
c’
“



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

.’
/....,,,,,,:.: ..
.,,..”..:~.: “r.‘-

TION
D

HealthSewicesd J’kntalHeath Amst~tion

revisionof

.

National on
. .

.

Minutes‘ofMeet-
..~cefier16-17,1969

. ,,

-.

.;

National~titutes ofHealth
ConfeWnceRoom4.
Wlung 31

,.
.,
, ... ,

.,;.(



I.

II.

~/

g/

~cember16-17,].969

TheNatio.@AdvisoryCouncil.onRegionalMedic~~gr~
convenedforitseighteenthmseti~at 8:30a,m.,~esd~,
&cember16,1969,inConferenceRmm 4,Building31,N&tio@
hstitutesof liealth,&-i!.=Q*,TIT~rYl~+~C St@eY ~Joo~sons
Director,Regiotil~ledical~m~ams Servicepresidedf’orthe
A~nistrator,HealthServicesand~~nt~ HealthA-strat\on,
whowasunabletoattendthemeting. .

The“Wuncilmemberspresentwere:

Dr.Mic~elJ. Brema Dr.ClarkH.~llikan
Dr.BlandW. Cannon Dr.~mund D. Pellegrtio
Dr.~Wfi L. Crosby(12/15OP~y) Dr.Qfred M, pop~
Dr.Mic’haelE. &Ney ~“ ~ssellB“ Roth
Dr.BruceW. Everist Dr.Mack1.Shanholtz
Dr.JohnR.Hogness(J.z/16ofly) Yis.FlorenceR. Wyckoff..

A listingof RMPstaff’Etiers,~d othersatte~ingis aPPnded”

CALL~ OP~~ ANDOP~T~GPEL~H~S..

DoctorOlsonc~led thenet- to o~er at 8:30 a.m.

ANNomJcEMENTs .. .

Itwasnotedthatbctor Hognesswasmeetingwiththe@uncil for
thelastt~ priorto his~si~tion to acceptan appotitmntto
a Cotitteeadvisory::.~I:heDtiector.of theNation~~stitutes
ofHealth.

-.. .

Proceedingsofmetingsarerestrictedtiess clemd “bytheOffice”
oftheAmstrator, HSl~. Therestrictionrelatesto dl mteri~
submittedfordiscussionatthemeetings,thesupplementmateri~,
andallotherofficialdocwnts,ticludm theagenda.
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COF?SIDEw~’~o??OF~~ l!~TIINIGDATES_~

r~edatesof!~=ch31-}.pril1, 1970m.dWcetier8-9,1970were
confimd. ~neJuly14-15 datewaschmgedtoJ:lY28-29>1?704

~NslDZ~TIO;jOF~S OFTHEAUGUST1969!=~G

me ColmcilunantiousIYrecomndedapprovaloftheAugust26-27,
lg6g, methg as ~~itte~”

rectorChti~~ickcalledtheattentiOnoftheCouncilto thetwo
leq51ativeproposalsforextensionofReQo~l Me~icalp~~~m~hat
havebeenintroducedintotheHouseofRepresentat~ves.
HouseBill14284 introducedby Congress@HarleyO. Staggers
(D.We5tVi=itia)andHouseBill14486intrducedby co~~ress~
PaulG.Rogers(D.Florida).Hereviewedbrieflythecontentsof
each,-particu~~~Y-a?t~eY~dify theCmrent1e@slation”‘e
alsoreportedhisunderstadtigthatSenatorRalphYarborou@
(D.Texas)ispreparingstillanotherPmPosalto be introducedinto
theSenatesomttielaterinthesession.

Councilwasretindedofthefo~l reco~’ndation,whichitmde
atthetti oftheAugustmeting,thatthescopeof theauthoritY
ofTitleIXbeexpmdedto includefitieYDiseaseexplicit~~dt~t
theexpandedauthoritybeamstered undertheRegio~lMedic~
-o- Service.~ctorChadwickreportedthatthisreco~nmtion
wasforw@ed pro~tlyforconsiderationbytheA~~stration ti its
ownplansfordevelop~ntof legislativeproposas.

Hesaidt@the

hadhadseveralindicationsthatsucha pla wasincludedm the
legislativeproposalbeingpre~redby SenatorYarboroQ@.

mGIO}WhEDICflLp~GRm’B ~FY 1970~ ~YO~ -- SOLEm~w~
ASSLY~IONS . .

A. mjectiom of AvailableResources-- 1970~d 1971

bctor Olson~viewedfortheCo~ciltheCment ‘tatus‘f’the’~Ã$•DÄ$•ÀÄ
Appropriationle@slationfor~ 1970* me P~Pos~ c~rently~der
considerationintheSenatehadbeenforwardedby theHouseof
Representativeswitha substmtialcuthavingbeena?pliedtothe
A~fistratiOn’Soriginalbudgetproposal.me neteffectof.the
Ie@shtiveprocesstodatewotidallow$73.5~ll~on for~%~~1
~dical~-”g~ts” ,.



Bc;tor01.scnex?ldnedt~~atz~instthisrig it isnecessary
tG~~rojecta $59.1mi~-liOn~=q~j~e~~entf~rcGntinuati0]3‘f.on-
@ing ~,~~i~j~tie~i:~the55Regions,l.eavlngaMWe of sll@~tlY
over(;4m~l.lior!tobe u.s~titoP&ndoperatiotipro~~timsinthe
Re@onswhichstiilha~reotiyP~~~~ng~r~~nts● ‘~e‘iVision
estimbesthata tot:fiofap?m~tiatelY$6*5filllon~~ill
be app.nvedbj7thel{ationalAdvisoryCouncilduringIT 1970for
theinitiationof operatior~grantsintenof them~fi~
elevenRegions.~RisallOl,jSnorarginf’ortiflatio~lof costs
or fornewfundingof anysupp?.erenta~activitiesin operatioti
Regions.

me ComcilreconfirmeditspreviouslystatedpositiGnby vo~ing
un~tiusly in supportofDoctorOlson’sstatedintentionto
adopt,as firstpriorityf’orET 1970and1971.thefindingof
operational~mts to all55Regionsas theyareapprGvedforsuch
fundingby theI;atio@Ad~/isorYco~cil~ ~~~ ~@sconsider~le
discussionofa varietyofp-wpGsdsforreallocationof -t
dollmsinordertoWe thisfundingpossible.

mere wasessenti@a~emnt tht ”re~lomtioncouldka.vea
favorableeffectoflyifprioritiescanbe agreeduponfor
administrationof theprogram.bctor Pelleginosuggestedthe
followingfivestepstow=d accomplis~gtheseends: (1)Mch
newiniti~wquest shouldbeexaminedcaremly to determine
whetherornotitwillLwrovecOOPeratitie~e~nts ”inthe
Region.(2)CWefulattentio!lshouldbe giventG theprogress
of RegionalMedical PrGDams@ theircomponentprojectswhen
they.we reviewedforrenewal.(3)Requestsforpurchaseof@or ‘
hardv-eshotidbe closelyexamined,el~fit@ allbutthose .
which=e absolutelyessentialad forwhichno othersourceof
~ding isavailable.(4)Atterl!y;;tshouldbemadeto increase,.
wheneverpossible,theconcentrationof programeffortonthe
specific~lyrelatedcategoric~disease.(5)Careshodd be taken
to identi~projectactiviteswhichCM serveas~dels ad to avoid
unnecessaryduplieat’ionof’thesemodelsmng andw;thinindividud
Regions. -. .

