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Abstract: 

 

Purpose: Improved access to care, particularly primary care, is a key goal of healthcare reform 

proposals.  Individuals with severe psychiatric illness have high rates of emergency room use rather 

than primary/preventive care. Massachusetts implemented  health care reform in 2006 intended to 

provide more individuals with health care insurance and, thereby, access to primary care. To our 

knowledge no study has assessed whether this legislation impacted barriers to primary care access 

among individuals with serious mental illness. 

 

Methods: This study looked at effects of the 2006 Massachusetts legislation among individuals 

being hospitalized at a large psychiatric hospital drawing patients from throughout Eastern 

Massachusetts. A retrospective review of records noted whether a primary care physician was 

identified, along with demographic and clinical characteristics for each patient. 

 

Results: Primary care affiliation was significantly lower in 2008 than 2005. Affiliation increased 9 

years after legislation, though not to the levels of the year prior to the legislation. Risk ratios for 

PCP non-affiliation were similar whether the model controlled for demographic characteristics only; 

primary and drug and alcohol related diagnoses in addition to demographic characteristics; or 

insurance type in addition to demographic characteristics and diagnoses.  
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Conclusions: The risk of being unaffiliated with a PCP 2 years after legislative reform was nearly 

20% higher than 1 year before. Our findings are concerning in that patients at this large regional 

psychiatry hospital may have been receiving less primary/preventive care in 2008 than in 2005, 

despite legislation aimed at improving primary care access for the general population. 

 

 

Keywords:  Community Health; Health Care; Health Disparities; Public Health; Mental health and 

Wellbeing 
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Introduction 

 

There is continuing concern both about disparities in access to health care.1 Individuals with 

psychiatric disorders, among others, carry a disproportionate burden of illness and poor access to 

care. A 10-20 year reduction in life expectancy is seen with serious mental illness (SMI).2-5 

Increased medical illness appears based on  physiologic abnormalities, unhealthy behaviors 

associated with the psychiatric illness, and side effects of psychiatric medications.4,6,7 Inherited 

factors underlying psychiatric illness may also be risk factors for other medical disorders.8-11  

 

Between 50-90% of individuals with SMI have chronic substantial medical co-morbidity.12 Further, 

medical co-morbidities in individuals with SMI are more costly to treat than the same illness in a 

psychiatrically-well group.13,14 Worldwide, SMI is one of the most expensive non-communicable 

diseases and is expected to account for one-third of total illness burden over the next two decades.15  

 

In the United States, health coverage expansion legislation (HCEL) has proceeded at both state and 

federal levels to address access to care. One goal of HCEL is shifting patient’s primary care from 

emergency room visits to primary care settings, with the goal of decreasing the acuteness of patients 

presenting for treatment. In high-risk populations, preventive care is considered the best use of 

limited healthcare resources.16 This may be particularly true for  patients with mental health and 

medical co-morbidities.17 Notably, despite the fact that the medical diseases most often seen in 

patients with psychiatric disorders are largely preventable or modifiable, individuals with 

psychiatric illness are high users of emergency services.18-21 

 

Whether or not a patient has a primary care provider (PCP) is one important metric used to evaluate 

a patient’s access to preventive services. A robust literature details the role of improved access to 

PCPs in decreasing health disparities, reducing healthcare costs, and improving overall health 

outcomes.22-24 Individuals with SMI who receive primary care services have decreased morbidity 

and mortality25-26 and lacking a PCP is associated with an increased Burden of Suffering.27 

 

Previous qualitative work has identified several barriers for individuals with SMI to connect with a 

PCP.28 Healthcare expansion legislation is a key mechanism through which policy-makers have 

aimed to address health system level barriers. However, to our knowledge no study has assessed 

whether HCEL legislation has helped individuals with SMI.   

