An emphasis on personal accountability comes at the price
of losing the contribution of others who may bring added insight and relevant
information, whatever their formal credentials. Acculturation to medical roles
makes it difficult for members of a team to point out or admit to safety problems
and thereby prevent harm. Indeed, challenges to those in positions of power and
authority by nurses, physicians in training, and others is notoriously difficult and
discouraged (Helmreich, 2000; Institute of Medicine, 2000). Avoiding overt
hostility over a slip or lapse and acknowledging shared knowledge and profi-
ciency when recovering from unexpected patient events (Helmreich, 2000) are
examples of how strong collaborative working relationships can improve patient
safety.

In health care environments characterized by uncertainty, instability, and
variability (such as operating rooms and intensive care units), high levels of
stress are common (Mark and Hagenmueller, 1994; Perrow, 1967). Other envi-
ronments do not have the level of instability and uncertainty associated with
critical care units and operating suites, yet the complexity of patients’ needs still
necessitates highly effective coordination of resources across a spectrum of set-
tings, disciplines, and the community. An example is the care of frail elderly
patients, in which the ability to coordinate care and assemble effectively func-
tioning health care teams is paramount, and flexibility in role functioning may be
key.

In Chapter 3, new rule 10 emphasizes the importance of collaboration for
effective team functioning. What is sometimes thought to be collaboration, how-
ever, may in fact be uncoordinated or sequential action rather than collaborative
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work. That is, the work of each individual may be efficient from the perspective
of his or her own tasks, but overall the efforts are suboptimal and do not serve the
needs of patients. An example of suboptimization may occur when an elderly
woman breaks her hip and comes to the emergency department. She may spend
several hours receiving x-rays and being stabilized and will certainly need to be
admitted. At the end of this time, someone may call to notify the nursing staff
that the patient is being admitted, and several hours more may elapse while
admission orders are written and the patient’s room is made available. When
emergency department and floor staff collaborate, notification is given immedi-
ately after the patient arrives in the emergency department so that the admission
process can begin, and the patient can go from the emergency department directly
to her hospital room, where she will be much more comfortable. In such cases
and in many others, running parallel processes reduces delays and improves
outcomes (Nugent et al., 1999).

Coordinating Care Across Patient Conditions, Services,
and Settings Over Time

That is fundamental to what is important to me—that the focus be on the indi-
vidual—a complex person—and you try to do the best you can for them. It
seems odd to say, but that is what is fun. We did focus groups with families and
learned key things that are important: (1) the organization and delivery of care,
(2) shared medical decision making, (3) treating each person as an individual,
and (4) attending to those who care for and love the dying person. The building
blocks to accomplish this are information and education of the patient and
family, coordination, and continuity.—Hospice

Another key challenge for organizations is coordination (or clinical integra-
tion) of work across services that are complementary, such as emergency re-
sponse units, emergency departments, and operating suites, or across primary
care practices, specialty practices, and laboratories to which patients are referred.
Clinical integration can be defined as “the extent to which patient care services
are coordinated across people, functions, activities, and sites over time so as to
maximize the value of services delivered to patients” (Shortell et al., 2000a). In
particular, coordination encompasses a set of practitioner behaviors and informa-
tion systems intended to bring together health services, patient needs, and streams
of information to facilitate the aims of care set forth in Chapter 2. For example,
coordination may involve ensuring that treating physicians are informed about
diagnostic results, therapies attempted during an earlier hospital admission, and
the effectiveness of those efforts. Coordination may involve nurse case managers
transmitting information to both primary and specialty care practitioners about a
patient’s unmet needs. Such coordination may be facilitated as well by proce-
dures for engaging community resources (such as social and public health ser-
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vices) and other sites of care (such as hospice or home care) when and as
appropriate.

Coordination of care across clinicians and settings has been shown to result
in greater efficiency and better clinical outcomes (Aiken et al., 1997; Gittell et al.,
2000; Knaus et al., 1986; Shortell et al., 1994, 2000a, 2000b). Optimizing care
for a patient with a complex chronic condition is challenging enough, but opti-
mizing care for patients with several chronic conditions and acute episodes, as
well as meeting health maintenance needs, represents an extraordinary challenge
for today’s health care systems (MacLean et al., 2000; Shortell et al., 2000a).
The challenges arise at many organizational levels and across the full range of
tasks, including the design, dissemination, implementation, and modification of
care processes and the payment for these tasks. What is important to patients and
their families is that effective systems for transferring patient-related information
be in place so that the information is accurate and available when needed. Patients
and their families need to know who is responsible for decisions and can answer
questions, and to be assured that gaps in responsibility will not occur.

Some problems—such as substance abuse, AIDS, and domestic violence—
are so interrelated that they appear to require a comprehensive rather than prob-
lem-by-problem approach (Shortell et al., 2000a). Other problems require as-
sembling and making the best use of an array of resources, such as the numerous
federal programs that might be involved in obtaining and paying for a wheelchair
for a child with special needs. In any case, if care is to move beyond single
solutions crafted by individual clinicians (as in the Stage 1 delivery of care
described earlier in this chapter), it will require an accurate understanding of
patient needs so that standard processes can be provided and individual solutions
crafted as appropriate. Newly developed infrastructures, information technolo-
gies, and well-thought-out and -implemented modes of communication can re-
duce the need to craft laborious, case-by-case strategies for coordinating patient
care. A variety of other mechanisms can improve coordination, such as involving
a combination of individuals (e.g., clinicians, members of multidisciplinary teams,
care managers), along with patients and their families.

Some patients and their families become so expert in their condition that they
choose to coordinate care for themselves or a family member. Those who do so
are likely to need new skills in accessing information and new technologies for
structuring and conveying information to others who are involved in their care.
For example, patients can contribute to flow sheets, respond to questions about
changes in health status, or upload data from micromonitoring devices worn on
the body or from home monitoring devices. Not all patients or their families (or
perhaps even most) will choose or be able to become central actors in coordinat-
ing their own care, however. In such cases, appropriate mechanisms within the
delivery system must be available to meet this responsibility.
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One means of improving coordination is based on what are sometimes called
clinical pathways. These blueprints for care set forth a set of services needed for
patients with a given health problem and the sequence in which they should take
place. For some conditions, a set of clearly identified processes should occur. In
complex adaptive systems such as health care, however, few patient care pro-
cesses are linear (such as the transition from hospital to nursing home). Rather,
most organizational processes are reciprocal and interdependent (Thompson,
1967), and coordination requires the design of procedures that are responsive
both to variations among individual patients and to unexpected occurrences.

Incorporating Performance and Outcome Measurements for
Improvement and Accountability

We have a Clinical Roadmap team for breast cancer screening. The team has
formulated four criteria for success that include process and outcome measures.
They are (1) the proportion of women in our population who have received care
in the last 2 years; (2) the number of women who came to the screening pro-
gram when invited; (3) the number of women in the program who develop a late
stage disease; and (4) survey responses during the time of enrollment in the
program. These criteria give us specific as well as broad measures of suc-
cess.—Breast care center

We have a clinical “instrument panel.” We measure cycle time, patient satis-
faction, phone calls (incoming and outgoing), proportion reaching treatment
goals for hypertension, operating costs per Vvisit, proportion of patients seeing
their provider of choice, available appointments, team morale, practice size, and
proportion of pap smears in eligible women.—Primary care practice

The main outcome measure is risk adjusted mortality. We compare ourselves
quarterly to similar institutions for observed versus predicted mortality on one
axis and resource consumption on the other. Using 50 percent random sam-
pling, we track mortality, admission and discharge rates, length of stay, number
of patients readmitted to the ICU, and reintubation rates. This helps us know if
changes that affect efficiency are affecting quality of care. Although our ad-
missions are up, length of stay is down significantly, and our reintubation rate is
very low.—Ceritical care unit

Although we generally think of individuals as learning and enhancing their
capabilities, it is also possible to think of an organization as learning—increasing
its competence and responsiveness and improving its work (Davies and Nutley,
2000). The committee believes moving toward the health system of the 21st
century will require that health care organizations successfully address the chal-
lenge of becoming learning organizations. A decade ago, Senge and others
(Argyris and Schon, 1978; Senge, 1990) described such organizations as those
that can learn quickly and accurately about their environment and translate this
learning to the work they do. This idea has been incorporated in the work of
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many companies, most outside of health care—such as 3M, Boeing, the Cadillac
Division of General Motors, Fedex, Motorola, and Xerox—whose drive to re-
duce defects and improve quality and customer service has been recognized by
the Malcolm Baldrige National Quality Award (National Institute of Standards
and Technology, 2000b).

In Senge’s terminology, “single-loop” learning results in incremental im-
provements in existing practice. In health care it might involve efforts to de-
crease waiting time for follow-up appointments for patients who have an abnor-
mal laboratory test result. Another feature of learning organizations is their
reexamination of mental models or assumptions on which they base their work,
giving rise to “double-loop” learning. An example of double-loop learning is
rethinking and reorganizing all ancillary and specialty medical services for women
in a breast care center to eliminate any waiting between reporting of abnormal
mammographic findings, definitive diagnosis, and therapy.

A critical feature of learning organizations is the ability to be aware of their
own “behavior.” In organizational terms, this means having data that allow the
organization to track what has happened and what needs to happen—in other
words, to assess its performance and use that information to improve. The
committee is convinced that a major tool for accomplishing this critical function
is the investment in and use of an effective information infrastructure to develop
a balanced set of measures on, for example, clinical and financial performance,
patient health outcomes, and satisfaction with care (Nelson et al., 1996). It is
important that such measures be balanced—that they include a variety of mea-
sures so that when changes are made in processes, such as to increase efficiency,
other outcomes, such as patient health, are not adversely affected.

Clinical practices that participated in the IOM study of exemplary practices
(Donaldson and Mohr, 2000) described how routine measurement has become
part of their production process. Ideally, such measures can be aggregated for
external reporting, whether to support contract discussions or to help patients
make choices about where and from whom to seek care. Building measurement
into the production process can counter the perception on the part of many health
care leaders that reporting is a burden. Such a perception results when organiza-
tions must respond to numerous demands from external groups for quality mea-
sures, especially if those measures lack specificity or relevance to the clinical
teams that must generate them.

Measures need not involve expensive, large-scale, long-term evaluation
projects to be useful. New methods that use sampling and small-scale rapid-cycle
testing, modification, and retesting are proving useful in dynamic settings such as
patient care units (Berwick, 1996; Langley et al., 1996). As other world-class
businesses have learned, including American industry giants (Walton and Dem-
ing, 1986), attention to improving quality includes continuous monitoring, often
based on small samples of events, that can provide organizations with timely data
at the front lines to manage the processes of concern (James, 1989; Rainey et al.,
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1998; Scholtes, 1988). In the IOM study of exemplary practices, several health
care teams described their use of such methods to manage their care processes
(Donaldson and Mohr, 2000).

It’s an incredible relief to try small changes on a small scale. It’s so simple it’s
brilliant. We had been managing indigent diabetic patients for years and didn’t
think we could do any better. The providers believed that these people are so
hard. But the patients responded to the changes we made. You have to craft
something that is doable. You have to look for the simplicity in complex
things.—Diabetic management group for underserved minorities

We have embraced the concept of “real-time tracking.” We have developed a
“radar screen” that has 8 simultaneous processes continuously monitored. We
get information on the census in the ER, the status of the patients, the x-ray
cycle, etc. We know where in the process not only the patient is, but where the
system is. Each process measured is summarized on the screen by graphs. All
we have to do to obtain data is touch the screen. The graphs are equipped with
goal lines that are based on customer satisfaction, for example waiting time.—
Community based emergency department

The key word to describe a micro-system is homeostasis. A micro-system is
always changing and adapting, just like the human body. We have identified
the “pathophysiology” of a micro-system. It is powerful, yet very predictable.
Think about two downstream processes, x-ray cycle time and getting patients to
the floor. If the downstream [processes] get out of control, there are predictable
changes in the system. Occupancy in the ER goes up, the number of new
patients seen in the ER goes down, the number of free beds in the ER goes
down, and the cycle time between a patient’s arrival to a bed goes up. Eventu-
ally, every measurement goes up. When we obtain three consecutive 15-minute
intervals going the wrong way, we realize that something needs to be done.—
Community based Emergency Department.

LEADERSHIP FOR MANAGING CHANGE

The role of leaders is to define and communicate the purpose of the organi-
zation clearly and establish the work of practice teams as being of highest strate-
gic importance. Leaders must be responsible for creating and articulating the
organization’s vision and goals, listening to the needs and aspirations of those
working on the front lines, providing direction, creating incentives for change,
aligning and integrating improvement efforts, and creating a supportive environ-
ment and a culture of continuous improvement that encourage and enable suc-
cess.

Learning organizations need leadership at many levels that can provide clear
strategic and sustained direction and a coherent set of values and incentives to
guide group and individual actions. The first criterion of performance excellence
for health care organizations listed by the Baldrige National Quality Program is
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the provision of “a patient focus, clear and visible values, and high expectations”
by the organization’s senior leaders (National Institute of Standards and Technol-
ogy, 2000a). Indeed, strong management leadership in hospitals is positively
associated with greater clinical involvement in quality improvement (Weiner et
al., 1996, 1997).

Leaders of health care organizations may need to provide an environment for
innovation that allows for new and more flexible roles and responsibilities for
health care workers; and supports the accomplishments of innovators despite
regulatory, legal, financial, and sometimes interprofessional conflict (Donaldson
and Mohr, 2000). Leaders need to provide such an environment because the
learning, adaptation, and incorporation of best practices needed to effect engi-
neering changes requires energy that is scarce in a demanding and rapidly chang-
ing environment.

At the level of front-line teams, leaders should encourage the members of the
team to engage in deliberate inquiry—using their own observations and ideas to
improve safety and quality. The individual who serves as leader may not be
constant over time or across innovative efforts, or be associated with a particular
discipline, such as medicine. What is important is for the leader to understand
how units relate to each other—a form of systems thinking—and to facilitate the
transfer of learning across units and practices.

Leaders of health care organizations must fill a number of specific roles.
First, they must identify and prioritize community health needs and support the
organization’s ability to meet these needs. Addressing community needs might
involve collaboration with other community or health care organizations and the
creation of new services. Examples include providing CPR training for a major
employer and identifying and alerting the community to patterns of injury, such
as the number of children with head injuries from bicycle accidents, or a newly
appearing occupational illness. Other examples include addressing the more
complex needs for coordinated local social and health services presented by low-
income ill elderly individuals or the need for more accessible substance abuse
treatment facilities. Leaders of organizations can support accountability to indi-
vidual patients while also assuming responsibility for accountability to public
bodies and the community at large for the populations they serve.

Second, leaders can help obtain resources and respond to changes in the
health care environment, which have been rapid and unrelenting. Leaders must
ensure that their organization has the ability to change. Yet many leaders now
view their role as shielding and protecting the organization from environmental
pressures that may require them to change. Leadership should support innova-
tion and provide a forum so that individuals can continuously learn from each
other. Organizations must invest in innovation and redesign.

Third, and perhaps the most difficult leadership role, is to optimize the
performance of teams that provide various services in pursuit of a shared set of
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aims. In any complex organization, there is danger in supporting some clinical
services (perhaps those that are most profitable) to the detriment of the whole
system. Leaders must strive to align the strategic priorities of their organization,
its resources (financial and human), and support mechanisms (e.g., information
systems). Balancing these elements can be extremely difficult and requires lead-
ers to have a performance measurement capability that includes measures of
safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness, timeliness, efficiency, and equity.

Fourth, leaders can support reward and recognition systems that are consis-
tent with and supportive of the new rules set forth in Chapter 3 and that facilitate
coordination of work across sets of services as necessary. Organizations should
support an environment in which incentives to provide effective care are not
distorted before they reach caregivers. An example of distortion is a payment
system based solely on the numbers of home care visits made by a visiting nurse
per day. This sort of productivity measure prevents nurses from focusing on
patient needs. A system based on effectively caring for a given number of
patients recognizes that a predictable mix of needs will occur over a period of
time, and can encourage small teams to organize themselves to meet those needs.
Such decision making can be very difficult, especially in the current economic
environment and payment system (see Chapter 8).

Fifth, leaders need to invest in their workforce to help them achieve their full
potential, both individually and as a team, in serving their patients. The resulting
interpersonal and technical competence can produce the synergies and improved
outcomes that emerge from collaborative work.

Although the leadership roles described are not novel, the orientation toward
facilitating the work of health care teams represents a fundamental shift in per-
spective. The new rules set forth in Chapter 3 and the engineering principles
described in this chapter will require strong and visible leadership with corre-
sponding reward structures. All organizations must overcome their inherent
resistance to change. It is role of leaders to surmount these barriers by visibly
promoting the need for improvement, becoming role models for the required new
behaviors, providing the necessary resources, and aligning recognition and re-
ward systems in support of improvement goals. Leadership’s role in promoting
innovation, gathering feedback, and recognizing progress is essential to success-
ful and sustained improvement.

Finally, leaders must recognize the interdependence of changes at all levels
of the organization—individual, group or team, organizational, and interorganiza-
tional—in addressing the six challenges discussed in this chapter. For example,
providing additional training in error correction or technical skill development to
individuals without recognizing that they work as part of a team will have little
impact. Similarly, working to develop more effective teams without recognizing
that they are part of a complex organization with frequently misaligned incen-
tives will have little effect on improving quality. Likewise, trying to redesign
organizational structures and incentives and revise organizational cultures with-
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out taking into account the specific needs of teams and individuals is likely to be
an exercise in frustration. And attempting to make changes at any of these levels
without recognizing the larger interorganizational networks that include other
providers, payers, and legal and regulatory bodies (as discussed in subsequent
chapters) is likely to result in the waste of well-intended plans and energy.
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Applying Evidence to Health Care Delivery

Substantial investments have been made in clinical research and develop-
ment over the last 30 years, resulting in an enormous increase in the medical
knowledge base and the availability of many more drugs and devices. Unfortu-
nately, Americans are not reaping the full benefit of these investments. The lag
between the discovery of more efficacious forms of treatment and their incorpo-
ration into routine patient care is unnecessarily long, in the range of about 15 to
20 years (Balas and Boren, 2000). Even then, adherence of clinical practice to
the evidence is highly uneven.

A far more effective infrastructure is needed to apply evidence to health care
delivery. Greater emphasis should be placed on systematic approaches to analyz-
ing and synthesizing medical evidence for both clinicians and patients. Many
promising private- and public-sector efforts now under way, including the
Cochrane Collaboration, the ACP Journal Club, and the Evidence-Based Practice
Centers supported by the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, represent
excellent models and building blocks for a more comprehensive effort. Yet
synthesizing the evidence is only the first step in making knowledge more usable
by both clinicians and patients. Many efforts to develop clinical practice guide-
lines, defined as “systematically developed statements to assist practitioner and
patient decisions about appropriate health care for specific clinical circum-
stances,” flourished during the 1980s and early 1990s (Institute of Medicine,
1992). Although the translation of evidence into clinical practice guidelines is an
important first step, however, the dissemination of guidelines alone has not been
a very effective method of improving clinical practice (Cabana et al., 1999).
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Far more sophisticated clinical decision support systems will be needed to
assist clinicians and patients in selecting the best treatment options and delivering
safe and effective care. Certain types of clinical decision support applications,
most notably preventive service reminder systems and drug dosing systems, have
been demonstrated to improve clinical decisions and should be adopted on a
widespread basis (Balas et al., 2000; Bates et al., 1999). More complex applica-
tions, such as computer-aided diagnosis, are in earlier stages of development
(Kassirer, 1994), but the potential for these systems to contribute to evidence-
based practice and consumer-oriented care is great.

The spread of the Internet has opened up many new opportunities to make
medical evidence more accessible to clinicians and consumers. The efforts of the
National Library of Medicine to facilitate access to the medical literature by both
consumers and health care professionals and to design Web sites that organize
large amounts of information on particular health needs are particularly promis-
ing (Lindberg and Humphreys, 1999).

The development of a more effective infrastructure to synthesize and orga-
nize evidence around priority conditions and to improve clinician and consumer
access to the evidence base through the Internet offers new opportunities to
enhance quality measurement and reporting. A stronger and more organized
evidence base should facilitate the development of valid and reliable quality
measures for priority conditions that can be used for both internal quality im-
provement and external accountability. Broad-based involvement of private- and
public-sector groups and strong leadership from within the medical and other
health professions are critical to ensuring the success of this effort.

Recommendation 8: The Secretary of the Department of Health
and Human Services should be given the responsibility and neces-
sary resources to establish and maintain a comprehensive program
aimed at making scientific evidence more useful and accessible to
clinicians and patients. In developing this program, the Secretary
should work with federal agencies and in collaboration with profes-
sional and health care associations, the academic and research com-
munities, and the National Quality Forum and other organizations
involved in quality measurement and accountability.

The infrastructure developed through this public- and private-sector partner-
ship should focus initially on priority conditions (see Chapter 4, Recommenda-
tion 5). Its activities should include the following:

* Ongoing analysis and synthesis of the medical evidence

* Delineation of specific practice guidelines

* Enhanced dissemination efforts to communicate evidence and guidelines
to the general public and professional communities
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* Development of decision support tools to assist clinicians and patients in
applying the evidence

* Identification of best practices in the design of care processes

e Development of quality measures for priority conditions

It is critical that leadership from the private sector, both professional and other
health care leaders and consumer representatives, be involved in all aspects of
this effort to ensure its applicability and acceptability to clinicians and patients.

BACKGROUND

Early definitions of evidence-based medicine or practice emphasized the
“conscientious, explicit and judicious use of current best evidence in making
decisions about the care of individual patients” (Sackett et al., 1996). In response
to concerns that this definition failed to recognize the importance of other factors
in making clinical decisions, more recent definitions explicitly incorporate clini-
cal expertise and patient values into the decision-making process (Lohr et al.,
1998). Contemporary definitions also clarify that “evidence” is intended to refer
not only to randomized controlled trials, the “gold standard,” but also to other
types of systematically acquired information.

For purposes of this report, the following definition of evidence-based prac-
tice, adapted from Sackett et al. (2000), is used:

Evidence-based practice is the integration of best research evidence with clini-
cal expertise and patient values. Best research evidence refers to clinically
relevant research, often from the basic health and medical sciences, but espe-
cially from patient-centered clinical research into the accuracy and precision of
diagnostic tests (including the clinical examination); the power of prognostic
markers; and the efficacy and safety of therapeutic, rehabilitative, and preven-
tive regimens. Clinical expertise means the ability to use clinical skills and past
experience to rapidly identify each patient’s unique health state and diagnosis,
individual risks and benefits of potential interventions, and personal values and
expectations. Patient values refers to the unique preferences, concerns, and
expectations that each patient brings to a clinical encounter and that must be
integrated into clinical decisions if they are to serve the patient.

Evidence-based practice is not a new concept. One of its earliest proponents
was Archie Cochrane, a British epidemiologist who wrote extensively in the
1950s and 1960s about the importance of conducting randomized controlled
trials to upgrade the quality of medical evidence (Mechanic, 1998).

Evidence has always contributed to clinical decision making, but the stan-
dards for evidence have become more stringent, and the tools for its assembly and
analysis have become more powerful and widely available (Davidoff, 1999).
Prior to 1950, clinical evidence consisted of case reports, whereas during the
latter half of the 20th century, results of about 131,000 randomized controlled

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

148 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

trials of medical interventions were published. Study designs and methods of
analysis have also become more sophisticated, and now include decision analy-
sis, systematic review of the literature, meta-analysis, and cost-effectiveness
analysis.

Prior to 1990, efforts to incorporate evidence-based decision making into
practice encouraged clinicians to follow four steps. According to this approach,
when a patient presents a problem for which the decision is not apparent, the
clinician should (1) formulate a clear clinical question from that problem,
(2) search for the relevant information from the best possible published or unpub-
lished sources, (3) evaluate that evidence for its validity and usefulness, and
(4) implement the appropriate findings (Davidoff, 1999).

During the last decade, it has become apparent that this strategy of training
and encouraging clinicians to independently find, appraise, and apply the best
evidence will not alone lead to major improvements in practice (Guyatt et al.,
2000; McColl et al., 1998). The relevant information is widely scattered across
the medical literature and of varying quality in terms of methodological rigor
(Davidoff, 1999). Advanced study is required to master and apply state-of-the-
art approaches to analysis of the literature. The demands and rigors of clinical
practice do not allow clinicians the time required to undertake this process on a
regular basis. Some have proposed a greater role for specially trained clinical
librarians to assist clinicians in framing clinical questions and identifying the
relevant literature (Davidoff and Florance, 2000). Many efforts are also under
way to make it easier for clinicians and patients to access and interpret the
findings of the literature.

SYNTHESIZING CLINICAL EVIDENCE

The most common approaches to synthesizing and integrating the results of
primary studies are the conduct of systematic reviews and the development of
evidence-based practice guidelines. Interest in applying both techniques has
increased dramatically in the last 15 years (Chalmers and Haynes, 1994; Chalmers
and Lau, 1993).

Systematic Reviews

Systematic reviews are scientific investigations that synthesize the results of
multiple primary investigations. Conduct of a systematic review to answer a
specific clinical question generally involves four steps (Cook et al., 1997):

* Conduct of a comprehensive search of potentially relevant articles using
explicit, reproducible criteria in the selection of articles for review

 Critical appraisal of the scientific soundness of the research designs of the
primary studies, including the selection of patients, sample size, and methods of
accounting for confounding variables (Cook et al., 1997; Lohr and Carey, 1999)
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* Synthesis of data
e Interpretation of results

There are two types of systematic reviews—qualitative and quantitative
(Cook et al., 1997). In a qualitative review, the results of primary studies are
summarized but not statistically combined. Quantitative reviews, sometimes
called meta-analyses, use statistical methods to combine the data and results of
two or more studies.

When applied properly, meta-analysis can be a powerful tool for reaching a
decision about the efficacy of alternative treatments in a more timely fashion than
is possible through the qualitative review of individual studies. A classic ex-
ample is the case of the efficacy of thrombolysis in treating myocardial infarction
(Davidoff, 1999). In a review of 33 randomized controlled trials published
between 1959 and 1988 that examined the efficacy of thrombolysis in reducing
acute mortality, it was found that most studies “suggested” some benefit of
therapy; however, the outcomes varied considerably from one study to another,
and for the most part, the studies did not achieve statistical significance (Lau et
al., 1992). But through the use of meta-analysis techniques to combine the results
of multiple studies (thus increasing the statistical power), it was possible to
demonstrate by 1973 that the therapeutic efficacy of thrombolysis was statisti-
cally significant at the 0.05 level. Unfortunately, some medical textbooks in the
early 1990s still contained statements that thrombolysis was an unproven therapy
(Davidoff, 1999).

Systematic reviews are highly variable in their methodological rigor. In a
critical evaluation of 50 articles describing a systematic review or meta-analysis
of the treatment of asthma, for example, Jadad et al. (2000b) concluded that 40
publications had serious or extensive flaws. Reviews conducted by the Cochrane
Collaboration, discussed below, were found to be far more rigorous than those
published in peer-reviewed journals.

Two organized efforts are directed at conducting systematic reviews or meta-
analyses. The first, the Cochrane Collaboration, was started in 1992 in Oxford,
England. The second, the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality’s Evi-
dence-Based Practice Centers program, started in 1997 and has resulted in the
establishment of 12 centers, located mainly in universities, medical centers, and
private research centers, that produce evidence-based reports on specific topics
(Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, 2000b).

The Cochrane Collaboration is an international network of health care pro-
fessionals, researchers, and consumers that develops and maintains regularly
updated reviews of evidence from randomized controlled trials and other re-
search studies (Cochrane Collaboration, 1999). It currently comprises about 50
Collaborative Review Groups, which produce systematic reviews of various pre-
vention and health care issues. The Collaboration maintains the Cochrane Li-
brary, a collection of several databases that is updated quarterly and distributed
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annually to subscribers on disk, on CD-ROM, and via the Internet. One of the
databases, The Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews, contains Cochrane
reviews, and another, The Cochrane Controlled Trials Register, is a bibliographic
database of controlled trials. The Database of Abstracts of Reviews of Effective-
ness includes structured abstracts of systematic reviews that have been critically
appraised by the National Health Services Centre for Reviews and Dissemination
in York, England; the American College of Physicians’ Journal Club; and the
journal Evidence-Based Medicine. The library also includes a registry of biblio-
graphic information on nearly 160,000 controlled trials that provide high-quality
evidence on health care outcomes.

The Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality’s 12 Evidence-Based Prac-
tice Centers conduct systematic, comprehensive analyses and syntheses of the
scientific literature on clinical conditions/problems that are common, account for
a sizable proportion of resources, and are significant for the Medicare or Medic-
aid populations (Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, 2000b). The
centers include universities (Duke University, The Johns Hopkins University,
McMaster University, Oregon Health Sciences University, the University of Cali-
fornia at San Francisco, and Stanford University); research organizations (Meta-
Works, the Research Triangle Institute, and the RAND Corporation); and health
care organizations and associations (New England Medical Center, and Blue
Cross and Blue Shield Association). Since December 1998, evidence reports
have been released on the following topics: sleep apnea, traumatic brain injury,
alcohol dependence, cervical cytology, urinary tract infection, depression, dysphagia,
sinusitis, testosterone suppression, attention deficit/hyperactivity disorder, and
atrial fibrillation (Eisenberg, 2000a).

In response to the rapid increase in the volume of and interest in systematic
reviews generated by the Cochrane Collaboration, the Evidence-Based Practice
Centers, and many other smaller-scale efforts, numerous journals specializing in
evidence-based publications have emerged. The first journal devoted exclusively
to systematic reviews and meta-analyses was the ACP Journal Club, first pub-
lished in 1991. There are now a number of evidence-based journals, including
Evidence-Based Medicine, Journal of Evidence-Based Health Care, Evidence-
Based Cardiovascular Medicine, Evidence-Based Mental Health, and Evidence-
Based Nursing, as well as numerous “best-evidence” departments in other jour-
nals (Sackett et al., 2000).

One of the most recent evidence-based resources is Clinical Evidence, an
“evidence formulary” resulting from a collaborative effort of the British Medical
Journal and the American College of Physicians (Godlee et al., 1999). Clinical
Evidence is noteworthy because of its focus and organization around common
conditions. First published in June 1999, it includes summaries on the prevention
and treatment of about 70 such conditions. The summaries are based on system-
atic reviews and, when these are lacking, individual randomized controlled trials.
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Clinical Evidence will be updated periodically, and eventually will lead to a
family of products available in electronic and print form.

Practice Guidelines

Clinical practice guidelines can be defined as “systematically developed
statements to assist practitioner and patient decisions about appropriate health
care for specific clinical circumstances” (Institute of Medicine, 1992). Guide-
lines build on syntheses of the evidence, but go one step further to provide formal
conclusions or recommendations about appropriate and necessary care for spe-
cific types of patients (Lohr et al., 1998). As a practical tool to influence practice,
guidelines have been used in continuing medical education and clinical practice,
as well as to make decisions about benefits coverage and medical necessity.

Guidelines have proliferated at a rapid pace during the last decade. During
the early 1990s, the Agency for Health Care Policy and Research (now the
Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality) sponsored an ambitious program
for guideline development, which led to the specification of about 20 guidelines
across a wide variety of clinical areas (Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality, 2000a; Perfetto and Stockwell Morris, 1996). The efforts in this area
were eventually curtailed in favor of establishing the Evidence-Based Practice
Centers in partnership with private-sector organizations (Lohr et al., 1998). Spe-
cialty societies, professional groups, health plans, medical centers, utilization
review organizations, and others have also developed many practice guidelines.

Guidelines vary greatly in the degree to which they are derived from and
consistent with the evidence base, for several reasons. First, as noted above,
there is much variability in the quality of systematic reviews, which are the
foundation for guidelines. Second, guideline development generally relies on
expert panels to arrive at specific clinical conclusions. Judgment must be exer-
cised in this process because the evidence base is sometimes weak or conflicting,
or lacking in the specificity needed to develop recommendations useful for mak-
ing decisions about individual patients in particular settings (Lohr et al., 1998).

In an effort to organize information on practice guidelines and to identify
those having an adequate evidence base, the Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality, in partnership with the American Medical Association and the American
Association of Health Plans, has developed a National Guideline Clearinghouse,
which became fully operational in 1999 (Eisenberg, 2000a). The Clearinghouse
provides online access to a large and growing repository of evidence-based prac-
tice guidelines.

Developing and disseminating practice guidelines alone has minimal effect
on clinical practice (Cabana et al., 1999; Hayward, 1997; Lomas et al., 1989;
Woolf, 1993). But a growing body of evidence indicates that guidelines imple-
mented with patient-specific feedback and/or computer-generated reminders lead
to significant improvements (Dowie, 1998; Grimshaw and Russell, 1993). More
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recent literature in this area also recognizes the importance of breaking down
cultural, financial, organizational, and other barriers, both internal and external to
health care organizations, to achieve widespread compliance with evidence-based
guidelines (Solberg et al., 2000). To this end, up-front involvement of leaders
from the health professions and representatives of patients in the guideline devel-
opment process would likely help to ensure widespread adoption of the guide-
lines developed.

USING COMPUTER-BASED CLINICAL DECISION
SUPPORT SYSTEMS

Until now, we have believed that the best way to transmit knowledge from its
source to its use in patient care is to first load the knowledge into human minds
... and then expect those minds, at great expense, to apply the knowledge to
those who need it. However, there are enormous ‘voltage drops’ along this
transmission line for medical knowledge.—Lawrence Weed, 1997

A clinical decision support system (CDSS) is defined as software that inte-
grates information on the characteristics of individual patients with a computer-
ized knowledge base for the purpose of generating patient-specific assessments
or recommendations designed to aid clinicians and/or patients in making clinical
decisions.! Work on such systems has been under way for decades with minimal
impact on health care delivery. Interest in CDSSs has grown dramatically during
the last decade, however, in part because of the promise such systems hold for
assisting clinicians and patients in applying science to practice.

Publications reporting the results of clinical trials evaluating the effective-
ness of CDSSs have also increased in number and quality in recent years. In a
systematic review of controlled clinical trials assessing the effects of CDSSs on
physician performance and patient outcomes, Hunt and colleagues identified 68
publications during the period 1974 through 1998, with 40 of these having been
published in the most recent 6-year period (Hunt et al., 1998; Johnston et al.,
1994).

CDSS applications assist clinicians and patients with three types of clinical
decisions: preventive and monitoring tasks, prescribing of drugs, and diagnosis
and management. Applications in the first category and most applications to date
in the second category deal with less complex and frequently occurring clinical
decisions. The software required to assist clinicians and patients with these types
of decisions can be constructed using relatively simple rule-based logic, often
based on practice guidelines (Delaney et al., 1999; Shea et al., 1996). Applica-
tions in the third category are far more complex and require more comprehensive

IThis definition is adapted from a physician-oriented definition developed by Hunt et al., 1998.
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patient-specific data, access to a much larger repository of up-to-date clinical
knowledge, and more sophisticated probabilistic mathematical models.

Use of a CDSS for prevention and monitoring purposes has been shown to
improve compliance with guidelines in many clinical areas. In a meta-analysis of
16 randomized controlled trials, computer reminders were found to improve
preventive practices for vaccinations, breast cancer screening, colorectal cancer
screening, and cardiovascular risk reduction, but not for cervical cancer screen-
ing or other preventive services (e.g., glaucoma screening, TB skin test) (Shea et
al., 1996). In another meta-analysis of 33 studies of the effect of prompting
clinicians, 25 of which used computer-generated prompts, the technique was
found to enhance performance significantly in all 16 preventive care procedures
studied (Balas et al., 2000). Computer-generated reminder systems targeting
patients have also been shown to be effective (Balas et al., 2000; McDowell et al.,
1986, 1989).

Computerized prescribing of drugs offers great potential benefit in such
areas as dosing calculations and scheduling, drug selection, screening for interac-
tions, and monitoring and documentation of adverse side effects (Schiff and
Rucker, 1998). Many studies have been conducted on the use of CDSSs to
improve drug dosing, and most (9 out of 15) show some positive effect (Hunt et
al., 1998). The use of CDSSs for drug selection, screening for interactions, and
monitoring and documentation of adverse side effects is far more limited because
these applications generally require the linkage of more comprehensive patient-
specific clinical information with the medication knowledge base. Although
comprehensive medication order entry systems have been implemented in only a
limited number of health care settings, the results of several recent studies have
demonstrated that these systems reduce medical errors and costs (Bates et al.,
1997, 1998, 1999). Computer-assisted disease management programs in areas in
which decision making about medications is complex, such as the use of antibi-
otic and anti-infective agents, also have been shown to have a positive impact on
quality and cost reduction (Classen et al., 1992; Evans et al., 1998).

The third category, computer-assisted diagnostic and management aids, is by
far the most challenging. These systems require (1) an expansive knowledge
base covering the full range of diseases and conditions, (2) detailed patient-
specific clinical information (e.g., history, physical examination, laboratory data),
and (3) a powerful computational engine that employs some form of probabilistic
decision analysis.

Interest in computer-assisted diagnosis goes back more than four decades,
and yet there have been only a few evaluations of its performance (Kassirer,
1994). In a systematic review of 68 CDSS controlled trials between 1974 and
1998, Hunt and colleagues found only 5 studies (4 of the 5 published before
1990) that assessed the role of CDSSs in diagnosis, only one of which found a
benefit from their use (Chase et al., 1983; Hunt et al., 1998; Pozen et al., 1984,
Wellwood et al., 1992; Wexler et al., 1975; Wyatt, 1989).
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These early studies generally evaluated how well a computer performed in
making or generating plausible diagnoses as compared with the decisions of
experts, not the ability of a computer in partnership with a practicing clinician to
perform better than the clinician alone (Kassirer, 1994). One recent study com-
pared the performance of practicing clinicians with and without the aid of a
diagnostic CDSS, and found among the former a significant improvement in the
generation of correct diagnoses in hypothesis lists (Friedman et al., 1999). The
study included faculty, residents, and fourth-year medical students; while all
three groups performed better with the help of the computer, the magnitude of the
improvement was greatest for students and smallest for faculty.

Studies conducted to date do not provide a convincing case in support of
CDSS diagnostic tools. Yet it is important to recognize that changes under way
in health care and computing will likely result in the development of far superior
tools in the near future, for three reasons. First, CDSS diagnostic programs have
been limited to date in terms of their clinical knowledge base. The cost of
maintaining updated syntheses of the evidence for most conditions and translat-
ing these syntheses into decision rules has been prohibitively high for commer-
cial developers of these systems. As discussed above, however, interest in evi-
dence-based practice has led to a logarithmic increase in systematic reviews of
the clinical evidence on particular clinical questions, which are available in the
public domain.

Second, advances in computer technology, accompanied by dramatic de-
creases in the cost of hardware and software, have greatly reduced concerns about
the computing requirements of CDSS diagnostic systems. Furthermore, there are
early signs of CDSS diagnostic systems becoming available on the Internet, thus
further reducing the capital investment and operational costs incurred at the level
of a clinical practice (McDonald et al., 1998).

Third, the Internet has opened up new opportunities to address issues related
to patient data. As noted, to be effective, CDSS diagnostic systems require
detailed, patient-specific clinical information (history, physical results, medica-
tions, laboratory test results), which in most health care settings resides in a
variety of paper and automated datasets that cannot easily be integrated. Past
efforts to develop automated medical record systems have not been very success-
ful because of the lack of common standards for coding data, the absence of a
data network connecting the many health care organizations and clinicians in-
volved in patient care, and a number of other factors. The Internet has the
potential to overcome many of these barriers to automated patient data. The
World Wide Web offers much of the standardization technology needed to com-
bine independent sources of clinical data (McDonald et al., 1998). The willing-
ness of patients and clinicians to use these systems will depend to a great extent
on finding ways to adequately address concerns about the confidentiality of per-
sonally identifiable clinical information and a host of technical, legal, policy, and
organizational issues that currently impede many health applications on the
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Internet. But numerous efforts are under way to address these issues as they
apply to both the current and the next-generation Internet (Elhanan et al., 1996;
National Research Council, 2000).

Fourth, the extraordinary advances achieved in molecular medicine in recent
years will further increase the complexity of both the evidence base and the
clinical decision-making process, making it imperative that clinicians use com-
puter-aided decision supports. Molecular medicine introduces a huge new body
of knowledge that will affect virtually every area of practice, and also opens up
the possibility of developing individualized treatments linked to a patient’s ge-
netic definition (Rienhoff, 2000). CDSS programs offer the prospect of applying
more sophisticated forms of decision analysis to the evaluation of various treat-
ment options, taking into account both the patient’s genetic definition and prefer-
ences (Lilford et al., 1998).

Given the potential of CDSSs to enhance evidence-based practice and pro-
vide greater opportunity for patients to participate in clinical decision making, the
committee believes greater public investment in research and development on
such systems is warranted. In fiscal year 1999, the Agency for Healthcare Re-
search and Quality began a new initiative, Translating Research into Practice,
aimed at implementing evidence-based tools and information in health care set-
tings (Eisenberg, 2000a). The focus of the initiative is on cultivating partnerships
between researchers and health care organizations for the conduct of practice-
based, patient outcome research in applied settings. In fiscal year 1999, 3-year
grants were awarded in support of projects to identify effective approaches to
smoking cessation, chlamydia screening of adolescents, diabetes care in medi-
cally underserved areas, and treatment of respiratory distress syndrome in preterm
infants. The resources for this program should be expanded to support an applied
research and development agenda specific to CDSSs.

MAKING INFORMATION AVAILABLE ON THE INTERNET

The Internet is rapidly becoming the principal vehicle for communication of
health information to both consumers and clinicians. It is predicted that 90
percent of households will have Internet access by 2005-2010 (Rosenberg, 1999).
The number of Americans who use the Internet to retrieve health-related informa-
tion is estimated to be about 70 million (Cain et al., 2000). The connectivity of
health care organizations has also increased. For example, between 1993 and
1997, the percentage of academic medical libraries with Internet connections
increased from 72 to 96 percent, and that of community hospital libraries rose
from 24 to 72 percent (Lyon et al., 1998).

The volume of health care information available on the Internet is enormous.
Estimates of the number of health-related Web sites vary from 10,000 to 100,000
(Benton Foundation, 1999; Eysenbach et al., 1999). A survey conducted by USA
Today found that consumers access health-related Web sites to research an illness
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or disease (62 percent), seek nutrition and fitness information (20 percent), re-
search drugs and their interactions (12 percent), find a doctor or hospital (4
percent), and look for online medical support groups (2 percent) (USA Today,
1998).

It is easy for a user to be overwhelmed by the volume of information avail-
able on the Web. For example, there are some 61,000 Web sites that contain
information on breast cancer (Boodman, 1999), and a simple search for “diabetes
mellitus” returns more than 40,000 sites (National Research Council, 2000).
Information available on the Internet is also of varying quality: some is incorrect,
and some is misleading (Achenbach, 1996; Biermann et al., 1999). Several
options have been proposed to assist users in distinguishing the good information
from the bad. Silberg et al. (1997) have encouraged Web site sponsors to adhere
voluntarily to a set of rules including (1) inclusion of information on authors,
along with their affiliations and credentials; (2) attribution, including references
and sources for all content; (3) disclosure of Web site ownership, sponsorship,
advertising, underwriting, commercial funding, and potential conflicts of inter-
est; and (4) dates on which content was posted and updated.

To identify valuable information, users can rely on a number of rating ser-
vices that review and rate Web sites, but there are problems with many of these
rating services as well. In a recent review, Jadad and Gagliardi (1998) identified
47 rating services, of which only 14 provided a description of the criteria used to
produce the ratings, and none gave information on interobserver reliability or
construct validity.

One of the richest sources of clinical information on the Internet is the
National Library of Medicine’s (NLM) MEDLINE. MEDLINE contains more
than 9 million citations and abstracts of articles drawn mainly from professional
journals (Miller et al., 2000). In June 1997, NLM made MEDLINE available free
of charge on the Web, and usage jumped about 10-fold to 75 million searches
annually (Lindberg and Humphreys, 1998).

When MEDLINE was established, it was assumed that its primary audience
would be health care professionals, but it is now recognized that the lay public
has a keen interest in accessing the clinical knowledge base as well. It is esti-
mated that about 30 percent of MEDLINE searches are by members of the gen-
eral public and students, 34 percent by health care professionals, and 36 percent
by researchers (Lindberg, 1998). In 1998, NLM added 12 consumer health
journals to MEDLINE to increase its coverage of information written for the
general public, and also launched MEDLINEplus, a Web site specifically for
consumers (Lindberg and Humphreys, 1999). MEDLINEplus is divided into
eight sections (e.g., health topics, databases, organizations, clearinghouses), each
of which provides links to reputable Web sites maintained by the National Insti-
tutes of Health, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, the Food and
Drug Administration, and professional organizations and associations.
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The MEDLINEplus section HealthTopics provides users with access to pre-
formulated MEDLINE searches on common topics, most of which are diseases or
conditions. The topics included were identified through an analysis of the most
common search terms used on the NLM home page, which revealed that 90
percent or more were for specific diseases, conditions, or other common medical
terms (e.g., Viagra, St. John’s Wort) (Miller et al., 2000). The HealthTopics list
numbers more than 300, with some of the most frequently searched topics being
diabetes, shingles, prostate, hypertension, asthma, lupus, fibromyalgia, multiple
sclerosis, and cancer.

There are many other sources of filtered evidence-based information as well,
including the Cochrane Library discussed above. Access to evidence-based
guidelines is provided in the United States by the National Guideline Clearing-
house (sponsored by the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality), the Ameri-
can Medical Association, and the American Association of Health Plans (Agency
for Healthcare Research and Quality et al., 2000), and in Canada by the CPG
Infobase (sponsored by the Canadian Medical Association) (Canadian Medical
Association, 2000). NOAH (New York Online Access to Health) is a library
collaboration for bilingual consumer health information on the Internet (Voge,
1998).

Thus many efforts are under way to assist users in accessing useful health
care information on the Web. Some believe, however, that much more could be
done to achieve a more “powerful and efficient synergy” between the Internet
and evidence-based decision making (Jadad et al., 2000a).

DEFINING QUALITY MEASURES

The enhanced interest in and infrastructure to support evidence-based prac-
tice have implications for quality measurement, improvement, and accountability
(Eisenberg, 2000b). The use of priority conditions as a framework for organizing
the evidence base, as discussed in Chapter 4, may also have implications for
external accountability programs.

Systematic reviews and practice guidelines provide a strong foundation for
the development of a richer set of quality measures focused on medical care
processes and outcomes. To date, a good deal of quality measurement for pur-
poses of external accountability has focused on a limited number of “rate-based”
indicators—rates of occurrence of desired or undesired events. The National
Committee for Quality Assurance, through its Health Plan Employer Data and
Information Set, makes comparative quality data available on participating health
plans and includes such measures as childhood immunization rates, mammogra-
phy rates, and the percentage of diabetics who had an annual eye exam (National
Committee for Quality Assurance, 1999). The Joint Commission on the Accredi-
tation of Healthcare Organizations sponsors the ORYX system for hospitals,
which includes measures such as infection rates and postsurgical complication
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rates. Syntheses of the evidence base and the development of practice guide-
lines should contribute to more valid and meaningful quality measurement and
reporting.

As systematic reviews, development of practice guidelines, and efforts to
disseminate evidence focus increasingly on priority conditions—a unit of analy-
sis that is meaningful to patients and clinicians—so, too, must accountability
processes. To date, efforts to make comparative quality data available in the
public domain have focused on types of health care organizations, for the most
part health plans and hospitals, and, as noted above, measurement of a limited
number of discrete quality indicators for these organizations. Numerous efforts
are under way, however, to develop comprehensive measurement sets for various
conditions and quality reporting mechanisms. These include the efforts of the
Foundation for Accountability, the Health Care Financing Administration’s peer
review organizations, and a variety of collaborations involving leading medical
associations and accrediting bodies.

The Foundation for Accountability (2000b) has developed condition-spe-
cific measurement guides related to a number of common conditions: adult
asthma, alcohol misuse, breast cancer, diabetes, health status under age 65, and
major depressive disorders. The Foundation continues to work on child and
adolescent health, coronary heart disease, end of life, and HIV/AIDS. In addi-
tion, it has created FACCT | ONE, a survey tool designed to gather information
directly from patients about important aspects of their health care (Foundation for
Accountability, 2000a). The first phase of the survey addresses quality of care
for people living with the chronic illnesses of asthma, diabetes, and coronary
artery disease. It assesses performance related to patient education and knowl-
edge, obtaining of essential treatments, access, involvement in care decisions,
communication with providers, patient self-management behaviors, coping,
symptom control, maintenance of regular activities, and functional status.

Since 1992, the Health Care Financing Administration, through its Peer
Review Organizations, has been developing core sets of performance measures
for a number of common conditions, including acute myocardial infarction, heart
failure, stroke, pneumonia, breast cancer, and diabetes (Health Care Financing
Administration, 2000). Comparative performance data for Medicare fee-for-
service beneficiaries by state were recently released for each of these conditions
(Jencks et al., 2000). Quality-of-care measures for beneficiaries experiencing
acute myocardial infarction have been piloted in four states as part of the Coop-
erative Cardiovascular Project (Ellerbeck et al., 1995; Marciniak et al., 1998).

The Diabetes Quality Improvement Project, a collaborative quality measure-
ment effort involving the American Diabetes Association, the Foundation for
Accountability, the Health Care Financing Administration, the National Commit-
tee for Quality Assurance, the American Academy of Physicians, the American
College of Physicians, and the Veterans Administration, has been under way for
several years. The project has identified seven accountability measures (i.e.,
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hemoglobin Alc tested, poor hemoglobin Alc control, eye exam performed, lipid
profile performed, lipids controlled, monitoring for kidney disease, and blood
pressure controlled), six of which will be included in the National Committee for
Quality Assurance’s Year 2000 Health Plan Employer Data and Information Set
(Health Care Financing Administration, 1999).

The American Medical Association, working with experts from national
medical specialty societies and the quality measurement community, has devel-
oped measure sets for physician clinical performance in the areas of adult diabe-
tes, prenatal testing, and chronic stable coronary artery disease. The core mea-
sure set for adult diabetes, developed with input from the Iowa Foundation for
Medical Care, was approved by the American Medical Association in July 2000,
while the other two measure sets are undergoing public review and comment
(American Medical Association, 2000).

It will be important for the National Quality Forum, a recently created pub-
lic—private partnership developed to foster collaboration across public and pri-
vate oversight organizations, to consider carefully how best to align comparative
quality reporting with the developing infrastructure in support of evidence-based
practice and consumer-centered health care. The National Quality Forum, a not-
for-profit organization established in 1999 with the participation of both public
and private purchasers, is currently developing a strategic measurement frame-
work to guide the future development of external quality reporting for purposes
of accountability and consumer choice (Kizer, 2000). This activity, now
under way, presents a unique opportunity to influence the direction of quality
measurement.
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Using Information Technology

Throughout this report, the committee has emphasized that health care should
be supported by systems that are carefully and consciously designed to produce
care that is safe, effective, patient-centered, timely, efficient, and equitable. This
chapter examines the critical role of information technology (IT) in the design of
those systems.

IT has enormous potential to improve the quality of health care with regard
to all six of the aims set forth in Chapter 2. In the area of safety, there is growing
evidence that automated order entry systems can reduce errors in drug prescrib-
ing and dosing (Bates et al., 1997, 1998a, 1999). In the area of effectiveness,
there is considerable evidence that automated reminder systems improve compli-
ance with clinical practice guidelines (Balas et al., 2000; Shea et al., 1996), and
some promising studies, although few in number, indicate that computer-assisted
diagnosis and management can improve quality (Durieux et al., 2000; Evans et
al., 1998). There are many opportunities to use IT to make care more patient-
centered, for example, by facilitating access to clinical knowledge through un-
derstandable and reliable Web sites and online support groups (Cain et al., 2000);
customized health education and disease management messages (Goldsmith,
2000); and the use of clinical decision support systems to tailor information
according to an individual patient’s characteristics, genetic makeup, and specific
conditions (Garibaldi, 1998) (see Chapter 6 for additional discussion). Both
patients and clinicians can benefit from improvements in timeliness through the
use of Internet-based communication (i.e., e-visits, telemedicine) and immediate
access to automated clinical information, diagnostic tests, and treatment results.
Clinical decision support systems have been shown to improve efficiency by
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reducing redundant laboratory tests (Bates et al., 1998b). Finally, Internet-based
health communication can enhance equity by providing a broader array of options
for interacting with clinicians, although this can only happen if all people, regard-
less of race, ethnicity, socioeconomic status, geographic location, and other fac-
tors, have access to the technology infrastructure (Science Panel on Interactive
Communication and Health, 1999).

The committee believes IT must play a central role in the redesign of the
health care system if a substantial improvement in health care quality is to be
achieved during the coming decade. This is a theme underlying many of the
topics addressed in this report. Chapter 5 emphasizes the importance of a strong
information infrastructure in supporting efforts to reengineer care processes,
manage the burgeoning clinical knowledge base, coordinate patient care across
clinicians and settings and over time, support multidisciplinary team functioning,
and facilitate performance and outcome measurements for improvement and ac-
countability. Chapter 6 stresses the importance of building such an infrastructure
to support evidence-based practice, including the provision of more organized
and reliable information sources on the Internet for both consumers and clini-
cians, and the development and application of clinical decision support tools.
And Chapter 9 considers the need to build information-rich environments for
undergraduate and graduate health education, as well as the potential to enhance
continuing education through Internet-based programs.

