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(3) The opportunity for appeal on 
HHS’s action to deny the renewal ap-
plication for certificate of accredita-
tion as provided in subpart R of this 
part. If the laboratory requests a hear-
ing within the time frame specified by 
HHS, it retains its certificate of ac-
creditation or reissued certificate of 
accreditation until a decision is made 
by an administrative law judge as pro-
vided in subpart R of this part, unless 
HHS finds that conditions at the lab-
oratory pose an imminent and serious 
risk to human health; and 

(4) Suspension of payments under 
Medicare or Medicaid for those labora-
tories receiving payments under the 
Medicare or Medicaid programs. 

[57 FR 7144, Feb. 28, 1992, as amended at 58 
FR 5224, Jan. 19, 1993] 

§ 493.63 Notification requirements for 
laboratories issued a certificate of 
accreditation. 

Laboratories issued a certificate of 
accreditation must: 

(a) Notify HHS and the approved ac-
creditation program within 30 days of 
any changes in— 

(1) Ownership; 

(2) Name; 

(3) Location; or 

(4) Director. 

(b) Notify the approved accreditation 
program no later than 6 months after 
performing any test or examination 
within a specialty or subspecialty area 
that is not included in the laboratory’s 
accreditation, so that the accreditation 
organization can determine compliance 
and a new certificate of accreditation 
can be issued. 

(c) Notify the accreditation program 
no later than 6 months after of any de-
letions or changes in test methodolo-
gies for any test or examination in-
cluded in a specialty or subspecialty, 
or both, for which the laboratory has 
been issued a certificate of accredita-
tion. 

Subpart E—Accreditation by a Pri-
vate, Nonprofit Accreditation 
Organization or Exemption 
Under an Approved State 
Laboratory Program 

SOURCE: 63 FR 26732, May 14, 1998, unless 
otherwise noted. 

§ 493.551 General requirements for 
laboratories. 

(a) Applicability. CMS may deem a 
laboratory to meet all applicable CLIA 
program requirements through accredi-
tation by a private nonprofit accredita-
tion program (that is, grant deemed 
status), or may exempt from CLIA pro-
gram requirements all State licensed 
or approved laboratories in a State 
that has a State licensure program es-
tablished by law, if the following condi-
tions are met: 

(1) The requirements of the accredi-
tation organization or State licensure 
program are equal to, or more strin-
gent than, the CLIA condition-level re-
quirements specified in this part, and 
the laboratory would meet the condi-
tion-level requirements if it were in-
spected against these requirements. 

(2) The accreditation program or the 
State licensure program meets the re-
quirements of this subpart and is ap-
proved by CMS. 

(3) The laboratory authorizes the ap-
proved accreditation organization or 
State licensure program to release to 
CMS all records and information re-
quired and permits inspections as out-
lined in this part. 

(b) Meeting CLIA requirements by ac-
creditation. A laboratory seeking to 
meet CLIA requirements through ac-
creditation by an approved accredita-
tion organization must do the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Obtain a certificate of accredita-
tion as required in subpart D of this 
part. 

(2) Pay the applicable fees as re-
quired in subpart F of this part. 

(3) Meet the proficiency testing (PT) 
requirements in subpart H of this part. 

(4) Authorize its PT organization to 
furnish to its accreditation organiza-
tion the results of the laboratory’s par-
ticipation in an approved PT program 
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for the purpose of monitoring the lab-
oratory’s PT and for making the an-
nual PT results, along with explana-
tory information required to interpret 
the PT results, available on a reason-
able basis, upon request of any person. 
A laboratory that refuses to authorize 
release of its PT results is no longer 
deemed to meet the condition-level re-
quirements and is subject to a full re-
view by CMS, in accordance with sub-
part Q of this part, and may be subject 
to the suspension or revocation of its 
certificate of accreditation under 
§ 493.1840. 

(5) Authorize its accreditation orga-
nization to release to CMS or a CMS 
agent the laboratory’s PT results that 
constitute unsuccessful participation 
in an approved PT program, in accord-
ance with the definition of ‘‘unsuccess-
ful participation in an approved PT 
program,’’ as specified in § 493.2 of this 
part, when the laboratory has failed to 
achieve successful participation in an 
approved PT program. 

(6) Authorize its accreditation orga-
nization to release to CMS a notifica-
tion of the actions taken by the organi-
zation as a result of the unsuccessful 
participation in a PT program within 
30 days of the initiation of the action. 
Based on this notification, CMS may 
take an adverse action against a lab-
oratory that fails to participate suc-
cessfully in an approved PT program. 

