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SENATE BILL 82 ― CERTIFICATE OF NEED REVISION 
 

 

 The Missouri Hospital Association Board of Trustees opposes having the Missouri 

Department of Health and Senior Services decide certificate of need applications 

rather than an appointed board, such as the current Missouri Health Facilities Review 

Committee. 

 

The stance does not necessarily favor the status quo. In February 2017, the board 

adopted a stance of neutrality on legislation that would remove the legislators from 

the MHFRC and set new standards for the gubernatorial appointees. MHA asserts that 

those standards should include stronger conflict-of-interest protections. 

 

 The board also opposes eliminating all CON review of medical equipment, which 

currently applies to medical equipment costing more than $1 million. 

 

- With the expansion of retail medical outlets, will every corner CVS or Walgreens 

drug store have a $1.5 million CT/MRI machine? Should they?   

 

- Some insurers have implemented coverage policies favoring the use of 

freestanding imaging centers, raising concerns about quality and patient travel 

expectations. Repeal of CON for medical equipment likely will exacerbate those 

concerns.  

 

 MHA board members question the need for CON review to replace previously 

approved medical equipment. Eliminating replacement review would reduce the 

volume of applications and alleviate the unnecessary costs of pursing applications that 

are universally approved. 

 

 In February 2017, the MHA board adopted a stance of neutrality on changing the 

process by which CON decisions are made, reacting specifically to make the process 

more of a quasi-legal proceeding, with prohibitions on ex parte communication.  

 

 Senate Bill 82 repeals current law providing for automatic approval of a CON 

application if an application is not decided within 100 days. MHA opposes this 

change. The deadline enforces a timely response to a pending application.  

 

 MHA opposes creating an open-ended right to appeal a CON decision in court. This 

likely would create a legal quagmire to delay implementation of any contested CON. 


