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Nation~’AdtisoWCouncilonRegiotiMeUcalProgm
.

Mutes oftheNineteenthMeet~gL/ ~/

&ch31-Aprill,197~ ,

TheNatio@ AdvisonComcilonRegionalMedicdProwams
convenedforitsfieteenth~et~g at 8:30 a.m.> ~es*Y
-h 31,lg70h ConferenceRoom4,Btil~ 31>Nation~
~titutes ofHealth,Bethes~,Maryl~d* ~. JOsephT”
Qish, AWnistratOr,Heath‘SeVicesandMent~ Heath
A-stration presidedoverthemeeting.

TheCouncilmmbersp~sentwere:

Dr.~chaelJ. Bre
?

Dr.QfredM. pop~
: Dr.BlindW. C-on ( /31oflY) Dr.~ssellB.Roth
Dr.BruceW. Werist Dr.MackI.S-oltz (3/31onlY)
~. cl~kH. ~lli~ (3/310fly)Mrs.Flo~nceR.Wyckoff(3/310nlY)
h. -d D.Pellegrino

A listingof ~ staffmembers,andothersattentigis appended.

Cm ~ ORDti~’ OPWG ~
>,

me mettigwasc~led to orderby ~. H@ld ~Wlies WUO
titroducedhimselfasActingDirectorofRegion~Medical
~x Service.Dr.~~lies replacesW. St@ey W. Olson
whoseresi~tion wasacceptedby~. ~qish on~ch 16s1970”

ANNOUNC-S

Dr.~ish acknowledgeDr.Olson’sveryimportwtcontributions
tothedevelop~ntofRegiotiMedicd ~gr-, bothas a
fomr CoordinatorofTennessee~d-South~ andasDirectorof
these~ice~d statedthathehasaskedm. Olsontore~ as a
consultantuntilhe ass-s hisnewpositioninSanAntonio.

~ceedings ofmeetingsm restrictedtiess clearedby theOfffce
oftheA~nistratOr,HS~. Therestrictionrelatesto allmaterial
submittedfordiscussionattheEetings,thesupple~nt~~teri~s
andal otherofficialdoc-nts, ~cIu~W theagenda”

Fortherecoti,it isnotedthatmembersabsentthe~elvesfromthe
meetingwhentheCouncilisdiscussingapplications:(a)~m their
respectiveinstitutions,or (b)inwhicha conflictof interestmight
occur.Thisproceduredoesnot,of course,applyto en blocactions—
ofiywhentheapplicationisunderindividu~discussfin.
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h additiontoMs prticiplepositionasA~istrator of
theHeath Servicesmd MentalHealthAtistration, md
alsoas ~ oftheNatio@ AdvisoWCouncilonRegional
Mical ~grm, Dr.~@ish e~lainedthathehasnow
ticreastihisdirectinvolvementinRegionalMedicdPro~~
by ass- g intoMs officethedirectoperation~responsibility
fortheRegio@ Mdica ~~-Service. Hehasasked
Dr.~~lies toaccept,onanactingbasis,thedirect
responsibilityofadministering~S. ~. wish askedthe
~uncilfortheirhelpin f~ng a pement Directorand
su~estedthattheywritedtiectlyto himwiththenamesof
candidateswhomhemightconsiderad dso ~ speci~ I
characteristicsthattheyfeelhe mightwishto identi~h
making~s fti selection. I

~. Qish mPotid brieflytotheComcilon~s ~cent
appearance,~ong withDr.Egeberg,beforetheHouseWaysmd I

~tis Cotittee,asapart oftheirclosedhearingsinregard
to the~ICMD TaskForcerepofi.He saidthatbothhe~d ~

m. %ebergconsideredthisa si~ificantfirstopportunityfor
representativesofthenation’shealthprofessionstobe

*--

ficludedindiscussionsofFeder~financingofhealthcare
services.

CONSD~TION OF~1-G DA~

ThedatesofJ~y 28-29ad December8-9,’1970werereconfimd.
No datesweremde formeetingstobe heldin1971. ‘1

!
CONS~~TION OF~ SOF~ DECR~~ lg6g AND
MCH 2,1970HmG~ ., !

TheCouncil~usly recomndedapprov~oftheDecember16-17, ~
1969md thespecial~~ch 2,1970~et~.