B. Annivers&yReview--.4IIayto hok at ProgramAspectsGf ~

Baseduponthefore~ingdiscussionof budgetlimitations,both
inthecurrentyearandasprojected,DoctorOlsonwsed sever~
questionsregardingthecontinueddevelopmentof Re@on& Medicd
Programs.throughoutthenationasorgmizat’iotientities. (I)mt
Md of organizationsshouldthe55RegiotiMedic@ ~ogramsbe?
(2)l.~tkindof prom shouldtheyplanformd institute?

. : ., : . . ...,-,. ..;,.-’,-:-.& --: -,. :----- -. -. . - -, =: --’, - , - .;
, , ..- ,... ----

j, .. ,, .,. .- , .. . . .. . . , # . . . . .; .,.,.,,

fewyears,itisapparentthatprojectdevelGpmnt,review,@
+ml~mpr!t;atf.oncannotrepresentthetotal,nGreventhedo~b~t- ,. n.—___
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mere isa“~eementonthepartofalln~mbersthattheCouncil
mustcontinuetoacceptresponsibilityforsettingbrOadNation~
prioritiesfortheprogram.~ey rec~gflzethegrowirgimpo~.ance
ofthedevelopmentofanarrangementbywhichthey
theProrgressof individ~~Reg~Onsin~~P1e:fle~ting
andinactuallyaf+”r:..!.~rgthe@tternsofdellverJ7
areastheyserve.‘‘

canassess
thesepriorities
of careinthe

a systemofMrs.PhillipsreviewedtheDivisionlsprfiPos~for
ll~iversaryReview’fwhichhasbeenstudiedandrefinedby an
adhocSubcommitteeofrepresentativesofboththeReviewC’ofittee——
andCouncilmd has~so beendiscussedbytheReviewCofittee.

mere wasgeneralagree~ntwithDoctorl~~llikan’sassessmentof
the~~vers~y ReviewproposalwhichhesummarizedaSbei~
IIener~lymel~itoriousbutrequiringext~~g careinitsimplemen-
tation.‘Hepointedespeciallyto itspotentialforrewarding
Regionalachievementbuttothepossibility,ontheotherh@.
of itsservingto.::;:alizeRegionswhoseslowerst~~ res~llted
fmm the“tfingo: Lileirinitialoperatioti application.mere
wasagreementthatitheimplementationofa systemof~versarY
ReviewwillerlphasizetheneedfortheComciltO ~ve a setof
welldefinedprioritiesagainstwhichtheymayevaluateRegional
MedicalPrograms bothnowandovertime. DoctorBrennanwarned
against1}c_otiziWa systemofattributionof ~sowces which
cameaboutbychance.”

..
Mr.PaulVIM, whorepresentedtheCoordinatorfsSteeringCotittee
at the~~cil meeting,pointed’outtheadvatages@ disadv~tages
of sucha systemtothechiefadministrativeofficersofRegioti
y~~calProgrmw,notingespeciallytheirvulnerabilitytolocal
pressuresforall~:.:;.itionof “flexible~nies~11

..
DoctorDewey &comendedcautioninthedevelopmentofrestrictive
~idelineswhichcodd-stifl-ethewholeconceptOfregionalizat~on>
whichhe said wasvisualizedintheorigitilegislationasth&
mechanismof carvingoutthepurposesofthepro~~” Itis.his,
opinionthatthe~uncilshotidconcentrateonthedevelopmentof
stan-s byme- of-whichregionst progresstowmdstheprogrm
objectivescotidk measured,ratherthanonattempt% toc-e
thebasicprogrm:;.-’jSctives.~ese, heremindedthegrOUP,we~
establishedbylaw..:.,., “...;

“ FinalCouncila.et;.,??~ontheaniversarllrevj.ew n~oposa? was post~on.efl,..-.-.:,., .. . .. ,,:.!.-..!”!:.::.;:,~,.:.?>,,;.::..:.,:: ,-:.:,..: ,-,’ “.-::““ :’‘.: ;’‘.:‘.-..:~~•J---...; ..L—.. ... .

.,



Fo~l~~iy)gthedi,s~~~SioI~ofpriorities(IttimC below)the.Co~cil
returnedto m~ LL-&~n~fl~~~~Ye~fio~’~~d~~tor Camonfs‘riglnal‘~ion
forapproval,inprinciple,ol’tl~eanniversaryre~tiewconcept,with
a su~estiont~ St.x”?tfiattheybegin toworkwithselected”regions
inthea~miltistrativeor~’tiz;~tionof’theirpmgr~~ ~ong these
lines,andwiththefurtherstipulationthat,theGuidelinesfor——
Eligibility~~idCriteria~.: .-;or,2iDD70Valsectionsof them-m
Reviewdocu”fisntberestuu:~edam ~-astructuredtilinewiththe
findi~sof thespecj.alsubcc=~titteeof Councilon priorities.

TheCouncilrecognizedthenecessityofreachtiggeneralagreement
aboutthenatu-eoftheprogramanditsobjectivesbeforeit”wotid
be?ossibleto considera newPma- mechanismsuchas M.versm
Review.Therewasalso,however,a considerabledif~erenceof
opinionastowhatkm ofa pro- Regioti~dicd Progrm is,
andisbeco-. . .

DoctorDewey recalledtheterm~of thepresentlegislation,W
thelegislativehistorywhichurgd thepm~am’s placementw~t~
theN~; sincein surm=yitsmajorpurposewascarrying forward
theworkofNH. ItiShisopmon thatthesMft of theprogra
intoHS~ wasforeaseofoxzation ti ae~nt =d notto
changeitsgoalsor directiom.

DoctorHo&~esse~ressedgeneraagreemntwiththisposition,
statingttitWthti thelastsfimnths he hasbeenincreaswy J
@ressed withtheimportanceof~tita~~ RT1s tique -
capabilityto carryonactivitiesoft~s ktid;especia~Y* the
effortsof other~enciesme ~~~g dfictedto thedevelop~~ntof
breadscalepm~~ tomeetWtim reqldrementsforheath care
serviceof specialpopulationgroups..,.