Central to many IT applications is the automation of patient-specific clinical
information. Efforts to automate clinical data date back several decades, and
have tended to focus on creation of an automated medical record. For example,
in 1991 the IOM set forth a vision and issued a strong call for nationwide imple-
mentation of computer-based patient records (Institute of Medicine, 1991). But
progress has been slow. It is important to recognize that a fully electronic medi-
cal record, including all types of patient information, is not necessary to achieve
many if not most of the benefits of automated clinical data. For example, use of
medication order entry systems using data on patient diagnoses, current medica-
tions, and history of drug interactions or allergies can result in sizable reductions
in prescribing errors (Bates et al., 1998a; Leapfrog Group, 2000). The automa-
tion and linking of data on services provided to patients in ambulatory and insti-
tutional settings (e.g., encounters, procedures, ancillary tests) would provide a
rich source of information for quality measurement and improvement purposes.

The challenges of applying IT to health care should not be underestimated.
Consumers and policy makers share concerns about the privacy and confidential-
ity of these data (Cain et al., 2000). The United States still lacks national stan-
dards for the protection of health data and the capture, storage, communication,
processing, and presentation of health information (Work Group on Computer-
ization of Patient Records, 2000). Sizable capital investments will also be re-
quired. Moreover, widespread adoption of many IT applications will require
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behavioral adaptations on the part of large numbers of patients, clinicians, and
organizations.

The committee believes solutions to these barriers can and must be found
given the critical importance of the judicious application of IT to addressing the
nation’s health care quality concerns. The time has come to establish a national
health information infrastructure that will encourage public- and private-sector
investments in IT while providing adequate safeguards for consumers. As dis-
cussed in Chapter 4, a sizable portion of the resources of the recommended
Health Care Quality Innovation Fund (see Recommendation 6) should be in-
vested in projects that implement and evaluate IT applications and are likely to
contribute to quality improvements.

Recommendation 9: Congress, the executive branch, leaders of
health care organizations, public and private purchasers, and health
informatics associations and vendors should make a renewed na-
tional commitment to building an information infrastructure to sup-
port health care delivery, consumer health, quality measurement
and improvement, public accountability, clinical and health services
research, and clinical education. This commitment should lead to
the elimination of most handwritten clinical data by the end of the
decade.

POTENTIAL BENEFITS OF INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY

In less than 5 years, the IT landscape has changed dramatically. The share of
households with Internet access grew from 26.2 percent in December 1998 to
41.5 percent in August 2000, an increase of 58 percent in 20 months (U.S.
Department of Commerce, 2000). The explosive growth of the Internet has
opened up many new promising applications that have implications for the roles
of consumers, clinicians, and organizations in the delivery of health care services.
A recent report by the National Research Council of The National Academies
identified six major health-related application domains: consumer health, clini-
cal care, administrative and financial transactions, public health, professional
education, and research (see Table 7-1) (National Research Council, 2000). Many
of the applications in these domains, such as online searching for health informa-
tion by patients and providers, are commonplace. Others, such as remote and
virtual surgery and simulations of surgical procedures, are in the early stages of
development.

* Consumer Health. A September 1999 poll conducted by Harris Interac-
tive found that 70 million of the 97 million American adults who were online had
searched for health information in the last year (Cain et al., 2000). Consumers
are using the Internet to search for health information, to obtain information
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useful in selecting a health plan or provider, and to participate in formal and
informal support groups. Comparative performance data are available on the
Internet for many health plans (National Committee for Quality Assurance, 2000),
and depending on the geographic area of interest, there may be relevant informa-
tion on hospitals and providers. The Internet can also be used to post customized
health education messages according to a person’s profile and needs (Kendall and
Levine, 1997).

* Clinical Care. The Internet has the potential to make health care delivery
more timely and responsive to consumer preferences. As discussed in Chapter 6,
the Internet is playing an increasingly critical role in making scientific publica-
tions, syntheses of the evidence, practice guidelines, and other tools required to
support evidence-based practice available to both patients and clinicians. Ex-
amples of information technologies that are of growing importance in the health
care arena are reminder systems (Alemi et al., 1996); telemedicine applications,
such as teleradiology and e-mail; and online prescribing (National Health Policy
Forum, 2000; Schiff and Rucker, 1998).

e Administrative and Financial Transactions. To date, the area in which
information systems have been used most extensively in health care has been to
improve the service and efficiency of various administrative and financial trans-
actions (Starr, 1997; Turban et al., 1996). In 1999, almost 65 percent of the 4.6
billion medical claims processed by private and public health insurance plans
were transmitted electronically (Goldsmith, 2000).

* Public Health. IT can be used to improve the quality of health care at the
population level. Applications include incident reporting, videoconferencing
among public health officials during emergency situations, disease surveillance,
transfer of epidemiology maps and other image files for monitoring of the spread
of disease, delivery of alerts and other information to clinicians and health work-
ers, and maintenance of registries.

* Professional Education. The Internet can be a powerful tool for under-
graduate, graduate, and continuing medical education for all types of health pro-
fessionals. A variety of Internet-based educational programs have made their
curricula and training materials available on the Web. There are also educational
videos, lectures, virtual classrooms, and simulation programs to teach surgical
skills.

e Research. The Internet opens up many options for improving research-
ers’ access to databases and literature, enhancing collegial interaction, and short-
ening the time required to conduct certain types of research and disseminate
results to the field. These applications are already gaining widespread accep-
tance.

Of course, not all computer health applications are Internet-based. There are

computerized order entry systems, reminder systems, and other applications that
run on legacy systems (older IT systems, often built around mainframes, owned
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by some hospitals, medical centers, and group practices) (Turban et al., 1996). In
the future, however, the Internet will likely be the platform of choice for many if
not most health applications because of the ready access it provides to both
consumers and clinicians, as well as other financial and technical considerations.

It must be acknowledged that although the potential benefits of IT are com-
pelling, the evidence in support of these benefits varies greatly by type of appli-
cation. As discussed in Chapter 6, there is strong evidence to support the effec-
tiveness of computerized reminder systems in improving compliance with practice
guidelines. For computerized medication order entry systems, recent studies
substantiate reductions in errors and unnecessary services, but such studies are
few in number (Bates et al., 1998a). A recent review of 80 controlled trials
carried out between 1966 and 1996 concluded that telephone-based distance
medicine or telemedicine technologies are beneficial in the areas of preventive
care and the management of osteoarthritis, cardiac rehabilitation, and diabetes
care (Balas et al., 1997). In a review of 15 controlled trials in which diabetic
patients received computer-generated information, it was found that 12 of the 15
trials documented positive clinical outcomes, such as improved hemoglobin and
blood glucose levels (Balas et al., 1998).

In summary, the strength of the evidence on the effects of various IT applica-
tions is highly varied. Many applications, such as simulation of surgical proce-
dures for educational purposes and remote and virtual surgery, are in the early
developmental stages. Others may be highly promising, but their adoption and
testing are hampered by the lack of computerized patient information (e.g., com-
puter-aided diagnosis), regulatory or legal impediments (e.g., e-mail communica-
tions across state lines), and payment issues (e.g., for e-visits). Still other appli-
cations, such as telemedicine, have not been rigorously evaluated (Grigsby and
Sanders, 1998; Institute of Medicine, 1996).

AUTOMATED CLINICAL INFORMATION

Much of the potential of IT to improve quality is predicated on the automa-
tion of at least some types of clinical data. Automated clinical data are required
by many of the most promising IT applications, including computer-aided deci-
sion support systems that couple medical evidence with patient-specific clinical
data to assist clinicians and patients in making diagnoses and evaluating treat-
ment options (see Chapter 6) (Burger, 1997; Weed and Weed, 1999). Automated
clinical data also open up the potential to glean medical knowledge from patient
care (Institute of Medicine, 2000). An example is the extraordinary gains in
cancer survival for children as compared with adults, attributable in part to the
participation of virtually all pediatric cancer patients in clinical trials that system-
atically collect, pool, and analyze data and disseminate results to all participants
(Simone and Lyons, 2000). Automated clinical and administrative data also
enable many types of health service research applications, such as assessment of
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clinical outcomes associated with alternative treatment options and care pro-
cesses; identification of best practices; and evaluation of the effects of different
methods of financing, organizing, and delivering services.

Both private- and public-sector groups have identified the need to move
forward expeditiously with the automation of clinical information. In 1991, the
IOM issued a report concluding that computer-based patient records are an “es-
sential technology” for health care and that electronic records should be the
standard for medical and all other records related to health care. In that same
year, the U.S. General Accounting Office issued a report stating that automated
medical records offer great potential to improve patient care, increase efficiency,
and reduce costs, and calling for the development of standards to ensure uniform
electronic recording and transmission of medical information. A 1993 report of
the U.S. General Accounting Office called for leadership and the acceleration of
efforts to develop standards. In 1997, a revised edition of the 1991 IOM report
noted the strides that had been made in the power and capacity of personal
computers and other computer-based technologies, the remarkable growth of the
Internet for research and some health applications, the increasing level of com-
puter literacy among health professionals and the public, and the linkage of
organizations and individuals in local and regional networks that were beginning
to tackle the development of population databases.

Some health care organizations have made important advances, but overall
progress has been slow. In a few large systems—most notably the health systems
of the Department of Veterans Health Affairs—integrated electronic records sys-
tems have been implemented. There are also examples of robust, well-integrated
hospital-based information systems (National Research Council, 2000), such as
Intermountain Health Care (in Salt Lake City, Utah), but they are few and notable
for their rarity. Many other organizations have automated major portions of
clinical information systems—Ilaboratory data, order entry, and the like—and
others are on their way to becoming paperless in the next few years (McDonald et
al., 1997; Warden and Lawrence, 2000).

There are numerous barriers to the automation of clinical information. The
remainder of this section addresses four of these barriers: privacy concerns, the
need for standards, financial requirements, and human factors issues.

Privacy Concerns and the Need for Standards

Two of the greatest impediments to the widespread automation of clinical
information are the absence of national policies pertaining to privacy, security,
and confidentiality and the lack of standards for the coding and exchange of
clinical information (e.g., definitions and nomenclature, patient identifiers, and
electronic transfer) (Dwyer, 1999; Kleinke, 1998; McDonald, 1998; U.S. Depart-
ment of Commerce, 1994). Indeed, the issues of protecting privacy and data
standardization are closely interrelated. In 1998, for example, plans of the De-
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partment of Health and Human Services to issue recommendations for establish-
ing unique patient identifiers were put on hold in response to public outcry over
potential violations of medical privacy (Goldman, 1998).

There is general agreement that privacy protections are needed for consum-
ers, but there is also recognition that unless carefully balanced, such protections
may limit the future prospects of IT (Detmer, 2000a). Public opinion polls
conducted during the last decade document high and increasing levels of concern
about privacy, raising questions about whether people’s fear of violations of their
privacy may lead some to forego seeking necessary health services or to withhold
personal information from clinicians (Goldman, 1998). Others point out that, if
too stringent, privacy protections will impede the adoption of many IT applica-
tions critical to addressing health care quality concerns (Detmer, 2000a).

The demands of health care with regard to security and availability are both
more stringent and more varied than those of other industries (Institute of Medi-
cine, 1994). Automated records can make it much easier for hackers to assemble
lists or to find (or alter) information about individuals. At the same time, there
are many different sources and types of health data, and clinical information must
be available to all clinicians and others involved in care delivery whenever
needed. Well-crafted policies can be implemented to ensure timely access for
those with a valid need to access the data, including treating clinicians and pa-
tients, while denying access to unauthorized users. Information security tech-
nologies, such as encryption, authentication of both the sender and receiver of
data, and audit trails to detect unauthorized users, are available to support such
policies (Detmer, 2000a; National Research Council, 1998; U.S. General Ac-
counting Office, 1999). Legal enforcement of privacy and confidentiality rights
with strong remedies can serve as both a deterrent to unauthorized users and a
method of redress for individuals whose privacy rights have been violated.

The lack of commonly accepted definitions and nomenclature for the collec-
tion and coding of data and standards for the exchange of information has also
been recognized as an obstacle to broad adoption of clinical information tech-
nologies (Dwyer, 1999; Kleinke, 1998; McDonald, 1998; U.S. Department of
Commerce, 1994). Data standards are needed to facilitate sharing and communi-
cation of the data across different health care information systems, and to ensure
that the data are complete, accurate, and comparable (National Committee on
Vital and Health Statistics, 2000). Numerous groups, including the American
National Standards Institute’s Healthcare Informatics Standards Board, High
Level 7, the American Sociey for Testing and Material, the American Standards
Committee, the Institute of Electrical and Electronics Engineers, international
organizations, and numerous governmental groups, have developed standards for
claims forms, datasets, diagnostic and procedure classifications, vocabularies,
and messaging formats (Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, 1999;
Cushman and Detmer, 1998). The Library of Medicine has made extensive
efforts to standardize vocabulary (including the construction and maintenance of
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a metathesaurus as part of the unified medical language system). But these
efforts, as important as they are, amount to a patchwork of standards that address
some areas and not others, and are not adhered to by all users.

To begin addressing the need for comprehensive national standards, Con-
gress passed the Health Insurance Portability and Accountability Act in 1996,
creating a federal mandate to develop standards for all electronic health transmis-
sions (Health Care Financing Administration, 2000). The law directed the Secre-
tary of Health and Human Services to make recommendations to Congress re-
garding the privacy of individually identifiable health information by August
1997, and if Congress failed to pass privacy legislation by August 1999, the
Secretary of DHHS was directed to issue health privacy regulations by January
2000. The law also provided that the National Committee on Vital and Health
Statistics was to report to the Secretary of DHHS by August 21, 2000, on recom-
mendations and legislative proposals pertaining to data standards for patient medi-
cal record information (National Committee on Vital and Health Statistics, 2000).

Congress failed to enact legislation implementing a comprehensive package
of privacy protections by the August 1999 deadline. Therefore, DHHS worked to
develop these regulations, based on the Secretary’s recommendations to Con-
gress in 1997 (U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, 1997). These
regulations were extremely controversial and generated over 50,000 comments
when published in proposed rulemaking form. However, DHHS was able to
finalize and announce them in December 2000 (U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services, 2000).

DHHS also has efforts under way to develop national standards for the
definition, collection, coding, and exchange of patient medical record informa-
tion, but progress has been slow. In July 2000, the National Committee on Vital
Health Statistics forwarded a report to the Secretary of Health and Human Ser-
vices addressing a variety of process, technical, organizational, financing, and
other issues related to the development of national standards (National Commit-
tee on Vital and Health Statistics, 2000). Some progress has been made toward
developing coding standards for data elements; however, none has emerged as a
comprehensive standard (Institute of Medicine, 1997), and, as noted above, the
adoption of a standardized health identifier has been suspended. Chief informa-
tion officers and other health care executives have reported they do not believe
that health records can be restructured to comply with electronic formats in the
time frame required by the law (Shinkman and Jonathan, 2000).

In the absence of strong national leadership in establishing standards and
defining appropriate legal and regulatory structures for an IT-driven health care
delivery system, states and various branches of the federal government have
responded to issues and concerns primarily on an ad hoc basis. For example,
more than two-thirds of states have made legislative efforts to affect various
types of health information practices, resulting in an increasingly complex array
of laws (Cushman and Detmer, 1998). In other instances, existing legal and
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regulatory structures are being applied to IT issues, creating confusion and prob-
ably ineffective oversight. For example, online pharmacies, whereby the physi-
cian enters orders into pharmacy computers often using a handheld wireless
electronic prescription pad, have given rise to a set of jurisdictional issues. These
issues relate both to federal and state responsibilities and, at the federal level, to
questions about the responsibilities of different agencies (i.e., Federal Trade Com-
mission, Food and Drug Administration, Drug Enforcement Administration, De-
partment of Justice, U.S. Customs Service, and U.S. Postal Service) for consumer
protection, rooting out of fraud and misinformation, drug quality, advertising of
prescription drugs, and importation and domestic mailing of pharmaceutical prod-
ucts (National Health Policy Forum, 2000).

Financial Requirements

The 21st-century health care system will require a significant financial in-
vestment in information technology—far greater than current investments by
most health care organizations. Capital will be needed to purchase and install
new technology, while installation of the new systems is likely to produce tempo-
rary disruptions in the delivery of patient care and result in sizable short-term
costs to manage the transition. Some specialized training and education will also
be needed to help the workforce adapt to the new environment.

In addition, some health care organizations have invested heavily in legacy
systems—older computer systems built around mainframes (Turban et al., 1996).
There is no easy way to shift from such systems to state-of-the-art information
systems based on an open client—server architecture, personal computer net-
works, and more flexible, nonproprietary protocols. These are important consid-
erations for all health care organizations when making decisions about investing
in IT. Recent reductions in Medicare payments under the 1997 Balanced Budget
Act have likely contributed to an even more cautious approach to long-term
investment in technology on the part of many health care institutions.

Access to capital may be particularly limited for certain types of health care
organizations. Not-for-profit hospitals and health plans must obtain capital from
bond rather than equity markets. Many small physician group practices have a
limited ability to obtain capital. Large for-profit health plans may have ready
capital to invest in IT, but absent strong, long-term partnerships with provider
groups, lack the leverage and incentive to implement such systems.

These capital decisions are also being made in an environment in which
benefits are difficult to quantify. Unlike billing or pharmaceutical transactions,
clinical transactions have only an indirect effect on profitability, and demonstrat-
ing the value of clinical information systems in improving the quality of care has
been difficult although, as discussed above, evidence has begun to accumulate
about their usefulness in specific settings and applications. Moreover, as dis-
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cussed in Chapter 8, current payment policies do not adequately reward improve-
ments in quality.

There are some indications that the use of IT is slowly becoming more
widespread. In 1997, the health information technology industry sold $15 billion
worth of products to health care organizations (Kleinke, 1998). The development
of Web-based applications for use on the Internet may also open the door to new
forms of financing the expenses of IT. For example, if IT shifts from an equip-
ment purchase to a service expense, it can be bought on a monthly basis and
upgraded easily in response to both technological advances and changes in medi-
cal practice. Maintaining up-to-date applications that reflect the evolution of
technology and the knowledge base and making them available by subscription at
a Web site rather than requiring users in individual organizations to purchase and
maintain them is likely to provide great impetus for the development and use of
these systems.

Human Factors Issues

One of the most challenging, and least understood, barriers to the application
of useful information technologies in health care relates to human factors. These
barriers include both workforce and patient issues.

The health care sector is labor-intensive, with about 700,000 physicians,
over 2 million nurses, and many other health care workers being involved in the
delivery of patient care to varying degrees (Health Resources and Services Ad-
ministration, 2000). The workforce is highly variable in terms of IT-related
knowledge and experience, and probably also in terms of receptivity to learning
or acquiring these skills. Some clinicians may also be wary of embracing new IT
applications because of frustrating experience with earlier IT applications that
failed to prove useful in solving diagnostic and therapeutic problems (Kassirer,
2000). Moreover, the development of new data infrastructures and the incorpora-
tion of new IT applications into clinical practice generally entails disruptions in
patient care, resulting in lost revenues for many clinicians.

Many IT applications require the forging of new relationships between clini-
cians and institutional providers, which may be slow to develop. For example,
some have observed that the deeply ingrained economic distrust and cultural
conflict between physicians and hospitals has impeded the adoption of IT appli-
cations that require Web-based integration (Kleinke, 2000).

IT will undoubtedly alter the clinician and patient relationship, and in some
cases, these changes may be threatening to clinicians. The standardization and
automation of various types of clinical data opens up many new opportunities to
make comparative quality data available to consumers who must chose among
clinicians, sites of care, and treatment options, and to bolster oversight and ac-
countability programs (Kleinke, 2000). The availability of clinical knowledge on
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the Internet will lead to more informed patients who will be increasingly likely to
question clinician recommendations.

Not all patients will embrace these new roles of IT. Although consumers are
migrating to the Internet at a rapid pace, there will likely be some proportion of
individuals who do not have access either by personal choice or because of
economic or other constraints (Conte, 1999). Consequently, there will be a need
for the health system to operate in the old and the new, automated ways in parallel
for the foreseeable future (Ferguson, 1999).

NEED FOR A NATIONAL HEALTH INFORMATION
INFRASTRUCTURE

Many developments now under way augur well for the future adoption of IT
by the health care sector. A growing body of evidence supports the conclusion
that various types of IT applications lead to improvements in safety, effective-
ness, patient-centeredness, timeliness, efficiency, and equity. Some progress is
being made on the specification of standards for protecting privacy, and various
private- and public-sector standardization efforts are being undertaken to provide
the foundation for a more expansive effort focused on achieving national consen-
sus. The extraordinary growth of the Internet has opened up a plethora of new
applications; provided a highly accessible platform for tapping the clinical knowl-
edge base, running applications, and sharing data; and lowered capital require-
ments.

Nonetheless, IT has barely touched patient care. The vast majority of clini-
cal information is still stored in paper form. Only a fraction of clinicians offer e-
mail as a communication option to patients (Hoffman, 1997). Few patients
benefit even from very simple decision aids, such as reminder systems, which
have been shown repeatedly to improve compliance with practice guidelines.
Many medical errors, ubiquitous throughout the health care system, could be
prevented if only clinical data were accessible and readable, and prescriptions
were entered into automated order entry systems with built-in logic to check for
errors and oversights in drug selection and dosing. The pace of change is unac-
ceptably slow. Much more can and should be done.

To achieve a substantial improvement in quality, the United States, like other
industrialized countries, will need to begin developing a comprehensive national
health information infrastructure (Detmer, 2000b). As defined by the National
Committee on Vital and Health Statistics, such a structure is “a set of technolo-
gies, standards, applications, systems, values, and laws that support all facets of
individual health, health care, and public health (Work Group on Computeriza-
tion of Patient Records, 2000). A national health information infrastructure is not
a centralized government database, but rather “rules for the road” that offer a way
to connect distributed health data in the framework of a secure network.
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As discussed above, some elements of such a structure are in various stages
of development, but at the current pace, many more years will be required for its
completion. To further the development process, the country must move forward
expeditiously with the promulgation of national standards to protect data privacy.
Moreover, these standards should be reevaluated and fine-tuned periodically to
strike the right balance between protecting consumer privacy and providing ac-
cess to clinical data for legitimate purposes, such as care delivery, quality evalu-
ation, research, and public health (Detmer, 2000a). A high priority for the com-
ing 2 years should be to achieve national consensus on comprehensive standards
for the definition, collection, coding, and exchange of clinical data.

As technological barriers are overcome, much greater attention should be
focused on legal, societal, organizational, and cultural issues (Work Group on
Computerization of Patient Records, 2000). Legal and regulatory structures that
have the unintended consequence of impeding the adoption of useful IT applica-
tions must be identified and modified (Moran, 1998). Health care organizations
and the health professions will need strong leadership and a clear direction as
they move forward with what will be a dramatic transformation of care delivery
(Shortliffe, 2000).

Finally, efforts should also be made to better inform the American public
about IT issues, and to ensure that all individuals have the opportunity to benefit
from the extraordinary innovations now under way. The American public should
be fully informed of both the benefits and risks of automated clinical data and
electronic communication, as well as the various options available for protecting
privacy. Steps must also be taken to ensure that all Americans have ready access
to the Internet, should they so desire, and that the benefits of IT reach practice
settings that serve a disproportionate share of the most vulnerable populations.
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Aligning Payment Policies with
Quality Improvement

Many factors influence how health care organizations and professionals de-
liver care to patients. For example, information can be used to compare perfor-
mance with that of peers and motivate improvement. Similarly, tools such as
practice guidelines, clinical pathways, or protocols aim to change clinical prac-
tice to make it more consistent around a definition of best practice. Health care
professionals and organizations are also motivated by public acknowledgment
and honorary recognition. Recognition of professional accomplishment and in-
novation is a strong motivator of improvement.

Payment policies are another strong influence on how health care organiza-
tions and professionals deliver care and how patients select and use that care
(Hillman, 1991). Thus, to achieve the aims of the 2 1st-century health care system
set forth in Chapter 2, it is critical that payment policies be aligned to encourage
and support quality improvement. Yet financial barriers embodied in current
payment methods can create significant obstacles to higher-quality health care.
Even among health professionals motivated to provide the best care possible, the
structure of payment incentives may not facilitate the actions needed to system-
atically improve the quality of care, and may even prevent such actions. For
example, redesigning care processes to improve follow-up for chronically ill
patients through electronic communication may reduce office visits and decrease
revenues for a medical group under some payment methods. Current payment
policies are complex and contradictory, and although incremental improvements
are possible, more fundamental reform will be needed over the long run.

The goals of any payment method should be to reward high-quality care and
to permit the development of more effective ways of delivering care to improve
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the value obtained for the resources expended. These goals are relevant regard-
less of whether care is delivered in a predominantly competitive or regulated
environment, and whether the ultimate purchaser is an employer or the patient/
consumer. Payment policies should not create barriers to improving the quality
of care.

Recommendation 10: Private and public purchasers should exam-
ine their current payment methods to remove barriers that cur-
rently impede quality improvement, and to build in stronger incen-
tives for quality enhancement.

Although some purchasers are pursuing payment approaches that include
rewards for quality, all existing payment methods could be modified to create
stronger incentives for quality improvement. Purchasers should identify ways to
(1) recognize quality, (2) reward quality, and (3) support quality improvement.
For example, quality could be recognized by developing better quality measures
and making their results more broadly available to covered populations, whether
through new forms of information or improvements in the ways existing informa-
tion is shared. Quality could be rewarded by using direct payment mechanisms
or by redirecting volume to health plans and providers recognized for providing
high-quality care by offering stronger incentives for people to seek out better
quality care (e.g., adjustments to out-of-pocket costs). Quality improvement
could be supported by exploring the potential for shared-risk arrangements that
could encourage making significant changes in care processes to improve quality.
Although more fundamental change may be required in the long run, immediate
improvements can and should be pursued.

Recommendation 11: The Health Care Financing Administration
and the Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, with input
from private payers, health care organizations, and clinicians,
should develop a research agenda to identify, pilot test, and evaluate
various options for better aligning current payment methods with
quality improvement goals.

Although most payment methods have an objective of cost containment or
reflect consideration of issues of access (e.g., in determining levels of copay-
ments), they do not have the explicit goal of ensuring quality care or facilitating
quality improvement. Approaches to incorporating such an explicit goal into
payment policy should be explored. This research agenda should include work in
the following areas: blended or bundled methods of payment for providers,
multiyear contracts, payment modifications to encourage use of electronic inter-
actions between providers and patients, risk adjustment, and alternative ap-
proaches for addressing the capital requirements necessary to improve quality.
Blended or bundled payments may offer providers greater flexibility in incorpo-
rating quality. Multiyear contracts can encourage longer-term relationships
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among providers, purchasers, and payers to permit investment in improved qual-
ity of care. Payment methods that support electronic or other forms of communi-
cation between providers and patients can improve contacts with the health sys-
tem. Payment methods that are appropriately adjusted for the risk of the patients
served can support the provision of needed care and improved sources. Capital
will be needed for the redesigning and reengineering of health care that will be
required to improve quality. A better understanding is needed of how these, as
well as other mechanisms, can enhance the effects of payment policy on the
provision of high-quality health care.

The potential to link payment methods to priority conditions should also be
explored. Asnoted in Chapter 4, priority conditions can provide a framework for
aligning payment methods with patient needs and the ways care is organized and
measured. If payment methods were designed to encompass the scope of services
received by patients, providers could allocate resources according to patient needs,
across provider types and settings of care. Pilot testing should include an evalu-
ation of the use of bundled payments for priority conditions to provide incentives
for redesigning care processes and to permit resources to be allocated according
to the scope and types of services needed by patients.

The committee believes certain principles should guide the development of
payment policies to reward quality, regardless of the specific payment method
used for any given transaction. The aim of these principles is to guide payment
policy reforms that can support care that is more patient-centered, evidence-
based, and systems-based. Payment arrangements should facilitate alignment of
the units of patient care delivered (including consistency with best practice) with
the needs of consumers and patients, the unit of payment, and the level at which
information is collected and shared. To achieve alignment that can reward qual-
ity care, payment methods should:

* Provide fair payment for good clinical management of the types of pa-
tients seen. Clinicians should be adequately compensated for taking good care of
all types of patients, neither gaining nor losing financially for caring for sicker
patients or those with more complicated conditions. The risk of random inci-
dence of disease in the population should reside with a larger risk pool, whether
that be large groups of providers, health plans, or insurance companies.

* Provide an opportunity for providers to share in the benefits of quality
improvement. Rewards should be located close to the level at which the re-
engineering and process redesign needed to improve quality are likely to take
place.

* Provide the opportunity for consumers and purchasers to recognize qual-
ity differences in health care and direct their decisions accordingly. In particular,
consumers need to have good information on quality and the ability to use that
information as they see fit to meet their needs.
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* Align financial incentives with the implementation of care processes based
on best practices and the achievement of better patient outcomes. Substantial
improvements in quality are most likely to be obtained when providers are highly
motivated and rewarded for carefully designing and fine-tuning care processes to
achieve increasingly higher levels of safety, effectiveness, patient-centeredness,
timeliness, efficiency, and equity.

* Reduce fragmentation of care. Payment methods should not pose a bar-
rier to providers’ ability to coordinate care for patients across settings and over
time.

The remainder of this chapter examines in greater detail the relationship
between payment methods and the ability of health care organizations and profes-
sionals to undertake quality improvement activities. In the first section, the
theoretical incentives of current payment methods are briefly reviewed. The
second section focuses on barriers in the payment system that inhibit the achieve-
ment of significant improvements in quality. The third section describes how
existing payment methods could be adapted to support quality improvement.
Although difficult to accomplish in today’s environment, examples are provided
to illustrate how some health care organizations are attempting to incorporate
greater attention to quality in their payment arrangements. Any payment method
can be improved to support quality. However, fundamental misalignments will
remain; thus fixing current payment methods may be important, but not suffi-
cient. The final section therefore explores the need for a new approach to pay-
ment policy that can better align the needs of patients with the unit and type of
payment method.

INCENTIVES OF CURRENT PAYMENT METHODS

Payment processes link together many different actors in health care. Pur-
chasers, consumers and patients, health plans and insurers, and health care pro-
viders are all connected through various financial transactions (see Figure 8-1).
Purchasers or funders of health care include public and private purchasers, such
as employers and the Health Care Financing Administration; individual consum-
ers and families; and federal, state, and local governments that may offer direct
subsidies to certain providers (e.g., public hospitals) or for certain services (e.g.,
immunizations). Many purchasers buy coverage for their employees or covered
populations through contractual arrangements with health plans or insurers. These
health plans and insurers, in turn, contract with individual providers and/or pro-
vider groups to deliver health care services. In some cases, purchasers and
providers may also be directly linked through contracting approaches under which
employers contract directly with a provider group to deliver care.

Payment linkages also exist within the boxes shown in Figure 8-1. Purchas-
ers and individuals are linked when purchasers provide a choice of coverage to
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Payment for

Source of Funds Health Coverage Payment for Services
Public and v

ivat h )
private purchasers Hospitals
Individuals Health plans N

or insurers Physicians

Direct public )
subsidies Other providers

FIGURE 8-1 Linkages through payment arrangements.

their workers or covered populations and when individuals contribute to the cost
of that coverage. Similarly, different types of providers can be linked through
payment, such as when individual physicians receive payment through a larger
medical group or when hospitals and physicians are linked financially in shared-
risk arrangements. Because of these complex and diverse linkages, any given
approach to payment policy can exert a powerful influence on the way services
are provided to consumers and patients, and can produce unintended conse-
quences.

Although this chapter focuses primarily on payments involving a payer and a
provider, the committee recognizes the need to have a better understanding of
how consumer decision making influences payment relationships. Consumers
pay for health coverage both when they contribute to the cost of premiums and
when they pay directly for health services through copayments, deductibles and
payment for noncovered services. Although a great deal of research has been
done recently on how consumers use information in selecting a health plan, less
attention has been focused on how their decision making affects the payment
relationship.

The committee believes consumers and patients should have a direct role in
rewarding quality care. To have this role, consumers should have choices, re-
ceive information about their choices, and have the power to act on those choices.
Not all consumers have a choice of health plans (Trude, 2000), but all have a
choice of providers (and some services) within even a single health plan.! Yet

1Increasing interest in defined contribution plans suggests the potential for consumers to entertain
more choices.
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little information is made available to consumers at the level of providers or
specific services, particularly relative to quality differences. As a consequence,
consumers rarely switch health plans or providers for quality reasons (Cunning-
ham and Kohn, 2000). Additional research is needed to understand how con-
sumer decision making might affect the way payment flows may be altered in the
future. A better understanding is also needed of how to communicate effectively
with patients about best practices and evidence-based practice so that quantity is
not automatically equated with quality.

The remainder of this section focuses on the right side of Figure §8-1—
payment to providers for the direct delivery of services, especially the relation-
ship between a health plan or insurer and providers. Other issues of financing
health care, such as the source of funds or insurance coverage, are beyond the
scope of this report, although the committee believes they are important issues
and merit analysis. The following subsections provide a brief overview of com-
mon payment methods and the theoretical incentives offered by each. Four types
of payment methods are reviewed: methods that pay by prospectively deter-
mined budgets regardless of whether services are used, per case payment meth-
ods that pay for a bundle of services used in a case, methods that pay by a unit of
care as the units are used, and blended methods that combine approaches (Aas,
1995).

Budget Approaches

Under budgeted payment approaches, a budget is set for some defined set of
services over a specified period of time and becomes a spending ceiling. A total
budget can be set on a per capita basis or be based on historical costs (Aas, 1995).
Capitation is a form of budgeting in which the budget is based on a fixed fee for
each enrolled person to cover a specified level of health care, regardless of the
amount of service actually provided (Aas, 1995; Anderson and Weller, 1999).

The advantages of a budgetary approach are that it provides an incentive to
control costs and produce care efficiently, and can encourage innovation in cost-
reducing technologies, use of lower-cost settings of care, and investment in health
promotion and disease prevention. The approach also can make costs more
predictable for the funder. Additionally, it can provide flexibility to providers in
deciding how to spend the budgeted amount and coordinate care with other
providers encompassed by the budget. Disadvantages include the potential for
risk selection to avoid patients who might be high-cost users of care, and the
potential to provide insufficient or reduced quality of services to minimize costs
and stay within budget (Aas, 1995; Barnum et al., 1995; Lee, 1997). There is also
the potential for conflicting incentives if physicians and hospitals are paid under
separate risk pools, which could encourage a physician to admit a patient to the
hospital (or refer the patient to a specialist) to reduce his or her own costs (Aas,
1995; Barnum et al., 1995).
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A variant of the budget approach applied specifically to physician payment is
salary. The advantage of the salary approach is good control over total costs and
the dissociation of treatment decisions from a physician’s financial gain or loss.
The main disadvantage is the potential for reduced productivity if sufficient
rewards are not built in (Aas, 1995).

Per Case Payment

Per case payment methods were introduced in 1983 by Medicare for short-
term hospitals providing acute care services to Medicare beneficiaries (Cleverley,
1992). A prospectively set payment amount is determined on the basis of the
diagnosis that resulted in the patient’s hospital admission. From the hospital’s
perspective, the incentive is to reduce the costs of caring for patients within each
diagnosis related group (DRG) in order to benefit from the savings achieved.
From the purchaser’s perspective, spending can be controlled directly through
payment rates and updates (Medicare Payment Advisory Commission, 2000a).
Medicare prospective payment for hospitals is generally believed to have reduced
spending growth and increased efforts by hospitals to control costs, as evidenced
by shorter lengths of stay and increased margins (Medicare Payment Advisory
Commission, 2000a). On August 1, 2000, Medicare instituted a per case pay-
ment method for hospital outpatient care using ambulatory payment classifica-
tion (APC) groups (Hallam, 2000; Medicare Payment Advisory Commission,
2000b).

Per case payment methods could be applied to the concept of priority condi-
tions. For example, the mix of services covered under a payment method could
be extended to include a comprehensive bundle of services that could be provided
across different settings of care and over a defined period of time, similar to an
episode of care. The advantage of this approach is that it would permit providers
to design care and allocate resources for a population of patients (e.g., diabetics).
Such an approach could also support the formation of multidisciplinary teams
that would span settings of care to improve coordination among providers and
foster the use of alternative modalities for treatment, such as e-mail for monitor-
ing patients over time. Additional research would be needed to determine how to
define an episode of care, particularly as applied to a chronic condition (Aas,
1995).

Payment by Unit of Care

Payment methods may be based on some unit of care. For example, under
fee-for-service payment for physicians, the unit of payment is a visit or proce-
dure. For hospitals, the unit of payment might be a patient day (per diem pay-
ment). These are retrospective payment methods in that care is paid for after it is
used, although the rate to be paid may be set in advance.
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In general, payment by unit of care offers little incentive to contain total
costs since the incentive is to produce more of the unit of care that is being
reimbursed. Under fee-for-service specifically, there is a potential for overuse of
services by increasing the intensity of care and treating more patients. Also,
since the method is based on individual units of care or service, it can be difficult
to coordinate payment across the many members of a care team. The main
advantages of payment by some unit of care are that it reduces the incentive for
risk selection (i.e., avoiding people who are likely to be high users of care), and
that physicians may specialize in difficult-to-treat medical problems. For per
diem payment methods, there can also be an incentive to produce care efficiently
to maximize profits per day (Aas, 1995; Barnum et al., 1995; Dudley et al., 1998).

Blended Methods

Approaches for bundling payments to providers have received increasing
attention in recent years as a mechanism to align more closely the incentives
faced by different providers involved in the care of a single patient. The central
characteristic of bundled payment is that it covers multiple providers. The advan-
tage of bundled payment methods is the opportunity to use resources more effi-
ciently if some services across the continuum of care are substitutes for each
other. For example, monitored home care could substitute for some office visits.
Even if there is no substitution, a payer can make one entity responsible for a
bundle of services and provide that entity with an incentive to deliver an efficient
combination of services (Welch, 1998). Any possible gains associated with
shifting patients among services is diminished.

Concerns with bundled payment approaches include questions about which
entity should receive the payment and be held responsible for care (Welch, 1998).
Possible responsible entities include health plans, hospitals, and physician groups.
Another concern is feasibility in rural areas, where providers may face special
difficulties in managing a continuum of services. Concerns have also been raised
regarding the technical issues involved in building billing systems that can com-
bine services offered by multiple providers (Schmitz, 1999). Additionally, legis-
lative changes may be required to bundle payments for some combination of
services, such as acute and postacute care (Welch, 1998).

One evaluated program that illustrates the potential of bundled payment is
found in the Medicare Participating Heart Bypass Center demonstration, begun in
1991 by the Health Care Financing Administration (Cromwell et al., 1997). Four
hospitals were paid a single fee for all inpatient institutional and physician care
for heart bypass patients. Hospitals and physicians could split the fee in whatever
manner they chose; however, no additional inpatient billing was permitted. The
average total costs fell in three of four hospitals, and length of stay for patients in
the program declined in all four hospitals. The savings were achieved because of
changes in physician practice patterns that occurred when hospital and physician
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incentives were aligned. Surgeons took a more active role in discharge planning,
review of drug protocols, and elimination of unnecessary standard orders for
routine testing.

Payment methods could be combined along several dimensions (Aas, 1995;
Barnum et al., 1995). First, a payment approach could blend methods for a
specific type of provider. For example, physicians could be paid using a combi-
nation of fee for service and a target rate of growth in overall spending for
physician services. Medicare applied this approach when it combined a fee
schedule with a sustainable growth rate system for updating physician payment
rates (Medicare Payment Advisory Commission, 2000c). Second, methods could
be blended by the type of service provided. For example, a provider could be
paid under capitation, with certain services designated for separate payment
(Maguire et al., 1998). Third, methods could be blended by category of provider.
For example, in an integrated delivery system, physicians could be paid under
capitation and hospitals paid on a per diem basis. Finally, methods could be
blended by time horizon. For example, providers could be paid under a prospec-
tively determined budget, with a retrospective adjustment for the mix of patients
actually seen.

Summary

In general, payment methods based on budget for a range of care are better at
controlling the total costs of that care, but can create concerns regarding underuse.
They may also require greater institutional investment in information and man-
agement systems so the provider organization can monitor care and costs. Pay-
ment on a per unit basis has the opposite effect: it is often easier for providers to
manage, but is usually less amenable to controlling total costs.

The payment methods used most commonly today are based on payment for
some unit of care as it is used (see Table 8-1). Physicians are typically paid
through fee-for-service methods and hospitals through billed (discounted)
charges, per diem or per case. Some surveys suggest that capitation may be
increasing for physicians (Kane et al., 1998; Simon and Emmons, 1997); how-
ever, other sources suggest its use may be flat or declining (Lesser and Ginsburg,
2000). The use of capitation for hospitals may also be declining in favor of per
diem, perhaps influenced by reductions in length of stay so that health plans
prefer to “rent beds” on as as-needed basis (Rauber, 1999). Information is not
available on the frequency of use of budget approaches. It is important to note,
however, that most providers receive payment from a variety of payers that may
rely on different methods. Therefore, any given provider faces a mix of incen-
tives and rewards, rather than a consistent set of expectations. This mix has a
significant influence on how payment methods can inhibit quality improvement,
as discussed in the following section.
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Finally, as was noted at the beginning of the chapter, different payment
methods are designed to meet different objectives, but none automatically has
quality improvement as an objective. Such an objective must therefore be explic-
itly designed into any payment method.

BARRIERS TO QUALITY IMPROVEMENT
IN CURRENT PAYMENT METHODS?

There is a growing body of evidence that quality improvement can translate
into dollar savings (Classen et al., 1997; Clemmer et al., 1999; Conrad et al.,
1996; Jarlier and Charvet-Protat, 2000). Poor quality is costly in several ways.
First, quality-related problems can result in waste, such as when a step in the care
process fails so that treatment must be repeated (e.g., the CT scan has to be
redone), or extra resources are required to fix the failed process (e.g., treat an
avoidable complication). Second, quality-related problems can lead to ineffi-
ciencies, as when two processes can produce the same outcome, but the more
costly alternative is selected. An additional issue is that some processes may
produce superior outcomes but utilize more resources, therefore resulting in cost
increases. There is no advantage to this kind of quality improvement. In an
environment that evaluates costs but not results, Anderson and Daigh (1991)
suggest that quality waste accounts for 25-40 percent of all hospital costs.

Despite the evidence that poor quality costs money, however, health care
organizations and professionals have not adopted quality-based process manage-
ment to compete in today’s marketplace. In fact, there are cases in which signifi-
cant financial losses have resulted in the elimination of quality projects rather
than the intensification of such efforts (Shulkin, 2000). Indeed, a variety of
barriers embodied in current payment methods prevent health care organizations
from pursuing quality improvement. The following subsections describe ex-
amples of four such payment barriers: perverse payment methods, adverse risk
selection, annual contracting arrangements, and up-front investments required by
provider groups.

Perverse Payment Mechanisms

Two examples of how payment mechanisms can inhibit quality improve-
ment were provided at the IOM workshop held on April 24, 2000, by Dr. Brent
James of the Intermountain Health System, Salt Lake City, Utah:

2Much of the discussion in this section draws on a paper prepared by Brent James, M.D. presented
at an IOM-sponsored workshop on the relationship between payment and quality improvement held
on April 24, 2000.
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Example 1

A physician group paid primarily on a fee-for-service basis instituted a
new program to improve blood sugar control for diabetic patients. Specifically,
pilot studies suggested that tighter diabetic management could decrease hemo-
globin Alc levels by 2 percentage points for about 40 percent of all diabetic
patients managed by the physician group. Data from two randomized con-
trolled trials demonstrated that better sugar controls should translate into lower
rates of retinopathy, nephropathy, peripheral neurological damage, and heart
disease (The Diabetes Control and Complications Trial Research Group, 1993).
The savings in direct health care costs (i.e., reduced visits and hospital epi-
sodes) from avoided complications have been estimated to generate a net sav-
ings of about $2,000 per patient per year, on average, over 15 years (Demers et
al.,, 1997). Across the more than 13,000 diabetic patients managed by the
physician group, the project had the potential to generate over $10 million in
net savings each year. The project was costly to the medical group in two ways.
First, expenses to conduct the project, including extra clinical time for tighter
management, fell to the physician group. Second, over time, as diabetic com-
plication rates fell, the project would reduce patient visits and, thus revenues as
well. The savings from avoided complications would fall to the insurer or a
self-funded purchaser.

Example 2

A delivery system refined and implemented the American Thoracic Soci-
ety’s practice guideline on community-acquired pneumonia in ten rural Utah
hospitals, focusing on indications for hospitalization and choice of initial antibi-
otics. In a prospective nonrandomized controlled trial using other Utah hospi-
tals as controls, compliance with the guideline in the intervention hospitals
increased from 22 to 40 percent (p < 0.001); the proportion of patients suffering
significant complications fell from 15.3 to 11.6 percent (p < 0.001); inpatient
mortality rates fell from 7.2 to 5.3 percent (p = 0.015); and costs fell by 12.3
percent (p < 0.001), primarily as a result of expenses avoided through the lower
complication rate. The cost savings in those ten small rural hospitals totaled
more than $500,000 per year, but an analysis of net operating income showed a
loss to the facilities of over $200,000 per year. The reason was that as the
complication rate fell, patients shifted from diagnosis related groups (DRGs)
associated with complications (such as DRG 475, respiratory system diagnosis
with ventilator support, carrying a per case payment of about $16,500 and pro-
viding a small excess of payment beyond treatment costs) to classifications
such as DRG 89 (simple pneumonia and pleurisy, age > 17, with complications
or comorbidities, carrying a per case payment of about $4,730, which failed to
cover the full costs of care).

Quality problems can be grouped in three categories (Chassin et al., 1998).
Overuse is the provision of a health care service under circumstances in which its
potential for harm exceeds the possible benefit. Underuse is the failure to pro-
vide a health care service when it would have produced a favorable outcome for
a patient. With misuse an appropriate service is provided, but a preventable
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complication occurs, and the patient does not receive the full potential benefit of
the service. Efforts to correct each of these kinds of problems are affected
differently by alternative payment methods, given the theoretical incentives de-
scribed in the previous section. An example is provided below of what happens
at the delivery level in trying to correct each type of quality problem, along with
the effects of different payment methods.

Correcting Problems of Overuse. An example of correcting problems of
overuse is a reduction in unnecessary surgical procedures. If a physician (or
medical group) were paid under fee-for-service methods, the physician would
lose revenues because fewer procedures would be performed. However, physi-
cians paid under a budgeted approach (such as capitation or a shared risk arrange-
ment) could benefit financially because fewer resources would be used in caring
for affected patients. Hospitals would lose revenues under most payment meth-
ods (billed charges, per case, or per diem) because of the reduced volume of care,
but, like physicians, would potentially gain financially under a capitation or
shared-risk arrangement.

Correcting Problems of Underuse. An example of correcting problems of
underuse is the provision of needed services to those who were previously un-
treated. Physicians paid under fee-for-service methods would potentially gain
financially by seeing more patients who need care, but could lose under capita-
tion or risk-sharing arrangements if patients in their current panel received more
services. Similarly, hospitals would gain under most payment methods (billed
charges, per diem, per case) because they would be serving more patients, but
could suffer financial losses under capitation or shared-risk methods for the same
reasons as physicians.

Correcting Problems of Misuse. An example of correcting problems of
misuse is a reduction in infections acquired by patients while receiving needed
health care services. Under fee-for-service payment, physicians would poten-
tially lose revenues if fewer services were needed by patients because there were
fewer infections. Under capitation or risk-sharing arrangements, physicians could
benefit by expending fewer resources to manage the avoided infections. Hospi-
tals would face a potentially mixed set of effects. Under billed charges, the
hospital could lose revenues if reduced infections meant fewer services provided.
Hospitals could gain under per diem methods if the length of stay remained the
same for patients, but they used fewer resources each day because of the avoided
infections. However, hospitals could also potentially lose under per diem pay-
ment if the avoided infections reduced patients’ length of stay. A mixed effect is
possible as well under per case payment. A hospital could gain financially if
fewer resources were required per case, but could potentially lose financially if
patients fell into a lower-paying DRG because of avoided infections (as in ex-
ample 2). Generally, hospitals would gain financially under capitation or risk-
sharing arrangements because patients would require fewer resources.
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In sum, efforts to improve quality by correcting overuse, underuse, or misuse
all have an impact on provider revenues; no payment method is neutral. Under
the most common payment methods, correcting problems of underuse and those
of overuse would have opposite effects: providers would gain financially by
correcting the former problems, but they would lose by correcting the latter.
Correcting problems of misuse would produce mixed effects for both physicians
and hospitals, especially since physicians get most of their revenues from fee-for-
service payment, and hospitals get a substantial portion of their revenues from per
case payment. Thus the most common payment methods have insufficient incen-
tives to fix problems of overuse and present great difficulties in fixing problems
of misuse (because of the mixed effects, which can also make it difficult for
hospitals and physicians to work together). There is a greater likelihood of
financial gain from fixing problems of underuse. This reinforces the perception
that improving quality costs money.

Even when care delivery groups want to improve the quality of the clinical
processes and outcomes they routinely deliver to their patients, they can be se-
verely limited in their ability to pursue such strategies if providers lose revenues
from many quality improvement activities because of the expenses of implement-
ing the improvements and the revenues lost as a result of reduced care delivery.
Many health care professionals and organizations conduct activities that are harm-
ful to their bottom line (e.g., provision of uncompensated care). However, it is
not possible to sustain broad-based efforts to achieve a substantial improvement
in quality if such efforts are financially harmful to those undertaking them. Fur-
thermore, as earlier improvement efforts worsen their financial position, provider
groups will not have the resources necessary to pursue additional clinical im-
provement projects. Therefore, although a payer may reap the initial benefits
from quality improvement through reduced intensity or volume of care, the in-
ability of providers to sustain such strategies on a long-term basis will hinder the
ability to achieve continuous and lasting improvement.

Two broad options are possible to address problems associated with perverse
payment mechanisms. One possible approach is to provide mechanisms to facili-
tate more shared-risk arrangements that include not only hospitals and physicians
aligning purpose, but also payer involvement. Shared-risk arrangements could
include capitation, but could also include negotiated arrangements around an
agreed-upon budget amount, which might or might not result in per capita pay-
ment. Payers gain from reduced care delivery, but hospitals and physicians are
responsible for changing the way care is delivered. Shared-risk arrangements
could provide mechanisms for all parties involved to gain from changes in care.
Alternatively, since fee-for-service payments (or billed charges for hospitals)
remain in common use, mechanisms could be developed to compensate providers
for the expenses associated with developing and implementing quality improve-
ment programs. This compensation could take the form of making a direct
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payment or directing increased volume to those providers with recognized and
measurable quality improvement initiatives. Both of those options reflect the
need for resources to shift if broad-based and lasting quality improvement is to be
achieved.

Adverse Risk Selection

Adverse risk selection occurs when an organization that bears financial risk
(whether a health plan or provider group) attempts to avoid enrolling or caring for
sick patients who have conditions that result in high and/or continuing costs.
Both insurers and providers are concerned that undertaking quality improvement
and publicizing quality outcomes will attract patients more likely to have condi-
tions that make them high users of care and high-cost (Dudley et al., 1998). For
example, if a health plan has a good program for identifying and managing those
with diabetes, it is likely to enroll more diabetic patients. Since few purchasers
adjust payment for this type of risk, the health plan bears the burden. Such health
plans in turn, are unlikely to give their providers incentives to design programs
that will attract a disproportionate share of people with diabetes. If financial risk
is delegated to the provider group, the providers bear the financial burden of care
for this population. The concern is related mainly to chronic conditions rather
than acute care needs since the former represent ongoing expenses.

Risk-adjustment methods are an attempt to provide payment to health plans
and providers that is commensurate with the health risks of the population served
so that the organizations compete on efficiency, service, and quality instead of
risk selection (Bowen, 1995). In the context of payment policy, risk is defined as
how precisely future medical costs of an enrollee or group can be predicted
(Gauthier et al., 1995). Risk adjustment is important because the distribution of
medical expenditures is highly skewed, with a small fraction of individuals ac-
counting for a substantial proportion of expenditures in any given year (Luft,
1995; Maguire et al., 1998). It has been estimated that the top 1 percent of
spenders account for 30 percent of health care expenditures, whereas the bottom
50 percent account for only 3 percent (Berk and Monheit, 1992). Although some
expenditures are unpredictable (such as trauma related to an auto accident), some
are predictable (such as people with a chronic illness who are recognized as
incurring continuing costs). Since some expenditures are predictable, organiza-
tions that assume financial risk for the care of a group can potentially avoid
recognized high users of care and their costs.

There are a number of different approaches to adjust for risk, such as use of
specific adjustment methods, withholds and risk pools, carve-outs, and reinsur-
ance (Newhouse et al., 1997). Prospective risk-adjustment methods, several of
which have been developed in recent years, have gained attention (particularly by
the Health Care Financing Administration). Two leading models are adjusted
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clinical groups (ACGs, formerly referred to as ambulatory care groups) and
diagnostic cost groups (DCGs) (Newhouse et al., 1997). Both methods use
diagnostic information to improve predictability as compared with the demo-
graphic adjustments used by Medicare to pay health plans.

ACGs were developed at The Johns Hopkins University to classify risks by
using diagnoses reported in ambulatory visits (Starfield et al., 1991). The system
assigns diagnoses to a risk group based on five clinical dimensions, such as a
condition’s duration, severity, and diagnostic certainty. Both inpatient and am-
bulatory versions are available.

Initial development on DCGs was conducted through a consortium of re-
searchers at Boston University, Health Economics Research, and the Harvard
University School of Medicine, and is based on inpatient diagnoses for prior
hospitalizations. The DCG model has been expanded to include both inpatient
and ambulatory information and to account for multiple medical conditions pa-
tients may experience (Ellis et al., 1996).