A. =ension Mgislation I
/

h tiscusstigtheHeath Sertices~mvement Actof 19?1 ,
theCouncilreactionswereessenti~lythesc asthoseelicited
at thetti oftheirearlierdiscussionofthepropos~with
W. -kwis, at thespeci~meet~on~ch 2,1970. -

Dr.zlish assuredtheCouncilthatmanyoftheticonce~s
!

werebasedonwhathe believesis a misunderstandingofthe
titentoftheAdministrationin~s le~slativeproposal.He
madeitverycle= thatthereme no intentionstoplaceone

.,-
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oftheprogr~ “mder”anyotherof theprogrm tivolved,and
thattheveryessentialroletobeplayedbyRegionalMedical
ProgramsintheFederdefforttoimproveh~th careservices
is,W effect,a voteof confidenceby theRpartmentinthe
successofRe@onalMedicalPro~ams. As furtherevidenceof
ttisconfidenceti theviabilityoftheProgram,~. ~lish
citedthedecisionmadeby theWpwtment mdthe Weau of
theMdgetto releaseforusebytheProgram,$20Mllion fi
-t fundswhichhavebeenp@ ofthee~enditureltitation

‘k tilg6gand1970.

AswasthecaseintheMarchmeting,theCouncil’smost
seriousconcernsrelateto whattheyfearm prematureanddrastic
changesin thebxic conceptsoftheProgram,whichwillresdt
h lossoftheinterestad cooperationof theprivate
sector.As statedby~. Everist,itistheinvolve~ntof
‘these~ups whichhas‘madeRegion~kdic~ Progrm a
~deral,ratherthana ~eder=,progrm.w

me ~uncilwasassuredby ~. Englishthattheeffectofthe
Administration’slegislativeproposalistobethefirststep

e

h a gradu~md incrementalapproachto consolidationofthe
effortsoftheHealthSerticesandMentalHealthAtistration;:
ratherthananyatte~tto change,subordinate,or.destroyone
Pro-wMle endorsingor developingmother. me Councilis
not,however,sufficientlyconfidentthatthePro~m can
withstmdwhatwillbe theapparent,ifindeednotthered,
effectsofthe@lamentationoftheprovisionsofthispropos~.
me members~so e~ressedfrustrationinthefiabilitytotie
agenutielysupportiveinterpretationoftheproposalto their
collea~eswhohaveservedandcooperatedsoenthusiastically
at thenationalad loc~ levelsandintheirinstitutions.

~. Pelle~inoeffectivelys~ized theCouncil’sbelief
thatnoneofthemcanhonestlyad conscientiouslyserveas
a ‘isdes=n fortheproposedHeath ServicesActof 1971ad
therefore,theiroflyeffectiveroleat thepresenttimecan
be thatof ‘negotiator.H~s theycm doby atte~tingto
identifytheaspectsof RegionalMedicdProgrm thathave
madeit sufficientlyusefultotheA-stration, md thento
-e everyeffortto seethattheseaspectsoftheProgram -
arepreserved.

o
b discussingthefutureroleoftheCouncil,severalof the
Embers,particularlythosewhohad’beenunabletoattendtheWch
meeting,weresurprisedanddisturbed’tolem thatSection901
of S 3443ish error,andthatinfacttheroleof thee~=ded
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comprehensiveadvisorycouncilwouldbe limitedtoadviceand
assistanceto theSecretaryonpolicyrottersanda annual
retrospectivereviewof thegrantsupportedactivities.Such
a role,theybelieve,woddseve~u l~t theeffectivenessof
the~uncilin Wuencing eitherthedirbctionorthequality
ofthepmgrm. @estionswereraisedconcerningtheadministrative
arrangementstobe establishedunderthislegislativeproposal
andthegeneralconceptofpeerreviewof grmt application.

he Comcilvotedunanimouslyto go on recordasrecomnding
thatthepresentmde md authoritiesoftheNationalAdvisory
Councilon RegiotiMedic~Pro- bepreserved;by atinistrative
re~ations ifnotby law;eitheras an independentCouncilor
as a subgroupof thelargercomprehensiveCouncilproposedin
theHealthServices~rove~nt Actof 1971.

me Councillikewisevotedm-usly torecordtheti
recomndationthatthedisease-categoric~emphasisofthe
pm-be preserved,not~ a l~ting factoronthedevelopment
of theProwm, butas a focusforprogrmemphasisand.to ...
definethe‘principleconcerns”of Regio@ MedicdProgr~.

B. Appropriations- m lg71

Dr.&@ies informedtheCouncilthath~aringsbeforethe
HouseSubcotitteeonAppropriationsweretentativelyschedded
fortheweekfollowingtheCouncilmeeti~. He saidthathe
e~ectd themtobeunco~licatedandprobablybrief,in
thisCon~essionalelectionyem.