~ctor Dewey - DoctorHo~essbotheqhasiz~ theincmas~
tiportanceof Regional:!d~tilProgramsconcentraiillgitsltited
fundingresourceson theimprovementof thequalityof care.
Theycitedtheexa~leofthetremendousdolla investmenth ~
t’kdicarewhichhasa~ti..tteuly improvedthedeliveryof c=e to
oneclearlydefinedgrcuPof tidividuals(thoseover65)butMS
completely‘ttippedthebalancetithesystem’rat theewe*seof
medicalresearchtralrfi.ngandeducation.~le agreetigwiththe
needforthedevelopmeritofpm~~ guidelines,theystrongly
recomendthatCouncilattempttokeepthemsufficientlyflefible
:.:>!::-!.:::,:!~~,~:.;:;?~:“.r..~~d~,mn~e~~is~g ,@m rese~h ad,Cl~C~

....:!;,,.,:-..:fi,~,.:,......?.-,,,..::.-,.::,”::,f.~tirJ -L,;[,“”;i“’,.. :!:..:—...,-,...—-,.. . ,.
thetiimple,menva~~~l;. .’
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I]ezlthcar~.\Dletherthishasbeenasa resultof’“thefarsighte~ess
ofth!?fl.a,~lel+~of the‘legislationorb~:serendi.pj-tY3‘ihe believes
tkattopprioritym~stbegiventomaintainingandful~therenCO~wi%
thesecooperativearran.ge:.ents~d co::~~~nication~and‘]latonly
secon~aryec~hasisplacesonthedeliver~’of care,thedevelopment

oracquisitiOllofhardwarre,or concentrationon anyspecific
disea:jeentiti=s..,

~ctor ~er~mlexpressc~aotherapproachto thematterofprogr~
priorities.Heviewedthe]mstsuccessfulRegionsasbeingthose
~~hie~~~~vedey~elopedSffectivecorest?tfandoperationalmecwsms
~~oichme brirgi~aboutcmnge whetherorllOtthech~es arethos~
‘lauthoriZedl’inthelaw. He’suggeststhattwokindsof ‘ttecwolou

(1)thetranslatiofiof
l!ne~ladv~cesinhealth

mustbeemployed:
c~ellinto‘tbprovedreso.~rcesforhealthcare; and(2)theuse
ofthoseresourcestobringaboutactualimprovementin cwe. He
usedasanexavlethecOnt~lof cer~’ic~c~cer ‘na Certati
geographicarea. Hestatedthatbytheapplicatiol~ofnewadvances
we wow “how”to controlthedisease,“butt~t we.stilldonot~o~~
exactlywhatarrethecostsandeffectsofvariousapproachesto
tileUSeofthisknowledge.It ishisopinionthatthedevelopment
of thissecoti1ltechnolOQ1lisan tiportmt~ function.

/ittheope~ oftheafternoonsessionofthemeeti%;Doctor
Olsonbrieflyreviewedtheforegoingdiscussion.InresPonseto
Dctor PellegrinofsMtion,theCouncilrecommendedthattherebe
createda subcotitteeonprioritieswhichwouldincludeoneor
twomembersoftheReviewCommitteeandat leaStonerepresentative
oftheRegioMlwdicalPro- coor~~tors‘“‘teeloing‘otittee●
Itwasfwthera~ed thatthereshouldbe closeworkingliaison
betweenthissubcommitteeandtheonepreviouslyconvenedto
considerthematterofAnniversaryReview.

Asa possiblepOintofdepartureforthedeliberationsofthis
PUP, Doctor~eristoffereda seriesof fow priorit~~~~~~ch
he followsinconsideringRegionalMedicalProm:
qualityofthecorepro~am- thepersonalqualificationo~the
staff~e~(oers;theircapabilityof develop~g.and~dl%
info~tionbetweenandmong thecorestaff,thecooPerati%
agenciesintheRegion,ti the~tio~ level;(2)‘he‘effectiveness
ofthecoreprogram- wwch he believescanbe judgedmost
=olelyontheextent,effectiveness,md pemence of thecooperative
arrangenntswhicharedevelopedanddevelopiW; (3) the
accessibilityoftheCOR pro~r - itsresponsiveness=needs
forservicesandthedegreeof regiotiizationof sewicesbymems
ofNW projectmoniesandotherwise;and(4)thecapac~tY

. ofthe

corepro- - tobejudgedby thecontinutigenlwgementofthe
~tem ofbothcme zd info~tionh theRegion.

Inviewoftheimportance
,m]id.elines2.sther7-’~Am

of theestablishmentof somepriority
movesjn~ “71..and.l.].rclerr.ewor e.tiended
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~eg~~l~ti~reau~~o~ity,theCouncil:gwed onthenecessi~,yOfa
sp+:cialmeetiwqof th(~entire@LL~cilto reviewtherecc;x~endations
ofthe subcofl.~itte~. Sucha meeting ,wastentativelysetforNlonday,
l~mch2,19’70.

bctor OlsonreviewedfortheCounciltheeventsleadir~tothe
mlgamationof theDivisionof ChronicDiseasewiththe
Divisionof Regionall’lcdicalP~mgramsto formtheRegio~~Q
~~ledicalProgrmService,andthe,subsequentdiscontinu.lnceof
fiveofthecategoricalprogran~whichhadbeenpartofthe
ch~ticDiseaseDivision. .

Dctor Dewey askedthattheCouncilconsiderseriousl~~’the
effectof thephaseoutof thesep~w~s 1lasa tither_ution
ofthe-d totalofdl Fede_mlfundsavailableto fi~ltthe
cate~ricaldiseases(~mcludwrese=ch~tr~%~ ~’~cation~
clinic~studies;servicede~nstrations~etcc)●‘1mere ~s
a generalexpressionofconcernandtheCouncilrequestedthat
thestaffprepareananalysisofactivitiesof thesep~mgm
md theAd-ministration’splms fortheircontinuation.~ey
alsorequestedthat~-therdiscussionofthisissue,basedon
theirbetterUnderstandtioftheprogramsandtheirpotenti~,
beplacedontheagetiaof thenextmeetingoftheNatio.@
AdvisoryCouncil.

&ief pm~ess notesfromeachofthethreereminingpmgrm
Braches(Clearinghousefor NtritionandHealth,Clearmlouse
for%okingandHealth,andtheMdney DiseaseControlProgrm)
werepresented.hctor Olson~eportedbrieflyonthe}Ihite
HouseConferenceonFood,]Wtrition,andHealthad SOR ofthe
activitiesbeingplwed bythe‘~tritionandHealthprom
forcarryingoutsomeoftherecommendations of theCoflerence.
Hementionedspeciallytheworkon a seriesof cor~.ractsfor
co~ .tynutritiondemonstrationprojectsto ascert~ whether
thecapacityfordealingtithtinutritioncanbe substantially
increasedbyusinga primaryhealthcaremecptismas ~ out-
reachto thecommunity.Closetieswillbe soughtwithlocti
RegionalMedicalProwamsto coordinatetheseefforts.

