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DEPARITIENTOF HEALTH,EDUCATION,AND WEIJ?~
PUBLICHIXLTHSERVICE

NationalAdvisoryCouncilon Regimal Medical-pro~~

Yinutesof the EighteenthMeeting &/ ~/

,~cember16-).7, 1969

The NationalAdvisoryCouncilon RegionalMedicalProgr’m
convenedfor its eighteenthmeetingat 8:30 a.m., Tuesday,
December16, 1969, in ConferenceRoom 4, Building31, NationaJ-
Insti.tutesof Health,Bethesda,Pkuyland. Dr. StalleYw. Olson,
DirectorjRegionalMedicalProgramsServicepresidedfor the
Administrator,HealthServicesand NEntal
who was unableto attendthe m%ting.

The Councilmemberspresentwere:

Dr. MichaelJ. Brennan Dr.
IX. BlandW. Cannon Dr.
Dr. EdwinL. Crosby (12/16 onlY) D...
Dr. MichaelE. DeBakey Dr.
Dr. BruceW. Everist Dr.

HealthAdministrationj

C1.arkH. Millikan
FdmundD. Pellegrino
AlfredM. POPHEL
RussellB. Roth
Mack I. Shanholtz

‘~: Jo~ R. Hogness (12/16 otiy) ]Vrs.FlorenceR. Wyckoff

A listingof RMP staffn-embers,and others attendingis appended.

CALLTU O.RDZRAND OPENINGRFMARKS

IlactorOlsoncalledthe meetingto orderat 8:30a.m.

ANNOUNCEMENTS

It was notedthat ~ctor Hognesswas meetingwith the Councilfor
the lasttimepriorto his resi~tion to acceptan ~point~nt to
a Committeeadvisoryto the DirectQr.of the NationalInstitutes
of Health.

,

Proceedingsof’~etings are restrictedunlessclearedby the Office
of the Administrator,HSMHA. The restrictionrelatesto allmateri.al.
submittedfor discussionat the meetings,the supplexn?ntalmaterial,
and all otherofficialdocuments,includingthe agenda.

For the record,it is notedthatmembersabsentthemselvesf?rornthe
meetingwhen the Councilis discussingapplications:(a)fromtheir

respectiveinstitutions,or (b)j.nwhicha conflictof iritereStmight
.:.::‘ “—
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COTWIDERATIONOF FUTUREMEETIIKDATES—— .— .—

The datesof March31–April1, 1970 and ~cember 8-9,1.970 were
confirmed.The July 14-15datewas changedto July 28-29,1970.

03NSIDE.RATIOIJOF MIIRJTESOF THE AUGUST1969 MEETING—

The Comcil unanimouslyreco.rmmdedapprovalof the August26-27,
1969,,weting as written.

EXTENSIONOF LEGISLATION-- Proposedand In Planning

Dctor Chadwickcalledthe attentionof the Councilto the two
legislativeproposalsfor extensionof RegionalMedicalProgramsthat
havebeenintroducedintothe Houseof Representatives.Theseare
HouseBill 14284introducedby CongressmanHarleyO. Staggers
(D.WestVirginia)and HouseBill 14486introducedbyCongressman
PaulG. Rogers(D.Florida). He reviewedbrieflythe contentsof
each,-particularlyas theymodif’ythe currentlegislation.He
alsoreportedhis understandingthatSenatorRalphYarborough
(D.Texas)is preparingstillanotherproposalto be introducedinto
the Senatesometimelaterin the session.

Councilwas remindedof the formalrecomndation, whichit made
at the timeof the Augustmeeting,thatthe scopeof the authority
of TitleIX be expandedto includeKidneyDiseaseexplicitiya.ndthat
the expandedauthoritybe administeredunderthe RegionalMedical
ProgramsService. hctor Chadwickreportedthatthisrecommendation
was forwardedpromptlyfor considerationby theAdministrationin its
own plansfor developmentof legislativeproposals.He saidthathe
had had severalindicationsthat sucha planwas includedin the
legislativeproposalbeingpreparedby SenatorYarborough.

A. Projectionsof AvailableRescw_rces-- 1970and 1971

EoctorOlsonreviewedfor the Councilthe currentstatusof the
AppropriationlegislationforFY 1970. The proposalcurrentlyunder
considerationin the Smate had been forwardedby the Houseof
Representativeswith a substantialcuthavingbeenappliedto the
Administration’soriginalbudgetproposal. The net effectof the
legislativeprocessto datewouldallow$’73-5~llion for Regional
MedicalPrugramgrants.

I
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.IkxtcrOlson
to p~o,;ecta
&I;Lrl~ a~~i~j.;&S irl~!’k?55 fk~ons,. , leavinga lxila-meof s~.i@tly
over ?4 rd.1.hn ‘h “LeLj5eq ~0 find qx?ratbila.1 progmrm i.nthe
Regionswhichstillhare onlyplanmh-lggromts. The Division
estixnat~sthat a totalof approxirr-ate~y$6+!5millionwill.
be approvedby the lktionalAdvisoryCouncilduringFY 1970 for
the initiationof operationalgrzmtsin ten of the renxiining
elevenFk@ons. This allowsno marginfoi-inflatioilof costs
or for new.fundingof my supplemwtal.activitiesin operational
Regions.

The Councilreconfirmedits previouslystatedpositionby voting
unanimouslyin supportof DoctorOlsonrsstatedintentionto
adopt,as firstpriorityfor FY B70 and N7~t~e ~d~ of
operationalgrantsto all 55 Regionsas they are approvedfor such
fundingby the NationalAdvisoryCouncil. Tk@rewas considerable
discussionof’a varietyof proposalsfor reallocationof grant
dollarsin orderto make this fundingpossible. *

e +Therewas essentialagreementthatreallocationcouldFive a
favorableeffectonly if prioritiescan be agreedupon for
administrationof the prugrarfl.I%ctorl?ellegrinosuggestedthe
followingfivestepstowardaccomplishingtheseends: (l.)Each
new initialrequestshouldbe examinedcarefullyto determine b
‘hetheror not it Nill improvecooperativearrangementsin the ,
Region. (2)Carefulattentionshouldbe givento the progress
of Regior..,lMedicalProgram awl their conponentprojectswhen
theyare reviewedfor renewal. (3) Requestsfor purchaseof ~“or ‘
hardwareshouldbe closelyexamined,eliminatingall but those
which are absolutelyessentialand for whichno othersourceof
fundingis available. (4)Atter,tshouldbe made to increase,
wheneverpossible,the concentrationof programefforton the
specificallyrelatedcategoricaldisease. (5)Careshouldbe taken
to identi~~projectactiviteswhichcan serveas rodelsand to avoid
unnecessary duplicationof thesemodelsamongand btithinindividual
Regions. ..