Dr.W@ies reviewedthecircumstanceswhichledtotheD~
andBureauoftheBudgetdecisionto releasethe$20tillion
tigrantfundswhichhadbeenheldby theDepartmentaspart
ofthee~enditurelimitation.&sti ona specificpltipresented
by RegionalMedicalProgrmSetice at therequestofthe
Wpqrtmnt ad theBureau,$5tillionisavailable
forobligationbetweennowandJune30,1970md theremaining
$15tillionisto be addedtotheaomt requestedh the1973-
budget;bringingthetotalamountproposedforgrantsin~.71
to $94.5million.

~~ATIoNoF MTIPROGwlSMCE GMS (SEmIONglo)

Ws grantauth~rity”wasaddedto the~ legislationh June1968,
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However,dueto theexpenditurelfitation@osed atthes-
‘t~, andsubsequentconstraintsonavailablegrmt funds,it
hasnotbeen~le~nted. TheCouncilwasremindedof the
generaguidelinesreco-ndedby a speci~subcotitteec~red
by Dr.JohnHo~ess,thereportofwhichwasadoptedbythe
@uncilatitsmeetinginAugust1969. Staffadvisedthe
Councilthattheyintendto developa setof specificTerms
ad Conditions,basedonthegenera@delines containedin
theCouncilrecomnd.~,tions.Thesetillbemde avtilable
natio~ly andapplicationswillbe invitedto competefor
grantawardsearlyin fisc~ ye= 1971,

~ thisconnection,~s. PhillipsdescribedtheSeniorClfic~
~tieeshipprogrm,whichprovidesdirectsuppotifor
individudphysicimsto undert~epost-residencytrainingin
thecIMc= manage=ntofneoplastic~se=es. ~s pro~~
wasbe~ as a Clinic~Fellowshippro~amoftheNation~Cancer
~titute veryearlyinthatorganization’shistory.~ 1963
itwastransfemd to theCancerControlBranchoftheDivision
of -nic Disease.~ti~ly itwasfundedby themasa direct
awardpmgrm, md laterasaprogrm oftistitution~awards
underthe314(e)authority.

Schedtiedforphase+utalongwiththeotheractivitiesof the
Ditisionof mnic Diseases,thispro~amwassingledoutboth
by theOfficeof”theAssistantSecretq forHealthand
ScientificAYfairs,andby oncolo#ststitheE~cal/acade~c
co~ ‘ty,asbeingof sufficient@ortance totheNationfs
potenti~forcaringforcancerpatientsastowwrantits
continuationaspartoftheongoingactivitiesoftheRegional
~dic~ Prowm Service.ItwasagreedbytheHealthSetices
andlknt~ He=th AMnistrationthatthis~ogrm wouldcontinue
tobe fundedat m annu~ levelof appro-tely $1millionj
andbe administe~dmder theSection910authorityof the
RegiotiMedicdProgramlegislation.Utho@ atthislate
dateinthe~dicd/academicyearprobablyonlya s@l number
ofqtiified.candidatesre~n unplacedandonlya veryfew
firstratetrainingopportunitiesretin Willed, itwasagreed
thatit is importatto~tain thecontinuityofthisprogrm.
~erefore,an amountof $300,000(ofthenewly~leased$5
million— seeabove)willbesetasideforawardstobe mde
duringtheretider ofthisfiscalyea.

BecausetheCouncil
~uncil~usly
authorityto select
willbe assistedin
clinical-gemnt

willnotmeetagti inthisfisc~ ye~j the
agreedtodelegatetoDr.Brennmthe
appropriatecmdidatesfortheseawards.He
thiseffortby m adhocpanelofexpertsti
of cancer,represe~tigthesixbasicdisciplines
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~. Pel.1.e~inompnrted6ntheworkofthesubcotitteewhich
developedthedraftguidelineswhichwerebeforetheCouncil.
He e~ltied theworkingsofthetaskforcewhichundertook
thestudyandthenatureoftkir reporttoM md toDr.
~ck ScWdt andDr.GeorgeMller whorepresentedtheReview
-ttee. He sdd thataftera -at ded ofdiscussionit
hadbeena~ed topresentthisveryprel~q draftto
theCounciloflyas anindicationofthedirectionsbeing
takenby thesubcotittee.me Councilagreedto approvePart
I ofthereport,inprinciple,withthereCO~en*tionthatit
undergosubstanti~substantiveandeditori~revisionmd
resubmissionto theCouncil.PartIIofthereportwasconsidered
sep~tely andfoundtobeentirelysatisfactoryh itspresent
fomt . me h~cil ~ . uslyreco-ndeditsapprovdtithout
Wher substantiveretision.