Thestaffreportedincreasingnumbersof inquiriesconcerning
theappropriatemle c~findividualRegio@ IsledicalProgr~
staffs,andutilizationofRMPgrantdollars,in comprehensive
CO~~nl.tYhealths+r~fl.ceprowa.~s.AfterSOmediscussionof
--..,...... .,. !,,........!.. -, :‘:... .. ... ...
~~’v”c”i’tii~~<~~~i~.“ek.Z~S~~’ti,~:i-,tiw.~l~ii;c.~~u~.;~lL:;ti:-$:_J
to delegateto theDi~ector,RegionalMedicalProgramService,



the~uthorit~;to actiinistrativelYa?p~:overequests,~~~lich
bearRegionalAdvisolYGrou?approval,forieallocatlonof
,Re~iondhledicd~0~’a~.reso~’ces(~erso~e~and/Ordollars)

forparticipation Ti-nmhensivehealthserviceiriplzmingOfCO,.-J..c1
~m- fol~co~~litieswithinthe~gion. Suchap?ro~r~~Y
notincludeor>tiplyco~x?titw-entforcontinuatio~lbeyondone

yearofplaltingnorinvolven~]ltintheprovisionor finmci~
.,
.,...’....:.

oftheservices.
,-..:-...- .,:....::~~

nII . mlrIIH’/OF APPLICATIONS

A. Issuesreq~i~ cl~ification~d inte~retationof
policyWidelines

1. c~diopu~O~rY Resuscitation~afing

Afterhearinga reportfromDCtOrOlsonof hisdisc~ssion
of this~tter ~..fith~. Campbell~~Ose~,Medic~Director,
~eric~ He~t Association,theCOWcllwasreass~ed
thatitspositioninre~ti tO~“~~SUPPOfiOfProJects
ofthiskindwasentfielYinkee?ingwiththepositionof
the~meriC~He~t #,ssociat$on.Cowci+ther~for~voted
~usly torestate;asa fcti pollcyguldel~ne~

thepositionit~dadoptd atthet~eoftheAu~st ~~•ˆ
meet~~inreed toa groupofpendimprojects:

RegionalMedicalProg~ “~~t fundingfor
pmjectSincardiovascul~resuscitationtraiti~
istobe limitedtotraim activitieswhich
=e directedprincipaltomedicalmd allied
heath perso~elwhoareewloyedinhospitals
md inotherti-patientfacilities,Or inOut-
patientor emrgencyfacilitieso~eratydby or
directlyrelatdto institutionsinwtichfollow-uP
careis *diatelY available.

Applicationsfrom~fieeRegio@ M~ic~ woes
(~/isconsin,lJewyorkMetropolit~~dMetropolitm
Washington,.D.~.)p~poseexpensiveprojectsinvwio~s.
~pectsofend--stagecareofchronicrenald+sease”
discuss- theseP*icti= pm~sas? comc=l‘co~~i~~~a
the~Iicy &idelinethatitadoptedInMY 1969*
agreedthatthepolicYreminsperfectlYappropriatebut
it iS becotig increas@lYdiffic~tto aPPIYinthe
caseof theverycomplicat~ti complexprojectapplications

..

,.’
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ofthetii~dreprese:ltedby thesethreeandabouteight
l~reOf\.Jhich,COU!l~ilWaSinfomedby staff>me
currentlyM thereviewprocess.

Councildiscuiseda~aintheNtilitYof attefip~i~
ptivide,walert~;eP~sent‘d c~~ntly ‘rejected
~~ bUdget,pro~avsltiethese~ ~1 55of ‘he
Regions.~eY l*:em~so remindedof thefactthat

& ]{idneydisease~Y be targetedit ispossibletha~
s~ecialco~ideratiO:linextensionOf Regio~l1~~e~
&gramlegislationnextyear.

to

for
.cal

Afterconsiderationofa nutierof optionstheCO~cil
recommendedthatactionon thethreespecificproposals
be deferredatthistti. ~eydso requestedcontinued

. . studyoftherotterbystaff‘~ldthepreparationof
~~@sed&aft @delines forCounCillsconsideration
;t a laterweting.

3. Cate~ricdRelevance

.$.

... ’ .

W t~s ro~d of reviewthe.ReviewConfitteewasunable
to com to a finalrecomndationona.n’tierofprojects
thesubjectsofw~chtheyfeltwereofquestiomble
relevancetothepur?osesof RegiotiMedicalProm.
Thesewere@uped underfourheadingsandincludedthe
trainingforand@lamentationof HomeHealthAidepmg~
(WesternPennsylv~~aRw @ NewYorkMetmpolit~RT), .
trainingad demonstrationsofperinatamonitoring
(CaliforniaRMPd ~iana ~), ttitig forandimplementation
of a nutritionp~- for~al Wvefiy.@“?s (*tio
StateRIT),md productionCfa setof audiO-visuatids -.
princip~lyforin-servicetralmof m~cal students
md housestaff(Florida~~).

,’

~ consideringtheratterof the1’releV~ce”of Oomonent
activitiesofmy Re~oml MedicalProg~, theco~cil
generallyagreedwithbctor Millfim’sstatementthat
rathert~ beinga rotterof itsdirectrelations~Pto
oneofthediseaseentitiesmentionedinTitleIX,a
p~jectshouldbereviewedaccordingto fivebasicconsiderations:
(1)is ita validscientificexpertint;(2)is ita mdel
foreducatiomlexperience;(3)is it somethi~otherthan
a directpatientservice;(4)willitopenco-cations
channelsforimprovedlocalad Regio~larrangementsthat
tillhelptoreachthelongrangego~ of theRegioti
Medical~g~; ~d (5)is it SOmet_ thatshouldbe
replicatedinthisor~other Re@on? ~eSe questionswere-.F+r~wn~~,.~~,~~~,d~In-’0~~V;-12.’;j_CY2.2.~~ereA L-~,>,e~r~::....,~~~llj:-.,,-,, ....,.,-......-..... .. ,.- .. ..,.
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B.

4. GeneticCol’nsel~8..—

1/
RecomnendatiorlsforActioll–

me co~ci]a~-eedto reco@ theirreconm~endationsinthe
sli~ltly~teredfonmtwMch wasproposedbythestaff
and~~~ead;~adoptedby thetechnicalpanelsandtheReview
Conmtittee1}-ppendixI).