 

HCEL efforts in Massachusetts provide a unique opportunity to explore this question. In 2006, a 

major Health Care Reform bill was passed in Massachusetts, expanding and requiring access to 

insurance coverage for all state residents.29,30.  This initiative expanded access to state Medicaid for 

adult individuals with incomes of up to 133% to 150% of the Federal Poverty Level (FPL) and 

provided sliding scale insurance for individuals with incomes between 150-300% of FPL.31  

 

We collected data on insurance and PCP affiliation from hospital admissions across three 

timepoints: before the 2006 Massachusetts HCEL, immediately after HCEL, and 10 years after 

HCEL. We assessed the effect of the 2006 Massachusetts HCEL for a number of reasons. First, 

Massachusetts HCEL reforms and the more recent US Patient Protection and Affordable Care Act 

(ACA) have key features in common: the expansion of Medicaid, subsidies of commercial 

insurance for low-income individuals, and both individual and business mandates.32,33 However, the 

ACA was not implemented in Massachusetts until 2014, whereas the Massachusetts HCEL was 

implemented in 2006, allowing for a greater opportunity to assess the long term effect of this policy.  
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The primary aim of the analysis was to estimate and compare risk of lacking a PCP for a population 

of psychiatric inpatients in 2005 and 2008, before and after implementation of HCEL legislation in 

Massachusetts. Secondary aims were to 1) compare risk between 2008 and 2015 to assess rebound 

in PCP affiliation, 2) identify demographic and clinical predictors of being without PCP affiliation. 

 

Methods 

 

McLean Hospital, with 6000 annual psychiatric admissions, provides more than half the psychiatric 

care of the Mass General Brigham system as well as taking many referrals from other 

Massachusetts hospitals. It is the largest acute inpatient psychiatric care provider in Massachusetts 

and draws patients from all of the Eastern and much of the Western state. McLean contracts with 

most commercial insurances, Medicare and MassHealth/Medicaid, as well as admitting free-

care/uninsured individuals.   

 

Individuals in this study were included based on date of admission, beginning on the first day of 

each sample year, and proceeding chronologically until the desired N was reached.  The study 

neither selected nor screened-out people with specific characteristics, such as ethnicity, religion, sex, 

or sexual orientation.  Individuals over 65 were excluded, as non-disability Medicare coverage 

would not likely be affected by HCEL implementation. Only data from first admission in any year 

was included. 

 

The year prior to introduction of HCEL, 2005, was the ‘control’ year. As 2007 was a transitional 

year, 2008 was chosen for assessing early effects of HCEL. To explore long -term consequences of 

HCEL, data were collected from 2015. 

 

Individuals were grouped by diagnostic category, with priority defined as the diagnosis likely to 

have the greatest impact on level of functioning.  Specifically, priority was defined as: psychotic 

disorders> bipolar disorders> other mood disorders (predominantly unipolar depression and 

anxiety).  For example, an individual with schizoaffective disorder was coded as ‘psychotic 

disorder’.  Individuals with substance abuse/dependence and an axis I disorder were counted under 

substance abuse/dependence, unless axis I diagnosis was a psychotic disorder.   

 

Insurances were grouped as:  Commercial, Medicare, Medicaid/Free Care, which were mutually 

exclusive. (In Massachusetts, Free Care is managed by the same teams that coordinate care for 

Medicaid-covered individuals.) 

 

De-identified information was entered into a computerized database on a Microsoft Access Platform.  

 

Sample: 

 

 Records were reviewed from a total of 2532 admissions: the first 1035 admissions from 2005, the 

first 1151 admissions from 2008, and the first 346 admissions from 2015.  The sample size from 

2015 was smaller because data were collected for a secondary analysis, to determine if rates of PCP 

affiliation would change over time. Eliminating second admissions in the same year left 733 2005 

admissions, 842 2008 admissions, and 318 2015 admissions. Because the new legislation only 

applied to Massachusetts residents, we limited the analytic sample to state residents.  This left 678 

2005 admissions, 786 2008 admissions, and 250 2015 admissions. 
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Statistical Approach: 

 

Demographic and clinical characteristics were summarized using means and standard deviations 

(age) and frequencies and percentages (categorical variables).  Characteristics were compared 

between years using linear regression, binary logistic regression, and multinomial logistic 

regression, as appropriate.  To address primary aims of estimating the risk of being unaffiliated with 

a PCP and comparing risk before and after the introduction of HCEL, percentage of patients 

unaffiliated with a PCP was calculated for each year, and corresponding 95% confidence intervals 

(CIs) were calculated using Wilson’s method.34 Risk regression compared relative risk of being 

unaffiliated with a PCP between years, controlling for demographic and clinical characteristics of 

patients and shifts in type of insurance coverage.  To assess changes in demographic, clinical, and 

insurance profiles of patients between calendar years, control covariates were added to our models.  