(c) Withdrawal of laboratory accredita-
tion. After an accreditation organiza-
tion has withdrawn or revoked its ac-
creditation of a laboratory, the labora-
tory retains its certificate of accredita-
tion for 45 days after the laboratory re-
ceives notice of the withdrawal or rev-
ocation of the accreditation, or the ef-
fective date of any action taken by 
CMS, whichever is earlier. 

§ 493.553 Approval process (applica-
tion and reapplication) for accredi-
tation organizations and State li-
censure programs. 

(a) Information required. An accredita-
tion organization that applies or re-
applies to CMS for deeming authority, 
or a State licensure program that ap-
plies or reapplies to CMS for exemption 
from CLIA program requirements of li-
censed or approved laboratories within 

the State, must provide the following 
information: 

(1) A detailed comparison of the indi-
vidual accreditation, or licensure or 
approval requirements with the com-
parable condition-level requirements; 
that is, a crosswalk. 

(2) A detailed description of the in-
spection process, including the fol-
lowing: 

(i) Frequency of inspections. 
(ii) Copies of inspection forms. 
(iii) Instructions and guidelines. 
(iv) A description of the review and 

decision-making process of inspections. 
(v) A statement concerning whether 

inspections are announced or unan-
nounced. 

(vi) A description of the steps taken 
to monitor the correction of defi-
ciencies. 

(3) A description of the process for 
monitoring PT performance, including 
action to be taken in response to un-
successful participation in a CMS-ap-
proved PT program. 

(4) Procedures for responding to and 
for the investigation of complaints 
against its laboratories. 

(5) A list of all its current labora-
tories and the expiration date of their 
accreditation or licensure, as applica-
ble. 

(6) Procedures for making PT infor-
mation available (under State con-
fidentiality and disclosure require-
ments, if applicable) including explana-
tory information required to interpret 
PT results, on a reasonable basis, upon 
request of any person. 

(b) CMS action on an application or re-
application. If CMS receives an applica-
tion or reapplication from an accredi-
tation organization, or State licensure 
program, CMS takes the following ac-
tions: 

(1) CMS determines if additional in-
formation is necessary to make a de-
termination for approval or denial of 
the application and notifies the accred-
itation organization or State to afford 
it an opportunity to provide the addi-
tional information. 

(2) CMS may visit the accreditation 
organization or State licensure pro-
gram offices to review and verify the 
policies and procedures represented in 
its application and other information, 
including, but not limited to, review 
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and examination of documents and 
interviews with staff. 

(3) CMS notifies the accreditation or-
ganization or State licensure program 
indicating whether CMS approves or 
denies the request for deeming author-
ity or exemption, respectively, and the 
rationale for any denial. 

(c) Duration of approval. CMS ap-
proval may not exceed 6 years. 

(d) Withdrawal of application. The ac-
creditation organization or State licen-
sure program may withdraw its appli-
cation at any time before official noti-
fication, specified at § 493.553(b)(3). 

§ 493.555 Federal review of laboratory 
requirements. 

CMS’s review of an accreditation or-
ganization or State licensure program 
includes, but is not limited to, an eval-
uation of the following: 

(a) Whether the organization’s or 
State’s requirements for laboratories 
are equal to, or more stringent than, 
the condition-level requirements for 
laboratories. 

(b) The organization’s or State’s in-
spection process to determine the com-
parability of the full inspection and 
complaint inspection procedures and 
requirements to those of CMS, includ-
ing, but not limited to, inspection fre-
quency and the ability to investigate 
and respond to complaints against its 
laboratories. 

(c) The organization’s or State’s 
agreement with CMS that requires it 
to do the following: 

(1) Notify CMS within 30 days of the 
action taken, of any laboratory that 
has— 

(i) Had its accreditation or licensure 
suspended, withdrawn, revoked, or lim-
ited; 

(ii) In any way been sanctioned; or 
(iii) Had any adverse action taken 

against it. 
(2) Notify CMS within 10 days of any 

deficiency identified in an accredited 
or CLIA-exempt laboratory if the defi-
ciency poses an immediate jeopardy to 
the laboratory’s patients or a hazard to 
the general public. 

(3) Notify CMS, within 30 days, of all 
newly— 

(i) Accredited laboratories (or labora-
tories whose areas of specialty/sub-
specialty testing have changed); or 

(ii) Licensed laboratories, including 
the specialty/subspecialty areas of test-
ing. 

(4) Notify each accredited or licensed 
laboratory within 10 days of CMS’s 
withdrawal of the organization’s deem-
ing authority or State’s exemption. 

(5) Provide CMS with inspection 
schedules, as requested, for validation 
purposes. 