B. AnniversaryReview.- .4Wqy to hok at l?rqgnmAspectsof RMP

Baseduponthe foregoingd~-scussionof budgetlimitations,both
in the currentyearand as pmjectecl,DoctorOlsonposedseveral
questionsregzvdingthe cmtinued developmentof RegionalMedieal
Ilrograms.throughoutthe rationas organizationalentities. (1)What
kid of organizationsshouldthe 55 RegionalMedicalProgramsbe?

e (2)What kindof programsshouldthey plan for and institute?

.........-.
few years,it is apparermthatprojectdeve~oprrmt,review,and
implementationcannotrepresentthe total,nor eventhe dominant
activityof RegicnalMedicalProgramcore staffs. DoctcwOlson
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su~gestedam altemati-veconceptof Re,gionalMedicalPrograms
‘as‘lch:myagents.” He relatedthis conceptto the wed for
op~~t~ofl~l~nd OrgaIXhatiOI-lf’k.y;.bi~ityin ~~chof t!leRegions
ratherthanthe stabj.litywhichRegicmshave soughtand cOntinUe
to seekin operatinga projectgrantprogram.

Thereis agreemnt on the part of’all membersthatthe Council
m~st continueto acceptresponsibilityfor settingbroadNational
prioritiesforthe program. ‘Theyrecogrdzethe -Wing impoti.ante
of the developmentof an arran:;ementby whichthey can assess
the prug~essof individualRegiofisin implementingthesepriorities
‘andin actuallyaffecting~he patternsof cleliveryof carein the
areasthey serve.

Pies.Phillipsreviewedthe Division’sproposal.for a systemof
“AnniversaryReview”whichhas been studiedand refinedby an
ad hoc Subcommitteeof representativesof boththe ReviewCommittee. —
and Counciland has alsobeendiscussedby the ReviewCormnittee.

Therewas generalagreerrmtwith EDctorMlllikan’sassessmentof
the AnniversaryReviewproposalwhichhe summarizedas being
“ ‘erlerallvmeritoriousbut requiringextremecarein its implemen-g -
tation.”“Y1e pointedespeciallyto itspotentialfor rewarding
Regionalachievementbut to the possibility,on the otherh~d
of its servingto penalizeRegionswhoseslowerstartresulted
fromthe-timingof theirinitialoperationalapplication.There
was agreementthatthe implementationof a systemof Anniversary
Reviewwillemphasizethe need for the Councilto havea set of
welldefinedprioritiesagainstwhichtheymay evaluateRegional
MedicalProgramsbothnow and over time. DoctorBren.nanwarned
against‘Tcannonizinga systemof distributionof resourceswhich
cameaboutby chance.”

Mr. Paul\Jard,who representedthe Coordinator’sSteeringCommittee
at the Councilmeeting,pointedout the advantagesand disadvantages
of sucha systemto the chiefadministrativeofficersof Regional
?ledicalPrograms,notingespeciallytheirvulnerabilityto local
pressuresfor allocationof “flexiblemonies.”

DoctorDeEhkey&commendedcautionin the developmentof restrictive
guide-lineswhichcodd-stiflethe wholeconceptof regionalization,
wnichhe said was ‘~isualizedirrthe originallegislationas the
mechanismof carryingout the purposesof the program. It is his
opinionthat the Cmncil shouldconcentrateon the developmentof
standardsby meansof whichregions’ progresstowardsthe programs
objectivescouldbe measured, ratherthanon attemptingto change
the basicprogramo“:]jectives.‘These,he remindedthe gro.uP~were
establishedby law.

FinalCcmcil act;w on.the alnfi’.~ersarvrevfevnvcrmal was nest.naned
.
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Followingthe discussionof priorities(ItemC below)the Council
‘Ic,] endo:rsedIXxctorCannon’soriginalmotionreturnedto a.niii~r.~~?~~:>d~.y

for approva]-, i-nprinciple,of the anrkiversaryreviewconcept,with
a ~ugge~tionto st~”f thattheybegin to work with selectedregions

in the a.cl~.inistrativeorgard.zationc)ftheirprQgrarEalongthese
lines,and with the furtherstipulationthatthe Guidelinesfor-—.—
EILbility anti~ C&itcriaTor Ixqxovalsectionsof the Artiverswy.—-.—
%view documenth=-restu:~.ie.“-M restructuredin linewith the
findingsof the specialsuk’....fitteeof Councilon priorities.

c. NationalPriorities-- HOW theywill Affect~d ~fillbe Affected
by RM2?Sand H$=A Str’a,te’

The Council.recognizedthe necessityof reachinggeneralagreement
aboutthe natureof the prQgramand its objectivesbeforeit would
be po~si,bleto considera n& prqg’amm=cw~ suchas ‘vers~
Review. Therewas also,however,a considerabledifferenceof
opinionas to what ki.nil.of a pro~am RegionalMedicalPrograrnSiss
and is becoming. .

DoctorD@a.&y recalled1::’termsof the presentlegislation,and
the legislativehistoryTxiuchUIogd the program’splacementwithin
the NIH; sincein sumnaryitsmajorpurposewas carryingfol=ward
the work of NIH. It is his opinionthattheshift of the program
intoHSMHAwas for easeof or@m.izationand manageumt and not to -
changeits goalsor directions.

bctor Hozne~sexpressedgeneralagreementwith thisposition,
statingt;hatwithinthe lastsixrronthshe has been increasingly
i.rmx%sedwiththe importanceof maintainingRIIP’sunique
ca~abilityto carryon activitiesof this kind;especiallyas the
effortsof otheragenciesme tsingdirectedto the developmentof
broa~scaleprQgramsto met mL-tinmmrequirementsfor healthcare
serviceof specialpopu-:‘:iongroups.,