:,‘.

kABM”~~IONJ~ T~IC~ PR@~W

12/6g.l- OpemtionalSutiple~nt- Approvalwiththespecific

conditionsasdetailedbytheReviewCotittee.

.01-$242,238 02-$136,035

tiNS.4S~GIO?~Nl~IC~ PR~WY

12/6g.l- ~emtiona Supplement- Approv~wit~~sPecific
conditionsas det;~~~.edbytheReviewCofittee.

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

CW~~A ~IOW l.~ICmPRWW

12\6g.1 - OperatioMlSupplement’- Approvalwithspecificconditions
as follows: ~

..

Project #41 - Non-app~vaII= me revisedapplication
toanswer,as fm as possible,the
questionsraisedby thesitevisittem

.*.., andtheReviewComittee,md tobe
,.. ., “studiedby a specialtechnicalpanel.
Project#44--ApprovtiwiththecotiitionsspeCifi@

bytheReviewCoAttee. (Continued)

..,..’

me desi~tiOn @l<+-v,etc.relatesto theftist,second>etc~~
budgetperiodS fi’%[ie-subjeCtapplicatiO~~notneCessarilYthe
budgetperiodsthatwillactuallybesupplemented.



.,.:..:‘.:.

?..’...:..,,..,. .

1

.. .-

(

Page11

reject #46 -

Project #47 -
#48 -reject

mj ect
reject
.reject

~ject

Project

01- $56g,776

#lig -

#50 -.
i/51 -

#52 -

#53 -

J.ppmvalwiththeconditio~specified
bytheRevieWCodttee.
~fi~hdrawn.
Approvalwiththeconditionsspectiiedby
theReviewCofittee.
~{on_aDp~v~I.
Appro;alI
Non+ppNv~ I (the~pp~Priateness
oft~s projectforRegio@ Medic~
~gram fundingwasbasedon theCouncil?s
opinionthattrm ofthis.‘Ad ‘s
thelegitimateconcernof.the,hospit~s
andcltic~ pathologistsas a p@ of
thetire~~ M-servicet~~ 0 activities

Approv~withthecotiitionsspecifi~dbY
theReviewCotittee,andtO be stu~~

02-$526,065 03-$520,310

12/6g.1, .12/69.2, 12/69.3 - @ ratiotiWpplewnt - Approv~

@th s~cificco@itionsas follows:

Project#15 -

~ject #16 -

,.

~ject %17=

Woject #18 -

Approvaltiththeconditio~spec\~@
bytEe<ReviewCofittee.
ApprovtiII= Councilconcurswith
theReviewCotitteeandfurther
recomtis thatthe‘cm@tiation”
~ctions proposedhereke cmied
outtittintheexistingcorestaff

.

-work;
ApprovalI withthecon~tio~ specified
bytheReviewMfittee.
Approv~tiththeconditionsspecified
by theReviewCodttee ~ themunts
consideredappropriateby thestaff.

01-$117,505 02- $127~714. 0? - ‘24’944,.

..----...,... . , -;.,-.-,..~- . .,.. ,.,r,7.‘ , f :. : .-.-- , ,..: , ... .,:.;;:.=:;. . ., - .- ..-:-.—.- .. --..- --

12/69.1 - @e&tionalWpplement(~cludingrenewalof coresupprt)—-
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~mDA ~GIO;\!.mIwuCALPROG~ (Continued)

Approvalwithspecificconditionsas folloi~s:

Core- ApprovalI foroneyearas specifiedby
theIIeviewCorrmittee.

moject#28 - A~~rova.11.
Project#29-
porject#30--
Project#31-

Project#32 -

Ifo~--.approvalII
]lon-approv~II
~on-apptivalI (theinappropriateness
ofthisprojectfor~ ~ndingis
basedm the~unciltsopinionthat
thisprojectisdesignedprincipdlY
fortheeducationofmedicd students
andhousesttif~d ~s .noPl~ for
regionaloutreachor fortheencouragement
of cooperative~“rangements).
Non-approvalII

01-$43,370 02-$725,180 03-.$45,100

N~: TheCouncilfurthercohcurredwiththeReviewCofittee
inrecommendinga sitevisitwhichis speciallydesigned
to assisttheRegioninassessi~itsentireWogramand
“fib~anciritheactivitiesW thethreeareasofthe
Region.

12/6g.l - operatiotiSupplement- Approv~(oftheco~.supplement
otiy)withspecificconditionsasdet~ledby theReview@fittee.

Projects12.t~u@16 - ‘n-approval11

Council’ti~herrecome~edthatnoadditio~lfundsbeyondthis
presentlyapprovedcoresupplemntbeapprovedforthisregion
untila sitevisithasbeenmde andthereis somefurther
delineationofa plmboth forWwaii andfortheextensionof
programsintoGua~i~dtheTrustTerritories.ThesiteVisit
isalsochargedv~.thspecificinvestigationofprojects#15
and#16alongthelinesrecommendedbytheReviewCotittee.
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CoreStaffSupplement- )i?proval
pro~eet;11.5- Approval,~ principle~ont~ent

upontheffidingsof a technic~
p~el regalingthiS~wtic~l~
application ofperir~talrOnitOriwin
cltnic~practice;anduponthesubmission
of betterevidenceof therelatiOns~P
oftheprojectto regionalizationin
mT.

‘,

01-$265,445 02- $2g3,,051 03- $1~3,048

.

12/6g.l- @erationalRenewal- ApprovtiwithsPeCific
conditionsasdetaile- sitevisittem andwiththe
adviceand~idanceontheindividU~projectsasdetailed
by‘theReviewCotittee.

CouncilfurtherrecommendsthattheRegionbe advisedto
undertakean orderlyphase-utof theprojectswhichare

fromfurtherdevelopment
otherprojects.

03-$2,199,208

pyedom tly“R&Dr’andbediscouraged
of “automatedgadgetry’faspectsofthe

~01-$2,064,229 02- $2,145s656

04-$123,756 Ob-$82,504

12/69.2 - reject#25 - Approvalwithspecificconditions,for
t~ee ye~s, in~o~ts to bedete~ed by st~f but‘otm
excessofthemunts requested. .