§ 493.557 Additional submission re-
quirements. 

(a) Specific requirements for accredita-
tion organizations. In addition to the in-
formation specified in §§ 493.553 and 
493.555, as part of the approval and re-
view process, an accreditation organi-
zation applying or reapplying for deem-
ing authority must also provide the 
following: 

(1) The specialty or subspecialty 
areas for which the organization is re-
questing deeming authority and its 
mechanism for monitoring compliance 
with all requirements equivalent to 
condition-level requirements within 
the scope of the specialty or sub-
specialty areas. 

(2) A description of the organization’s 
data management and analysis system 
with respect to its inspection and ac-
creditation decisions, including the 
kinds of routine reports and tables gen-
erated by the systems. 

(3) Detailed information concerning 
the inspection process, including, but 
not limited to the following: 

(i) The size and composition of indi-
vidual accreditation inspection teams. 

(ii) Qualifications, education, and ex-
perience requirements that inspectors 
must meet. 

(iii) The content and frequency of 
training provided to inspection per-
sonnel, including the ability of the or-
ganization to provide continuing edu-
cation and training to inspectors. 

(4) Procedures for removal or with-
drawal of accreditation status for lab-
oratories that fail to meet the organi-
zation’s standards. 

(5) A proposed agreement between 
CMS and the accreditation organiza-
tion with respect to the notification re-
quirements specified in § 493.555(c). 

(6) Procedures for monitoring labora-
tories found to be out of compliance 
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with its requirements. (These moni-
toring procedures must be used only 
when the accreditation organization 
identifies noncompliance. If non-
compliance is identified through vali-
dation inspections, CMS or a CMS 
agent monitors corrections, as author-
ized at § 493.565(d)). 

(7) A demonstration of its ability to 
provide CMS with electronic data and 
reports in compatible code, including 
the crosswalk specified in § 493.553(a)(1), 
that are necessary for effective valida-
tion and assessment of the organiza-
tion’s inspection process. 

(8) A demonstration of its ability to 
provide CMS with electronic data, in 
compatible code, related to the adverse 
actions resulting from PT results con-
stituting unsuccessful participation in 
PT programs as well as data related to 
the PT failures, within 30 days of the 
initiation of adverse action. 

(9) A demonstration of its ability to 
provide CMS with electronic data, in 
compatible code, for all accredited lab-
oratories, including the area of spe-
cialty or subspecialty. 

(10) Information defining the ade-
quacy of numbers of staff and other re-
sources. 

(11) Information defining the organi-
zation’s ability to provide adequate 
funding for performing required inspec-
tions. 

(12) Any facility-specific data, upon 
request by CMS, which includes, but is 
not limited to, the following: 

(i) PT results that constitute unsuc-
cessful participation in a CMS-ap-
proved PT program. 

(ii) Notification of the adverse ac-
tions or corrective actions imposed by 
the accreditation organization as a re-
sult of unsuccessful PT participation. 

(13) An agreement to provide written 
notification to CMS at least 30 days in 
advance of the effective date of any 
proposed change in its requirements. 

(14) An agreement to disclose any 
laboratory’s PT results upon reason-
able request by any person. 

(b) Specific requirements for a State li-
censure program. In addition to require-
ments in §§ 493.553 and 493.555, as part of 
the approval and review process, when 
a State licensure program applies or 
reapplies for exemption from the CLIA 

program, the State must do the fol-
lowing: 

(1) Demonstrate to CMS that it has 
enforcement authority and administra-
tive structures and resources adequate 
to enforce its laboratory requirements. 

(2) Permit CMS or a CMS agent to in-
spect laboratories in the State. 

(3) Require laboratories in the State 
to submit to inspections by CMS or a 
CMS agent as a condition of licensure 
or approval. 

(4) Agree to pay the cost of the vali-
dation program administered in that 
State as specified in §§ 493.645(a) and 
493.646(b). 

(5) Take appropriate enforcement ac-
tion against laboratories found by CMS 
not to be in compliance with require-
ments equivalent to CLIA require-
ments. 

(6) Submit for Medicare and Medicaid 
payment purposes, a list of the special-
ties and subspecialties of tests per-
formed by each laboratory. 

(7) Submit a written presentation 
that demonstrates the agency’s ability 
to furnish CMS with electronic data in 
compatible code, including the cross-
walk specified in § 493.553(a)(1). 

(8) Submit a statement acknowl-
edging that the State will notify CMS 
through electronic transmission of the 
following: 

(i) Any laboratory that has had its li-
censure or approval revoked or with-
drawn or has been in any way sanc-
tioned by the State within 30 days of 
taking the action. 