DoctorDel?akeyand DoctorHognessboth emphasizwlthe increasing
importanceof Regional;~kdicalProgramsconcentra:tigits limited
fundingresouzzceson ths improvementof the aualityof care.
They citedthe example~f the trewsndousdol~=;estment in
Medicarewhichhas admi’~tedlyimprovedthe deliveryof careto
one clearlydefinedgrmp of individuals(thoseover 65) but has
completely“tippedthe balancein the system”at the expenseof
medicalresearchtrainl:+and education.Whileagreeingwith the
need for the developr:~s~-~.:”-;mqg’~ guidelties,they st~ngly
recormnendthat Councilat~emptto keepthem sufficientlyflexible
‘-.. 1..,....~,..-.:r.:.,(,~-?m’‘ advm--~ arising.fmmresearchand clinic~-“..L ,+...~

theirimplementation.
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hedbh care. ‘dhAherthishas beenas a resultof “thefarsightedness
of the frs.r[:srsof t~ne-legi.sl~~t-l(>r~or by serendipity,”he believes
that,tcm p~~ior~.tymust be givento r:~int”ainirgand fln”therencourag%
thesecioperativc+arranger~entsand communicationsand that only
secondaryemphasisplacedon the cl~:l.iveryof care,the development
or acquisitionof’hardware,or concentrationon any specific
\dlseas.e entities.

DOCtO:oI&man expressedanotherapproachto the matterof Program
prior:lties.He viewedthermst successfulRegionsas beingthose
whichlx~,vedevelopedeffectivecore staffand operationalmechanisms
~lichSW2 ~ringinaaboutchangewhetheror not the changesare those—.—,.
‘Authorized”in the ]aW. He sup~eststhattwo kindsof “technology”
must be erlployed:(1)the translationof“newadvancesin,health
care”into “improved.resourcesfor healthcare;”and (2)the We
of thoseresourcesto bringaboutactualimprovementin care. He
used as arnexamplethe controlof cervicalcancerin a certain
geoga;phicarea. He statedthat by the applicationof new advances
we know “how”to control.the disease,but thatwe stilldQ not know
exactlywhatare the costsand effectsof variousapproachesto
the use of’thisknoviledge.It is his opinionthatthe development
of t,hissecoti“technology”is an importantR!@ function.

At the ope.ni.ngof the afternoonsessionof’the meeting,Doctor
Olsonbrieflyreviewedthe fo~egoingdiscussion.In respome to
DoctorPellegrino’smotion,the Councilrecommendedthattherebe
createda subcommitteeon prioritieswhichwouldincludeone or
tulo~~:ilbersof the ReviewCotittee and at leastone rep?2&X32tatiVe
of the RegionalMedicalProgramsCoordinators’SteeringComrrrittee.
It was furtheragreedthatthereshouldbe closeworkingliaison
betweenthissubcommitteeand the one previouslyconvenedto
considerthe matterof AnniversaryReview.

As a possiblepointof departurefor the deliberationsof this
group,DoctorEveristoffereda seriesof fourprioritieswhich
he followsin consideringRegionalMedicalPrograms: (1)Tne
qual.itysfthe cor~program- the personalqualificationo~the
staffmembers;them cap=lity of developingand handling
inforxutionbetweenzmd amongthe core staff,the cooperating
agenciesin the Regicn,andthe nationallevel;(2)the effectiveness
of the corepro~= - whichhe believescan be judgedalmost
=~on the extent>effectiveness,and pemnence of the cooperative
arrang~~r~fitsWhichare developedand dWelOpiI’Ig;(3)the
access~bilityof t~e coreprovam -_—— ..... its responsiveness= needs
for serm.cesand t~isdegreeof regionalizationof servicesby means
of RMP projectmoniesand otherwise;and (4)the capacityof the
coreprogram- to be judgedby the continuingenlargementof the
=r=~ both careand informationin the Region.
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legislativeauthority,the Council.a.greedon the necessityof a
specialmeeting~.fthe entirsCouncil.tc reviewthe recommendations
of the sutconriittee.Sucha meetingwas tentativelyset for Monday,
E&ch 2, 1970.

IbctorOlsonreviewedfor the Councilthe eventsleadingto the
~lg~i’~tionof the Divisionof ChronicDiseasewith the
Divisionof RegionalMedical.Progr’arr]sto formthe Regional
MedicalPrograrmService,and the subsequentdiscontinuanceof
fiveof the categoricalprogramswhichhad beenpart of the.
ChronicDiseaseDivision. ,

“Dwtor Del%keyaskedthatthe Councilconsiderseriously’the
effectof’the phase-outof theseprograms“asa furtherdiminution

of the grarrdtotalof all Federalfundsavailableto fightthe
cateOgyxicaldiseases(includingresearch!tr-~~ educations
clinicalstudies,servicedemmstrations~etc.),” Therewas
a generalexpressionof concernand the Councilrequestedthat
the staffpreparean analysisof activitiesof theseprograms
anc~the Administration’splansf’obtheircontinuation.They

alsorequestedthat Pxvtherdiscussion]of this issue,basedon
theirbetterunderstandingof the programsand theirpotential.,
be placedon the agemdaof the nextmeetingof the National
AdvisoryCouncil.

Briefprmgressnotesfromeachof the three.rwdning pmgy’am
Branches(ClearinghouseforNutritionand Health,Clearinghouse
for Moking and Health,andthe KidneyDiseaseControlProgram)
werepresented. DoctorOlson:“eportedbrieflyon the White
Houseconfe~nce on Food,~~trition,and Healthand SOIEOf the
activitiesbeingplannedby the Nutritionand Healthprogram
for carryingout someof the recommendationsof the Confer+.mce.
He mentionedspeciallythe workon a seriesof ccn.ractsfor
connunitynutritiondemonstrationprojectsto ascertainwhether
the capacityfor deall~ngwithmalnutrition can be substantially
increasedby usinga primaryhealthcaremechanismas an o’ut-
reachto the community.Closetieswill be sought with local
Regionalklical pro~ams to coordinatetheseefforts.

R?@ PARTICIPATION;I!JlLANNIllGCOMPREHENSIVEHEALTHSBiRVICEPROGRAMS

The staffreportedincreasingnumbersof.’inquiriesconcerning
the appropriateroleof individualRegionalMedicalProgram
staffs,arrdutilizationof RNP grantdollars,in comprehensive
c!mwnu.rr!t?~ke:ltk-=..-:pePre,cAw.ns.After somediscussionof

..

