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DEPA~3ENT OF HEALTH,EDUCATION,AND WELF/!!

FUELICHEALTHSERVICE

NationalAdvisoryCoqncilon RegionalMedicalPrograms

Minutesof’the EighteenthMeeting ~/ ~/

~cetier 16-17,1969

< ..

==== The NationalAdvisoryCouncilon RegionalMedicalFrog-rays
convened for its eighteenthmeetingat 8:3oa.m.,Tuesday,
Dscember16, 1969,h ConferenceRoom 4, Building31, National
Institutesof Health,Eethesda,Mlland. Dr. StanleyW. Olson,
Director,RegionalMedicalProgramsServicepresided’for the
Administrator,HealthServicesand NkntalHealthAdministration,
who was unableto attendthe meting.

The Councilmemberspresentwere: .

,,,’

I.

II.

lJ

2/

Dr. MichaelJ. Brennan Dr. ClarkH. MillWan
Dr. BlandW. Cannon Dr. FdmundD. Pellegrino
Dr. EdwinL. Crosby (12/16only) Dr. AlfredM. Poprna
Dr. MichaelE. DeBakey Dr. FhssellB. Roth
Dr. BruceW. Everist Dr. Mack I. Shanholtz
Dr. John R. Hogness(12/16only) Mrs. FlorenceR. Wyckoff

A listingof RMP staffme~ers, and others attemltngis appended.

CALLm ORDERAND opm~ REMARKS

DoctorOlson calledthe meetingto

ANNomcEMENTs

order at 8:30a.m.

It was notedthat hctor Hognesswas meetingwith the Councilfor
the last tin-epriorto his resignationto acceptan appoin~nnt to
a Committeeadvisoryto the Direct~r,of the NaticnalInstitutes
of Health.

Proceedingsof ~etings are restrictedunless clearedby the Office
of the Administrator,HS$!IHA.The restrictionrelatesto all mterial
submittedfor discussionat the meetings,the supplementalmaterial,
and all otherofficialdocuments,includingthe agenda.

For the record,it is notedthat mtiers absentthemselvesfrom the
meting when the Councilis discu@ng applications: (a) from their
respectiveinstitutions,or (b) in which a conflictof titerestmight
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III.

Iv.
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v.

t
,,.

.

,.
,. .’.

,,,
,,:

...’..’

VI.

CONSIDERATIOli-OF FUTUREMEETI.NGDATES -—

The datesof March 31-P.pril1, 1970 and December8-9, 1970w==
confirmed. Tne July 14-15date was changedto July 28-29,1970.

CXNXIDERATIONOF MINUTESOF THE AUGT&T1969PIEETING

The Councilupanimusly”recom?x?ndedapprovalof the August26-27,
1969,meetingas written.

EXTENS1ONOFIJ3MSLATION-- Proposedand In Pl&

.~ctor Clmdwickcalledthe attentionof the Councilto the two
legislativeproposalsfor extensionof RegionalMedicalProgramsthat
have been introducediritothe Houseof Representatives.These are
HouseBill14284introducedby CongressmanHarleyO. Stagger%
(D.West Virginia)and HouseBill I-4486introducedby Congressman
Paul G. Rogers (D.Florida). He reviewedbrieflythe contentsof
each,particularlyas they rmdifythe currentlegislation.He
also reportedhis understandingthat SenatorRalphYarborough

.-

(D.Texas) is preparingstillanotherproposalto be introducedinto
the Senatesometimelaterin the session.

Councilwas remindedof the formalrecommendation,which it made
at the time of the Augustmeeting,that the scopeof the authority
of TitleIX be expandedto includeKidneyDiseaseexplici~and that -
the expandedauthoritybe admhistered underthe RegionalMedical
ProgramsService. bctor Chadwickreportedthat this recommendation
was forwardedpron@ly for considerationby the Administrationin its
own plans for developmentof legislativeproposals. He saidthat he .
had had severalindicationsthat such a plan was includedin the
legislativeproposalbeingpreparedby SenatorYarboro@.

REGIONALMEDICALPROGRAMSINFY 1970AND BEYOND— Sow FUNDAWW
ASSW5’IONS ~~ .

A. Projectionsof Ava:lableResources-- 1970 and 1971

DoctorOlsonreviewedf’orthe Councilthe currentstatusof the’
AppropriationlegislationforFY 1970. The pzmposalcurrentlyunder
considerationin the Senatehad been forwardedby the House of
Representativeswith a substantialcut havingbeen appliedto the
Administration’soriginalbudgetproposal. The net effectof the
legislativeprocessto date wouldallow $73.5millionfor Regional .
MedicalPrngramgrants.
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LX3ctorOlson
to projecta

explainedthat against this figareit is necessary
$59.1million requirementfor continuationof on--. .,-

gotigactivities.5r.the 55 Regions, leavinga.tie Or sl~@c-LY
over $4 millionta be used to P@ operational-progrms in the
Regionswhich stillhave or>jrplar!! grants. The Division
estimatest~~t a tot~ of appro-te~y $6.5millionwill
be approvedby tl% tJationalAdvisoryCouncildurti N 1970for
the initiationof operatiori grantsin ten of the renEL-
elevenRegions. This allows no mm34n for inflationof costs ‘ “‘ .
or for new.fundingof any supplenmtal activitiesiq operational
Regions.

‘I’heCouncilreconfirmedits preciouslystatedpositionby vo~-
unanimouslyin supportof DoctorOlsonrs statedintentionto
adopt,as first~iority fcr FY 1970 and 1971.the fundingof
operationalgrantsto all 55 Regions as they are approvedfor s~ch
fundingby the NationalAd~:isoryCouncil. There was considerable
~s~&sion of a variety of’p~~s~s for reallocationOf -t

dollars@ orderto make this flmdingpossible.

Therewas essenti@ agreemmt that re&.locationcouldhave a
favorableeffectmly if prioritiescan be agreedupon for
administrationof the program. hctor Pellegr.inosuggestedthe
followingfive stepstowardaccomplishingthese ends: (1) Each
new initialrequestslmuldbe examinedcarefullyto determine
whetheror not it will LqrOve cQQPerative~e~nts ~ the
Region. (2) Carefulattentionshouldbe given to the progress
of RegionalMedical-Programsand their conponentprojectswhen
theyare reviewedfor renewal. (3)Requestsfor purchaseof major
hardwareshouldbe closelyexamined,elimititingall but those
which are absolutelyessentialand for which no other sourceof
fundingis available. (4)Atter@ shouldbe made to increase,,
wheneverpossible,the concentrationof programefforton the

?’

speciflc~ly relatedcategoricaldisease. (5) Care shouldbe taken
to identi~ projectactiviteswhich can serveas mdels and to avoid
unnecessaryduplicationof thesemodels annngand v.ti5hinindividual
Regions.

