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health care system since it admitted
its first class in 1965. The program was
established in part because of a nursing
shortage in the State of Nevada in the
early 1960s. The nursing shortage, cou-
pled with the State’s sudden popu-
lation growth, threatened to create an
untenable situation for all Nevadans.
Recognizing this, various stakeholders,
including the Nevada Public Health As-
sociation, Nevada Nurses Association,
and Nevada State Board of Nursing,
worked to create the nursing school to
fill vacant nursing positions through-
out the State and provide quality nurs-
ing education to Nevada residents. The
first graduating class included 19 stu-
dents; and to date, more than 4,300 stu-
dents have graduated from the UNLV
School of Nursing.

In fulfilling its mission of providing
an exceptional education to nursing
students and meeting Nevada’s health
care needs, the UNLV School of Nurs-
ing has established a tradition of
progress, innovation, and leadership.
For instance, when the school first
began, it only offered an associate de-
gree program. Today, the school offers
eleven academic programs. Addition-
ally, the school began offering an on-
line master’s degree program in 2004.
This program ranks among the top ten
best online graduate nursing programs
in the Nation. I am confident that the
UNLYV School of Nursing will continue
to play a critical role in Nevada’s
health care system as it begins its next
chapter.

I commend the UNLV School of Nurs-
ing on their 50th anniversary and ap-
plaud their exceptional service to the
State of Nevada.

———

ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

REAUTHORIZING THE HIGHER
EDUCATION ACT

e Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that a copy of
my remarks at the American Enter-
prise Institute be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rials was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

REAUTHORIZING THE HIGHER EDUCATION ACT

Thank you, Andrew. It’s great to be here.
It’s great to be at AEI, an organization for
which I have lots of respect. I also have great
respect for our institutions for higher edu-
cation. As Dr. Kelly said, I was once presi-
dent of the University of Tennessee. That’s
harder than it looks. I remember on my first
day on campus a faculty member came up to
me, I was very enthusiastic that day, and she
said, ‘“You have so much enthusiasm, you’'re
reminding me of Clark Kerr.”” And I said,
“Well, thank you very much,” because Clark
Kerr was a distinguished president of the
University of California. And I said, ‘“‘How is
that?” She said, ‘“You know, he arrived and
left in the same way—fired with enthu-
siasm.”” It’s a precarious existence, most col-
lege presidents will tell you.

I wrote an op-ed for the Wall Street Jour-
nal last week in which I urged fellow politi-
cians and some pundits to stop telling stu-
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dents they cannot afford a college education.
I noted that two years of community college
are free or nearly free for low-income stu-
dents, given that tuition and fees across the
country average $3,300 and that the average
Pell grant is about the same. Public 4-year
colleges average about $9,000 in tuition and
fees. I wrote that at the University of Ten-
nessee, Knoxville, which is closer to $12,000,
nearly every in-state freshman has a state
Hope Scholarship, a third have Pell grants,
and many have access to state aid. About 75
percent of all college students attend those
public institutions.

Even many of the private elite colleges
have programs to help families figure out
what they can afford to borrow and then
those institutions such as Georgetown Uni-
versity make up the difference. Many stu-
dents borrow money for college, but the av-
erage 4-year graduate’s debt is about
$27,000—or roughly the same as the average
new car loan. And for that investment, you
get a college degree that the College Board
still says will earn you $1 million dollars
more over your lifetime than if you hadn’t
earned that degree. The problem, I explained
in my op-ed, is that we need to grow the per-
centage of Americans with college degrees
over the next 5 years—otherwise we’re on
track to fall short by 5 million workers with
degrees. So politicians, in my view, should
stop discouraging students from attending
college—especially the low-income students
who are likely to benefit most from federal
aid, and may also be the most easily discour-
aged.

Well, on Tuesday, the Wall Street Journal
ran letters to the editor in response to my
op-ed. Here’s a sampling from one: ‘‘Lamar
Alexander has been a politician so long that
he no longer understands that money comes
from working people who understand what is
expensive, and four years of college plus liv-
ing expenses is expensive.” From another,
‘““The traditional system is unsustainable.”
From another ‘‘Politicians should stop talk-
ing about a college ’premium’ because the
costs, even with all the subsidies, exceed the
benefits for many.” And another: “It is
counterintuitive to many politicians, but the
more affordable they try to make higher
education, the less affordable it will be-
come.”’