SL-V<-L’,A.L“1>=4..,..... . . -.> ... --.....;:.-4.<:-:’JLWL.L...L;LLJLJ’
to delegateto the .Di&ctor,RegionalMedicalProgramsService,
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the au.thorit.yto achinistratiwlyapproverequests,which
bearRegionalAdvisc;yGroupapproval,for reallocationof
Regiofi~.I~{edical~ro~~~~res~~~ce~(personnelar@’ordollars)
for’participationiriplanningof’comprehensivehealthservice
pros&amsfor communitj.eswithinthe
not includeor i.mpl.ycormnitm<’lltfor
yearof planningnor i.nvolvem?nti.n—
of the services.

VIII . REVIEWOF APPLICATIONS

region. Suchapprovalmay
continuationbeyondone
the provisionor f’im.ncing

A. Issuesrequiringclarificationand interpretationof
policyguidelines

1. Cardiopulrn~naryResuscitationTraining

Afterhearinga reportfromDoctorOlsonof his discussion
of thismatterwithDr. CampbellMoses,MedicalDirector,
AmericanHeart}.ssociation,the Councilwas reassured’
that its positionin regardto RMP supportof projects
of thiskindwas entirelyin keepingwiththe positionof
the Americm 1le~tAssociation.Councilthereforevoted
unanimouslyto restate, as a formalpolicyguideline,
the positionit had adoptedat the timeof the August
meetingin regardto a groupof pendingprojects:

RegionalMedicalProgrm grantfundingfor
projectsin cardiovascularresuscitationtraining
is to be limitedto trainirgactivitieswhich
are directedprincipallyto medicaland allied
healthpersonnelwho are employedin hospitals
and in otherin-patientfacilities,or in out-
patientor emergencyfacilitiesoperatedby or
directlyrelatedto institutionsin whichfollow-up
careis immediatelyavailable,

2* KidneyDisease

ApplicationsframthreeRegionalMedicalPrograms
(Wisconsin,JJewYorkMetropolitanand,Metropolitan
Washington,D. C.) proposeexpensiveprojectsin various
aspectsof end-stagecareof chronicrenaldisease. In
discussingtheseparticularproposals,Councilreconsidered
the policyguidelinethat it adoptedin May 1969. It was
agreedthatthe policyremainsperfectlyappropriatebut
it is becomtigincreasinglydifficultto applyin the
caseof the vei-ycomplicatedand coinplexprojectapplications
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of the kchxlrepresentedby thesethree
mm% of which,Co’.lilcilwas informedby
currentlyin tb.ereviewprocess.