(ii) Changes in licensure or inspec-
tion requirements. 

(iii) Changes in specialties or sub-
specialties under which any licensed 
laboratory in the State performs test-
ing. 

(9) Provide information for the re-
view of the State’s enforcement proce-
dures for laboratories found to be out 
of compliance with the State’s require-
ments. 

(10) Submit information that dem-
onstrates the ability of the State to 
provide CMS with the following: 

(i) Electronic data and reports in 
compatible code with the adverse or 
corrective actions resulting from PT 
results that constitute unsuccessful 
participation in PT programs. 
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(ii) Other data that CMS determines 
are necessary for validation and assess-
ment of the State’s inspection process 
requirements. 

(11) Agree to provide CMS with writ-
ten notification of any changes in its 
licensure/approval and inspection re-
quirements. 

(12) Agree to disclose any labora-
tory’s PT results in accordance with a 
State’s confidentiality requirements. 

(13) Agree to take the appropriate en-
forcement action against laboratories 
found by CMS not to be in compliance 
with requirements comparable to con-
dition-level requirements and report 
these enforcement actions to CMS. 

(14) If approved, reapply to CMS 
every 2 years to renew its exempt sta-
tus and to renew its agreement to pay 
the cost of the CMS-administered vali-
dation program in that State. 

§ 493.559 Publication of approval of 
deeming authority or CLIA exemp-
tion. 

(a) Notice of deeming authority or ex-
emption. CMS publishes a notice in the 
FEDERAL REGISTER when it grants 
deeming authority to an accreditation 
organization or exemption to a State 
licensure program. 

(b) Contents of notice. The notice in-
cludes the following: 

(1) The name of the accreditation or-
ganization or State licensure program. 

(2) For an accreditation organization: 
(i) The specific specialty or sub-

specialty areas for which it is granted 
deeming authority. 

(ii) A description of how the accredi-
tation organization provides reason-
able assurance to CMS that a labora-
tory accredited by the organization 
meets CLIA requirements equivalent to 
those in this part and would meet CLIA 
requirements if the laboratory had not 
been granted deemed status, but had 
been inspected against condition-level 
requirements. 

(3) For a State licensure program, a 
description of how the laboratory re-
quirements of the State are equal to, 
or more stringent than, those specified 
in this part. 

(4) The basis for granting deeming 
authority or exemption. 

(5) The term of approval, not to ex-
ceed 6 years. 

§ 493.561 Denial of application or re-
application. 

(a) Reconsideration of denial. (1) If 
CMS denies a request for approval, an 
accreditation organization or State li-
censure program may request, within 
60 days of the notification of denial, 
that CMS reconsider its original appli-
cation or application for renewal, in 
accordance with part 488, subpart D. 

(2) If the accreditation organization 
or State licensure program requests a 
reconsideration of CMS’s determina-
tion to deny its request for approval or 
reapproval, it may not submit a new 
application until CMS issues a final re-
consideration determination. 

(b) Resubmittal of a request for ap-
proval—accreditation organization. An 
accreditation organization may resub-
mit a request for approval if a final re-
consideration determination is not 
pending and the accreditation program 
meets the following conditions: 

(1) It has revised its accreditation 
program to address the rationale for 
denial of its previous request. 

(2) It demonstrates that it can pro-
vide reasonable assurance that its ac-
credited facilities meet condition-level 
requirements. 

(3) It resubmits the application in its 
entirety. 

(c) Resubmittal of request for ap-
proval—State licensure program. The 
State licensure program may resubmit 
a request for approval if a final recon-
sideration determination is not pend-
ing and it has taken the necessary ac-
tion to address the rationale for any 
previous denial. 

§ 493.563 Validation inspections—Basis 
and focus. 

(a) Basis for validation inspection—(1) 
Laboratory with a certificate of accredita-
tion. (i) CMS or a CMS agent may con-
duct an inspection of an accredited lab-
oratory that has been issued a certifi-
cate of accreditation on a representa-
tive sample basis or in response to a 
substantial allegation of noncompli-
ance. 

(ii) CMS uses the results of these in-
spections to validate the accreditation 
organization’s accreditation process. 

(2) Laboratory in a State with an ap-
proved State licensure program. (i) CMS 
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or a CMS agent may conduct an inspec-
tion of any laboratory in a State with 
an approved State licensure program 
on a representative sample basis or in 
response to a substantial allegation of 
noncompliance. 

(ii) The results of these inspections 
are used to validate the appropriate-
ness of the exemption of that State’s 
licensed or approved laboratories from 
CLIA program requirements. 