The first stage model included demographic covariates only (age, sex, and ethnicity), the second 

stage model included demographic and diagnostic covariates (primary diagnosis and presence of 

drug or alcohol abuse or dependence), and the third stage model included demographic and clinical 

covariates and insurance type (Medicaid, Medicare, or commercial) along with demographic and 

diagnostic covariates.  The relative risk estimate from the second stage model was expected to best 

quantify the impact of healthcare legislation because changes in type of insurance, but not changes 

in the demographic and clinical profile of the patients between admission years, were likely to have 

been substantially impacted by HCEL.  The third stage model assessed the degree to which changes 

between years could be explained by shifts in type of insurance coverage. 

 

 Relative risk estimates for demographic and clinical covariates in these models addressed the 

secondary aim of identifying demographic and clinical predictors of PCP affiliation. To assess 

differential impact of HCEL  by psychiatric diagnosis, an interaction between admission year and 

psychiatric diagnosis was added to the second stage model. To assess the impact of confounding by 

changes in the patient population between admission years not accounted for in primary analysis, a 

secondary analysis examined within-patient changes in PCP affiliation for the subset of patients 

admitted in both 2005 and 2008 (97 individuals) using McNemar’s test.35 

 

Regression models were fit using PROC GENMOD in SAS (version 9.4, SAS Institute, Cary, NC), 

with the method of generalized estimating equations to account for clustering of admissions from 

the same individuals.  The modified Poisson approach for binary data was used to perform relative 

risk regression.36 Admissions with missing data were omitted from corresponding statistical models. 

Statistical significance required test-wise two-tailed p<0.05. 

 

Compliance with Ethical Standards  

 

This work was approved by the Partners Institutional Review Board (protocol number 

2011P001111).  The authors have no financial disclosures to report.  

 

Data Availability 

 

Data for this investigation was gathered from de-identified electronic medical records. Due to the 

sensitive and confidential nature of EMRs, these data are not available publicly.  
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Results 

 

Characteristics of the sample by year of admission are in Table 1.  Gender ratio was near 50% all 

three years.  Mean age, which was between 35 and 40 for the three years, was similar between 2005 

and 2008 but younger in 2015 than 2008.  Between 2005 and 2008 there was a shift away from 

Medicare and toward commercial insurance.  Across the three years there were fewer admissions 

for diagnoses with psychosis and more non-bipolar admissions without psychosis.  Between 2008 

and 2015 there was an increase in the percentage of patients admitted with alcohol or drug abuse or 

dependence.  

 

The proportion of patients unaffiliated with a PCP was 53.4% (95% CI 49.6%: 57.1%) among those 

admitted in 2005, 61.8% (95% CI 58.4%: 65.2%) in 2008, and 56.4% (95% CI 50.2%: 62.4%) in 

2015. Adjusted risk ratios comparing being unaffiliated with a PCP in 2008 versus 2005, and 2015 

versus 2008, are in Table 2. Non-affiliation was significantly higher in 2008 than 2005 (nearly 20% 

increased, p<0.001, all three models). Estimated risk decreased in 2015, though not to the level 

estimated for 2005, and not statistically different from 2008.  Relative risk estimates were similar 

after controlling for demographic characteristics only; primary and drug and alcohol related 

diagnoses in addition to demographic characteristics; and insurance type in addition to demographic 

characteristics and diagnoses. (That is, relative risk estimates from stage one, two, and three models 

were similar).  Two patients admitted in 2005, five patients admitted in 2008, and no patients 

admitted in 2015 lacked information about a PCP recorded in their admission records and were 

excluded from analyses.   

