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1.
Do you believe Dr. Krizek was targeted because of his heavy Medicare and Medicaid patient load?  Do such prosecutions risk a disproportionate impact on the poor and elderly?  Should fraud in the private sector be prosecuted to the same extent as in the public sector?  What factors might affect such enforcement decisions?

2.
The authors refer to the False Claims Act as a “blunt instrument” for pursuing fraud claims against providers.  Do you agree?  What alternatives in government billing policies, law enforcement mechanisms, or other legal and regulatory changes would you suggest?

3.
Evaluate the role of lawyering in the Krizek case.  Were the parties (including the government) well served by their lawyers?  Do you think alternative means of resolving the case should have been used? Would it have worked with the parties involved in this case?

4.
The authors describe a number of facts that seem to have influenced the course of the litigation, even though they may not have had a specific role in determining the legal issues in the case.  What can this teach us about how to pursue an investigation and handle a case at trial?