B. AnniversaryReview-- A Way to tiok at ProgramAspectsof RMP

Easedupon the foregoingdiscussionof budgetlimitations,both
in the currentyear and as projected,DoctorOlson posed several
questionsregardingthe ccmtin.ueddevelopmentof RegionalMedical
Programs.throu@x?utthe r&ion as organizationalentities. (1)what
I&d of organizationsshould.the 5!5RegionalMedicalProgramsbe?
(2)What kind of program shouldthey plan for and institute?

..
...,,.. ... ......i. .,-.,.’-----------.. -.,......{-.--...’...,=...—_— ._.,.—’.- .-—..—-.: .-—~.-!------:..+..-------~-..~.

few years,it is apparwacthat projectd~velopnmt, review,and
implementationcannot.mnresenttb= total,nor even the dominant ““ !
aciivityof RegionalN&al Prcgramcore-staffs.IbctorOlson

..
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as “chw:e agents.” He relatedthis c&ept to the needw.for
operatioml and orgardzationflexibilityin each of the Regions
rathertba the stability~ThichRegionshave soughtand continue
to seekin operatinga projectgrantprogram.

Thereis agreementon the part of all membersthat the Council
nust continlueto acceptresponsibilityfor settingbroadnational
prioritiesfor the progmn. They recog@-zethe grgwingimportance
of the developmentof an arrangementby whichthey can assess
the progressof individualRegionsin implementingthesepriorities
and in actuallyaffectingthe patternsof deliveryof care in the
areasthey serve. r

Mrs. Phillipsreviewedthe DivisiontsprQposaJ.for a systemof .
“Anniversmy~eviewll whichhas been studiedand refinedby an
ad hoc subcommitteeof’representativesof both the ReviewComittee— —.
and Counciland has also been discussedby the ReviewCo,punittee.

Therewas general.agreementwith Dctor Millikan’sassessmentof
the AnniversaryReviewproposalwhichhe summarizedas being
“generallymeritoriousbut requiringextremecare in its implemen-
tation.” He pointedespeciallyto its potenti~ for rewarm
Regionalachievementbut to the possibility,on the otherhand.
of its servingto penalizeRegionswhose slowerstartresulted
from the”tim.i.ngof theirinitialoperationalapplication.There
was agreementthat the hnplementationof a systemof Anniversary
Reviewwill emphasizethe need for the Councilto have a set of
well definedprioritiesagainstwhich theymay evaluateRegional
MedicalProgramsboth now and over the. DoctorBrennanwarned
against “mnno.nizir-g a systemof distributionof resourceswhich
came aboutby chance.!!

Mr. Paul Ward,who representedthe Coordinator’sSteeringComnittee
at the Councilrteeting,pointedout the advantagesad disadvanta~s
of sucha systemto the chiefadministrativeofficersof’Regional
&lical Programs,notingespeciallytheirvulnerabilityto local
pressuresfor allocationof “flexiblemni.es.~r .

. .

DoctorDe&key recomme~dedcautionin the developmentof restrictive
guidelineswhich cofldstiflethe whole conceptof regionalization,
whichhe said was ‘visualizedin the original.legislationas,the
machanismof carryi:~out the purposesof the program.

It iS hisopinionthat the Co-mcilshouldconcentrateon the developmentof
standardsby msans of whichregions’ progresstowardsthe programs
objectivescouldbe measured,ratherthan on atte~ting to change
the basicprogrm objectives, These,he remindedthe group,were
establishedby law.

Fiti ~o~~cil~nt~c~:en the armiversa~yreviewnrcposalwas postponed
.. -.. ....‘. ... . ..—”.--’-”,...>-,-,.-.-,...-,-------.:+...... . :.,-,,,,.. .-4.:.-,..>”:,-,.-,r.-:\v.-....-.........
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Fbllowingthe discussionof
returnedto and unmi.immsly
for approval,in princtple,
a su~estion to staff that

priorities(Item‘Jbel~~)the Comcil
endorsedIhctorCannon’soriginal.mtion
of the anniversaryreview ccncept,with
they bep$n to work with selectedregions

in the administrativeorganization~f’theirprogramsalong these
lines,and with the furtherstipulationthat the Guidel-ixlesfor
Eligibilityand Criteriafor Approval sectionsof the Anniversary

Reviewdocum=t be restudi~ ~“rest~ctured in line with the
findingsof’the specialsubcommitteeof Councilon priorities.,, T

c. NationalPriorities— How they will Affect~ till be Affected
by RMPS and HS1’rll’Strategy

. .
.,

The Councilrecognizedthe necessityof reachinggeneralagreemnt
aboutthe natureof the programand its objectivesbefore it would
be possibleto considera newpmpy’am mschanismsuch as Anniversary
Review. Therewas:also,however,a considerabledifferenceof
opinion..asto what kind of a programRegionalMedicalProgramsis,
and is becoming.

$
.,,,,,. DoctorDe&key recalledthe terms of the presentlegislation,and.’.

the legislativehistorywhichurged the progrzun’splacemnt within
the NIH; sincein sumnaryits @or purposewas carryingforward
the work of NIH. It is his opinionthat theshift of the program
into HSMHAwas for ease of organization@ mnagemmt and not to

,.. changeits goalsor directions.t.
., .’
.,,...., DoctorHogyss expressedgeneralagreementwith this position,,,.

statingthat withinthe last six nmnthshe has been increasingly.,.
impressedwith the importanceof maintainingRMP’sunique
capabilityto carryon activities”ofthis kind; especiallyas the
effortsof otheragenciessre being directedto the developnmt of
broad scaleprogramsto meet minimumrequirementsfor health care
serviceof specialpopulationgroups....

DoctorDe&key and DoctorHognessboth emphasizedthe increashg
“importanceof,Regional.Med&l Programsconcentratingits limited
fundingresourceson the improvementof the gualityof care.
They citedthe exampleof the tremendousdollarinvestmentin
Medicarewhichhas admittedly@roved the deliveryof csre to
one clearlydefinedgroup of individuals(thoseover 65)but has ‘1
completely“tippedthe balancein the system”at the expenseof
medicalresearchtrainingand education. While agreeingwith the
need for the developmentof programguidelties,they strcmgl-y
reconmendthat Councilattemptto keep them sufficientlyflexible

-+Oqvzm,m.p+..pt~ m<?,,,to h? ,.,,...-...;.,...-,-----advancesarishg from researchand clinical.
...... .., .. ... .. ........--...,..0 ,.:?C.T*-f,~~., ’-:..?....$, ..-......... ............ . ...-..-.’...... ...:-!,.....7-.
theirimplemenua~ion. I

DoctorRothcites”the longway that RegionalMedicalProgramsh& ‘“ ‘“~
I

come sinceUJ65in what he coxisidersits greatestcontribution;
+b=fi.nt nneti ofllJms of conmnicationsamongprovidersOf,.-....—._________..._.......... ..-,,..,. --.;-----.-._----- .~...+,..-..-......‘:.; .,.’..:=-,.-,,~yI
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healthcam. Wl@her this has been as a result Or l’thefar~igh~e&~ss

of the &m=rs of t’..legislation.or by serendipity,~’he believes
that top prioritym~st be givento maintainingand furtherencouraging
thesecooperativearrangemmts and communicationsand that only
secondarym@asis placedon the deliveryof care,the development
or acquisihicmof hardware,or concentrationon any specific
diseaseentities.