In other words—I hit a nerve.

But buried at the bottom of these letters
published by the Wall Street Journal was
this brief line from a woman in San Diego:
‘“Years ago’’ she said, ‘‘there was a bumper
sticker: ‘Think education is expensive? Try
life without it!’’’ Still holds true and always
will.

I’'ve always said that it is never easy to pay
for college. It’s just easier than most people
think. And as we approach the reauthoriza-
tion of the Higher Education Act in the Sen-
ate education Committee, I don’t pretend
that our system is not in need of reforms.
But let’s begin with the shared recognition
that life without education is more expen-
sive—and that the cost to our country will
be great if we don’t increase the number of
Americans with post-secondary education
and degrees.

So let’s look at measures we can take as a
federal government to encourage colleges to
control their costs, operate more efficiently,
help students graduate more quickly with
less debt—and let’s be sure that all these
measures do nothing to challenge the auton-
omy and independence that is at the heart of
our education system—the autonomy and
independence that have driven our colleges
and universities to create the best system of
higher education in the world.

So I'd like to focus today on four goals for
the reauthorization that we’re working on:
first: ending the overregulation of colleges
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and universities; second: ending the federal
collection and dissemination of useless data;
third: improving our accreditation system;
and fourth: ensuring that institutions begin
sharing in the risk of lending to students.

So let’s take the first one—ending the
overregulation of colleges. Now I'm here
today as a Republican speaking to a gen-
erally conservative audience about reducing
regulations—not a new idea for most of us.
But there’s an important distinction in
this—we already have bipartisan support in
the committee for reducing these regula-
tions. Senator Mikulski, Senator Bennet,
Senator Burr and I commissioned a report
two years ago on higher education regula-
tion by a task force of educators, and we
asked for specific recommendations on how
to reduce these regulations. We said, ‘“We
don’t want another sermon. Tell us exactly
what we could do to reduce the regulatory
burden.” And we got back 59 recommenda-
tions, with 10 listed as priorities. A dozen of
them are things that the U.S. Secretary of
Education himself could do and the rest
would require some sort of congressional ac-
tion. We are currently working on legisla-
tion that adopts and implements many of
the report’s recommendations.

The report told us that the higher edu-
cation system is entangled in, the report’s
words, a ‘‘jungle of red tape’” and that every
workday, each one of our 6,000 higher edu-
cation institutions gets a letter or a guid-
ance or a new rule from the U.S. Department
of Education, on average. Every workday,
every one of our institutions, 6,000 of them,
get a letter or a guidance or a new rule from
the US Department of Education that pre-
sumably changes their procedures.

Here are three examples of how that plays
out in our colleges:

First, Vanderbilt University—because the
chancellor of Vanderbilt was one of the co-
chairs of our group making these rec-
ommendations and the other was the chan-
cellor of the University of Maryland. So Van-
derbilt hired the Boston Consulting Group to
tell the university just how much it cost
Vanderbilt to comply with Federal rules and
regulations in one year, 2014, and the star-
tling answer was $150 million—$11,000 per
student. $11,000 is more than the average tui-
tion in fees at public universities in the
United States.

Second, here’s the FAFSA form that 20
million Americans fill out every year. Some
of you have seen it. This is the form 20 mil-
lion Americans fill out every year in order to
get a grant or loan to attend college. Now
most people fill it out online, some financial
aid officers disparage my doing this because
they say it’s not that hard to fill out. Maybe
not for them, I mean they’ve been working
on it for years. But I've talked to students
who have literally burst into tears over the
complexity of this thing. The president of a
community college in Memphis told me he
thinks he loses 1,500 students a semester be-
cause this is simply such an intimidating list
of questions. We have testimony in our edu-
cation committee that said those 108 ques-
tions could be reduced to two. One would be:
what’s the size of your family, and two would
be: what’s the size of your family income.
That would answer 95 percent of the ques-
tions that the U.S. Department of Education
needs to award federal student aid.