(b) Validation inspection conducted on 
a representative sample basis. (1) If CMS 
or a CMS agent conducts a validation 
inspection on a representative sample 
basis, the inspection is comprehensive, 
addressing all condition-level require-
ments, or it may be focused on a spe-
cific condition-level requirement. 

(2) The number of laboratories sam-
pled is sufficient to allow a reasonable 
estimate of the performance of the ac-
creditation organization or State. 

(c) Validation inspection conducted in 
response to a substantial allegation of 
noncompliance. (1) If CMS or a CMS 
agent conducts a validation inspection 
in response to a substantial allegation 
of noncompliance, the inspection fo-
cuses on any condition-level require-
ment that CMS determines to be re-
lated to the allegation. 

(2) If CMS or a CMS agent substan-
tiates a deficiency and determines that 
the laboratory is out of compliance 
with any condition-level requirement, 
CMS or a CMS agent conducts a full 
CLIA inspection. 

(d) Inspection of operations and offices. 
As part of the validation review proc-
ess, CMS may conduct an onsite in-
spection of the operations and offices 
to verify the following: 

(1) The accreditation organization’s 
representations and to assess the ac-
creditation organization’s compliance 
with its own policies and procedures. 

(2) The State’s representations and to 
assess the State’s compliance with its 
own policies and procedures, including 
verification of State enforcement ac-
tions taken on the basis of validation 
inspections performed by CMS or a 
CMS agent. 

(e) Onsite inspection of an accreditation 
organization. An onsite inspection of an 
accreditation organization may in-
clude, but is not limited to, the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A review of documents. 
(2) An audit of meetings concerning 

the accreditation process. 
(3) Evaluation of accreditation in-

spection results and the accreditation 
decision-making process. 

(4) Interviews with the accreditation 
organization’s staff. 

(f) Onsite inspection of a State licensure 
program. An onsite inspection of a 
State licensure program office may in-
clude, but is not limited to, the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A review of documents. 
(2) An audit of meetings concerning 

the licensure or approval process. 
(3) Evaluation of State inspection re-

sults and the licensure or approval de-
cision-making process. 

(4) Interviews with State employees. 

§ 493.565 Selection for validation in-
spection—laboratory responsibil-
ities. 

A laboratory selected for a validation 
inspection must do the following: 

(a) Authorize its accreditation orga-
nization or State licensure program, as 
applicable, to release to CMS or a CMS 
agent, on a confidential basis, a copy of 
the laboratory’s most recent full, and 
any subsequent partial inspection. 

(b) Authorize CMS or a CMS agent to 
conduct a validation inspection. 

(c) Provide CMS or a CMS agent with 
access to all facilities, equipment, ma-
terials, records, and information that 
CMS or a CMS agent determines have a 
bearing on whether the laboratory is 
being operated in accordance with the 
requirements of this part, and permit 
CMS or a CMS agent to copy material 
or require the laboratory to submit 
material. 

(d) If the laboratory possesses a valid 
certificate of accreditation, authorize 
CMS or a CMS agent to monitor the 
correction of any deficiencies found 
through the validation inspection. 

§ 493.567 Refusal to cooperate with 
validation inspection. 

(a) Laboratory with a certificate of ac-
creditation. (1) A laboratory with a cer-
tificate of accreditation that refuses to 
cooperate with a validation inspection 
by failing to comply with the require-
ments in § 493.565— 
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(i) Is subject to full review by CMS or 
a CMS agent, in accordance with this 
part; and 

(ii) May be subject to suspension, 
revocation, or limitation of its certifi-
cate of accreditation under this part. 

(2) A laboratory with a certificate of 
accreditation is again deemed to meet 
the condition-level requirements by 
virtue of its accreditation when the fol-
lowing conditions exist: 

(i) The laboratory withdraws any 
prior refusal to authorize its accredita-
tion organization to release a copy of 
the laboratory’s current accreditation 
inspection, PT results, or notification 
of any adverse actions resulting from 
PT failure. 

(ii) The laboratory withdraws any 
prior refusal to allow a validation in-
spection. 

(iii) CMS finds that the laboratory 
meets all the condition-level require-
ments. 

(b) CLIA-exempt laboratory. If a CLIA- 
exempt laboratory fails to comply with 
the requirements specified in § 493.565, 
CMS notifies the State of the labora-
tory’s failure to meet the require-
ments. 

§ 493.569 Consequences of a finding of 
noncompliance as a result of a vali-
dation inspection. 

