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This bill originally proposed four changes to the 
Certificate of Need Law: 1) It deleted a reference Lo the 
Health Systems Agency. (The HSA no longer exists.), 2) 
provided for mandatory approval of a C-0-N application if 
the decision was not made within prescribed time limits, 
3) required the Commissioner of the Depart1nent of Human 
Services to preside at reconsideration hearings, and fl) 
provided for mandatory approval of reconsideration if a 
decision had not been made within 45 days of the 
commencement of the reconsideration hearing. 

The committee amendment (S-270) replaced the original bill 
and made 3 changes to current law: 1) ft still deleted the 
obsolete reference to the HSA, 2)it elaborated on the 
current law which allows for a mutual extension of t_he 
period of review for the C-0-N application beyond the 150 
day limit, and 3) and allowed a C-0-N applicant to bypass 
the reconsideration hearing completely and seek direct 
review of a certificate of need decis~on in Superior Court: 
(If a reconsideration hearing is chosen, the decision must 
be rendered within 60 days of the commencement of the 
hearing.) 

Hous1:1 arnendm1:1nt 11 A1
' to cornrnitt.i=.•e amendment 11 A11 (H·· '102) 

sought to modify th<:! corninit:tE!<:! amendm1)nt: by allot<lrLnq an 
applicant to bypass the reconsideration hearing only if new 
information or changes in circumstances were not alleged. 
This amendment, and an identical amendment in the Senate 
(S-293) were defeated. However, when it became appar~nt 
that an appropriation would be necessary for the commit.Lee 
am<:'ndrnent to pass unless it W<:!re amended, th<'? sam<:! arnendrnunt 
tJJas introduc1:•d a third time, Hous1:1 Arn10nclrni:~nt 11 B11 to 
co1nrnittee amendment "A 11 (H .. -429) and 1A1as adopted by boLh the 
house and the senate. 

Thus, the final bill made the technical correction 
eliminating the reference to the HSA, retained Lhe 
elaboration on the method to mutually extend the initial 
review, and allowed direct review by Superior Court i11stead 
of a reconsideration hearing in all cases except where the 
applicant intends to offer new information or to demonsLrate 
a change in circumstances. 
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