01-$1659170 02-$161,868 03-$174,130

N~: MS Pytijectwasnotamo~those heldforfurther
considerationofthekidneydiseaseissue(see
WII, A, 2 ofthe-Minutes)becauseithd been
revisedto conplywiththeexisttigpolicy
~idelines~ builtintotiecooperativearrmgements
f~work whichisthebasisof m. Also,it
representsanopporttityforH to contributeto
theoperationofa completeandextremelyhi@ q~ity
chronicred diseaseservice.
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., The~~cil COnCWnoedwiththeReviewComitt~etithem
assessmntofthisproposal.TheRegion’srequestedwithdral~=~
~#iBSr~ceiv~d aftertheapplicationhadbeendistributedtOthe
Co*Jlcilmem5erS.me Councila~ed withthepanelsandthe
ReviewComltitteethatthecurrentpropos~iselabor?t~lYb~dsete~
butwe~{@ ill-definedandwouldrequireHW’Orrevlslonbefore
itcouldbeconsideredforfunding.TheCouncilconsider~
theRegion’splanto wi~hdraWtheapplicationasm OPport~L@tY
fordeveloptiga revisedproposaltobe submittedfOra coWlete.
reviewcycle,ofwhicha sitevisitwouldprobablYbe anaPProPr~a~
pmt.

~~~s ~IONAL ~ICK PR@~

12/6g.l - ~emtioml sup~lement- APP~Va withsPecific
conditionsasdetailedbYtheReviewCo~ttee.

01-$20,600, 02-$23,972 03-$27,657

(See dso “SpecialActionsUattheendof thisSection).

~ROnLIT~~WAS~NG~N~ D. C.~IONAL~IC~ PROGM4

12/6g.l- Operatio~lmpplement- Approvalwithspec~iccofiitic
~ follows:

.mject 27 -
project28 -

- ~oject29-
,.
mject30-
~ject31-

Non-appnValII.
Approvalwiththecontiwenciesspecified
bytheReviewCofittee.
Approvalwiththespecifiedconditions
describedbytheReviewCotittee.
Non-approvalII.
Deferr~forfurtherconsideration
(seeSectionVIII,A, 2 of themutes).

01-$168,369 02-$54,471 03- $55,86Q

12/6g.2- ~eratio~lSupplement- Comcilconc~~, ~th the
reco~n~tion oftheRevie~4Comfitteefornon-approval.

project32 - Non-approvalI.
-......~. 11.-.,..,-..,-,,.-6!:,.:.? -:Tn?-,. . .....,...

..
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,.. . ...:IGA~~BFZIOl~’~1~~~1(’”.P~GRM’1 “.. —.:’...—

12/6g,1- ~erationalSupplement- APP~~v~

Thecouncilaped withtheimportanceof thequestionsraised
bythe.ReviewComfitteeallofwhichhadalsobeenidentified
intheprocessofreviewofthisprOjectattheloc~ levelo
~svIerstO thesequestions,prepared}n.r~sPonsetothe~@
reviewp~cessad submittedto theDlvlslontoolatefor
considerationbytheReviewCommittee,werefoundtobe
.ad.equatebytheCom.c,fi.l.?wleythereforereco~endapp~val‘f.. ,:-,!
:ifisproject. ,“:

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

. .
~SSISSIPpI~101~ l~ICm PR@~

12/69.1- Operatio~l~ject Renewal‘Appmv~.Vtiththe
specificcorlditiOnsdescribedby theReview~~ttee.

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

(15Months) .,,, “

12/6g.1, 12/69.2, 12/69.3- Approv~withspecificconditions.

~.~tio~l Adviso~Councilconcurredwiththereco~ndation
of thesitevisitorsandtheReviewCommitteethattheefie~ion
ofthecomponentsoftheMissouriRe@o~l M~tic~ ~g~ *
,approved, ~ requqstedjforthree‘monthsend~ June30s1970*1
($995,152).

Project#46- Approvalwiththespecificconditions
recommendedbytheReviewCofittee.

~ject#4~~- ~Ton-approv~II,accord@ tothe... ;-...~?eco~n*tionsofthesitevisitors.

.

01- $15b,gg5 02-$160,237 03-$173,094

,..,, .. .... .
‘. -
. .. . ~~/<j:~ - Operat:.:’)na:,:‘~{)plement- Approvaltithspecific.

co*t-.L**H:*~’ ~.yj:~::~leviewComttee.;.
.“
0].-$84,235 Op-$109,071 03,-$110,209
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01-$60,450 02-$51,463 03-$63,156

.~+]yORYmO~LnAN RG122M ~ICM PRM~J4

12/69.1- operationd,Sup~131Wnt- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

~jeet #10- Dferralfora sitevisit. Ifthe

.,

Mject #11-

Project#12-

~ject #13 -

01-$144,446 02

—
visitorsarepersuadedthattheproject
is (1)feasiblemd (2).relevanttothe
NexYorkMetmpolit~RegionalMedicd
~~ (seeSection~II, A, 3 ofthe
‘~~~~tes)thepropos~shouldbe revised
accordinglyandresubmitted.
Approv~I withtheadviceprovidedby
the.~eviewCotittee.
ApprcvalI withtheadviceprovidedby
theReviewCotittee.
Wferrd fora sitevisitmd possible
re~~sion(seeSection~11, A,2 of the
Minutes).

-$147,823 03- $156,501

NO~ CAROL~A.WIONALF~IC.MPROG~fl

12/69.1- @erationalSu?nlement- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

~~ect #24-

-.

~oject#25-

ApprovalII.Councilbelievesthatt~s
ca~bedonethroughthecorestaffwithout
adtitiotifundsbeingassi~edtoa,
s~cificproject.
ApprovtiI.

01,-$43,443 02-$44,374. 03- $45,30g
. .
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Projzct 13 -

Fwject14-

01- $2q8,670 02

Appmvd I withthespecificcontitio~
detailedby theReviewContittee.
AppI*OVdI contingentu~n the.sub~ssion
bytheproposerof evidencesatisfactory
to staffthattheyafiworkingwiththe
Merica AcademyofOpth~loO, ~d the
Nm Councilon~ucationtowardsthe
developmentof theticurricul~and
trainingstan@ds.

- $21g,512 03-$142,953

NO~’ES~Fl\lOIUO~IOITW ~ICN PR~~
..
.

12/6g.l- ~peratiotil~pple~nt-Ret~f?r Revision=‘

TheCo~ci~concwd ~titht~ ReviewCotitteeh eachof its
recomenda-tions.

12/6g.l - @e~tion~ Supplement-Approvd~th specific
conditions.

Project15 - ApprovalI withthecontingencies
detailedby theReviewCofittee.

~ject 16- Non-approv=IIwiththeadviceof
theReviewCotittee.

~ject “17- Non-appmv~I. .

01-$79,400 02-$67,500 03-$79,100 04-.$59,200
..

12\6g.1 - T@ti~ Operation~- Approvaltithspecificcotiitions.