zind a.buut eight
staff,are

Councilctkcussedagainthe futilityof attempti.riito.
“provide,ur~erthe present@ currentlyprojected
~~~ budget,prO&%TS likethesein all 55 of the
Regions. Theywere alsoremindedof the facttlrat

— -..,. it is possi~lethatkidneydiseasemay be targetedfor
specialconsiderationin extensionof RegionalMedical
Programlegislationnextyear.

Afterconsiderationof a numberof optionsthe Council
recommendedthat action on the threespecificproposals
be deferredat this time. They alsorequestedcontinued
studyof the rratterby staffand the preparationof
proposeddraftguidelinesfor Council’scomideration .
at a latermeeting.

3. CategoricalRelevance

In this roundof reviewthe ReviewComdttee was unable
, to coreto a finalrecommendationon a.numberof projects

the subjectsof whichtheyfeltwere of questionable
relevanceto the purposesof RegionalMedicalPrograms.
Thesewere grouped.underfourheadingsand includedthe
trainingfor and implementationof HomeHealthAide programs
(WesternPennsylvaniaR~lPand New YorkMetropolitanFWIP), .
trainingand demonstrationsof perinatalnnnitoring
(CaliforniaRMP and IndianaR~), trainingfor and implementation
of a nutritionprogramfor rural poverty.groups(Ohio
StateFOP),and productioncf a set of audio-visualaids
principallyfor in-servicetraining of medicalstudents
and housestaff (FloridaRMP).

In consideringthe matterof the “relevance”of component
activitiesof any RegionalMedicalProgram,the Council
generallyagreedwithEoctorMillikan’sstatementthat
ratherthan beinga matterof its directrelationshipto
one of the diseaseentitiesmentionedin TitleIX, a
projectshouldbe reviewedaccordingto five basicconsiderations:
(1)is it a validscientificexperiment;(2)is it a model
for educationalexperience;(3) is it somethingotherthan
a directpatientservice;(4) will it open communications
channelsfor improvedlocaland Regionalarrangementsthat
willhelp to reachthe longrangegoal.of the Regional
MedicalProgram;and.(5)is it somethingthat shouldbe

o
replicatedin this cr anotherRegion? Thesequestionswere
~v.,y.~~.?,~~- .-,.- ~~---:,-4 -----.-~-.-,-~1, -, m,-, r-i= .-, -, ..-! .7 ., + ,. f-..- ,. ,,,.a~,a

. . . . . .. . . . . . . . ... . . . . . . . .+.
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4. GeneticCounseling—-

(SeeDiscussionof WesternNew YorkRegiorlal.MedicalProm)

1/
Fkcormdations forActioJn——. —

.

The Councilagreedto recordtheirrecommendationsm the
slipg@lyalteredformatwhichwas proposedby the staff
and alreadjadoptedby the technicalpanelsand the Review
Committee(AppendixI),

ALABWQ REGIONALMEIICALPROGIWl

12/69.1 - OperationalSupplement- Approvalwiththe specific

-ions as detailedby the ReviewCommittee.

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

ARKANSASREGKYML MEDICALPROGWY

12/69.1- OperationalSupplement- Approvalwith specific
~o~diti-onSas detailedby the ReviewCommittee.

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

CALIFORNIARFGIONtAL~ICAL PRCG~

12/69.1- OperationalSupplement- Approvalwith specificconditions

as follows:

Project #41 -

Projecti44.-

Non-apprOVdII = The revisedapplication
to answer,as far as possible,the
questionsraisedby the sitevisitteam
and the ReviewComnitteeJand to be
studiedby a specialtechnicalpanel.
Approvalwiththe conditionsspecified
by the ReviewCorrmittee. (Centinued)

1/ All amountsare directcostsonly andunlessothexzwjisespecified
referto 12-monthperiods.

The designation01, 02,etc.relatesto the first,second,etc.,

budgetperiodsof the subjectapplication,not necessarilythe

o

bud,@ periodsthatwillactuallybe supplemented.
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project#46 -

Project//’47 -
Project#48 -

Project/+19-
Project#50 -

~Project ;51 -

Project#52 -

Project#53 -

Apprtwalwiththe conditionsspecified
by the ReviewConmittee.
Withdrawn.

i,.:

Approvalwith the conditionsspecifiedby
the ReviewCorrrnit’Cee.
Non-approvalI.
ApprovalI
Non-approvalI (theinappropriateness
of thisprojectfor RegionalMedical
Programfundingwas basedon the bmcil’s
opinionthattrainingof this kind is
the legitimateconcernof the-hospitals
and clinicalpathologistsas a p@ of
theirregila.rin-servicetrain3ngactivities.)
Approvalwith the conditionsspecifiedby
the ReviewCommittee,and to be studied
by the specialtechnicalpanel.
Non-approvalII.

~
01-$569,776 02- $526,C65 O3-$52O,31O

COLQRAIWWYOMINGREXIo~ ~~cfi p~~~

12/69.1, 12/69.2, w69.3 - W rationalSupplement- Approval .

with specificconditionsas follows:

Project#15 -

~ject #16 -

project#17 J

~ject KL8 -

Approvalwith the conditionsspecified
by theReview Cormittee.
Approval.II = Councilconcurswith
the Reviewcommitteeand further
recommetisthatthe “coordinationt’
functionsproposedhere t~ carried
out withinthe existingcore staff
fmn-ework.
ApprovalI with the conditionsspecified
by the ReviewCortrnittee.
Appr+cmdwiththe conditionsspecified
bv the ReviewComnitteeLn the amunts
c~nsideredappropriateby the staff.

01-$117,505 02-$127,714 03-$24,944

12/69.1 -op eratioml Supplement(Includhgrenewalof core support)_

(Continuti)
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FI.QRIDAiREGIOfiJ&Li’v’-EI121CALPROGRhM(Continued)

Approvalwith specificconditionsas follows:

Core- ApprovalI for one yearas specifiedby
the ReviewCommittee.

Project#28- Approval1.
Project#29 - Non-approvalII
porject#30 - Non-approvalII
Project#31 - Non-approvalI (theinappropriateness

of thisprojectforRMP fundingis
basedm the Council’sopinionthat
thisprojectis designedprincipally
forthe educationof rnedic~,students
md housestaffand has no plan for
regionaloutreachor for the encouragement
of cooperativearrangements).

Project#32 - Non-approvalII

‘43,37001-+ 02-$725,180 03-$45,100

4)
NOTE: The Councilfurtherconcurredwiththe ReviewComittee

& in recommendinga sitevisitwhichis speciallydesigned
to assistthe Regionin assessingits entireProgramand
“inbalancingtheactivitiesin the threeareasof the
Region.

HAWAIIRE21ONALMEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1 -ope rationalSupplement- Approval(ofthe COre suPPle~nt
only)with specificconditionsas detailedby the ReviewComnittee.

projects12 through16 - Non-approvalII

Comcil f’urtherrecommendedthatno additionalfundsbeyondthis
presentlya.pproveecoresupplementbe approvedfor thisregion
