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] SECTION 1. COVERAGE OF LIFESTYLE CHANGES FOR INDI-

2 VIDUALS AT SIGNIFICANT RISK OF HEART
3 ATTACKS.

4 (a) COVERAGE.—Section 1861(s)(2) of the Social Se-
5 curity Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x(s)(2)) is amended—

6 (1) in subparagraph (S), by striking “‘and” at
y/ the end;

8 (2) in subparagraph (T), by inserting “and” at
9 the end; and

10 (3) by adding at the end the following new sub-
1.1 paragraph:

12 “(U) services furnished under a coordinated
13 lifestyle change program (as defined in subsection
14 (uu)(1)) for (;ertain individuals (deseribed in sub-
15 section (uu)(2)) who are at a significant risk of a
16 heart attack;”’.

17 (b) SERVICES DESCRIBED.—Section 1861 of such

18 Act (42 U.S.C. 1395x) is amended by adding at the end
19 the following new subsection:

20 “Coordinated Lifestyle Change Program

21 “(uu)(1) The term ‘coordinated lifestyle change

22 program’ means a program of 1 year’'s duration that—

23 “(A) is designed for individuals described in
24 paragraph (2);

25 “(B) consists of lifestyle changes, including a
26 very low-fat, low-cholesterol diet, stress management
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1 techniques, moderate exercise,

2 and psychosocial support, without the use of choles-

3 terol-lowering drugs;

4 “(C) has been validated to reverse disease in

5 the majority of patients, as measured by quan-

6 titative coronary arteriography in a scientific study

7 that is at least 5 years in duration and that used

8 randomly-assigned control and experimental groups;

9 and

10 “(D) is conducted by a medical facility that is

11 experienced in conducting such a scientifically vali-

12 dated program, or whose staff has been trained by
) ) such a facility.

14 “(2) An individual deseribed in this paragraph is an

15 indmvidual—

“(A) whose physician has recommended revascularization (in

the form of angioplasty or coronary artery bypass graft surgery) in
the near future (within3 weeks) and certifies that the individual has
met the conditions of subparagraph (B) and (C); and is referring the

patient to this program as a direct alternative to bypass surgery or
angioplasty;

“(B) who has angina and has undergone at least one
diagnostic study which demonstrates clinically significant

ventricular myocardium at risk for infarction -such study shall
include one of the following:

(1) a coronary angiogram (with estimated ejection
fraction) demonstrating clinically significant lesions in
coronary arteries;



(2) a nuclear 1maging study SNOWIIlE & 1CVCLd1uie pos saviva-
defect;

(3) a stress echo study showing an inducible wall
motion abnormality;

(4) a cardiac positron emission tomography scan
with demonstrating a perfusion defect, or

(5) such other tests and test results as the Secretary
may determine are appropriate.

“(C) The individual is not disqualified from the program under

this subsection because of unstable angina, heart attack, dementia,
unrelated life-threatening co-morbidities, or resides outside the
service area of the program (generally defined as ninety minutes of

commute).”

23 (¢) PoyMENT —Section 1833(a)(1) of such Act (10—

24 T.S.C.13951(a)(1)) is amended—

25 (A) by striking “and” before “(S)”; and
5 1 (B) by -inserting before the semicolon at
2

the end the following: *“, and (T) with respect

to services furnished under a coordinated life-

(U8 ]

4 style change program (as defined in subsection
3 (uu)(1)), the amount paid shall be 80 percent
6 of the lesser of the actual charge for the serv-
7 lces or the amount determined to %= reasonable
8 and related to the costs of furnishing such serv-
9 ices (taking into account the period of time dur-

10 ing which the services are farnished);’



Except that, no payment shall be made for more than
1,000 individuals in calendar years 2001 and 2002;

2,000 individuals in calendar years 2003, 2004, and
2005.

The limitation shall be waived in 2004 and 2005 if the following
conditions are met:

(i) The Secretary shall conduct a study to be provided to
Congress by July 1, 2003 of the individuals served in the program
under this subsection during 2001;

(ii) The study determines that the total costs of services to
such individuals under this title are either lower or the same
as expected costs to such individuals if their heart condition had
been treated by methods other than by a coordinated lifestyle
change program. [To be amplified.]

(iii) The United States General Accounting Office shall review
the study to assure that a full accounting of costs and savings from
reduced surgery, hospitalization, pharmaceuticals, rehabilitation,
and other savings are reported.

11 (d) PARTICIPATION AGREEMENTS.—Sectioh 1866(e)
12 of such Act (42 U.S.C. 1395¢ce(e)) is amended—
13 & (1) by striking “and” at the end of paragraph



14

16
17
18
19
20
Zl

22

(1);

(2) by striang the period at the end of para-
graph (2) and inserting “; and”’; and

(3) by adding at the end the following new
paragraph:

“(3) a medical facility described in section
1861(uu)(1)(D), but only with respect to the fur-
nishing of services under a coordinated lifestyle

change program (as defined in subsection (uu)(1)).”.