Another method is clinical risk groups (CRGs), developed by 3M Health
Information Systems (Averill et al., 1999). This clinical classification system
assigns each patient to a risk group that relates past clinical information to the
amount and type of health services the individual will consume in the future.
Additionally, a survey-based approach has been developed at Kaiser-Permanente
Health Plan for the working-age population. This method uses a chronic disease
checklist and self-reported health status and functional status (using the RAND
SF-36) to assess health risk (Hornbrook and Goodman, 1996).

The challenges involved in developing a fair and adequate risk-adjustment
system cannot be underestimated. All current methods are limited in their ability
to predict variation in expenditures. The Health Care Financing Administration
implemented a transitional risk-adjustment system in January 2000 using a form
of the DCG model, and is moving forward with an expanded model that will
include inpatient, hospital outpatient, and physician encounter data. A number of
models for this more comprehensive approach are being considered. It should be
noted that improving risk-adjustment methods will likely necessitate more clini-
cal information (rather than just claims information), which in turn will require
significantly improved information systems (Dudley et al., 2000).

The goals for risk adjustment need to be balanced with the goals of quality
improvement. In risk adjustment, the objective is to identify the subpopulation at
risk of high utilization and high cost, whereas in quality improvement, the objec-
tive is to identify all patients with a particular condition who could benefit from
treatment (Dudley et al., 2000). On the one hand, if there is a potential for higher
payment, health care organizations are likely to identify as many at-risk patients
as possible and collect whatever information is necessary. On the other hand,
doing so could bias quality measures through possible upcoding and might not
provide incentives to design efficient and effective systems of care. The potential
for payment methods to be based on similar patients with common conditions,
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including definitions of best practice, may help mediate some of the possible
adverse effects.

Annual Contracting Arrangements

In theory, capitation and shared-risk arrangements provide incentives to pur-
sue quality improvement strategies that minimize costs over the long term by
keeping people healthy. To the extent that turnover in health plan membership
and contracting arrangements occurs, however, suboptimization may result if the
organization that undertakes the quality improvement does not see the benefits
from those efforts.

Annual contracting arrangements can produce turnover in three ways. First,
health plans and purchasers can alter annually the plans offered to consumers and
force a change in health plan enrollment. Second, health plans and providers can
alter annually the composition of provider networks, forcing patients to switch
providers. Third, annual enrollment by individuals in health plans can produce
turnover for the plans even if there is no change in the two former arrangements.

Annual contracting cycles may hinder a health care organization’s ability to
pursue quality improvement initiatives if the organization believes the benefits
will accrue to a competitor. If a health plan has even modest enrollee turnover,
and a quality improvement project requires an up-front investment while the
financial savings span years, patients may very well have shifted to another plan
by the time the health benefits and related savings accrue. The same is true for a
provider group that may develop a good program for difficult-to-manage diabet-
ics and is able to improve compliance with treatment, but is dropped from the
health plan’s provider panel, so that those now well-controlled patients go to a
competitor’s diabetic program. Such turnover can eliminate the benefit for many
proposed clinical improvement projects.

Longer-term arrangements among provider groups, health plans, and pur-
chasers may be advisable to facilitate the investments needed to achieve quality
improvement and ensure gains to the partners from the benefits that are generated
over time (whether in the form of savings or improved outcomes). However,
patients and consumers should be able to shift coverage or source of care for
quality-related reasons. The ability of consumers and patients to do so can be a
strong motivator for clinicians and health plans to offer such good care that
people will not want to leave.

Up-Front Investments Required by Provider Groups

Provider groups face two specific managerial issues that are affected by
payment arrangements and can hamper efforts by health care organizations to
pursue quality improvement: (1) the difficulty of measuring the impact of quality
improvement on the organization’s bottom line and (2) infrastructure challenges
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encountered by those organizations seeking to implement broad-based quality
improvement programs. Up-front investments are likely to be required to address
both of these issues.

Difficulty of Measuring the Impact of Quality Improvement on the Bottom Line

When evaluating the potential for a quality improvement project to improve
a health care organization’s bottom line, the expense of the proposed improve-
ment is compared with the potential savings in variable costs. Variable costs are
expenses that fluctuate directly with patient volumes, such as medications, dis-
posable equipment, other supplies, and staffing levels, and are achieved relatively
quickly. The impact of the proposed clinical quality improvement initiative is
rarely evaluated in terms of savings in fixed costs, since those costs accrue over a
longer time period. Fixed costs are expenses that a physician, clinic, hospital, or
delivery system must pay regardless of patient volumes, such as payments for
buildings, diagnostic and other equipment, licensing and regulatory fees, mal-
practice insurance, and minimum required staffing.

Most health care costs are considered fixed, although there is likely variation
in how individual health care organizations define their fixed or variable costs.
For example, many consider labor costs to be fixed in the short term, but variable
over the long term. However, it has been estimated that 60 to 75 percent of all
expenses fall into the fixed cost category (Lave and Lave, 1984; Williams, 1996),
leaving only about 25 to 40 percent of the savings generated by quality-based
elimination of clinical waste (the proportion accounted as variable expenses) to
appear quickly on an organization’s balance sheet. The remaining 60 to 75
percent of the potential savings, representing the fixed cost portion, appears as
unused capacity within the organization. If a care delivery group can recruit
additional patients to reduce excess capacity, an immediate benefit will be real-
ized. The organization’s fixed costs will be spread across a larger patient popu-
lation (all of the old patients, plus a number of new ones) so that the effective
fixed cost per patient will fall, creating a larger financial margin for each patient
treated. However, if the organization cannot increase patient volume, several
years can be required to affect the fixed costs. Thus, the proportion of fixed costs
in health care affects the ability to measure the impact of quality improvement
efforts on an organization’s bottom line.

Infrastructure Investments

An organization that wants to use clinical quality as a business strategy must
make a substantial investment in skill building and culture change. Clinical
process management, a health care delivery organization’s core business func-
tion, has traditionally been seen as a secondary responsibility of the voluntary
medical staff. Practicing physicians are asked to contribute time without com-
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pensation and to serve on clinical oversight committees, taking time away from
their primary patient care role. An organization must make a substantial invest-
ment in medical and other clinical leadership, as well as build an effective man-
agement and information infrastructure to use for tracking outcomes, assessing
performance, and setting clinical improvement goals. This investment should
include tools and training in quality methods, but also adequate information
systems that can be applied to clinical quality improvement (see Chapter 7).

ADAPTING EXISTING PAYMENT METHODS
TO SUPPORT QUALITY IMPROVEMENT

As noted earlier, the IOM held a workshop on April 24, 2000, to discuss the
relationship between payment and quality improvement. At the workshop, sev-
eral examples were provided to illustrate how various existing payment meth-
ods—including fee for service, capitation, a blended method, and a shared-risk
(budget) method—could be adapted to support quality improvement. This sec-
tion describes the examples presented at the workshop.

Adapting Fee-for-Service Payment

Dr. Glenn Littenberg described how fee-for-service payment could be
adapted to provide incentives for quality improvement by encouraging coopera-
tion and providing reimbursement for care outside of the traditional office visit,
which is not always optimal for meeting patients’ needs. The approach involves
developing relative values for the elements of work performed over time by
physicians and other health professionals. For example, physicians provide care
between visits, including coordination of complex cases, phone consults with
patients and other professionals, and follow-up on tests performed. These activi-
ties do not require face-to-face contact, but can occupy a significant amount of
professional time. A Current Procedural Technology (CPT) code could be devel-
oped for use of electronic media with the patient not present for specific commu-
nications, for research, for clinical updates, and for coordination of care with
other health professionals within a 30-day period. Codes could also be developed
and relative values assigned for other organizational innovations designed to
improve quality (e.g., anticoagulation clinics, which would include the clinical
groups that have key roles, such as physicians, pharmacists, nurses, and dietary
staff).

Despite the growth of alternative payment methods, fee-for-service payment
remains important. Even in capitated systems, many individual physicians are
paid using a fee-for-service method. Additionally, fee-for-service payment lev-
els often serve as the benchmark for other payment methods. As a result, finan-
cial support for activities that would improve quality care and rely on fee-for-
service payment remains one avenue for building in rewards for quality care.
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Adapting Capitation Payment

Dr. Sam Ho described how PacifiCare Health System has developed a pay-
ment structure that rewards quality care provided by the 700 medical groups with
which the plan contracts. PacifiCare pays the majority of medical groups by
capitation for all professional services. Hospitals are also paid predominantly
through capitation. The health plan retains risk for certain hospital, pharmacy,
and ancillary services (e.g., durable medical equipment). The core of the system
is a report card program that provides quality performance information to both
physicians and consumers. The provider profile contains about 80 measures
enabling medical groups to compare their own performance over time, as well as
with regional and national benchmarks. The consumer-focused performance
report currently contains 32 indicators, with more being added each year. Pre-
liminary analysis conducted by PacifiCare indicates that the medical groups with
higher scores on “best practice” are seeing statistically significant increases in
membership and high member retention rates.

Two specific elements of the PacifiCare approach are worth noting. First,
the approach focuses on the availability of data, relying on depth and breadth of
data. Second, much of the information is directed toward consumers as decision
makers. Rather than being directed at selection of a health plan, the information
is at the medical group level, where consumers can evaluate their own trade-offs
among cost, quality, access, and any other dimensions of importance to them.

Adapting Blended Payment Methods

Ann Robinow of the Buyers Health Care Action Group, Minneapolis, Min-
nesota, described what some have termed a direct contracting approach. The
group contracts with “care systems,” defined as groups of primary care physi-
cians and affiliated specialists and facilities that could assume responsibility for
the provision of a full continuum of care (Christianson et al., 1999). Payment is
blended in that a budget target is set prospectively and adjusted retrospectively.
Each year, care systems set a financial target for all care to enrollees (including
pharmacy) that becomes the price to consumers and the benchmark for financial
performance. The prices are risk adjusted every quarter using ACGs by compar-
ing the care system’s performance for the most recent 12-month period with the
target (Christianson et al., 1999), which is adjusted each quarter to reflect the
relative illness burden of patients during the same time period for which financial
information is being collected. Because it is a claims-based system in which each
employer pays its own fees, fee levels are increased or decreased over time so
that the fees approximate the target submitted (fees increase if the organization is
below target and decrease if the target is exceeded). Consumers receive com-
parative information at the care system level. Ms. Robinow indicated that the
group’s own analysis indicates people are moving from the higher-cost to the
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lower-cost systems and that systems with higher satisfaction scores have also had
higher enrollment gains.

Two notable elements of this approach are its focus on the care system and
consumer involvement. The focus on the care system places responsibility at the
level at which processes of care can be modified to improve quality. Providing
comparative information to consumers at this level of the care system gives them
information about care delivery and not just health coverage. This information is
perceived as being more valuable for patients.

Adapting Shared-Risk (Budget) Arrangements

Dr. Brent James of Intermountain Health Care described the organization’s
recent experience in moving toward shared-risk arrangements in which partner-
ships are established with purchasers, and risk is shared around a budget based on
the expectations of caring for a population. Costs are typically projected on the
basis of a particular set of disease entities in clinical programs that represent the
work of smaller groups. These are referred to as care processes. These groups do
not manage just one activity (e.g., mammography), but rather a number of pro-
cesses for a single condition (e.g., breast cancer). The price is negotiated among
the partners. If Intermountain is able to produce care for the population below
budget, all the partners share in the savings.

Intermountain perceives several advantages to this approach. First, it per-
mits the organization to share in the benefits of quality improvement. Second,
care can be organized around processes that are meaningful to health profession-
als, patients, and purchasers, which helps align incentives and work priorities.
Third, the approach uses a budgeted target to impose financial discipline, but
does not rely on capitation, which means it can be applied to smaller groups of
practitioners and patients that would not assume actuarial risk. The challenge is
the need for good data to set budgets fairly and monitor clinical processes of care.

NEED FOR A NEW APPROACH

Although incentives to improve quality could be strengthened through incre-
mental improvements in existing payment methods, more significant reform of
the payment system will be needed over the long term. All health care organiza-
tions face serious barriers in pursuing broad-based efforts at quality improve-
ment, and providers face a mix of incentives from different payment methods.
Conceptually, a provider group could manage effectively in an environment that
was entirely fee for service or entirely capitation, but the present environment is
a mix of both. An organization that manages to succeed predominantly under
fee-for-service payment will fail under the incentives of capitation. On the other
hand, an organization that manages to succeed under capitation will fail on the
portion of care that is paid through fee for service. Thus, health care organiza-
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tions are faced with a financial situation in which it is almost impossible to
manage for quality.

There are several ways to improve the way payment methods reward quality
care. One option is to refine existing payment methods to provide greater re-
wards for quality. As noted in the preceding discussion, all existing payment
methods can be improved to reward quality better. However, although these
incremental improvements are important to pursue, a more fundamental restruc-
turing of the payment system is needed. One of the common threads that runs
through most of the recent innovations in payment is greater attention to sub-
populations with common clinical needs.

Chapter 4 describes the need for a classification system around priority
conditions to facilitate the provision of care based on the common reasons for
which people seek care. Although it would be premature to recommend payment
based on priority conditions, it is appropriate to study their feasibility as a tool for
aligning the scope of services provided with the scope of payment. For example,
a patient with a chronic condition may be seeking the acute care services tradi-
tionally covered under insurance, but may also need, for example, services re-
lated to counseling and behavior change, support groups, e-mail access for com-
munication between visits, strongly managed and continuous coordination with
other health professionals, and medical supplies. However, today’s payment
approaches offer a chronically ill patient face-to-face office visits as the primary
mechanism for receiving care and rarely encompass the range of services needed
across the continuum of care. Furthermore, the fragmentation of payment by
service can make it difficult for care to be coordinated efficiently across multiple
settings. There is a misalignment among what the patient needs, the services
provided, and how needed services are paid for. Organizing care and payment
around priority conditions could offer a framework for aligning payment incen-
tives around a common clinical purpose that is consistent with meeting patient
needs as completely and efficiently as possible.

The committee recognizes that such redesign could require significant
changes in the purpose and structure of the insurance function. The role of health
plans could shift toward a heavy emphasis on obtaining information from various
configurations of providers and, in turn, releasing information to the public.
Consumers’ responsibilities could also shift if they are to become more directly
involved in comparing options for care and the arrangements through which they
wish to receive care. Despite the challenges, however, the committee believes
good-quality care can be recognized and rewarded through payment policies.

Although this chapter focuses on current payment policy and its shortcom-
ings, the committee also discussed a set of larger economic issues. The commit-
tee recognizes that the recommendations in this report will reduce costs in some
areas and increase costs in others. In general, correcting problems of overuse and
misuse is likely to result in cost reductions, whereas correcting problems of
underuse is likely to increase costs (Chassin et al., 1998). Quality problems
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related to overuse increase costs through the provision of services from which
patients do not benefit. Patients may also be exposed to unnecessary risks asso-
ciated with treatment (Fisher and Welch, 1999). Quality problems related to
misuse increase costs when tests and procedures have to repeated or when avoid-
able complications increase treatment needs. On the other hand, quality prob-
lems related to underuse represent artificial “savings,” as patients do not receive
beneficial services, such as immunizations.

In terms of the specific recommendations in this report, there are several
potential areas in which cost savings may be produced. Greater use of informa-
tion technology (see Chapter 7) should result in costs savings in several ways.
First, automation of certain functions may reduce some labor costs. This has
happened in other industries, such as manufacturing. Second, information tech-
nology may permit substitution of less costly alternatives of care. For example,
to the extent that monitoring of patients can occur partly through e-mail, some
office visits may be eliminated, as in the case of patients with controlled chronic
conditions who may be able to visit their physician’s office twice a year instead
of quarterly, relying on electronic communication between visits. Third, use of
computerized drug prescribing has been shown to reduce medication errors, which
are known to increase costs (Bates et al., 1997, 1998, 1999).

Cost reductions may also be possible with better application of the evidence
base (see Chapter 6). Standardizing care around best practices and reducing
variation in treatment patterns should result in reduced and/or more predictable
costs of care. The use of effective decision support systems can reduce variation
in practice through improved compliance with practice guidelines (Balas et al.,
2000; Shea et al., 1996).

Finally, cost savings may be achieved through greater use of multidisciplinary
teams (see Chapter 5). When teams are well coordinated and are able to suffi-
ciently plan care and share information, it may become possible to substitute less-
costly personnel for higher-cost personnel. Developing and using care teams
properly can improve coordination across settings and over time to reduce ineffi-
ciencies associated with handoffs among members of the care team.

The committee recognizes, however, that not all activities to improve quality
will be cost-reducing. In addition to cost increases associated with correcting
problems of underuse, as noted above, there will also be costs associated with
implementing changes in the organization and delivery of care. Even if a change
ultimately reduces cost, the process of evolving from the current system to the
system of the 21st century may incur significant costs. Although some public
support can help move such a process forward, health care organizations them-
selves will need to invest in change, just as other industries (e.g., banking) have
invested in transforming their business procedures. Key transitional areas that
are likely to increase costs in the short- to mid-term time frame include (1) the
need to train people for new jobs in health care (or in other fields) as some
workers are displaced by new approaches to organizing and delivering care,
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(2) investment in information technology and associated training costs, (3) the
need to maintain duplicative systems temporarily while redesigning care pro-
cesses (i.e., retaining the old process while the new process is being implemented
and refined), and (4) capital investment to support redesign and reengineering of
the current system.

It is not known how cost increases and decreases will ultimately balance over
time. Regardless of the final calculus, however, what can be obtained is better
value for the resources expended. Good value does not lie in spending over $1
trillion on health care that leaves some people receiving care they do not need and
others not receiving the care they need. There should be a strong commitment to
evaluating the economic and other impacts associated with improving the quality
of care. However, such evaluations may not be amenable to existing measure-
ment approaches. For example, benefits from information technology have in-
cluded easier access to medical histories, improved access to summary patient
details, support for protocols or guidelines, and quicker reporting of results of
treatment (Lock, 1996). These benefits are difficult to quantify and to incorpo-
rate into a traditional return-on-investment analysis. Therefore, assessing the
impact of new approaches and innovative programs designed to improve quality
may require new measurement approaches.
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Preparing the Workforce

Health care is not just another service industry. Its fundamental nature is
characterized by people taking care of other people in times of need and stress.
Patients are ill, families are worried, and the ultimate outcome may be uncertain.
Stable, trusting relationships between a patient and the people providing care can
be critical to healing or managing an illness. The people who deliver care are the
health system’s most important resource.

All of the issues raised in the previous chapters of this report have important
implications for the health care workforce, potentially requiring different work in
new types of organizations that may use fewer people. Accountabilities and
standards of care may change; relationships between patients and health profes-
sionals are certain to do so.

The health care workforce is large, having employed almost 6 million people
in 1998 (Occupational Employment Statistics, 2000) with a wide variety of edu-
cational backgrounds, specialization, and skills. Professional hierarchies are well
established and reinforced by training, laws, and regulations, as well as culture
and history. In general, health professionals are also conservative, stressing the
application of precedent and risk avoidance in clinical practice, particularly rela-
tive to changes that may affect the quality of care for patients. As a result, any
change can be exceedingly slow and difficult to accomplish, especially if there is
not a clear understanding of why the change may be needed or of its impact on
current practices.

The importance of appropriately preparing the workforce for the changes in
health care delivery that will be necessitated by the recommendations in this
report cannot be underestimated. There are many serious challenges facing the
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health care workforce, including difficulties in retention of personnel, the im-
pending crisis in nursing supply, and the need for strong leadership within the
health care system to guide and support what will be a very difficult transition.
When clinicians are under stress themselves, it is difficult to take care of patients
who are ill and stressed. Indeed, this was one of the key transitional issues
identified during the committee’s deliberations. It is a broad topic that can only
be introduced here, but the committee emphasizes the need for additional study to
understand the effects of the changes recommended herein on how the workforce
is prepared for practice, how it is deployed, and how it is held accountable.

Recommendation 12: A multidisciplinary summit of leaders within
the health professions should be held to discuss and develop strate-
gies for (1) restructuring clinical education to be consistent with the
principles of the 21st-century health system throughout the con-
tinuum of undergraduate, graduate, and continuing education for
medical, nursing, and other professional training programs; and
(2) assessing the implications of these changes for provider
credentialing programs, funding, and sponsorship of education pro-
grams for health professionals.

Recommendation 13: The Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality should fund research to evaluate how the current regula-
tory and legal systems (1) facilitate or inhibit the changes needed for
the 21st-century health care delivery system, and (2) can be modi-
fied to support health care professionals and organizations that seek
to accomplish the six aims set forth in Chapter 2.

This chapter briefly examines three specific issues: clinical training and
education, regulation of the health professions, and legal liability issues. Clinical
training and education is seen as particularly important for changing the culture
of health care practice to support achievement of the aims set forth in Chapter 2.
Greater understanding is needed of why prior efforts at modifying clinical educa-
tion have not had the desired impact and of the supportive strategies needed to
overcome such barriers.

CLINICAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING

To achieve the six aims proposed in Chapter 2, additional skills may be
required of health professionals—not just physicians, but all clinicians who care
for patients. Prior chapters have identified a number of changes affecting health
care delivery, including a shift from acute to chronic care, the need to manage a
continually expanding evidence base and technological innovations, more clini-
cal practice occurring in teams and complex delivery arrangements, and changing
patient—clinician relationships. The need to balance cost, quality, and access in
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health care will put pressures on clinical education programs, particularly given
the outlay of public dollars for clinical education.

The types of new or enhanced skills required by health professionals might
include, for example, the ability to:

* Use a variety of approaches to deliver care, including the provision of
care without face-to-face visits (e.g., using electronic communications to provide
follow-up care and routine monitoring) (see Chapter 3).

» Synthesize the evidence base and communicate it to patients (see Chapter
6).

* Combine the evidence base, knowledge about population outcomes, and
patient preferences to tailor care for an individual patient (Weed and Weed,
1999a) (see Chapter 6).

e Communicate with patients in a shared and fully open manner to support
their decision making and self-management (to the extent they so desire), includ-
ing the potential for unfettered access to the information contained in their medi-
cal records (see Chapter 3).

* Use decision support systems and other tools to aid clinical decision
making in order to minimize problems of overuse and underuse and reduce waste
(Weed and Weed, 1999a) (see Chapter 6).

 Identify errors and hazards in care; understand and implement basic safety
design principles, such as standardization and simplification (Institute of Medi-
cine, 2000) (see Chapter 5).

* Understand the course of illness and a patient’s experience outside of the
hospital (where most training is conducted).

* Continually measure quality of care in terms of both process and out-
comes; develop and implement best practices (Berwick et al., 1992) (see Chapter
5).

*  Work collaboratively in teams with shared responsibility (Chassin, 1998)
(see Chapter 5).

* Design processes of care and measure their effectiveness, even when the
members of the team that cares for a patient are not in the same physical locale
(Berwick et al., 1992).

e Understand how to find new knowledge as it continually expands, evalu-
ate its significance and claims of effectiveness, and decide how to incorporate it
into practice (Chassin, 1998) (see Chapter 6).

e Understand determinants of health, the link between medical care and
healthy populations, and professional responsibilities.

Teaching these skills will likely require changes in curriculum. Although
some schools have added courses that are consistent with the desired skills, the
needed content is likely to evolve over time. For example, many schools now
have courses in patient communications, information systems, and biostatistics.
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However, communicating with patients to improve adherence to a recommended
treatment is different from communicating with patients who are key decision
makers and full partners in their care. Using information technology to do a
MEDLINE search is important, but not the same as using the technology as a
central component in delivering care and using decision support as an aid to
clinical decision making. Knowing biostatistics aids in understanding the pub-
lished literature, but is not the same as using statistics to design processes of care
to reduce variations in practice. Likewise, care provided by multidisciplinary
teams involves more than knowing the responsibilities of people in a clinical
department; it should involve knowing how to form and use teams to customize
care across settings and over time, even when the members of the team are in
entirely different physical locations.

Although curriculum changes are essential in providing new skills to health
professionals, they are not sufficient by themselves. It is also necessary to ad-
dress how health professional education is approached, organized, and funded to
better prepare students for real practice in an information rich environment. Two
examples are teaching evidence-based practice and training in multidisciplinary
teams.

The traditional emphasis in clinical education, particularly medical educa-
tion, is on teaching a core of knowledge, much of it focused on the basic mecha-
nisms of disease and pathophysiological principles. Given the expansiveness and
dynamic nature of the science base in health care, this approach should be ex-
panded to teach how to manage knowledge and use effective tools that can
support clinical decision making (Evidence-Based Medicine Working Group,
1992; Weed and Weed, 1999c). Effective teaching of evidence-based practice
requires faculty role models, an emphasis on teaching the application of critical
appraisal skills in actual patient care settings, and experience in conducting litera-
ture searches and applying methodological rules to the evaluation and under-
standing of evidence (Evidence-Based Medicine Working Group, 1992). In a
survey of 269 internal medicine residency programs, it was found that only 99
offered a freestanding program in evidence-based medicine (Green, 2000). The
curricula for these 99 programs varied greatly: 77 included critical appraisal of
the literature; 52 provided information on how to search for evidence; 44 covered
issues related to the articulation of a focused clinical question; 35 covered the
application of evidence to individual decision making; and 23 included integra-
tion of the evidence into decision making in actual practice. Nearly all programs
provided access to MEDLINE, while only about one-third provided access to the
Cochrane Library (see Chapter 6).

Similarly, as more care is provided by teams, more opportunities for
multidisciplinary training should be offered (Institute of Medicine, 1996a).
People should be trained in the kinds of teams in which they will provide care,
starting with initial professional training and continuing through graduate train-
ing and ongoing professional development. Multidisciplinary training is difficult
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to implement because of professional boundaries, the traditional hierarchical
structure of health care, clinical specialization, faculty experience, and educa-
tional isolation. Changing the situation will require an examination of clinical
curricula, funding for education, and faculty preparation. Although there was
great interest and innovation in multidisciplinary training during the 1960s, little
lasting change resulted (Pew Health Professions Commission, 1993). The ability
to plan care and practice effectively using multidisciplinary teams takes on in-
creasing importance as the proportion of the population with chronic conditions
grows, requiring the provision of a mix of services over time and across settings.

A changing relationship between clinicians and their patients also calls for
new skills in communication and support for patient self-management, especially
for patients with chronic conditions. Collaborative management requires col-
laboration between clinicians and patients in defining problems, setting goals,
and planning care; training and support in self-management; and continuous
follow-up (Von Korff et al., 1997). Patients with chronic conditions who are
provided with knowledge and skills for self-management have been shown to
experience improvements in health status and reduced hospitalizations (Lorig et
al., 1999). Clinicians need to have skills to train patients in techniques of good
self-management.

Teaching a different set of skills also has implications for the capabilities of
health care organizations that conduct training programs if these skills and behav-
iors are to be reinforced in training beyond basic coursework. For example,
training can emphasize the importance of information technology in clinical care,
but that message is not reinforced if students continue their training in health care
organizations that are not equipped with such systems or where the faculty are not
prepared to use the skills themselves. This is a particular challenge for training in
ambulatory settings and physician offices. Although many would agree that
more training needs to be offered in such settings, additional support may be
required for this purpose.

Although improved methods of training the next generation of clinicians are
important, efforts must also be made to retool practicing clinicians. Traditional
methods of continuing education for health professionals, such as formal confer-
ences and dissemination of educational materials, have been shown to have little
effect by themselves on changing clinician behaviors or health outcomes (Davis
etal., 1995). Continuing education needs to emphasize a variety of interventions,
particularly reminder systems, academic detailing, and patient-mediated meth-
ods, and use a mix of approaches, including Web-based technologies. Reorienta-
tion of credentialing processes to assess a clinician’s proficiency in evidence-
based practice and the use of decision support tools may be necessary to provide
strong incentives for clinicians to undertake this important learning process. The
development of clinical leadership is another area that needs attention. Clinical
leadership will be required to direct the changes discussed, but there will also be
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a need for new leaders who are able to function effectively in and lead complex
delivery systems.

Finally, there are implications for the training and development of nonclinical
administrative and management personnel, as well as governance. By making
budgetary and resource decisions for health care organizations, these groups,
with input from and in collaboration with the clinical community, influence
priorities and the pace at which they are implemented. For example, the admin-
istration of a hospital can provide sufficient resources to support the implementa-
tion of medication order/entry systems that help clinicians provide safer care, or
they can slow the pace at which such systems are implemented by not ensuring
sufficient resources or training. Training and development for both management
and governance should recognize the important role these groups play in collabo-
rating with clinicians to make possible the types of changes needed for the health
system of the 21st century.

There have been many prior examinations of clinical education, particularly
medical education. The structure and form of medical education were set through
the Flexner report of 1910. That report called for a 4-year curriculum comprising
2 years of basic sciences and 2 years of clinical teaching, university affiliation
(instead of proprietary schools), entrance requirements, encouragement of active
learning and limited use of lectures and learning by memorization, and emphasis
on the importance of problem solving and critical thinking (Ludmerer, 1999;
Regan-Smith, 1998).

More than 20 different reports followed Flexner’s, each calling for the re-
form of medical and clinical education. The striking feature of these reports is
their similarity in the problems identified and proposed solutions. Christakis
(1995) reviewed 19 reports and found eight objectives of reform among them:
serve changing public interest, address physician workforce needs, cope with
burgeoning knowledge, foster generalism and decrease fragmentation, apply new
educational methods, address the changing nature of illness, address the changing
nature of practice, and improve the quality and standards of education. Enarson
and Burg (1992) reviewed 13 studies of medical education and summarized the
recommended changes under the categories of (1) methods of instruction and
curriculum content (including the need for a broad general education, definition
of educational objectives, acquisition of lifelong learning skills, and expansion of
training sites); (2) internal structure of medical school (including integration of
medical education across the continuum of preparation, control of education
programs in multidisciplinary and interdepartmental groups, and definition of
budget for teaching); and (3) the relationship between medical schools and exter-
nal organizations (including integration of accreditation processes, assessment of
readiness for graduate training, and use of licensing exams).

Many believe that changes in medical education are needed. In their survey
of medical school deans, Cantor et al. (1991) found that 68 percent believed
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fundamental change in medical education was needed. This was true for their
own institutions as well as medical education overall. Petersdorf and Turner
(1995) report that the education given to students is “dated and arcane” and not in
tune with societal needs. In interpreting their survey of young physicians, Cantor
et al. (1993) found that “while medical training has remained largely unchanged,
the demands placed on practicing physicians have changed dramatically.”

Some believe that the premises of the current apprenticeship model of medi-
cal education are so faulty in today’s complex health care environment that they
need drastic overhaul (Chassin, 1998). Others have suggested that “research’s
stranglehold on medical education reform needs to be broken by separating re-
searchers from medical student teaching and from curriculum decision making”
(Regan-Smith, 1998). Teaching should be an explicit and compensated part of
one’s job. Still others have called for new relationships between medical schools
and academic health centers that would permit the latter to focus on making the
best decisions for patient care and allow medical schools to control education and
its location (Thier, 1994). In such a circumstance, academic health centers might
be affiliated with several medical schools and medical schools might be affiliated
with multiple health centers to allow for greater flexibility by the partners.

Medical curriculum has not been static over the years, but has undergone
extensive changes (Anderson, 2000; Milbank Memorial Fund and Association of
American Medical Colleges, 2000). However, many believe that in general, the
current curriculum is overcrowded and relies too much on memorizing facts, and
that the changes implemented have not altered the underlying experience of
educators and student (Ludmerer, 1999; Regan-Smith, 1998). Despite the changes
that have been made, the fundamental approach to clinical education has not
changed since 1910. A number of reasons have been cited for so little response to
so many calls for reform:

e Lack of funding to review curriculum and teaching methods and of re-
sources to make changes in them (Griner and Danoff, 2000; Meyer et al., 1997)

* Emphasis on research and patient care, with little reward for teaching
(Cantor et al., 1991; Griner and Danoff, 2000; Ludmerer, 1999; Petersdorf and
Turner, 1995; Regan-Smith, 1998)

* Need for faculty development to ensure that faculty are available at train-
ing sites and able to teach students effectively (Griner and Danoff, 2000; Weed,
1981)

* Decentralized structure in medical schools, with powerful department
chairs (Cantor et al., 1991; Marston, 1992; Petersdorf and Turner, 1995; Regan-
Smith, 1998)

* No coordinated oversight across the continuum of education, and frag-
mented responsibilities for undergraduate and graduate education, licensing, cer-
tification, etc. (Enarson and Burg, 1992; Ludmerer, 1999)
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* Difficulty in assessing the impact of changes in teaching methods or
curriculum (Ludmerer, 1999)

Although much has been written on medical education, future work on the
clinical preparation of the workforce should include examining issues related to
the education of all health professionals individually and the way they interact
with each other. Separation of clinical training programs and dispersed oversight
of training programs, especially across the continuum of initial training, graduate
training, and continuing development, inhibit the types and magnitude of change
in clinical education. For example, various aspects of medical education are
affected by the policies of the Liaison Committee on Medical Education, the
Association of American Medical Colleges, the Accreditation Council for Gradu-
ate Medical Education, 27 residency review committees, the American Board of
Medical Specialties and its 24 certifying boards, the Bureau of Health Profes-
sions at the Department of Health and Human Services, the American Medical
Association, the American Osteopathic Association and its 18 certifying boards,
the American Association of Colleges of Osteopathic Medicine, and various
professional societies involved in continuing medical education. Similarly, nurs-
ing education is influenced by the policies of the American Association of Col-
leges of Nursing, the National League for Nursing, the American Nurses Creden-
tialing Center, the National Council of State Boards of Nursing, the American
Nurses Association, and various specialty nursing societies. Academic health
centers and faculty also play a strong role in shaping the education experience of
their students. Such diffusion of responsibilities for clinical education makes it
difficult to create a vision for health professional education in the 21st century.

REGULATION OF THE PROFESSIONS

If innovative programs are to flourish, they will require regulatory environ-
ments that foster innovation in organizational arrangements, staffing and work
relationships, and use of technology. The 21st-century health care system de-
scribed in this report cannot be achieved without substantial change in the current
environment of regulation and oversight.

In general, regulation in this country can be characterized as a dense patch-
work that is slow to adapt to change. It is dense because there is a forest of laws,
regulations, agencies, and accreditation processes through which each care deliv-
ery system must navigate at the local, state, and federal levels. It is a patchwork
system because the regulatory and accreditation frameworks at the state level are
often inconsistent, contradictory, and duplicative, in part because the needs, pri-
orities, and available resources of the states are not equal. And the regulating
process is slow in that it is unable to keep pace with changes in health care. The
health care delivery system is under great pressure to innovate and change to
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incorporate new knowledge and technologies. Regulatory and accreditation re-
quirements can, at times, be at odds with needed innovations (Pew Health Profes-
sions Commission, 1993). Statutes and regulations, while not the only factors
that influence the practices of nonphysician clinicians, are powerful determinants
of their authority and independence (Cooper et al., 1998).

A key regulatory issue that affects the health care workforce and the way it is
used is scope-of-practice acts, implemented at the state level. The general public
does not have adequate information to judge provider qualifications or compe-
tence, so professional licensure laws are enacted to assure the public that practi-
tioners have met the qualifications and minimum competencies required for prac-
tice (Pew Health Professions Commission, 1993; Safriet, 1994). Along with
licensure, such state laws that define the scope of practice for specific types of
caregivers serve as an important component of the overall system of health care
quality oversight.

One effect of licensure and scope-of-practice acts is to define how the health
care workforce is deployed. In general, medical practice acts are defined broadly
so that individual practitioners are licensed for medicine (not a specific spe-
cialty), and are thereby permitted to perform all activities that fall within med-
icine’s broad scope of practice. Although a dermatologist would not likely per-
form open-heart surgery, doing so is not restricted by licensure. However, patients
often seek out information about a physician’s reputation and credentials, and
professional societies also monitor the activities of their members. Other health
professions have more narrowly defined scopes of practice, having to carve out
their responsibilities from the medical practice act in each state (Safriet, 1994).

Although scope-of-practice acts are motivated by the desire to establish
minimum standards to ensure the safety of patients, they also have implications
for the changes to the health care system recommended in this report. Since, any
change can potentially affect scope-of-practice acts, it can be difficult to use
alternative approaches to care, such as telemedicine, e-visits, nonphysician pro-
viders, and multidisciplinary teams, all of which can help in caring for patients
across settings and over time (see Chapter 3).

Current systems of licensure raise both jurisdictional and liability issues for
some clinical applications of telemedicine, such as centralized consultation ser-
vices to support primary care (Institute of Medicine, 1996b) or the provision of
online, continuous, 24-hour monitoring and clinical management of patients in
intensive care units for hospitals that have no or too few critical care intensivists
on staff to provide this coverage (Janofsky, 1999; Rosenfeld et al., 2000). Inte-
grated delivery systems that cross state lines and telemedicine have rendered
geographic boundaries obsolete (Finocchio et al., 1998), making it more difficult
for those charged by statute to protect the public.

Scope-of-practice acts can include provisions that inhibit the use of non-
physician practitioners, such as advanced practice nurses and physician assis-
tants, for primary care (Pew Health Professions Commission, 1993; Safriet, 1994).
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In some states, advanced practice nurses can diagnose, treat, and prescribe; in
others they work only under the direction of a physician (Cooper et al., 1998).
Inconsistencies are exacerbated by variation in the scope of practice by setting of
care. For example, advanced practice nurses may be permitted a broader scope of
practice in rural areas or community health clinics than in other settings (Safriet,
1994). Such policies are enacted to address problems of underservice that exist in
certain areas. Although patient needs do not necessarily differ in rural versus
urban areas of a state, the available resources of talent, capital, and personnel
often vary considerably.

Scope-of-practice acts can also affect the ability to form cohesive care teams
that draw on individuals from different disciplines to complement one another in
patient care. The skills of some nonphysician providers may overlap with a
subset of physician services, often creating tensions among clinicians (Cooper et
al., 1998). For example, although there is a difference in their knowledge and
training for practice, certified registered nurse anesthetists and anesthesiologists
have a subset of skills that overlap (Cromwell, 1999). Separate governance
structures and standards are maintained for different types of health professionals
even though they may perform a subset of overlapping functions, practice to-
gether in the same state and at the same health care institutions, and serve the
same population of patients (Finocchio et al., 1998). The complexity of rules
across disciplines and settings makes it a challenge to form multidisciplinary
teams and establish best practices, especially those that draw on caregivers based
in different settings (e.g., hospital, physician’s office, and home). Scope-of-
practice laws are not the only barrier to greater use of multidisciplinary teams
(Sage and Aiken, 1997), but are an important one.

Because licensure and scope-of-practice acts are implemented at the state
level, there is a great deal of variation among the states in who is licensed and
what standards for licensure and practice are applied. State licensure is not
constitutionally based, but rather founded in tradition (Safriet, 1994). On the one
hand, state licensure permits regulations to be tailored to meet local needs, re-
sources, and patient expectations. On the other hand, the resulting state-by-state
variation is not always logical given the growth of the Internet and the formation
of large, multistate provider groups that cut across geographic boundaries. Even
with new technologies and organizational arrangements, however, public protec-
tions must still be ensured. In response, some have proposed nationally uniform
scopes of practice (O’Neil and the Pew Health Professions Commission, 1998)
or, at least, more coordinated, publicly accountable policies (Grumbach and
Coffman, 1998). The National Council of State Boards of Nursing has endorsed
a mutual recognition model for interstate nursing practice that retains state licen-
sure authority, but provides a mechanism for practice across state lines (similar to
a driver’s license that is granted by one state and recognized in other states)
(Finocchio et al., 1998). Still others have argued the relative merits of state-based
versus national licensing systems (Federation of State Medical Boards, 1998).
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The committee does not recommend one approach over another, but does call for
greater coordination and communication among professional boards both within
and across states as this issue is resolved over time.

Although the preceding examples suggest that some regulations may be
duplicative or outdated for today’s clinical practice, gaps exist in other areas as
well. For example, current licensure and scope-of-practice laws offer no assur-
ance of continuing competency. In a field with a continually expanding knowl-
edge base, there is no mechanism for ensuring that practitioners remain up to date
with current best practices. Responsibility for assessing competence is dispersed
among multiple authorities. For example, a licensing board may question compe-
tence only if it receives a complaint, but does not routinely assess competency
after initial licensure. A health care organization may assess competence when
an individual applies for privileges or employment. Professional societies and
organizations may require examination for certification, but are just beginning to
assess competence in addition to knowledge for those health professionals who
voluntarily seek certification. There are no consistent methods for ensuring the
continued competence of health professionals within current state licensing func-
tions or other processes.

At least two approaches have been suggested to address this gap. First, some
researchers have suggested that licensure be based on a professional’s demon-
strated ability to perform certain functions or on a certain level of practice (Coo-
per et al., 1998; Weed and Weed, 1999b). In aviation, for example, pilots are
granted a private, commercial, or air transport license by the Federal Aviation
Administration. Generally, pilots first obtain a private, single-engine license and
then progressively add multi-engine and instrument qualifications to obtain a
commercial license. They can then accumulate flying hours and experience to
qualify for an air transport license, subsequently obtaining particular types of
ratings for specific aircraft (Bisgard, 2000). In addition, professional pilots are
recertified at regular intervals throughout their flying career. Taking such an
approach in health care would represent a profound paradigm shift, with a grada-
tion of licensure being based on the services in which a health professional has
demonstrated competence to serve patients.

A second approach has been suggested, involving an additional level of
oversight in which teams of practitioners, in addition to individuals, would be
licensed or certified to perform certain tasks (Pew Health Professions Commis-
sion, 1993). For example, an individual receiving care for diabetes could go to a
“certified” diabetes team that would ensure specific competencies and resources
within the delivery team. The team could be collocated or comprise a dispersed
network of individual providers practicing and communicating with each other as
a team. The certification requirements could be used as a measure of quality by
consumers and as a tool for quality improvement by teams seeking to obtain such
certification.
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It would be premature for the committee to offer a recommendation related
to licensure, scope-of-practice, or other regulations. In raising these issues, how-
ever, we recognize their importance in supporting or hindering the types of
changes recommended in this report. Thus we call for additional, in-depth study
aimed at understanding the areas and forms of regulation that are most beneficial
for patients and in which modification may be needed to achieve the 21st-century
health care system envisioned in this report. Properly conceived and executed,
regulation can both protect the public’s interest and support the ability of health
care professionals and organizations to innovate and change to meet the needs of
their patients.

LEGAL LIABILITY ISSUES

The recommendations in this report represent, in many instances, a very
different way of delivering services to patients. Achieving the aims set forth in
Chapter 2 will require significant innovations in the delivery of care, innovations
that may also raise concerns associated with traditional forms of accountability,
especially liability issues. Delivering care that is patient-centered, evidence-
based, and systems-minded has implications for traditional methods of account-
ability, particularly with regard to patients’ participation in their care, efforts to
define standards of care consistent with the evidence base rather than local tradi-
tions, and the responsibilities of individual practitioners who deliver care within
larger systems that have the capacity for improvement.

Innovations in care can contribute to increased threats of litigation because,
by definition, innovation implies a change from previous practice, and medical
advances are often imperfect when first applied in clinical practice. Mohr (2000)
cites an early example of compound fractures. Through a change in treatment,
patients may have avoided an amputation, but they did not always regain full
functioning of the limb and pursued litigation against the physician. Significant
innovation in health care will occur in many areas with the use of new processes
of care and new technologies that will alter how and by whom services are
delivered to patients. It is not yet clear how these new processes and technolo-
gies, such as e-mail, will affect the liability of health professionals in the future.

Although less studied, changes in organizational approaches raise similar
issues. For example, patients may receive care from members of a care team
other than a physician or be counseled by e-mail rather than in a face-to-face
visit. Such changes can be disorienting to patients if not well understood and in
the short run, and create new hazards and new risks of litigation. Thus there is a
need for good educational efforts and communication with patients about the
changes taking place. It is also necessary, however, to examine the extent to
which current liability approaches inhibit the kinds of changes needed to improve
the quality and safety of care. For example, liability concerns can affect the
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willingness of physicians and other clinicians to share information about areas in
which quality improvement is needed if they believe the information may subse-
quently be used against them (Institute of Medicine, 2000). The committee’s
previous report on patient safety calls for peer review protection of data that are
used inside health care organizations or shared with others solely for purposes of
improving safety and quality, as well as an improved climate for identifying areas
needing improvement (Institute of Medicine, 2000).

Legal issues are also likely to influence the development of evidence-based
practice. The legal system influences health care through two types of deci-
sions—medical malpractice and benefits coverage—both of which involve judg-
ments about the quality of care (Rosoff, 2001). Should the legal system fail to
incorporate evidence-based thinking into its decision-making processes (whether
related to medical malpractice or other decisions), clinicians and health care
organizations will be subject to confusing and conflicting incentives and de-
mands.

Legal decisions that involve determining whether care provided was consis-
tent with the “standard practice in the relevant medical community” (Rosoff,
2001) often rely on expert testimony. It is unclear how courts will incorporate
clinical evidence and clinical practice guidelines into legal decision making. To
date, clinical practice guidelines have had little effect on litigation. In a legal
search covering the period January 1980 to May 1994, Hyams et al. (1996) found
only 37 cases involving clinical practice guidelines. But clinical practice guide-
lines probably have had some effect on prelitigation decisions, since surveys
show that medical malpractice attorneys consider guidelines in making decisions
about whether to take on malpractice cases and conducting settlement negotia-
tions (Hyams et al., 1996).

Alternative approaches to liability, such as enterprise liability or no-fault
compensation, could produce a legal environment more conducive to uncovering
and resolving quality problems. Enterprise liability shifts liability from indi-
vidual practitioners to responsible organizations (Abraham and Weiler, 1994;
Sage et al., 1994). For example, workplace injuries to employees are handled
through a form of no-fault, enterprise liability. Although analysis of such ap-
proaches is beyond the scope of the present study, the committee believes they
merit a focused, in-depth analysis.

RESEARCH AGENDA FOR THE
FUTURE HEALTH CARE WORKFORCE

Modifying training, regulatory, and legal environments is not a quick strat-
egy for changing practice. These environments are closely interrelated with the
delivery setting. Training programs are not likely to change unless the delivery
setting does so, but the setting cannot change if people are not trained to practice
differently. Similarly, the delivery setting cannot change without modifications
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in regulation and legislation, but adjustments in practice often prompt additional
regulation to protect against unwanted consequences.

A comprehensive approach is needed for the many aspects of health care
workforce planning. Many prior efforts in such planning have focused on at-
tempting to determine an appropriate supply of clinicians. Previous studies have
examined the adequacy of supply for selected disciplines (e.g., physicians) or the
mix of providers within a discipline (e.g., primary care and specialty mix of
physicians), or have assumed a specific organizational model (e.g., supply of
physicians needed given extensive enrollment in HMOs). Although a compre-
hensive workforce agenda should address issues of supply, it would be difficult to
conduct any such studies meaningfully without first addressing how clinicians
might be deployed given different approaches to training, regulation, and liabil-
ity. Itis not sufficient to ask how many health professionals are needed; one must
also ask what types are needed (Pew Health Professions Commission, 1993).
Ultimate assessments of supply depend on how responsibility for patients is
divided among licensed clinicians, as well as on society’s expectations (Cromwell,
1999). Workforce planning should shift from determining the supply of clini-
cians in specific disciplines who continue to perform the same tasks using the
same methods toward assessing the adequacy of supply given that care is pro-
vided through processes that rely on multidisciplinary approaches, modern tech-
nological support, and continuous care. The starting point for addressing work-
force issues should not be the present environment of licensure, reimbursement,
and organization of care, but a vision of how care ought to be delivered in the 21st
century. A comprehensive agenda on workforce planning should cover the fol-
lowing key issues:

e Training and Education Issues

— What is the vision for the education and training of health professionals
for the 21st century? What is the relationship between the education of
health care providers and quality of care?

— How is the vision relayed throughout the continuum of education?
How can new health professionals learn most effectively the basic skills
related to patient-centeredness, evidence-based practice, and systems think-
ing? How can such skills be reinforced in graduate training programs? How
can they be meaningfully relayed to professionals already in practice?

— What are the implications of changes in clinical education for the health
care organizations that serve as training sites? What is the potential effect on
the role and mission of academic health centers?

— What are the implications of changes in clinical education for licensing
and accreditation processes? For funding approaches to support clinical
education?
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e Legal and Regulatory Issues

— How can regulatory and other oversight processes be coordinated to
reinforce the principles of patient-centeredness, evidence-based practice, and
systems thinking? What specific legal and regulatory constraints inhibit
changes in processes of care? Where are different types of regulations
needed? In what areas can existing regulations be streamlined or reduced?

— How can greater coordination among licensing boards within an indi-
vidual state and across states be facilitated? How can the continuing compe-
tence of health professionals be assessed and ensured?

— Can liability reform support the principles of patient-centeredness,
evidence-based practice, and systems thinking? Are alternative models, such
as enterprise liability, desirable?

— What is the link between regulation of health professions and quality
of care?

— What are the appropriate links among licensure, accountability, and
liability?

*  Workforce Supply

— Given a greater understanding of the previous issues (e.g., what training
is provided, the need for greater flexibility in deploying human resources,
and alternative approaches to accountability), what are the implications for
the needed supply and mix of health professionals?
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Appendix A

Report of the Technical Panel on the
State of Quality to the Quality of
Health Care in America Committee

Millions of Americans receive high-quality health care in the United States.
Our capacity to provide the most sophisticated and effective care is unrivaled,
and there is no evidence that any other system achieves better quality. Yet there is
abundant evidence that serious and extensive quality problems exist throughout
the U.S. health care system, resulting in harm to many Americans. Opportunities
for improvement exist in all areas of clinical practice, across the continuum of
care.

As a result of overuse, underuse, and misuse of health care services, our
society pays a substantial price. The opportunity costs of poor quality include
years of life lost or spent with major or minor impairments, pain and suffering,
disability costs, and lost productivity. In many areas, especially those involving
overuse and misuse of health care services, that improving quality is also likely to
lower health care costs.

BACKGROUND

The Quality of Health Care in America (QHCA) Project, a part of the Insti-
tute of Medicine’s Special IOM Initiative on Quality, was established in June
1998 and charged with developing a strategy to produce a significant improve-
ment in quality over the coming decade.

The Committee on the Quality of Health Care in America, chaired by Will-
iam C. Richardson, Ph.D., was responsible for this 2-year project.

Four advisory groups were established to assist the QHCA Committee in
carrying out its charge. To provide a broad base of expertise, these advisory

225

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

226 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

groups consisted of both committee members and other distinguished leaders
within the health care arena. Each advisory group was chaired by a member(s) of
the QHCA Committee. One of these four groups, the Technical Advisory Panel
on the State of Quality, chaired by Mark Chassin, M.D., was asked to review and
synthesize literature on the state of quality in the health care industry. Other
members of this panel included: Arnold Epstein, M.D., M.A.; Brent James,
M.D.; James P. Logerfo, M.D.; Harold Luft, Ph.D.; R. Heather Palmer, M.B.,
B.Ch.; Kenneth B. Wells, M.D. This appendix presents the panel’s findings.

REVIEW OF THE LITERATURE

In developing its approach to this effort, the State of Quality Panel reviewed
an earlier synthesis of the literature on quality that was carried out by investiga-
tors at the RAND Corporation (Schuster et al., 1998). This earlier review covered
papers that, for the most part, were published between 1993 and mid-1997. To
extend that earlier work, the IOM commissioned an updated synthesis from the
investigators at RAND. This update covered the literature included in the earlier
review with the addition of (1) papers published between July 1997 and August
1998, and (2) selected publications identified by members of the State of Quality
Panel. A draft of this commissioned paper was reviewed by the State of Quality
Panel at its November 1998 meeting, and subsequently revised in accordance
with the panel’s suggestions. The final version, provided at the end of this appen-
dix, was completed in January 1999.

DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS

A synthesis of findings from the literature on the quality of health care
provides abundant evidence of poor quality. There are examples of exemplary
care, but the quality of care is not consistent. Thus, the average American cannot
assume that he or she will receive the best care modern medicine has to offer.

There are many examples of overuse, underuse, and misuse of health care
services. Overuse refers to the provision of health services for which the potential
risks outweigh the potential benefits. Underuse indicates that a health care ser-
vice for which the potential benefits outweigh the potential risks was not pro-
vided. Misuse occurs when otherwise appropriate care is provided, but in a man-
ner that does or could lead to avoidable complications.

Overuse of health care services is common. Examples include the following:

» performance of major surgery (e.g., hysterectomy, coronary artery bypass
graft) without appropriate reasons;

e provision of antibiotics for the common cold and other viral upper respi-
ratory tract infections for which they are ineffective;
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* insertion of tubes in children’s eardrums in the absence of clinically ap-
propriate indications; and

e performance of chiropractic spinal manipulation for certain back condi-
tions for which there is no evidence of benefit.

Lack of insurance is a major contributing factor to underuse. Even with
comprehensive insurance coverage, however, much of the population fails to
receive recommended preventive services, and many patients do not receive the
full range of clinically indicated services for acute and chronic conditions. Ex-
amples include the following:

* Cardiac care In a study of 3,737 Medicare patients with a diagnosis of
heart attack who were eligible for treatment with beta blockers, only 21 percent
were found to have received beta blockers within 90 days of discharge. The
adjusted mortality rate for patients with treatment was 43 percent below that of
patients without treatment (Soumerai et al., 1997).

e Pneumococcal vaccine In 1989, the U.S. Preventive Services Task Force
recommended that people 65 years and older receive a one-time vaccination for
pneumonia, and in 1996, this recommendation was modified to apply to all
immunocompetent people aged 65 and older. Yet studies of the proportion of
elderly who had been vaccinated produced estimates in the range of only 28 to 36
percent (CDC, 1995; Kottke et al., 1997).

