HCS HB 1509 -- CHI ROPRACTI C CARE
SPONSOR:  Luet keneyer (Portwood)

COM TTEE ACTION: Voted "do pass" by the Commttee on Financi al
Services by a vote of 19 to O.

This substitute changes the | aws regardi ng health insurance
coverage for chiropractic care. The substitute requires health
care plans to allow an enrollee direct access to a participating
chiropractor of the enrollee’s choice within the plan’s network
for at least 26 visits per policy period. Current |aw states
that an enrollee may have access to chiropractic care for a total
of 26 visits. The substitute also prohibits a health care plan
from denying nedically necessary and clinically appropriate
chiropractic care for additional diagnostic tests or treatnent,
provi ded the attending chiropractic physician submts
docunent ati on supporting the necessity for additional tests or
conti nued treatnent.

FI SCAL NOTE: No inpact on Ceneral Revenue Fund in FY 2005, FY
2006, and FY 2007. Estimated |Income on Oher State Funds of
$8,000 in FY 2005, $0 in FY 2006, and $0 in FY 2007.

PROPONENTS: Supporters say that the bill nerely clarifies the

intent of a bill enacted |ast year. Changing “my have direct
access” to “shall have direct access” should sol ve the gatekeeper
problemthat still exists. During the past year, every

chiropractor that was not part of the health care plan’s network
was deni ed, and nost of the health care plans interpreted the
reference to 26 visits to be the limt on coverage, rather than a
m ni rum which was not the intent of the legislation | ast year.
We need chiropractors to be able to request additional visits
when it is nedically necessary. The average nunmber of visits to
a chiropractor is about eight, so allow ng nore than 26 when
necessary will not be a financial burden for health care plans.

Testifying for the bill were Representative Portwod; and
M ssouri State Chiropractic Association.

OPPONENTS: Those who oppose the bill say that a |law to include
chiropractic care was enacted | ast year. There haven’t been any
conplaints fromhealth care plan nenbers or chiropractors, so
there doesn’t seemto be any great need for changes.

Testifying against the bill were M ssouri Association of Health
Care Plans; Goup Health Plan; and Conventry Heal t hcare Pl ans.

Ri chard Snreker, Senior Legislative Anal yst