-.

TheCouncilconcmredwiththeReviewCotitteein its
recomndationsthatttisRegionbe awardedoperation status,
andinthe~-recommendationsregardingeachof theindividual
applicationcomponents.TheCouncilalsorequestedthatstaff
makeverycertainthatthedisapproveofProject#8 doesnot
servetodiscouragethedevelopmentof strokeactivitiesh
thePuerto~coRegiotiMedica Program.

01- $1,134,087%02-$1,190,760 03- $1,200,064
.-...;.,..,:.%........,.:.. .-,------- .—-

.
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12/6g.l - @ erationalRene~wal.(CcreCowonen~)- AppI-o~{alwith—-
specificconditions.

me ComcilconcurredwiththeReviewCo~~nitteeinappl~~vi~g
thisapplicationforoneyearotiyinthew.ountrequestd.

01-$373,573

~usQTmlDJAVmy mIO?l.::’~..;iChpR~mT~].._-

12/69.1 - OperationalSupplement- Approvalwithspecific
conditions(project#6Rotiy).

me Uuncilconcwed withal ofthereco~mendationsof the
ReviewCodttee, bothinrem to theindividualprojects
- totheRegion.asa whole.~ey fmtherspecifiedthat
thestaff~rwge fora sitevisittottisRegionforp~~oses
ofassistingtheRegioninbetterorganizationanddelineation
ofitsplms md organizationalarmgements,andinthe
revisionof~ject #16. c~uncilwasunableto detemine
preciselywhichofthetr:;;:,.,:-gcomponentsofthisproject
weresupportablemd Whic-,-,:erenot. ~eY Weredso interested
infurtherinfo=tionon‘thecapabilityofthehospitalto
providetra~g ofallthese~ds andinthisdepth.

~.iect#6R- Approv~I.
~jects

01- $26, g78

10 tti~~ 16 - Non-approvalII.

02“-$2g,425 03.- $31,551

. .
12/6g.l - Operation9J~Jc’..\;.;jnt(CoreStaffmd Planing
Activities) -A~nmval. ‘--. . -. .

me ~uncilconcurswithtk~ereco~mendationsoftheReview
Cotitteeandsu~mststbatstaffconveyto theRegiontheneed
forgeaterdetail~d mre specificityinfutureapplications--

4

bothh presentingprowess..todatead plms forthefuture.

01-$1,348,732 ::: ~
, ..

12/69.2- OperatiotiWpplw*nt -App~vti l~thsPecific
conditionsas follows:
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01-$14,575 02-$14,375 03-$14,375

~ject #l -

WROINM.tiTIo~A~l~Ic~ PR~Pflt

12/69.1- ~itialOperatio~~l-
Ap~rO,val~~j.thSpecificco~itions”

me ~mcil conc~ed ~ therecomen~tionOfthesitevis~to~-s
~ theRevieWCotitteethatthisRegionbe awardedOPe~t*
status.mere werehoweverso~

ratherspecificdifferences. .
of Opifionbetweenthetwobdies regardir~fi~-vidu~~“~onents.
~dthetotal to be aw~ed. The~~cllreco~ends

as follOws:

ApprovalI withthespecificconditions
reco~ndedby theReviewCofittee”
Approval’I as recom?r~edbY”thesite ~
tisitorswiththeconditionthatthe.
projectdirectorbe apprisedofthe
questionsraistibytheCardiov~culm
Panelandseekthenecess~Yconsdtation
to findtheaswers.
ApprovalI withthesPecificc~nditiom
~co~lendedby theRe@ew ~m~ttee.

Project#4- ApprovalI as reco~end~by thesite
tisitors,contingentuPonthenecess~
certificationof theextend~c=e
facilitYtivolV~.

~ject #5- Non-aPProval’11asreco~e~~ by ~th
theReviewcodttee~d sitevisitors.“

Woject#6- Non-aPProv~IIas reco~endedbyboth
theReviewCotitteeandsitevisitors.

project#7 - ApprovalI withtheconditio~specified
bvtheReviewCofittee.. -.

01-$345,695 02-$330,776
03-$337,375
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conditionsspecifiedineachcase.

01_ $l,l~g4,5~602- $l,5~~,g8403’-$1,605,248

12/6g.2.Loperatio~alSu.ppler;ent- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

me Cow~cilconc~ed withtheReviewCowfl~tteeinregad to
eachof’itsrecommendationsoneachofthefoursupplement=
projects.

01-$100,611 02-$46,700 “:’ , 03-$48,570

12169.1-@emtioti Supplement- Approvalwithspecific.conditions.

me CouncflconcurredwiththerecommendationsoftheReview
Cotitteeon eachofthethreecomponentrequests.

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

04-$54,954 05-$57,859 ~

12/69.2- OperatiotiWpplement- Disapprovti.

Aftera vat ded of considerationmd reviewofthespeci~
tiformationobtainedby,thestaffattherequestoftheCoWcil
at itslastmeet~, theCouncildecidedthatthisproject
proposesthedemonstrationofa techniquewhichhasnotyet
beendevelopedtotheetienttkt itisofpr-y importance
inpatientcm andonewhichisnotsufficientlyrelevant
t. thep~ble~ Ofthe cate~ricaldiseases.~reco~it}on ,
of thecontinuingbasicresearchandclinicalinvesti~tion
onthistechniquetheCouncilhs a~eed toreconsider,two
ye-s Mm now,itsapplicabilitytodirectpatientc=e.

12/6g.l - OperationalSuppleKent- Non-approv~I.

me Comcilconsideredthisapplicationverycare~ly h the
M@t of theRetiewCotittee’srequestforpolicy~idance
onprojectsofthisgenerti.natwe. Althd@they a~eed that
underappropriatecticmtancesthetraininganddemonstration
of homehealthtideactivitiesco~d beverYrelev~tto ..
Re@onalHicd ~m (see*CtionVIII,A, 3 ofthe
?J:,..i+ae) P?...-.e:?:.,?.::,,...-:!-.;: ,-,0.l#...nflnfln+1-.?,:,rj:...q~.-~,-...-,7.-.:,{-.71:->,.>ILL...!,....!,............-.:. ... ..- .,.. .-
.,,.......,,. .. ., ~.,.,......:..-
i%dicalPro- natiotily.‘~eythereforereco~~dedthat
otherfundsbe sol@t forthepursuitof.thisprog~miplan.
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=Ds RWIIOW };~lc~ PR@lF~X”~‘..
...,.:,: me ComcilreCOi~~ndsapProv~‘f‘he

continuationof theactivities

ititiatedunderproject
~14,~der thectic~~t~cespre~entdbY the

;,;,.:~...A.:~~~*#-; staff,fora sufficie~lttimetoa+lo~J‘he
RegiOnto sub~t a revised