Third, the government hands out $24 bil-
lion in research dollars to colleges and uni-
versities through the National Institutes of
Health. The National Academy of Sciences
has a study group that’s twice done a survey
and both times found that 42 percent of a
principal investigator’s time with federally
funded research is spent on administrative
tasks. If we could reduce that 42 percent to
40 percent or 35 percent or 30 percent or 25



July 22, 2015

percent, we could free up hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars, maybe billions, for addi-
tional research. In other words, we can save
time, energy, money, and encourage more
college degrees if we reduce higher education
regulations.

My second goal is ending the federal col-
lection and dissemination of useless data.

We’ve had five hearings on higher edu-
cation this year. Our third hearing was on
consumer data. The federal government col-
lects a lot of data from 6,000 institutions. At
the hearing, I held up the data survey that
each of our almost 1,000 public community
colleges must fill out. It’s similar to the sur-
veys that the other 5,000 colleges fill out.
This one was 426 pages of data requirements
and reporting instructions, with 3,300 dif-
ferent necessary responses or inputs.

Then there are the federally mandated col-
lege consumer disclosures. Those require a
900-page binder to show what one university
with two campuses is required to disclose to
consumers. The law and regulations pre-
scribe a dizzying variety of ways the dif-
ferent disclosures must be sent to current
students and, upon request, the public items
range from the useful and necessary—such as
providing the terms and conditions of federal
student aid to such things as informing stu-
dents when Constitution Day is. Not only do
I question what is really necessary—but
more important, how much of this is useful
to students making a college choice? Then,
how might consumer information actually
become useful for prospective students, and
what better information may be needed?
What requirements can we eliminate? And
on a separate issue—once we’ve collected the
right data, how good are we disseminating
the data, at least in a way that you can un-
derstand it? The government has created
tools—from the College Navigator to the Col-
lege Scorecard—but the government is really
not very good at doing this, and students
aren’t really actually using those tools very
much to choose among colleges.

My third goal is to improve our accredita-
tion system. We held a hearing on accredita-
tion in the committee last month. I learned
a lot, but our accreditation system has to
improve because there is really no decent al-
ternative. Congress can’t monitor 6,000 col-
leges and universities. The Department of
Education sure can’t. Accreditation has to
work.

Here are a few of the areas that I think
could see improvement, and there seems to
be some consensus about these:

Getting accreditors back to focusing on
quality and not on all the other things Con-
gress has asked accreditors to do over the
years, such as reviewing fire codes and look-
ing over an institution’s finances.

Changing the geographic nature of today’s
accreditation system: There seems to be less
validity today for having regional accredita-
tion agencies exclusively. When I was presi-
dent of the University of Tennessee I would
look at the University of Illinois or the Uni-
versity of Michigan—the universities outside
our region as peers.

Allowing accreditors to use more discre-
tion in their oversight—in other words, using
a lighter touch for some institutions. So
accreditors can get more of their time and
resources to institutions clearly in need of
greater oversight and have a lighter touch
on those that don’t.

My last goal is ensuring that institutions
begin sharing in the risk of lending to stu-
dents. We know that some students today
are borrowing more than they should. Ac-
cording to the Department of Education, of
the more than 41 million borrowers with out-
standing student debt, about 7 million, or 17
percent, are currently in default—meaning
they haven’t made a payment on their loans
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in at least 9 months. The total amount of
loans currently in default is $108 billion or
about 10 percent of the total outstanding
balance of federal student loans. Although
the Department says it eventually collects
most of it.

One way to address over-borrowing is to
ensure that colleges have some responsi-
bility to, or vested interest in, encouraging
students to borrow wisely, graduate on time,
and be able to repay what they’ve been
loaned. If colleges and universities have this
incentive, it may not only help students
make wiser decisions about how much to
borrow, it could help reduce the cost of col-
lege—thereby reducing debt. For example,
colleges might encourage students to com-
plete their education more quickly.

Today nearly half of college students take
longer than 6 years to complete any degree
or certificate or never finish one at all. Com-
pletion is important—nearly 70 percent of
those borrowers who default on their federal
student loan never finished their education.

At The University of Tennessee Knoxville
they’re now saying to students, ‘“You can
take less than 15 hours if you want to, but
you’re going to pay for 15 hours every semes-
ter whether you take it or not.”” That’s three
more than federal student aid requirements
insist on. The chancellor told me not long
ago that most students are taking 15 hours
since they’re paying for it anyway, and the
graduation rate is edging up.