untila sitevisithas beenmade and thereis somefurther
delineationof a plan-bothfor Hawaiiand for the extensionof
programsintoGuamand the TrustTerritories.The sitevisit
is alsoclzirgedwith specificinvestigationof projects#15
and #16 alongthe linesrecommendedby the ReviewCommittee.

01-$87,387 02-$90,295

INDIANAREGIONALMEDICALPRCGRAM

(Continued)
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c~~e Staff’~l~~plemmt - A~pI’OVal

ProjectK!.5- Approval,in Principle,contj~~ent
uponthe findingsof a technical
panel.regaxlingthisparticular
applicationof’peri.natalmonitoringin
clinicalpractice;and upon the submission
of betterevidenceof the relationship
of the projectto regiondizationin
IRMP.

01-$265,445 02-$293,051 03-$43,048

I_YOIJNTA~ REGIONALMDICAL PROGRAM

12/69.1 - OperationalRenewal- Approvalwith specific .
mtions as detal=~ sitevisitteamand with the
adviceand guidanceon the individualprojectsas detailed
by the Revi=wCommittee.

Councilfurtherrecommendsthatthe Regionbe advised.to
undertakean orderlyphase-outof the projectswhichare
predominantly“R&D”and be discouragedfrom furtherdevelopment
of “automatedgadgetry”aspectsof the otherprojects.

01-$2,064,229 02-$2,145,656 03-$2,199,208

04-$123,756 05-$82,504 ~

12/69.2 - Project#25 - Approvalwith specificconditions,for
threeyears,in amountsto be determinedby staffbut not in
excessof the amountsrequested.

01-$165,170 02-$1-61,868 03-$174,130

NOTE: Thisprbjectwas not amongthoseheld for further
considerationof the kidneydiseaseissue (see
VIII,A, 2 of the-Minutes)becauseit had been
revisedto complywiththe existingpolicy
midelines ark.builtintotiecooperativearrange~nts
?mwork whichis the basisof IRMP. Also, it
representsan
the operation
chronicrenal

opportunityfor IRMPto contributeto
of a completeand extremelyhigh quality
diseaseservice.

,
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I.LXJKW’+1Q REGICXNL IEDICAL?ROGIVJF1.—— _.—-.

12/69, 1 - OperationalSupplemerlt”- Disappr>ovd.-—

The Councilconcurredwrith tbe ReviewCommitteein their’
assessmentof’thisproposal. The Region’srequestedwithdrati.

was receivedafterthe applicationhad beendistributedto the
Councilmembers. The Councilagreedwiththe panelsand the
ReviewCommitteethatthe currentproposal-is elaboratelybudgeted
but weakand ill-definedand wcmldrequiremajorrevisionbefore
it couldbe consideredfor f–.––--..:.The Councilconsiderd

the Region’splanto withdrawthe applicationas an opportunity
for developinga revisedproposalto be submittedfor a complete
reviewcycle,of whicha sitevisitwouldprobablybe an appropriate
part.

.

MEUPHIS~IONP~L MEDICALPRCXRAiW

12/69.1- OperationalSuppleme~~-ApprovtiLwith specific
conditionsas detailedby the ReviewCommittee.

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

(Seealso “SpecialActions”at the end of this Section).

METROPOLITANWASHING~N,D. C. REYXONALl~ICU PROGRAM

12/69.1 - operationalSuppleme&- Approvalwith specificcondition

as follows:

project27 -
project28 -

Project29 -
.

project30 -
PrOject+31-

01-$168,369 02

Non-approvalII.
Approvalwiththe contingenciesspecified
by the ReviewCormrLttee.
Approvalwiththe specifiedconditions
describedby the ReviewCom.n.ittee.
Non-approvalII.
Deferralfor furtherconsideration
(seeSectionVIII,A, 2 of the Minutes).

-$54,471 03-$55,860

12/69.2 - Opew-tionalSupplement- Councilconcwed withthe
recommendationof the ReviewCorrmitteefor non-approval.

project32 - Non-approvalI.
n -r~,-...



12/69 .I - operationalSupplement- ApPmvd.

‘lTheCouncilagreedwith the i~ortance of the questionsraised
by the.ReviewCommitteeall of whichhad alsobeen identified
in the processof reviewof’thisprojectat the locallevel,
Answersto thesequestions,preparedin responseto the MRMP
reviewprocessand submittedto the Divisiontoo late for
considerationby the ReviewCom’rdttee,were foundto be
adequateby the Council. Theythereforerecomnendapprovalof
thisprojeet.

m -$74,400 02-$77,139

MISSISSIPPIREGIONAL1~ICAL PRCGFAM

12/69.1 - OperationalProjectRenewal- Approval.with the
~ific conditionsdescribedby the ReviewCon?nittee.

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

(15 Months)

MISSOURIREGIONALMEDICALPROGRAM

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

TheNationalAdvisoryCouncilconcurredwith the recommendation
of the sitevisitorsand the ReviewCormnitteethatthe extension
of the conmonentsof the MissouriRegionalMedicalPmgra be

for t~ee monthsendingJune 30, 1970.approved,as requested,
($995,152).

~ject #46 -

Project#47 -

Approvalwith the specificconditions
recommendedby the ReviewCommittee.
Non-approvalII, accordingto the
recommendatiorlsof the sitevisitors.

-.

01-$1.55,995 02-$160,237 03-$173,094

KIJNT’AINSTATESREGIO1012MEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1 - Operational~~ppleme~t- Approvalwith specific
conditionsdetailedby zhe ReviewComnittee.

01 - ffjL1.7yj m? -$109,071 03-$110,209
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NI!WJ“ERSEYPEGIOML_MEGICAL‘FRO(WWi.—

12/69.1 - Ooerational~nmlemmt - Approvalwith the conditions—.— — ..—_.—
-led by the ReviewCom:dttee.

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

—----- ...

NEW YORKMETRO!?OLTTANREGIOIULMEDICALPRCGRAM

12/69.I.- operaticmalS.Ippl~iK213t - Apprcwalwith specificconditions.

Project#10 - Def’erralfora sitevisit, If the
visitorsare persuadedthatthe project

*

1

e

is (1)feasibleand (2)relevantto the
New YorkMetropolitanRegionalMedical
Program(seeSectionVIII,A, 3 of the
‘Minutes)the proposalshouldbe revised
accordinglyand resubmitted.

Project#11 - ApprovalI withthe adviceprovidedby
the ReviewCotrmittee.

l%oject#12 - ApprovalI withthe adviceprovidedby
the ReviewCommittee.

PrOject#13 - Deferralfor a sitevisitand possible
revision(seeSectionVIII,A, 2 of the
Minutes).

01-$144,446 02-$147,823

NOKI’HCAROLINAREGIONALMEDICA.LPROGRAM

03-$156,501

12/69.1 - operationalSupplement- Approvalwith specificconditions.

project#24 - ApprovalII. Councilbelievesthatthis
can be donethrou@ the corestaffwithout

- additionalfundsbeingassignedto a
specificproject.

Project#25 - ApprovalI.

01,-$43,443 02-$44,374 03-$45,309

NORTHLANDSREGIONALMEDICALIPROGRAM

l~;f,<r>~r... .: .-,- . . .._.
,,...,,...-,,,.p] .:-f. ,- .,..:flj~-~f., .:. .:-:-’! .:,(::::,

. .