* Acute care for pneumonia Two studies of hospitalized patients with pneu-
monia found serious shortcomings in the proportion of patients receiving appro-
priate components of care (Kahn et al., 1990; Meehan et al., 1997).

In recent years, increased attention has been focused on misuse. Studies of
misuse are particularly challenging because actual or potential adverse events
often go undocumented and unreported. But studies of preventable deaths and
adverse drug events point to frequent and sometimes serious errors. For example,
one study of over 4,000 hospitalized patients found that there were 19 prevent-
able or potential adverse drug events per 1,000 patient days in intensive care units
and 10 preventable or potential adverse drug events per 1,000 patient days in
general care units (Cullen et al., 1997).

LEVEL OF HARM CAUSED BY POOR QUALITY

The existing literature does not allow a comprehensive estimate of the bur-
den of harm due to poor quality. The literature on health care quality covers only
a portion of the full range of quality concerns. For the most part, published
studies focus on individuals who come into contact with the health care system.
From a population perspective, the opportunity cost of poor quality must also
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include the health benefits lost as a result of limited access due to financial or
other barriers and poor patient adherence to therapeutic advice. These opportu-
nity costs include years of life lost or spent with major or minor impairments,
pain and suffering, disability costs, and lost productivity.

The literature also does not reveal how frequently the various types of qual-
ity problems occur. For example, some kinds of overuse problems may have a
greater likelihood of being documented than some types of misuse or underuse
problems because the data necessary to document overuse are more likely to
reside in administrative datasets or medical records.

From the available literature, it is also not possible to produce estimates of
the costs of eliminating certain types of quality problems or the benefits likely to
be derived. But there is no doubt that major improvements are possible in many
clinical areas and health care settings, across the full continuum of care.

NEED FOR FURTHER WORK

The panel’s work represents a modest effort to review the state of health care
quality. Specifically, the literature review was commissioned for this study lim-
ited in the following ways:

» It focused only on publications in leading peer-reviewed journals. Other
sources of information, such as the data and analyses of Medicare Peer Review
Organizations (PROs) or analyses using malpractice data, were not included. The
Medicare PRO program is a particularly promising source of information on
quality because the PROs have been conducting quality review projects involv-
ing physicians, hospitals, and health plans for over 10 years.

* The review did not focus in depth on specific clinical areas. An intensive
review by clinical area would provide a more complete picture of the full spec-
trum of quality problems and their frequency of occurrence.

e The review did not include the many publications based on reports of
patient experience or satisfaction.

e The review did not include the body of studies reporting the impact of
quality improvement activities. Thus it permits only anecdotal observations on
the effectiveness of various of attempts to improve quality.

e Although the publications included in the review appeared in peer-re-
viewed journals, the panel made no attempt to assess the scientific rigor of the
methodologies employed.

Despite the above limitations, the panel believes that more in-depth reviews
would not change its general conclusions that there are many areas in which
quality of care can be improved. At the same time, additional research might be
helpful for several reasons:
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* A fuller understanding of quality problems would be useful in identifying
specific areas in which those problems are greatest, as well as the most promising
opportunities for improvement.

* Condition-specific analyses would provide better estimates of the poten-
tial benefits foregone as a result of poor quality and the best strategies for im-
provement.

* Additional work focused in particular clinical areas might also be helpful
in raising awareness of practitioners and others who are skeptical about the
existence of quality problems in their areas of expertise. Condition-specific analy-
ses of quality that employ rigorous and valid measures could help build stronger
support for quality improvement initiatives.

e Additional reviews of the literature should be conducted to identify fac-
tors that contribute to poor quality and effective strategies for improvement. For
example, review of the literature on quality substantiates that for certain complex
procedures, higher volume leads to better outcomes. But we do not know whether
this result is attributable to the greater skill of an experienced surgeon, the greater
standardization of processes in high-volume settings, or some other factor. Abun-
dant evidence exists that quality can be improved, and there is much to be learned
from the review of various improvement strategies about the roles of patients,
clinicians, and systems and the use of various types of incentives.

e Additional conceptual work, literature and data analysis, and develop-
ment of measures are needed to improve capacities for quality-of-care assessment
in certain key areas of medicine. An example is quality assessment in the areas of
mental health, substance abuse, and neurologic disorders, and quality assessment
for special populations, such as the frail elderly, poor children, and ethnic minorities.

REFERENCES

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 1995. Influenza and Pneurnococcal Vaccination Cover-
age Levels among Persons Aged > 65 Years—United States, January—December 1995. Mor-
bidity and Mortality Weekly Report 46:176-82.

Cullen D.J., et al. 1997. Preventable Adverse Drug Events in Hospitalized Patients: a Comparative
Study of Intensive Care and General Care Units. Critical Care Medicine 8:1289-97.

Kahn, K.L., W.H. Rogers, L.V. Rubenstein, et al. 1990. Measuring Quality of Care with Explicit
Process Criteria before and after Implementation of the DRG-Based Prospective Payment Sys-
tem. Journal of the American Medical Association 264:1969-73.

Kottke, T.E., L.I. Solberg, ML. Brekke, et al. 1995, Aspirin in the Treatment of Acute Myocardial
Infarction in Elderly Medicare Beneficiaries: Patterns of Use and Outcomes. Circulation
92:2841-7.

Meehan, T.P., M.J. Fine, H.M. Krumholz, et al. 1997. Quality of Care, Process and Outcomes in
Elderly Patients with Pneumonia. Journal of the American Medical Association 278:2080—4

Schuster, Mark A., Elizabeth A. McGlynn, and Robert H. Brook. 1998. “How Good Is the Quality of
Health Care in the United States?” 1998. 76 (4) Milbank Quarterly 517-563.

Soumerai, S.B., T.D. McLaughlin, E. Hertzmark, G. Thibault, and L. Goldman. 1997. Adverse
Outcomes of Underuse of Beta-Blockers in Elderly Survivors of Acute Myocardial Infarction.
Journal of the American Medical Association 277:115-21.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

The Quality of Health Care
in the United States:
A Review of Articles Since 1987

Mark A. Schuster, M.D., Ph.D.;! Elizabeth A. McGlynn, Ph.D.;?
Cung B. Pham, B.A.;3> Myles D. Spar, M.D.;* and Robert H.
Brook, M.D., Sc.D.}

Submitted January 1999

Quality of health care is on the national agenda. In September 1996, Presi-
dent Clinton established the Advisory Commission on Consumer Protection and
Quality in the Health Care Industry, which has released its final report on how to
define, measure, and promote quality of health care (Advisory Commission on
Consumer Protection and Quality in the Health Care Industry, 1998).

Much of the interest in quality of care has developed in response to the
dramatic transformation of the health care system in recent years. New organiza-
tional structures and reimbursement strategies have created incentives that may
affect quality of care. Although some of the systems are likely to improve quality,
concerns about potentially negative consequences have prompted a movement to
assure that quality will not be sacrificed to control costs.

The concern about quality arises more from fear and anecdote than from
facts; there is little systematic evidence about quality of care in the United States.
The nation has no mandatory national system and few local systems to track the
quality of care delivered to the American people. More information is available
on the quality of airlines, restaurants, cars, and VCRs than on the quality of health
care.

In 1997, the National Coalition on Health Care (NCHC) commissioned us to
review the academic literature for articles that provide evidence of the quality of
care in the United States (Schuster et al., 1998). The Institute of Medicine’s
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Technical Advisory Panel on the State of Quality commissioned an update to
include studies published between January 1997 and July 1998. In this report, we
summarize our findings from both the original study and the update. In the
absence of a national quality tracking system, we believe such a summary is the
best way to provide an overview of the quality of care delivered in the United
States. We provide examples to illustrate quality in diverse settings, for diverse
conditions, and for diverse demographic groups, and to offer insight into the
quality that exists nationwide.

DEFINING QUALITY

The Institute of Medicine has defined quality as “the degree to which health
services for individuals and populations increase the likelihood of desired health
outcomes and are consistent with current professional knowledge” (Lohr, 1990).
Good quality means providing patients with appropriate services in a technically
competent manner, with good communication, shared decision making, and cul-
tural sensitivity.

Quality can be evaluated based on structure, process, and outcomes
(Donabedian, 1980). Structural quality evaluates health system capacities, pro-
cess quality assesses interactions between clinicians and patients, and outcomes
offer evidence about changes in patients’ health status. The best process mea-
sures are those for which there is research evidence that better processes lead to
better outcomes. For example, controlling blood pressure reduces mortality from
stroke and heart disease; performing routine mammography identifies breast can-
cer at an earlier stage so that a cure is more likely; prescribing inhaled corticoster-
oids reduces the likelihood and severity of asthma flare-ups. Similarly, the best
outcome measures are those which are tied to processes of care, in other words,
those over which the health care system has influence. For example, the survival
rate for pancreatic cancer would not be a good outcome measure because we do
not yet have treatments that meaningfully affect survival. By contrast, pain level
in patients with pancreatic cancer is a reasonable outcome measure.

All three dimensions can provide valuable information for measuring qual-
ity, but most of the quality-of-care literature focuses on measuring processes of
care. Two measurement approaches dominate in the literature: (a) assessing
appropriateness of care and (b) adherence to professional standards.

(a) An intervention or service (e.g., a lab test, procedure, medication) is
considered appropriate if, for individuals with particular clinical and personal
characteristics, its expected health benefits (e.g., increased life expectancy, pain
relief, decreased anxiety, improved functional capacity) exceed its expected health
risks (e.g., mortality, morbidity, anxiety anticipating the intervention, pain caused
by the intervention, inaccurate diagnoses) by a wide enough margin to make the
intervention or service worth doing (Brook et al., 1986). A subset of appropriate
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care is necessary or crucial care. Care is considered necessary if there is a reason-
able chance of a nontrivial benefit to the patient and if it would be improper not
to provide the care—in other words, if it might be considered ethically unaccept-
able not to provide this care (Kahan et al., 1994; Laouri et al., 1997).

(b) Another way to measure process quality is to determine whether care
meets or adheres to professional standards. This assessment can be done by
creating a list of quality indicators that describe a process of care that should
occur for a particular type of patient or clinical circumstance and by evaluating
whether patients’ care is consistent with the indicators. Quality indicators are
based on standards of care, which are either found in the research literature and in
statements of professional medical organizations or determined by an expert
panel. Current performance can be compared against a physician’s or a plan’s
own prior performance, against the performance of other physicians and plans, or
with reference to a benchmark that establishes a goal. Indicators can cover a
specific condition (e.g., children with sickle cell disease should be prescribed
daily penicillin prophylaxis starting by no later than six months of age, until at
least five years of age), or they can cover general aspects of care regardless of
condition (e.g., patients prescribed a medication should be asked about medica-
tion allergies).

HOW WE CONDUCTED OUR LITERATURE SEARCHES

This report draws on two searches of the scientific literature. The original
NCHC report was based on a search for quality-of-care articles from the
MEDLINE PLUS database (1993 to present) conducted in June 1997 and on
relevant studies identified from the bibliographies of these articles. This database
incorporates both the National Library of Medicine (NLM)’s MEDLINE data-
base and the Health Planning and Administration’s HEALTH database. The
NCHC report excluded articles published before 1987. In conducting our litera-
ture search, we did not aim to be exhaustive, but rather to find examples that
encompass a broad range of conditions and settings. (The inclusion criteria are
described in the next section.)

For this update, we conducted a systematic search of articles published be-
tween January 1, 1997, and July 31, 1998, using the NLM’s Medical Subject
Headings (MeSH) to search for appropriate articles. This system is designed so
that each MeSH term corresponds to a single concept appearing in the biomedical
literature. Trained NLM indexers assign relevant MeSH terms to each database
entry (usually about 10-12 per entry) (NLM, 1997a). The more than 17,000
MeSH terms are organized in a tree format, with multiple hierarchical layers of
subheadings (NLM, 1997b)(Our search terms appear at the end of the report).

We conducted our search on August 24, 1998, and obtained 2,402 entries.
Two authors reviewed each entry and its abstract to determine whether the study
had potential for inclusion in our summary tables. Based on this initial screening,
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we retrieved more than 200 articles. Each was reviewed by two authors to deter-
mine whether the article was eligible for inclusion in this report. Some articles
identified in the literature search were not available from the library by the
completion date of the report.

Because we did not find any studies of misuse in our update search, we
conducted a supplemental search using key words such as “adverse,” “event#,”
and “preventable” that produced additional relevant articles. In addition, several
studies were recommended by members of the Institute of Medicine’s Technical
Advisory Panel on the State of Quality.

Criteria for Including Studies

We include only data from large or diverse U.S. populations—for example,
the nation, an entire state, an entire city, or several hospitals. Studies from mul-
tiple offices of a single managed care organization are also considered eligible,
but we do not include data from studies that cover only a single hospital or clinic.
Although such studies are informative and the cumulative weight of their find-
ings compelling, they are especially subject to concerns that they provide evi-
dence of isolated problems rather than insight into the quality of care delivered
more broadly.

We include baseline data from quality improvement interventions as well as
data for comparison/control/nonintervention groups from such interventions. We
report baseline rather than follow-up data because the former are more likely to
be representative of the quality of care provided around the country. Quality
measurement conducted after a specific intervention shows the potential for in-
terventions to improve quality, but until such interventions are commonplace,
these post-intervention results are unlikely to represent what is taking place in
most parts of the country. In addition, even the post-intervention results from
such studies virtually always show room for further improvement.

We report results only from studies for which we can identify a standard of
good quality and exclude those for which there is no standard. For example, some
studies show variations in practices that may reflect variations in quality. How-
ever, the studies cannot determine which hospital or clinic or group of physicians
is providing better or worse quality care.

Types of Studies Not Included

There are several ways to measure quality of care that are not represented
among the studies listed in our summary tables. Although these approaches are
valuable components of the quality-of-care toolbox, they have not been used in a
way that provides an overview of quality in the United States.

Studies often compare outcomes across multiple institutions to show which
have better and which have worse outcomes, but the studies do not always present
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a standard against which to compare outcomes. As a consequence, we do not
know if the institution with the best outcomes is not nearly as good as it should
be, or if the institution with the worst outcomes is nonetheless doing quite well.
We only know how they compare with each other. If the outcomes are not
risk-adjusted, it can be even more difficult to interpret them. This does not mean
that studies cannot use outcomes to shed light on variations in quality. For ex-
ample, prescription of beta blockers after a heart attack is a frequently used
measure of quality. One study found that only about one in five eligible patients
with a heart attack received beta blockers within 90 days of hospital discharge
and also that those who received the treatment were much less likely to die than
those who did not (Soumerai et al., 1997). Another study showed that poorer
quality of care for children with asthma was associated with more hospitaliza-
tions (Homer et al., 1996).

We found a similar limitation with using satisfaction ratings, which some
consider a type of outcome. We do not report on levels of satisfaction because it
is difficult to determine what is an acceptable level of satisfaction. There is
generally no standard to which to compare the results, and we do not know
whether the institution with the best satisfaction ratings could and should be
doing much better.

Studies of access to care are not typically classified as quality-of-care stud-
ies, but a person who is unable to obtain health care could hardly be said to be
receiving good quality care. Access studies are beyond the scope of this report.
However, we need to keep in mind that quality-of-care studies often measure
quality only for people who have interacted with the health care system and so
tend to overstate quality of care received by the population as a whole (Franks et
al., 1993a, 1993b; Lurie et al., 1984, 1986; Sorlie et al., 1994).

In general, structural measures have not been consistently shown to relate
either to process quality or outcomes, but there are exceptions. For example,
volume of care provided (in other words, the number of procedures performed or
the number of patients cared for) by an institution or clinician has often been
found to relate to quality (Hannan et al., 1989, 1995; Kelly and Hellinger, 1986;
Kitahata et al., 1996; Luft et al., 1979; Phibbs et al., 1996; Riley and Lubitz,
1985; Stone et al., 1992).

Another type of study does not provide direct evidence of quality of health
care but is useful for identifying reasons for poor quality. Studies in which physi-
cians report what they generally do or what they would do for a particular
scenario can be informative, especially when physicians report practices that
indicate poor quality. Although these studies do not describe care provided to
individual patients, they can indicate a need for further education or other efforts
to improve clinical practices.

Finally, we note that our search mechanism almost certainly missed articles
with relevant data. Many studies not intended as quality-of-care studies provide
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data that shed light on quality of care. Some of these were identified through our
search, but it is likely that many others were not.

PROFILE OF QUALITY OF CARE IN THE UNITED STATES

We divided our review of quality in the United States into three categories:
underuse (Table A-1), overuse (Table A-2), and misuse (Table A-3). Underuse
indicates that a health care service for which the potential benefits outweigh the
potential risks (i.e., necessary care) is not provided. Overuse indicates the re-
verse—a health care service is provided when the potential risks outweigh the
potential benefits (i.e., inappropriate care). Misuse occurs when otherwise appro-
priate care is provided in a way that leads to or could lead to avoidable complica-
tions. Examples of misuse include when an antibiotic appropriate to the patient’s
infection is prescribed despite the fact that the patient has a documented allergy
to the antibiotic, or when two drugs, each of which is appropriate for a patient’s
condition, are prescribed despite contraindications to prescribing them together.
An incorrect dose or dosing schedule is also considered misuse.

In each summary table, we list (and sometimes describe) the health care
service for which quality is reported, the sample on which the report is based, the
data source for the sample, the findings, and the reference. The tables report data
from 73 articles.

Perhaps the most striking revelation to emerge from this review is the sur-
prisingly small amount of systematic knowledge available on the quality of health
care delivered in the United States. Even though health care is a huge industry
that affects the lives of most Americans, we have only snapshots of information
about particular conditions, types of surgery, and locations of care.

Gaps Between Ideal Care and Actual Care

The dominant finding of our review is that there are large gaps between the
care people should receive and the care they do receive. This is true for preven-
tive, acute, and chronic care, whether one goes for a checkup, a sore throat, or
diabetic care. It is true whether one looks at overuse, underuse, or misuse. It is
true in different types of health care facilities and for different types of health
insurance. It is true for all age groups, from children to the elderly. And it is true
whether one is looking at the whole country or a single city.

A few examples emphasize this point. An annual influenza vaccine is recom-
mended as a preventive measure for all adults 65 years or older, a group at
especially high risk for complications and death from influenza (U.S. Preventive
Services Task Force, 1989, 1996). However, in 1993, only 52 percent of people
in this age group in the United States received the vaccine; among people who
had been to the doctor at least once that year, the percentage was slightly higher
at 56 percent (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 1995b).
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A major issue in acute care is the overuse of antibiotics, which has led to the
development of strains of bacteria that are resistant to available antibiotics (Cen-
ters for Disease Control and Prevention, 1994a). Antibiotics are almost never an
appropriate treatment for people with a common cold because almost all colds are
caused by a virus, for which antibiotics are not effective. However, in a study of
Medicaid beneficiaries diagnosed with a cold in Kentucky during a one-year
period from 1993 to 1994, 60 percent filled a prescription for an antibiotic
(Mainous et al., 1996). In a national study of patient visits in 1992, 51 percent of
adult patients and 44 percent of patients younger than 18 years old diagnosed
with a common cold were treated with antibiotics (Gonzales et al., 1997; Nyquist
et al., 1998).

Other types of medications are also not always used in the most appropriate
manner. Among hospitalized elderly patients with depression who were dis-
charged on antidepressant medication, 33 percent were on a dose below the
recommended level (Wells et al., 1994b). In a study of 634 patients with depres-
sion or depressive symptoms in Boston, Chicago, and Los Angeles, 19 percent
were treated with minor tranquilizers and no antidepressants (Wells et al., 1994a),
despite the lack of evidence that tranquilizers work for depression and the risk
that they will cause side effects or addiction (Depression Guideline Panel, 1993).

Patients with chronic conditions, for which certain routine examinations and
tests are crucial in order to prevent complications, do not all get the care they
need. Diabetes mellitus causes several complications that are less likely to occur
with good care. One of these complications is an eye condition called diabetic
retinopathy, which is the leading cause of new blindness among persons aged 20
to 74 in the United States. It is recommended that patients with insulin-dependent
diabetes mellitus have an annual dilated eye examination (the clinician uses drops
to enlarge the pupil to see behind it more easily) starting five years after diagnosis
and that patients with non-insulin-dependent diabetes mellitus have the exam
annually starting at the time of diagnosis. In a national study in 1989, only 49
percent of adults with either type of diabetes had undergone a dilated eye exami-
nation in the past year (66 percent in the past two years), and 61 percent had
undergone any type of eye exam in the past year (79 percent in the past two
years). Twenty percent of diabetics had no eye exam in the past two years.
Among diabetics who were at particularly high risk for vision loss because they
already had retinopathy or because they had had diabetes for a long time, 61
percent and 57 percent, respectively, had a dilated examination in the past year
(Brechner et al., 1993).

Sometimes surgery is performed on people who do not need it. A study of
seven managed care organizations revealed that about 16 percent of hysterecto-
mies performed during a one-year period from 1989 to 1990 were carried out for
inappropriate reasons. An additional 25 percent were done for reasons of uncer-
tain clinical benefit (Bernstein et al., 1993b). There are also examples of patients
who need surgery but do not receive it. In a study of four hospitals, 43 percent of
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patients with a positive exercise stress test demonstrating the need for coronary
angiography had received it within 3 months; 56 percent had received it within 12
months (Laouri et al., 1997).

Adverse events are injuries caused by medical management of a disease
rather than by the disease itself. A review in New York State in 1984 found that
1.0 percent of hospitalizations had an adverse event due to negligence (Brennan
et al., 1991). A study of two Boston hospitals found an adjusted rate of prevent-
able adverse drug events of 1.8 per 100 non-obstetric hospital admissions; 20
percent of these events were life-threatening (Bates et al., 1995).

Not all studies have found such poor quality. In a study of patients from 10
academic medical centers who had cataract surgery, 2 percent had the surgery for
inappropriate reasons (Tobacman et al., 1996). In a study of patients in New York
State who underwent coronary artery bypass graft surgery, 1.6 percent had sur-
gery for inappropriate reasons (Leape et al., 1996). Nonetheless, the majority of
studies described in the tables show much room for improving quality.

How Managed Care Affects Quality

Many have been quick to conclude that managed care is responsible for
much of the poor quality care found in the U.S. health care system. However,
studies published in the research literature neither clearly confirmed nor refuted
this conclusion. Some studies find that managed care organizations provide better
care than fee-for-service; some find that fee-for-service provides better care; still
others find that the care is about the same (Miller and Luft, 1993, 1994). Results
vary depending on the setting, the type of care assessed, and the methodology.

Examining how managed care affects quality is complicated by the research
approach, which has generally lumped together managed care organizations with-
out distinguishing them by type (e.g., group- and staff-model health maintenance
organizations, independent practice associations, preferred provider organiza-
tions, point-of-service plans) or by features (e.g., comprehensiveness of the ben-
efits package, nonprofit versus for-profit status). For purposes of examining qual-
ity, it would be more useful to assess the effect of specific characteristics of
managed care organizations. For example, including immunizations in a benefits
package may have a larger impact on immunization rates than whether the care is
offered by a managed care organization or a fee-for-service provider.

A final important constraint on examining managed care’s affect on quality
is the pace of change in this industry. Indeed, managed care is changing so
rapidly (Landon et al., 1998) that most currently available studies are already out
of date. We do not have a quality measurement system that enables timely assess-
ment of the rapid changes occurring in the health care marketplace. Even the
most widely used systems (e.g., the Health Plan Employer Data and Information
Set, described below) are far from universal and do not include both managed
care and fee-for-service.
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Trends in Quality-of-Care Assessment

Because the Technical Advisory Panel specifically requested an update on
studies published in 1997-1998, we examined these studies as a group. There are
several notable findings. First, few of these later studies reported on overuse of
care. By contrast, our original review produced many examples of overuse. These
early studies were based principally on the UCLA/RAND appropriateness method
(Brook, 1994), which was one of the key methods used for quality assessment in
the late 1980s and early 1990s. We do not know why the number of appropriate-
ness studies has declined in recent years. Perhaps the many studies published
throughout the prior decade convinced researchers that a great deal of inappropri-
ate care is being provided, and they saw no need to make the same point over and
over again. Or perhaps researchers now prefer other types of research questions
and methodologies.

Most of the recent studies provided examples of underuse. The findings are
similar to those in the original review. For most types of care that researchers
choose to study, we find that although many people do receive high quality care,
many others do not. For example, a national study found that smoking status of
adult patients was known by about two-thirds of primary care physicians after
seeing their adult patients (Thorndike et al., 1998). Most preventive screening
tests in the various studies were performed on more than half of the studied
population but far from all. Blood pressure screening was particularly high (88
percent at last visit in one study [Kottke et al., 1997]), and in at least one study,
cholesterol screening was high as well (84 percent) (Davis et al., 1998). Papani-
colaou tests also appear to be provided to a large percentage of eligible women
(Kottke et al., 1997). Quality continues to vary for acute care as well. The vast
majority of hospitalized patients with pneumonia had timely oxygenation mea-
surements (89 percent), but a lower percentage received blood cultures before
antibiotics (57 percent) (Meehan et al., 1997).

Most of the studies of underuse were in chronic care. Mental health care falls
below standards, with 70 percent of schizophrenics in one study receiving poor
symptom management, and 79 percent of those experiencing medication side
effects receiving poor management of them (Young et al., 1998). Cardiac care
was the major area in which quality-of-care studies were conducted over the past
decade, and the care patterns documented in the earlier studies continue among
the recent ones. Excellent clinical research has shown repeatedly that certain
medications should and should not be used for people with myocardial infarctions
or unstable angina, yet several quality-of-care studies show that many patients
are still not getting proper treatments (e.g., Berger et al., 1998; Krumholz et al.,
1998; Simpson et al., 1997; Soumerai et al., 1998). As mentioned above, one
study with particularly striking results found that only 21 percent of eligible
patients with a heart attack received beta blockers within 90 days of hospital
discharge (Soumerai et al., 1997). Although patients with cardiovascular dis-
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ease—a subset of the population that unambiguously needs cholesterol testing—
had very high rates of cholesterol testing (96 percent), a much lower percentage
of these patients received comprehensive treatment when their tests were abnor-
mal (McBride et al., 1998).

Other Sources of Information About Quality of Care

In this paper, we have described reports of quality that have appeared in the
research literature. There are also some systems that measure quality in select
sectors of the United States, most notably the National Committee for Quality
Assurance’s (NCQA) Health Plan Employer Data and Information Set (HEDIS).
HEDIS is a performance measurement tool designed to help purchasers and
consumers evaluate managed care plans and to hold plans accountable for the
quality of their services. In 1996, more than 330 plans—over half the U.S. plans
representing more than three-quarters of all commercial managed care enroll-
ees—were reporting HEDIS measures on their commercial enrollees. Average
adherence rates for select indicators made publicly available by NCQA fell pri-
marily in the 60 to 70 percent range, with the extremes at 38 percent for diabetic
eye exams (past year) and 84 percent for initiation of prenatal care in the first
trimester (Thompson et al., 1998). Thus, HEDIS’s findings are consistent with
those of the studies we have reported. Whether assessing quality as part of a
research study or as part of a marketplace tool, the evidence repeatedly shows
that quality falls short of standards.

CONCLUSIONS

There is good reason to be proud of the U.S. health care system, and evi-
dence from international studies does not show consistent superiority elsewhere
in the world (Gray et al., 1990; Pilpel et al., 1992; McGlynn et al., 1994; Froehlich
et al., 1997; Meijler et al., 1997; Tamblyn et al., 1997; Wong et al., 1997). The
United States is responsible for many important advances in health care technol-
ogy, and state-of-the-art care is available in both large and small communities
throughout the country. However, just because outstanding care is available does
not mean that it is always provided or that everyone has access to such care. Most
people in the studies reported here did receive excellent care. What is notable is
that many did not.

The quality of health care provided in the United States varies among hospi-
tals, cities, and states. Whether the care is preventive, acute, or chronic, it fre-
quently does not meet professional standards. We can do much better. The solu-
tion is not simply a matter of spending more money on health care. A large part of
our quality problem is the amount of inappropriate care provided in this country.
Eliminating such nonbeneficial and potentially harmful care would generate large
savings in human and financial costs. However, there are also many examples of
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people who receive either too little or technically poor care; fixing these prob-
lems may increase expenditures.

Some people might conclude that quality is good enough based on the evi-
dence we have presented in this report—in other words, that the standards used in
the various studies are too high. We would disagree with such a conclusion.

Clinicians and health plans that are motivated to improve the quality of care
they deliver can use information on quality to focus their improvement efforts.
For example, a group of all cardiothoracic surgeons practicing in Maine, New
Hampshire, and Vermont, using continuous quality improvement and other tech-
niques to improve their practices, reduced their combined mortality rates by 24
percent (O’Connor et al., 1996). Government action also has the potential to spur
improvement. In New York State (NYS), risk-adjusted mortality for coronary
artery bypass graft (CABG) surgery decreased 41 percent from 4.17 percent in
1989 (when the NYS Department of Health began disseminating information
regarding the outcomes of CABG surgery) to 2.45 percent in 1992 (Hannan et al.,
1994). Between 1987 (before the NYS reporting program began) and 1992, unad-
justed 30-day mortality rates following CABG declined by 33 percent in NYS
Medicare patients, compared with a 19 percent decline nationwide, giving NYS
the lowest statewide risk-adjusted CABG mortality rate in the country (Peterson
et al., 1998).

If quality-of-care information is made available regularly and in an interpret-
able form, consumers and large purchasers can use it to make informed decisions
when choosing among clinicians and plans, which will, in turn, give providers an
added incentive to improve quality. Policy makers can also use information about
quality of care to determine the impact of public and private changes in the health
care marketplace. We are currently experiencing a dramatic shift in the organiza-
tion and financing of health services delivery in the United States. The private
sector has been the driving force behind this transformation, but the public sector
is beginning to use its market power as well. Incentives to move Medicaid and
Medicare beneficiaries into managed care represent one of many examples of
public sector change.

Although quality assessment organizations, accreditation organizations, and
government agencies are currently doing work to measure quality of care, most of
this activity has begun during the past decade. The rapid development of the field
is encouraging, but it is confined to organizations that cover specific sections of
the country or restrict themselves to certain segments of the health care market-
place. Their work, as well as the findings of individual studies such as those listed
in Tables A-1 to A-3, provides some evidence of the situation throughout the
country.

But changes in the U.S. health care delivery system are occurring more
rapidly than evaluations of them can be performed. Much of the information
concerning the relation between the organization of the health care system and
quality of care is already outdated. At present, the United States has only a
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patchwork of systems that measure quality, with little uniformity, breadth, or
ability to produce rapid results. Furthermore, these systems do not yet assess
most providers of health care in the United States. There is no system that pro-
vides a comprehensive assessment of quality of care for the nation—including
how quality varies by population subgroups (e.g., gender, age, race/ethnicity,
income, region of country, size of community) and how quality is changing over
time. Efforts such as HEDIS could eventually lead to development of a compre-
hensive, national quality assessment system, but such a system may not develop
rapidly unless there is an organized effort to ensure that it does.

The United States cannot afford to let this situation continue. A systematic
strategy for routine monitoring and reporting on quality, as well as the informa-
tion systems needed to support such activities, will be essential if we are to
preserve the best of the American health care system while striving to improve
the efficiency with which high-quality services are provided.

This strategy could be organized by the federal government, the private
sector, or a public—private partnership. It could involve coordination among all
three. But in any case, the strategy will need to cover the aspects of quality that
patients, purchasers, and providers care about; it will need to collect data in a way
that is manageable, reasonable, and affordable; and it will need to produce infor-
mation in a format that is useful for making a variety of decisions.

The United States is capable of implementing a quality measurement system
that can provide the multiple participants in the health care system with the
information they need to ensure delivery of high-quality care. In light of the
changes that the health care system has been experiencing, a strategy to measure
and consequently to improve quality is needed now.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

Partial funding was provided by the National Coalition on Health Care and
the Institute of Medicine. We are indebted to Allison L. Diamant, M.D., M.S.P.H.,
Mark Chassin, M.D., M.P.P., M.P.H., Janet Corrigan, Ph.D., Molla Donaldson,
D.Ph., Rachel Spilka, Ph.D., and Joseph H. Triebwasser, M.D., for comments on
drafts of this paper. We are also indebted to James Tebow, Ph.D., Lauren N.
Nguyen, M.P.H., Yuko Sano, A.B., Sinaroth Sor, M.D., and Myra Wong, A.B.,
for document and research assistance.

REFERENCES

Advisory Commission on Consumer Protection and Quality in the Health Care Industry. 1998. Qual-
ity First: Better Health Care for All Americans. Final Report to the President of the United
States. Washington, D.C.

Agency for Health Care Policy and Research. 1994. Acute Low Back Problems in Adults. Clinical
Practice Guideline #14.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

APPENDIX A 243

Agency for Health Care Policy and Research. 1996. Helping Smokers Quit, Guide for Primary Care
Clinicians, Number 18, AHCPR Publication Number 96-0693.

American Academy of Pediatrics. 1988. Guidelines for Health Supervision II. Elk Grove Village, I11.

. 1994. 1994 Red Book. Report of the Committee on Infectious Diseases. Elk Grove Village,
1.

American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists Committee on Obstetric Practice. 1996. Pre-
vention of Early-Onset Group B Streptococcal Disease in Newborns. Washington, D.C.: Ameri-
can College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists.

American College of Obstetricians and Gynecologists. Technical Bulletin Number 170-July 1992.
1993. International Journal of Gynecology and Obstetrics 42:55-9.

Bates, D.W., D.J. Cullen, N. Laird, et al. 1995. Incidence of Adverse Drug Events and Potential
Adverse Drug Events. Journal of the American Medical Association 274:29-34.

Berger, A.K., D.W. Edris, J.A. Breall, et al. 1998. Resource Use and Quality of Care for Medicare
Patients with Acute Myocardial Infarction in Maryland and the District of Columbia: Analysis
of Data from the Cooperative Cardiovascular Project. American Heart Journal 135: 349-56.

Bernstein, S.J., L.H. Hilborne, L.L. Leape, et al. 1993a. The Appropriateness of Use of Coronary
Angiography in New York State. Journal of the American Medical Association 269:766-9.

Bernstein, S.J., E.A. McGlynn, A.L. Siu, et al. 1993b. The Appropriateness of Hysterectomy: A
Comparison of Care in Seven Health Plans. Journal of the American Medical Association
269:2398-402.

Brechner, R.J., C.C. Cowie, L.J. Howie, W.H. Herman, J.C. Will, and M.I. Harris. 1993. Ophthalmic
Examination among Adults with Diagnosed Diabetes Mellitus. Journal of the American Medi-
cal Association 270:1714-8.

Brennan, T.A., L.L. Leape, N.M. Laird, et al. 1991. Incidence of Adverse Events and Negligence in
Hospitalized Patients. New England Journal of Medicine 324:370-6.

Bronstein, J.M., V.A. Johnson, C.A. Fargason, Jr. 1997. Impact of Care Setting on Cost and Quality
under Medicaid. Journal of Health Care for the Poor and Underserved 8: 202—16.

Brook, R.H., M.R. Chassin, and A. Fink. 1986. A Method for Detailed Assessment of the Appropri-
ateness of Medical Technologies. International Journal Technology Assessment in Health Care
2:53-63.

Brook, R.H. 1994 The RAND/UCLA Appropriateness Method. In: McCormick KA, Moore SR,
Siegel RA, eds. Clinical Practice Guideline Development: Methodology Perspectives, AHCPR
Pub. No. 95-0009, Rockville, MD: U.S. Public Health Service 59-70.

Carey, T.S., K. Weis, and C. Homer. 1991. Prepaid versus Traditional Medicaid Plans: Lack of
Effect on Pregnancy Outcomes and Prenatal Care. Health Services Research 26(2):165-81.

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 1993a. Mammography and Clinical Breast Examina-
tions among Women Aged 50 Years and Older-Behavioral Risk Factor Surveillance System,
1992. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report 42:737-41.

. 1993b. Physician and Other Health-Care Professional Counseling of Smokers to Quit—

United States, 1991. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report 42:854-7.

. 1993c. State-Specific Changes in Cholesterol Screening-Behavioural Risk Factor Surveil-

lance System, 1988-91. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Reports 42:663-7.

. 1994a. Addressing Emerging Infectious Disease Threats: A Prevention Strategy for the

United States. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report 43(RR-5):1-18.

. 1994b. Adults Taking Action to Control Their Blood Pressure-United States, 1990. Morbid-

ity and Mortality Weekly Report 43:509-17.

. 1995a. Recommended Childhood Immunization Schedule-United States, 1995. Morbidity

and Mortality Weekly Report 44(RR-5):1-9.

. 1995b. Influenza and Pneumococcal Vaccination Coverage Levels among Persons Aged >

65 Years—United States, 1973-1993. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report 44:506—15.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

244 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

. 1996. Trends in Cancer Screening—United States, 1987 and 1992. Morbidity and Mortality

Weekly Report 45:57-61.

. 1997. National, State, and Urban Area Vaccination Coverage Levels among Children Aged
19-35 Months—United States, January—December 1995. Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Re-
port 46:176-82.

Chassin, M.R., J. Kosecoff, R.E. Park, et al. 1987. Does Inappropriate Use Explain Geographic
Variations in the Use of Health Care Services? A Study of Three Procedures. Journal of the
American Medical Association 258:2533-7.

Cullen, D.J., B.J. Sweitzer, D.W. Bates, E. Burdick, A. Edmondson, L.L. Leape. 1997. Preventable
Adverse Drug Events in Hospitalized Patients: A Comparative Study of Intensive Care and
General Care Units. Critical Care Medicine. 25:1289-97.

Davis, K.C., M.E. Cogswell, S. Lee, R. Rothenberg, J.P. Koplan. 1998. Lipid Screening in a Man-
aged Care Population. Public Health Services 113:346-50.

Depression Guideline Panel. 1993. Depression in Primary Care. Volume 2: Treatment of Major
Depression. Clinical Practice Guideline Number 5. Pub. no. (PHS) 93-0551. Rockville, Md.:
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Donabedian, A. 1980. Explorations in Quality Assessment and Monitoring, Volume 1: The Defini-
tion of Quality and Approaches to Its Assessment. Ann Arbor, Mich.: Health Administration
Press.

Dowell, S.F., and B. Schwartz. 1997. Resistant Pneumococci: Protecting Patients through Judicious
Use of Antibiotics. American Family Physician 55:1647-54.

Draper, D., K.L. Kahn, E.J. Reinisch, et al. 1990. Studying the Effects of the DRG-Based Prospec-
tive Payment System on Quality of Care. Design, Sampling, and Fieldwork. Journal of the
American Medical Association 264:1956—61.

Dubois, R.W., and R.H. Brook. 1988. Preventable Deaths: Who, How Often, and Why? Annals of
Internal Medicine 109:582-9.

Ellerbeck, E.F., S.F. Jencks, M.J. Radford, et al. 1995. Quality of Care for Medicare Patients with
Acute Myocardial Infarction: A Four-State Pilot Study from the Cooperative Cardiovascular
Project. Journal of the American Medical Association 273:1509-14.

Franks, P., C.M. Clancy, M.R. Gold. 1993a. Health Insurance and Mortality: Evidence from a Na-
tional Cohort. Journal of the American Medical Association 270:737-41.

Franks, P., C.M. Clancy, M.R. Gold, P.A. Nutting. 1993b. Health Insurance and Subjective Health
Status: Data from the 1987 National Medical Expenditure Survey. American Journal of Public
Health 83:1295-9.

Froehlich, F., I. Pache, B. Bumand, et al. 1997. Underutilization of Upper Gastrointestinal Endos-
copy. Gastroenterology 112:690-7.

Gonzales, R., J.F. Steiner, and M.A. Sande. 1997. Antibiotic Prescribing for Adults With Colds,
Upper Respiratory Tract Infections, and Bronchitis by Ambulatory Care Physicians. Journal of
the American Medical Association 278:901-4.

Gray, D., J.R. Hampton, S.J. Bernstein, J. Kosecoff, and R.H. Brook. 1990. Audit of Coronary
Angiography and Bypass Surgery. Lancet 335:1317-20.

Greenfield, S., D.M. Blanco, R.M. Elashoff, and P.A. Ganz. 1987. Patterns of Care Related to Age of
Breast Cancer Patients. Journal of the American Medical Association 257:2766-70.

Greenspan, A.M., HR. Kay, B.C. Berger, R M. Greenberg, A.J. Greenspon, and M.S. Gaughan.
1988. Incidence of Unwarranted Implantation of Permanent Cardiac Pacemakers in a Large
Medical Population. New England Journal of Medicine 318:158-63.

Guadagnoli, E., C.L. Shapiro, J.C. Weeks, et al. 1998. The Quality of Care for Treatment of Early
Stage Breast Carcinoma: Is It Consistent with National Guidelines? Cancer 83:302-9.

Hand, R., S. Sener, J. Imperato, et al. 1991. Hospital Variables Associated With Quality of Care for
Breast Cancer Patients. Journal of the American Medical Association 266:3429-32.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

APPENDIX A 245

Hannan, E.L. H. Kilburn, M. Racz, E. Shields, and M.R. Chassin. 1994. Improving the Outcomes of
Coronary Artery Bypass Surgery in New York State. Journal of the American Medical Asso-
ciation 271:761-6.

Hannan, E.L., J.F. O’Donnell, H. Kilburn, Jr., H.R. Bernard, A. Yazici. 1989. Investigation of the
Relationship between Volume and Mortality for Surgical Procedures Performed in New York
State Hospitals. Journal of the American Medical Association 262:503—-10.

Hannan, E.L., A.L. Siu, D. Kumar, H. Kilburn, Jr., M.R. Chassin. 1995. The Decline in Coronary
Artery Bypass Graft Surgery Mortality in New York State: The Role of Surgeon Volume.
Journal of the American Medical Association 273:209—13.

Hilborne, L.H., L.L. Leape, S.J. Bernstein, et al. 1993. The Appropriateness of Use of Percutaneous
Transluminal Coronary Angioplasty in New York State. Journal of the American Medical
Association. 269:761-5.

Hillner, B.E., M.K. McDonald, L. Penberthy, et al. 1997. Measuring Standards of Care for Early
Breast Cancer in an Insured Population. Journal of Clinical Oncology 15:1401-8.

Homer, C.J., P. Szilagyi, L. Rodewald, et al. 1996. Does Quality of Care Affect Rates of Hospitaliza-
tion for Childhood Asthma? Pediatrics 98:18-23.

Joint National Committee on Detection, Evaluation, and Treatment of High Blood Pressure. 1993.
The Fifth Report of the Joint National Committee on Detection, Evaluation, and Treatment of
High Blood Pressure (JNC V). Archives of Internal Medicine 153:154-83.

Kahan, J.P., S.J. Bernstein, L.L. Leape, et al. 1994. Measuring the Necessity of Medical Procedures.
Medical Care 32:357-65.

Kahn, K.L., W.H. Rogers, L.V. Rubenstein, et al. 1990. Measuring Quality of Care with Explicit
Process Criteria before and after Implementation of the DRG-Based Prospective Payment Sys-
tem. Journal of the American Medical Association 264:1969-73.

Kelly, J.V., F.J. Hellinger. 1986. Physician and Hospital Factors Associated with Mortality of Surgi-
cal Patients. Medical Care 24:785-800.

Kitahata, M.M., T.D. Koepsell, R.A. Deyo, C.L. Maxwell, W.T. Dodge, and E.H. Wagner. 1996.
Physicians’ Experience with the Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome as a Factor in Pa-
tients” Survival. New England Journal of Medicine 334:701-6.

Kleinman, L.C., J. Kosecoff, R.-W. Dubois, and R.H. Brook. 1994. The Medical Appropriateness of
Tympanostomy Tubes Proposed for Children Younger than 16 Years in the United States.
Journal of the American Medical Association 271:1250-5.

Klinkman, M.S., D.W. Gorenflo, and T.S. Ritsema. 1997. The Effects of Insurance Coverage on the
Quality of Prenatal Care. Archives of Family Medicine 6:557-66.

Kogan, M.D., G.R. Alexander, M. Kotelchuck, D.A. Nagey, and B.W. Jack. 1994. Comparing Moth-
ers’ Reports on the Content of Prenatal Care Received with Recommended National Guidelines
for Care. Public Health Reports 109:637—-46.

Kottke, T.E., L.I. Solberg, M.L. Brekke, et al. 1997. Delivery Rates for Preventive Services in 44
Midwestern Clinics. Mayo Clinic Proceedings 72: 515-23.

Krumholz, H.M., M.J. Radford, E.F. Ellerbeck, et al. 1995. Aspirin in the Treatment of Acute
Myocardial Infarction in Elderly Medicare Beneficiaries: Patterns of Use and Outcomes. Cir-
culation 92:2841-7.

. 1996. Aspirin for Secondary Prevention after Acute Myocardial Infarction in the Elderly:
Prescribed Use and Outcomes. Annals of Internal Medicine 124:292-8.

Krumholz, H.M., D.M. Philbin, Y. Wang, et al. 1998. Trends in the Quality of Care with Medicare
Beneficiaries Admitted to the Hospital with Unstable Angina. Journal of the American College
of Cardiology 31: 957-63.

Landon, B.E., I.B. Wilson, and P.D. Cleary. 1998. A Conceptual Model of the Effects of Health Care
Organizations on the Quality of Medical Care. Journal of the American Medical Association
279:1377-82.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

246 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

Laouri, M., R.L. Kravitz, S.J. Bernstein, et al. 1997. Underuse of Coronary Angiography: Applica-
tion of a Clinical Method. International Journal for Quality in Health Care 9:5-22.

Lazovich D., E. White, D.B. Thomas, R.E. Moe. 1991. Underutilization of Breast-Conserving Sur-
gery and Radiation Therapy Among Women With Stage I or II Breast Cancer. Journal of the
American Medical Association 266:3433-8.

Leape, L.L., T.A. Brennan, N. Laird, et al., 1991. The Nature of Adverse Events in Hospitalized
Patients: Results of the Harvard Medical Practice Study II. New England Journal of Medicine
324:377-84.

Leape, L.L., L.H. Hilbome, R.E. Park, et al. 1993. The Appropriateness of Use of Coronary Artery
Bypass Graft Surgery in New York State. Journal of the American Medical Association
269:753-60.

Leape, L.L., L.L. Hilbome, J.S. Schwartz, et al. 1996. The Appropriateness of Coronary Artery
Bypass Graft Surgery in Academic Medical Centers. Annals of Internal Medicine 125:8—18.

Legorreta. A.P., J. Christian-Herman, R.D. O’Connor, et al. 1998. Compliance with National Asthma
Management Guidelines and Specialty Care: A Health Maintenance Organization Experience.
Archives of Internal Medicine 158: 457-64.

Lieu, T.A., J.C. Mohle-Boetani, G.T. Ray, L.M. Ackerson, D.L.. Walton. 1998. Neonatal Group B
Streptococcal Infection in a Managed Care Population. Obstetrics and Gynecology 92: 21-17.

Liu, Z., K.L. Shilkret, L. Finelli. 1998. Initial Drug Regimens for the Treatment of Tuberculosis:
Evaluation of Physician Prescribing Practices in New Jersey. Chest 113:1446-51.

Lohr, K.N. Ed. 1990. Medicare: A Strategy for Quality Assurance. Washington D.C.: National
Academy Press.

Luft, H.S., J.P. Bunker, A.C. Enthoven. 1979. Should Operations Be Regionalized? The Empirical
Relation between Surgical Volume and Mortality. New England Journal of Medicine 301:1364—
9.

Lurie, N., N.B. Ward, M.F. Shapiro, R.H. Brook. 1984. Termination of Medical Benefits: Does it
Affect Health? New England Journal of Medicine 311:480—4.

Lurie, N., N.B. Ward, M.F. Shapiro, et al. 1986. Termination of Medical Benefits: A Follow-Up
Study One Year Later. New England Journal of Medicine 314:1266-8.

Mainous, A.G., W.J.-Hueston, and J.R. Clark. 1996. Antibiotics and Upper Respiratory Infection:
Do Some Folks Think There Is a Cure for the Common Cold? Journal of Family Practice
42:357-61.

McBride, P.M., H.G. Schrott, M.B. Plane, G. Underbakke, R.L. Brown. 1998. Primary Care Practice
Adherence to National Cholesterol Education Program Guidelines for Patients with Coronary
Heart Disease. Archives of Internal Medicine 158:1238-44.

McCaig, L.F., and J.M. Hughes. 1995. Trends in Antimicrobial Drug Prescribing among Office-
Based Physicians in the United States. Journal of the American Medical Association 273:214—
9.

McGlynn, E.A., C.D. Naylor, G.M. Anderson, et al. 1994. Comparison of the Appropriateness of
Coronary Angiography and Coronary Artery Bypass Surgery between Canada and New York
State. Journal of the American Medical Association 272:934-40.

Meehan, T.P., J. Hennen, M.J. Radford, M.K. Petrillo, P. Elstein, and D.J. Ballard. 1995. Process and
Outcome of Care for Acute Myocardial Infarction among Medicare Beneficiaries in Connecti-
cut: A Quality Improvement Demonstration Project. Annals of Internal Medicine 122:928-36.

Meehan, T.P., M.J. Fine, H.M. Krumholz, et al. 1997. Quality of Care, Process and Outcomes in
Elderly Patients with Pneumonia. Journal of the American Medical Association 278:2080—4

Meijler, A.P., H. Rigter, S.J. Bernstein, et al. 1997. The Appropriateness of Intention to Treat Deci-
sions for Invasive Therapy in Coronary Artery Disease in the Netherlands. Heart 77:219-24.

Miller, R.H., and H.S. Luft. 1993. Managed Care: Past Evidence and Potential Trends. Frontiers of
Health Services Management 9:3-37.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

APPENDIX A 247

. 1994. Managed Care Plan Performance since 1980: A Literature Analysis. Journal of the
American Medical Association 271:1512-9.

Murata, P.J., E.A. McGlynn, A.L. Siu, et al. 1994. Quality Measures for Prenatal Care: A Compari-
son of Care in Six Health Care Plans. Archives of Family Medicine 3:41-9.

NIH Consensus Conference Treatment of Early-Stage Breast Cancer. 1991. Journal of the American
Medical Association 265:391-5.

National Library of Medicine. 1997a. Medical subject headings, Annotated Alphabetic List, 1998.
Bethesda, Md.: U.S. Dept. of Health and Human Services, Public Health Service, National
Institutes of Health, National Library of Medicine; Washington, D.C.

. 1997b. Medical Subject Headings, Tree Structures, 1998. Bethesda, Md.: U.S. Dept. of
Health and Human Services, Public Health Service, National Institutes of Health, National
Library of Medicine; Washington, D.C.

Nyquist, A., R. Gonzales, J.F. Steiner, and M.A. Sande. 1998. Antibiotic Prescribing for Children
With Colds, Upper Respiratory Tract Infections, and Bronchitis. Journal of the American Medi-
cal Association 279:875-7.

O’Connor, G.T., S.K. Plume, E.M. Olmstead, et al. 1996. A Regional Intervention to Improve the
Hospital Mortality Associated With Coronary Artery Bypass Graft Surgery. Journal of the
American Medical Association 275:841-6.

Payne, S.M., C. Donahue, P. Rappo, et al. 1995. Variations in Pediatric Pneumonia and Bronchitis/
Asthma Admission Rates. Is Appropriateness a Factor? Archives of Pediatrics and Adolescent
Medicine 149:162-9.

Peterson, E.D., E.R. DeLong, J.G. Jollis, L.H. Muhlbaier, and D.B. Mark. 1998. The Effects of New
York’s Bypass Surgery Provider Profiling on Access to Care and Patient Outcomes in the
Elderly. Journal of the American College of Cardiology 32:993-9.

Phibbs, C.S., J.M. Bronstein, E. Buxton, and R.H. Phibbs. 1996. The Effects of Patient Volume and
Level of Care at the Hospital of Birth on Neonatal Mortality. Journal of the American Medical
Association 276:1054-9.

Pilpel, D., G.M. Fraser, J. Kosecoff, S. Weitzman, and R.H. Brook. 1992. Regional Differences in
Appropriateness of Cholecystectomy in a Prepaid Health Insurance System. Public Health
Review 20:61-74.

Retchin, S.M., and J. Preston. 1991. Effects of Cost Containment on the Care of Elderly Diabetics.
Archives of Internal Medicine 151:2244-8.

Regier, D.A., W.E. Narrow, D.S. Rae, R.-W. Maderscheid, B.Z. Locke, and F.K. Goodwin. 1993. The
de facto US Mental and Addictive Disorders Service System. Archives of General Psychiatry
50:85-94.

Riley, G., J. Lubitz. 1985. Outcomes of Surgery among the Medicare Aged: Surgical Volume and
Mortality. Health Care Financing Review 7:37-47.

Schucker, B., J.T. Wittes, N.C. Santanello, et al. 1991. Change in Cholesterol Awareness and Action.
Archives of Internal Medicine 151:666-73.

Schuster, M.A., E.A. McGlynn, R.H. Brook. 1998. How Good Is the Quality of Health Care in the
United States? Milbank Quarterly 76:517-63.

Shekelle, P.G., I. Coulter, E.L. Hurwitz, et al. 1998. Congruence Between Decisions to Initiate
Chiropractic Spinal Manipulation for Low Back Pain and Appropriateness Criteria in North
America. Annals of Internal Medicine 129:9-17.

Simon, G.E., and M. VonKorff. 1995. Recognition, Management, and Outcomes of Depression in
Primary Care. Archives of Family Medicine 4:99-105.

