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Introduction

The OPTN/UNOS Liver and Intestinal Organ Transplantation Committee (hereafter, the
Committee) met via Citrix GoTo teleconference on 05/18/2017 to discuss the following agenda
items:

1. Liver Redistribution
The following is a summary of the Committee’s discussions.
1. Liver Redistribution

The Committee met to debrief the decisions from the in-person meeting and discuss a potential
data request.

Summary of discussion:

The Chair began the call by stating the intention for the call was to re-visit the discussion at the
in-person meeting in Chicago on May 8" and discuss a data request to the Scientific Registry of
Transplant Recipients (SRTR). It was stated that at the Chicago meeting, the Committee voted
to not pursue the 8-district model for public comment. In Chicago, there was also a “straw” vote
to support either the concentric circle, or neighborhoods model. The Chair recapped the
summary of discussion at the Chicago meeting and identified the remaining decisions that
needed to be discussed by the Committee. A Committee member asked what the difference in
flying distance would be between providing 5 points for local priority, versus 3 points for local
priority for candidates near the donor hospital. Data was shared from the previous SRTR data
request which showed a slight difference between the two different proximity point thresholds.
The Committee stated that all of the modeling showed an increase in the percentage of organs
flown to above 70%, and that this would have consequences on transplant center finances. A
Committee member stated that it was true that any of the concepts modeled (districts, circles, or
neighborhoods) would increase the percentage of organs flown.

A Committee member asked if there was the ability to model a circle concept, but with a smaller
radius than 500 miles. It was stated that the “percentage of organs flown” is a bit of a misnomer
because some Donor Service Areas (DSA) already fly a lot, and the more important data point
was the percentage of organs transplanted outside the DSA. The recent data results show that
all of the concepts modeled show a decrease in the percentage of transplants performed within
the DSA the organ was recovered in. A Committee member asked how the previous discussion
of supply and demand metrics was incorporated into the current concepts under review by the
Committee. It was stated that the neighborhoods, and concentric circles models do not rely on
metrics of supply and demand. A Committee member stated that there was still variability in the
way exception requests were granted around the country, and that this would cause issues with
broader sharing based on allocation MELD. A Committee member replied that the National Liver
Review Board (NLRB) proposal is addressing that issue. It was further stated that a way to
address this concern regarding exception candidates, was to limit the initial broader sharing
classification to candidates with a calculated MELD above the sharing threshold. In Chicago, the



Committee had agreed that the initial broader sharing classification would be limited to
calculated MELD candidates.

A Committee member raised the question about how to address the donors that the Committee
agreed should be handled differently. At the Chicago meeting the Committee had agreed to
identify certain donors (potentially DCD and age greater than 70) that should be allocated
differently from the proposed allocation for donors greater than 18 years old. A Committee
member replied that the proposal should not include restrictions that limit the number of livers
that are shared more broadly. In reply, a Committee member stated that broader sharing will
disadvantage transplant programs that are “more rural”’, because they will need to fly more than
centers in more metropolitan areas. The Committee discussed that there needs to be a balance
between the goals of the proposal and the considerations for the financial implications of
broader sharing.

The Committee began discussing a new data request to the SRTR with modifications from the
previous request. A Committee member discussed new outputs to see the effect of broader
sharing on candidate metrics, including public versus private insurance and distance from
transplant center. A Committee member mentioned changing the sharing threshold to see the
effect on geographic disparity, as well as transportation metrics. A Committee member stated
that they needed to be thoughtful about what they request because every additional detail of the
data request adds more time before the results are provided back to the Committee. This could
affect the timing of a July public comment proposal. The Committee stated that they would
revisit the data requests in an upcoming subcommittee call.

Upcoming Meeting(s)

e June 15" 2017 Conference Call
e July 20" 2017 Conference Call



	Introduction
	1. Liver Redistribution
	Summary of discussion:
	The Chair began the call by stating the intention for the call was to re-visit the discussion at the in-person meeting in Chicago on May 8th and discuss a data request to the Scientific Registry of Transplant Recipients (SRTR). It was stated that at t...


	Upcoming Meeting(s)




Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		Liver_MeetingSummary_20170518.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found no problems in this document.





		Needs manual check: 2



		Passed manually: 0



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 1



		Passed: 29



		Failed: 0







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Needs manual check		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Needs manual check		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Skipped		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top