I have also encouraged colleges and univer-
sities to explore a three year degree. The
more rapidly you move through the system,
the less expense you have, and the quicker
you get into an earning capacity.

I recently spoke at a graduation ceremony
at Walters State Community College in Ten-
nessee where one of the graduates was also
graduating from high school that week. Get-
ting both degrees, and also entering Purdue
University as a second semester sophomore,
saving that student an estimated $65,000. At
another community college in Tennessee, 30
percent of the students at that community
college are also in high school. There’s a
growing practice of what we call ‘‘dual en-
rollment,”” and that permits students to
spend less time and spend less money on col-
lege.

The President of George Washington Uni-
versity once told me, ‘“You could run two
complete colleges here [at his campus] with
two complete faculties, in the facilities now
used half the year for one. That’s without
cutting the length of students’ vacations, in-
creasing class sizes or requiring faculty to
teach more.” One of the biggest wastes in
higher education is the waste in the use of
facilities. Dartmouth, for example, saves $10
to $15 million per year, it estimates, by re-
quiring one mandatory summer session for
its students. Southern New Hampshire Uni-
versity’s College for America just began of-
fering a $10,000 bachelor’s degree.

So we are working on a way to give col-
leges some skin in the game. Senator REED
of Rhode Island has a proposal. He wants to
make colleges and universities responsible
for a portion of defaulted loans of students.
That’s a framework worth considering. Oth-
ers may have different ideas.

For me, what is clear is that as a matter of
principle and fairness, all institutions—
whether public, private or for-profit—should
participate in this. I don’t believe any insti-
tution should be exempt from those require-
ments that we may add to discourage over-
borrowing and reduce college costs. But it
might be appropriate to consider estab-
lishing multiple models of risk-sharing so
that institutions with differing missions and
student populations have different ways of
complying. And we have to be very careful
with risk-sharing. We’re talking about lots
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of money. We’re talking about loaning more
than $100 billion a year. We’re talking about
$33 or $34 billion dollars a year to Pell
Grants that you don’t have to pay back. So
if we, on the loaning of $100 billion dollars a
year, take some step, it will have a big effect
on the thousands institutions and millions of
students across the country. We want to be
sure that we think about what the unin-
tended consequences might be.

Today, when I'm done, I'm going back to
the floor of the Senate, where we are to com-
plete work on our bill to fix No Child Left
Behind, which I've worked on with Senator
Patty Murray from Washington state, who is
the senior Democrat on the committee. That
bill expired 7 years ago. Congress has failed
to fix it since then. I believe we’re going to
be successful this year. The House has passed
its version. We will either pass our version
today or early next week, and then we’ll put
it together with the House and send it to the
president in a form that hopefully he can
sign. This year we’re going to fix it. Then
we’re going to turn our attention to a bipar-
tisan Higher Education Act.

I'm going to work on it with Senator MUR-
RAY the same way we worked on No Child
Left Behind, which is that she and I will first
write a proposal and submit it to our very di-
verse committee, which has 22 senators—
Bernie Sanders and Elizabeth Warren on one
end, Rand Paul and Tim Scott on the other
end—so it’s an interesting discussion we
have every time we get together. Every sin-
gle one voted to report our No Child Left Be-
hind bill out of committee, which is a huge
success.

But we’'ve already got a bipartisan head
start on the Higher Education Act in two or
three ways. Senator Michael Bennett and I,
and several senators of both parties have in-
troduced what we call the FAST Act to
make a number of changes to make it easier
and simpler to apply for student aid. One of
those ‘‘common sense’’ ideas in addition to
simplifying the number of questions is to
allow students to fill the form out in their
junior year of high school. This form re-
quires you to tell what your tax returns are
before you file your tax returns, so it throws
20 million families into confusion. If you let
people fill that out in their junior year of
high school, then they can use tax forms
from a prior year, and then they can have a
full year to look at colleges and universities,
knowing in advance how much in grants or
loans they’re eligible for.