Simpson, R.J. Jr., RR. Weiser. S. Naylor, C.A. Sueta, A.K. Metts. 1997. Improving Care for Un-
stable Angina Patients in a Multiple Hospital Project Sponsored by a Federally Designated
Quality Improvement Organization. American Journal of Cardiology. 80(8B):80H-4H.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

248 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

Sorlie, P.D., N.J. Johnson, E. Backlund, D.D. Bradham. 1994. Mortality in the Uninsured Compared
with that in Persons with Public and Private Insurance. Archives of Internal Medicine 154:2409—
16.

Soumerai, S.B., T.D. McLaughlin, E. Hertzmark, G. Thibault, and L. Goldman. 1997. Adverse
Outcomes of Underuse of Beta-Blockers in Elderly Survivors of Acute Myocardial Infarction.
Journal of the American Medical Association 277:115-21.

Soumerai, S.B., T.J. McLauglin, J.H. Gurwitz, et al. 1998. Effect of Local Medical Opinion Leaders
on Quality of Care for Acute Myocardial Infarction: A Randomized Controlled Trial. Journal
of the American Medical Association 279:1358-63.

Starfield, B., N.R. Powe, J.R. Weiner, et al. 1994. Costs vs Quality in Different Types of Primary
Care Settings. Journal of the American Medical Association 272:1903-8.

Stone, V., G. Seage, T. Hertz, and A. Epstein. 1992. The Relation between Hospital Experience and
Mortality for Patients with AIDS. Journal of the American Medical Association 268:2655-61.

Stoner, T.J., B. Dowd, W. P.Carr, G. Maldonado, T.R. Church, J. Mandel. 1998. Do Vouchers
Improve Breast Cancer Screening Rates? Results from a Randomized Trial. Health Services
Research. 33:11-28.

Summary of the Second Report of the National Cholesterol Education Program Expert Panel on
Detection, Evaluation, and Treatment of High Blood Cholesterol in Adults (Adult Treatment
Panel II). 1993. Journal of the American Medical Association 626: 3015-23.

Tamblyn, R., L. Berkson, W.D. Dauphinee, et al. 1997. Unnecessary Prescribing of NSAIDs and the
Management of NSAID-Related Gastropathy in Medical Practice. Annals of Internal Medicine
127:429-38.

Thamer, M., N.F. Ray, S.C. Henderson, et al. 1998. Influence of the NIH Consensus Conference on
Helicobacter Pylori on Physician Prescribing Among a Medicaid Population. Medical Care
36:646-60.

Thompson, J.W., J. Bost, F. Ahmed, C.E. Ingalls and C. Sennett. 1998. The NCQA’s Quality Com-
pass: Evaluating Managed Care in the United States. Health Affairs 17:152-8.

Thorndike, AX, N.A. Rigotti, R.S. Stafford, and D.E. Singer. 1998. National Patterns in the Treat-
ment of Smokers by Physicians. Journal of the American Medical Association 279:604-8.

Tobacman, J.K., P. Lee, B. Zimmerman, H. Kolder, L. Hilborne, and R.H. Brook. 1996. Assessment
of Appropriateness of Cataract Surgery at Ten Academic Medical Centers in 1990. Ophthal-
mology 103:207-15.

Udvarhelyi, L.S., K. Jennison, R.S. Phillips, and A.M. Epstein. 1991. Comparison of the Quality of
Ambulatory Care for Fee-for-Service and Prepaid Patients. Annals of Internal Medicine
115:394-400.

U.S. Preventive Services Task Force. 1989. Guide to Clinical Preventive Services. Baltimore: Will-
iam & Wilkins.

. 1996. Guide to Clinical Preventive Services. Baltimore: William & Wilkins.

Weiner, J.P., S.T. Parente, D.W. Garnick, J. Fowles, A.G. Lawthers, and H. Palmer. 1995. Variation
in Office-Based Quality: A Claims-Based Profile of Care Provided to Medicare Patients with
Diabetes. Journal of the American Medical Association 273:1503-8.

Wells, K.B., R.D. Hays, M.A. Burnam, et al. 1989. Detection of Depressive Disorder for Patients
Receiving Prepaid or Fee-for-Service Care: Results from the Medical Outcomes Study. Journal
of the American Medical Association 262:3298-302.

Wells, K., W. Katon, B. Rogers, and P. Camp. 1994a. Use of Minor Tranquilizers and Antidepres-
sant Medications by Depressed Outpatients: Results from the Medical Outcomes Study. Ameri-
can Journal of Psychiatry 151:694-700.

Wells, K.B., G. Norquist, B. Benjamin, W. Rogers, K. Kahn, and R. Brook. 1994b. Quality of
Antidepressant Medications Prescribed at Discharge to Depressed Elderly Patients in General
Medical Hospitals before and after Prospective Payment System. General Hospital Psychiatry
16:4-15.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

APPENDIX A 249

Wells, K.B., W.H. Rogers, L.M. Davis, et al. 1993. Quality of Care for Hospitalized Depressed
Elderly Patients before and after Implementation of the Medicare Prospective Payment System.
American Journal of Psychiatry 150:1799-805.

Winslow, C.M., J.B. Kosecoff, M. Chassin, D.E. Kanouse, and R.H. Brook. 1988. The Appropriate-
ness of Performing Coronary Artery Bypass Surgery. Journal of the American Medical Asso-
ciation 260:505-9.

Wong, J.H., J.M. Findlay, and M.E. Suarez-Almazor. 1997. Regional Performance of Carotid Endar-
terectomy: Appropriateness, Outcomes, and Risk Factors for Complications. Stroke 28:891-8.

Young, A.S., G. Sullivan, M.A. Bumam, R.H. Brook. 1998. Measuring the Quality of Outpatient
Treatment for Schizophrenia. Archives of General Psychiatry 55:611-7.

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

250

L661 "8 19

oMoy

qs661 DAD

L661 “DAD

1eak 1onid oy
Ul QUIOJBA BZUIN[JUI UR PRy
s1edk 69 2 ordoad jo 97

"QUIOOBA BZUAN[JUT
[ENUUE PIATIIAI 976

("99/ st 98ejuddrad

JY) ‘papnfour jou aIe qrp
JO SISOp 3IY} J]) SQUIIOBA
OU} [[e PIATIRIAL %[

0] ‘1 IsnSny woij

SOIUI[O {4 JO QUO PIIISIA
oym syuaened jo dn-mofjoy
uoyd yIim SAQAINS PIfIRIA

€661 ‘(SIHN) £oaing
MITAINU] [P[BIH [eUONBN

"$661 “(SIN) AoAng
UOT)BZIUNWW] [BUOTIEN

oYy Surmp oruI © pIjISIA
pBY OyMm P[O SIBIA (7 <
sjuaned po1o9[as Ajwopuelr
166°L 3o ordwes v woIy

‘uonieindod
PAZI[EUONN)T)SUTUOU ‘UBI[TATD
'S oyl Jo aanejuasardar
ordoad jo ordwres

® WOIJ P[o SIBIA G9 Z
synpe 000‘g Arerewrxorddy

s

sa1eIS paiu) Yl jo ordwres
aanejuasaidar A[jeuoneu e

Woly Sployasnoy L6 1¢ ut
PIO syqauow ¢—=6[ U2Ip[IYD

"9A0Qe Sk JweS

(9661°41LSdSN) pareIaal

UQ3q Q0UIS SBY UONEPUIWWODAT SIY],
(6861 ‘[ALSdSN] 9910 YsB, $901AI0S
QATIUSAJI S'(]) PIPUSUILIOIAI ST P[O SIBIA
69 z ordoad [[e JO UOTIRUIOOEA [ENUUY

U120V A DZUINfU]

(86661 ‘[DAD] uonuasalg

pu® [0NU0D) ISBASI 10J SIANUD) H66]
‘[dVV] SommeIpad jo AWopedy uedLIOWY)
(*Apms rernonaed sIy) ur papn[ouUI JOU AIM
INQ POPUAWWODAI OS[B AIB [AGH] SourooeA
snIA g snnedoy 991y) ‘UONB[NULIO} UO
Surpuadop ‘papuowItionar aIe qIH JO SISOp
Inojy 01 9a1y]) plo syruow g1 £q (qIH)

q 2d£y oezuonyjur snjiydowdry 921Y) pue
‘e[[eqny ‘sduinjy ‘so[SBIN QUO SISSNIIdJ
‘snuela, ‘erroyiydr( 1noj forjod 91y,

$2UIDIDA pOOYPIIYD)
suorjezIunuwy

HAVD HALLNHAT A

q

QOURIJY

e jo Aend)

22In0§ ele(q

uondrosaoq ojdwes

HIOTAIRS A1) YIBOH

{POATROOY 9ABH PINOYS

K9y, 218D oY} 9A1009Y Sjuaned PI(J :OSNISPUN—SILIS PAYIuN) Ay} Ul a1e)) Yedy Jo Aufen) jo sojdwexyg -V 419V.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

251

$anuUoI

BE661 “DAD

L661 “T2 19
oMoy

qs661 DAD

9Y) Ul SUONRUIWIEXD [}Oq
pey 90t ‘1eak oud oy)
ur AydeiSowwew pey 9,9y
c1eak Jouxd o) ur wex9

15821 [ROTUI[D PRy %8G

"QUIddRA [ed2020wndud

® PBY 19Ad pPBY P[O
s1edk 69 2 ordoad jo 9,9¢

*QUIOdRA [BI20d0wndud
POATRDAI 9,87

7661 ‘WAISAS doUR[[IOAINS
10108, STy [elotAvyag

‘saruedwod a1ed paseurwr
0M] JO QUO 1M SIOBIIUOD
yim eore ueyrjodonowr
[ned 1S-sijodeouurjy

oy Ul ‘661 ‘6 1quardog
0] ‘1 IsnSny woij

SOIUI[O {4 JO QUO PAIISIA
oym syuaened jo dn-mofjoy
uoyd yIim SAQAINS PIJIRIA

€661 ‘STHN

‘soruedwod a1ed pageuewr
0M] JO QUO IIM S}OBIIUOD
s eare uejrjodonaur
[ned "1S-srjodeouurpy

oy Ul ‘661 ‘6 1quardag

‘SUIIOA AN pUB SeSueyIy
Surpnox?) uonerndod

‘SN Yl Jo aanejudsardar
ordoad jo ordwes e wolj pjo
sIeak ()G < UoWoM (9T

‘sKaAains pajerdwod

(%68) 0£8°9 ‘porrad Apms
oYy Surmp oruI © pIjISIA
pey oym plo sieak g <
sjuoned po1oo[as Ajwopuelr
166°L 3o ordwes v woIy

‘uonie[ndod
PAZI[EUONN)T)SUTUOU ‘UBI[TATD
'S oyl Jo aanejuasardar
ordoad jo ordwres

® WOIJ P[O SIBIA G9 Z
synpe 000‘g Arerewrxorddy

‘sKoAIns pajo[dwod
(%58) 0£8°9 ‘porrad Apms

(6861 ‘ALSdSN) PIO s1edk G/—G uowom
10J sIedk 7— A19A9 AydeiSowwew pue p[o

s1eok () < uowoMm I0J (FgD) Wexd Isealq
[BOTUI[O [eNUUR UB PIPUAWWOII J1.SISN
Y} ‘6861 U] "AIBA SUONEPUAWWOIY

SUru22.40§ 420Uy 1SV2UG
SUIUIAIIG JdUB)

"9A0QeR Sk JweS

(9661 ‘ALSdSN) PIO s1eak

G9 Z s[enprarpur judjedwodounwwit [[e 10§
UOT)BUIOIBA QWII-oU0 AJ10ads 03 parjipowr
Sem UOTIEPUWIWOIAI Y} ‘9661 UT (6861

‘ILSdSN) PAPUSWWOIAI ST P[O SIBAK
69 < ordoad (e 10J uonRUIOOBA QWIN-AUQ

QUIIIDA [DII020UNIUJ

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

252

s1eak ¢ Joud oy

‘uonre[ndod
POZI[RUONNIIISUTUOU ‘UBIIAID
'S'N Yl Jo aanejuasaidox
ordoad 714871 Jo ordues

® WOJJ SNIdIN J0BJUL UR

SUONEPUWWO3I 959U [, "(6861 ‘ALSISN)
K103S1Y [eNXAS JO SSO[pPILTAI ‘PO sIeAA Q[
PAYOLAI JABY OYM UIWOM [[B JOJ SILQWS
dedq Sunie)s puswwosalr suoneziuesio
QWS "I9)JeaIay) sIeak ¢—] A1oAd pue
9SINOJIUI [BNXAS JO UOTJRIIUT I3} IBIWS
(deq) noejooruedeq v aaey pinoys (XI1AI10

9661 ‘DAD ur reows ded e pey 9/9 ‘2661 ‘SIHN UMM PO SIBOA §] T USWOA © SUIARY) SNIAIN JORIUI UB )M UQUWIOAN
SUI122.408 420UDY) [DI1A1))
2661 ‘senunod
BJOSQUUIJA] UIOYINOS
‘sypuow Q1 Jorxd ayy  x1s woly perdwres Ajwopuel
8661 Ul WERISOWWERW B PIAIIIAL Sp[oyosnoy uLiej ur
“Te 10 IoU0)S JOU PRy UOWOM JO 98¢ UIWOM JO AQAINS MOTAIOIU] ‘PO SIBAK ()G < UQWOM [TT "9AOQE S JWeS
‘soruedwod o1ed pageurwr
0M] JO UO [IIM $}OBIIUOD
‘SIBaA om) s eare uejrjodonouw
Jo11d 9y ur WesSowwew [ned 1S-stjodeauurjy ‘skoains pajordwod
® pey 1opjo 10 sieak 0 oy UI ‘pe61 ‘6 requaideg  (968) 0£8°9 ‘porred Apms
UQWOM JO 95,89 (SIBIK OM) 0] ‘1 IsnSny woiy 9y} Sunnp O1UI[d B PA}ISIA
Jorxd 9y uT UOTIRUTWIEXD SOTUI[D 4 JO QUO PIIISTA PRy oym PJo SIBdL ()7 2
L66T “Te 19 JsB2Iq © PRy P[O oym sjuenjed jo dn-mofjoy  sjuenjed pejod[os A[wopuel
ANOY  sIeak ()¢ T uowom Jo 97, Quoyd yim sKoAIns pa[IR 166°L Jo 9rdwes v wor] "9A0QE SB Jwes
(9661 ‘ALSdSN) PIo s1eak
69—(0G USWOM JOJ WEXD JSeaIq [BoTul[d
‘(e1quIn[o)) jo [enUUE INOYIIM IO YIM SIedK 7—] AToAd
1894 Jotxd JOLSI 2y} urpnjoul pue AydeiSowrwew popuawWwIoddr I ‘9661 Ul
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) Q01n0§ BIeq uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

253

$anuUoI

sIeaAk ¢ A19AQ
Kdoosoprow31s 9[qIXa[J
10 sIedk 7 A10A9 1,904
PBY UdWOM JO %66—% 1S

1661 “Ie 12
1Koy reApN

‘s1eok ¢ 1otd

ayy ur Adoossoprowisoyoord
PRy USWOM JO 9/ pu®

udw Jo %11 *L90d pey
I9AQ PRI UQUWIOM JO 9¢h
puUE UdW JO 9%}t ‘Ieak roud
Ay ul 1404 pey uswom

9661 DAD JO %G1 pue uaw JO %]

‘s1eak
om) Jorad ay) ur Jeaws
deq e pey uowom Jo 94§

L661 819
oMoy

"L861 ‘1€ 1990100

01 ‘6861 ‘1 19qUIAON
‘spasnyoesseIq ur saonoeld
dnoi3 inoj wouiy sjuaned
10J SPI0J3I [BIIPIAA

7661 ‘STHN

‘soruedwod 21ed paseuewt
0M] JO UO [IIM S)OBRIIUOD
ym eore ueyrjodonow
[ned 1S-stjodeouurpy

Y Ul ‘P61 ‘6 1oquardog
0] ‘1 IsnSny woij

SOTUI[D 4 JO QUO PIISTA
oym syuaened jo dn-mogjoy
ouoyd yarm sKoAINS PI[IRIA

oIBd
aanuaAald 10y 9[qISI[o Q1oMm
oym pue ‘saonoerd dnoid
Ay} Jo auo je ared Arewrid
POATOOAI OYM ‘SISSAUI[T
Iolew ou pey oym p[o
SIBIK GCO—()f UQWOM ()GT

‘uonre[ndod
POZI[RUONNIIISUTUOU ‘UBIIAID
‘SN Yl Jo aanejuasaidar
ordoad 714871 Jo ordwes e
woly pio sieak o < SINPY

‘sKoAIns pojo[dwod

(%68) 0£8°9 ‘porrad Apms
oy SurInp JTUId B PIIISTA
pey oym pJo sIedk (g <
syuaned pajooes Ajwopuel
L66°L Jo oidwes e worj

9A0QE St Jweg

(9661 ‘A1SdSN) pIo

s1eak ()¢ 18 Sunaeys yjoq 1o ‘(paryroadsun
Kyorporrad) Adoosoprowsis ‘10O
[ENUUE PIPUIWWOII IT ‘966 UI INq (6861
‘ILSdSN) SUOIIEPUSWWOIAI IYBW JOU PIP
dLSdSN U ‘6861 U SUONEPUSWIWOIL
IR[IWIS dpLW SUOneZIuesIo

I9U10 QWOS ‘PO SILak ()G e Suniels
(1L904) 3unse) poo[q [NJ50 [ed9J [enuuE
PIPUAWUIOIAT AJAI00S 130U ULILIAWY
Y ‘086 UJ "AIBA SUOIIEPUSWWOINY
Su1u22.10§ 120uv)) 10109

‘9A0QE Sk dweS

(9661
‘ALSdSN) PRIBISIAI U AOUIS JARY

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

254

0] 919 IN0OQe WOoIj paguer
suerdisAyd ared Arewrtad
10} 98ejudorad ayJ,)
's1sta juaned [[e Jo 999

8661 “Ie10 e smels Jurjows s juaned
oyIpuIoy, oY) MUY SueIOISAyJ
b

0] POSIAPE 9IM SIYOWS JO

L66T “Te 19 9% ¥ "smels Suryows Ioy)

YN0 PIYSE AIIM SINOWS JO 9%EG

‘Suryows 3nb 03

PasIApe u22q pey 1ea4 oud

oy} Sunnp [euorssojord

QIed YI[BdY IOYI0

10 ueroIsAyd e yim JIs1a

qg661 “DAD  ® PRY OYM SINOWS JO 95/€

'S661-1661 “(SOINVN)
KoAIng are)) [BOIPIN
K101[NQUIY [BUOTIBN

‘soruedwod a1ed pageuewr
0M] JO UO [IIM $}OBIIUOD
yim eare uejrjodonouw
[ned 1S-sijodeauurjy

oyl Ul ‘661 ‘6 1quardag
0} ‘1 IsnSny woij

SOIUI[O {4 JO QUO PAIISIA
oym sjyuaened jo dn-moqjoy
quoyd yym sKaaIns pa[IeN

1661 ‘SIHN

“SIISIA

ared A1oje[nque juoned
JNpe 91,6y Sunuasaidar
suerdisAyd ¢z ¢ jo ojdures
aanejuasardar Ajjeuoneu y

‘sKoAIns pajo[dwod

(9%68) 089 ‘porrad Kpms
Q) Sunnp d1UI[d B PAAISIA
PBY oym p[O SIBIK (7 2
sjuoned po1od[as Ajwopuelr
166°L Jo ordwes v wolg

‘uonieindod

POZI[eUONMIISUIUOU ‘URI[IAID

‘SN 2yl Jo aanejuasardar
ordoad zg/'ey

Jo ordwres e woiy pjo
SIBOA Q[ Z sIoyows §//°S

"9A0QeR Sk JweS

QA0(QeE Sk dwes

(9661
UdDHYVY) MSIA AIOAD JB SISYOWS [dSUN0D

pue snyels Supjows sjuaned Ajnuapr
suerdisAyd a1ed Arewrid jey) sSpuewWItIoddr
(4dOHV) yoreasay pue Ld1[od 21D YI[eH

10y KOUAsY YL (9661 ‘6861 ‘ALSISN)
siseq Ie[nSa1 © uo JUI[ASUNOD UOIJBSSD

0008q0) St [[oM SB 9SN 000BqO) JO AIOISIY
919[dwod ® spuawwodar J1,SdSN YL
Sujasuno)) Suryous

SI10398 ] S dvIpae)

QOUAIRJY e Jo Aend)

q

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

255

$aNuUUo0I

“BOL

0} 9, /G WO} paguel s1eak
¢ Jouxd oy} ur SuruadIds
[0191S3[0YD pey Oym S)[npe

26661 DD Jo sojex orjroads-o1els Ayl

'J$9) [0I9)SA[OYD POO[q B
pey I9AdU pey 9,G¢ “IBY) 0}

Jotd 31 peY %41 [eUOnIpPpE

ue pue ‘1eak torxd

9y} Ul 3893 3y} pey %[ ¢

1661 & 19 £1S9) [01)$[0YD PoO[q ©
IYONYDS  PeY I9Ad PEY SINPE JO 969

("9 8¢ 01 957 Wwoly paguel
suerdisAyd ared Arewad

10J 98vjudorad ayyJ,)
"SIOYOWS UMOUY JO SIISIA
JO 97z 16 papiaoid sem
Surjesunod Surjows (“Ieak
oy} uo Jurpuadap ‘9,19

‘1661
‘WRISAS QOUB[[IOAING T0J0B,]

ASTY [eI01ARYRE $.DAD

‘0661 ‘mnsu] poorg
pue ‘Sun7 ‘Jedy [euonEN
oy £q Aaaans suoydafa],

pue ‘sesuey] ‘FurwoA g
Surpnox?) uonerndod

'S'N Yl Jo aanejudsardar
ordoad jo ordwres e

woIj p[o s1eak ()7 < SINPY

‘uonieindod 'g ) uedLIOWY
uedLyy-uou ayy jo odures

aanejuasardar e woay
plo s1BdA Q[ T SINPE 00L‘E

"9A0Qe Sk JweS

(€661 ‘[dADN] wersord uoneonpy
101938910y TeuoneN) juened oy} uo
Surpuadop suoneorpaw Surromor-pidif 1o
‘Kyanoe 1eorsAyd ‘Aderoy) Krejorp sopnpour
JUOWIIBAL], "P[O SILOA GO—Gf UQWOM

puE PO SIBAA GO—C¢ UAW JOJ FUIUIAIOS
orporrad papuaWIWIoddl I1 ‘9a6 Ul

pue (6861 ‘ALSdSN) uaw page-dppru 10g
Suruoaros orporrad papuewiiodar JLSISN
Y} ‘6861 U "PIO SIeak (g Je Suniels

SI1BAK G AI9AQ JSBI[ JB SUIUIDS [01)SA[OYD
QUINOJ PIPUIWWOIAT AJMINSU] poo[g

pue ‘Sun ‘ueoH [BUONEN Y] ‘8861 UL
Suiuaa1og 104218210y poojg

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

‘10q I0
‘s3nIp SULIOMO[-[0I)SI[OYD
‘Aderayy 1o1p YIm pojeon)
1M BIWR[0IR)sA[oydI1adLy
Jo sisougerp

' 1M 9,098 “polrad Ieok-9
oy} Surmp 90U0 IsBI[ Je
S[OAQ] [0I9]SI[OYD PIIBAJ[D
10J PAUAAIIS AIOM %18

‘s1eak ¢ Joud oy

L661 <819 JuLnp paInseaw [01d)SA[OYD

1Y) pey pey %89

€661

T¢ 19quIdde( 01 ‘8861 ‘1
Krenuef ‘(e131000 ‘eluEY
pue ‘epLIO[] ‘9[[TAUOSYIR[
‘epriof] yinog) uerd

218D pageurw € Jo SIS
Q0IY) WOIJ SPIOJAT [BIIPIA

‘soruedwod a1ed pageuewr
O0M] JO QUO [IIM S}OBIIUOD
s eare uejrjodonaur
[ned "1S-srjodeouurpy

oY) UL ‘4661 ‘6 1quardag
0] ‘1 1snSny woiy

SOTUI[D 4 JO QUO PIIISTA
oym syuened jo dn-moqjoy
quoyd yyrm sKaAIns pafIeN

‘porrad Apmis oy) Sunnp
JISTA Juanedino auo IseI[ I
PBY pUB SIBIA G ISBI[ 1B 10]
A[snonunuod pI[[oIud udq
pey 1ey) ojdwes © woly p[o

s1eak 19— a1doad 001

‘sKoAIns pajo[dwod

(%68) 0€8°9 ‘porrad Apms
9y} Sunnp O1uI[d B PA}ISIA
PBY OyMm P[O SIBAA (7 <
sjuoned pa1oo[as Ajwopuelr
166°L Jo 9rdwes v wor]

“(erdoad p61°¢
01 ()L9 wolj a3uel sa)e)s

[enprATpur 1oy sazis ordues)

(erqunjo) jo 12IMSIq
ay) Surpnjour pue ‘epeAIN

"9A0Qe Sk JweS

JUWIDAA] pup SUIUI2IDS 10421S2]0YD) POOIT

"9A0QE St Jweg

e Jo Aend)

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century
256

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

257

$anuuUod

"a8UBT %669 G AUl UT [[3f
93eI0AR OBH JoUI JOU IoM
JBY) 9IBD J[Npe-[[oMm IO
s1o1ed1pul A)ifenb [eo1uyo9)
Jo 23rjuaorad aSeraAe ay)
syrodar Apmis oy ‘Sunjes
[esturpd jo ad£y yoea 104

v661 <1819
PIRIIEIS

"a8URT %G99G ¢ AUl UT [[of
93eI0AR OBH JoW JOU AIoM
JBY) 918D PIYD-[[oM JOJ
s1o1ed1pul A)ifenb [eo1uyo9)
Jo 23rjuoorad aSeraAe ay)
syrodar Apmis oy ‘Sunjes
[esturpd jo 2d£y yoea 104

v661 1819
PIRIIEIS

“JISTA JUDAT
JSOW 9y} Je paInseow
anssaxd poo[q pey 988

L66T “Te 1
oMoy

‘9A0QE SE QWES

‘8861 ‘vIep

SWIB[O PIBDIPIJA PUB[AIBIA
woiy pordwes saniroey
juonedino fendsoy pue
SI91URD Y)[BAY AJTUNWIWod
‘saoryjo  suerorsAyd

WOIJ SPIOJAT [EITPIA

‘soruedwod o1ed pageurwr
O0M] JO QUO [IIM S}OBIIUOD
s eare ueyrjodonow
[ned "1S-stjodeouurpy

oY) Ul ‘661 ‘6 1quardag
0] ‘1 IsnSny woiy

SOIUI[D f} JO QUO PIIISIA
oym sjyuaened jo dn-moqjoy
suoyd yrm sKoAINS pafreA

‘s1op1aoxd ¢ jo syuened
$20°C Jo ordwes e wouiy
$9)JoqeIp pue ‘uorsualradAy
‘pwiylse Yim SInpe |y

‘s1opraoxd Gg1 Jo

sjuaned g0 g jo orduwes e
woJj ‘Bwy)se IO BIPAW SN0
YIm SPIO-IBAA-7 [[e pue
‘1eak Apnis ay) Jo jrey isiiy
Qy) Sunmnp Aepyiilq puods
11913 pey oym UaIp(Iyd [V

‘skoains pajordwod

(%58) 0£8°9 ‘potrad Kpms
9y} Sunnp O1UI[d B PA}ISIA
PBY OUyM P[O SIBIL ()7 <
sjuaned pa1o9d[as Ajwopuer
166°L Jo ordwes v wolg

(6861 ‘ALSdSN)
PIO SIB3K G9 = uaym Jeak AI9A2 pue p[o

SIBOK $9—@] UM SIBIK ¢—] KIOAQ SIISIA
[I[eay dAnuaAaId dAey pInoys sjudned
240D IMpY-112M

(8861 ‘dVV) PooupIIyd

jnoy3noayy 2ouepinsd Kiojedronue

pue ‘s3s9) SurueaIds ‘uoneurwexa [eorskyd
‘KI03SIY QUNNOI SPUIWIOIAT JVV YL
240D pPIIYD-112M

318 JANUIAIIJ [BIIUIL)

(9661 ‘41SdSN) siuaned aArsusjouwIou
Kpuaanddp K3199ds 01 parjipout a1om
SUOTIEPUAWWOIAI 3SAY) ‘9661 UT (6861
‘ALSdSN) SH Ww 68-C8 SeM OI[0ISBIP Ise]
11y} J1 A[fenuue pue ‘Ajoanoadsar ‘SH ww
01 pue SH ww ¢8§ MO[oq 21am sainssaxd
POO[q O1[0ISAS pue OI[OISBIP ISB[ J1oY}

J1 s1eok 7 A19A9 plo s1eak [ = sjuaned
QAISUQJOWLIOU JOJ SJUQUIAINSBAW 2Inssaxd

POO[q PIPUAWIWOI ALSdSN Y ‘6861 Ul
Suru2a.108 24nss2.4J poojg

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

258

‘uonENSIUTWpE
onoiqnue [entur a1ojoq

Pa1997[09 SIMNd POOIq pey

9% LG pU® ‘[BALLIE JO SINOY

$Z UIYIIA S2INI[Nd poo[q

PBY %69 ‘TeALLIR JO SINOY §

UIY)IM SOTJOIQIIUR PIATIIAI

%9/ ‘Teatire eydsoy jo

L1661 “Te 12 SINOY 47 UTYIIM JUSWSSISSE

S661 ‘0¢ Ioqualdeg
01 ‘4661 ‘T 19903100
‘SPIOOAI [BDIpAW pue evIBp

‘eruownoud
Wim pazipeidsoy po

"9IBd JO Spiepuels
Surreaard yarm JualsIsuod ared eruownaud

UBYOIN uoneuasAxo pey 9,68 SWITBO 9ILJIPIJA [RUOTIEN s1eok ¢9 z sjuoned ¢peey Jo sjuouodwod SNOLIBA SIPN[OU]
(0661
“1e 12 1adei(q) (einjoeay
diy ‘oyons ‘eruownoud
‘UOTOIBJUT [RIPILOOAT
‘9861 Q¢ dunf QInode ‘dInfiej )Ieay
0) ‘GR6T ‘T AINf ‘(SeXd],  9ANS3U0D) SUONIPUOD ALY
‘eIUBA[ASUUQ] ‘BURIPU] Jjo Aue yyim pozifeyrdsoy
218D ‘epLIO[ ‘BIUIOJI[RD)) sjuaned 9¢1¢/ jo orduwes ‘syuenyed orxodAy 10j uoneqniur
Jo syuouodwod 9errdordde s9)e)S QA1) Ul sfeyrdsoy aanejuasardar Ajjeuoneu 10 Adeioy) ua3Axo ‘s3urpear ainssaxd
0661 poaradar eruownaud 76z woiy syuaned aIedIpIN ® woij eruownaud YIIm  Poo[q ‘BWIPI AJTWAIIXI-IOMO] PUL dSNUOU
“Te o uyey  yum sjuaned Jo 906-%TS 10J SPI0Ja1 [eOIPAN  pozijeirdsoy syuened Qo] /ST 0008q0} JO UONBIUIWNIOP SOPN[IU]
24p) [pjidsoy :viruowmaug
BIUOWNIUJ
HAVD HLNDV
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) Q01n0§ BIeq uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

259

sonuuU0d
L66T “Te 19 2IMmo
uro}suoIg QULIN B PIATOIAI 9,7S
oIed

Jo syuouodwod aerdoidde

0661 paAr1aoal armoeay diy

“re o uyey s siuaned Jo %46-9%L9
“a8uer %0p-%01 2y ut

[19] oSe1oA® Yoy ‘Jow jou

QIoM JRY} BIPAW SNIO 10]

s1o1eo1pul Ayjifenb [eo1uyo9)

Jo 293rjuoorad aSeroAe ay)

7661 T8 10 syrodar Apmis oy ‘Sunjes
preyIels [esrurpd jo 2d£y yoea 104

€661 ‘0¢ dunf
016861 ‘I A[n[ ‘ewreqe[y
WOIJ SWIB[D PIEdIPIN

9861 ‘0¢ dunf

01 ‘G861 ‘T Anf ‘(sexa,
‘BIUBA[ASUUQ] ‘BUBIPU]
‘BPLIO[] ‘BIWIOJI[ED)

s2Je)S 2A1) ul s[eyrdsoy

167 woly syuaned a1edIpojy
10J SPIOJAI [BIIPIN

‘8861 ‘vIep

SWIB[D PIBDIPIA PUB[AIBIA
woly pordwes saniroey
juanedino endsoy pue
‘SI9IUQD Y)[BAY AJIUNWWOD
‘sqoryjo  suerdrsAyd

WoIj SPI0JAI [ROIPIIN

)M PJO SIeok § > UQIP[IYd
9G¢ L] Jo ordwes e Jo 1no
STLN 10} 21ed A10ojeInqUUIE
POATIIAI OYM UIP[IYD G9f
woiy [LN Jo seposido ¢eg

(0661

“Te 10 1odei(q) (eamorly
diy ‘oyons ‘eruowrnaud
‘uondIeJuUl [RIPIBIOAW
QInoe ‘aInjrej 1eay
9AT}SOSU0D) SUOTIIPUOD JATJ
Jo Aue yym pazipeyidsoy
sjuaned 9G1¢/ jo orduwes
aanejuasaidar Ajjeuoneu

' woy axmoety dig yim
pazipedsoy sjuaned 041

‘sxop1aoxd ¢ jo syuened
$20°C Jo ordwes € wouiy
BIPOW SN0 YIIM PIsouseIp
pIo s1eak ¢ 2 UAIPIIYD $9t

‘9I8d
Jo spiepue)s Jur[reaard yjim JualsIsuod sI
(ILN) uonoajur joen) Areurn e Jurisougerp
Ul 9INnj[nod QuLIn € Jo uorsiaoid oy,
S1ISOUSDI :SUO0I2Ju] 19D ] KIDULLY)
SUOI}IdJU] Joed], AIeUuLI)

‘WeI30IPIBd0I)I[ ‘[QA]
wnissejod wnias ‘asind 391 10 [epad pue
SNJe)S [BIUSW JO UOHBIUIWNIOP SOPN[OU]

2400 [11dSOF 24n10v4y] diff
saanpaeay dig

"I JO SPIBpUR)S
Surreaard yirm Ju)SISUOD AIBD BIPAW
SO jo sjuauodwod SNOLIBA Sapnjouf
JuUIDIL] DIPIY SULO

BIPIJA SBIIO

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

260

JISTA
Pu0d3s 10 ISI1J AY) FJunmnp

9AOQE PAISI| SUOTIBN[BAD

9Y] JO [[B POAIdDAL

996G “JSIA PUOIAS IO

1s11J 9y} Junmp sisA[eurin

POATIAI 9, €6 puUB

$1S9) POO[q PAATIIAI %61

“JISTA PUODQS 10 SITJ A1)

Surnmp uoneurwexa d1A[ad

10 [ed1sAyd B paAIRdaI 9598

pue ‘painseawr ainssaid

Ppoo[q peY 996 ‘paInseowr

131y pue 1ySem IRy pey

%86 “SIA PUOIIS 10 ISITJ

7661 oy Surmp K103s1Y Yi{edYy

“Ie 19 ue3oy] noqe payse AIom 908

‘(erquinjo)

Jo jo1sig oyl Surpnpour

pue ‘eUBJUOJA puE BlOyRq

yinog 3urpnjoxs) uonendod

‘SN 2y) jo ordures

‘8861 ‘(SHIIAN) aAneiudsaidar Ajeuoneu
KoAIng [IeaH Jueju] ® WOIJ 8§86 UT SYMIQ
pUE [BUIOJRJAl [BUONIEN  QAI[ PEY OUM UWOM $76°6

218D JO
sprepuels Surfreaard yiim JuolsISuOd AIed
[ereuard jo syusuodwod snoLeA Sapnjouf

51821 £10ip.10gDT pup “‘UODPUNUDXT [DI1SKYJ ‘K10ISI [DIIPIJN 24D)) [DIDUILJ

T661 Jo sypuow

21 11e 0] (dwodu] AI1Inoeg
[eruows[ddng jo asneooq
PIEJIPIINl IPIA USIP[IYD

JO QAISN[OX?) 058IOA0D
PIBJIPIJA] SNONUTIUOD

AXIAIDQ pue Adueudaag

QOUAIRJY e Jo Aend)

q

Q01n0§ BIeq uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIOS 18D YI[edH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

261

SONUNUOD
'$159) Suruoards [eyeudrd

QUIINOI POPUIWWOII

UQAQS JO (9,78 2TeIoAR)

v661 1819 %S6=%Y9 PaALadAL
BlRINjA  UdWOM ‘SONH XIS Suowy

JISTA

1ereuaxd ouo Ise9 Je JuLnp
QAOQE PAISI] FUI[ASUNOD

9} JO [[B PIALIRdL 9%TE
1STA [ereua1d ouo Iseo|

Je Sunnp Jurpasyisealq
INOQE PI[ASUNOD AIIM 9 €S
J1s1A [ereuald Quo Iseof 1B
Surmp s3nip [e39(1 Jo asn
dois 01 9,69 pue ‘Suryows
QJRUTWI[ 10 2ONPAI

01 969 ‘uondwnsuod
[OYOJ[k )BUTWI[d 10
90NPAI 0] PA[ASUNOD AIOM
%89 “MsIA [ejeuard duo
1se9[ e Sump Aoueudord
Sunmnp uresd jySrom rodoxd
INOQE PI[ASUNOD UM 9T/
pue 191p 1noqe pI[esunod
Y661 QIOM 9% E6 ‘SUIBIIA
“le 10 UBSOY  INOQE PI[ASUNOD UM 9 /6

‘0661 ‘1€ Anf 01

‘6861 ‘1 1sndny ‘(uofaip
‘BJOSQUUIA] ‘S1IOSNYOBSSBIN
‘OpeIo[o0)) ‘eruIojIe))
‘RUOZLIY) SIIBIS XIS

ur SQINH XIs woly syuoned
I0J SPI0JAI [EITPIN

*9A0QE St Jwes

‘porrad

Apnys oy JuLnp paLndd0
el SYMIQ OL1pT woly
[Iq 9AI] B PRI OYM USWOM
986 jo orduwres wopuey

"9A0QE St Jweg

‘Apoqnjue pue 10j0€j Yy pue

‘Aunwuar epeqna ‘g snneday ‘eayriouod
‘siydAs ‘ernie)oeq onewojdwAse
‘BIWIAUE JOJ UIAIDS 0) SIS} SApN[ouf
§JS2L SulU22.40§ 12407 [DIDUILG

"aI8d JO
sprepue}s Surfreaard yirm JudlsIsuod aIed
[ereuard jo syusuodwod snoLeA sapnjouf

Suipaafisvasg puv ‘as) 2ouvisqng ‘Uivn) 1YS12p UONLINN IN0qY SU1jasunoy) :aip)) [PIvuald

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

262

ernurejord yim

siuaned Jo 9,69-9, 1 10]
powojiad sem dn-moqjoq

"$86T ‘1INOSSTIN

Uur sanIunuuod oMm) pue
RIWIOJI[R) UT S9NIUNWWOD
omy ut (DAAV)

ua1p[y) judpuadog yim
SIIIWE] O} PIY UI PI[[0IUD
UQIPIYO pue uawom

I0J SO[IJ SWIR[O PIBIIPIIA

‘uauIoM 3SAY) JO €78
10J Sp10921 2180 Tejeudrd

‘G861 Ul syMIq 8/8°C

‘KoueuSaid jo uoneosrdwos

1661 "SIISIA JO 9%€8—9%GL woij pajdures sjuoned Jo ordwes © woly uowom  snowds & ‘ersdweosald jo aouasard ayy 10y

“Te 10 Kore) e popraoid sem Sunsag, 10J SPIOJAI [BIIPA]N 9 7 10J spIodar jueneduy 9renyeA? 03 urajoxd 10J PaYdAYDd ST AuLIN)
DLINUIDIOAG (24D [DIDUIAJ

'$9)9qRIp [eUOTIB)SOS

‘Koueudaid jo pue uorsudlradAy pasnpur-Aoueusard

suoneordwods 10J 21D JO JO $109JJ2 21B3NIW 0] AIBD PUB ‘SI[NSAT

661 “Te 10 %LL=%%S POATOIAT 159) SUTUQAIOS [BWIOUQE Id)Je SUOTIUIAIIUT
BlRINJA  UQWOM ‘SQINH XIS Suowry '9A0QR SB Qwes "9A0Qe Sk JweS juaUIIBAI) PuUB ON)SOUTBIP SOPN[OUT
suoyvorjduio) OuvUSaLg 1240 [DIDUILG

JUOWIRINSBAW

-ar1ed [ejeuard ainssaid poojq pue ‘y3ray [epuny

Qunnol jo sassadord -sisAydwAs jo juowaInseaw ‘SI9pIosip

QA1 JO (%18 93eIdAR) pa1LIdyul 10J SuIudIdS ‘93 [eUONEB)SAT

Y661 T8 12 %1.8—9%8L PIATIIAL JO UOTBUIULIDIOP 9JBINIOE ‘I2)SAUILI)
BlRINJA  UQWOM ‘SQINH XIS Suowry "9A0QE SB Jwes "9A0Qe Sk JweS Js11J Surmp JIS1A Tejeuard ISITy sopn[ouf
24D [DIDUIAJ JUNNOY AdYIQ) 24D [DIDUIAJ

gPOURIJY are) jo Aieng) 90In0§ eI uonduosa(g ordwes pAIIAIDS AIR)) YI[BIH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

263

$anuuUod

L66T “Te 1
ueunuIy

1661
“Te 19 Aare)

1661
“Ie 19 Ka1e)

1661
“Te 19 Kare)

1661
“Te 19 Aare)

‘uone)sad

S)yeom ()7 IoJe JISIA Yoed I
passasse Jy3iay [epuny pey
9% €6 “VSIA YOS 18 PIsSSIsSe
amssaxd poo[q pey %66

arnssaxd poo[q ysiy ym

siuoned Jo 9¢G-91¢ 10J
pouwtoyrad sem dn-mofog

"JLIDOJRWY MO YITM

siuaned Jo 9,16-9%z¢ 10J
powiojiad sem dn-mofjoq

“SISTA
JO %E€6—9%18 18 pIssasse
QIOM SQUO) 1IBAY 810

“SJISTA
3O %S6=%8L Y& PopIod2l
sem oSe [EUONEISID

7661 ‘1€ 19quadeQq

pue ‘1661 ‘I Arenuef
U09M]9q 918 SUIATIIAT
uowom I0J ‘UeSIYOIN
‘AJUN0D MBUYSBAL

ur soyIs ared [ejeuard
paseq-endsoy pue ojearid
UQAQS UIOI) SPIOJAI [ROIPIIN

'9A0QE St Jwes

‘9A0QE SB Qwes

"9A0QE SE Qwes

*(901AI38-10J-99]
‘UoNBZIULSIO QOUBUIUIRW
ey ‘PredIpIA)

adA) soueinsur £q
uonedIens YIm ‘pajoofes
AJwopuer o1om oIed
[ereuard YSLI-MO] ‘Qunnolx
SUTATOOQI UQWOM /9T

218D JO
spiepue)s Surjreaard yirm JudlsSISuOd AIed
rereuard jo syuouodwod snoLIeA sopnjouf

UOUDUIUDXT [DIISKYJ 124D)) [DIDUIL]

oI

Jo sprepue)s Surqreaard yIim Ju)SISUOD

"9A0QE SE JWeS ared [ereuard jo jusuodwods e sopn[ouf
2nss2.1g poo]q ySify 410f dn-mojjo,f 240D pIvUILJ

‘9AOQE SE Jwes§ “RIWAUE SIJBOIPUT JLID0IBWAY MO
11120IDWIE] MOT L0f dNn-m0]]0] 24D [DIDUIL

R R
Jjo sprepuejs Surfreaard yirm Jud)sIsuod

"9A0QeR St JweS ared Tejeuald jo juouodwod e sopnjouy

UODISIN) JO SYIIM QT 421D SIUOT JADIF [DID,] JO JUIUISSISSY [24D)) [DIDUIL]

"9A0QE SE dwes

oIBd

Jo spaepuels Surfreaard yim JudISISUOD

ared Tejeuard jo juouodwod e sapnjouf

28y [puoNDISID) JO SUIPL02dY 124D [PIDUIL]

"9A0QE St dweS

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

264

-orerrdoxddeur

SeM 2IBD JO 9,GE PUEB 96
uaMIag "d3uel %GH—9%0h
) UT PAJBOO] SeM SOTBIOAE
Ay Jo Yoy Joul Jou

QIoM JeY) PWISE J[NPR I0]
s1o3ed1pul A)fenb [eo1uyo9)
Jo a3rjuoorad oFeroae oy}
syrodar Apmis oy ‘Sunjes
[earur]d jo 2dA) yoeo 104

¥661 1819
PIo1jIRlS

*(simoy

1€ sem NOY Jo uonenp
uepaw) NOY JO 1oy (g
UIYIIM SOTJOIQIIUR PIATIII

8661 %LE ‘SED IsureSe 9Anoxye
“IB )0 NAIT  ONOIqIIUE U PIATIAI 9,88

'$159) SUIUAAIOS KI10)BIOQR]
popuawwiodar jo (adKy
Qoueansur uo 3urpuadop)

‘8861 ‘vIEp

SWIB[D PIBDIPIA PUB[AIBIA
wolj pordwres sanifroey
juonedino fejdsoy pue
SI91U2d YJ[edy Ajunwiwiod
‘saoryjo  suerdrsAyd

WOIJ SPIOJAT [EITPIA

G661 Qunf 0) Arenue( woiy

PAISAI[AP OYM UdWOM I0J
‘eruIoJI[E) ‘PUBPEQ PUB
oosiouel] ueg ur (paydope
uooq pey saurepIng
DODV 03 Iefrus sjod03o1d
yorym ur) sreardsoy OWH
0M) WOIJ SPIOJAI [BIIPIN

‘sxopiaoxd

cel jo syaned 70T

Jo orduwres © woiy ‘ewryjse
yIm pasouserp uaIpyo
pue sympe ¢6¢ jo dnoid

' UI p[o S1BK 8] Z SINPVY

‘porrad Apmis oy) Surnp
SOLIOAT[OP YIIM UOWIOM
[1e Suowre wolj sinoy

218D JO
sparepue)s Jurfreaard yirm Jud)SISuOd aIed
ruIyise jo sjuauodurod sNOLIBA SIpNouf
2400 PULYISY INPY

BuIy)sy

HIAVDI DINOYHD

(9661 ‘€661 “DOIV) UONdJUI (SFH)
[e220001dong g dnoin [ejeuosu juaraid 03

dJow 10 SInoy ] 10J (NOY) SeurIquoW
Jo aImydnI y)im UQWIOM IOJ SOTIOIqIIUE
wnyedenur SpUAWWOdI $ISISO[02UAD

8T 2 JNOY UMM USWOM [§ PUEB SURIOLIAISGQ JO 959[[0) UBOLIdWY Y[,
as0as1(] (SgD) [P220001do.3§ g dno.any [pypuoaN :K124a112(]

"21BD JO

L66T <819 %€8—%]18 JO o3eIoAr spaepuels Surfreaard yirm JudlsSISuOd AIed
upwUILY Uue POAIdIAI sjuaned ‘OAOQE S QweS "9A0QR SB QWEeS rereuaid jo sjuouodwod snOLIBA SOPNOU]

$189 [ SulU22.408 £10ID10GDT 124D0) [PIDUIA]

gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) Q01n0§ BIeq uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

265

$anuuUod

B JO 9SNBJdQ SSO[ UOISIA
Jo ysu y3iy je syuened

JO 9 /G pue 9,19 ‘s1eak

7 loud 2y} ur uonRUIEX
ue pey 9,99 ‘1K

Jorid ay) ur uonEUIWEX
oo pare[Ip © pey %6¢

€661 1819
JouydaIg

*$[00) JuoweSeuew

-J[2S In0Qe PISIApE

AIoM 9,74 pue ‘Quoy

je 19)ow mofj yead e pey

suonedIpaw A[iep Suipasu

syuaned Jo 9,97 ‘IorRyUI

8661 ‘T8 19 PIOId)S B pRYy BWY)SE
BJOLIOZIT  QI19A3s Uyym sjuaned jo 9,7/

-orerrdoxddeur

SeM 9IBD JO 9,07 PUB %()
uoamlag o3uel 9,0t—9%0¢
9Y) Ul PAJLOO[ SBM SOTRIOAE
9U) JO YyOorH ‘JoW JOU dIom
JeYy) BWYISE POOYP[IYd I0J
s103eo1pul A)ifenb [eoruyo9)
Jo a8rjuoorad a3eIoAE U
syrodar Apmis oy) ‘Sunyos
[earur[o jo ad£y yoea 104

¥661 1819
ple1IelS

ordoad 7648 Jo ordwres

' woiy (syuaned 94¢‘1)

urnsul Y3 pajean) jou

INAAIN pue ‘(syuoned zz6)

utpnsut yim pareay WAAIN

‘(syuwemed $71) INAATL YA

"6861 ‘SIHN PO s18dA Q[ Z SINPE 76¢°T

9661 ‘eluIOjIRD UL
uoneZIuesIo AdULUUIEW
y)[eay e jo soyrs ofdnnu

wouy syuaned Jo KoAIng

"SUOTIBOIPOW BUWIY)SE
paquosaid a1om oym plo
s1eak 1 = syuaned )8S‘S

‘s1op1aoxd

Se1 Jo swaned 70T

Jo orduwres e woiy ‘ewy)se
)M PISOUSEBIP USIP[IYO
pue synpe ¢a¢ jo dnois e

'9A0QE SE dWkS Ul P[0 SIBAK Q] > UAIP[IYD

"(IN@QD) smIawW sa1eqeIp
juapuadop-ur[nsur jo sisougeip Iajje
s1eak ¢ pue (NAQIN) SmI[[oW sIOqEIp
juopuadop-ur[nsur-uou jo sisougerp

Jo awn 1k Sunres Ayredounar 10y

UQAIOS 0] UOT)RUTWEXD 943 PRIB[IP [BNUUY

uoypunuUPXy 287 paIvI SN S212GDLJ

SIMI[PIAl SARqQRI

"IBd JO

sprepuels Surfreaard yiim JuolsISuOd AIed
BUIYISE JO sjuauoduiod snoureA sapnouf
240D PUNYISY

"9IBd JO
sprepuels Surfreaard yiim JuolsISuOd AIed
BUIYISE JO sjuauoduwiod snoLIeA Sapn[ouf
240D PUlYISy pooypirys

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

266

PBY %96—%16 "uoneuluexs

Ienosea [eroydrad e pey

(stopraoxd S44 pue OINH

1661 10q 10J) 9%()L "SISOUTeIp
‘U0ISAIJ  I9)Je QOUO ISBI[ & PIpI0dal

pue Uy IYSIom I119Y) PRy %96-%T6

189k Jotxd
oy} Sunmp jsiSojowrfeyydo

woly umelp sjuaned

10y s1op1aoid 9o1AT0S
-10J-99) €11 pue SOINH 8
WOIJ SPI0JI [BIIPAW [IIM
‘uonenyeay uonnadwo)
QIBDIPAIA [eUOTIBEN

1661

‘0¢ aunf 03 ‘0661 ‘1 AInf
wolj paprwqns ‘(pueAIejy
‘eMO] ‘BWRqRY) SAJeIs

"SNII[[W SAJOqRIP YIIM
pIo sIedk ¢9 Z syuaned 76z

"SNII[[W SOJOqRIP YIIM

218D JO
sprepue}s Surfreaard yirm JuolsIsuod aIed
$91oqeIp JO Sjuauodwod SNOLIBA SOpNou|
uoyputUvXT [01SKYJ SN W $21aqPI(]

‘uoneuImEexd 2K paje[Ip
® 10J Axo1d ® se soAI9s 3si3o[owreyiydo ue

G661 eI ue £q uonBUIWEXY  93IY) WolJ (g pue VY sued) posouSeIp p[o s1edk 69 T  AQ UONBUIWEXJ UE INq ‘9A0QE PIQLIOSIP Sk
RENEYY ue 9A®Y JOU PIP %HS BIEP SWIB[D AIBDIPIN [[V sjuoned QIROIPOIN Q8€‘L6  ‘POPUSWILIODAI ST UOIBUIWEXD 9Ad paje[I(
1s18010uppYyIyd £q wvxg a7 SNy S212GVIT
'sIedk ‘Ayredounjor
Jo11d 9y} Ul UOTJRUTWIEXD 10} $SOSSE 0] 110JJo AUB SeMm 9IdY) Ioylaym
ue pey 9,6/ ‘Jeok QUIWLIANAP 0) PalIodal os[e SI UOTJRUTWEXD
€661 <119 Joud oY) UI UOHBUTWEX 9Ko Aue Jnqg ‘9A0qe PIqLIdSIP se
Iouyoarg 9Ka ue pey 919 "9AOQE S JuIeS "OAOQE SB OWES  ‘PIPUIWWOIAI ST UORUTWEXD 940 paje[ig
uoyvunuvxy ag Kuy :SnjjjW s212qv1q
BLEIN
Jorid 9y) ur uoneurweXd
ue pey ‘Ajoanoadsar ‘uonendod
‘so1oqeIp Jo uoneinp Juof POZI[RUONNIIISUTUOU ‘UBI[IAID
Jo 10 Ayredounar jo K10ys1y ‘ST 2y} Jo 2aneIudsardax
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) 201n0§ Bl uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