:,.........,,..J*.<,.. propOSal
supportforRevie~JCotittee ad

~~ti filll oDeratio~lProJect ,
,.,.,.;.,....,,..........2,.r,z;,,.,-.*’.~,~,. COuncil-<J..:..,....:~:...::..:..,:.“;
....,.=.+,............
...:...’,,...‘....... .

AWL .—— -

considerations

_~/~’w DAll~A~10~~ ~IC~ PRm~

.

me Coticilreco~”endsapproval,
tithoutaddit~o~ ~s~ ‘f ‘he

reinstatementof themobilemit as?e~tof P~ject #4as P~sented
andexplatiedby thestaff”

..

O~OVALTfiy~lol’K~,}~~lcMPR~~~l

InFeb~~y lg69theCouncilappr~ved~+np~inciP1eJ

a propO~lto

establisha multiP~sic
scl~eerfingactiv~tymth~s region”me

approVal~s conti~entuponsubmissionof evidencet~t theProject>
as conceived>couldbe acco~lishedwithmtheltit of thebudget

recm~fied+
,

me consensusof Co~cilistlhattherevised”pm~salis acceptable,
althou@”theprojectisto bewatchedcloselYby staffforass~v~ce
thatthe.necessa-yprovisions

me b~i~ ~de forpatientfollow-up

~that plms’~ebeiwpmsued forsUPPortofthecontinuityof .
t~s projectbeyondthe

two yearlimitof thispt. ...

.~e ~co~endationofapprov~isreaff%d”

,,

,.

msco~smwJ1olRLT~IcALPRmwl . issueOf

~ter ~ther considerationOfprojectf15 ~d Of ‘he ‘nt~re
Re@Om~ MedicalPro9”~ sUPPort

of pm3ectsre1?tedto cont~l of,

(seeSection~IIJ
A, 2 ofthe~nutes),.the CoWcil .

cfioficrend fisease
a@ti deferredfind actiononthisapplication

.. ...
,.
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Tnemeeting

* Textof

..’,

I hereby’certifythat,tothebest
of~ bo\*{led&,theforegotigtiutes
we acctiteandcowlete.

thestatemntsand
addtion~lmterias v~hich
}feredistributedatthemeting
~ availableintheOfficeof
the@uncilsecretq.
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,, A~~ANCE AT~; NA~O}r~ADWSORYCOWCU,lm~G
,.{.,’.:,.....

~cember16-17,1969

Nz~SST~F Ar~~II~G

Dr.~nald R.Chadwick,Rputy Director,D~m~~
~. Clevelandmliss, OfficeofOr@izatio~l-Liaison
M. VeronicaConley,ContinuingEducation& ~mg Br~ch
h. Sm Fox,Chief,HeartDisease& StrokeControlProgr~
M, ~wd Friedlander,AssistantDirectorforCO- cations
andPublicInfo~tion
~. ~ Gilmr,Progr- }.ssist~ceBranch

.

I@.C~les Hilsenroth,AssistantDirectorfor-e~nt
}&.RobertJones,Chief,Pro- Assist~ceBranch
Ws. brraineKyttle,Officeof GrantsRetiew
~. Gregorykwis, Chief,Grmts ~~g~nt Br~ch
Dr.Rich@ ~egold, AssociateDLwctorforHW @erations& ~veloP~nt
Dr.~ank Mk, Chief,OperationsResearch& SystemWysis ~ch
~.’jRolmdPeterson,Assist~tDirectorforPlanning& Evaluation

“jmha Phillips,AssociateDirectorforGrantad’ContractPOlicY;:::’
~;~,~loslavRechcigl, speci~ Assistantto theDirectorforNutritionWd HeathA.-.

~. DonaldRiedesel,ExecutiveOfficer,CDC
~. Richard~ssell,Officeof Grmts Retiew
~s. JudySilsbee,AssistantDirectorforGrantsReview
m. m~aret Slom, AssociateDi~ctorforor-zation~ Li~son

Dr.
Dr.
Dr.
m.
m.
Dr.
Dr.
Dr.

L. G. Christianson,VeteransAmstration
J. H. mop, A. D.Little,~c.
FrederickFeatherstone,HSWoA

ch~les Rosenberger,NCI ,
JohnPendleton,NCHS&~ -
R. A.W~kington,~ -.
EugeneVeverka,m
WillimJ. Zukel,~



;,...-

Fromthe PanelstotheReviewComtittee
(OnProjectsOfly)

TecWcally Sottiad capablydirected
Feasibleunderspecifiedconditions
Unapprovableon technic~gmwtis

momthe ReviewCotittee totheIiationalAdvisorYComcil .
(On~jects)

‘ApprovalI - Additionalfundsrecommended
ApprovalII- No additioti~ds recommended

~n-approvalI - b??ropriateforD~ funding
Non+pprov~II - Re~sionrequ~d

Noactiont~en - Needadditionalinfomtion
> Needsitevisit

NeedComcildecision.

(OnWtfi Applications)

Appmv~
Approv~withspecificcoalitions
Deferral
ReturnforRevision

-ppropriateforD~ funding
..

Disapproval- ,,

FromtheNationalAdvisoryComciltotheAWtistratOr
(On~tire Applications)

,.

Approval
Approvalwithspecificconditions
(asrecomedd bythe’ReviewCotitteeorothers)

Deferral
ReturnforRevison
Disapprov~- ~ppmpriate forD~ ~ding

..,,#.,-...,
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B~JsN~~,Michael J.Y
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professorofMedicine
WayneStateUniversity
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Director
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PresidentandChiefE----..+’
~ylor CollegeofMediclrle
Houston,Te=s 77025

(72) ~,

weuu~ive Officer. . —.---

“professorad C~im
DepartmentofSmgeV
CollegeofMeticine

-ST, BruceW.,1~.D.(71)
ChiefofPediatrics
GreenClitic
70g~uth Vie~ Street ~ -“,.;
wston,~uisima 71270 ““ - -

~q~~J,I~A~,Clar!~ H. > MQDS(72)
CoIlsul.tantinNeurol”w
1.,~yoClinic
~~O~hester,l~irmesot~55902

~lTJ~EGRINO,~mlwd D.,M.D. (70)
VicepresidentfortheHealthSciences
andDimctOrof theCenter
StateUniversityof Ne~~York
StonyBrook,Newyork 1179°

-~pi~,Alfr~l~.,MoDC(70),
Regio~lDirector
RegiO~lMeclical~op
5Z5WestJeffersonStreet
~ise, Idaho 83702

RmH, RussellB.,M.DO(73)
240West41stStreet
EriejPe~sYlv~a 16508

ViceSpewerof theHouseof
~legatesoftheAmeric~Medic~
Association

s~~OLTZ,,l~flack1.,M.D.
(70)

StateHealthCotissioner
StateDep~”tmentof Health

.

fic~ond,Virginia23219 ..

m, !ih.Cwtis (71)
UnitedRubber>corkJ‘in?leummd
PlasticIlorkers’of Werlca
87southHi@ Street
~on, Ohio 44308

H~~S, Jo~ R.,M.D. (70)
-- Dmector

~ecutiveVicePresident
PeMion’andInsmanceDepmtment

UniversityofWashington WYCKOFF>Vrs● ‘lorence‘“
(72)
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