 

Results from the secondary analysis examining changes in PCP affiliation among patients with 

admissions in both 2005 and 2008 supported the results from the primary analysis.  Among the 93 

patients who had admissions and non-missing PCP affiliation in both 2005 and 2008, 38 (41%) 

changed PCP affiliation status. These 38 were significantly more likely to change from affiliation to 

non-affiliation (n=28) than to change from non-affiliation to affiliation (n=10, S=8.53, p=0.004 

McNemar’s test).35 

 

Across all years, risk of being unaffiliated with a PCP was lower for older patients and 

females.  There was no significant association with primary diagnosis, diagnosis of drug or alcohol 

abuse or dependence, or type of insurance.  Association with diagnosis did not differ significantly 

between 2005 and 2008 (χ2(2) =1.25, p=0.53) 

 

Discussion 

 

Following HCEL implementation in Massachusetts, a greater percentage of psychiatric inpatients in 

our sample were covered by commercial insurance. Despite the changes in insurance, the risk of 

being unaffiliated with a PCP in 2008, following HCEL, was nearly 20% higher than it was in 2005. 

Although unaffiliation decreased in 2015, it did not reach the level observed for 2005, and there was 

no statistically significant difference from 2008.  

 

These results are surprising, considering that the Massachusetts 2006 HCEL program has been 

judged successful in many ways: implementation has been associated with an increase in health 

insurance among residents, a decrease in individuals reporting they are delaying or omitting health 

care due to cost, a decrease in low severity emergency room visits, and an increase in the proportion 

of residents having a PCP.29,31  These benefits were also noted in certain socioeconomically 
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disadvantaged groups, such as Hispanic and lower income individuals.32 That said, some 

investigations have noted no appreciable decrease in unreimbursed costs for the uninsured in 

government programs and safety-net hospital settings, suggesting that the success of HCEL may be 

more limited in contexts with larger percentages of uninsured patients.37 Among our sample of 

psychiatric inpatients, the results suggest that there are barriers to PCP access beyond the 

availability of insurance.   

 

One possible explanation for these findings is that the supply of PCPs was inadequate to cover the 

increased number of individuals seeking a practice affiliation after implementation of HCEL. Some 

disadvantaged groups reported an increase in primary care access after the 2006 HCEL.32 

Individuals with SMI, on average, did not, suggesting that having an SMI may impair an individual 

in effectively searching for and achieving access to a primary care physician. 

  

This study has limitations. First, the study sample was recruited from a single psychiatric hospital 

and data regarding PCP affiliation is not available on a statewide basis.  Second, the Boston area 

neighborhoods that include a higher percentage of specific racial/ethnic populations may be less 

likely to refer to McLean hospital than to other units. However, McLean inpatients are form a 

diverse population, predominantly across Eastern Massachusetts, where most of the state population 

lives, and their demographics were stable over time, suggesting that changes seen were associated 

with the implementation of HCEL.  

 

The federal Affordable Care Act (ACA) was passed in 2010 and implemented in Massachusetts in 

2014, replacing the 2006 HCEL. Given that the ACA had only been implemented for a few months 

at the time of our 2015 sample, the impact of the 2014 implementation of the ACA on our sample 

was likely negligible. By comparison, given the effects of the HCEL on PCP affiliation for those 

with SMI in Massachusetts, impacts of the ACA on similar individuals elsewhere might have been 

considerable. 

 

Conclusions 

 

This study found an increase in commercial insurance coverage but a decline in PCP affiliation 

following the introduction of HCEL in Massachusetts among individuals receiving treatment for 

serious psychiatric illnesses. This finding is both striking and concerning. Ensuring that individuals 

with SMI receive effective preventive care will be critical for healthcare coverage and preventive 

care utilization plans to be successful in reaching their goals. Our findings suggest a need for similar 

research into the effects of ACA on psychiatric patients’ access to primary care, particularly in 

states that expanded Medicaid. In addition, in Massachusetts, additional research will be required to 

clarify group and diagnosis-specific  barriers in order to consider effective interventions.  
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Table 1: Characteristics of the Sample by Year of Admission 

 

2005 

N=678 

2008 

N=786 

2015 

N=250 

p1 

2008 vs. 

2005 

p1 

2015 vs. 