W. Sloanrecalledto theCouncilthattheseGuideltieswere
preparedby a SpecialAdvisoryCo@ttee on Cmcer Cme
FacilitiesoftheCWcer Cotissionofthe@rican College
of Surgeons,undercontractwiththeDivisionof Re@onal
~dical pro~m, inresponseto Section907 of the Regional
Wica Progr- legislationwhichprovidesthat‘me Smgeon
Generals~l establish,andtitain on a currentbasis,a
listor listsof facilitiesintheUnitedStates, equipped
andsttifedtoprovidethemst advaced~thodsandtechniques
h thediagnosismd treatmntof heartfisease,Cmcer,or
stroke.. .’l

She’titroducedDr.Wwren Cole,whoservedas chaim ofthe
Speci~AdvisoryCotittee.m. Coleoutlinedtheprocedwes, ~
therepresentation,andthe@ta gatherm activitiesofthe
Cotitteeandfo~ly presentedthereporttotheCouncil:
He dso reportedthattheGuidelineshadbeenreviewed”etiensivelY
by theNatiotiAdvisoryCmcer Councilwhorecomnded thata
concises~ be prepared.

Inre’spo~eto questionsres?-ti~r,gtheapparentstri~encyofthe’
guidelines,Dr.SloanrertieUthegoup thatthedocmentis
~deed intendedoflyasa wide, andofiyforhospit~sw~ch wish
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fiacceptingthereport,theCouncilofferedtheircongratulations
andsinceret= toDr.ColeandtheCotittee.m further
Uscussion,however,theystatedveryclearlythath accepting
thereporttheyhavenotapprovedit forpublication.~stead,
theyagreed~ously to recomnd furtherworkonthereport
andfurther~sistancefromtheNationtiAdvisoryCmcer Council,
withreferenceofthefind tiaftto a subcotitteeof the
Natio@ AdvisoryCouncilon RegiotiMedicQProgramsbefore
presentationtotheWuncilasawhole.

e

m. Mar@ies Rporttibrieflyona onedayadhocmeet~gheld
Feb= 13,1970~ofa WuP ofe~e~s in‘he~fiey ‘ieldO
~thou@ theprticiplep~ose ofthemeetingwasto offer
professionalguidaceinthedevelopmentofaneffectivekidney
diseaseprogramas aninte~d partof RegionalMedic~Progr~
underpendinglegislativeproPos~s~the~scussionconcentrate:

.....

on recenttrendsinthetreatmentof end-stagekidneydisease,
focusingparticulwlyon regiotireqtiements.Qthou@ it
wasnotpresentedasa definitivedocwnt, theRnera
recomndationSoftheadhoccom~tteeEt withgenerala~ee~nt

Dr.Nerist su~estedthatwhenon thep@ of theCoun= .,,

sucha documentisftily prepmedit should,includemre e~hasis
on preventionof kidney~sease~p@ic~~lY in c~l~en”

~OF APPLICATIONS
,!!

A. RelevantIssues

1. m~ antcontributiontotheestablis~entof
ad continueddemonstrationsin intensivecme units

At therequestof theReviewCofittee>theComcilwas*ked
to considertheroleofRegiotiMedicalProgrm in continu~g
toestablishmd equipfacilities-reso~cesininstitutionswhich,
althoughinitiatedforpurposesoftraininganddemonstrations,
willcontinueto providepatientservicesforwhichfees-
routinelycollectablefromvirtu~lYallthim partypayers. -
RecognizingtheverygreatdifficultyfacedbytheReview
Co@ttee in-ng judgmentson suchprojects,pmticularlY
tinentheyareofreco@zed v~ue intheestablis~ntof a
Re@o~l Medica programina comunity;thyCO~c~lcont~ues~o
believeitu~wisetoatterpttodevelopa fl~ PollcY,=bltr=l~Y
inciudingor exciudtigsuchprojectsfromRegion~UiedicalProgr~
gant support.
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Relatingthisgeneralissuetoa specificrequestcontainedM
theapplicationfromtheGreaterDelawmeValleyRegionalMedicd
Progrm,Dr.Millikansu~ested,andtheCouncil~usly
agreed,thatfids tiomRegionalMedicalProgrm should-be
usedforsupportof theestablishmentormaintenanceof stroke
centersdesignedto evaluates~cificmd~ities of stroke
treatment.Sjxteensuchcentersarecurrentlyfundedby the
Natio@ ~stituteof NeologicalDiseasesandStrokefor
c-fully designedmd thorou@y controlledstudiesofthese
therapeuticmdalities,andwillprovidesufficientinfomtion
anddatatomakethedefinitivejudgemntsinthisregard.