DoctorErennanexpressedanotherapproachto the matterof’program
priorities. He viewedthe mst successfldRegionsas beingthose
whichhave developedeffectivecore staffand operationalmechanism
whichare bringingabout changewhetheror not the changesare those—.
“authorized”in the.-.;;’.He suggeststhat two kindsof “technology”
must be employed: ‘<~~the translationof “newadvancesin health
care”into “improvedresourcesfor healthcare;”and (2)the use
of thoseresourcesto bringabout actualimprovementin care. He -
used as an examplethe controlof cervicalcancerin a certain
geographic.area.He statedthat by the applicationof new advances
we know “how”to controlthe disease,but thatwe stilldo not know
exactlywhat are the costsand effectsof vazziousapproachesto
the use of this knowledge. It is his opinionthat the development
of this secoti%echnolog” is an importantR!@ function.

At-theopeningof the afternoonsessionof the meeting,Doctor :

Olsonbrieflyreviewedthe foregoingdiscussion. In responseto
Dctor l?ell.egrinc::mtion$ the Councilrecommendedthat therebe
createda subcommitteeon prioritieswhichwould includeone or
two membersof the ReviewCommitteeand at leastone representative
of the RegionalMedicalProgramsCoordinators’SteeringConm_d.ttee.
It was furtheragreedthat there shouldbe closeworkingliaison
betweenthis subcommitteeand the one previouslyconvenedto
considerthe matterof AnniversaryReview.

As a possiblepointofdeparture for the deliberationsof this
group,DoctorEveristoffereda seriesof fourprioritieswhich
he followsin consideringRegionalMedicalPrograms: (1)!lIne
qualityof the coreprogram- the personalqualificationo~the
staffmembers;their capabilityof developingand hardling
informationbetw;u ~andamngthe core staff,the cooperating
agenciesin the ;:’-a~on,and the nationallevel; (2) the effectiveness
of the coreprogram - ~_ch he believescan be judgedalmost
solelyon the exte~t,effectiveness,and permanenceof the cooperative
arrangementswhichare developedand developing; (3)the
accessibilityof the core wowam - its responsiveness= needs
for servicesand the degreeof regionalizationof servicesby means
of RMP projectmmies and otherwise;and (4)the capacityof the
core program - to..bejudgedby the continuingenlargementof the

..m3infommtion in the Region. .systemof both cay~
.. ,...

.Inview of the’inmortance

.
,,,

.,

.

.— .._ .-. .._...?
“..’
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legislativetidthority, the COunciI5.gmedon the necessityOf a
specialmeetingof the entireCouncilto reviewthe recormnsndations
of the subcommittee.Such a meetingwas tentativelyset f’orMonday,
%,rch2, 1970.

CHRONIC’DISEASEPROGRAMI

bctor Olson reviewedfor the Councilthe eventsleadingto the
amalgamationofthe Divisionof ChronicMsease with the
Divisionof RegionalMedicd-.Rqgramsto form the Regional.
MedicalProgramsService,and the subsequentdiscontinue of
five of the categoricalprogramswhich had been’partof the
ChronicDiseaseDivision. . .

DoctorDeE@.keya~kedthat the Councilconsiderseriously’the
effectof the phase-outof theseprmgrams“as a furtherdiminution
of the grandtotalof all Federalfunds availableto fight the
categoricaldiseases(ticlu@ ~search3 tr->~~~~~
clinicalstudies,servicedermstrations,etc.).”
a generalexpressionof concernand the Councilrequestedthat
the staffpreparean analysisof activitiesof these programs
and the Administration’splans for their continuation. ‘Ihey .
also requestedthat fl..rtherdiscussionof this issue,based on
theirbetterunderstand@ of the programsand thefipotent~,
be placedon the agendaof the next ~eting of the National
AdvisoryCouncil.

Briefpzmgressnotes 5rom each of the t“kreeremainingprogram
.

Branches(Clearinghousefor Nutritionand Health,Clearinghouse
for S.nOkingand Health,and the ~dney DiseaseControlProgram)
were presented. Doctor.Olsonveportedbrieflyon the White
House Conferenceon Food,Nutrition,and Healthand some of the
activitiesbeingplannedby the Nutritionand Healthprogram
for carryingout some of the recommefiationsof the Conference.
He mentionedspeciallythe work on a seriesof ccr;.ractsfor
conmnity nutritiondemxmstrationprojectsto ascertainwhether ‘
the capacityfor dea.lingwith malnutritioncan be sub~tantially
increasedby usinga primaryhealthcare mechanismas an out-
reachto the comunity. Closeties will be soughtwith local
RegionalMsdicalProgramsto coordinatethese efforts.

RMP PARTICIPATIONIN PLANNINGCOMPREHENSIVEI-EMLTHSERVICEPRCGRAMS

The staffreportedincreasingnmbers of inquiriesconcerning
the appropriaterole of individualRegionalMedicalRrogram
staffs,and utilizationof RMP grantdollars,in comprehensive
conmunity healthservficepro-. Afier sofi discussionof
-.l.,.*... -L.T2W...:1“’.,.-~..-,..-..--;,.....--,...... ....,, ,..-----..-”.c. ..>:...-,:,:... :,-;..,,.. . . ....J.,..
severaiSpeCil’lC.t3X&-+i&.3, tZlc uo~-ici~ ‘ZGLcti A’~~:.JuJQ

to delegateto the Director,RegionalMedicalProgramsService, ‘“‘“~~
,.-;...
.,..

‘t .*
.......-._.—._—..._.,...__ ........_ .,___---- .,/------.--- -.—-m.. . .. . . .. . .,, ,....,,,:-.,,.,,.;.
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the authorityto administrativelyapproverequests,which
bear RegionalAdviso7yGroupapproval,for reallocationof
RegionalMedical.Programresources(personneland/ordollars)
for participationin planningof comprehensivehealthservice
programsfor comunities withinthe region. Such approvalmy
not includeor hply commitmentfor continuationbeyondone
year of planningnor involvementin the provisionor financing
of the services.