2008 

Age, Mean (SD) 38.6 

(12.5) 

38.8 

(12.7) 

35.6 

(13.2) 

0.76 <0.001 

Female, N(%) 321 

(47%) 

382 

(49%) 

132 

(53%) 

0.61 0.25 

Non-Hispanic White, N(%)2 582 

(87%) 

672 

(86%) 

207 

(86%) 

0.78 0.88 

Insurance Type3 
   

0.001 0.12 

   Medicare 262 

(39%) 

248 

(32%) 

60  

(25%) 

  

   Commercial 318 

(47%) 

440 

(56%) 

152 

(63%) 

  

   Medicaid/ Free care 95  

(14%) 

95  

(12%) 

30  

(12%) 

  

Primary Diagnosis4 
   

<0.001 <0.001 

   Psychosis 378 

(56%) 

352 

(45%) 

50  

(20%) 

  

   Bipolar Disorder Without 

Psychosis 

156 

(23%) 

167 

(21%) 

37  

(15%) 

  

   Non-Bipolar Mood Disorder 

Without Psychosis 

120 

(18%) 

236 

(30%) 

125 

(50%) 

  

   Other or No Axis I Diagnosis 21  

(3%) 

28  

(4%) 

37  

(15%) 

  

Alcohol or Drug Abuse or 

Dependence4 

229 

(34%) 

274 

(35%) 

129 

(52%) 

0.66 <0.001 

1. Characteristics were compared between years using linear regression (age), binary logistic 

regression (white and alcohol or drug abuse or dependence), and multinomial logistic 

regression (insurance type and primary diagnosis) with robust standard errors. 

2. Ethnicity was missing for 7 of the 2005 patients, 7 of the 2008 patients, and 9 of the 2015 

patients. 

3. Insurance type was missing for 3 of the 2005 patients, 3 of the 2008 patients, and 8 of the 

2015 patients. 

4. Diagnostic information was missing for 3 of the 2005 patients, 3 of the 2008 patients, and 1 

2015 patient.  
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Table 2: Risk ratios (RRs) for being unaffiliated with a PCP, associated 95% confidence 

intervals, and results of significance tests 

 
RR1 (95% 

CI) 

N=1684 

p1 

RR2 (95% 

CI) 

N=1677 

p2 

RR3 (95% 

CI) 

N=1664 

p3 

Year of admission       

   2008 vs. 2005 1.17 (1.07, 

1.28) 
<0.001 

1.18 (1.08, 

1.29) 
<0.001 

1.19 (1.09, 

1.30) 
<0.001 

   2015 vs. 2008 0.91 (0.81, 

1.03) 
0.13 

0.94 (0.83, 

1.07) 
0.33 

0.92 (0.81, 

1.04) 
0.19 

Age, in decades 0.96 (0.93, 

0.99) 
0.02 

0.96 (0.93, 

0.99) 
0.02 

0.95 (0.92, 

0.99) 
0.008 

Female 0.87 (0.80, 

0.94) 
<0.001 

0.86 (0.79, 

0.94) 
<0.001 

0.86 (0.79, 

0.93) 
<0.001 

Non-white 0.96 (0.85, 

1.08) 
0.51 

0.96 (0.85, 

1.08) 
0.47 

0.96 (0.85, 

1.08) 
0.48 

Primary diagnosis    0.10  0.14 

   No psychosis or 

BPD  
  ---  ---  

   BPD without 

psychosis 
  1.13 (1.00, 

1.26) 
 1.12 (1.00, 

1.26) 
 

   Psychosis   1.09 (0.99, 

1.21) 
 1.08 (0.97, 

1.20) 
 

Drug or alcohol 

diagnosis 
  0.97 (0.89, 

1.06) 
0.55 

0.97 (0.89, 

1.06) 
0.54 

Insurance type      0.21 

   Medicaid/free care      ---  

   Medicare     1.10 (0.96, 

1.26) 
 

   Commercial     1.02 (0.89, 

1.16) 
 

Risk ratios, confidence intervals, and p-values were obtained from risk regression models 

controlling for demographic predictors (models 1-3), diagnosis (models 2-3), and insurance type 

(model 3 only).  Because admissions with missing data were omitted, the number of admissions 

contributing data (N) differed between models. Primary diagnosis categories and insurance type 

are mutually exclusive.  
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