Details of CHIRAYU and Ayushman Bharat Schemes

Unstarred Q. No. 90

14/15/162. Sh. Rakesh Daultabad, MLA (Badshahpur): Will
the Health Minister be pleased to state in regard to the
CHIRAYU and Ayushman Bharat Schemes: -

a) The details of all empanelled hospitals that accept
beneficiaries under these schemes for treatment in the
Gurugram district;

b) The details of treatments undertaken at hospitals in Gurugram
by beneficiaries under these schemes alongwith the amount
of payment made for each treatment;

c) Whether there is any provision providing the timeline by which
payment is made by the Government to the hospitals for the
treatment of beneficiaries under these schemes;

d) The details of instances where payment to hospitals got
treatment of beneficiaries in Gurugram was delayed alongwith
the reasons for such delay; and

e) The details of instances with details where a patients claim

under Ayushman Bharat was rejected?

Sh. Anil Vij, Health Minister, Haryana

Sir, a statement is laid on the table of the house w.r.t. unstarred

Question no. 90

a) As per Hospital Empanelment Management portal information;

1. Total Hospitals empanelled in Gurugram = 38



2. Total Private Hospitals empanelled in Gurugram = 28
3. Total Govt. of India (GOI) hospitals empanelled in Gurugram
=3

4. Total Public Hospitals empanelled in Gurugram =7

b) A Total amounting of Rs. 9,78,10,641/- was paid for the

treatment of 12,815 beneficiaries.

c) As per the National Health Authority, Govt. of India guidelines,
the Turn Around Time period is 15 days.

d) There are 1546 cases in which payment is delayed from the
inception of programme since 15/08/2018 to till date. The
reason for delayed payment is that the Hospitals do not
upload the mandatory documents for claim processing on
time leading to queries by the claim processing division and

thus causing delay in payment.

e) Total 201 cases were rejected amounting to Rs. 33,71,094/.
The main reasons of rejection of claims are as under:

1. In-complete submission of documents by hospitals even
after multiple queries.

2. Delayed Submission of claims by hospitals.

3. Patient was booked for surgery but actually surgery was
not performed by the Hospital.

4. Mismatch of package booked and actual treatment

given to the patient by the hospital.
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