REVIEWOF APPLICATIONS .,

A. Issuesrequiringclarifi@ion and interpretationof
policyguidelines

1. cax=diopulmonary ResuscitationTraining

Afterhearinga reportfrom Bctor Olsonof his discussion
of thismatterwith Dr. CampbellMoses,MedicalDtiector,
AmericanHeartAssociation,the Councilwas reassured
that its:positionin regardto RMP supportof projects
of thts kind was entirelyin keepingwith the positionof—
the AmericanHeartAssociation. Councilthereforevoted k

unardmusly to restate,as a formalpolicyguideline,
the positionit had adoptedat the the of the August ~
meetingM regp,rdto a groupof pendingprojects:

RegionalMedicalProgramgrantfundingfbr ‘~
projectsin cardiovascularresuscitationtraining
is to be limitedto trainingactivitieswhich
are directedprincipallyto mdica.1and allied
healthpersonnelwho are enployedin hospitals
and in otherin-patientfacilities,or in out-
patlentor emaqgencyfacilitiesoperatedby or
d@ctly relatedto institutionsin which follow-up
care is immediatelyavailable.

2. Kidn@vDisease

Applicationsflmm~hree RegionalMedicalPrograms
(Wiscomin,New York Metropolitanand Metropolitan
Washington,D, C.) prqyxe expensiveprojectsin various”
aspectsof end-stagecare of chronicrenaldisease. In
discussingtheseparticularprwposals,Councilreconsidered
the policy~ideline that it.adoptedin May I-969.It was
agreedthat the policyremainsperfectlyappropriatebut
it is becomingincreasinglydifficultto apply in the
caseof the v&y complic~t-&d

.,..’”....

.. .

ad complexp=ject

.,,. . ......

.– ---

applications ,

‘>...-.’:;,,.‘.:.. .7,..,,....

. . ..,,
,.

.,.---- . . ...i.-
. .. ... .
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of the kid reprw~‘::izedby these three
nmre of which,Councilwas tiformedby
currently in the reviewprocess.

and about eight
staff,are

Councildiscussedagain the futilityof attempthg to
provide,under the presentad cumently prmjected
Rip budget,programslike these ti al 55 of the
Regions. They were also remindedof the fact that
it is possf~lethat kidneydiseasemay be targetedfor
specialconsiderationin extensionof RegionalMedical
Programlegislat.t.:extyear.

. .

After considerationof a numberof optionsth~ Council
recommendedthat action on the three specificproposals
be deferredakthis tti. -They also requestedcontinued
studyof the rotterby staffand the preparationof
proposeddraftguidelinesfor Council?s considerateion
at a latermeeting.

3. CategoricalRelevance

In--thisroundof reviewthe ReviewComittee was unable
to come to a firedrecommendationon a.ntier of projects “
the subjectsof%;~ch they felt were of questionable
relevanceto thpurposes of RegionalMedicalPrograms.
These were ~uped under four headhgs and includedthe
trainingfor and implementationof Home HealthAide programs
(WesternPennsylvaniaRMP @ New York MetropolitanRNE’), .

. trainingand denm.strationsof perinatalrmmitoring
(CaliforniaRMP ad IndianaRMP), trainhg for and implementation
of a nutritionprogramfor rural poverty.groups (Ohio
state~), and production’Gf a set of audio-visualaids
principallyfor in-servicetrainingof medicalstudents
and house staff (FloridaRMP). .

In consideringthe matterof the “relevance”of mmponent
activitiesof [~::RegionalMedicalProgram,the CbMcil
generallyagrek with D3ctorMillikan’sstatementthat
ratherthan being a matterof its directrelationshipto
one of the diseaseentitiesmentionedin Title IX, a
projectshouldbe reviewedaccordingto five basic considerations:
(1)is it a valid scientificexperiment;(2) is it a nmdel
for,educationalexperience;(3)is it somethingother than

.“- a..directpatientservice;(4)will it open conzmnications-
channelsfor impaved localand Regionalarrangamnts that
will help to re~~h the long range goal.of the Regional
MedicalProgram;am3;(5)is it somethingthat shouldbe

.,
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4. GeneticCouMe13rg

(SeeDiscussionof WesternNew York RegionalMedical-l%?o~)

B.
1/ “Recommendationsfor Action–

The Councilagreedto recordtheirrecommendationsin the
slightlyalteredformatwhichwas proposedby the staff
and alreadyadoptedby the technicalpanelsand the Review
Comnittee(AppendixI).

ALABAMAREGIONALMEDICALPRCX2RAM
.

12/69.1- OperationalSupplemmt - Appzwal with the specific
conditions~~ detailedby the ReviewCo@ttee.

.
01-$242,238 0’2-$136,035

ARKANSASREGIONALMEDICALPRtXRAM

12/69.1- operationalSupplement- Approvalwith specific
conditionsas detailedby the ReviewComittee.

L

..

01-$60,621 02-$42,102 03-$44,016
~

CALIFORNIAREGIONALMEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1- operationalSupplenxmt- Approvalwith specificconditions ‘“
as follows: “

Project #41 - Non-apprwm.lII = The revisedapplication “
to answer,as far as possible,the
questionsraisedby the site visittem
and’theReviewCornntttee,,-andto be..
studiedby a specialtechnicalpanel.

Project#44_-Approvalwith the corilitionsspecified
“bythe ReviewCorrrnittee. (Continued)

All amunts are di&ct costsonly @ unlessotherwisespecified
referto 12+nonthperiods.

The designation01, 02, etc. relatesto the ftist,second,etc., ;,
budgetperiodsof the subjectapplication,not necessarilythe ~ +
budgetperiodsthat will actuallybe supple&nted.

....,. “j
..

,,
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CALIFORNIAREGIONALMEDICALPRCX3RAM(Cent~ed)

.

. .

project #46-

Project#47-
project#48-

Project#49-
ROject #50 -

.Project#51 -

4“

Project #52 -

I?r6ject#53 -

Apprmd. with the conditionsspecified
by the ReviewComnittee.
Withdrawn,
Approvalwith the conditionsspecifiedby
the ReviewCorrrnittee.
Non-approvalI.
ApprovalI
Non-approvalI (theinappropriateness
of this projectfor RegionalMedical
Programfundingwas l%sed on the Councilts
opinionthat trainingof this kind is
the legitimateconcermof the-hospitals -
and clinicalpathologistsas a part of ~
theirreg@.a.rin-servicetrainingactivities.)
Approvalwith the conditionsspecifiedby
the ReviewCamrd.ttee,and to be studied
by the specialtechnicalpanel.
Non-approvalII.

t
01-$569,776 02-$526,065 03-$520,310

COIQRADO/WYOMINGREGIONALMEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1, 12/69.2312/69.3- @ rationalSupplement- Appxm@
with SpeCifiCCOrditiOIIS as fOllOWS:

.

Project#15-

~ject #16-

Approvalwith the conditionsspecified
by thp”ReviewComnittee.
ApprovalII = Councilconcurswith
the Review Comnitteeand further
recometis that the “cootition”
functionsproposedhere ke_carried
out withinthe existingcore staff
&amework*

Project#17~-ApprrwalI with the conditionsspecified
by the Reviewcommittee.

project#18 - Approvalwith the conditionsspecified
by the ReviewComittee in the amunts
consideredappropriateby the staff.

01-$117,505 02-$127,714 03-$24,944
,’.’~,... . .......,,.. . ....4...<-...