2. Needfora studyofRegionalMedicalProgram
Participationin~ojectstivolvhgAutomated
Wchnolog

Inresponseto a repeatedrequestfromtheReviewCommitteefor
guidanceconcerningprojectswhichareclearlyidentifiableas
l~mse=chanddevelopmentN andrequirelargeexpenditmesfor
expensiveequip~nt,theCouncilhasagreedtoundertakea study
h thisregard.~ey dso agreedwithDr.@@ies onthe
necessityforsomeback~oundinformationonthecurrentstatus
of Federd fundingof suchactivities,p~,iculwlyfundingby
thevariouscomponentpro~m ofHSm. MS study~. ~~~lies .
promisedtohaveavailableatthenextmeetingasa basisfor
furtherinvestigationof specificrolesofReQonalMedic~
Prop inthisarena.

~,

3. ReviewofComcilPolicyonHealthManpowerandRecruitment

At thesuggestionofthestafftheComcilvotedmanimouslyto
amendtheGuidelinesonheath c=eersrecruitment(Guidelines
Addendm,Febru~ 1970,page15)to includethefollowing
additionalstatement:

‘~is doesnotincludetheuseof N@ fundsfor
remedi~education,enrichmentprograms,or
studentloansor scholarships.v

.4. Hmey DiseasePolicy- RetainforRema@derof
~ 70orRevise?

Inthelightofthepresentuncsrtainitiesregardingboth
legislationandappropriationsforRe@o@ MedicalProgramsin
1971,theCouncilagreedthat’itwould,atthistime,bepremature
fortheretoundertakethedevelopmentof a morespecificpolicy
regardingRegionalfiledicalProgrmsupportofkidneydiseaseactivities.
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.Atthes- t~ theyreco~ze thedifficultiesMerent in
continueddeferralof actiononspecificRdney ~seaseprojects
w~ch reachthemforfti recomndations.

~ additionto severalwticharebeforethem’tithisromd of
reviewtheCouncilagreedtoreconsiderthethee whichwere
recomndedfordeferrdatthepretiousmeeting:

> ~ject #15- A Co~rehensivePrograminRenalDisease

Approv~inthetimeand~unt requestedwiththesuggestionsand
recomndatiom citedby theReviewCo@ttee inJuly1969
(seealso.Sectionn C)● .

-mYO~lmOPOL~AN~GIONAL ~ICAL P~GM

~ject #13 - A RegionalProgm forTraintigofPhysicians
andOtherAlliedHealth~fessiolldsfortheMagement of
~tic RenalDiseasePatients

e Approv~atthereducedlevelmd withthespecificconditions
recotiendedbytheReviewCotittee(seedso Section~ C).

=OPOLITAN WAS~G~N, D. C.~GIONAL!~lCALPROG~

Project#31- Hemdialysis~aitig Promam

Althoughconditiotiapprovalwasorigti~lyrecomndedby the
ReviewCotittee,themajorresonatione~ressedwastheabsence
of a transplantationcentertowhichthisprojectcandirectlyrelate,
eithertiediatelyor intheforeseeable~ture. Intheabsence
ofanysatisfactoryresolutionofthisp~icular aspectofthe
recomndation,theCouncilagti deferredfinalaction.
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B. S~cid Actions

~RAS~SO~ DM~A - me Councilwasapprisedofrecent
corres~ndencebetweentheRegion-wd theDi~sionreg~-
itspossibleseparationintotwostateRegionaMedicalProwa,
andtheproposalof theSouthD*ota Governorto combine~
and~ inhisstate.

me Councile~ressedinterestint~s asane~ertint but
declinedtotie anyfo~ recommendation.Itwasaweed
thattheirinvolve~ntwouldbe appropriateofiyat such
timeas anapplicationfora planninggrantfromSouthD&ota
is submitted.

mm p~s~v~A _ ~oject8 - LaurelMountainHomeHealth
Aide~ainingandDemonstration

~s revisedapplicationwassubmittedtoCouncilatthe
specificrequestof theRe@on ~ ofiertoProvideadditio%
formation intendedto clarifytherelationshipoftheproJect
totheRegionfstotaleffort.