$anuuUod

267

1661
‘uoysald
pue uryoy

S661 I8 1
IOUIOM

S661 1819
IOUTO A\

pooiq pajeadar auo Isedy Je
PBY %56-%16 "SISOuSeIp jo
syjuouwr 9 uryirm pauwrojrad
wWeISoIpIedodfe

ue pey %¢8-%T8
‘sisougelp JIayye A[jenuue
JSBQ[ J& pPauruLId)op udgonIu
BAIN WNIAS IO QUIUNBAID
PBY %G6-%SL "powtojiad
s1sK[euLIn pey %68-%%L

IedA Joud oy) Sunnp
SuIu22108 [019)$A[0YD
POO[q 2AT3a1 J0U PIP %G

1824 1oud oy Surmnp
1891 DV ulqojdoway
B QATDQI JOU PIP %8

‘paurojrad

Anowouo) pey 9¢9

—05,8G "sIsouseIp jo sieak g
uryim isidojowreyiydo ue
0) [eII9JOI IO UOTIRUTWEXD
ordoasnpunj e pey
%8F=%0¢ "A[Tenuue Isea]
Je popI1odar anssaid pooiq

QIOM SPIOJAI H86 ]

KeJN pue ‘€86 Arenuef
uom)eq sajep dn-jrels yim
sjuonjed Jo SISI[ JUQUI[[OIUD
woIy umerp syuoned

10J s1ap1aoad QO1AIS
-10J-99) €11 pue SOINH 8
WOIJ SPI0JAI [BOIPAW I
‘uonenjeaq uonnadwo)
QIBDIPIAl [BUOTIEN

'9A0QE St Jwes

‘1661

‘0g Qunf 03 ‘0661 ‘T LInf
wolj papwqns ‘(pue[AIej
‘eMO] ‘BweqR[Y) $IIBIS
21y) wolj (g pue y sued)
BIBP SWIB[O IBDIIPIN [V

9861 ‘1€ YOIRIN 01 9)ep
dn-j1e38 9y WoIy pajoensqe
QIoMm SPIOJAI 86

KeJN pue ‘€86 Arenuef
uamlaq sajep dn-1rels yim
sjuonjed JO SISI] JUQUI[[OIUD

218D JO
SNII[[AW SAJAqRIP YIIM sprepue}s Surfreaard yirm JudlsIsuod ared

pIo s1eak ¢9 < syuened gag sajoqeIp JO sjuauodwod SNOLIBA SOpNou|
sdn-mojqjo.y puv saipni§ £103p10qvT SN S212GDIT

'SO1JOQRIP 10J IBAA B 90UO JSBO[ JB PAINSBAW

3Q [0I2)SA[OYD [BI0) JBY) PIPUSWWIOIAT ST I|

"OAOQE SB QWS  Suluaaudg ]0.121S2]0Yy) SN S21agDI(]
'$O1JAQRIp 10

183K © 20U0 SB[ I8 pawioyiad aq pinoys
159) QUL "SOJOqRIP JO [0JIUOD JI[0qQRIAW J)
$109[JI 1Y) 1S9} POO[q ® ST (urqojSoway
PIe[As094[3 10) DV ulqojSoway

D1V uiqojSowapy :sniijojy s212q1(

SNYI[[W SAJAQRIP YIIM
pasouserp plo sieak G9 =
syuaned aIBdIPIIN 88€°L6

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

268

oSuer

%09=%0F Y3 Ul pa3ed0]
sem oSeIoAe Yyory ‘Jow

JOU 219M ey sojoqeIp 10j
s103eo1pul Ayifenb [eoruyo9)
Jo o3rjuoorad aSeroAe

+661 T8 19 oy syrodax Apmys oy

pro1Iels ‘U198 [BIIUI[O OB 10
1661

‘uoysaIg "UOTJBUIOOBA BZUIN[JUT

pue uryo1y Ue PIAIAIAI 9%79-%6]

‘syjuowt 9 AI9A9

JSBI[ 1B PIPI0dAI 9500N[3
Poo[q pey urnsut Sunje)
A1om oym (s1opraold Sqq
pue OINH Y109 10]) %L
Syjuow g1 AI9AQ ISBI[ 1B
popI0da1 2s00n[S poo[q pey
urnsur Surye) Jou M oym

%06—%*¥8 "Sisouserp jo
syjuow g uryiim 9soon|3

‘8861 ‘vIRp

SWITe[d PIEdIPIJN Pue[AIBIN
woly pajduwes soni[oe]
juanedino [ejidsoy pue
SI0JUQD YI[BAY AJTUNWWOD
‘sao1330 uerdIsAyd

WOIJ SPIOJAI [BIIPIIA

*9A0QE St Jweg

9861 ‘1€ YOIBIN 01 1P
dn-1re)s oy) wouiy pajornsqe

‘sxopraoad ¢ jo syuened

$20°C Jo orduwes v woiy
‘$9JaqRIp YIIMm pasouerp
plo sIvak g] T SINPE §9¢

"9A0Qe St Jweg

"aIed JO
sparepue)s Jurfreaard yiim Jud)sIsuod aIed
S912qRIp JO sjuauodwod SNOLIBA sapnou]

SN S2129vid

‘2180 JO spiepuels urjreadrd
[IIM JUISISUOD 2IBD SAJOQBIP SOPN[OU]
QUIDIDA DZUdNfu] SN2 S21aGDIT

QOUAIRJY e Jo Aend)

q

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIOS 18D YI[edH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

269

$anuuUod

€661
‘uonddjeg
uo

Q9 IWwWo))
JELSTING
jurog

1661 “Ie 12
IA[oyreApN

8661 “[8 19
Iowey,

‘(suoneorpowr
aarsualradAynue

Supye) Apuarind pajiodax
pue 06/0f1 > danssard
PoO[Q) LI JOLIS Julsn
uoyMm 9]¢ ‘(suonearpowr
aarsualradAynue

Sunyey Apuarmd payrodax
pU® UOISEID0 U0 U0
G6/091 > 21nssaid pooiq)
[onuod 1apun dnssaid
poo[q pey uoisuajradAy
pia ordoad jo 9,66

(06/0S| > 2inssaxd
PoO[q uBdW) PI[[OIIUOD
uoisuadAy 1oy

pey sjuaned jo 9%p6-9 1

"191unodoud Nd ®© Jo skep
QATJ UIYIIM STBIQOIOTWINUE
paaradar sjuaned Jo 9,11

1661-8861 ‘III AoAImg
uoneurwexy UONLIINN

pue yi[eoy [BUOTIEN

"L861 ‘1€ 1990100

01 ‘6861 ‘1 19qUIAON
‘spasnydesseIA ur saonoerd
dnoi3 inoj wouiy sjuaned
10J SPI0J3I [BIIPIAA

9661 ATENIQa 01 ‘4661
yoIey ‘weidord predrpajy
BIUBAJASUURJ dY) JO

so[IJ swre[d [eannodeurreyd

pue quanedino
“uenedur pazuandwo)

‘(91qe[TRAR JOU
az1s odwes) uorsualradLy
ynm synpe ‘S jo ordues

aanejuasaidar AjjeuoneN

‘uorsualradAy
pojeordwooun OTUOIYD YIIm
PIO s1edk (¢ < syuaned 947

's3nip AlojewwrejuInue
[epro1dIsuou

SUIATO0QI 10U AIOM OUM puE
dNd 10J 218D PIAISIAI OYM
PIO sIeok Q] < SALIRIOIJOUd]
PIBOIPIN [LG°C INOQY

9A0Qe Se dwes

(9661 ‘9010, YSB], SOOTAINS QATIUIAAIJ
"S™N) 9661 UT PaIRIdIAT SeM SIYT,
(6861 ‘9010, YSB], SOOIAINS QANUIAAI]
'S'n) Aipesrow pue Lyprqiow ysiy

0} 91NqIIUOd YOIYM Jo [[e ‘Ayjedournjor pue
9SBasIp [eual ‘wisAInaue onoe parnydna
‘9y0oIs ‘QIN[Ie] 118y ATISATUOD ‘ASLASIP
1120y AIBUOIOD I0J 10J0B] YSII SUuIpeo[

e s1 (ainssaxd pooiq ysSry) uorsuayradAy
JuauIpaA ] U01SU2112dE

uoIsud)IRdAH

1661 ATBNIQY UT 90UAIJUOD)
juowrdo[oAa( SNSUASUO)) YI[BIH

JO SaIMNSU] [RUONIBN Y} AQ PIPUIWIWIOIAI
K[3uons se ‘uonodajur ay) 10j Aderoyy
[erqororwnue paquiosaxd aq prnoys (qNd)
aseastp 10o[n ondad r0jdd gy ynm odosg
JuauDaL] :asvasiq 12917 d1dag

Jseasi(q 1391 ndag

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

270

3O %Y6=%L MSIA Ay}

unmp pa1odlep uorssardop

112y} peYy SUBIOIUI[D [BOIpaW

6861 [eIouaS pajIsia oym sjuaned

19861 10q010(Q 01 AIeniqo,]
pajordwod sarreuuorisonb
f{(sore8uy so ‘odeory)
‘uoIsog) seNId AIY)

[BI9AQS {QIANH 981e]

QUO PAISIA oym sjuaned
INPE 79p°CT Jo ofdwes

® WO JOPIOSIp dAIssardop

218D Jo sprepuels Jurjreaaxd

“Te 19 S[[oM passaxdop Jo 9 16—%py Ul Apnlg sowooInQ [BIIPIA JualInd YIim sjuaned ()G9 YIIM JUIISISUOD BLIAILIO O1)SOUFRIP Sopnjou]
U0119212(7 uo1ssaLdaq
PeoH [BIWN
"a5uRl 9669 0F oY Ut ‘8861 ‘vIEp
[19J 93eIoA® YOBH "JoW JOU  SWIB[D PIBDIPIJN PUB[AIBRIA
aIom Jey) uolsualradAy J0jy wouy pordwes saniroey ‘szop1aoxd Ge
s10jed1pur Ajjenb [eoruyoe) juenjedino [eyidsoy pue  jo sjuoned 470z Jo ordwes
Jo 93rjuoorad aSeroAr AU} ‘SIIUAD YI[eAy AJUNWWOD ® wolj ‘uorsuaradAy
7661 T8 10 syrodar Apmis oy ‘Sunjes ‘so13j0 uerorsAyd UM pasougerp
prenjIels [eorurpo jo od£) yoeo 104 Wo1J SPI0JAI [BOIPIIN PIO SIBAK §] Z SIMPE €6S "9A0QE S Jwes
‘uotsualradAy [onu0d
0] UOT}O' QUO )SLI[ I8 Fune)
pajodar 9,08 ¢(3uIsroroxa
10 ‘)y3rom Jursof ‘oyejur
J[es SUISEAIOP ‘UONBIIPIW
aarsuaradAynue ‘uonie[ndod
Sunyey <9°1) uorsualradLy 'S') 2yl Jo 2Anejudsaidar
Surjonuod noqe ordoad 019°9¢ jo
uero1sAyd e woiy 9d1ApE ordwes € wolj uorsuaradAy
PoAI221 uotsualIdAy yIm pasouserp
ar661 “DAD PIm synpe Jo %68 ‘0661 ‘SIHN PO s1ed 8] Z S)Npe £69°8 9AOQE St Juwe§
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) 201n0§ Bl uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

271

$anuuUod

JO JUQWISSASSE dARY
JOU PIP 9%()S ‘JUSWSSISSE

2ANIUS 00 9ARY 10U PIP %97

‘quowssasse [eor3ojoydAsd

ayenbope aAey jou pIp

€661 swened Jo 9,¢7 Juowssasse

“T8 19 STIOM uorsstwpe jo jred sy

a1ed 9rerrdoadde

PoAT1ad9I s)sifeIdads

[I[eay [BIUOW PIIISIA OYM

sjuaned passaxdop Jo 9¢6

-9 €8 "(ar1ed s Juoned ay)

Jo Auofew oyy Surpraoxd

9q 0] pAJOU Sem UBIJIUI[O

Ioyjoue Jo Jsierdads

[)[eoy [EIUSW B 0) PILIJal

10 PI[AsuUNod d1om AJY) pue
‘pa109)op sem uorssardop

ay}) 2red endordde

POAIOOQI SURIOIUID [BOIPAW

6861 [BIoUd3 palsia oym syuaned
“IR 19 SIPM passardap Jo %86-%0¢

JISIA )
Sunmp pa1odlep uorssardop
112y} pey sysijeroads
)[eaY [eIUW PIISIA

oym syuened passardop

9861 ‘0¢ dunf

01 ‘G861 ‘T Anf ‘(sexa,
‘BIUBA[ASUUQ] ‘BUBRIPU]
‘BPLIO[] ‘BIWIOJI[ED)

$9JB)S QA1 Ul sTeydsoy

167 woly syuaned a1edIpajy
10J SPIOJAI [BIIPIA

*9A0QE St Jweg

‘9861 19quada( 03 AB]A
payodwod smararojur suoyd

Jo sisougerp a31eyosip

e y)im speirdsoy [esrpaw
[exouas ur pazifeyidsoy
sjuoned A[Iop[o QIRdIPIN
[1® Jo aanejuasaidor
‘uorssaxdop yym
pazipedsoy sjuaned g61¢1

QA0(Qe Se dwes

‘porrad

Apnys ay) Surmp £310 yoea
ur sxopraoxd donoeid ojos
10 ‘soonoead dnoid [rews
Jsiperoads-g[Surs ‘seonoerd
dnoa3-paxtur ‘Ayjeroadsnnw

218D JO
sparepue)s Jurfreaard yirm Jjud)SISuOd aIed
uorssardop jo sjuouodwod SNOLIBA sopnjouf
JUUISSISSY UOISSTUPY U01sSa1da(]

"Ied JO
sprepuels Surfreaard yim JualsIsuod aIed
uoissaidap jo sjuouodwod snoLBA sapnjouf
JUUIDAL] U01SS21da(]

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

272

1daoxa Japiosip Aue

yia ordoad jo 9,z¢ pIp se

‘sypuowr g Jord oy Jurmp

QOIAIRS [)[BAY [BIUAW

Krejunjoa 1o [euorssajord

QWIOS PAATOIAT JOPIOSIP

€661 QAIJIPpE IO [BjUAW

“Te 19 19130y Aue yim ordoad jo 9,67

'] sem pawtoyrad

(3re3 pue ‘soxo[jor

uopua) dasp ‘sprdnd

JO JUQWISSISSE) UONBUIUEBX
o130[01nau jo syuouodwod
JO IoquINU UBA

‘POUIWEXD IOM SPUNOS
11207 JBY) UOIILIUdWNoop
QABY 10U PIP %G pue ‘osn
uonedIpawW JudLINd o Jord
JO UOTIBIUOWINIOP ALY

10U PIP % ‘UONBIPL 10
sydweyye oproins jo K101y
e pey juoned 1oyjoym Jo
UOIBJUAWNOOP 9ALY JOU PIP
9% L1 ‘K10is1y ornerydAsd

JO UOTIBIUAWINIOP ALY

jou pIp %6] ‘sisoyoksd

'S861-0861 ‘Smararaur
Apnjs vary judwydIe)
o13ojorweprdg s yijeoy
[BIUQIA] JO AIMINSU] [RUOTIEN

'PIO sIedk 8] =

sInpe 167°0¢ jo orduwes
© WOIJ IOPIOSIP JATIIIPPE
1o Teyuew yim ofdoag

‘uorssaxdap

‘aIed

Jo sprepuejs Surfreadrd yiim Ju9)sISuod
JUQUIIBAI) PUB BLIAILIO d1)souseIp sopnjouf

IDPIOSI(Y FATIIPPY/[BIUIN

QOUAIRJY e Jo Aend)

q

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

273

$anuuUod

QI0A9S YIIm syuaned

JO PHCE "SI0Y2 IpIs

ay) Jo juawageuew Jood

POATOOAI (BISQUIYSAP QAIpIR)
‘wistuosuryred ‘ersmyyeye)

$109JJ0 9pIS UONEIIpIW

juedryiudis Ym syuaned

JO 96/, pue ‘swoidwAs

119y} Jo juswaSeurwt

100d poaradar swoydwAs

8661 B 10 onoyoAsd jueorjugis
Suno x Y sjuaned Jo 950,

Juowaredwr

9ATIIUS0D AIAJS YIIM
ordoad jo 95,/ 1 pue ‘1opIOSIp
Kyrpeuosiad [eroosnue ypm
grdoad jo 951 ¢ ‘uoneznewos
mim odoad jo 90L
‘(oA1sTndw09-9A18$25q0 3'9)
I9pI0SIp A)arxue Aue yiim
9rdoad jo 9,¢¢ ‘(uorssaxdap
©3'9) I0pIOSIP 9AT}OQJJE

Kue yim o1doad jo 9,9y
‘eruarydoziyos yym ojdoad
JO %19 “(Joyodre <5-0)

asn doueysqns ym pdoad
JO 947 ‘osn 2oue)sqns
PIQIOWOD M JOPIOSIP
reyuow Aue yyim ordoad

JO 95/ € ‘osn 2dur)sqns

9661

A1rea ur porrad yuow-¢
€ Surnp orurp I0jued
)[BaY [BIUSW A)IUNuwuwiod
B pue OIuI[d IAUd)
[BOIPAIA SITRJJY SUBIONOA
© WOIJ SPIOJAI [BIIPIW
puB SMITAINUI JUANEJ

‘porrad Jurdwes

ay) Sunnp isteryoksd

B )M JISTA [< pBY pue
‘syyuowr ¢ Joud oy) Sunnp
skep ¢ > poaziedsoy uoaq
PRy ‘Syjuow ¢< I0J OruI[d
9y} Je pojeaI} uedq pey oym
IOPIOSIP 9A1}OJJROZIYDS IO
eruaydoziyos yirm plo sieok
G9—g1 sjuaned jo ordwes
wopuer e wolj syuaned 77

218D Jo splepuels Jurjreaaxd

)M JUIISISUO0D AIed eruarydoziyos
Jjo sjuauodwod snoLIeA Sapn[ouf
Juauvad] v1ua1ydoziyog

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

*Awojdd)sew [810) 0) Jotxd
£sdorq renrut pey 96

L661 “IB 12
IOUIITH

911 sem 1s9) 103dooar

QUOWIOY € 9ARY JOU PIP

1661 oym sjuaned jo sreidsoy

“Ie 10 puey SSOIOB 9Jel 9FBIOAER U],

‘%81 sem

(AT ySnoxyy qqy) o3eis ae|

B JB IOOURD UIJIM PIsougerp

1661 sjuaned jo syendsoy

“Ie 12 pueHq SSOIOR 9Jel AFRIAAR Y],

‘A[1wrey ay) pue d1uI[d

A} U29M]Q UONBITUNUILIOD
ou pey sIoquIa

AJTwiey yiim 1o81U0d

9so[d ur syuaned Jo 9,/6
‘JUoWASeURW 9SBD FUIAIIAI
jou 1M AJI[IqesIp

wolj vIep SWIB[O pue ‘spaq
[eadsoy erurSIA jo 9,68
payuasaxdar jeyy syeydsoy
06 wolj ANsi3ay 1eoue)
eIUISIIA AQ PR129[[0d BIR(Q

'9A0QE St Jwes

‘8861 ‘selnsidar
190ued AT)OR Yl selrdsoy
STout[([ $0[ Jo o s[erdsoy

66 £q ‘08ed1y) ‘UOISIAI(
SIouI[[] ‘A19100§ I2ouB))
UROLIdWY 0] papiwuqns eleq

‘II 0 T 95®)§ 100URD
JSBAIQ QAISBAUL [BUOISAI
/IBIO] YIIM PJO SIeaK

$9 S UQWIOM PAINSUI 816

"190UBD ISBAIq
AI-TI 951§ poulIrjuod
Aqreor3ojoisiy ym syuaned
pasouSeIp A[mau §66°C

“I90URD JSBAIQ PIAWLITJUOD
Aqreo13ojoisty ym syuaned
pasouSerp A[mau 99/ ¢

“UOISIOX? [BOO] 9pIM 2ANIULAp I0 ‘Asdoiq
[euorsiout pajruwi] ‘A30[031Ad ‘uonjeaidse
9[PodU QUIJ M opew 9q P[NOYS SISOUSeI(]

‘POUTULINOP I8 JNSSI) JOWn)
ur S[9AQ[ 103dooar suouwIoy JI SaWO09IN0
19139Q 9ARY JOOUBD ISBAIQ UM Sjuaned

S1S0U8DI( 120UD)) ISDIAG

o8e1s

A[Ieo ue Je opeW SI SISOUSLIP JI SAWO0IINO
19)19Q 2ARY IQOUBD ISBAIQ YIIM SJUdNR]
S1IS0USVI(] 1420UD)) ISVILY

I0uUe))

QOUAIRJY e Jo Aend)

q

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

274

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

275

sonuuU0d
‘Aderoyy

UOIIBIPEI POATOOAI 9G]

1661 “IB 19 ‘A1381ns

[OT1A0ZET]  SUIAIOSUOD-ISBAIq PRY 9%t ¢

‘paysisiad ofe

0} paje[al ssoudjeridordde
Ul 90UQIRJJIP B ‘05e)s I00uLd
pue ‘rejdsoy ‘Ayprgqrowod
10J SUI[[0NUOD 1Y "P[O
SIBIA 69—()S UQWOM JO 95€8
ym paredwod quowiean
errdordde paaradar pro
SIBOA (), T UQWOM JO 9/9Q

L861 “Te 1
PIOYUIAID

‘9A0QE SE QWEeS
6861

—€86T ‘@ININSU I90UB))
reuoneN ayj jo werdord
(4AAS) snsay pug pue
‘A3ojorwopidy ‘oour[[roAIng
9y} jo yred s1 pue senunod
UOISUIYSBA\ UIOISOM ¢ UL
S9SBD IQOUEBD SIDA0D [YOIYM
‘Ans13al 190uBd puUNOSg
198nd-9111eas 2yl woly eleq

7861 010861
ur pPasouSeIp I20ULd JSeaIq

)M USWIOM IO ‘BIUIOJI[RD)
uroynos ur sperrdsoy
UQAJS WOIJ SPIOJAI [BIIPIA

1661
—6861 ‘BIUISIIA JO P[AIYS
an[g ssor) ang uoSuy,

*K1931ms

SUIATISUO0D-)SBAIQ JUIMISPUN
oym ‘[ 10 [ aSe1S ‘I90UBd
Jsealq Arewrd Jsiiy e (s
USWOM [¢/ 7 JO INO SPI0JAI
9)o1dwod yirm uswom /69y

‘I 10 ] 93e1§
‘1o0uEd Jsealq Arewrid
JSI1J B 1M UQWOM G60‘S

‘Tendsoy Sunedronted

B JB JUQUWIASRUBW 19JUBD
Krewrid 3urareoar Jsealq )
JO BWOUIDIBIOUIPE YIIM PO
sIeak (), < UQWoOM G/ ] pue
PIO SIeok G9—()G UdWoOM 66

9A0QE St Jweg

(1661
‘Q0UQIRJUOD) SNSUISUOD) HIN) 20UIJUOD)

snsuasuo) HIN 0661 B pue s[eLn
[eawrd £q payroddns se ‘1ooued Jsearq

11 10 T 93®1S YIm uowom Jo Kjuofew ayy
10J Awojodsew 0) 9[qerojard sem ‘Aderoyy
uonerpel £q pomo[[oJ ‘UOI}0asSIp AIe[[Ixe
yIm ‘onssy Surpunolins pue Jown) oy}

JO UOISIOXd SB PAUIop ‘UOIBAIOSUOD ISBAIG

‘91D JO SPIBpURIS

Surreaard yirm Ju9ISISUOD JUAWILAI) JOOURD
JSBA1q JO syuauodwod SNOLIBA sopnouf
JUUIDAA] (420UD)) ISDILG

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

276

‘Aderayowayo
jueAn(pe paAredal
apou Arefjixe aanisod

WOoIJ BB SWIB[D PUB ‘Spaq
[eardsoy BIUISIIA JO %G8
pajuasaxdar jeyy syeirdsoy

‘II 10 [ oSe)§ I100ULD
JSBAIq QAISEAUI [RUOISAI

‘Aderayjowayo jueAan(pe

L66T Te 19 QUO ISBI[ JB YIIM UOWOM 0§ woiy A1s13ay 10ue) /TeO0] )M PIO SIBOA  QAIODAI P[NOYS JOOUEBD JSBAIq [BUOISAI/[BO0]
IQU([IH [esnedouawaid Jo 9568 BIUISIIA AQ PRII9[[0D BIR( +0 S USWOM pPaInsur §16  Yim udwom aAnIsod-opou ‘[esnedousuwrarg
8861
‘SOLISISAI JOOUBD QATIOE [Im
9%t sem Aderoyy  sperdsoy stour((y 07 Jo Ino “190UBd
jueAn[pe 9A19921 Jou pIp 66 £q ‘0Seory) ‘uoIsialq JseaIq ] 281§ pPAULIJUOD ‘swsejdoau [1 28e1S yum sjuaned
1661 oym sjuened jo srejrdsoy S1our[[] ‘A19100§ 100ue))  A[[ed130[03s1y Yim syuaned 0} uaAId st Aderay) juean(pe J1 sowoono
“Te 10 pueq SSOIOE 9Jel 9SBIOAE QUJ, UBOLIOWY 0) PapIwuqns eye(y posouSerp A[mou {477 10139Q 9ARY JOOUED ISBAIQ UM Sjuanied
‘1661
—6861 ‘BIUISIIA JO P[ATYS
an[g $soI1) anjg uoSuiy,
WOl BJBp SWIR[O PUB SpPaq
[eardsoy eIUISIIA JO %68 TIo |
‘Awoydadwny pajuasaxdar jeyy seyrdsoy 981G JOUBD JSBAIQ QAISBAUL
L1661 I8 1 Suimor[oj uoneipes 0S wolj ANSIoyY 100U [BUOISAI/[BI0] YIIM PO SIBaA
Iou[Ty JSBOIQ [BOO] POATOJAI 9598  BIUISIIA Aq PJOd[[0d ele(] $9 S UOWOM paInsur 16 "9AOQE S JWES
‘8861 ‘SoLnSIZaI
‘9584 SeM  IOOUEBD 9ADOE UM s[eirdsoy
Awojosewr [ented 1ayye  s1oul[[[ 0] jo no speydsoy *190UBD
Kderoyjorpes 9A19991 jou pIp 66 £q ‘0Seo1yD ‘UOISIAI(  ISBaIq [[—] 93B)IS PAWIIJU0d
1661 oym sjuened jo srejrdsoy stour[[] ‘A19100§ Iooue))  A[[edo130[03S1Y YIIm sjuaned
“Ie 10 puey SSOIOE 9Jel 9SBIOAER QU UBOLIOWY 0) papIwuqns eye( posouderp A[mau [1¢‘y "9AOQE S Jwes
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) Q01n0§ BIeq uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

277

$anuuUod

8661 "B 19
1jougepenn)

L661 “TB 19
IoulItH

1661
“Je 19 pueH

*A1381ns JUIAIISUO0D-)SBAIq

19138 Aderay) uonerpes
PaATR3A1 9%98—%18

“UOT}OISSIP dpou
KIe[[IX® JUaMIdpun 9,88

‘956 SeM UOT)OISSIP

opou ydwA| © aaey jou pIp
oym sjuaned jo sreiidsoy

SSOIO® 9)el AFLIAAE Y],

€661 TPquadeg
0] ‘€661 AIenuef woIy

‘sreyrdsoy erosauurjy (¢
woIj pue ‘G661 Joquaydog
0} ‘¢661 Tquiaydag

woiy ‘oz jo ordures
wopuer parjiens & wolj
sreyrdsoy $1319SNYOLSSEIA 81
wouy sjuaned 10y sKoAIns
uerdisAyd pue ‘sKoAlns
yuaned ‘SpIodaI [BIIPIN

‘16

—6861 ‘BIUISIIA JO P[OIYS
an[g $soI1) anjg uoLiy,
WoIy BJBP SWIR[O PUB ‘SPaq
[eardsoy eruISIrA Jo 9,68
pajuasaxdar jeyy syerrdsoy
0S woj ANSI3ay 1eoue)
eIUISIIA AQ P2199[[00 BIR(Q

8861 ‘sornsidax
120uBd JATIOR Ym sTelrdsoy
SIOUI[[] $01 Jo Ino s[eydsoy

66 £q ‘08ed1YD) “UOISIAI(
stoul[[] ‘A12100§ I2oue))
UBOLIOWY 0) papiwqns ejeq

‘1661 01
‘6861 ‘BIUISIIA JO PIAIYS
ang sso1) anjg uoJui],

‘Aidde 0y A[oy1[ 10U 210M
SUOTIEPUOWITIOIAI [BUOTIEU
woym 10J sjuaned Jurpnjoxa
‘PWIOUTOIRD ISBAIQ 93B)S
-A[Ieo YIIm uowom G/G7

Jo orduwres e woiy A1331ns
SUIAIOSU0D-]SBAIQ JUIMIIPUN
oyMm uawom 7671

‘I1 10 T @3®v)S 190ULD
1SBOIq QAISBAUI [BUOISAI
/TBOO[ Y)IMm P[O SIeak

$9 S UQWOM paInsul 8§16

100UBD
1SBAIq [-] 98B1S PAULIJUOD
Aqreoiojoisiy s syuened

pasouSeIp A[mau [ ¢y

‘Ade1ay) uornjeIper 9A1291
uay) pnoys A1o3Ins SUIAIISUOI-ISBAIq

o31opun oym ([[ pue | sa3eIS JAN.L)
BUIOUTOILD JSBAIQ A3E)S A[IBO [IIM UIWO AN

QA0(Qe St dwes

‘swise[doau ] pue | 951§ YIm

juowjean) [eo131ns ay) jo jaed se auop st
uonoassip apou ydwA| Are[prxe jr sawodino
19139q 9ARY JOOUBD ISBAIQ UM Sjuaned

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

278

‘Kdde 0y Ajoy1y

JOU 2I0M SUOTJEPUIUIWIOIAT
[euoneu woym Ioj sjuaned
Surpn[oxe ‘ewourosed
Jsea1q oFeIs-A[Ied YIIm
uowom GGz jo ordures

© woij snjeys 10jdadar
uagonsa aanisod pue

*Aderay) [euowrioy
QAT19231 pInoys snjels 103dooar uogonso
aanisod pue sopou ydwA| aanisod yim

8661 1B 19 ‘Aderay) [euowrioy sopou ydwA| oanisod yym uowom [esnedouaunisod ‘(T] pue [ so3els
1ouSepenn POAISIAI 9€9-9% 65 ‘oA0qQe St owieS  uowom [esnedouowisod g9 JANL) Bwourored 1seaiq 95e)s-£[1ed 10,4
‘Ardde 01 Ay
JOU 9I9M SUOIIEPUIWIOIAT
[euonieu woym 1oj syuaned
Surpn[ox9 ‘ewourdIed JseaIq
93eIs-A[I89 )M USWoM ‘Aderayowayo
GLG‘7 Jo odwes v woly  9A1931 prnoys sopou ydwA[ aanisod yim
8661 1B 19 *Aderayjowayo sopou ydwAj aanisod yym uowom [esnedouswaid ‘(J] pue | saSe1§
1ouSepenn POAISAI 9 /6-%%6 ‘aA0Qe st oweg  uowom [esnedouswaid g7g JANL) Bwourored 1seaiq 95e)s-£[1ed 10,4
‘A1dde 0y A1oy1] J0U 210M
SUOIEPUAWWOIAI [BUOIIBU
woym 1oy syuaned Surpn[oxe
“ewIouToIed 1SBAIq 958)S
-A[IBa YIIM udwoMm G/ 67
L SRENN ) Jo ordwres ® wolIy UOIOISSIP ‘powiojrad 9q pInoys uoIdSSIp
8661 1B 19 opou ydwAy Areqixe opou ydwA| Arefpixe opou ydwA| Areqprxe ‘(J| pue | sese1s
1joudepenn JUIMIIPUN % $6—9% 8 ‘9A0QE SE QWeS pey oYM UdWOM (GGT JANL) BwoOUuIoIed 1seaIq 95e)s-£[1ed 10,4
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) 201n0§ Bl uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

279

$anuuUod

“UONEdIPAW JULIOMO]
-[01]1SA[OYD PIATIIAT

peY %774 pue ‘Surasunod
JAIP PAATIIAI PRy

p/3W g 1-001 TAT WM
98G ‘UOTIBIIPAW SULIIMO]
-]012)SI[OYD PAATIIAI PRy
%774 pue ‘FurEsunod JaIp
PaAIddAI PeY TP/SW ¢ <
AT YIm 7L s1eak

G 1sed oy} ur pap1odal
S[9A9[ TTAH PeY %SL

pUB ‘S[9AQ] 9PLIAIA[SIN
Py %06 ‘soneA

14T PRY %L9 ‘S[9AJ]
[0I91SA[OYD [€10) PBY %96

8661 “I8 12
SPLIOIN

‘Areaneradoysod
syjuow g 1SI1J

oYy ury M wergowwewr
B pRY UQWOM JO 9%6[

L661 T8 19
IoU[ITH

'S661

K1eniqoq 01 ‘61 Isnsny
‘ejosouurpy ‘srjodeouuriy
{UISUOOSIA\ ‘UOSIPRIN ‘BMO]
‘AI1D BMOT ‘UISUOIST A\
‘aIre[D Ney SN
UI9)SOMPIW INOJ punole pue
ur soonoead a1ed Arewrd
G ur suedIsAyd ¢g1 woiy
SPI099I [BIIPAW pUB ‘AAINS
juoned ‘KoAins uerorsAyd

‘1661

—6861 ‘BIUISIIA JO P[AIYS
an[g ssor) an[g uoSu[,
WOIJ BJep SWIL[O pPue ‘Spaq
[eatdsoy BIUISIIA JO %G8
pajuasaxdar jeyy syeirdsoy
06 wolj ANSIY 100UL)
eIuISIIA £Q PaId9[[0d BIR(

"dAD yim plo
sI1BdK ()L—L7 suaned ¢09

(€661 ‘dADON)

Ip/3w )07 > [9A9] 9pLIddA[31) pue Tp/Sw
001 > [2A9 AT JO S[BOS YiM QAD

s syuaned ur [019)S9[0Yd JO juowaSeurw
PIpUAWIIONAT WeIS0Id uoneInpy
[0191$3]0YD) [eUONEN 94} JO (II-d.LV)
[ouBd JUdWIBALL NPV YL “(AAD)
9SBOSIP JB[NOSBAOIPIED YIIM sjuoned

10J S[OAQ] [012)S2[OYD JO JUQWASBRURW IIM
sajel AjI[eow pue AJIpIqiow Ul uoronpar
%0S~%0E € UMOYS dARY S[ELL) [edIUT[D

Sunsaf 104215210y poog asvasIJ AD]NISPAOIPAD))

1110 1
93e1S 190UBD ISBAIQ JAISBAUL
[BUOISAI/[BI0] YIIM P[O SIBIA

9 S UdWOM paInsurl g6

ISBISI(J Je[NISeAOIpIR))

"190URD
1SBAIq [RUOISAI/[BIO] PBY QARY OYM USWIOM
103 9errdordde st AydesSowwew [enuuy
dn-mojqjo,q 120un)) I1SPLY

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

280

10} 9/ 1 yim paredwoo
‘9% %°8 JO @Bl AjI[EiIow
Juow-g & pey 23IeyosIp
je urndse paquiosaxd
QIom oym SjudnEd

9661 “Te1e ‘urndse oye) 0} SUOIIONISUT
Zioquwnry  yim paSIeyodsIp 2I9m 9,9/
‘uonezifeirdsoy

S661 “[e32  Jo sAep T IsI oy uryim
Zioquinry urirdse poATadar 9,59

189} 2AanIsod ay) Jo syjuow

71 urpim KydeiSorSue

AIRUOIOD PIATIAI 9,96

£189) SSAI)S ISTOIAXD danIsod

3y} JO SYIUOW ¢ UIYHIM

1661 Aydea3or3ue K1euo1od

“Ie 39 Lmoe | paaradar sjuanjed jo 9¢h

*9A0QE St Jweg

€661 ‘8T Arenigaq 01
2661 ‘1 unf 0[1d 103f01d
Ie[noseaolpre)) aaneradoo)

9y jo 1red se ‘(UISUOISIA
‘eMO] ‘INd1oAUU0D)
‘eweqe[y) sajels

Inoj ur pazipeydsoy arom
oYM SILIBIDIJOUD(Q AIBIIPIIA
JOJ SPI0JAX [BIIPIAN

‘1661 ‘0¢ dunf 03

‘0661 ‘1 Arenuer ‘(sjuoned
TSE OUI JO €T YIM)
smararour suoydafe) juened
pue eruIojife)) ‘sejeSuy
soT ur (orearid auo ‘orqnd
Qa1y)) speydsoy Suryoes)
INOJ WOIJ SPI0OAI [BIIPIIN

‘Aderoyy urndse

0] SUOTJEJIPUTEIIUOD OU eyl
oym pue 95IBYDISIp JB QAI[ER
QIoM OUM YOrJIE 1IBdY [IIMm
pazieidsoy pro s1eek G9
Z sjuaned 2IedIPIA 061°S

‘Aderoyy uniidse o)
suoTnedIpuUTEIIU0D 9[qIssod ou
i ‘unrdse ym juouieon
10J SA)epIpuERd  JBIPI,,

QI0M OUM YOB)E JIBAY (M
pazifeyidsoy po s1edk g9

< sjuaned 2IedIpI]A L16°L

9A0Qe St Jweg

“(Surpaarq

[eunsaIuIoNses ‘Oyons dI3eylIoway
©3'9) SUONIPUOD UTRIIAD YIIm sjuaned

0) UQAIS 9q Jou pInoys uLdsy ‘9,¢g

£q yoene reay payoadsns yim syuaned
ur Ajfeliow wid-1Ioys saonpar Aderoyy
udsy “yoejje 1Ieay e I0j JUdWear) djes
pue ‘oarsuadxour ‘0AN99JJ0 ue sI undsy

uL11dsy Y Juoupad] ([J) uondanfuy (p1piv20£

'$159) SSAIS
058°G Jo ordures pajoayes
AJwopuel & ul s)s3) SSAI)S
9s1019x%9 aanisod 0Ge¢]
Suowe woiy ‘Ayder3orue
K12U0100 JO A}1SSQ09U 10
BLIAIID paurjop Aprordxa
19w oym sjuened gGe

‘Kyserdor3ue

AIRUOIOD [RUTWN[SURI) Snoduenolad

10 A1231ns 1jeid ssedAq A19)1e AI0U0I0D 10]
eprpued e s1juened B I1YIoYM QUTULIAIAP
01 Awojeue A19)1e AIeuoIod SuneneAad

10J poylow e st AydeiSoiue A1euoro))

&ydpaso13uy £i1puo.40) :aspasiq £4234y £4DUO010D)

QOUAIRJY e Jo Aend)

q

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

281

$anuuUod

S661 1819
UBYQIA

S661 T8 1
¥00q1

*931eyosIp Jo owin
je uLrdse paATaddI 9¢/

*981BYOSIp JO owI) JB
10 03 Jotid uriidse paATadal
9L ‘uonezieyrdsoy SuLnp
uriidse poATadal 9,¢Q

‘urndse
paqudsaxd jou sjuaned

1661 ‘0¢ Toquardog

01 ‘8861 ‘1 1290100
900lo1q uonjRWIOJUT Yoepe 11eoy Jo sisouserp
[eydsoy a1edipojy oY) [edrourid ® yim pazipeydsoy
Jo 1ed se ‘ynonosuuo)) ur
steadsoy x1s woiy sjuaned
QIBDIPIJA 10J SPI0JAI
[ed1paw pue (VADH)
uonensIUIWpy SUIOUBUL] pey oym pue o3I1eyosIp e
aIe) YI[BOH 9Y) AQ pPanssI  JAI[E 2I9M OUM YOB)E 1IBdy
BIEp AJI[BIIOW QIBDIPOJN  PIWLIIJUOd yiim sjuaned /8]

PIO sIBdK 69 Z syuaned
QIBIIPAIN 00 JO ordues
e woiy Aderoyy urndse
0] SUOTIEIIPUTEIIUOD OU

ordwes owes Ay} woly
93IeyOSIp JO QwiN Je 10 0}
Jorid uniidse ym juowiedn
10} S9JBpIpUBD  [BIPI,, IOM
oym pue dIIRYISIP JB JAI[R
orom oym sjuonjed 148G
£yoeyIe 1By JO SIsouseIp
redound e ym pazijeydsoy
sjuorjed oIedTPIA

$21°91 Jo ojdwes e woly
uonezifelidsoy [eniur Jurmnp
urridse yiim juounean

10} sojepIpued  [eopl,,
*9AOQE S QuIeS orom oym sjuoned 98¢/

"9A0OQE S JweS

"9A0Qe Sk dweS

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

282

a3reyosip Je urdse
paquosald a1om 9,79

$661 ‘0¢ 1oquaidog pue
‘€661 ‘1 1090100 U2IM)q
'uroIe) YMON Ul syeyrdsoy
91 woly pagieyasip

‘BUISUR 2[qRISUN [)IM

pIo sIedk g9 Z syuaned 788
Jo ordwes e woliy ‘931eyosIp
je undse 10j sajepIpued
«[B9PL,, aIom oym [¢¢

pue uonezifeyrdsoy Surmp
unrdse yiim juounean

L66T “Te 19 *Keys [endsoy 1oy Jurnp SOLIBIOIJOUQ AIBOIPIIN 10J SoJepIpuRd  JBIPI,,
uosdwig urirdse poATadaI 9,9/ JO SPI0JAI [BOIPAIN a1om oym sjuaned gg/ "9A0QE S Qwes
uri1dsy Yy Juaupad] :ouiSuy a]qisu)

‘eurdue o[qeisun

yim pazieyrdsoy plo sieok

($661 69 < swaned o6y jo ordwes

Ut 96, PUt $661-€661 UT © woly ‘o3Ieyosip Je utndse

9,99) 231eyosIp e unidse ‘G661—-€66]1 ‘S[erdsoy  I0J so)epIpuBd [BIPI,, IOM

poqrosoxd a1om 9,69 JNOT}00UUO0Y) Iy} WOIJ oym [Z¢ pue uoIsstupe

(S661 UI %78 PUB $66]1 QIBDIPIIAl YIIm Sjuoned uo uudse yiim juounear)

8661 “I8 12 —€661 UL %99) UOIsSIWpE 10J ejEp SANENSIUIUIpE 10} sojepIpued  Jeopl,,
Zjoywnry| uo uLIIdse poAToddI 9,7/ pue SPI0OAI [BIIPOIN o1om oym sjuaned 8¢ "9AOQE S JWeS
uri1dsy yiim JuaugpaL] :ourSuy a]qvisu)

"9, L sem uonezirerdsoy
JO sInoy gy 1811} 9661 ‘0¢ 11dy 01 ‘6661

ouy ur unrdse SuIAIdaI pfo ‘[ 1sndny paprwpe syuaned TN

8661 <1812  sIBK ¢9 Z sjuaned 9[qISI[ 10} spendsoy ejosauuljy  Jo SIsouSeip Sumiupe yim
rerownoS  Jo o3ejudorad ueipow Ay, Q] WOIJ SPIOJAI [ROIPIIN sjuonjed g¢6‘T JO 19sqng "9A0QE S JweS
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) 201n0§ Bl uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

283

$anuuUod

S661 T8 19 uonezieydsoy Sunmp
UBYISJN  SONA[OQUIOIY) PIAIRIDI % ¢t

S661 eI ‘uonezipeydsoy sunnp
NOoQIQ[[  SONA[OQUIOIY) PIATIII 9()L

93 IeYSIp

e uriidse paATadax

9% (L “Aeis 11ay) SuLnp
urrdse poATadar 95/ 8

8661 “T8 19
10310g

1661 ‘0¢ 1quordag

01 ‘8861 ‘T 190100 ‘10f01d

uonewojuy [e3rdsoyq
QIBOIPIIN 2y} Jo 1red

se ‘ynonosuuo)) ur syeyrdsoy
9 woutj sjuaned a1BdIPIA
10J SPIOJAI [eOIpaW

pue VADH £q ponsst

Bjep AJI[elI0OW QIBDIPIIN

€661 ‘8T Arenigaq 01
‘T661 ‘1 aunf “1o[1d 199[01g
Ie[noseAorpre) aaneradoo)

oy Jo 1red se ‘(UISuOISIA
‘eMO] INON0dUUO0D)
‘ewieqe[y) saieis

Inoj ur pazifeidsoy a1om

O M SILIRIDIJAUI(Q SIBIIPIIN
10J SPI0J3I [BOIPIIN

"S661 AInf 01 ‘pe61 Arenuep
Suumnp parduwes o1
KI0)SIH swIe[) [eUOeN

S QIEDIPAJA UI BIqQUIN[OD)

JO 1oINSI(] Ay} pue
pue[Are]A ur speyrdsoy areo
QINOB WOIJ SPIOJAI [BIIPIA

PIO s1edK 9 Z syuaned
QIedIPaAl 00¢ Jo orduwres e
wouij ‘Aderoy) onkjoquoryy
10J suoneorpur dryders
-0IpIEJ0I}09[d pPey oym
pue ‘Aderayy onAjoquoiyy
0] SUOTBITPUTEIIUOD

ou pey oym yoeye 1eoy
pauijuod ym syuaned g9

yoryje JIeay jo sisougerp
redound e ym pazijendsoy
syuaned QIBDIPIN +T19T

Jo ordwres e woiy sjuage
ONATOQUIOIY) ITM JUSUIILAT)
10J S9JEpIpUBD  [BIPT,,

arom oym syuaned GOTT

TN Wim syuened 0og‘y

Jo ordwres e woiy ‘93IeyosIp
je urrdse 10j sojepIpued
[BOPI,, oIoM oym

L8€*T pue uonezifeidsoy
Sunmnp undse

10} sojepIpued  [eapl,,

arom oym sjuaned zeeg

"9A0QE St dweS

‘(9yons

JI3BYLIOWAY JUAIAI ©°3'9) SUONIPUOD
ureroo yim syuened o) usaIS oq jou prnoys
Kay) ySnoy ‘9,Gg se yonuw se £q Ajelrow
TIN-1s0d 9onpar 01 umoys Udaq dALY
SONATOqWIOIY], "UOT}OUNJSAD IE[NOLIIUQA 1JO]
Suprwi pue az1s JoIejur Suronpar £qaIay)
YOBII® 1IBAY B SOSNED JBY) S[OSSOA POO[q
oY) ur 95ey00[q 9INdL Y} JO SWIOS UMOP
JeaIq 1Y) SUONBIIPAW I SONA[OqUIOIY],
so11£]0qUIOY T YIIM JUdUIDIL] (T

"9A0Qe St JweS

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

284

‘Tendsoy je [eALLIR

Jo smoy g1 urpim (VD1d

8661 B 10 /sisAjoquoay}) Aderoyy
19310 uorsnj1adar paA1edaI 949

‘9GS sem uoneziedsoy

JO sImoy 4 Is11J Y3 Ul

SO1NA[0qUOIY] SUTAIRIAI P[O

8661 “Te10  s1edk ¢9 = syuoned 9[qISIo
TeIoWNoS  Jo 93eiuddrad ueipawr Ay,

8661 “TB 19  '[BALLIE Id)JE INOY [ UTYIIM
19310g  SONA[OQUIOIY) PIATIIAI 9% ()9

‘G661 Qunf 0 ‘b6 Alenuef

Sunmp pajdwes o1,y
KIOISTH swITe[D) [BUOTIEN

S QIBDIPRJA UI BIqQUIN[OD)

JO 19111 2Y) pue
pue[A1e] ur speydsoy areo
QINOB WOIJ SPIOOAI [RIIPAIN

TIN qiim syuened

00€‘t Jo ordwes © woiy
uorsnyrodar 10J soyepipued
.Jeopl,, paIopIsuod

A1om oym syuaned ga¢

(*aA0Qe PAQLIOSAP ST

stsAjoquioay],) 1eay ay) Jurkjddns spassoa
poo1q ur (a5ey00[q) SISOUIS 9SLAINAP

0] 19JoyJed UOO[[eq 2INJeIUIW € S3sn YD Ld

([VOLd] C1svpdor1duy {ivuodo)) [pununjsuvdj snoauvinoiag/sis{joquioay ) uoisnfiaday :Jj

9661 ‘0¢ 11dV 01 ‘G661

‘1 1sn3ny ponrwpe syuoned
10} sendsoy ejosauurjy

Q] WO SPI0JAI [BIIPIN

6661 AInf 01 ‘p61 Arenuef

Sunmp pordwes o1,y
KIOISTH swITe[D) [BUOTIEN

S QIBDIPRJA UI BIqQUIN[OD)

JO 10111 AY) pue
pue[A1e]q ur speydsoy areo
QINOB WOIJ SPIOOAI [ROIPAIN

TN
Jo sisougelp Sumjiuupe yim
syuaned g¢e‘g Jo 19sqns

TN Ym

sjuaned (O¢‘y Jo ojdures
® WOIJ [BALLIE JO INOY
ISI1J Ay} Ul sonAjoquiory)
10J S9JepIpUEd  Jeopl,,
A1m oym syuaned g

"yor)IE JIRY JO SISOugeIp
redrounid ® yim pazipendsoy

"9A0QE S weS

QA0(Qe Se dwes

gPOURIJY e Jo Aend)

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

285

$anuUoI

L661 “IB 19
uosdwrg

8661 “I8 19
Z[oyunry|

S661 T2 1
PRENIRIG

*K[SNOUARIIUI PAIA)STUTWPE

urreday paATadaI 9,¢9

‘sinoy g unpim

(LLd) swn unserdoquiory)
renaed pajeanoe
onnadelay) € pey 916
‘urredoy SurA1ad91 asoy) JO
"(S66T U %TE PUB $661

0] €661 Ul 9%(07) utredoy
SNOUIABIIUL PIATIIAI %7

‘uonezieydsoy Sunnp
urreday paArRdal 9,69

7661 ‘0¢ 1oquardog pue
‘€661 ‘1 1090100 u2aM)aq
rur[oIe)) YlIoN ur syeirdsoy
91 woiy pagreyosip
SALIBIOIJOURQ 2IBDIPAIA

JO SPI0JAI [BIIPAIN

S661-€661

‘sTerdsoy 1no10UU0Y) 21T
WOIJ IBIIPAIA Yim sjuaned
10J ©1ep ATIRNSIUTWPE

pUEB SPI0OAI [BOIPIIA

€661 ‘8T Arenigaq 01
‘7661 “1 aung “1o[1d 199[01g
Ie[noseAorpre) aaneradoo)

oy Jo jred se ‘(UISuOISIA
‘eMO] INO10dUUOD)
‘ewieqe[y) saieis

Inoj ur pazifendsoy a1om
OUM SILIRIDIJAUS(Q SIRIIPIIN
10J SPI0J3I [BOIPIIN

‘BUISUR 9[qRISUN

yIm plo sieak g9 z sjuaned
788 Jo ojdwes e woij
‘paIdISIUTWPE A[SNOUSARIIUT
utreday 103 sejeprpued
JBaPL,, PIOPISUOD

d1om oym syuaned 16

‘euIsue

Jrqeisun yim pazreyrdsoy
PIO s1dK G9 = syuened
0S¥ Jo orduwres e woiy
‘urreday yitm juourjean)
10J SAJepIpUERd  JBIPI,,
arom oym syuaned go¢

"Jor)je JIeay jo sisougerp
[edound & ym pazijendsoy
sjuanjed QIBOIPIA

$21°91 Jo odues v

woij urredoy YPIIm judwIvon
10J S9JEpIpUBD  [BIPT,,

arom oym syueped /686

"9A0Qe Sk JweS

"9AOQE S Jwes
ULIDdI ] Ym Juaupal] :purSuy 2]qnisuy)

‘(oS ‘sIopIosip FuIpas|q

8°9) SUONIPUOd UTRIIdD YIIM sjuaned 0)
u2AI3 2q jou prnoys utredoy ysnoyy yoene
Jeay s syuaned o) [erojeuaq st utredoy
ulDda ] YIm Juaunvad ] [N

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

286

S661

Anf 03 ‘4661 Arenuef Surmp
pordwes oy1 A10)S1H swie[)
[RUONBN S, QIBIIPIIA UT
BIqUIN[OD) JO 1IINSIJ YY) pue

TN P syuaned 00g'p

8661 ‘1B 19 ‘90IApE UONBSSAD  puB[AIRIA ul sTelrdsoy 21ed Jo ordwes e woiy siayouws
10310 SuDjOWS PAATAIAI %[  INO WOIJ SPIOIAI [BIIPIN arom oym sjuaned 16¢ "9AOQR SE JWeS

oB)I® JIBAY JO SISOueIp
redroutd e yym pazijeydsoy ‘Juryouwrs
sjuoned QIedTIpaJA JO uoTEsSsad Jnoqe 201Ape 01 A[qndadsns
$21°91 jo odwes e woiy JSOW 1B SIOYOWIS 2SAY) “YOor)Ie 1By
*o3IeyosIp Jo awn v 9OIAPE UONESSAD Fulyows Jo owm oy Ik Surjouwrs dooy oym asoy)
G661 “Te 19 10 0) Jo11d 9OTApE UOTIBSSAD 10J sojepIpued  Jeopl,  uey) sisoudord 10130q v oaey Suryows dojs
¥02qIo[1g Suryouwrs PaAIadAI 9,87 "9A0QR SB JwWes QI0M OUM SINOWS [6Q]  OUYMm 9sBISIp AI19)Ie ATBUOIOD IIM SIdOoWS
20214pY uoNVSSa) Suryouis [