~,:--..- ._,q_e... ,.,,+.,
..--,----..,. ,----.,.-........._________..... ..-.__ ___ ----.,.,.-.,

12/69.1- Ope+tional Supplement(IiIcluding renewalof core support) _

-.. .. .

(Continued)“ ‘

..”.. : .._,.,.:_, .,......
.,. .,,.: “....

,“
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FTDRIDAREGIONALMEDICALPROGRAM(Continued)

Approvalwith specificcorditio~ as follows:

. .

Core - ApprovalI for one year as specifiedby.# the ReviewC!omnittee.
Project#28 - ApprovalI.
Project#29 - Non-approvalII
porject#30 - Non-apprmml II
Project#31 - Non-appruvalI (theinappropriateness

df this projectf’orRN@ fund% M

basednn the Counci}~sopinionthat
this projectis designedprincipa,lly
for the educationof medic~,students .
and house staffand has no plan for4’
regionaloutreachor for the encouragement
of cooperativearrangements).

Project#32 -’Non-approvalII

01-$43,370 02-$725,180 03-$45,100— k
NOTE: The Councilfurtherconcurredwith the ReviewComnittee$

,“. in recommendinga site visitwhichis speciallydesigned,, ,,+..,,’..,,, ,.,.,.,,,,.. to assistthe Regionin assessingits entireProgramand;’‘, :.,.,,,,, “inbalancingthe activitiesin the threeareasof the..
Region. .’

,F

.,,
HAWAIIREGIONALMEDICALPRCGRAM..”’ ,.

,,
,.’

<m’
.,,,.., 12/69.1- OperationalSupplement- Approval(ofthe core supplement,.,,....,,.,. only)with specificconditionsas detailedby the ReviewComnittee.,.. ..,,

Projects12 through16 -~n-appmva~ II

4..

Councilfurtherrecommendedthat no additional~s beyondthis
presentlyapprovedcore supplementbe apprnvedfor this region
untila sitevisit has been made and thereis some flmther
delineationof a plan-bothfor Hawaiiand for,theextensionof
programsinto Guam and the TrustTerritories.The sitevisit
is also chargedwith specificinvestigationof projects#15
and #16 alongthe linesrecommended

01-$87,387 02- $90,2?5

INDIANAREHIONALMEDIC~ PRCGRAM,.
,,----~.:e,..2‘ -~,.-r.,- ~-.. ....-. ..-.,..:..l,::,,.,-<. 1

,=.-:.,, ~,.-..>. ‘,.- ..—.- ,, .-,-— ___ ,-.-—’--- - -—I

.

1
.. . . ...

by the ReviewComnittee.

..
,.-\-

. ..,,
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INDIANAREGIONALMEDICALPROGRAM (Centtiued
,.

Core St&‘“”Supplement- Approval
Project#15 - Appnwal, in principle,contingent

upon the ftidingsof a technical
panel re~~ this particular
applicationof perinatalrxmitoringin
clinicalpractice;and upon the submission
of betterevidenceof the relationship
of the projectto regionalizationin
m.

. +

01-$265,445-””’02-$293,051 03-$43,048

. IIWERMOWAIN REGIONALMEDICALPFKX3RAM

.

12/69.1- operational.Renewal- Approvalwith specific
conditionsas detailedby the site visit team and with the
adviceand guidanceon the individualprojectsas detailed
by the ReviewComittee.

Co&cil furtherrecommendsthat the Regionbe advisedto
s undertakean ordc+;~phase~ut of the projectswhich are

.,,..,.,“,” predomhantly “R;;.:.”’ti be discouragedfrom ft.rtherdevelopment‘,,..,.
of “automatedgaa@try” aspectsof the other projects.

~01-$2,064,229

04-$123,756

02-$2,145,656 03-$2,199,208

05 -$82,504

12/69.2 - Project#25 - Approvalwith specificconditions,for
three years,in amountsto be determinedby staffbut not h
excessof the amunts requested. .’

01-$165,170 02-$161,868 03-$174,130

.

NCYIE:This proj~:.:,,”was not amongthose held for further
considers=;.mof the kidneydiseaseissue (see
VIII, A, 2 of the_Minutes)becauseit had been
revisedto complywith thk existingpolicy
&idelines ard built intothecooperativearrangenxmts
frameworkwhich is the basis of IRMP. Also, it
representsan opportunityfor IRMP to contributeto
the operationof a completeand extremelyhigh quality
chronicrm:&2.diseaseservice..4
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LLXJISIANAREGIOIWLMEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1- OPerationalSupplement-

..

. .
j

Disapproval.

The Councilconcurredwith the ReviewComittee in their
assessnxmtof this proposal.“The Region~srequestedwithdrawal
was receivedafterthe applicationhad”beendistributedto the
Councilmembers. The Councilagreedwith the panelsand the
ReviewCommitteethat the currentproposalis elaboratelybudgeted
but weak and ill-definedand would require~“or revisionbefor%
it couldbe co.~:..deredfor funding. The Councilconsidered
the Region’splan to withdrawthe applic%ion as an opporttity
for developtiga revisedproposalto be submittedfor a complete
reviewcycle,of which a site visit wouldprobablybe an appropriate
part. -

MEWll?HISREHONAL~ICAL PROGRAM

12/69.1- Q erationalSupplement- ApprO@ with S~CifiC
.— cotiitionsas detailedby the ReviewConmittee.

b.. 01- $20+?0, 02.-$23,972 03-$27,657
....,.

(Seealso “~ecial Actions”at the end of this Section).

METROPOLITANWASHINGTON,D. C. REGIOMKLMEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1- OperationalSupplement- Approvalwith specific
as follows: ,

Project
Project

-‘ Project
. .. . .

F~’Jject

Project

01-$168,369

Cotiitiom

27-
28 -

29 -

;::

02

Non-approvalII.
Approvalwith the contingenciesspecified
by the ReviewComittee.
Approvalwith the specifiedconditions
describedby
Non-approval
Def~rmilfor
(seeSection

-$54,471

the Review-Comnittee.
II.
furtherconsideration
VIII, A, 2 of the Minutes).

03-’$55,860

12/69.2- C,~~~;;,%tiOnalSupplement- Councilconcurredwith the
recornne~tmn.of the ReviewComnitteefor nokapproval,...

Project 32 -.... F=-.--’--& ~-? -,, -- . .

. ..-. ; -, .. ... “, “,..=,..,,. ..-“ .-

!’
. .

.-
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-,

MICKIGANRZG1ONALMEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1 - @erationd- supplenxmt- Approval

The Councilagreedm~th the importanceof the questionsraised
by the.ReviewCommitteeall of which @d also been identified
in the processof reviewof this projectat the local level.
Answersto thesequestions,prepared,tiresponseto the 1~~
reviewprocessad submittedto the Divisiontoo late for
considerationby the ReviewComnittee,were foundto ‘be
adequateby the Council. They thereforerecomnendapprovalof
this project. f

01-$74,400 02-$77,139 .
. .