@uncilreafftieditsoriginalassessmentoftheinherent:
qualityof theproject,p@icularlYtheeduca~iomlaspects.
~ thebasisoftheadditiomlinfo~t~on ad therevised
budget,theyagraon itsappropriatenessasapti.ofthe.
weste~ PennsylvaniaRW andbelievethat,theCOstIsre~lstic.
Approvalisrecomend~ forthet~ ~d l!therevised~amt
requestedwiththeunderstandingthattheincomeproduced
by theprojectwillbe usedforthepurposesoftheP~ject,.
as statedby theapplicant.

01-$76,600 02-$77,850 03-$81,500
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RecommendationsforAction

me Councilrecordedthefirecommendationsintheformat
whichwasadoptedfithepreviousreviewcycle(AppendixI).

Approvalwithspecificconditionsrecommendedby theRetiew
Ctittee.

01-$257,357 02-$231,956 03-$0

Returnforrevisionwiththesu~estionsoftheReviewCommittee,

~ZONA ~GIOW~DICW PROG~
,,,..

Retm forrevisionwiththesu&estionsoftheReviewCotittee..

Non-approval

Project10- Non-appmv~I = Appropriatefor~ funding- Council
findsthisprojectoutsidethepolicy~idelinesrelativeto basic
ttifingof ~lied healthpersonnel.

Project11 - Non-appmv~II = Tobe revisedaccordingto suggestions
oftheReviewCommittee.

Dr.Pellegrinoabstainedfromvoting.

~/ Allmunts m directcostsonlyandtiess othe~isespecified
referto 12+onthperitis.

~ designation01,02,etc.relatestothefirst,second,etc.,
budgetperiodsof thesubjectapplication,notnecessmilythe
budgetperidsthatwillactuallybe supplemented.
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Approvalwithspecificconditions,as detailedbelow,in
munts notto exceed:

01- $806,g42 02-$828,158 03- $885,254

#7R- ApprovalI foroneyew only.
#54- ApprovalIIwithconditionssetby theReviewCotittee,
#55- Approv~I
#56- DeferHltiththenewinfomtiontobereviewedby

expertsb thefield.
#57- Non-approvalIIMth thesu~estionsoftheReviewCo~ttee.
#58- ApprovalI.
#59- Non-approv~IIwiththesu~estionsoftheReviewCotittee,

Approv~,tithoutadditio~ fundsmd tiththeadviceof the
Review~tittee. , ;

Appmvd tithspecificconditionsas recokendedbytheReview
Wtittee.

01-$48,037 02-$67,003 03-$73,471

Approvaltithspecificconditionsas recomndtiby theReview
Cotittee.

01-$146,380 02- $162,g18 03-$179,857

~ 00026 3/70.1- Approv~Mth specificconditionsasrecommended
by theReviewCotittee.

Q1 - $lgo,628 02-$195,655 03-$150,493

m 00026 3/70;2 - Ret~ for?evision.

~ Councila~ees thatthisprojectisproposedbyhi@ly
co~etentti.aividuds,to beconductedinan institutionwell
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.
situatedfor,andcapableof beco~, a regio~ center
fortti~ ~d de&nstratiOnsh thefi~osis ~d m%~nt
of strokepatients.~ey therefo~recomendthatitbe revised
to focusonthoseobjectivesandofferthefOllo~% suwstio~:

1.

2.

3*

4.

~ fundsshouldnotbeusedto establishor
otherwisesupportcentersfortheev~uation
ofmethodsoftwatmentofstrukepatients,Stice
sitieensuchcentersarefund~~der c~ful
studyby theNatio~lWstituteofNewlo@c~
DiseaseandSt~key

~eproposednumberofbedsisunnecessmilY’
larged ~eable forteac~ and
demnstratiOnpurposes-

flthoughtheproposedcoursemteriala.p?ews
tobe wellp~ed md ticlusivethereisno
evidencethatthepotentialtraineesfromt~~out

;.

theRegionhavebeenticludedinthepi-g
norhasanystu~ ofthetitrti~ needsor
bme-resomcesbeentiert*en.

mere is ofiyverybriefmentiQnof cooperative i
plx tithothermetropolit~centprstoward
theestablis~entof P~ladelp~aGenekalas
thestroketrai- anddemonstrationcenterfor
theGreaterDhw- Valley~ or foranyarea
of it.