(a) Laboratory with a certificate of ac-
creditation. If a validation inspection 
results in a finding that the accredited 
laboratory is out of compliance with 
one or more condition-level require-
ments, the laboratory is subject to— 

(1) The same requirements and sur-
vey and enforcement processes applied 
to laboratories that are not accredited 
and that are found out of compliance 
following an inspection under this part; 
and 

(2) Full review by CMS, in accordance 
with this part; that is, the laboratory 
is subject to the principal and alter-
native sanctions in § 493.1806. 

(b) CLIA-exempt laboratory. If a vali-
dation inspection results in a finding 
that a CLIA-exempt laboratory is out 
of compliance with one or more condi-
tion-level requirements, CMS directs 
the State to take appropriate enforce-
ment action. 

§ 493.571 Disclosure of accreditation, 
State and CMS validation inspec-
tion results. 

(a) Accreditation organization inspec-
tion results. CMS may disclose accredi-
tation organization inspection results 
to the public only if the results are re-
lated to an enforcement action taken 
by the Secretary. 

(b) State inspection results. Disclosure 
of State inspection results is the re-
sponsibility of the approved State li-
censure program, in accordance with 
State law. 

(c) CMS validation inspection results. 
CMS may disclose the results of all 
validation inspections conducted by 
CMS or its agent. 

§ 493.573 Continuing Federal oversight 
of private nonprofit accreditation 
organizations and approved State 
licensure programs. 

(a) Comparability review. In addition 
to the initial review for determining 
equivalency of specified organization 
or State requirements to the com-
parable condition-level requirements, 
CMS reviews the equivalency of re-
quirements in the following cases: 

(1) When CMS promulgates new con-
dition-level requirements. 

(2) When CMS identifies an accredita-
tion organization or a State licensure 
program whose requirements are no 
longer equal to, or more stringent 
than, condition-level requirements. 

(3) When an accreditation organiza-
tion or State licensure program adopts 
new requirements. 

(4) When an accreditation organiza-
tion or State licensure program adopts 
changes to its inspection process, as re-
quired by § 493.575(b)(1), as applicable. 

(5) Every 6 years, or sooner if CMS 
determines an earlier review is re-
quired. 

(b) Validation review. Following the 
end of a validation review period, CMS 
evaluates the validation inspection re-
sults for each approved accreditation 
organization and State licensure pro-
gram. 

(c) Reapplication procedures. (1) Every 
6 years, or sooner, as determined by 
CMS, an approved accreditation orga-
nization must reapply for continued 
approval of deeming authority and a 
State licensure program must reapply 
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for continued approval of a CLIA ex-
emption. CMS provides notice of the 
materials that must be submitted as 
part of the reapplication procedure. 

(2) An accreditation organization or 
State licensure program that does not 
meet the requirements of this subpart, 
as determined through a comparability 
or validation review, must furnish 
CMS, upon request, with the reapplica-
tion materials CMS requests. CMS es-
tablishes a deadline by which the mate-
rials must be submitted. 

(d) Notice. (1) CMS provides written 
notice, as appropriate, to the following: 

(i) An accreditation organization in-
dicating that its approval may be in 
jeopardy if a comparability or valida-
tion review reveals that it is not meet-
ing the requirements of this subpart 
and CMS is initiating a review of the 
accreditation organization’s deeming 
authority. 

(ii) A State licensure program indi-
cating that its CLIA exemption may be 
in jeopardy if a comparability or vali-
dation review reveals that it is not 
meeting the requirements of this sub-
part and that a review is being initi-
ated of the CLIA exemption of the 
State’s laboratories. 

(2) The notice contains the following 
information: 

(i) A statement of the discrepancies 
that were found as well as other re-
lated documentation. 

(ii) An explanation of CMS’s review 
process on which the final determina-
tion is based and a description of the 
possible actions, as specified in 
§ 493.575, that CMS may impose based 
on the findings from the comparability 
or validation review. 

(iii) A description of the procedures 
available if the accreditation organiza-
tion or State licensure program, as ap-
plicable, desires an opportunity to ex-
plain or justify the findings made dur-
ing the comparability or validation re-
view. 

(iv) The reapplication materials that 
the accreditation organization or State 
licensure program must submit and the 
deadline for that submission. 

§ 493.575 Removal of deeming author-
ity or CLIA exemption and final de-
termination review. 

(a) CMS review. CMS conducts a re-
view of the following: 

(1) A deeming authority review of an 
accreditation organization’s program if 
the comparability or validation review 
produces findings, as described at 
§ 493.573. CMS reviews, as appropriate, 
the criteria described in §§ 493.555 and 
493.557(a) to reevaluate whether the ac-
creditation organization continues to 
meet all these criteria. 