MississippiwIowl~IcAL pRaRAM .

1;/69.1- OperationalProjectRenewal- Apprmml with the
specificconditionsdescribedby the ReviewCorrrnittee.

01---$149,754 02 - $131,094 03-$141,623

* (15M&ths )
,,, ., ....’,... .,.,,,.,,..,.:..,’ .
:. -,’

.,,. ’,’.

...’
,,,..,, ,.... ,

MISSOURIREGIONALMEDICALPROGRiM

12/69.1,12/69.2,12/69.3- Approvalwith specificconditions.

TheNational AdvisoryCouncilconcurredwith the recommendation
of the site visitorsand the ReviewCmnittee that the extension
of the componentsof the MissouriRegionalMedicalProgrambe
approved,‘& requested,
($995,152).

~ject #46 -

Project#47 -
..

for tlm?eemonthsendingJune 30, 1970.

Approvalwith the specificconditio&
recommendedby the ReviewConmittee.
Non-approm.lII, accordingto the
recotindations‘of

01-$155,995 “02-$160,237 03

the site visitors.

-$173 ;094

M3UNTAINSTATESREGIONALMEDICALPR03RAM

12/69.1-operationalS~ppiement- Approvalwith specific
conditionsdetaiiedby the ReviewComnittee. .

.
,., 01 -.$84,235 07-$109,071 03-$110,209..



,,,

,’
,.

,,.+

,

.
...

... .

?,-

Page 15
.......,..,.

NEWJEF??YREGIONAL.MEDICALPROGRAN

12/69.1- operationalSupplement- Appruvalwith the conditions
detailedby the ReviewComnittee.

01-$60,450 02-$61,463 03-$63,156

NEW YORKNIEI’ROFQLITANREGIONALMEDICALPRCXH?AM
~...’

12/69.1- Opf2ra,t’iCX@ sUppkE12t - Approval‘withspecificconditions.

Project #10 - Deferralfor a sitevisit. If the
-.

Project #11 -

‘- . . .

mj ect““H3-

01-$144,446 02

visitorsare persuadedthat the project
is (1)feasibleand (2)relevantto the
New York MetropolitanRegionalMedical
Program(seeSectionVIII, A, 3 of the
‘Minutes)the proposalshouldbe revised
accordinglyand resubmitted.
ApprovalI with the adviceprovidedby
the ReviewCorrrnittee.
ApprovalI with the adviceprovidedby
the ReviewComnittee.
Deferralfora sitevisit and possible
revision(seeSection
Minutes).

-$147,823 03 -

..

N3KTHCAROLINAREGIONALMEOICALPROGRAM

VIII, A, 2 of the

$156,501

12/69.1- operationalSupplement- Appx’otitith specific

~“jec;;’-’24- Approval11. Councilbeli~vesthat
can be done throughthe core staff
additionalfundsbeing assignedto

Project #25-
specificproject.
ApprovalI.

01,-$43,443 ‘02-$44,374
...
.

03-$45,309

conditions.

this
without
a

.Project #:?S -Approval I..,
Project#12 - AppPOV~ I with the

“ the ReviewCotittee.

,.:,, ,
~.. .

. . ,.. .. . . 4 .,
.. .-

“....,. ,.*+:...-=:”

adviceprovidedby ‘“
.“

. (Continued}-. ,

... ... . ..—-- -.-—...-—.. .....$.
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Project

Pmj ect

01- “$248,67o

.
...,.

ADDrOValI with the specificconditions
d&&J.ledby the ReviewCommittee.
ApprovalI centingent upon the submission
by the proposerof evidencesatisfactory
to staffthat they are workingwith the
AmericanAcademyof Opthamology,and the
AMA Councilon Educationtowardsthe
developmentof their curriculumand ,“
trdning standards.

-$219,512 03-$142,953

t’

NORTHtBTERN OHIO REGIONALMEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1- OperatI&al Supplement- Returnfor Revision. ‘

The Councilconcurredwith the ReviewComnitteein each of its
recomnerdations.

OHIOSTATE REGIONALMEDICALPRGRAM

12/69.1- Operatir;-ti’lSupplement- ApprOV~ with
conditions.

,,..

Project

l?mject

Project

01-$79,400

,:.

15 -

16 -

17 -

02

specific

Approval.I with the centingencies
detailedby the ReviewCattee.
Non-approvalII with the advice of
the ReviewComittee.
Non-approval1. .

-$67,500

FilEKTORICO R.EKK2-‘n’.MEDICALPKXHIAM—-

03-$79,100 04-4$59,200

.

12/69.I.- Initialuperational - Approvalwith specificco~it ions.

The Councilconcurredw:th the Revi’ewComnitteein its
recommendationsthat this Regionbe awardedoperationalstatus,’
and in theirrecommmdationsregardingeach of the individual
applicationcomponents.2’heCouncilalso requestedthat staff
make very certairi‘thatthe disapprovalof pr~ject#8 does not
serveto discoura~----th$ developmentof strokeactivitiesin
the PuertoRico Re@mal .Medicaltigram.,..-

‘ 01- $1,134,087* 02-$1,190,760 03- $1,20(3,064
:...?+,,:-:.>“’..”w-,--!-“n-e.....------,-,.!...1:...tiauibti,

:.:.,. .,’,-’. ....-,, ... .,...’ .... ... .. . .....’.....

.,.,.

-... ..-——.-.-,— —----

,.

. .,, , -...;..,.. -----:..-.$:

. .
..-, .-

..

4.
. . . .

._. .—. . . . .. .!..—..... .
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ROCHESTERREGIONALMEDIC.ALPRQGiwt~ -

12/69.1- OperationalRenewal(CoreComponent)- Approvalwith
specificconditions.

The Councilconcurredwith the Review
this applicationfor one year only in

“ ~ 01-$373,5’73

Comnitteein appzuving
the amountrequest~.

SUSQUEHANNAVALLEYREHIONALMEDICALPRCGRAiVI

12/69.1- OperationalSupplement- Approvalwith specific .
conditions(project~6h only).

.

The’Councilconcurredwith all of the recommendationsof the .
ReviewCommittee,both in regwd to the individualprojects
and to the Regionas a whole. They furtherspecifiedthat
the staffarrangefor a sitevisitto this Regionfor purposes
of assistingthe Regionin betterorganizationand delineation
.ofits plansand organizational.arrangements,and in the
revisionof project#16. Councilwas “tile to determine
preciselywhichof the ‘hm,iningcomponentsof this project
were supportableand whichwere not. They were also interested
in fhrtherinformationon the capabilityof the hospitalto
providetrainingof all thesekindsand in this depth.