~W~I@IO~~IcwpMW

@pmvd tithspecificcon~tio~ asreco~endedbYthe
ReviewCofittee.

m 00001 - 3/?0.1

01-$165,200 02-$127,328 03-$120,521

m 00001 - 3flo.2

01-$116,381 02-$110,000 03- $lio,ooO

Wferml includinga sitevisitmd withthesu~estionsof the
ReviewCodttee. Note:me Councilagreedgene~llYwiththe
Re~ew Co@ttee co~fig project12butrecalledthediffic~ties
ti inter-institutionalcoope~tionwit~ntheRegion.~ey
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recommendedthattheentireapplicationbe includedh the...—.
sitevisit.

ApprovQtithspecific
Cofittee.

01-$211,516

conditionsasrecommendedby theReview

02-$30,050 03-$32,390

m~~A~~GION~ ~ICW PROG~

Approvalintherevisedamountad underthespecificconditions
setforthbytheReview@fittee ad technicalsitetisitors;
withfurtherckrificatiOnoftheissueof futwesupportof
this-projectaspartofthe*.

01-$382,478 02-$223,483 03- $lg3,409

IOWA~GIONU~ICL P~G~

Approvtiwithspecificconditionsreco~ndedbytheReview
Cotittee.

01-$82,437 02- $g4,08g 03-$12,689

01-$58,051 02-$6,415

Approvalwithspecificconditionsrecomefiedby theReview
Cotittee.

01-$50,000 02-$70,000

Note: me Councile~ressedspecialinterestinproject15
andurgedstaffassistanceto theRegionin tiher development
oftheactitity.
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Deferralfora sitetisit.

#24 - Non-approval11.
#25- Deferral
#26- Deferr~
127- DefeYiI.~,~~eCouncilaskedthatthesitevisitorsfl~-ther
as~ss themeritof thisprojectwithoutthefih component.~ey
questionthev~ue ofteachingfi~ forthesepatientsor for
physiciansandalliedhealthpersonnelwhoworkwiththem,
prticip~lybecauseofthepat variationinthephysicaland
emotioticharacteristicsofthe~ividual patientsandthe
greatwiety of surgicalp~c~~es restit~g~the sto~.

m 00031 5/69.1 - Approv~withspecificreco-ndationsofthe
ReviewCofi~e onprojects~, 3R,and35;buttith34
recommendedfornon-approval1.

01-$264,058 02-$213,337 03- $2g,850

N~: Project 34 is consideredinappropriatefor~ ~ding
on severalcomts. First,theCouncilis&nerallyverydoubtm
of thevalueof fihs forusewithpatientsorhe~th professionals ‘
h themanagerlentof stomasbecauseoftheeat variation-ng
patients(both~hvsicaliYmd emotion~lY)~d thelocation~d
function
Mth the
may,
Mtional
Regio@
fi~ isuncertain.

of the-s~oma.%condly,theCouncilwasnotimpressed
valueofthisparticularprojectasa regiomleffort.
the.relationshipsmng thepropos@ ~up, the
organizationoftheAmericanCancerSociety,andthe
~ledicdProgra,inthejointsponsorshipof sucha

m 00031 5/69.1 and 8/69.1 - ~ject 25 -
Wt forHowardUniversity.

Cmcer ~diationTherapy

imosed restriction%e Councilagreedto li~ itspreviously.
onthefundsapprovedforthisproject;thusallowtigthe
grantee-affiliate(Howd University)to e~eti fundspriorto -
theactualewlo~nt ofa projectdirector.~eY restated~
theircondition,however,thattheUrectorappointedmustbe a
qualifiedradiotherapist.Therevisedbudgetseemedto fulfill
theotherconditionsoftheaw~ relativeto e~enditwe
ceilir~gsforequipme-nt.me reviseddirectcostsare:

01-$273,000 02-$143,850 03-$149,572
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~C~GAN ~ION~ ~DICL PR~M

Approval.

01-$85,730 02-$95>926, 03- $lo7,goo

3/70.1- Approvaltithspecificconditionsandcontingencies,for
threeye~s,be~ July1,1970.

01-$2,129,133 02‘-$1,129,333 03-$1,129,133

me approvedlevelforthe01yearincludes$1,129,133forCore
supportand$1,000,000forthoseprojects(mainlytheadvanced
technologyactivities)forwhichtheRegionhasrequestedonlyone
yea support--projects#2R,13R,14R,md 49. fithe02and03
years,Coresupportis continuedat the01yew level.

me Councilstatedthatthe$1,000,000supportfortheoneye= renew~
projectsbe contingentuponassurancesfromtheRegionthatthe
recomndationsofthesitevisitreportoneachadvacedtechnolo~
projectwouldbe generallyfollowed.