1 (e) EFFECTIVE DATE.—The amendments made by

2 this section apply to services furnished on or after Janu-
3 aryl, 2001.
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12 Agencies Overpaid $20.7 Billion, GAO Reporis.

Ry Brn White

B asbanerton Post SM]] Wreter

In what is fast becoming an annual
report card on federal mismanage
ment, the General Accounting Office
reported yesterday that 12 federal
apencies made $20.7 billion in improp-
¢r payments in fiscal 1999, up from
$19.1 billionin overpayments for fiscal
1998.

The $20.7 billion figure may re-
present only a small amouat of what
the government actually overpays, the
GAOQ said, because several agencies,
including the Internal Revenue Ser-
vice, did not submit any data but are
suspected of making lasge overpay-
ments.

“It's astounding that more than $20
billios: i taxpayer money was wasted
in just a handful of fcderal programs,”
said Sen. Fred D. ‘Thompson (R-
Tenn.), chairman of the Senate Gov-
ernmental Affairs Committee, who re-
quested the report and discussed its
findings 3t a news confcerence yester-
day.

“And that’s just a drop in the huck-
el,” he said. “'ne total figure wonlil be
much, much higher. Federal agencies
necd to do a belter job of managing
their programs, first in terms of de-
tecting improper payments, and then
in stopping them.”

Thompson attrihuted the overpay-
ments to a mixture of sitnple account-
ing mistakes and people deliberately
defrauding the government.

The bulk of the $201.7 billion figure
calculated by the GAO, Congress's
watchdog agency, came from Medi-
carc’s fee-fur-scrvice program that
overpaid claims hy §13.5 billion, up
fron $12.6 hillion in 1998,

The second-largest overpayment,
$1.6 billion, came from the Social Se-
curily Administration's Supplemental
Security Income progr:am (SSI). That
figre actually represented a slight de-
crease [rom fiscal 1998, when the SSI
program reported 31.7 billion in over-
payments. ‘The Department of Agri-
culture also reported a decrease in
overpayments in i* - foud stamps pro-
gram, fron $1.4 billion in 199810 $1.3

hillion in 1999. Oveaall however, most
of the agencics inat supplied figures Lo
the GAO reported slight increases

T departiments of State, Defense,
Justice and Energly, acknowledyed
making overpazments but did not
specify any amounts. Also, a draft an-
ditof the IRS for fiscal 1999 indicates
that overpayments hy the agency
“cculd be hillions of dollars,” the GAO
report says.

Thompson suggrested that eamed
income tax credit overpayments hy
the IRS “could total more than $9 hil-
lion annually.”

Thomas A. Schatz, president of the
activist group Citizens Against Gov-
ernment Waste, blamed inaction on
the part of the administration for the
increase in overpayments.

“It is clearly an executive branch re-
sponsibility,” he said.

When the GAO issued its overpay-
ment report last year, the Office of
Management and Budget inclnded a
letter saying it would eapand its focus
on the prohlem. QMU officials said at
the time that they woulld consider issus-

ing guidchines for unifor reporting
sl disclosure of improper payments.
OMU declined to add comiments to the
repodt this year and the GAO conclud-
¢ the government.“does not Lave a
roasonabt basis for, gauging the ex-
tent of its improner pavments.”

Joshua Gothaum, acting deputy di-
reclor for mzanaement at OMB, said
the administratsom plans to forma in-
terapeney task lorce o help different
depariments determine how best to
keen track of overpaviments. ot hie
said a “one size fits all” approach for
reporting woukld not work.

“No one is satistied with any level of
government waste or fraud or error,”
Gothaum saill. “But there are literally
thousands of people in the federal gov-
erument who are working to reduce it,
to track folks down where they have
defrawded the government and to re-
dute errors by improving systems.”

Thumpson said he will introduee
legishtion reguirnag agencies to use a
managemient techaigue called “recov-
cry awditing™ o ilentity  overpay-
nents,
























AUDUBON OF FLORIDA
CENTER FOR MARINE CONSERVATION
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NATIONAL WILDLIFE FEDERATION
1000 FRIENDS OF FLORIDA
WORLD WILDLIFE FUND

September 8, 2000

Our organizations fully support the enactment of S.2797 with the Manager’s
Amendment, as modified by language agreed upon at the August 31 meeting
among the State of Florida, the Administration, the Stakeholder Coalition, and
environmental organizations. We believe these negotiations have produced a bill

worthy of enactment.

When these discussions began on August 21, all participants were advised that
further amendments to S.2797 would be agreed to only as a package and only
under the condition that all parties would support S.2797 in the Senate and the

House. We are greatly encouraged that an agreement was reached on this basis.

There is an unprecedented level of support for Everglades restoration
legislation. The greatest threat to achieving it is the lack of time left in this
Congressional session. We urge the Senate to expeditiously pass S.2797, The
Restoration of the Everglades An American Legacy Act, and the Florida
Congressional delegation to unite with the State, the Administration, the
Stakeholder Coalition and environmental organizations in support of the bill in

the House of Representatives.
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To,

Ms. Betty Curry

Executive Secretary to President
White House - Oval Office

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue
WASHINGTON D.C. 20500
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