J?rvjeJc,723- .@prmal 1.
Project#12 - ApprovalI withthe adviceprovidedby

the ReviewCormnittee.
(Continued)
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Projeet 13 - ApprovalI with the.specificconditions
detailedby t]~~ReviewCommittee.

~ject 14 - Approvali contingent upm the submission
by the proposerof evidencesatisfactory
to staffthat they are workingwith the
AmericanAcademyof Opthamolo=,md the
AMA Councilon IZducationtowardsthe
developmentof theircurriculumand
trainingstandards.

01-$248,670 02-$219,512 03-$142,953

NORTHMESTERiiOHIOREGIOIIALMEDICALPROGRAM
.,
.

12/69.1- OperationalSupplement- Returnfor Revision.

The Council.concurredwith the ReviewCommitteein each of Its
recommendations.

OHIOSTATEREGIOiNALMEDICALPIK12RAM

12/69.1 - Q erationalSupplement- Approvalwith specific
conditions.

Project15 - ApprovalI with the contingencies
detailedby the ReviewCommittee.

project16 - Non-approvalII withthe adviceof
the ReviewConmi.ttee.

Project17 - Non-approvalI. .

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

PUERTORICOREGIONALMEDICALPFOGP~

12/69.1 - InitialOperational- Approvalwith specificconditions.

The Councilconcurredif_th the ReviewCorrmitteein its
recommendationsthatth~.sRegionbe awmrdedoperationalstatus,
and in theirreco,mmenda.~;ionsregardingeachof the individual
applicationcomponents.The Councilalsorequestedthat staff
makevery certainthatthe disapprovalof Project#8 does not
serveto discouragethe developmentof strokeactivitiesin
the PuertoRicoRegionaZMedicalProgram.

01- $1,134,087* 02-$1,190,760 03-- $1,20Q,064..

....—
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The C!ou.nciiconcurredwiththe ReviewComnitteej.n[lppr:)v~lw,
thisapplicationfor one year onlyin the amountrcquestmi!

01-$373,573

SUSQUEHANNAVALLEYREGIONAL~~?~cfi!!. PROGRAM.—

12/69.1 - OperationalSupplement- Approvalwith specific
conditions(project#6R only).

The Councilcmcurr’edwflthall of the recorrrnendationso“fthe
ReviewCommittee,both in regardto the individualprojects
and to the Regionas a whole. Theyfurtherspecifiedthat
the staffarrangefor a sitevisitto thisRegionfor purposes
of assistingthe Regionin betterorganizationand delineation
of its Dlansand or.mnizationalarrangements,and in the

‘i,“

e“’
revisiokof project-#16.Councilwas unableto determine
preciselywhichof the trainingco~~onentsof thisproject
were supportableand whichwerenot. Theywere
in furth~rinfozm-ationon the capabilityof the
providetrainingof all thesekindsand in this

alsointerested
hospitalto
depth. >,,

~ject #6R - ApprovalI.
Projects10 through1.6- Non-approvalII.

01-$26,978 02’-$29,425 03-$31,551

TRI-STATEREGIONALMEDICALPROGRAM

12/69.1 - OperationalSupplement(CoreStaffand Plarrrg
Activities)- Approval. -.

‘Me Councilconcurswithtk.erecommendationsof the Review
Cornnitteeand suggeststhat staffconveyto the Regionthe need
for greaterdetailand more specificityin futureapplications--
b-othin presentingprogressto dateand plansforthe future,

01-$1,348,732

12/69.2-

e

operationalti%pplewnt- Approvalwith specific
conditionsas fol.1.ows:

..... ... . ...... -i.~,-.-,d- —

(Continued) .
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TRI-STA~ RR210NAL!K2DICA1JI’R~F~M~(COntinUed).——— —“

project#8 - APp~~d withthe advicespecifictily
set ~orthby the ReviewCO~ttee 9

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

..
-:”-”—---..,-\_. ...

‘VIRGIIJm&GIOlf&”~MEDICAL??ROGMI———

12/69.1 - Initial Operational- Approvalwith specificcotiitions.

The Councilconcurredin the
recommendationof the sitevisitors

@ the ReviewCommitteethatthisRegionbe awardedoper’atid
status. Therewere howeversom ratherspecific~ifferences
of opinionbetweenthe two bcdiesregardi~ jfiivldual-components

and the totalto be a-cd.
The Councilrecomends as follows:

Project#l -

~ject #2 -

&oject #3 -

project#4 -

project#5 -

project#6 -

project#7 -

IpprovalI witinthe specificconditions
ceco~nded by the ReviewCommittee*
~pprovalI as recol~emed by the site
visitorswith the conditionthat the
projectdirectorbe apprisedof the
questionsraisedby the Card.iovascu~
Paneland seekthe necess~y consultation

1

- -.
to findthe answers.
Approval.I with the specificconditiom

recommendedby the ReviewCcmnittee.
ApprovalI as recomend~ by the site
visitors,contingentupon the necessary
certificationof the extendedcare
facilityinvolvd.
Non-approvalII as recormnetiedby both
the Reviewcommitteeand sitevisitors.
Non-approvalII as recommendedby both
the ReviewCommitteeand sitevisitors.
A~~rovalI with the conditiom specified
by the ReviewComd-ttee.

01-$345,695 02- $33°~776 03-$337,375
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conditionsspecifiedin eachcase.

01-$1,494,586 02 -$1,555,984 03 - $1,605,248

12/69.2- operat~onalS~]pn].ement- Approvalwith specificconditions.

The Councilconcurredwith the ReviewComittee in regardto
eachof its recormnetiationson eachof the foursupplemental
projects.

01- $1oo,6II. 02-$46,700 03-$48,570

WESWERNNEW YORKRE?IOIWLMEDICALPROGRAM—

12/69.1 - operational.Supplement- Approvalwith specificconditions.

The Councilconcurredwith the recommendationsof the Review
Committeeon eachof the threecomponentrequests.

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

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

12/69.2 - operationalsupplement- Disapproval.

Aftera greatdealof considerationand reviewof the special
fi~~

informationobtainedby the staffat the requestof the Council
at its lastmeeting,the Councildecidedthatthisproject
proposesthe demonstrationof a techniquewhichhas not yet
been developedto the extentthatit is of primaryimportance
in patientcareand one wlnichis not sufficientlyrelevant

,

to the problemsof the categoricaldiseases. In recognition
of the continuingbasicresearchand clinicalinvestigation
on thistechniquethe Councilhas agreedto reconsider,two
yearsfromnow, its applicabilityto directpatientcare.

WESTERNPENNS”~VANIAR.EGIONALMEDICAL PRCKH?AM

2.2/69.I.- OperaticmalSmi.erent - Non-approvalI.L&-.—

The Councilconsideredthis&.pplicatiionverycarefullyin the
lightof the ReviewCormittee’srequestfor policyguidance
on projectsof this generalnature. AlthouC@theyagreedthat
underappropriatecircumst~~ccesthetrainingand demonstration