€661 ‘8T Areniqag 01
‘7661 “1 dunf “10[1d 109[01g

Ie[noseAorpre)) aAneradoo) "yor)IE JIRY JO SISOugeIp
jo 1red se ‘(ursuoosipy - [edround e yym pazijendsoy ‘(uorsstwipe uo uoisuajodAy 1o
‘emOo] ‘Monoduuo)  sjuaned AIBdIPAIN $Z1°9] JO YOOUS ©°3'9) SUONIPUOD UTRIIAD (IIm sjuaned
‘ewreqe[y) soieys  odwes v wolj uredk[Soniu 0] UQAIS 2q Jou pInoys uLdA[SonIu
‘uonezieydsoy Inoj ur pazifeydsoy 2I1om  SNOUIABNUL IIM Judwiedr)  snoudAenul y3noyje ‘ured 3soyo judysisiad
G661 1B 19 Sunmp unedA[SoNIu oYM SOLIBIOIJOUIQ dIBIIPIIA 10J SoJepIpURD  [BIPI,, QABY OUyM YOB)ER 1By yim syuoned
PRElNE (e SNOUIABIIUT PIATIIAI %t/ 10J SPI0JAT [BIIPIN arom oym syuaned 46/ T 0] [eId1JoURq ST ULIROA[SONTIU SNOUdARIU]
ULIDOK]SOLIIN SNOUIADAJU] YIIM JUIUIDIL], [N
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) 201n0§ Bl uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

287

$anuuUod

L661 B3R
uosdwig

8661 “I¢ 19
19810g

S661 T2 1
Yoaq9[1g

L661 T8 19
uosdwrg

%2t "uonezifendsoy
Surmp sopqryur
HDV UB PIAIIIAI 9%6E

"(44) uonoeiy
uo102[9 MO[ 10J SI0)IQIYUT

HOV PeAlRdal 969

*o3IeyosIp JO dwin
je 10 0) Jotxd SI10)IqIYUT
HOV PIAIIRI 966

"SUTOSUNO0D UOTILSSAD
SunjowWs PAATAIAI %ET

9] woly paSIeydsip
SOLIBIOIJOUS(q QIBOIPIIN
JO SPI0JAI [BIIPAIN

"S661 AInf 01 ‘pe6l Arenuef
Sunmp pajdwes o1y
KI0)STH swre[) [eUOTIEN

S, 9IBJIPOJA UI BIqUIN[OD)

JO 101ISI 2y} pue
pue[A1e]q ur speyidsoy areo
9INOE WOIJ SPIOJAI [BIIPIA

€661 ‘8T Areniqaq o1
2661 ‘1 aunf 0[1d 103[01d
Ie[noseaolpie)) aaneradoo)

Jo 11ed se ‘(uIsSuodSIp

‘eMO] INdII0UU0D
‘ewreqe[y) sajels

1noj ur pazipeydsoy arom
OUM SILIBIDIJAUA( IBIIPIN
J0J SPI0JAX [BIIPIAN

‘7661 ‘0¢ 1oquardog pue
‘€661 ‘T 19q010( UdaM]dq
'urjoIe) yuoN ur sperdsoy
9] WolIy padIeyasip
SOLIBIOIJOUD( SIBDIIPIIN

JO SPI0D3I [BIIPIIN

gDV UE I0J sajepIpued
«[B9PL,, PaIopISUOd
arom oym sjuaned // 1

"9A0QE St Jweg

SL01QIYUT DY YIIM JUdWIDIL] DUISUY 2]qDISU))

TN Wim syuened 0og'y

Jo ordwes e woly SI0}IqIYul
qDV I10J sojeprpued

.JBaPpI,, PIOPISUOD

a1om oym syuaned /op

"YOB1IE 1IBAY JO SISOUTRIP
redound & yym pazijendsoy
syuaned QIBJIPIN +C1°91

Jo ordwes © woiy s10)1qryut
AV YA judunean

10J SaJepIpueRd  JBIPpI,,

d1om oym syuaned ¢/ T

"9A0QE St Jweg

*(SISOUQ)S J1)I0E “*3°9) SUONIPUOD UIBIIAD
s sjuened o) udAId oq jou pnoys
SI0NIQIUUI DV ySnoyje ‘uonounysAp
Ie[noLnuaA 3J9[ s sjuened ur Kjjerow
TIN-1s0d @onpar ued s10)1qIYUT FOV

stonqryuy (D) awkzurg Sui1oauo)-uisuajorSuy yim juauivaL] [

‘euISue

J[qeIsun YIIM PO SIBAK G9
Z syuoned zgg jo ordwes e
WOIJ ‘SIOYOWS S8 PayrIuapl
arom oym sjuaned ¢¢

"9AOQE S Jwes
2014pY UODSS2)) SULYOULS DUISUY 2]qDISU[)

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

288

Jueunean noyim sjuened

JO Jey) UBY) JOMO] 9% ¢t

sem JuauneaI YPIm sjuaned

10J 9jel K)1ferIow pajsnlpe

L661 “Te 10 :031eydsip jo skep 06 urpim
TRIOWNOS  SIOYO0[q BIOq PIATOAI 91T

93IeySIp
S661 eI Jo owin e 10 03 Jotid
NOOQIO[[  SIOYOO0[q BIDQ PIATIIAI 9 G

*231eyOSIp 1B
1031QIYUl DV UB PIATIOAI

3nip pajqesig pue pasy oy}
10J 90uB)ISISSY Aoeuleyd jo
weigord Aosiof mMIN ‘1661
—9861 ‘Sl JusW[[OIUD

pue uonezinn Inip
PredIpajy Kos1of MON ‘7661
—086[ ‘BIRp JUW[[OIUD

pue suosstwpe [ejdsoy
QIROIPAAl A9SIof MON

€661 ‘8T Areniqag o
‘7661 ‘1 aunf “10[1d 199[01g
Ie[noseAorpre) aaneradoo)

Jo 1red se ‘(uISuoISIA

‘eMO] INd1I0UU0))
‘eweqe[y) sajels

Inoj ur pazifeydsoy a1om
OUM SILIRIOIJAUD(Q SIRIIPIIN
10J SPI0J3I [BOIPIN

1661 ‘0 Joqualdag pue
‘€661 ‘T 1990100 U2M)aq
eurjose) yuoN ur sfejrdsoy

pue sAep (¢ I1Sed[ 18 10§
Jorlle 11BAY B POAIAINS PRy
oym ordoad zgg S Jo 1104y0d

APIMIIBIS B WOIJ ‘SIANO0[q
©1oQq )M Juauean)

10J 9[qIST[o 2IoM OyM
yoee 11Bay Jo sisoudeIp
rediound yiim pro sieak g9
< sjuoned QIedIPIIA LE/°C

yoryje JIeay jo sisougerp
redound e yym pazijeydsoy
syuaned QIBDIPIN +TI91

Jo ordwres © woiy s19)00[q
©1oq )M Juduean)

10J S9JEpIpUBD  [BIPT,,

orom oym sjuaned 9/6‘C

‘eurSue a[qeisun yim

pIo sIeak g9 z syuaned 788
Jo ordwres e woiy ‘931eyosIp
je 10yqiyut oy ue

10J S9JBpIpUBD  [BIPI,, IOM
oym /71 pue uonezieirdsoy
SuLmp 1031qryur

"9A0QE St JweS

‘(ewopa Areuowrnd

‘uonoeIj uono3(o IB[NOLIIUAA 1O

MO[ “*$9) SUONIPUOD UTEIIdd YIM sjuaned
0] UQAIS 9q JOU PINOYS SIAYI0[q BIAQq
ysnoyie ‘967 se yonw se £q Ajrjerow
IIN-1sod Qonpar ueo Adeiay) 19300[q vlag
$.42Y00]g I2g YIIM JUGUIDAL] [

QOUAIRJY e Jo Aend)

q

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

289

$anuuUod

L661 "B 19
uosdwrg

8661 “Iv 19
10310g

8661 "B 10
TRIOWNOS

S661 819
UBYQIIN

‘uonezipeyidsoy surnp
SIOYO0[q BIOQ PIATIIAI %G

931eyOSIp 1B
SIOYO0[q BIQ PIAIIAI 9%()9

"%8L sem

uonjezife}rdsoy jo sioy

Q¢ 1S11J ) UI SI9YO0[q BIoq
Surarooa1 syuaned 9[qI31[o
Jo 23erjuoorad uerpow Y],

"a3IeyosIp JO oW I8
SIOYO0[q BIAQ PIATIIAI 9§

SOLIBIOIJOUQq QIBOIPIIA
JO SPI0DJAI [BIIPAIA

‘6661 AInf 01 ‘4661 Arenuef

Sunmnp pojdwes o1y
KIOISTH swITe[D) [BUOTIEN

S QIBDIPAIA UI BIqUIN[OD)

JO 191NSI 2AY) pue
pue[Are]y ur speydsoy areo
9JNOk WOIJ SPIOOAI [BOIPAIN

9661 ‘0€ 1AV 01 ‘6661

‘1 1sn3ny pantwpe syuaned
10 seyrdsoy ejosoUUTIA

Q] WOIJ SPIOJAI [BIIPIN

‘1661 ‘0¢ Toquiaydog

01 ‘§861 ‘1 1090100 09f01d

uonewrojuy reyrdsoyq
QIBIIPAIA 2y} Jo ired

se ‘Inonoauuo)) ur syejrdsoy
9 woiy sjuaned aIedIpoI
I0J SPI0JAI [BITPIU

pue VADH £q pansst

elep A)[BII0W QIBJIPIN

"1661-9861 ‘®IEp UONEZI[NN

©19q 10} SAILPIPUTD [BIPL,,
A1om oym syuaned G1§

"9A0Qe Sk JueS

$42Y00]g DI2G YIIM JUGWIDIL] DUISUY 2]qDISU[)

TN Wia swuened 00g'y JO
ordwes © woij 231eYDSIP JB
SIOYO0[qQ ©12q 0] SIEPIPULD
.JBIPI,, PIaPISUOD

arom oym syuened zog

TN
Jo sisougeip Sumrupe yim
syuaned gE6°T JO 19sqns

oene 1redy
Jo sisougerp jedound e
yum pazifelrdsoy plo sieok
69 < suaned 21BdIPIN 00€
Jo odures e woiy s19y50[q
©19q 0 SUONBOIPUIBIIUOD OU
pey oym pue oS1eyosip je
QAI[E QIOM OUM OB 1IBdY
pourryuod Pim syuaned 0|

03810400
Snip uonduosaid pey oym

"9A0QeR Sk oueS

"9AOQE S JWES
$.40Y00]g DI2G YIIM JUIWIDIL] [N

"9AOQe St JweS

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

290

93 IeYSIp
L661 <819 1B 131 [0191SA[OYI-MO]
uosdwrg © paquosaid arom 98¢

2180 Jo sjuauodwod
9errdordde paaredsar
0661 UOTIOIBJUT [RIPILOOAUI 9Jnoe

7661 ‘0¢ 1ogqowardag pue
rurjoIe)) yiIoN ur syeirdsoy
91 woly pagieyodsip
SOLIBIOIJOUQq QIBOIPIIA

JO SPI0JAI [BIIPAIN

9861 ‘0¢ dunf

01 ‘G861 ‘T AN “(sexa],
‘eIuBA[ASUUQ{ ‘BUBRIPU]
‘BPLIO[] ‘BIUIOJI[ED)

s9)e)s oAl) ul s[eyrdsoy

167 woiy sjudaned AIedIpoJA

‘euISue

J[qeIsun YIrm pro siedk ¢9
Z syuened ggg jo orduwes
B WOIJ JIp [019)SA[0YD
-MO[ © I0J S3JepIpuLd
Jeop1,, 2IoMm oym

sjuoned pagIeyosip €9

(0661
“Te 10 1ode1(q) (eimoely

diy ‘oyons ‘eruowrnaud
‘UOTIDIBJUT [RIPILOOAW 9)NoE
‘aIn[Iey 11eay 9ANSIZU0D)
SUOT)IPUOD JATJ JO AUu® [IIm
pazipendsoy sjuoned 9G1¢s
Jo ordures aanejuasardar
A[[eUuoOnEU B WOIJ UOT)OIRJUT
[eTpIEO0AW 9INOE IIM

I8
Jo sprepuejs Surfreaard yirm Ju)sIsSuod

BUISUR 9[qRISUN 10J ATED SIPN[OU]
121(] 1042152]0YD)-MOT :DUISUY 2]qDISU[)

‘siqey
Funjows/wisIjoyod[e pue suroA renginfl

“Tejo uyey  ym syuaned Jo 9,89-9% 19 10J SPI0JaI [BOIPI]N  pazifeidsoy syuanied /¢y JO UODBUIWIEXD JO UONBIUSWINIOP SAPN[OU]
a4p)) pndsoy I

‘pUISUR 2[gBISUN

YIm plo sieak g9 = syuaned

788 Jo ordwes e woiy

$661 ‘0 1oqudeg pue 93IeyOSIp 1B SIY00[q B1eq

‘€661 ‘1 1990100 UdaM)eq  IOJ SAJBPIPURD  [BIOPI,, dIoM

*93IeyosIp Je  eurjore) YuIoN ur speiidsoy  oym 8¢ pue uonezijeyidsoy

SIO0[qQ BIAQ PIAIRIAI 98¢ UQQ)XIS WOIJ padIeydsip Sunmp s19y00[q
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) Q01n0§ BIeq uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn [-V H1dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

291

‘sisATeue eyep oy 03 pue duwres ayy 0) pajeal s[rejp AjLed
0] SO[ONIR 9Y) JO AWOS JO SIOYINE Y} PAJIBIUOI IM g "UWN[OD OUIIJAT Y} UT UONLIO Y} £ PIIDA0D SI I ‘UONBIID OU SBY UWN[0D ISI1Y 9Y) Ut uondLiosap ® Jip

0661
“Te 30 uyey|

0661
“Ie 30 uyey|

L661 819
uosduwrg

"a1ed o sjuouoduwrod
9jerrdordde paaredsar ayons

pm siuaned Jo %p6-%8¢

"aIed Jo sjuauoduwod
9)enrdordde paaredsar
QInyrej 1Ieay 2A1Sa3U0d
wim syuaned Jo 9/6-%99

93 IeYSIp
Je s3nip SuLmo]
-prdi paareoar 991

"9A0QE SE QWes

"9A0QE SE QWkS

"9A0QE St Jwes

(0661
“Te 19 1ode1(q) (eimoely

dry ‘oyons ‘eruownaud
‘UonoIRJuUT [RIPILOOAW
Inoe ‘aInjrej 1Ieay
9ANISA3U0D) SUOTIIPUOD dALJ
Jjo Aue yym pozipeyrdsoy
sjuaned 961/ jo ordures

B WOIJ 9YONs YIm
pazipedsoy sjuaned zHy]

(0661

“Te 19 1ode1(q) (eimoely
diy ‘oyons ‘eruownaud
‘UoT)oIRJUI [RIPIBROOAW 9JNOR
‘aInyrej 1189y 9ANSAZU0D)
SUONIPUOD JALJ JO Aue Yiim
paziendsoy syuaned 9gy¢/
Jo ordures aAnejuasardox
A[[euon®RU B WO} 2IN[IeJ
1183y 9ATISATUOD IIm
pazipendsoy sjuaned oy

‘BUISUR 2[qRISUN [IIM

pIo sIedk g9 2 syuaned 788
Jo ordures e woiy ‘93IeyosIp
18 3nip Surromor-pidif

® I0J SojepIpued  Jeopl,,
a1om oym sjuaned /€9

‘ToA9[ wnissejod WNIds ‘WeISOIPILd0IdA[d
‘s3urpear anssaid poojq ‘xorje1 es pue
ayons snoradxd Jo uoneIuAWNOOP SAPNOU]
2400 pjdsofy :ay0.43§

syuened orxodAy 1oj uoryeqniur

10 Ade1oy) uagAxo ‘[oa9] wnissejod
wnIds ‘WeI3oIpiedondda ‘ssuipear
ainssald poojq ‘uonjeurwexa Jun| pue
K193ans 1sed Jo uoneIUAWNIOP SApN[oU|
240 [DIASOF] (24NJID,] 1DIF] 241]S2SUO))

oIed

Jo spiepueys Surfreadrd yiim Judlsisuod
euISue 9[qelsun IoJ dIed sopn[ouf

s8naq Suriomo-pidry :purduy 2]qvisu)

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

292

‘sonoIquue yIm

7661 ‘(SOINVN)

*SYSIA
ared K1ojenque juaned
Jnpe £8/°‘g7 Sunuasaidax
suedIsAyd 676°[

Jo ordwres aAnejuasaidal

A[[BUOTIRU © WOIJ ‘QSBISIP

Suny Surkpropun ym
SJ[NPE JO QAISN[IXI ‘P[OD

L1661 “Te 19 pojean 2I9m PIOd B IIM KoAINng o1eD) [ROIPAJA| UOWWOD dY) JO SIsouSeIp e
so[ezuon  posouserp sjuaned Jo 9 ¢ K10je[nqUY [RUONEN UM PJO SIBAA Q] Z sjuaned *9A0QE S QuWeg
stawoydo
10 ‘ysnjuap ‘uerorsAyd
® Aq 918D I10J WIR[D
Quo Jse9[ 18 PIM sjuaned
000°0S Jo odwes wopuex
e woiy (snisukreydoseu
'soTjoIqIIUE 9)noe) PIod UOWUWOD
10J suondrrosaxd pay[y 1661 ‘0€ ay) Joj SysIA juawredap Juauean)
9661 “Te19  siuaned ‘pfod uowrwiod Ay} dunf o) ‘g1 ‘T An[ ‘eyep Kouagrowo pue juanedino QATIDQJJO UR JOU Ik SOTIOIqIIUE [OTYM
snourejy I0J SI9JUNOOUD JO 9,()9 U]  SWIB[D PIEIIPIA AYOmudy] TL1°C Wim sjuaned gy 10J ‘SnIrA € £q pasned dIe Spod [[e ISoW[y
p1oD uowuio)
9s() dpoIquuy
PEBIICIEIEN | a1e)) jo Lreng) 90In0S BIR( uonduosa(y ojdweg pIOIAIOG 18D YI[eoH

(ore)

reridorddeur oA1009Y syuaned pI(J 9SNIIAQ—SIBIS PAlIU() Ay} Ul aIe)) YI[edH Aandoy jo Lfen) jo sodwexyg z-v A19V.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

293

$anuuUod

L661 T8 19
Sa[eZUOD)

S661
‘soy3ny
pue 31eDON

8661 “I8 19

‘sonolquue mim
pajean arom [} © M
pasouSerp syuaned jo 9,76

ce61 ut

suonoajur joer) Krojerrdsax
19ddn 10 UANLIM dTOM
(Areuoneu suondrosaxd
000°CTT6'LT prrwns?

ue) suondrosard 3nip
[elqomdiwnue e Jo %91

SP[OO UOWIWIOD [IIM
sjuaned Jo SJISIA JO 9%y 1R

3sIbAN  pequosard arom sonoiquuy

“SIISIA
ared A1ojenque juoned

Jnpe £8/°‘g7 Sunuasaidox

suendsAyd 67|

Jo ordures aAnejuasardor

A[Teuoneu € woiy

‘aseasip Jun| Jurkjropun

)M SINPE JO AISN[OX

‘TN Jo stsouserp

‘OAOQE SB QWL UM P[O SIedk Q] Z sjuaned

‘suerorsAyd

Paseq-221330 000°€¢

Jo ordures aAnejuasaidar

AJ[eUONBU © WO}

‘oA0qe se oweS  pajedionred oym suerorsAyqg

‘uone[ndod

‘SN Yl Jo aanejudsardar
orduwres © woij ‘aseasip Jun|
Sulk[Iopun yym uaIpIydo

JO QAISN[OX? ‘SHIYouOoIq

10 (1yn) uonosjut

joen) A1ojeardsar 1oddn

‘p1oo jo sisouerp Arewrid e
yIm SIISTA 9913j0 ornerpad
1€G JO [e10) ® WOIJ SP[Od
UoOwwod Y)rm pasouserp

"9AOQE SB JWes s1eak g1 S uaIp[IyD

"9A0QE St dweS

"SUOI}OQJUI [B119)08q AIRPU0DS

JuoAd1d Aay) op Iou ‘T[] [BIIA JO 9SINOD
9y} UIOYS Jou Op SINIP [BIqOIITWNIUY
uo122fuy 1904 Kiopa1dsay 4addp)

"9A0QeR S dweS

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

294

‘PI0d

10 ‘y3nod ‘TN odyyroadsuou

® I0J WY} PIAIIAI

9%0¢ TOA0 pUE ‘STTUTYI

10J WAY) PAATOIAT 9()G TOAO
‘(Te02000)dans urpn[oxa)

1661 sniduAreyd 1oy suondrosard
‘Z)TeMDS OT)0IqIIUE PAATOIAT
pue [[omo( syuaned Jo 950, 19AQ

SN WM
8661 “1e10  sjuoned jo S)SIA JO 99% Je
3stnbAN  poquosaid arom sonoiquuy

‘suerorsAyd

Paseq-201JJ0 000°€E

Jo ordures aAnejuasardax

A[reuonjeU © WOIJ

‘oA0qe se owieS  pojedronied oym suerdrsAyd

‘uoneindod

SN 2yl Jo aanejuasaidar
ordwes © woij ‘oseasip suny
Surk[Iopun yiim udIp[Iyo

JO QAISN[IX? ‘SPIYOU0Iq

10 ‘TN ‘P1od Jo sisoueip
Krewnid e yirm SIISIA 901JJO
oerpad 1¢6 jo [e10) ®
woIj SpYN YM pasouserp

*9A0QE St Jweg SIBAK Q1 S URIP[IYD

"JIJOUAQ OU dARY SJTIOIqTIUR
‘[eIIA I8 SUOT}IPUOD ISAY) JO JSOW OUIS

suonafuy 1ov.4] L101p41dsay 1addp) 12y1Q) puv ‘proyH uowuio) ‘Uo1sa3uo)) [PSvN ‘SISULIvYyJ

"9A0QE SE Jweg

gPOURIJY e Jo Aend)

Q01n0§ BIeq uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

panunuoyn ¢-v H14V.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

295

$anuuUod

S661 -aredoxddeur
“Ie 19 Qukeg QIOM SUOISSIWPE JO %t 6

spIyouolq mim
8661 “1e10  syuoned jo s)SIA Jo 956/ e
3sIbAN  poquosard arom sonorquuy

‘sonolqnue mim
L661 T8 19 PaJean) 2I0M SHIYOUOIq YIIm
so[ezuon)  pesouderp sjuaned Jo 9,99

‘9861 ‘0¢ dunf 01 ‘¢861

‘1 Anr ‘sqingns Aqieau

puE uo0IsOg U SANTUNWWOD
JATy ur s[eyrdsoy g woiy
sjuanjed 10J SPI0JAI [BIIPIIA

‘eruownaud yym peyrwpe
PIo s1eak g > UAIp[IYd
Jo suorssiwpe [eydsoy Gyt

‘uonie[ndod

'S 2y} Jo danejuasardar
ordwres © woIy ‘9seasp Sunj
Sulk[Iopun yyrm uaIpIyo

JO QAISN[OX? ‘STIIYOU0Iq

10 ‘TN ‘PIod jo sisouSerp
Krewrid ® y)im s)ISIA 991JJO
oerpad 1¢¢ jo [810) B WOy
SIIYOUOIq YIIM pasouSerp

"9A0QE SB JWes s1eak g1 S udIp[IyD

“SIISIA
ared K1oje[nque juoned

Jnpe £8/°‘g7 Sunuadsaidax

suendIsAyd 676

Jo ordures aAnejudsardor

A[Teuoneu € woiy

‘aseasip Jun| Jurkjropun

)M SINPE JO AISN[IX

‘sS|IyouoIq jo srsouSerp e

‘OAOQE SB QWS UM P[O SIedk Q] Z syuaned

‘ewoAdwo ue 10
uorsnjjo [eino[d e sey 1o uonedIPaW [BIO0
juonedino yim aroxdwr o) syrey juened e

‘ordwrexa 103 ‘uoym 9jerrdordde paropisuod
are eruownaud I10J suorsstwipe [e31dsoq
DIUOWNIU]

ssauf[] Axo0jeardsayy

"9A0Qe St JweS

“JUOWIILAI) DATIDIPYQ

ue Jou oIe SOTI0IqIIUE YOIYM IOJ ‘SOITA

© AQ Pasned aIe SNIYIU0Iq JO SISBD ISOJN
syyouoLg

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

296

9yeradorddeur

%ET Puk ‘[ed0Amba 9,6¢

‘grerrdoxdde arom suorrasur

QM) JO 974 IUN0ddE OJul

UQYE) 9IOM SOUR)SWNIIID

[eorur[d Sunenuaxd

J1 orerrdoxddeur o/ pue

661 “Te 10 ‘TeooaInbo 9,z¢ ‘orerrdoidde
UBWUIR[Y QIoM SUOINISUI 9qN) JO 9% [

S661 -orerrdoaddeur
“Te 19 oukeqd QIoM SUOISSTWIPR JO %'t

"SOOUBISWNIITO
[eoT1uI[d SUNENUaIXd

JO 20UQISIXD AY) AUIUWLIAIAP
0} s1s130[03ukre[ojo

)M P2JONPUOd 1M
SMIIAIIIUI [BUOTIIPPE 661
‘0 g 01 ‘0661 ‘1 Arenuef
‘eIQUIN[O) JO 1OSIA

JY) pue SABIS Gf WOIJ
soonoeld A3o[oTukre[ojo

Je JJBIS 921JJ0

suerorsAyd yirm smorAIdIu

"9A0QE SB JweS

"ULIT] MITAQI UOTIBZI[TIN
e £q uonesynedsard
Suubar sueyd yipeay ur
PoINSUT 9I19M OUM UOISNJJo
[IIm eIpaw snno judjsisrad
I0/pue BIpaW SN0

9INdk JUALINDAI Y)IM PO
189K 91 > UAIP[IYd 6TH9

‘BUIY)SE
/SHIYOUOIq YPIM ponturpe
PIO SIBAA Q] > URIP[IYD JO
suorsstwipe [eyrdsoy §¢0° |

*STIIPIOISEW OIUOIYD PUB UONIIJUI
Ied Q[ppIw A10)0BIJoI 9pn[oul juduwrade[d
oqn) KwoisouedwA) 10j suoneOIPU]
sagny Kwoisounduy Jo as))

BIPIJA SBIIO

“xeroyjownaud

e sey 1o Aderoyy juanedino yim

oaoxdwir o3 payrey sey juened e ‘ojdwexd
10J ‘uoym 9jerrdordde paropisuod are
BUIY)SE/SHIYOUOIq I0J SUOISSTWpE [e3rdsoy
vurysy/syryouorg

QOUAIRJY e Jo Aend)

q

201n0§ IR

uonduosoq ojdwes

HAOIAIRS AIeD) I

panunuoyn ¢-v H14V.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

297

$anuuUod

qace61 18 19
ureIsuIag

€661
“[e 30 S[PM

eh661
“Te 39 STIOM

-orerrdoxdde

IoM 9,86 pue ‘[eooAInbo
AIom 9,67 ‘orerrdorddeur
QTOM SOTWO0IIAIANSAY JO 997

‘suoseal 2jerrdorddeur

10J PANIWPE 2IoM

9,/ pue ‘suosear ojeridordde
K1qissod 10 A[1edrd

10J PINIWPE AIIM 9 €6

"IQUIIU PIATIIAI %66
‘suorjedrpaw juessardopnue
pue siazimbuer rourwr jo
UOT)RUIQUIOD B (IIM PIjear)
QToM 9,1 ‘SuolROIpou
juessardopniue yjm pajean
1M 9,7 ‘s1azi[mbuen
JOUTW [IIM pajeorn)

arom syuaned Jo 961

‘0661 ‘1€ A1f 01 ‘6861

‘1 1sn3ny ‘suoneziuesio
218D PISeULW UJAJS WOIJ
sjuoned 10 SPI0JAT [BIIPIA

‘9861 ‘0¢ dunf

01 ‘G861 ‘T AInf ‘(sexa,
‘eIuUBA[ASUUQ{ ‘BUBRIPU]
‘epLIO[] ‘BIUIOJI[ED)

sa1els JATJ ul sperrdsoy

L6 woly syuaned oI1edIpajy
10J SPI0J3I [BOIPIIN

9861 19qUIAdA(] 01

KeJ\ pa1o[dwod smaralojul
suoyd 986 1990190

0} K1eniqo, pajerdwod
sarreuuonsanb ((soesuy
S0 ‘03eoIy) ‘uoisog)
SN0 22113 Ul (SON)
Apni§ sowodnQ [eIIPIN

EENUUIGREREINNG
o130[00uOUOU
‘Kouagrowauou

JUOMIOPUN oYM

PIO SIBAA ()7 < UAWIOM 79

‘uorssaxdop

Jo sisougerp 931eyosIp

B 3im s[eirdsoy [earpowr
[e1ouas ur pazipeydsoy
sjuaned A[I9pe aIedIpPIN
[1e Jo oanejuasaidor
‘uorssardop ym
poziteridsoy syuaned gg1°1

‘porrad Apnis oy

Surnmp £10 yoeoe ur seonoerd
dnoi3-paxtu ‘Ajeroadsnnw
[BI9AS 10 QJNH 231%]

quo paIsIA oym sjuaned
1npe 66¢°7 Jo ojdwes ©
wolj swoldwAs aarssardop
10 I9PIOSIp 2AIssardap
Juarmd YIm syuaned $¢9

‘snIoIn 9y}

JO [eAOWRI [BOISINS Y] ST AWO0IIISAH
&u10322.4218Kf

Aw012319)sAH

‘uorssaxdop 10§ 2180 juenjedino

Surpnoaid SUOSEAI [OIPAW IO ‘IOPIOSIP
oueryoAsd Jofew prqiowod ‘ared Jnoe
SunLIOW UonIPUOd [BIIpaW ‘uorssardap
apnpour uoIsstwpe 1oy suoseal deridorddy
uoISSIUpY :uo1ssatdacy

‘u0r1ssaIdop 10§ 9AT}ORJJO AIB SUOTIROIPIU
juessardopnue jey) 9oUaPIAD ST 1Y) Jnq
‘uorssardop 103 9ATI09JJ0 oIk si1ozIfInbuern
IOUTW JBY) QOUIPIA OU ST I,
JuauDaL] :u01ss24da(]

uoissaada(q

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

298

1861 ‘(eurjore)

yInos ‘erueA[Asuuog

‘BUBIUOJA] ‘S119SNYOBSSBIA

‘BMO] ‘OpeIo[0)

9yerrdordde ‘BIUIOJI[RD) ‘BUOZIIY)

QIOM 9t/ pue ‘[Bd0AINbY  s1e)S JYSTIO Ul SIS ¢ WOl

‘AydeiSorSue

1861 B 19 A1om 96 ‘9rerrdorddeur P2JO9[aS SIS 9IY) WOIJ KIBUOIOO JO $9SBD
urssey) KIBUOIOD JO 95/  SwIe[d uerorsAyd a1esrpajA £L9°T Jo odures wopuey] "9AOQE S Jwes
‘0661 ‘(A1381ns
jjei1d ssedAq A1oyre Kreuo1od
wroyrod 031 uonezoyne
pue ‘Ayder3or3ue Areuoiod
JO QWIN[OA ‘UOTIBOO[ 10J)
ordwies wopuer parjnens ‘KyserdoiSue
-ojerrdoidde © ySnoiy) pajoses ‘aels AIeuo1oo [eurwnjsues) snoauejnorad
QIoM 9,9/ pue ‘[ed0AInba Y10 X maN ur AydeiSor3ue 10 A1a3ans 1jead ssedAq A19)1e AIeU0I0D 10J
A1am 95, ‘orerrdorddeur Kreuo10o Surpraord ‘AydeiSorSue  9jeprpued e s1juaned e IOYIOYM QUIWLIP
BCHGT TR 1R arom soryderSorsue srerdsoy [eropojuou  A1eu0IOd pey oym sjuoned 0) Awojeue K19)1e K18U0I0D SUNEN[BAD
urQIsuIog K18U0100 JO %% G] WOIJ SPI0JAI [BIIPIN Gee'1 Jo ordwres wopuey 10J poyjow e st AydeiSor3ue Kreuoro))
Kydpao18uy £1pu0.40) :2s0as1(q £1214Y £IDUOL0D)
JSBISI(] IB[NISBAOIPIR))
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) 201n0§ Bl uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn ¢-v H14V.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

299

$anuuUod

-orerrdordde arom

%16 pue ‘[eooamba arom

€661 9L @yerrdorddeur arom

“Ie 10 adeo saLRdIns DGV JO %1'T

-orerrdordde arom
%776 Pue ‘TedoAmbo orom
9661 9% L ‘@rerrdorddeur arom

“Te 10 adeo] soLIR3INs GV JO %9°]
9yerrdordde arom

996 pue ‘[eo0oAIbo orom

8861 I 19 2%0¢ ‘@yerrdorddeur orom
MO[SUT A\ S9LIA3INS HFVD JO %]

‘0661 ‘(suonerado

DIVD JoO swnjoa

pue uoneosoy 10j) ordwes
wopuel parjnens e y3noy)
Pa1O9[as ‘2IBIS YIO X MON Ul
arnpadcoxd Hgy) Surpraoid
srerdsoy [eropajuou

G| WOIJ SPI0dAI [BIIPIIN

‘0661 ‘(erueA[Asuusg
‘eurI[oIR) YLION

SI0X MmoN ‘arysdwreyq moN
‘BJOSQUUIA ‘S1)OSNYOBSSBIN
‘pUB[AIRIA ‘BURISINOT ‘BMO]
‘RIUIOJI[RD)) SAIBIS ()] UI
s[errdsoy wnnIosuo)) Iua)
[BOIPIJA OTWIPLIY 7 WOy
sjuanjed 10} SPI0JAI [BOIPIIN
861

pue ‘0861 ‘6L61 ‘wersord
Jjuowdo[oAd( snsuasuo)
I[eoH JO samnsuf
[euoneN 21 Jo red se els
UI9)SoMm ® Ul (smjeys 3ulyoed)
pue az1s 10J) opdwes
Wwopuel paljnens e ysnoiy)
Pa199]9s (sreidsoy Ajjeroads
PUE ‘[BJUAWIUIDAOS I9YIO
‘UONBINSIUIWPY SUBIDNDA
Suipnjox?) sreidsoy

931y} WOIJ SPIOJAT [BIIPIN

‘19318 DGVD
paje[ost pey oym sjuaned
8¢¢°1 Jo ordwies wopuey

‘128108 DGV
pore[osT pey oym sjuoned
961°1 Jo orduwres wopury

‘sreydsoy

921} 9y} ur A1931ns HgVy)D
juamiapun oym sjuaned 9g¢
Jo ojdwes wopuel paynens

"9A0Qe S JweS

"9A0Qe Sk JweS

*Apoq 9y} UI 9I0YMIS[O WOIJ S[ISSIA
yum paoerdar are 1reay oy Jurkjddns
S[9SSAA PoO[q paSewep ‘A1a8ins gy uf

(DgVD) 11Dy sspd g L1214y £10U0.40) :25DISIJ K1214Y LIDUOL0D)

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

300

"9571 sem uonezieidsoy

JO sInoy 84 IsI1J A}
UT )T PIATIOI OYM QUIBIOPI]

9661 ‘0€
[udy 01 ‘6661 ‘1 IsnSny
pantwpe E:uuma 10J

TN

*K)1TeR)IIOW 9SBAIOUT
0) UMOYS u23q sey [N 2[qeqoid 10j

8661 e 19 10J 9[qI31pour sjuened  s[eIIdSOY BJOSQUUIIA USIXIS  JO SISOUSRIP SUMIWpe yiIm pojean sjuoned ur uone[[LIqI} JB[NOLIJUIA
Terownog  jo oSejuodred uerpow Ay ], WIOIJ SPIOJAT [BIIPIA sjuaned §¢p g JO 19sqng juoaaid 03 pasn sixe[Aydoid auresopry
2UIDIOPIT YIIM JUIWIDIL] [ [IN

€861

‘0¢ aunf 0} ‘1 Arenuef

‘Kiuno) erydiepeqiyd

-ojeridordde ur speyrdsoy Ajrunwwod

AI9M 9% pue ‘[edoAInba ¢ pue ‘syeirdsoy pajerfiyje

AIom 9,9¢ ‘oyerrdorddeur -Ky1s1oAtun [ ‘sreirdsoy ‘suonejuedw royewoded

8861 ‘e 10 arom suonejuerdur Suryoray A)Is1oArun 78€ JO [B10) B JuomIapUN ‘swIAyYl pue sajer
uedsuaaln 1yewaoed Jo 907 XIS WOJJ $PI0OAI [BIIPAIN oym syuaned a1edIpajy  Jeay [euniouqe azuengal djay sioyewaoed
AYDUWIIODJ ODIPAD]) JUIUDULIDG :([J]) UO2IDJU] [DIPADIOSIH

0661 “(VDLd Jo dwnjoa

pue uonedsoj 1oj) sjduwes

wopuel paynens e ysnoiy)

-orerrdoxdde P31099s ‘@1elS IO X
QIaMm 9,8G pue ‘[ed0AInba MIN Ul YD.Ld Surpraoad 2reay oy uikjddns spassaa
€661 “Te 19 arom 9,8¢ ‘arerrdorddeur sredsoy [eropajuou "VO.Ld pey oym syuaned poo[q Ul (93e)00[q) SISOUI]S ISBAIIIP
QUIOq[TH a1om syDLd JO %t G] WOIJ SPI0dAI [BIIPIIN 90¢‘T Jo ordwres wopuey 0} I9JAYILD UOO[[BQ AINJBIUIW © SasN VD Ld
(VOLd) C1sppdo18uy £ipuodo0) [pununjsup.aj SN0auninoiag :asvasiq L4234y £10uo.10)
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) 201n0§ Bl uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn ¢-v H14V.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

301

$anuuUod

L661 "B 19
uosdurg

8661 I8 19
10310g

S661 T2 19
PRENIEIG

‘way)
PAATRIAI PAJBIIPUIRIIUOD

QIoM SIONO0[q WNIJ[BD
woym I0j SOy} JO %79

‘way)
POAIRD2I PAIBIIPUIRIIUOD

QIoM SIONO0[q WNIJ[BD
woym I0j S0y} JO 98]

WAY) PIATOAI
PAILDIPUTEIIUOD dTIIM
SIOYO0[q [QUUBYD WNIO[BD
woym I0J 3soy) Jo 9 1¢

$661 ‘0¢ Toquardog pue
‘€661 ‘1 1090100 U2IM)q
rurjoIe)) yuoN ur speirdsoy
9] woiy pagdreyosip
SQLIBIOIJOUQq QIBOIPIIA

JO SPI0JAI [BIIPAIA

‘euISue a[qeisun yim

pIo sIedk g9 Z syuaned 788
Jo ordwres e woiy ‘ssnip
Sun[oo[q [euueyd WNIO[R
10} SUOTIBOIPUIRIIUOD

pim syuoned g

"9A0QeR Sk JweS

UODIIPUIDAIUO) D YIIN SJUIYDJ LOf S12YD0]q [2UUDY)) WNIdID)) O 2oUDPIOAY :DUISUY 2]qDISU[)

'S661 A1nf 01 4661

Krenuer Sunmp pojdwes 91
KIOISTH swITe[D) [BUOTIEN

S QIBDIPAIA UI BIqUIN[OD)

JO 19INSIg AY) pue
pue[Are]A ur speydsoy areo
9JNOk WOIJ SPIOOAI [BOIPIIN

€661 ‘8T Arenigaq 01
‘7661 “1 dunf “10[1d 199[01g
Ie[noseaolpie)) aaneradoo)

9y jo ed se ‘(UISuOISIp
‘eMO] INd1I0UU0))
‘eweqe[y) sajels

Inoj ur pazipejidsoy arom

O M SILIBIOIJOUAQ AIBIIPIIA
I0J SPIOJAI [BIIPIN

TN Wim syuened 0og‘y

Jo ordwres ® woiy ( 90y >
uonorI U0 IB[NOLIIUAA
1J9[ B ©9°T) SIYO0[q [duUBRYD
wnro[ed J0J UONeIIPUTRIIUOD
e s syuaned ()gg

yoene

11eay jo sisougerp [edrourid
' im pazifeyidsoy sjuoned
QIBJIPIN $21°91 Jo opdures
B WOIJ SIdYO0[q [dUUBYD
WNIO[Ed 0) UOTIBOIPUTEIUOD
Tedd yum sjuaned ¢g/

"9A0Qe Sk JweS

‘(uonezireyrdsoy Jurnp

rwopa Areuownd 10 Yo0ys JO 2OUIPIA
‘uonoRI UONIA[o IB[NILNUIA 1J3] MO] “5°9)
SUOT)IPUOD UTEIIAD 1M sjuaned 0) uoAId
9q JOU P[NOYS SIAYI0[q [AUUBYD WNIO[RD

UOLIDIIPUIDAIUOD) D YIIN SJUINDJ A0f §.12Y00]g [2UUDY)) WNIOID)) JO 20UDPIOAY [

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

302

‘orerrdoxdde arom
%16 pue ‘Ted0AIba arom

0661 ‘SINUAD

'S Oﬁuw.:am joeIejed

‘(Ayyedounar orjoqerp 1o uoneIouagop
Ienoew 3°9) SUOT)IPUOD UTBIIAD UM
9rdoad uo paurrojrad 9q jou pinoys A1331ns

9661 'Te 19 % ‘orerrdorddeur orom  [eOIPOW OIWOPEOE ()] WOI}  GE[‘] JO [BI0) B juoMIOpUN  JOBIBIE)) ‘P[0 SIBAA 9 T sy[npe ul K1o3Ins
UBWORQO], SOLIOZINS J0BILILD JO 957  Sjuoned I0J SPI0JAI [ROIPIIN oym syuaned 0zo‘]  pouwutojrad Ajuowrwod e s1 A1931ns joereie)
£1284ng 10DADIDY)
sjoeaeR)
-orerrdoxdde
QIoM 957/ pue ‘[edoArnbo
arom 9411 ‘oyerrdorddeur ‘Adoosopua
arom sardoasopuo 1081} [BUI)SOIUIONSES ‘uonBUIWEX 9130[01A0 ysniq pue
1861 “IB 19 joeI) [eun)sajuIonses 10ddn jo soseo Ksdo1q syrwred pue ‘Joen) [eunsojuIonses
urssey) 10ddn jo 95/ *9AOQE SB QuWIeS G8G*T Jo ordwies wopuey 9y} Jo uoneziensia sojqeud Adoosopuyg
Kdoosopuzg 1004 ] [puU1Is21U1043500) 42dd))
ISBISI(] [BUNSIIUIOI)SBE)
‘1861 ‘(vutore)
yINoS ‘BrueA[ASuuq
‘RUBIUOJA ‘S1IOSNYIBSSBIN
‘eMO] ‘opelIo[o)
-ojerrdordde  ‘erurojije) ‘euozZIIy) S9IELIS
IOM 9 G¢ pue ‘[edooAInba  JYSIO UT SIS UQAIIY) WOL]
A1am 9, 7¢ ‘orerrdorddeur PR3109[3S SIS 1Y) WOIJ *AW0)02191Iepud *(ure1q 2y 03 poolq Ajddns yorym)
1861 e 19 QIOM SOTWOIIINIEPUD SPI0991 [BIIPAW pUE BIep P1oIed Jo sosed  SoLIdYIE prjoted (payoo[q) onoudls dn suado
urssey) pnored Jo 9,7¢  swie[d uerolsAyd aredIpojy Z0€‘1 Jo ordwes wopuey eyl aInpadsold e s1 AWo0)0aI10)IBpUd prjoIe)
Kwopda.42140puUsy P10V
SALIdYIY pHoIR)
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) 201n0§ Bl uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoyn ¢-v H14V.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

303

‘sIsATeue e1ep ay) 01 pue dpdures ay) 0) paje[al S[IeIap AJLIR[D
0] SO[ONIE 9Y) JO AWOS JO SIOYINE Y] PAIBIUOD I\ g “UWN[OD AOUIIJAT Y] UT UONLIIO Y1 £ PIIDA0D SI I ‘UONBIID OU SBY UWN[0D ISI1Y 3y} Ul uondLosap © Jp

8661 T2 10
BIENELTN

(K319 uo Surpuadop) sosed
JO 9%$G6—9%0¢ ut aerdordde
pue ‘sased Jo 9,0¢

—9,() Ul Ureladun ‘sased Jjo
%017—%0¢ ut aerdorddeur
sem uone[ndruew

reurds jo uonentuy

1661 ‘T€ Toquada(
pue ‘¢ ‘I Arenuef

U99M]2q QW) ISIIJ AY) I0J
918D JY3NOs oym ‘eIUIOJI[RD)
‘03a1(] ues pue ‘uodaiQ
‘puB[IIOd BIOSAUUIIA

‘Ined ‘1S-sijodeauury
‘BPLIO[ ‘TWRIA Iedu IO Ul
$9213J0 onoeidolyo g woij
sjuaned Jo sp1023I [BOIPIN

‘porrad Apmis ay) Surnp
own Jsa1y oy 1oy ured yoeq
MO[ 10J 2182 d1oeidoaryd
JySnos oym (syuaned

026) 201330 1ad sjuaned

01 Jo ordwes wopuelr y

‘(Y661

“NAUdDHYV) 2woipuks eumnba epned pue
‘UONOJUI “IoWN) ‘9INjoeIJ S SUONIPUOD
yons Aq pasned jou ured yoeq mo[

Inoe woly AI9A0931 sudjsey uonendruew
reurds jey) papnjouod sey JYJDHV
uonuvndiuvpy purds d130v.4do.a1y)

ureq yoeg mory

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

304

*20oua31[3ou 0}

NP SJUIAD ISIIAPE JO kT
Q0UQPIOUT APIMIILIS 90| B
PUEB ‘SJUQAD OSIOAPE JO dJel
QOUPIOUT APIMIILIS 9/ '€
e unuasaidal ‘suorssiwpe
861 Surmp sjuoAd

1661 1B 12 Juas1[32u ()87 PuUB SJUIAD
ueuuaIg JSIOAPE €ET°] 9IoM QY]
‘pajuanald useq

QABY P[NOD pUE judWILn)

8861 ‘Yyoorg 10 stsouSerp ajenbopeur

pue stoqn(  WOIy PAj[nsal SYILap Jo %t |

‘¥861 “@1EIS

10X moN ur syendsoy
oweryoAsduou ‘ared

QINdOB PAJOJAs A[wopuel ¢

'$861 ‘srendsoy 71 woiy

syuaned 10J SPI0J2I [BIIPAIN

‘syuaned

pagreyosip orneryoAsduou
€98°1,9°C Jo uonendod

e woij syuaned pazijeydsoy
JO SP10231 6TH 1€

Jo ordwes pajy3rom e woly
SPI0OAI [edIpaW [Z]°0E

yoene 1reay Jo ‘eruownaud
‘oyoms woij syeyrdsoy
ur parp oym sjuened ¢8|

‘10q J10 ‘aFIeydsIp

Je Kjpiqesip e seonpoid ‘uonezijejidsoy
s3uojoid jeyy pue aseasip Jurkprepun Ay}
uey) Joyjel juswadeurw [BIIpaw AQq pasned
ST Jey) AInfur ue ST JUIAD ISIOAPE UY
SJUIAT 2SL2APY

SJUIAT] ISIIAPY

‘yresp

s juened ay) ur pajnsar Ajqeqoid ared 1ood
9y} pue ‘ared 100d paaredar juaned oyl
uaym 2]qeIudAaId PIIapISuOd SI I8P Y
sywap ajquiuaaa.ad Jo uoyvnipazg

SYIBI(] A[QBIUIAIIJ

QOURIRJY e jo Aend)

q

201n0§ IR

uonduosaoq ojdwes

HAOIAIDG 1R YI[edH

JWIBH pasne)) 9ABH P[no)) Jey[, JOUUBA
e ur a1e)) arerrdorddy 0A1009Y sjuaned PI( :9SNSIA S9ILIS PajIuN) oy} ur a1e)) YIeay Jo Aeng) jo sejdwexy ¢-v 419V.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

305

$anuuUod

L661 T8 19
ua[n)

S661
“Ie )0 sojeg

1661
“Te 10 adeo|

's3umes om) ay)

10} SOOUQIQJJIP JUBOIJTUTIS
ou pomoys juaned

1ad suonedIpaw Jo requunu
10J pasnipe sojey “sjrun
QIed [eIoUa3 url sAep juaned
0001 Iod sgqy renuajod 1o
J[qeiuaAald ()] aIom QYL
'SNDI 2y3 ur sAep juaned
0001 1od sgqy renuajod 1o
J[qeiuarald ] aIom QY

‘(9ye1 paysnlpe) suorssiwpe
001 1od sgQy [enuarod

G'G [BUOI}IPPE UB dIoM
QIAY, "JuBdIUIIS dIoMm

9% L€ PUE ‘SNOLIAS AIOM %€
‘uruajealyl J1] 1M 907
yorym jo ‘(orex pajsnipe)
suotsstwpe 001 1od (sgAY)
SJUQAQ STNIP 9SIAAPER
d[qeiuoAard g o1om Iy ],

ouagi3au

0] NP 9IOM SJUIAD ISIOAPE
01 Suipe9| s1o11 uerorsAyd
JO 9 L ‘@ouagi3au

0] 9Np 9IOM SJUIAD
9SIOAPE I9YJ0 JO 9/ ¢ pue
suonerado woly Sunnsal
SJUOAD ISIOAPE JO 9%/ |

€661

AIng pue Areniqa, uaamiaq

ponrwpe sjyuaned 103

(*039 *MITAAI PIOIAI [BIIPAU
‘SMIIATIUL JJB)S Surpnjour)
sjr0dor uone3nsaAu-ase)

€661

Ang 01 Areniqa ‘uoisog

ur syejrdsoy a1ed Arenio)

7 1oy jye1s [endsoy jo
sj10do1 pue SpIOJAI [BIIPIA

P861 IS

NI0 X MmN ul sieydsoy
omeryoAsduou ‘ared

9INOE Pajo9[as A[WoOpueRl |G

‘uoysoq
ur speydsoy ared K1enie) g
ur syrun jo ojdwres wopuel
pPalIIEns B WOIj Pajd[os
(Teo131ns 7 ‘[eorpawt

) Sjun AIBd [BIOUAT

9 pue ([eo13ins g ‘[eorpaur
€) SIUN 9IBD QAISUUI G
0) paptwpe syuaned [¢o'y

‘sreadsoy om) ur

SjIun [e213InS pue [BIIPIW
1 Jo ojdwes wopuer
payens & 0} SUOISSIWPE
51191SqouoU J[Npe [€0‘Y

‘syuenyed

paseyosip oeiyoAsduou
€98°1,9°C Jo uonendod

e woiy sjuaned pazifeyidsoy
JO SpI0%31 6TH 1€

Jo ordwres pajySrom e wolay
SPI0JAI [BIIPAW [Z]‘0E

"9A0Qe Sk dweS

"9AOQR Sk JWeS
SJU2AT SNA(] 2S424pY

"9A0QE S dweS

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

306

‘soduel
POPUAWIWIOIAT Y} UTYIIM
SOTBSOP PIAIIAI 9,8/

‘u0)SUIySe A\

ur punog 195n4 jo
aaneradoo) yireay dnoin
Jo sorurpo ared Arewrd

¢ woij spiodar Aoewreyd

‘sorut[o Apmis ay) jo
QU0 papuajje oym P[o sIieak
G9—g1 syuaned ared Arewrid

G661  ‘suoneorpow juessardopnue  poziendwod pue ‘sKoAIns QATINDASUOD TGS T JO
‘JJIOUOA P2AI221 oym uorssaxdaop uero1sAyd ‘smararajul ordwes e wouiy uorssaidop ‘2189 JO spiepuels Surjreadrd
pue uowg Jofew yym sjusned Suowry pue sKoAIns juaned Jofew yim syuaned 49 U)IM JUISISUOD JUIWBAI) SIPN[OU]
‘uorssaxdop
‘9861 ‘0 aunf Jo s1sou3erp 93IeyosIp
01 ‘G861 ‘1 AInf ‘(sexay, ' )im speydsoy [eorpow
‘erueA[ASuUL{ ‘BUBRIPU] [e1ouas ur pazieydsoy
TOAQ[ ‘epLIo[ ‘BIUIOJI[RD) sjuoned A[1op[o oIedIpoIN
POPUSWILIODAT MO[aq SISOP  $A)e)S AT Ul s[e3rdsoy /67 ITe Jo oanejuasardox
qv661 pey siuessaidopnue yim woly sjudned 2IedIpajy ‘uorssaxdap yim ‘2189 Jo spiepuels Surjreadrd
“Te 10 S[[oA\  pasieyosip sjuaned Jo g,¢¢ 10J SPI0JAI [BIIPA]N  poazieiidsoy sjuaned ga1¢T )M JUQISISUOD JUAUWIIBAI) SOpN[ou]
JuauDaL] [U01ssaLdoq
IB3H [BIUdN
gPOURIJY e Jo Aend) Q01n0§ BIeq uonduosoq ojdwes ,JIAIRS 1B YI[BdH

panunuoy) ¢-v H14dV.L

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

307

‘sisA[eue eyep oy o) pue o[duwres oy 0} pojefar s[rejop AjLre[o
0] SIOT}E 3y} JO SWOS JO SIOYINE Y} PIAJOVIUOD I ¢ “UN[0D DUIJT Y} UI UOHEID ) AQ PAISAOD ST J1 ‘UOHEIIO OU SBY UWN[0d Is11y Yy ut uondriosap e J1p

8661
“Te 39 N

*s3nIp aI1ow 10
INoJ YIIM pojean A[reniur
jou a1am sjuaned Jo 9,9¢

'S661 01 7661

‘SQOIAIAS IOTUAS PUB UI[BIH
Jo Juaunredoq Aasiof

MON ‘wersord [01uo))
SISO[NOIdQN], Y} WoIj vje

‘PapULWUOIAT

ST uowIdal 3nip-Inoj e
UoIym I0J SI1UNOD UT 2I9M
woym Jo 986 ‘siuaned
gL 2anisod-armino 0]

‘uowgar

3nIp-InojJ ® (IIm pajearl aq pInoys
QOUR]SISAI PIZBIUOST %1 Z YIIM SBAIR

ur (g1) stso[naroqn) yrm pajoojur ojdoog
JUUIDAL] SISOINIIIQN]

sIso[ndIaqny,

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

Crossing the Quality Chasm: A New Health System for the 21st Century

308 CROSSING THE QUALITY CHASM

APPENDIX: Search Strategy for January 1997-July 1998 MEDLINE PLUS

Search

Medical Subject Heading Boolean
Search Type (MeSH) Search Term Tree Number? Operator
Subject Quality of health care N4.761 or
Subject Guideline adherence N4.761.337 or
Explode exact Outcome and process assessment, N4.761.761.559

subjectb health care

Subject Professional review organization N4.761.673 or
Subject Quality indicators, health care N4.761.789 and
Language English and
Date 1997, 1998

NOTE: As Boolean operators, “or”” means that articles with one search term and/or another search
term are included, and “and” means that articles must have both search terms (or strings of search
terms) to be included. For this search, articles with any of the Medical Subject Headings (MeSH)
were included, and only articles in English and from 1997 or 1998 were included.

aTree Number is a National Library of Medicine alphanumerical code for indexing MeSH terms.
bThe “Explode” search function includes the MeSH category as well as all the subcategorical
branches connected to it. It is equivalent to typing out the MeSH term and each of its subcategorical
branches separately. The subcategories included when exploding “Outcome and Process Assess-
ment, Health Care” are: Outcome Assessment, Treatment Outcome, Medical Futility, Treatment
Failure, and Process Assessment.
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Appendix B

Redesigning Health Care with Insights from
the Science of Complex Adaptive Systems

Paul Plsek

The task of building the 21st-century health care system is large and com-
plex. In this appendix, we will lay a theoretical framework for approaching the
design of complex systems and discuss the practical implications.