So that FAST Act has been introduced and
examined carefully. It has bipartisan sup-
port. We’re planning to introduce legislation
with as many of the recommendations of the
Zeppos-Kirwan report on higher education on
how to simplify regulations. That would be a
bipartisan start.

Senator Burr, Senator Angus King, and a
group of bipartisan senators have introduced
legislation on simplifying the repayment
form of student loans. There are 9 different
ways of repaying your student loans. Actu-
ally, it’s a very generous system. You can
pay it off over ten years or by paying no
more than 10 percent of your disposable in-
come, and if that doesn’t pay it off over
twenty years, it’s forgiven. But the process
is so complicated that most students don’t
take advantage of it.

So there are three steps already that we’ve
taken. And we have taken maybe the most
important step of all, as we’ve worked to-
gether this year in the great bipartisan way
on our committee to work on elementary
and secondary education. There’s no reason
we can’t continue with higher education.

I hope that Senator Murray and I can
present our bill to the full committee in Sep-
tember. As we’ve done with No Child Left
Behind, it will be a suggestion of how the
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committee can work. And shortly thereafter,
I hope that we will report it to the floor.
Senator McConnell is very pleased with the
debate on the Elementary and Secondary
Education Act—the fact that we’re working
on something so important in a bipartisan
way and want to get a result that’s good for
the country. He told me last night that he’s
very interested in our Higher Education Act
and that he’ll work to find floor time for it.
So I'm very optimistic about that and look
forward to it.
Thank you very much.e

———————

RECOGNIZING PRATT & WHITNEY
90TH ANNIVERSARY

e Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I
wish to recognize and congratulate
Pratt & Whitney as it celebrates the
90th anniversary of its incorporation.

In 1925 Frederick Rentschler arrived
at the old Pope-Hartford auto plant on
Capitol Avenue in Hartford, CT with a
simple, yet groundbreaking idea: build
a new and better aircraft engine. In the
beginning, such a lofty goal seemed out
of reach. Rentschler had just 24 em-
ployees, barely any equipment and a
modest amount of money. But
Rentschler was able to create a name
for Pratt & Whitney by placing a great
value on integrity, customer service,
and product quality.

From its humble beginnings in that
old auto plant in Hartford, Pratt &
Whitney has grown to be a world leader
in the design and manufacture of mili-
tary and commercial aircraft engines.
For over 90 years, Pratt & Whitney has
stayed true to this pioneering spirit
and passion for excellence, continually
working to revolutionize the aviation
industry and build a better engine for
tomorrow.

Throughout its storied history, Pratt
& Whitney has always answered its
country’s call. During World War II,
the company reduced its prices for the
U.S. Navy to contribute to the war ef-
fort. Today Pratt is still operating a
culture of cost reduction and producing
the power for some of the most formi-
dable aircraft in American history with
versatile products like the F-135 en-
gine. And now Pratt is answering
President Obama’s call to combat the
threat of climate change and keep fu-
ture generations safe. With its break-
through technologies like the Geared
Turbofan engine, Pratt is raising the
industry standard for emissions effi-
ciency.

Pratt & Whitney has continued to
stay true to its roots as a Connecticut
company. For generations now, Pratt
& Whitney has provided secure career
opportunities to workers in my State.
Pratt & Whitney’s legacy of depend-
ability and leadership in innovation
have helped to make Connecticut’s de-
fense manufacturing industry second
to none. I am proud and thankful for
Pratt’s investments in the State of
Connecticut and its contributions to
our country’s national security, and I
remain committed to supporting the
jobs created by Pratt & Whitney. As I
continue to serve in the Senate, I will
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continue to work to protect our na-
tional defense programs.

While other aircraft companies have
come and gone, Pratt & Whitney has
proven that it can stand the test of
time.®

TRIBUTE TO STAFF SERGEANT
JOSEPH FONTENOT

e Mr. VITTER. Mr. President, today I
wish to honor SSG Joseph Fontenot of
Larose, LA, who is winner of the 2015
Army Times Soldier of the Year.
Fontenot is currently stationed in Fort
Campbell, KY, as a field artilleryman
assigned to the 3rd Battalion, 320th
Field Artillery Regiment, part of the
101st Airborne Division 3rd Brigade
Combat Team.