of’homehealthaideactivitiescouldbe very relevantto
RegionalNkdicalProgram (seeSectionVIII,A, 3 of the
Tin.;....4.\...\P-.. .:-~.. .~.,-,..,..-.....,,,. ...

~fie~calfiogy~~~~r~CiO~k4Aj”. .-reforerecommendedthatil 1~~’ ‘u1“1:.

otherfundsbe soughtfor th~ pmsu.i.tof thisprogramplan.



Pa& 21.

@ SPECIALACTIONS.——

Four requestsf’or”speci.alactionsby the Councilwere presentedby
the staff’.

ME2’P~S REG1ONMLNFIJICALPl?02PAN— ..—

. The Councilrecommendsapprovalof’the continuationof the activities
::-i@ti~tedunderproject#4, underthe circumtamcespresentedby the
staffJ’for a sufficienttimeto allowthe Regionto submita revised
proposalfor full.operationalprojectsupportfor ReviewComn.itteeand
Councilconsideration.

N&BRASK1l/SO’~DAK~AREllIONA.LMEDICA..LPR~zW

The Councilrecommendsapproval,withoutadditionalfids, of the ‘
reinstatementof the mobileunit aspectof project#4 as presented
and explainedby the staff.

.. “

0H10VALLE% RW?710NALMEDICALPRCG.RA?I

o
In Febr’uwy1969 the Councilapproved.,in principle,a propo~~ to
establisha rmltirhasicscreeningactivityin this region.
approvalwas contingentupon submissionof evidence.that the project,
as conceived,couldbe accomplishedwithinthe limitof the budget
recommended.

The consensusof Councilis t’~t the revisedproposalis acceptable,
althoughthe projectis to be watchedcloselyby stafffor assw~ce
that the necessa-y~rovisionsare beingmade for patientfollow-u-p
and that plansar~ beingpursuedfor supportof the continuityof
this projectbeyondthe two year limitof this grant.

The recommenciationof approvalis reaffirmed.

WISCONSINRFGIOl14LMEDICALPROGRAM

Afterfurtherconsiderationof project#15 and of the entireissue
Regionali’!edicalI?rogransupportof projectsrelatedto controlof
chronicrenaldj.sease(seeSectionVIII,A, 2 of the ?linutes)~the
againdeferredfinalactionon thisapplication.

of

Council

:

,.

.

.
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The mccetingwas adjournedat 12:30p.m.on McembeI.’17, 1969.

-—-----...----- -....

~ Textof the state~ntsand
additionalmateri~s which
weredistributedat the Eeti--g
are availablein the Officeof
the Councilsecretary.

,.

@

I herebycertifythat,to the best
of ~~ knowledge,the foregoingminutes
areaccurateand complete.

Director
Regional.MedicalProgramsService

:....,,

,!3$.!.

.,
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~cember 16-3.7, 1969

cn’HERSA_~G

Dr.
Dr.
Dr.
Mr.
Mr.
Dr.
Dr.
Dr.

L. G. ChristiansonjVeteransAwstration

J. H. Durd.Op,A“ D“ ‘ittle~N~~A
FrederickFeatherstone,
CharlesRosenberger,NCI
John PendletonjNCW&RD
R. A. Walkin@on, NT-M

...

EugeneVeverka,CHS
~lillimJ. Zukel,~J~I

Lj-aiSOrl

.ngBramch
-Program
dcationS

RYIPSSTAFFArI’TEI~ING

~c ~-n~Id”R.Chadtick,DeputyDirector,D~~

Mr. ClevelandChambliss,
Officeof Orgmizatloml ~

Dr.VeronicaConley,ContinuingEducation& Trmi

pr. SamFo>Z,Chief,HeartDisease& StrokeControl

Mr. Edwardl?riedlmder,Assistwt Director
for Con

and publicInfomtion
Mr. ~ Gilwr, Program AssistanceBranch
Mr. (%arlesHilsenroth,

AssistantDirectorforManagemnt

Mr. RobertJones,Chief,pro~m~ AssistanceBranch

Mrs.LorrtineKyttle,
Officeof GrantsReview

Mr. GregoryLewis,Chief,GrantsManageEnt Branch

w. RicM~e@d,
AssociateDirectorforRNP Operations& Development

Dr. FrankMark,Chief,Operations
Reseach & System AnalysisBmch

m

elandPeterson>AssistantDirector
forP~tig & Evaluation

MarthaPhillips,Associate
Directorfor Grant”and ContractPolicy.

“loslavRechcigl,SpecialAssistantto the Directorfor Nutritionand‘ me
Mr. DonaldRiedesel,ExecutiveOfficer,
Mr. Rich@ Russell,Officeof GrantsReview

Mrs.Judy Silsbee,AssistantDirectorfor GrantsReview

Dr.MargaretSloan,AssociateDirectorforOrg~zation~ Litison

Mv. mark zizl’avs~,prowls AssistanceBranch

Health

e
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RECORDINGOF RECOMIFNDATIOl;S—. — —.—

From the Panelst~ the ReviewCommittee
(OnProjectsOnly)

. ... ---- .-._- Technicallysoundand capablydirected------.-...>
‘ Feasibleunderspecifiedconditions

Unapprovableon ~echnical.grourds

Fromthe ReviewConmitteeto the NationalAdvj.soryCouncil ,

(OnProjects)

ApprovalI - Additionalfundsreconrnended
Approval11 - No additionalfundsrecommended

Non-approvalI - Inappropriatefor DR.MPfunding
Non-approvalII - Revisionrequfied ,.

,!~

No actiontaken- Need additionalinformation
Need site visit
Need Councildecision

(OnEntireApplications)

Approval
Approvalwith specificconditions
Deferral
Returnfor Revj.sion
Disapproval- InappropriateforDFi’tPfunding

From the NationalAdvisoryCo-oncilto the Administrator
(OnEntireApplications)

Approval
Approvalwith specificconditions
(asrecomnerdedby the FeviewCommitteeor others)

Deferral
Returnfor Revison
Disapproval- InappropriateforDRMP funding

..
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professorof YIedicine
WayneState University

lIJO, !{.D.(73)
CAMKIN,Bland,~
910MldisonAvenue
,Memphis,Tennessee 38103

Divisionof Neurosurgery
Universityof TennesseeCollege
of Tledicine

CROSBY,~win ‘c> M.D. (71)

Dj_r’ectOr

@

ricm Hos~italAssociation
ica~, Illinois 60611

DeBAKEY,Mic~el E.,
M.D. (72)

Presidentand ChiefExecutive
EaylorCollegeof Medicine
Houston,Texas 77025

Officer

Professorand Chaiw
Departmentof Surgen
Collegeof Medicine

*ST, Bmce w.>1{*D9’71)
Chiefof Pediatrics
&~en Clinic
709 SouthVie- Street ~
Ruston,muisiana 71270 ~~ .

HCGNESS,JohnR., M.D. (70)
Executive Vice President
Universityof Washington
Seattle,Washir@on 98105

e
CHAII14AJi

It3.mundD., M.D.
(70)

pF~JGR~NO,
Vice E+fssj.dentfor’the HealthSciences
and Directorof the Center
StateUniversityof New York
Stony~~ook,New York

11790

POPMA,Alfrd M., I’I.D,(70).
RegionalDirector
Regioml Medical~om
525 West JeffersonStreet
mise, Idaho 83702

RCYllfi,Russell‘“’ M.D. (73)

24o West 41stStreet
Erie,Pen~sYlvaia 16508

Vice Speakerof the Houseof

Delegatesof the Americm Medic~
Association

SH.Al~OLTZ,l’@ckI., M.D. (70)
StateHealthCodssioner
StateDepartmentof Health

.

Richmond,Virginia 23219

TfiHZN, Mr. Curtis (71)
UlfitedRubber,Cork,Linoleums.nd

PlasticWorkersof America
87 SouthHigh Street
won, Ohio W308

.—
Director
Pensionand InsuranceDepartment

wycKOFF, ~ms.FiorerlceR. (72)

243 Corrditos”Road
Watsonville,California 95o76

JJbti ALd.. -....’ UC----

Rocb~ille,i~yland 20853