SYSTEMS THINKING

A “system” can be defined by the coming together of parts, interconnections,
and purpose (see, for example, definitions proposed by von Bertalanffy [1968]
and Capra [1996]). While systems can be broken down into parts which are
interesting in and of themselves, the real power lies in the way the parts come
together and are interconnected to fulfill some purpose.

The health care system of the United States consists of various parts (e.g.,
clinics, hospitals, pharmacies, laboratories) that are interconnected (via flows of
patients and information) to fulfill a purpose (e.g., maintaining and improving
health). Similarly, a thermostat and fan are a “system.” Both parts can be under-
stood independently, but when they are interconnected, they fulfill the purpose of
maintaining a comfortable temperature in a given space.

The intuitive notion of various system “levels,” such as the microsystem and
macrosystem, has to do with the number and strength of interconnections be-
tween the elements of the systems. For example, a doctor’s office or clinic can be
described as a microsystem. It is small and self-contained, with relatively few
interconnections. Patients, physicians, nurses, and office staff interact to produce

Consultant, Paul E. Plsek and Associates, Inc., Roswell, Georgia.
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diagnoses, treatments, and information. In contrast, the health care system in a
community is a macrosystem. It consists of numerous microsystems (doctor’s
offices, hospitals, long-term care facilities, pharmacies, Internet websites, and so
on) that are linked to provide continuity and comprehensiveness of care. Simi-
larly, a thermostat and fan comprise a relatively simple microsystem. Combine
many of these, along with various boiler, refrigerant, and computer-control micro-
systems, and one has a macrosystem that can maintain an office building environ-
ment.

A distinction can also be made between systems that are largely mechanical
in nature and those that are naturally adaptive (see Table B-1). The distinctions
between mechanical and naturally adaptive systems are fundamental and key to
the task of system design. In mechanical systems, we can know and predict in
great detail what each of the parts will do in response to a given stimulus. Thus,
it is possible to study and predict in great detail what the system will do in a
variety of circumstances. Complex mechanical systems rarely exhibit surprising,
emergent behavior. When they do—for example, an airplane explosion or com-
puter network crash—experts study the phenomenon in detail to design surprise
out of future systems.

In complex adaptive systems, on the other hand, the “parts” (in the case of
the U.S. health care system, this includes human beings) have the freedom and
ability to respond to stimuli in many different and fundamentally unpredictable
ways. For this reason, emergent, surprising, creative behavior is a real possibility.
Such behavior can be for better or for worse; that is, it can manifest itself as either
innovation or error. Further, such emergent behavior can occur at both the micro-
system and macrosystem levels. The evolving relationship of trust between a
patient and clinician is an example of emergence at the microsystem level. The
AIDS epidemic is an example of emergence that affects the macrosystem of care.

TABLE B-1 Mechanical Versus Naturally Adaptive Systems

Type of System Mechanical Naturally Adaptable

Simple Thermostat and fan Patient giving history
information to a physician

Complex Office building heating, ventilation U.S. health care
and air conditioning

The distinction between mechanical and naturally adaptive systems is obvi-
ous when given some thought. However, many system designers do not seem to
take this distinction into account. Rather, they design complex human systems as
if the parts and interconnections were predictable in their behavior, although
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fundamentally, they are not. When the human parts do not act as expected or
hoped for, we say that people are being “unreasonable” or “resistant to change,”
their behavior is “wrong” or “inappropriate.” The system designer’s reaction
typically is to specify behavior in even more detail via laws, regulations, struc-
tures, rules, guidelines, and so on. The unstated goal seems to be to make the
human parts act more mechanical.

RECONCILING MECHANICAL AND
ADAPTIVE SYSTEMS THINKING

This apparently misguided thinking arises from traditional science. In the
Renaissance, Galileo, Newton, and others gave us the image of the clockwork
universe (Capra, 1996). The paradigm of science for the last several hundred
years has been one of reductionism; that is, further study of the parts of systems
will lead to deeper understanding and predictability. Indeed, this tradition has led
to great advances in knowledge.

Reductionist thinking has also been applied to organizations. Taylor (1911)
introduced “scientific management” a century ago and changed our view of sys-
tems of work. Taylorism resulted in huge gains in productivity through the intro-
duction of scientific study of time and motion in work. Taylor believed that if
workers would do their work in the “one best way,” everyone would benefit
(Kanigel, 1997). These ideas form a continuing and deeply held paradigm today
(Morgan, 1997; Zimmerman et al., 1998; Brown and Eisenhardt, 1998).

Mechanical systems thinking does work in many situations when applied to
human systems, and it has led to great progress in the past century. It is precisely
because mechanical systems thinking works in many situations that it has become
such a strongly held paradigm.

Organizational theorist Ralph Stacey (1996) provides a way to think about
this seeming paradox (Figure B-1). Zimmerman et al. (1998) further describe this
concept and provides several examples of its application in health care. In the
lower left portion of the diagram are issues in which there is a high degree of
certainty (as to outcomes from actions) and a high degree of agreement (among
the people involved in taking the actions). Here, mechanical systems thinking
with detailed plans and controls is appropriate. An example in health care is a
surgical team doing routine gall bladder surgery. Through experience and the
accumulation of knowledge, there is a high degree of certainty about the surgical
procedures that lead to successful outcomes. The members of the surgical team
agree on the way they will operate. In a good surgical team, everyone’s actions
need to be relatively predictable and somewhat mechanical. Someone who be-
haved unpredictably would be expelled from the team. In this area it is important
to fully specify behavior and reduce variation, and there are many such issues at
both the micro- and macrosystem level in health care.
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Low

Professional/Social
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Outcomes prexty

Plan and
. Control
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Certainty About Outcomes

FIGURE B-1 Stacey Diagram: Zone of complexity. SOURCE: Stacey, 1996.

For other issues in human systems for which there is very little certainty and
very little agreement (the area in the upper right of Figure B-1), chaos reigns and
is to be avoided. A riot in the streets is an example.

Mechanical systems thinking (as intuitively applied by people designing and
managing organizational systems) seems to allow only these two possibilities; it
is necessary to plan and control, or there will be chaos. This seems so obvious to
our mechanical-thinking mental model that it may not always be consciously
acknowledged. Complex adaptive systems thinking allows for a third possibility.

There are many issues in human systems that lie in a “zone of complexity”
(Langton, 1989; Zimmerman et al., 1998). These are issues for which there are
only modest levels of certainty and agreement. Examples of such issues in health
care might include: How should health care be financed? What is the best way to
deliver primary care? For such issues there are many different models that have
been successful in some situations and less successful in others; that is, only a
modest level of “certainty” exists regarding what actions lead to what outcomes.
Further, well-meaning, rational, intelligent people might not always agree as to
the approach or outcome, meaning that there are only modest levels of agree-
ment. For the most part the issues associated with designing the 21st-century
health care system are in the zone of complexity where it would be more appro-
priate to use the paradigm of a complex adaptive system.

THE SCIENCE OF COMPLEX ADAPTIVE SYSTEMS

A complex adaptive system (CAS) is a collection of individual agents that
have the freedom to act in ways that are not always predictable and whose actions
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are interconnected such that one agent’s actions changes the context for other
agents. Such systems have been the focus of intense study across a variety of
scientific fields over the past 40 years (see Waldrop, 1992; Lewin, 1992;
Wheatley, 1992; Kelly, 1994; Gell-Mann, 1995; Zimmerman et al., 1998; Brown
and Eisenhardt, 1998). A major center of such research is the Santa Fe Institute,
which includes several Nobel Prize winners among its faculty and associates (see
Gell-Mann, 1995, p. xiv). Examples of systems that have been studied as a CAS
include the human body’s immune system (Varela and Coutinho, 1991); the mind
(Morowitz and Singer, 1995); a colony of social insects such as termites or ants
(Wilson, 1971); the stock market (Mandelbrot, 1999); and almost any collection
of human beings (Brown and Eisenhardt 1998; Stacey, 1996; Zimmerman, et al.
1998).

The study of such systems reveals a number of properties. Although the list
below is not a comprehensive description of the field, it illustrates some key
elements of a way of thinking about complex organizational systems such as
health care.

* Adaptable elements. The elements of the system can change themselves.
Examples include antibiotic-resistant organisms and anyone who learns. In
machines, change must be imposed, whereas under the right conditions in CAS,
change can happen from within.

* Simple rules. Complex outcomes can emerge from a few simple rules that
are locally applied.

* Nonlinearity. Small changes can have large effects; for example, a large
program in an organization might have little actual impact, yet a rumor could
touch off a union organizing effort.

* Emergent behavior, novelty. Continual creativity is a natural state of the
system. Examples are ideas that spring up in the mind and the behavior of the
stock market. In machines, new behavior is relatively rare, but in CAS it is an
inherent property of the system.

* Not predictable in detail. Forecasting is inherently an inexact, yet
bounded, art. For example, in weather forecasting, the fundamental laws govern-
ing pressure and temperature in gases are nonlinear. For this reason, despite
reams of data and very powerful supercomputers, detailed, accurate long-range
weather forecasting is fundamentally not possible. However, weather forecasting
(and forecasting in general in any CAS) is bounded in the sense that we can make
generally true statements about things like the average temperatures in a given
season and place. The behavior of a machine is predictable in detail; it is just a
matter of more study (reductionism). In a CAS, because the elements are change-
able, the relations nonlinear, and the behavior creative and emergent, the only
way to know what a CAS will do is to observe it.

* [Inherent order. Systems can be orderly even without central control. Self-
organization is the key idea in complexity science (Kaufmann, 1995; Holland,
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1998; Prigogine, 1967, 1980). For example, termites build the largest structures
on earth when compared with the height of the builders, yet there is no CEO
termite. Similarly, there is no central controller for the stock market, the Internet,
or the food supply of New York City.

* Context and embeddedness. Systems exist within systems, and this mat-
ters. For example, global stock markets are linked such that if the currency of
Thailand falls, the U.S. stock market reacts. In a machine, one can extract the
parts and characterize the response of a part to a stimulus. Although one can
study the parts of a CAS independently, its context matters in fundamental ways.

* Co-evolution. A CAS moves forward through constant tension and bal-
ance. Fires, though destructive, are essential to a healthy, mature forest. Compe-
tition is good for industries. Tension, paradox, uncertainty, and anxiety are healthy
things in a CAS. In machine thinking, they are to be avoided.

COMPLEXITY THINKING APPLIED TO THE DESIGN
OF THE 21ST-CENTURY HEALTH CARE SYSTEM

With challenges that naturally fall in the zone of complexity, such as the
design of the 21st-century health care system, it is not surprising if the system
does not act like a machine. CAS science and the Stacey diagram suggest addi-
tional metaphors to assist our thinking. Box-B-1 highlights some key ideas that
emerge from the application of CAS science to the challenges of designing the
21st-century health care system.

Biological Approach and Evolutionary Design

It is more helpful to think like a farmer than an engineer or architect in
designing a health care system. Engineers and architects need to design every
detail of a system. This approach is possible because the responses of the compo-
nent parts are mechanical and, therefore, predictable. In contrast, the farmer
knows that he or she can do only so much. The farmer uses knowledge and

BOX B-1 Key Elements in an Approach to
Complex Adaptive System Design

Use biological metaphors to guide thinking.

Create conditions in which the system can evolve naturally over time.

Provide simple rules and minimum specifications.

Set forth a good enough vision and create a wide space for natural creativity to
emerge from local actions within the system.
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evidence from past experience, and desires an optimum crop. However, in the
end, the farmer simply creates the conditions under which a good crop is possible.
The outcome is an emergent property of the natural system and cannot be pre-
dicted in detail.

CAS science suggests that we cannot hope to understand a priori what a CAS
will do or how to optimize it. A design cannot be completed on paper. Past
attempts to do this in health care have not succeeded in part because they may not
have been satisfactory designs, but mainly because a new understanding of “de-
sign” is needed.

Complex biological species (for example, human beings) get to be the way
they are through evolutionary processes such as genetic mutation, and random
variation. Changes that are useful to survival tend to persist. In a parallel manner,
Holland (1995) points out that CAS need two processes in order to evolve: (1)
processes that generate variation and (2) processes that “prune” the resulting
evolutionary tree. Translating this insight to the task of designing the 21st-cen-
tury health care system means combining the many ways to generate and test
ideas with ways to enhance the spread of “good” ideas and impede the spread of
“not so good” ideas. (Just as in biological evolution, seemingly harmful genetic
variations do not die out completely in a generation; a not-so-fit characteristic
might prove highly fit when combined with some other characteristic that evolves
in a later generation.) These notions of evolutionary design are intuitively behind
rapid-cycle plan-do-study-act (PDSA) improvement methods, which have been
widely used in health care (Berwick, 1998).

Simple Rules, Good Enough Vision, and
Wide Space for Innovation

A somewhat surprising finding from research on CAS is that relatively simple
rules can lead to complex, emergent, innovative system behavior. For example,
astrophysicists point out that all of the beauty and complexity we see in the
universe emerges from two simple rules: (1) gravitational attraction and (2) the
nonhomogeneity of matter in the early universe. In mathematics, the complexity
and beauty of the Mandelbrot set (fractal mathematics) come from a very simple
equation that is executed recursively. Reynolds (1987) showed that complex
flocking, herding, and schooling behavior in animals could emerge from having
each animal, such as a single fish in a school, apply three simple rules: (1) avoid
collisions, (2) match speeds with your neighbors, and (3) move toward the center
of mass of your neighbors. No central controller or director is needed; each
animal can simply apply the rules locally. The behavior of the system emerges
from the interactions, and this behavior is successful in avoiding predators. Hol-
land (1998) shows how simple rules lead to emergent complexity in game theory,
which models many situations in human interactions.
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This idea of simple rules is counterintuitive to mechanical-systems thinking,
in which if one needs a complex outcome, one needs a complex machine. There
have been several past attempts to set out a complex set of rules to govern health
care. When these have not yielded desired results, our instincts have been to
create even more rules. CAS science asserts that these instincts take us in exactly
the wrong direction.

The concept of complex system design using simple rules has also been
demonstrated in organizations. The credit card company VISA built a trillion
dollar business with very little central control. The banks that issue credit cards
agree to only a few simple rules regarding card numbering, card appearance,
electronic interface standards, and so forth. They are free to innovate and com-
pete in all other aspects. There is no central control on new service development,
and banks can go after each other’s customers (Waldrop, 1996). In their study of
high-tech firms, Brown and Eisenhardt (1998) found that the most successful
firms had fewer rules, structures, and policies than their less successful competi-
tors. Finally, the Internet is another example of a CAS. The few simple rules have
to do with Hyper Text Markup Language (HTML), site naming conventions, and
so on. Innovation is occurring daily in this arena. Zimmerman et al. (1998)
provide several examples from early work applying these principles in the VHA,
Inc. health care systems.

Again, the concept of simple rules clearly links to notions based on evolu-
tionary genetics, game theory, innovation theory, and other sciences that are
embracing new ideas about complexity. The concept provides wide boundaries
for beginning the work of self-organization.

It is liberating to realize that the task of complex system design does not
itself need to be complex. Although it has been suspected intuitively that it may
not be possible to design in detail something as complex as the U.S. health care
system, there is no need to fall victim to chaos. The answer is to create the
conditions for self-organization through simple rules under which massive and
diverse experimentation can happen.

Simple rules for human CAS tend to be of three types: (1) general direction
pointing, (2) prohibitions, and (3) resource or permission providing. A good set
of simple rules might include all three types. These three types of rules tend to
match the predispositions of many systems designers. Those who would focus on
leadership and aim setting are drawn to the simple rules of the first type.

Those who are drawn to regulation and boundary setting are comfortable
with the second type. Those who would focus on incentives and resources are
drawn to the third type. The theory honors all three points of view and suggests
that it is best to have only a few such rules, so that no one point of view domi-
nates.

Self-organizing innovation occurring in the health care system suggests that
there is an implicit set of simple rules already in place. Experience in the fields of
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creativity and innovation suggests that changing these underlying rules might
result in great innovation (Plsek, 1999).

Because the parts of a CAS are adaptable and embedded within a unique
context, every change within a CAS can stimulate other changes that we could
not expect. This approach to system design can never provide the assurance that
is possible in a mechanical system. This is the nature of CAS. Therefore, rather
than agonizing over plans, the goal is to generate a “good enough plan” and begin
to observe what happens. Then, modifications can occur in an evolutionary fash-
ion.

CONCLUSION

Complexity science provides a new paradigm to guide system design. Some
key questions raised by a CAS-inspired approach to redesigning health care for
the 21st century include:

* How can conditions in the health care system be established to allow
many new ideas to emerge and mix into the existing system, while maintaining
discipline to do just a little bit of nurturing, see what happens, then decide what to
do next?

* How can diverse people be brought together, information shared, and
forums convened among those to stimulate creative connections who do not
normally come together to do so (similar to genetic cross-over and mutation)?

* How can desirable variation (innovation) be separated from the variation
that ought to be reduced (error and waste)?

e What are the few simple rules that might guide the local development of
the 21st-century health care system?

e What is the implicit, existing set of simple rules from which current
innovations in health care emerge?

* How can these existing, implicit rules and underlying assumptions be
modified?

* How can communication infrastructures be set up to disseminate the new
simple rules?

* How can infrastructures be established in public policy to encourage ex-
perimentation and innovation under the new simple rules?

* How can experimentation be made highly visible so that the “fitness” of
each evolution can be judged to quickly spread the best ideas?

* What is a “good enough plan” to begin the change?

*  Who should take on the role of continuing to evolve the plan as the CAS
plays itself out?
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quality improvement in current payment
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relieving, 50
Applications of priority conditions, 96-103
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development of information technology,
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Association of American Medical Colleges,
214
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Balanced Budget Act, 174
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up-front investments required by provider
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“Batch size of one,” 125
Behavioral change, patients’ need for, 28
Benefits of information technology, 166-170
Bill of Rights, 64
Biological approach, 314-315
Biomedical research, increasing investments in,
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Blended payment methods
adapting, 200-201
incentives of current, 188-189
British Medical Journal, 150
Bronchitis, inappropriate acute care of, 296
Budget approaches, incentives of current, 186-
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Building organizational supports for change,
11-12
Bureau of Health Professionals, 214
Bureau of Primary Health Care, Quality Center,
91
Buyers Health Care Action Group, 200

C

Cancer, 91, 103
chronic care, 274-279
screening, 251-253
Cancerfacts.com, 55
Capitation payment, adapting, 200
Cardiac care problems, findings about, 227
Cardiac rehabilitation, 170
Cardiac risk factors, 254-257
Cardiovascular disease
chronic care of, 279-291
inappropriate acute care of, 298-301
Care processes
establishing new environment for, 13-20
redesigning, 11, 117-127
Carotid arteries, inappropriate acute care of,
302
Case histories
chronic care (using partnership to improve),
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Henry L. (HIV positive), 69
hospital emergency department (improving
timeliness of services), 107
Mary Chao (diabetes educator), 75
Maureen Waters (care as it could be), 54-56
Ms. Martinez (failed care), 41-44, 49, 51
patient-centered primary care (reorganizing
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Center for Organization and Delivery Studies,
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Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 156
Centers of Excellence, 100, 106
Change
building organizational supports for, 11-12
in the health care environment, responding
to, 138
leadership for managing, 137-140
providing assets and encouragement for
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Organization Program, 105
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increase in, 26-27
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Clinical decision support system (CDSS), 151-
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required, 210
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Clinical knowledge and skills, managing, 12,
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recommendations to, 5, 8-9, 34
retooling practicing, 211-212
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Cochrane Collaboration, 13, 145, 149-150
Code of Ethics, 45
Collaborative Review Groups, 149
Comfort. See Physical comfort
Committee on the Quality of Health Care in
America, 1, 23-24, 31, 225
Technical Advisory Panel on the State of
Quality, 24
Communication, 50
enhanced patient and clinician, 31-32
Community health needs, identify and
prioritize, 138
Competency, ensuring continuing, 217
Complex adaptive systems (CAS), 309-317
adaptable elements, 313
co-evolution, 314
complexity thinking applied to design of the
21st-century health care system, 314-317
context and embeddedness, 314
emergent behavior, 313
health care organizations as, 63-66
inherent order, 313-314
non-predictable in detail, 313
nonlinearity, 313
novelty, 313
reconciling mechanical and adaptive
systems thinking, 311-312
science of complex adaptive systems, 312-
314
simple rules, 313
systems thinking, 309-311
Complex health care conditions, patients with,
122
Complexity thinking applied to design of the
21st-century health care system, 314-317
biological approach and evolutionary
design, 314-315
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good enough vision, 315-317
simple rules, 315-317
wide space for innovation, 315-317
Comprehensive national health information
infrastructure, 176
Computer-aided decision support systems, 31
Computer-based clinical decision support
systems (CDSS), 152-155
Congress, recommendations to, 7, 11, 17, 166
Constraints on exploiting information
technology
access to medical knowledge-base, 31
computer-aided decision support systems,
31
enhanced patient and clinician
communication, 31-32
reduction in errors, 31
Consumers
potential benefits of information technology
for health of, 166-168
recommendations to, 5, 34
Context, in complex adaptive systems, 314
Continuous access, 68
Continuous flow, 125-126
redesigning care processes for, 124-126
Continuous healing relationships, care based
on, 8, 61, 66-69
Control, patient as the source of, 8, 61, 70-72
Cooperation, among clinicians, 9, 62, 83
Coordinating care, across patient conditions,
services, and settings over time, 12, 49-
50, 133-135
Coronary artery bypass graft (CABG) surgery,
241
CPG Infobase, 157
Criteria
for identifying priority conditions, 103
for including studies, 234
Crossing the chasm, 5-20
building organizational supports for change,
11-12
establishing a new environment for care,
13-20
establishing aims for the 21st-century health
care system, 5-7
formulating new rules to redesign and
improve care, 7-9
taking the first steps, 9-11
Current payment methods
barriers to quality improvement in, 191-199
incentives of, 184-191
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Current Procedural Technology (CPT) coding,
199
Curricula, changes required, 209-210
Customization
based on patient needs and values, 8, 61,
69-70
mass, redesigning care processes for, 123-
124

D

Dana-Farber Cancer Institute, 45
Deaths, misuse leading to preventable, 304
Decision making, evidence-based, 8, 62, 76-77
Decision support systems, computer-aided, 31,
152-155
Delineating practice guidelines, 97-98
Delivery systems
highly fragmented, 112-114
poorly organized, 28-30
Dementia. See Alzheimer’s disease and other
dementias
Department of Health and Human Services,
171-172
Bureau of Health Professionals, 214
recommendations to, 5, 34, 40
Department of Veterans Affairs, 128, 171
Depression and anxiety disorders, 91, 97, 103
inappropriate acute care of, 297
Design for safety
designing procedures that can mitigate harm
from errors, 123
designing procedures to make errors visible,
123
designing systems to prevent errors, 122-123
redesigning care processes for, 122-123
Developing effective teams, 12, 130-133
Diabetes Control and Complications Trial, 96
Diabetes mellitus, 91, 97, 103, 170
chronic care of, 265-268
Diabetes Quality Improvement Project, 158
Diagnosis, using computer-based clinical
decision support systems for, 152-154
Diagnosis related groups (DRGs), 187, 192
Diagnostic cost groups (DCGs), 196
Disease management programs, 99-100
“Doc Talk” form, 72
Domestic violence, 134
“Double-loop” learning, 136
Drugs, using computer-based clinical decision
support systems for prescribing of, 153
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E

Education issues, 50
for the future health care workforce, 220
Educational institutions, recommendations to,
5,34
Effectiveness, 46-48
21st-century health care system, 6
Efficiency, 52-53
improvements in, 164
21st-century health care system, 6
80/20 principle, system design using, 120-122
Embeddedness, in complex adaptive systems,
314
Emergent behavior, in complex adaptive
systems, 313
Emotional support, 50
Emphysema, 91, 103
Encouragement, providing for positive change,
13
Environment for care
aligning payment policies with quality
improvement, 17-19
applying evidence to health care delivery,
13-15
establishing new, 13-20
focus and align environment toward the six
aims for improvement, 13
preparing the workforce, 19-20
provide assets and encouragement for
positive change, 13
using information technology, 15-17
Equity, 53
21st-century health care system, 6
Errors
designing procedures to make visible, 123
designing systems to prevent, 122-123
reduction in, 31
“Essential technology,” 171
Evidence-Based Cardiovascular Medicine, 150
Evidence-based care, 28
Evidence-based decision making, 8, 62, 76-77,
145-163
background, 147-148
defining quality measures, 157-159
in health care delivery, 13-15, 145-163
making information available on the
Internet, 155-157
synthesizing clinical evidence, 148-152
using computer-based clinical decision
support systems, 152-155
Evidence-Based Medicine, 150
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Evidence-Based Mental Health, 150

Evidence-Based Nursing, 150

Evidence-Based Practice Centers, 14, 145, 150-
151

“Evidence formulary,” 150

Evolutionary design, 314-315

Executive branch, recommendations to, 17, 166

Expressed needs, respect for patients’, 49

F

FACCTIONE, 158
Family, involvement of, 50
Fear, relieving, 50
Fee-for-service payment, adapting, 199
Financial requirements, for automated clinical
information, 174-175
Financial transactions, potential benefits of
information technology for, 167-168
First steps
applications of priority conditions, 96-103
criteria for identifying priority conditions, 103
providing the resources needed to initiate
change, 103-108
value of organizing around priority
conditions, 92-96
Follow-up, patients’ needs for greater, 28
Food and Drug Administration, 26, 156
Foundation for Accountability, 158
Free flow of information, 8, 62, 72-75
Friends, involvement of, 50
Funding over several years, to ensure sustained
and stable funding source, 104

G

Gall bladder disease, 91, 103

Gastrointestinal disease, inappropriate acute
care of, 302

General preventive care, 257

Genomics, 2

Good enough vision, 315-317

Group Health Cooperative of Puget Sound, 105

H

Harm from errors, designing procedures that
can mitigate, 123
Harris Poll results, 46, 166-167
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Healing relationships, care based on
continuous, 8, 61, 66-69
Health care conditions, patients with rare or
complex, 122
Health care constituencies, recommendations
to, 5, 34
Health care delivery, applying evidence to, 13-
15
Health care environment, obtaining resources
and responding to changes in, 138
Health Care Financing Administration, 196
Centers of Excellence, 100, 106
Foundation for Accountability, 158
Medicare Participating Heart Bypass Center
demonstration, 188
Office of Research and Development, 106
Peer Review Organizations, 158
recommendations to, 19, 182
Health care needs, of medium predictability,
121-122
Health care organizations
as complex adaptive systems, 63-66
key challenges for the redesign of, 117-137
recommendations to, 6, 8-9, 34, 39-40
recommendations to leaders of, 17, 166
Health Care Quality Innovation Fund, 11
recommendations to, 91-92, 103-106, 166
Health care system, for the 21st-century, 6, 23-
60
Health care trustees and management,
recommendations to, 5, 34
HEALTH database, 233
Health informatics associations and vendors,
recommendations to, 17, 166
Health Insurance Portability and Accountability
Act, 173
Health Plan Employer Data and Information
Set (HEDIS), 157, 159, 240, 242
Health Planning and Administration, HEALTH
database, 233
Health professional education, changes
required, 210
Health professionals
new or enhanced skills required by, 209
recommendations to, 5, 34
Health professions, recommendations to, 5, 34
Health Resources Services Administration,
Bureau of Primary Health Care, 91
Healthcare Informatics Standards Board, 172
HealthTopics, 157
Heart failure, 102
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High cholesterol, 91, 103

High Level 7, 172

Hip fractures, acute care of, 259

HIV/AIDS, 91, 97, 103, 134

Homeostasis, 137

Human factors issues, with automated clinical
information, 175-176

Hyper Text Markup Language (HTML), 316

Hypertension, 91, 103

chronic care of, 269-270

Hysterectomy, inappropriate acute care

involving, 297

I

Ideal care and actual care, gaps between in
U.S., 236-238
Identifying community health needs, 138
Immediate needs, 2-4
Immunizations, 250-251
Improvement of care
formulating new rules to, 7-9
six aims for, 6, 40-54
Inadequate quality of care
constraints on exploiting information
technology, 30-33
growing complexity of science and
technology, 25-26
increase in chronic conditions, 26-27
poorly organized delivery system, 28-30
underlying reasons for, 25-33
Inappropriate acute care
antibiotic use, 292-295
bronchitis/asthma, 296
cardiovascular disease, 298-301
carotid arteries, 302
cataracts, 302
depression, 297
gastrointestinal disease, 302
hysterectomy, 297
low back pain, 303
otitis media, 296
respiratory illness, 295
U.S. examples of, 292-303
Incentives of current payment methods, 184-191
blended methods, 188-189
budget approaches, 186-187
charted, 190
payment by unit of care, 187-188
per case payment, 187
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Information, 50
about patients, their care, and outcomes, 95
automated clinical, 170-176
free flow of, 8, 62, 72-75
making available on the Internet, 155-157
patients’ need for, 28
strong focus on patient, 95
Information systems, supportive, 29
Information technology (IT), 164-180
automated clinical information, 170-176
constraints on exploiting, 30-33
making effective use of, 12, 127-128
need for a national health information
infrastructure, 176-177
potential benefits of, 166-170
provide a common base for the
development of, 101
using, 15-17
Infrastructure investments, 198-199
Inherent order, in complex adaptive systems,
313-314
Innovation, wide space for, 315-317
Institute for Healthcare Improvement, 91
Institute of Electrical and Electronics
Engineers, 172
Institute of Medicine (IOM), 13, 17, 23-24,
100, 103, 136-137, 165, 171, 191, 199
definition of accidental injury, 45
definition of quality, 232
National Roundtable on Health Care
Quality, 23
Quality of Health Care in America Project,
225
Technical Advisory Panel on the State of
Quality, 24, 226, 231-232, 234
Insurance coverage. See Equity
Integrated Delivery System Research Network,
105
Integration of care, 49-50
Intensive care unit (ICU) patients, 77
Interdependence of changes, recognizing at all
levels, 139-140
Intermountain Health Care, 105, 128, 171, 191,
201
Internet, 16, 30-32, 65, 154-155, 167, 176, 316
making information available on, 155-157
secure applications, 127
Investing, in the workforce, 139
Involvement, of family and friends, 50
Ischemic heart disease, 91, 97, 103
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J

Joint Commission on the Accreditation of
Healthcare Organizations, 102, 157
Journal of Evidence-Based Health Care, 150

K

Kaiser-Permanente Health Plan, 105, 196
Key challenges for the redesign of health care
organizations, 117-137
coordinating care across patient conditions,
services, and settings over time, 12,
133-135
developing effective teams, 12, 130-133
incorporating performance and outcome
measurements for improvement and
accountability, 12, 135-137
making effective use of information
technologies, 12, 127-128
managing clinical knowledge and skills, 12,
128-130
redesigning care processes, 11, 117-127
Knowledge-base, access to medical, 31

L

LDS Hospital, 77
Leaders of health care organizations
multidisciplinary summit of, 19, 208
recommendations to, 17
Leadership for managing change, 137-140
help obtain resources and respond to
changes in health care environment, 138
identify and prioritize community health
needs, 138
invest in the workforce, 139
optimize performance of teams that provide
various services, 138-139
recognize the interdependence of changes at
all levels, 139-140
support reward and recognition systems, 139
Legal liability issues
for the future health care workforce, 221
in workforce preparation, 218-219
Level of harm caused by poor quality, in the
report on the state of quality, 227-228
Liaison Committee on Medical Education, 214
Licensure systems, 215-216
Low back pain, inappropriate acute care of, 303
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M

Malcolm Baldrige National Quality Award,
119, 136-137
Managed care, affect on quality in U.S., 238
Management, using computer-based clinical
decision support systems for, 152-154
Managing change, leadership for, 137-140
Managing clinical knowledge and skills, 12,
128-130
Mass customization, redesigning care processes
for, 123-124
Mechanical systems thinking, reconciling with
adaptive, 311-312
Medical Expenditure Panel Survey (MEPS), 10,
91, 103
Medical knowledge-base, access to, 31
Medical Subject Headings (MeSH), 233
Medicare and Medicaid, 150, 174, 187
Medicare Participating Heart Bypass Center
demonstration, 188
Medicare Peer Review Organizations, 227
Medicine, distinct cultures of, 78
Medium predictability, health care needs of,
121-122
MEDLINE, 156-157, 233
MEDLINEplus, 156-157, 233
Mental/addictive disorder, chronic care of, 272-
274
Mental health
chronic care of, 270-272
misuse leading to, 306
Mergers, acquisitions, and affiliations, 3
Methodology
criteria for including studies, 234
in the review of the literature, 233-236
types of studies not included, 234-236
Midcourse corrections, public funding for mix
of projects to permit, 105
Misuse, 304-307
adverse events, 304-305
correcting problems of, 193
mental health, 306
preventable deaths, 304
tuberculosis, 307
U.S. examples of, 304-307
Molecular medicine, 155
Monitoring, using computer-based clinical
decision support systems for, 152-153
Multidisciplinary summit, of leaders of health
care organizations, 19, 208

Copyright National Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.


http://www.nap.edu/10027

INDEX

Multidisciplinary training, opportunities for,
210-211

Multiple institutions, comparisons of outcomes
not included in quality report, 234-235

N

National Academies, The, 32, 166
National Cancer Institute, PDQ database, 72
National Center for Health Statistics, 91
National Coalition on Health Care (NCHC),
231, 233
National Committee for Quality Assurance,
103, 157-158
Health Plan Employer Data and Information
Set, 157, 159, 240, 242
National Committee on Vital and Health
Statistics, 173, 176
National Council of State Boards of Nursing,
214,216
National Guideline Clearinghouse, 151, 157
National health information infrastructure, need
for, 176-177
National Health Services Centre for Reviews
and Dissemination, 150
National Institutes of Health, 2, 106, 156
National League for Nursing, 214
National Library of Medicine (NLM), 14, 55,
146, 172
Medical Subject Headings (MeSH), 233
MEDLINE, 156-157, 233
National Quality Forum, 10, 13-14, 90-91, 146,
159
National Quality Report, 6-7
National Research Council, 32, 166
National Roundtable on Health Care Quality,
23
Needs
anticipation of, 8, 62, 80-81
for further work, 228-229
Networking Health, 32
NOAH (New York Online Access to Health),
157
Nonclinical administrative management
personnel, retraining, 212
Nonlinearity, in complex adaptive systems,
313
Novelty, in complex adaptive systems, 313
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(0

Obtaining resources, in the health care
environment, 138
Office of Research and Development, 106
On Lok Senior Health Services, 81
“Open-access” scheduling, 125
Organizational development, stages of, 112-117
Organizational supports for change, 11-12, 111-
144
key challenges for the redesign of health
care organizations, 117-137
leadership for managing change, 137-140
stages of organizational development, 112-
117
Organizing and coordinating care around
patient needs
Centers of Excellence, 100, 106
disease management programs, 99-100
Organizing around priority conditions
ensures availability of specialized expertise
to primary care practices, 95
includes strong focus on patient information
and self-management, 95
redesigns practice to incorporate regular
patient contact (regular follow-up), 94
relies on having good information about
patients, their care, and outcomes, 95
uses protocol providing explicit statement
of what needs to be done for patient, 94
ORYX system for hospitals, 157
Osteoarthritis, 170
Otitis media
acute care of, 259
inappropriate acute care of, 296
Outcome measurements, incorporating for
improvement and accountability, 12,
135-137
Overuse problems
correcting, 193
findings about, 226-227

P

PacifiCare Health System, 200
Pain relief. See Physical comfort
Patient, as the source of control, 8, 61, 70-72
Patient-centeredness, 48-51
coordination and integration of care, 49-50
emotional support, relieving fear and
anxiety, 50
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information, communication, and education,

50
involvement of family and friends, 50
movement toward, 113, 115-116
physical comfort, 50
respect for patients’ values, preferences,
and expressed needs, 49
21st-century health care system, 6
Patient conditions, services, and settings,
coordinating over time, 12, 133-135
Patient information and self-management,
strong focus on, 95
Patient needs
customization based on, 8, 61, 69-70
organizing and coordinating care around,
98-100
Patients
recommendations to, 5, 8-9, 34
values of, 70

Patients’ expectations from their health care, 63

anticipation, 63
beyond patient visits, 63
control, 63
cooperation, 63
individualization, 63
information, 63
safety, 63
science, 63
transparency, 63
value, 63

Payment, reduce suboptimization in, 101-102

Payment by unit of care, incentives of current,

187-188
Payment methods
adapting blended, 200-201

barriers to quality improvement in current,

191-199
incentives of current, 184-191
Payment policies, 181-206
adapting existing payment methods to
support quality improvement, 199-201
aligning with quality improvement, 17-19
barriers to quality improvement in current
payment methods, 191-199
incentives of current payment methods,
184-191
need for a new approach, 201-204
PDQ database, 72
Peer Review Organizations (PROs), 227
Peptic ulcer disease, chronic care of, 269
Per case payment, incentives of current, 187
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Performance measurements, incorporating for
improvement and accountability, 12,
135-137

Performance of teams, optimizing, 138-139

Perverse payment mechanisms

blocking quality improvement in current
payment methods, 191-195
correcting problems of misuse, 193
correcting problems of overuse, 193
correcting problems of underuse, 193

Pharmaceutical firms, 2

Physical comfort, 50

Physicians’ reports, not included in quality
report, 235

Plan-do-study-act (PDSA) improvement
methods, 315

Planned care, 28

Pneumococcal vaccine, findings about, 227

Pneumonia, 102

acute care of, 227, 258

Policymakers, recommendations to, 5, 34

Poor quality, level of harm caused by, 227-228

Poorly organized delivery system

access to necessary clinical expertise, 29

evidence-based, planned care, 28

patients’ need for information and
behavioral change, 28

patients’ needs for more time, resources,
and follow-up, 28

supportive information systems, 29

Positive change, provide assets and
encouragement for, 13

Potential benefits of information technology,
166-170

for administrative and financial
transactions, 167-168
charted, 168
for clinical care, 167-168
for consumer health, 166-168
for professional education, 167, 169
for public health, 167, 169
for research, 167, 169
Practice guidelines
delineate, 97-98
for synthesizing clinical evidence, 151-152

Practicing clinicians, retooling, 211-212

Predictable needs, patients with the most, 121

Preferences, respect for patients’, 49

Pregnancy and delivery, 102

acute care of, 260-264
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Prescriptions, using computer-based clinical
decision support systems for, 153
Preventable deaths, misuse leading to, 304
Preventive care
cancer screening, 251-253
cardiac risk factors, 254-257
general, 257
immunizations, 250-251
telemedicine technologies in, 170
underuse of, 250-257
using computer-based clinical decision
support systems for, 152-153
Primary care practices, availability of
specialized expertise to, 95
Prioritizing, community health needs, 138
Priority conditions
acute myocardial infarction, 102
Alzheimer’s disease and other dementias,
91, 103
applications of, 96-103
arthritis, 91, 103
asthma, 91, 103
back problems, 91, 103
cancer, 91, 103
cardiac rehabilitation, 170
chronic heart failure, 97
criteria for identifying, 103
depression and anxiety disorders, 91, 97,
103
diabetes, 91, 97, 103, 170
domestic violence, 134
emphysema, 91, 103
gall bladder disease, 91, 103
heart failure, 102
high cholesterol, 91, 103
HIV/AIDS, 91, 97, 103, 134
hypertension, 91, 103
ischemic heart disease, 91, 97, 103
organizing and coordinating care around
patient needs, 98-100
osteoarthritis, 170
pneumonia, 102
pregnancy and related conditions, 102
provide a common base for the
development of information technology,
101
reduce suboptimization in payment, 101-
102
simplify quality measurement, evaluation of
performance, and feedback, 102-103
spinal cord injury, 97
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stomach ulcers, 91, 103
stroke, 91, 97, 103
substance abuse, 97, 134
surgical procedures and complications, 102
synthesize the evidence base and delineate
practice guidelines, 97-98
Privacy concerns, with automated clinical
information, 171-174
Private purchasers, recommendations to, 5, 8-9,
17-18, 39-40, 61-62, 166, 182, 184
Production planning, redesigning care
processes for, 126-127
Professional education, potential benefits of
information technology for, 167, 169
Professional groups, recommendations to, 6,
39-40
Profile of quality of care in U.S., from the
review of the literature, 236-308
Program of All-Inclusive Care for the Elderly
(PACE), 81
Protocol, providing explicit statement of what
needs to be done for patient, 94
Provider groups, up-front investments required
by, 197-199
Providing the resources needed to initiate
change, 103-108
funding over several years to ensure
sustained and stable funding source, 104
public funding for mix of projects to permit
midcourse corrections, 105
public support providing partial funding for
up-front costs health care organizations
face implementing changes, 104-105
Public funding for mix of projects, to permit
midcourse corrections, 105
Public health, potential benefits of information
technology for, 167, 169
Public purchasers, recommendations to, 5, 8-9,
17-18, 39-40, 61-62, 166, 182, 184
Public support providing partial funding, for
up-front costs health care organizations
face implementing changes, 104-105
Purchasers, recommendations to, 5-6, 8-9, 17-
18, 34, 39-40, 61-62, 166, 182, 184

Q

Quality Center, 91

Quality Enhancement Research Initiative
(QUERI), 97, 106

Quality gap, 23-25
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Quality improvement
adapting existing payment methods to
support, 199-201
aligning payment policies with, 17-19
impact on the bottom line, 198
Quality measures, defining, 157-159
Quality of care
conclusions about, 240-242
defining in the review of the literature, 232-
233
examples of inappropriate acute care, 292-
303
examples of misuse, 304-307
examples of underuse, 250-291
gaps between ideal care and actual care,
236-238
how managed care affects quality, 238
inadequate, 25-33
IOM definition of, 232
search strategy followed, 308
sources of information about, 240
as a system property, 4
trends in assessment of, 239-240
Quality of Health Care in America (QHCA)
Project, 225

R

RAND Corporation, 24, 226
Rare health care conditions, patients with, 122
“Real-time tracking,” 137
Recommendations
to Agency for Healthcare Research and
Quality, 10, 12, 19-20, 90-91, 182, 184,
208
to clinicians, 5, 8-9, 34
to Congress, 7, 11, 17, 166
to consumers, 5, 34
to Department of Health and Human
Services, 5, 34, 40
to educational institutions, 5, 34
to executive branch, 17, 166
to health care constituencies, 5, 34
to Health Care Financing Administration,
19, 182
to health care organizations, 6, 8-9, 34, 39-
40
to Health Care Quality Innovation Fund,
91-92, 103-106, 166
to health care trustees and management, 5,
34
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to health informatics associations and
vendors, 17, 166
to health professionals, 5, 34
to health professions, 5, 34
to leaders of health care organizations, 17,
166
to patients, 5, 8-9, 34
to policymakers, 5, 34
to private purchasers, 5, 8-9, 17-18, 39-40,
61-62, 166, 182, 184
to professional groups, 6, 39-40
to public purchasers, 5, 8-9, 17-18, 39-40,
61-62, 166, 182, 184
to purchasers, 5-6, 8-9, 17-18, 34, 39-40,
61-62, 166, 182, 184
to regulators, 5, 34
to secretary of the Department of Health
and Human Services, 7, 14, 40, 146,
173
Redesigning care, formulating new rules to, 7-9
Redesigning care processes, 11, 117-127
continuous flow, 124-126
design for safety, 122-123
mass customization, 123-124
production planning, 126-127
system design using the 80/20 principle,
120-122
Redesigning health care organizations
coordinating care across patient conditions,
services, and settings over time, 12,
133-135
developing effective teams, 12, 130-133
incorporating performance and outcome
measurements for improvement and
accountability, 12, 135-137
key challenges for, 117-137
making effective use of information
technologies, 12, 127-128
managing clinical knowledge and skills, 12,
128-130
Reengineering principles, 127
Referral networks, well-defined, 113-114
Regular patient contact (regular follow-up),
redesigning practice to incorporate, 94
Regulation of the professions
ensuring continuing competency, 217
licensure systems, 215-216
scope-of-practice acts, 215-217
Regulators, recommendations to, 5, 34
Regulatory issues, for the future health care
workforce, 221
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Report on the state of quality in the U.S., 225-
308
discussion of findings, 226-227
level of harm caused by poor quality, 227-
228
need for further work, 228-229
review of the literature, 226, 231-308
Research, potential benefits of information
technology for, 167, 169
Research agenda for the future health care
workforce
legal and regulatory issues, 221
training and education issues, 220
workforce supply issues, 221
Resources
needed to initiate change, 103-108
obtaining in the health care environment,
138
patients’ needs for more, 28
Respiratory illness, inappropriate acute care of,
295
Responding to changes, in the health care
environment, 138
Retooling practicing clinicians, 211-212
Retraining nonclinical administrative
management personnel, 212
Review of the literature
defining quality, 232-233
methodology, 233-236
profile of quality of care in U.S., 236-308
in the report on the state of quality, 226,
231-308
Reward and recognition systems, supporting,
139
Robert Wood Johnson Foundation, 105
Rules for 21st-century health care system, 7-9,
61-88
anticipation of needs, 8, 62, 80-81
care based on continuous healing
relationships, 8, 61, 66-69
contrasted with current approach, 67
cooperation among clinicians, 9, 62, 83
customization based on patient needs and
values, 8, 61, 69-70
evidence-based decision making, 8, 62, 76-
77
health care organizations as complex
adaptive systems, 63-66
need for transparency, 8, 62, 79-80

patient as the source of control, 8, 61, 70-72

safety as a system property, 8, 62, 78-79
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shared knowledge and free flow of
information, 8, 62, 72-75
waste continuously decreased, 9, 62, 81-83

Safety, 44-46
designing procedures that can mitigate harm
from errors, 123
designing procedures to make errors visible,
123
designing systems to prevent errors, 122-
123
redesigning care processes for, 122-123
as a system property, 8, 62, 78-79
21st-century health care system, 5
Satisfaction ratings, not included in quality
report, 235
Science, growing complexity of, 25-26
Science of complex adaptive systems (CAS),
312-314
adaptable elements, 313
co-evolution, 314
context and embeddedness, 314
emergent behavior, 313
inherent order, 313-314
non-predictable in detail, 313
nonlinearity, 313
novelty, 313
simple rules, 313
Scope-of-practice acts, 215-217
Search strategy, 308
Secretary of the Department of Health and
Human Services, recommendations to,
7, 14, 40, 146, 173
Self-management, strong focus on patient, 95
Shared knowledge, 8, 62, 72-75
Shared-risk (budget) arrangements, adapting,
201
Simple rules, 315-317
in complex adaptive systems, 313
Simplifying quality measurement, evaluation of
performance, and feedback, 102-103
“Single-loop” learning, 136
Specialized expertise, availability to primary
care practices, 95
Spinal cord injury, 97
Stages of organizational development, 112-117
charted, 114-115
Stage 1—highly fragmented delivery
system, 112-114
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Stage 2—well-defined referral networks,
113-114
Stage 3—some movement toward patient-
centered system, 113, 115-116
Stage 4—21st-century health care system
envisioned, 115-117
Standards, need for, with automated clinical
information, 171-174
State of Quality Panel, 226
Stomach ulcers, 91, 103
Stroke, 91, 97, 103
Structural measures, not included in quality
report, 235
Studies not included, 234-236
access to care studies, 235
comparisons of outcomes across multiple
institutions, 234-235
physicians reports, 235
satisfaction ratings, 235
structural measures, 235
Suboptimization in payment, reducing, 101-102
Substance abuse, 97, 134
Support, emotional, 50
Surgical procedures and complications, 102
Sustained and stable funding source, funding
over several years to ensure, 104
Synthesizing clinical evidence, 97-98, 148-152
practice guidelines, 151-152
systematic reviews, 148-151
System design using the 80/20 principle
Level 1—most predictable needs, 121
Level 2—health care needs of medium
predictability, 121-122
Level 3—patients with rare or complex
health care conditions, 122
redesigning care processes for, 120-122
System properties, safety as, 8, 62, 78-79
Systematic reviews, for synthesizing clinical
evidence, 148-151
Systems thinking, 309-311

T

Teams

developing effective, 12, 130-133

optimizing performance of, 138-139
Technical Advisory Panel on the State of

Quality, 24, 226, 231-232, 234

Technology, growing complexity of, 25-26
Telemedicine technologies, 170

in preventive care, 170
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Ten Commandments, 64
Time, patients’ needs for more, 28
Timeliness, 51-52
improvements in, 164
21st-century health care system, 6
To Err Is Human: Building a Safer Health
System, 2, 24,44, 119, 122
Traditional clinical education, reasons for little
change in, 213-214
Training issues, for the future health care
workforce, 220
Translating Research into Practice, 155
Transparency, need for, 8, 62, 79-80
Tuberculosis, misuse leading to, 307
21st-century health care system, 6, 23-60, 39-
60, 66-83
agenda for the future, 33-35
anticipation of needs, 8, 62, 80-81
care based on continuous healing
relationships, 8, 61, 66-69
complexity thinking applied to design of,
314-317
contrasted with current approach, 67
cooperation among clinicians, 9, 62, 83
customization based on patient needs and
values, 8, 61, 69-70
effective, 6
efficient, 6
equitable, 6
establishing aims for, 5-7
evidence-based decision making, 8, 62, 76-77
need for transparency, 8, 62, 79-80
patient as the source of control, 8, 61, 70-72
patient-centered, 6
quality gap, 23-25
safe, 5
safety as a system property, 8, 62, 78-79
shared knowledge and free flow of
information, 8, 62, 72-75
six aims for improvement, 6, 40-54
timely, 6
underlying reasons for inadequate quality of
care, 25-33
vision of, 54-56, 115-117
waste continuously decreased, 9, 62, 81-83

U

UCLA/RAND appropriateness method, 239
Underlying reasons for inadequate quality of
care, 25-33
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Underuse problems
of acute care, 258-264
of chronic care, 264-291
correcting problems of, 193
findings about, 227
of preventive care, 250-257
U.S. examples of, 250-291
Up-front costs health care organizations face,
public support providing partial funding
for, 104-105
Up-front investments required by provider
groups
blocking quality improvement in current
payment methods, 197-199
infrastructure investments, 198-199
measuring impact of quality improvement
on the bottom line, 198
Urinary tract infections, acute care of, 259-260
U.S. General Accounting Office, 171
U.S. Preventive Services Task Force, 227
USA Today survey, 155
Using computer-based clinical decision support
systems (CDSS)
for diagnosis and management, 152-154
for prescribing of drugs, 153
for prevention and monitoring, 152-153

\Y%

Values
organizing around priority conditions, 92-
96
respect for patients’, 49
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Veterans Health Administration (VHA), 97-98,
158. See also Department of Veterans
Affairs

Quality Enhancement Research Initiative,
97, 106

Virginia Mason Medical Center, 72

Visa International, 65, 316

Vision, good enough, 315-317

W

Waste, continuously decreasing, 9, 62, 81-83
Wide space for innovation, 315-317
Workforce preparation, 19-20, 207-223
clinical education and training, 208-214
investing in, 139
legal liability issues, 218-219
regulation of the professions, 214-218
research agenda for the future health care
workforce, 219-221
Workforce supply issues, for the future of
health care, 221
World Wide Web, 30, 154
health information found on, 31
technologies based on, 211

Y

Year 2000 Health Plan Employer Data and
Information Set, 157, 159
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