.. “5
,,$.
.,,:,....‘,,

Project#6R - ApprovalI.
Projects10 through16 -Mn-approval II..-.,’

,.,

,. : “,
.:

.....:,“,:
,,,,,

- 01-$26, g78 02--$29,425 03-$31,551

TRI-STATEREGIONALMEDICALPROXIAM

12/69.1- operatio~ Supplement(CoreStaffand Plami~ -
Activities) - Approval. .’-.

The Councilconcurswith tt,erecorrrnendationsof the Review
Corrrnitteeand suggeststhat staffconveyto the Regionthe need
for greaterdetailamd more specificityin ~ture applications—
both ti presentingprogressto date and plans for the future. . .

,.. ,
. . . i

01-$1,348,732 .,
.- ‘.

12/69.2- OperationalSupplement- Approvalwith specific
conditionsas follows:,.,

..

(continued)“

.

.- .—
..

,“
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TRI-STA~ REGIONALMEDICALPR=~fl (Con~inued)

project#8 - Apprmd with the advicespecific~ly
set forthby the ReviewCoutittee.

01-$14,575 02-$14,375 03-$14,375

vmwimx tiIONAL ~IcAL PROGM

12/69.1- ~ti~ operational- Approval-with specify cotiitions.

The Councilconcwed in the recommendationof the site visitors
ad the ReviewCotit&e that this Re@onbe a-edoPemt-
status. Therewere howeversom rather specificdifferences‘
of opifionbetweenthe two bdies regarb irdititi co~onents
and the total to be awa.r@ed.The Councilrecommendsas follows:

projectT$Q,-

““mject #2 -

:,,;. . . . . . . .. ..,,. . ..
,., ,

Approval-I with the specificconditions
recometi~ by the Review Comnittee.
ApprovalI as recomefiedby the site “
visitorswith the conditionthat the
projectdirectorbe apprisedof the
questionsrtisedby the CardiovasC@
Paneland seek the necess~ consultation

,,”’

project #3 -
to findthe answers. .

ApprovalI with the specificconditions
recomne@ed by the Review Ccmmittee.

project#4 - ApprovaJ-I as recorfrnetiedby the site
visitors,conti~ent upon the necess~

,,,
:, ..

:,-. .

Project#5 -

project #6 -

Project #7 -

01-$345,695 oz

certificationof the exteti~ care
facilityinvolved.
Non-appmvd II as reconmetid by both
the Reviewcommitteeand site visitors.“
Non-approv~ II as recommendedby both
the ReviewComni.tteeand site visitors. -
Approval-I with the conditionsspe~ified
by the ReviewConmittee.+. .

-$330,776 03-$337,375

WASHING~M~SM REGIONAL~ICfi PROW

12/69.1-@ rationalRenewal.- AppPOti with S~CifiC COXfiitiOns*

. .
~= &mc5.1 concurred with the Review Ccmmitteein its

,..

. .... ~,.-. e.-.-..wn-i
r“ ‘, k. ..-,--- .-.-::,:-- ,-:”’ ...:.. .. .....- ., -,--.-r -.,.”, ,: .,.-!...-.... .-.(x-!!

.., ...... ..- ?-?: .. ...
-. ....’ .. .. . ,-- .,,PAU.+, :------- ------ -“-’: ‘- ”--

&at to this Region be i<rAew&iw~>~~ree jew.h,i;i~:lz1;; .
.G,..&’‘%.

(continued) .. .. ,,~
,..f:*. .,

I ‘,-?,
. . ,.. . . . . . .-.. ,-. .:?. .. --—.— -—
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conditionsspecified

01-$1,494,586

:.,
,“, ‘“. ,’:’..’,, . . ,.
,’., ,.

,. ,,.
,,,.’,,,.

.,, ,,
.:,

.,:,
:.. ,

,. $..
,,, ,.,
,, ..,.,

.,

..

.-
*.-f ’

h each case.

’02-$1,555,984 03-$1,605,248

12/69.2- operationalSupplement- Approvalwith specificconditions.

The Councilconcurredwith the ReviewCorrrnitteein regardto
each of its recornmxlationson each of the four supplemmtal.
projects.

01-$100,611 02- $’,5,7;L:.J.:03-$48,570
?

WESTERNNEW YORK REGIONALMEDICALPROGRAM
*

12/69;1 - Operational.supplement- Approvalwith specificconditions.

The Councilconcurredwith the recomnedationsof the Review
Conrn.itteeon each of the three componentrequests.

01-$276,522 02-$81,644 03-$84,788

04-$54,954 05-$57,8~$1,
..’

12/69.2- OperationalSupplement- Disapproval.

Aftera greatdeal of considerationand reviewof the special
informationobtainedby the staffat the requestof the Council
at its lastmeeting,the Councildecidedthat this project
prmposesthe demonstrationof a techniquewhichhas not yet
been developedto the extentthat it is of primaryimportance
in patientcare and one which is not sufficientlyrelevant
to the problemsof the categoricaldiseases. In recognition
of the contMuing basicrese~h and clinicalinvestigation
on this techniquethe Councilhas agreedto reconsider,two
years fromnow, its applicabilityto directpatientcare.

,.

WES’I’ERNPENNSYLVW REGIONALMEDICALPR~RAM

12/69.1- operationalSupplement- Non-approvalI.

The Councilconsideredthis applicationvery carefullyin the
lightof the ReviewComnitteey&requestfor Plicy guidance
on projectsof this generalnature. Althoughthey agreedthat
under appmpr.iatecircumstancesthe tr~g and demonstration
of home healthaide activixies~d be very relevantto
RegionalMedicalPrograms(seeSectionVIII, A, 3 of the
yf~!:,+~~)hP-..-o:l,.?C.?.-gh-l,~n ,-I:--..-ws.G,-.= , . .T=:_.=,.::2ne-,.-.n-“P:,-...-----&.&L...G,.......... .!..,.-..,..: .:.
..-.,..., .. ......=......&. ...-:. . ... .. ..... .. --..,,:-...... ... .
ikxl.icalProgramsnationally. They therefo~ ~c&m&~e~”t&t
otherfundsbe soughtfor the pursuitof this programplan.

-.. . .- . .

;

i,

4.

:

~
.: ,-.

.>.;.

“! Kg.. .
;l .-”’

. .. .—. .’” —.2 :.
,.
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Four requestsfor speci+ actionsby the COmcil were presentedby
the staff.

.

PFXPHISREGIOW MEDICALPR@WN
,.

The Councilrecomends
approval-of the conti~tion of the activities

initiatedunder project
#4, under the cticmst~ces Present~ bY the ~

staff,for a sufficienttime to allow the Re@on to subtita revised
.

proposalfor ml operatio~l projectSUPPON for Renew Cotittee and
Councilconsideration. r.

NEBWKA/WT~ DAK~A PJXIIONW~ICAL PR~W
.

-“

~ Councilrecomends approval,
withoutadtitio~ Ms, Of the ‘

reinstatementof the mobileunit aspectof project #4 as p=sent~.
and expla~ed by the staff.

,..

