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The Promoting Integrity in Medicare Act of 2013 has 11 co-sponsors and has been 
referred to two House Committees for further review.  There is currently no companion bill in 
the Senate.  President Obama’s budget for fiscal year 2014 also addresses the issue.  The budget 
proposes to repeal the in-office ancillary services exception for radiation therapy, advanced 
imaging, and physical therapy services, but makes exceptions for practices that meet certain 
accountability standards.   
  

We will continue to monitor this bill and will update you with any key developments on 
the matter.  In the meantime, please feel free to contact us with any questions or concerns.   
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