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November 26, 1974

James R. Klinenberg,}4.D.
Director,Departmentof Medicine
Cedars of LebanonIlospital.Division
B 54265
Los Angeles,California gO054

Dear Dr. Klinenberg:

The CaliforniaRegionalMedical Program (CRMP)has invited us to respond
to the concernsyou expressedto them regardingthe recommendationfor
disapprovalof the pilot arthritisgrant applicationsubmittedby Cedars-
Sinia Medical center-e share in some degree your disappointment in the
Review Committee’s,and Advisory Council’srecommendationsfor disapproval
on this, and others’ applications. Even thoughwe have no choicebut to
implementthe recommendationsfor the Cedars-Sinai application,we
assureyou that both we and the reviewbodies are keenly aware of the
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Response to your questionsraisedwith the C~P requiresthat we attempt
to accuratelyreflect the assessmentsof the reviewers,recognizingthat
these are evaluativeand judgernentalexpressionsof a diversifiedgroup
working within severe fiscal restraints. The underlyingreasons for the
recommendationfor disapprovalof the Cedars- Sinai pilot arthritisgrant
applicationwere the relativelylong period committedto data collection
and planning,and the absenceof specificoutreachmeasures. Wile the
accumulationand analysisof disease related informationin the process
of developinga comprehensiveprogram is normally desirable,the one-
year life of these grantsmilitatedagainst the allocationof limited’
funds for solely analyticaland planningpurposes. TO the best of our
recollection,.noapplicationof this kind was reco~ended for approval”

Given the aggregatescope of the applicationsin comparisonwith the
amount and term of availablegrant funds, reviewersexpressedpreference
for feasibilityand demonstrationproposalswhich improvedservice capa-
bilitieswithin the grant period. Plans to developmorbidity,prevalence,
and resourcedata in relativelysmall areas were generallydiscounted.
Reviewers consideredState health agenciesas more appropriatesources
for the developmentof such information,preferablyona wider scale.
There was concern that data presentlyavailablein State offices,W’S,
and other agencieswas being overlooked.
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The procedures,positions,and recommendationsof the Review Committee
were brou~ht before, and were ratifiedby the NationalAdvisory Council,
whose recommendationfor approval.i.srequisiteto grant approval. Ifiil~

the Cedars-Sinaiproposal thuswas not recommendedfor approvalunder
the conditionsof the RMP pilot arthritisinitiative,we considerit
promising under other circumstances. ~l~ereis le~islationpending in the
field of arthritiswhich, if enacted, wou].dsupportbroader and longer
term arthritisefforts. For this reason,we urge that you do not permit
this disappointmentto dissuadeyou from further developmentof your
arthritisprogram plans’.

We trust that this informationwill adequatelyresolveyour concerns.
We will be pleased to provide such furtherinformationas we can if you
have furtherquestions.

Yours truly,

cc: EphraimEngleman,M.D.
Gerald Garden, DRMP
Paul Ward, CRMP
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Public Health Adfisor
Division of RegionalMedical Programs
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