.-

.,,

.’..:,

oHIovAH=~aOm@Icm PR@m~ “

I~Febmmy 1969 the Councilapproved,
ti principle,apropo~e ‘0

establisha multiphasic
screerfiwactivityin this region.

approvalwas conti~ent upon submissionof evidencethat the project,
as conceived,could be acco%?lishedwithti the ltit of the budget
recomme@ed.

The consensusof Cowcil is that the retisedpropo~ is acceptable,
althoughthe projectis to be watchedcloselyby staff for ass~~we
that the.neces~rY provisionsare being tie for patientfollow-up’
and that plans are be~ pursuedfor supportof the conttiity of
this projectbeyondthe

two year l~t of this grant. .’

.

The recommendationof approvalis reafftied. .

,.

wIscoNsm REGIoltL MEmcm Pkmw .

After furtherconsiderationof project#15 and of the ent= issue of
RegionalMedicalProgramsupportofpwjects relatedto controlof
chronicrenal d$sease (see

SectionWII, A, 2 of the Minutes),the CO~Cil .

aga.Mdeferredfinal.actionon this application.

,...
......

.. . .-.,-.
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,.

x. ADJoIJRNMmT

The meetingwas adjournedat 12:30 p.m. on December17, 1969.

...

..1.

Y

I herebycertifythat,to the..
of.my knowledgp,the foregoing

. are accurateand complete.

best
minutes

& k@’+--
StanleyW. Olsorf,M.D.

..

Direct&
RegionalPWiicalProgramsSerwtce>.-. .

:.,.
,, ,,.,,., , ,-,,, ‘..,

Text of the statemsntsand
additionM_materialswhich
were distributedat the meeting
are availablein the Officeof
the CouncilSecretary.

,,,
,., .,.,
.,, ,

,, ,,
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JyfIENDANcEM’ THE NATIONALADVISORYCOUNCD MEECING

~cetier 16-17,1969

RMPS STAFFATJ-’ENDING

w.’ hnald R. Chadtick,DepLtyDirector,D~~
Mr. Clevelad Chambliss,Officeof or~izatlonal Liaison

.,‘

Dr. VeronicaConley,Conttiti% Education& Tr@g Branch
m. Sam Fox, Chief,Heti Disease& StrokeControlProgrm
Mr. EdwardFriedlader, Assist=t Directorfor Coacatiom f.—

and PublicJnfo~t ion
Nr. Sam Gilrm?r,Pro- Assist- Branch -

.

Mr. CharlesHilsenroth,AssistantDi~ctor for O’hnagemnt

Mr. RobertJones,Chief,programsAssistanceBranch

Mrs. LarraineKyttle,Office of GrantsReview

Mr. GregoryLewis,Chief,GrantsManagemnt Branch
Dr. RichardManegold,AssociateDirectorfor RMP Operations& Development
W. I&arkMark, chief.Qeiations Research& SystemsAnalysisBranch
I’&.RolandPeterson,AssistantDirectorfor P~g & Evalmtion

MarthaPhillips,AssociateDirectorfor Grant and”ContractPOHCY
...”..(,,.‘NiloslavRechci@-,SpecialAssistantto the Directorfor Nutfitionand Health
PK..’IkmaldRiedesel,ExecutiveOfficer,CDC
Mr. RichardRussell,Officeof GrantsReview

Mrs. Judy Silsbee,Assistmt Directorfor GrantsReview
Dr. MargaretSloan,AssociateDirectorfor O@zatio@ Liaison
Mr. Frank zizlavs@, Prop AssistanceBranch
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RECORDINGOF RECO1IWINDATIONS

From the Panelsto the ReviewCmmittee .
(OnProjectsOnly)

Technicallysoundand capablydirected
Feasibleunder specifiedconditions
Unapprovableon techriic~l.motis

.“... .
r

F!romthe ReviewComnitteeto the NationalAdvisorycouncil
(OnProjects)

,

i

.
4

ApprovalI - Additionalfundsrecommended
ApprovalII - No adciitiona.1.fundsrecorrinended

lkm-approvalI -
Non-approval11 -

No actiontaken-

~ppropriate for DRMP fhnding
Revisionrequti

Need additionalinformation

(onMt= Applications)

ApprovaI
Approvalwith specificconditions
Deferral
Returnfor Revision
Disapproval- Appropriate for DRMP m-

From the NationalAdvisoryCouncilto the Admhistrator
(OnEntireApplication. .

“.,.
Approval
Approvalwith specificconditions .

Deferral
Returnfor Revison
Disapproval- Inappropriate

“..-,->-

(asPeCOIIIM?Rded by the Reviewco~~tee or others)

for DRMP funding
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BRENNAN, Michael J., M.D. (72)
president,MichiganCancerFoundation
4811Jclm R Street
Detroit,~chig~ 48201

......—,.- --.=
Wof-ssor..of Medicine
Wayne StateUniversity

.. .,

CANNON,Bland,W., M.D. (73)
910 MadisonAvenue
Memphis,Tennessee 38103

Divisionof Neurosurgery -
Universityof TennesseeCollege
of Medicine

cROSBY,~win L“> r’~”D”(71) ,
Director
Ama-ican’Hospital-association
Chicago,Illinois 60611

MILLIKA.N,ClarkH., M.D. (72)
Consultantin Neuroloa’
MO Clinic
Rochest~, Minnesota 55902

PELLEGRiNO,EdmundD., M.D. (70)

Vice Presidentfor the HealthSciences
and Directorof the Center ,.

StateUniversityof New York
StoW Brook,New Ymk 11790

FOPMA,AlfredM., M.D. (70). .

Re@o@ Director “ .
Regionalfiledic~PPOP’
525 West JeffersonStreet .
Boise,Idaho 83702

ROTH, RussellB., M.D. (73)
24o West 41st Street
Erie,.PennsYlvtia 16508

~e~~, r~chael E“> M*D* (72) Vice Speakerof the House of

Presidentand ChiefExecutiveOfficer
Iklegatesof the Americm Medical

BaylorCollegeof Medicine
Association

Houston,Te~s 77025 SHANHOLTZ,~ck I-s M*Do (7°)

Professorand ChairmW
StateHealthCommissioner

Departmentof Smgery
StateDepartwnt of Health

Collegeof Medicine
Richmond,Virginia 23219

.

EV&RIST,BruceW., M.D. (71)
Chiefof Pediatrics
Green Clinic
709 SouthViennaStreet .
Ruston,huisi~ 7127° “’ -

TREEN,Mr. Curtis (71)
UnitedRubber,Cork, Linoleum”and
PlasticWorkersof America
87 SouthHigh Street
Akron,Ohio 44308 -

HCXl?~SS,JohnR”~ M-D” (7°) Director

ExecutiveVice President
Universityof Washington
Seattle,Washington 98105

Pensionand InsuranceDepartment

WYCKOFF,M&s. FlorenceR. (72).
243 CorralitosRoad
Watsonville,Califofia 95o76
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