(2) An exemption review of a State’s 
licensure program if the comparability 
or validation review produces findings, 
as described at § 493.573. CMS reviews, 
as appropriate, the criteria described in 
§§ 493.555 and 493.557(b) to reevaluate 
whether the licensure program con-
tinues to meet all these criteria. 

(3) A review of an accreditation orga-
nization or State licensure program, at 
CMS’s discretion, if validation review 
findings, irrespective of the rate of dis-
parity, indicate widespread or system-
atic problems in the organization’s ac-
creditation or State’s licensure process 
that provide evidence that the require-
ments, taken as a whole, are no longer 
equivalent to CLIA requirements, 
taken as a whole. 

(4) A review of the accreditation or-
ganization or State licensure program 
whenever validation inspection results 
indicate a rate of disparity of 20 per-
cent or more between the findings of 
the organization or State and those of 
CMS or a CMS agent for the following 
periods: 

(i) One year for accreditation organi-
zations. 

(ii) Two years for State licensure pro-
grams. 

(b) CMS action after review. Following 
the review, CMS may take the fol-
lowing action: 

(1) If CMS determines that the ac-
creditation organization or State has 
failed to adopt requirements equal to, 
or more stringent than, CLIA require-
ments, CMS may give a conditional ap-
proval for a probationary period of its 
deeming authority to an organization 
30 days following the date of CMS’s de-
termination, or exempt status to a 
State within 30 days of CMS’s deter-
mination, both not to exceed 1 year, to 
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afford the organization or State an op-
portunity to adopt equal or more strin-
gent requirements. 

(2) If CMS determines that there are 
widespread or systematic problems in 
the organization’s or State’s inspection 
process, CMS may give conditional ap-
proval during a probationary period, 
not to exceed 1 year, effective 30 days 
following the date of the determina-
tion. 

(c) Final determination. CMS makes a 
final determination as to whether the 
organization or State continues to 
meet the criteria described in this sub-
part and issues a notice that includes 
the reasons for the determination to 
the organization or State within 60 
days after the end of any probationary 
period. This determination is based on 
an evaluation of any of the following: 

(1) The most recent validation in-
spection and review findings. To con-
tinue to be approved, the organization 
or State must meet the criteria of this 
subpart. 

(2) Facility-specific data, as well as 
other related information. 

(3) The organization’s or State’s in-
spection procedures, surveyors’ quali-
fications, ongoing education, training, 
and composition of inspection teams. 

(4) The organization’s accreditation 
requirements, or the State’s licensure 
or approval requirements. 

(d) Date of withdrawal of approval. 
CMS may withdraw its approval of the 
accreditation organization or State li-
censure program, effective 30 days from 
the date of written notice to the orga-
nization or State of this proposed ac-
tion, if improvements acceptable to 
CMS have not been made during the 
probationary period. 

(e) Continuation of validation inspec-
tions. The existence of any validation 
review, probationary status, or any 
other action, such as a deeming au-
thority review, by CMS does not affect 
or limit the conduct of any validation 
inspection. 

(f) Federal Register notice. CMS pub-
lishes a notice in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER containing a justification for re-
moving the deeming authority from an 
accreditation organization, or the 
CLIA-exempt status of a State licen-
sure program. 

(g) Withdrawal of approval-effect on 
laboratory status—(1) Accredited labora-
tory. After CMS withdraws approval of 
an accreditation organization’s deem-
ing authority, the certificate of accred-
itation of each affected laboratory con-
tinues in effect for 60 days after it re-
ceives notification of the withdrawal of 
approval. 

(2) CLIA-exempt laboratory. After CMS 
withdraws approval of a State licen-
sure program, the exempt status of 
each licensed or approved laboratory in 
the State continues in effect for 60 
days after a laboratory receives notifi-
cation from the State of the with-
drawal of CMS’s approval of the pro-
gram. 

(3) Extension. After CMS withdraws 
approval of an accreditation organiza-
tion or State licensure program, CMS 
may extend the period for an addi-
tional 60 days for a laboratory if it de-
termines that the laboratory sub-
mitted an application for accreditation 
to an approved accreditation organiza-
tion or an application for the appro-
priate certificate to CMS or a CMS 
agent before the initial 60-day period 
ends. 

(h) Immediate jeopardy to patients. (1) 
If at any time CMS determines that 
the continued approval of deeming au-
thority of any accreditation organiza-
tion poses immediate jeopardy to the 
patients of the laboratories accredited 
by the organization, or continued ap-
proval otherwise constitutes a signifi-
cant hazard to the public health, CMS 
may immediately withdraw the ap-
proval of deeming authority for that 
accreditation organization. 