Joseph Fontenot’s experience with
the military began while he was on
tour with his rock band, Jacknife. At
31, following a conversation with a Na-
tional Guard soldier, Fontenot decided
to put away his bass guitar and to
begin serving his country as a soldier
in the Army. After joining the Army in
January 2006, Fontenot made the deci-
sion to develop his leadership abilities.
Through help from his mentor, he chal-
lenged himself to push his limits both
mentally and physically.

In 2008, Fontenot deployed to Bagh-
dad, Iraq for a year-long tour. In 2010,
he was redeployed to the Arghandab
River Valley, and bravely served in one
of the most dangerous stations in
southern Afghanistan. The experiences
there along with the loss of fallen com-
patriots and friends strengthened
Fontenot’s commitment to the Army
and bolstered his resolve to continue
onward. Since 2012, he has served as
drill sergeant where his outstanding
commitment led him to be chosen to
serve at the U.S. Army Drill Sergeant
Academy.

Fontenot’s accomplishments, how-
ever, extend far beyond his military ap-
titude. Not only is he a frequent volun-
teer at the local veterans’ hospital and
homeless children’s center, he also par-
ticipates in Camp Kemo, a program for
children battling cancer.

Fontenot’s continued dedication and
leadership were noticed by his peers,
who nominated him for the 15th An-
nual Army Times Soldier of the Year
Award for his exemplary leadership. In
February 2015, Fontenot rescued a
young man in need whose car had
crashed into a canal. Despite the freez-
ing temperatures, Fontenot jumped
into the water and pulled the man from
his car.

SSG Joseph Fontenot is a man of
true courage. I am honored and hum-
bled to share his heroism, and I thank
him for his services to our country.e

———

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

The President pro tempore (Mr.
HATCH) reported that on today, July 22,
2015, he had signed the following en-
rolled bills, which were previously
signed by the Speaker of the House:
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S. 971. An act to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for an in-
crease in the limit on the length of an agree-
ment under the Medicare independence at
home medical practice demonstration pro-
gram.

S. 984. An act to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide Medicare ben-
eficiary access to eye tracking accessories
for speech generating devices and to remove
the rental cap for durable medical equipment
under the Medicare Program with respect to
speech generating devices.

At 12:34 p.m., a message from the
House of Representatives, delivered by
Mrs. Cole, one of its reading clerks, an-
nounced that the House has passed the
following bills, in which it requests the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R. 237. An act to authorize the revoca-
tion or denial of passports and passport cards
to individuals affiliated with foreign ter-
rorist organizations, and for other purposes.

H.R. 1557. An act to amend the Notification
and Federal Employee Antidiscrimination
and Retaliation Act of 2002 to strengthen
Federal antidiscrimination laws enforced by
the Equal Employment Opportunity Com-
mission and expand accountability within
the Federal government, and for other pur-
poses.

H.R. 2256. An act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to submit an annual report on
the Veterans Health Administration, to pro-
vide for the identification and tracking of bi-
ological implants used in Department of Vet-
erans Affairs facilities, and for other pur-
poses.

——————

MEASURES REFERRED

The following bills were read the first
and the second times by unanimous
consent, and referred as indicated:

H.R. 237. An act to authorize the revoca-
tion or denial of passports and passport cards
to individuals affiliated with foreign ter-
rorist organizations, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

H.R. 1557. An act to amend the Notification
and Federal Employee Antidiscrimination
and Retaliation Act of 2002 to strengthen
Federal antidiscrimination laws enforced by
the Equal Employment Opportunity Com-
mission and expand accountability within
the Federal government, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity and Governmental Affairs.

H.R. 2256. An act to amend title 38, United
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Vet-
erans Affairs to submit an annual report on
the Veterans Health Administration, to pro-
vide for the identification and tracking of bi-
ological implants used in Department of Vet-
erans Affairs facilities, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs.

———

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, July 22, 2015, she had
presented to the President of the
United States the following enrolled
bills:

S. 971. An act to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide for an in-
crease in the limit on the length of an agree-
ment under the Medicare independence at
home medical practice demonstration pro-
gram.

S. 984. An act to amend title XVIII of the
Social Security Act to provide Medicare ben-
eficiary access to eye tracking accessories
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