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The Comnission is of the view, however, that great care must 

continually be taken in carrying out the program to assure that 

its purpose remains legitimate. and that i t  does not produce 

significant anticompetitive eqfects and thereby run afoul of the 

antitrust Proffered guidance given under the auspices of 

a major professional society {an readily become coercive if the 

voluntary and advisory nature,of the program is not perceived and 

sustained by all participants. Likewise, joint action relating 

to fees can readily threaten independent pricing, if 

determinations about particular past prices become generalized in 

future fee or reimbursement decisions. IDA should avoid 

antitrust risk, therefore, by vigilantly safeguarding the 

voluntary and advisory nature of the fee ?eer review process, and 

the limited scope of each proceeding, to prevent a lessening of 

price competition or innovation and to avoid unlawful coercion. 


Compet i t ion wi 1 1  be 'best 2rotected if a1 1 concerned par ties 
view fee peer review as a means of mediating specific fee 
disputes, rather than a process for the collective sanctioning of 
fee levels or particular practices. The Comnission 
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Association should take no steps to discipline either panelists 

who do 