(2) If at any time CMS determines 
that the continued approval of a State 
licensure program poses immediate 
jeopardy to the patients of the labora-
tories in that State, or continued ap-
proval otherwise constitutes a signifi-
cant hazard to the public health, CMS 
may immediately withdraw the ap-
proval of that State licensure program. 

(i) Failure to pay fees. CMS withdraws 
the approval of a State licensure pro-
gram if the State fails to pay the appli-
cable fees, as specified in §§ 493.645(a) 
and 493.646(b). 

(j) State refusal to take enforcement ac-
tion. (1) CMS may withdraw approval of 
a State licensure program if the State 
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refuses to take enforcement action 
against a laboratory in that State 
when CMS determines it to be nec-
essary. 

(2) A laboratory that is in a State in 
which CMS has withdrawn program ap-
proval is subject to the same require-
ments and survey and enforcement 
processes that are applied to a labora-
tory that is not exempt from CLIA re-
quirements. 

(k) Request for reconsideration. Any 
accreditation organization or State 
that is dissatisfied with a determina-
tion to withdraw approval of its deem-
ing authority or remove approval of its 
State licensure program, as applicable, 
may request that CMS reconsider the 
determination, in accordance with sub-
part D of part 488. 

Subpart F—General Administration 

SOURCE: 57 FR 7138, 7213, Feb. 28, 1992, un-
less otherwise noted. 

§ 493.602 Scope of subpart. 

This subpart sets forth the method-
ology for determining the amount of 
the fees for issuing the appropriate cer-
tificate, and for determining compli-
ance with the applicable standards of 
the Public Health Service Act (the PHS 
Act) and the Federal validation of ac-
credited laboratories and of CLIA-ex-
empt laboratories. 

[60 FR 20047, Apr. 24, 1995] 

§ 493.606 Applicability of subpart. 

The rules of this subpart are applica-
ble to those laboratories specified in 
§ 493.3. 

[58 FR 5212, Jan. 19, 1993] 

§ 493.638 Certificate fees. 

(a) Basic rule. Laboratories must pay 
a fee for the issuance of a registration 
certificate, certificate for PPM proce-
dures, certificate of waiver, certificate 
of accreditation, or a certificate of 
compliance, as applicable. Laboratories 
must also pay a fee to reapply for a 
certificate for PPM procedures, certifi-
cate of waiver, certificate of accredita-
tion, or a certificate of compliance. 
The total of fees collected by HHS 
under the laboratory program must be 
sufficient to cover the general costs of 

administering the laboratory certifi-
cation program under section 353 of the 
PHS Act. 

(1) For registration certificates and 
certificates of compliance, the costs in-
clude issuing the certificates, col-
lecting the fees, evaluating and moni-
toring proficiency testing programs, 
evaluating which procedures, tests or 
examinations meet the criteria for in-
clusion in the appropriate complexity 
category, and implementing section 353 
of the PHS Act. 

(2) For a certificate of waiver, the 
costs include issuing the certificate, 
collecting the fees, determining if a 
certificate of waiver should be issued, 
evaluating which tests qualify for in-
clusion in the waived category, and 
other direct administrative costs. 

(3) For a certificate for PPM proce-
dures, the costs include issuing the cer-
tificate, collecting the fees, deter-
mining if a certificate for PPM proce-
dures should be issued, evaluating 
which procedures meet the criteria for 
inclusion in the subcategory of PPM 
procedures, and other direct adminis-
trative costs. 

(4) For a certificate of accreditation, 
the costs include issuing the certifi-
cate, collecting the fees, evaluating the 
programs of accrediting bodies, and 
other direct administrative costs. 

(b) Fee amount. The fee amount is set 
annually by HHS on a calendar year 
basis and is based on the category of 
test complexity, or on the category of 
test complexity and schedules or 
ranges of annual laboratory test vol-
ume (excluding waived tests and tests 
performed for quality control, quality 
assurance, and proficiency testing pur-
poses) and specialties tested, with the 
amounts of the fees in each schedule 
being a function of the costs for all as-
pects of general administration of 
CLIA as set forth in § 493.649 (b) and (c). 
This fee is assessed and payable at 
least biennially. The methodology used 
to determine the amount of the fee is 
found in § 493.649. The amount of the fee 
applicable to the issuance of the reg-
istration certificate or the issuance or 
renewal of the certificate for PPM pro-
cedures, certificate of waiver, certifi-
cate of accreditation, or certificate of 
compliance is the amount in effect at 
the time the application is received. 
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