3/70.2 ‘“- App~val with specificconditions. ,

me NationalAdviso~Councilconcmred’fiiththerecommendationsof
theReviewCotittee,exceptthatproject#54,OD~, was~t~ned ‘
forrevisionbecauseitwasnotconsideredto betechnicallyready
forexpansion. ,

me Councilrecomnded thattheapprovedprojectsreceiveApproval~
(apPrOvdwithoutadditiondnewfunds)inthe01year,~d
ApprovalI (newfunds)withspecificconditionsasdescribedby
Re~ew Cotitteeinthe02and03years.

~ject #50-
Project#51-
Project#52-
~ject #53-
Project#54-
~ject #55-
~oject #56-
Project#57-
~oject #58-
~ject #59-

01- $532,154*,.

Approvalwithspecificconditions
Approvaltithspecificconditions
Approv~withspecificconditions
Non-approvalI
Non-appmvdII (ret~ forrevision)
Approvalwithspecificconditions
Non-approvalI
Non-approvalII (returnforrevision)
Approvalwithspecificconditions
Non-approv~I

02- $562,240 03-

Wo be fundedfromunexpendedbalancesinthegrantperiod
andby rebudgetingfromco~uter+rientedprojectsas they
(includingtheheretoforerestricted$240,483),

$404,81i8

ending6\30/7t
arephasedout



e
Overall ProgamRecommendations

.
1. me NatiotiAdtisoryCouncilconsideredtherecommendationsof

thesitetis~.torsonnototiytheoperationalrenew~and
operationalsupp.k~ntsdescribed-above,butdso theover~l
levelsof suportfor~ssouri~ -- ticlu~ projectsPm~o@lY

2approvedb.CouncilwMchcma continuationcofitment.~ey
wereti generaagreementwiththeserecometiations:

. .

e

e

.

.

.

h thewant yearbegitingJtiy1,1970,thesite
visitors.recomendedthatappro-tely $3,060,000
tinewfundsbemadeavailableto the~ssouri~
Mthegant periodbeginningJulyl,1970. ~stot~
reco~nded levelticludesfourcomponents,:(1)Core,
$1,129,733;(2)Renew~projects,$1,000,000;(3)~jects
#46,‘~-Blood,Happrox~tely$160,000;md (4)Continuation.
projects#25,26,27,29,and33,app~mtely $800,0009

me sitevisitorssuggestedthattheRegionuseup to
apprOx~tely$940,000in c-over ~ds forthesuPPo~,
ofadditionalsubregionalizationactivitiesapprovedby
Council--projects#36,37,38,39,43,50,51,52,55,
~d 58.

h thewant yearsbeginninginJuly1971and1972,th~
visitorsrecomnded thatapprox~tely$2,2tillionand
$1.8million,respectively,innew,fundingbe available
fortheapprovedCore,newsupplemnt~,andconttiuation
projects.Councilstatedthattheserecommendedlevels
tinowayrepresentedceilings,andttittheRe@on could
compet”eforadditiond~ting tithsubsequentapplications.

Noneoftheadvwcedtechnologyactivitiesarerecommended
forSupportbeyondthe01year. Councilpointedout,
however,tht ifmy oftheseactivitiesdevelopsufficiently
to thepointthatCouncilfeelstheycouldcontribute
si~ficantlyto improvingthehealthcaredeliverysystem,
andto developingregionalcooperativearrfigements,they
couldcompeteforfutureMding.

2. CouncilconcurredwiththesitevisitorsandtheReviewCommittee
that’the.regionbe stronglyurgedtoexpti theMssouri
RegionalAdvisoryGroup.

5 G03~ 00009-02N
\

h a spect21action,theCouncilreconsidereda requestmadein
April1968for$246,483foruseinproject#17 - Bioengfi.eering.
Originallyr~comendedforapprovdthe~ds havebeenrestricted

(Continued)
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e

pen- theoutcomeofa studyofthe~ssouri~ suchasthe
onejustcompletd. -.- .

me Councilnowrecomendsreleaseofthefinds,to berebudgeted,
withD~ approval,intoanypreviouslyapprovedactivitiesexcept
Core,#2R,13R,14R,and49.

Returnforrevision,reflect% therecomtiationsofthe
RetiewCotittee.

WYOM_POL~AN ~IONAL~IC~ PROG~

m 00058 3/70.1 - Retm forrevision,reflectingtherecomndations
oftheReviewCotittee.

~ 000583/70.2-Approval
by the~eviewCo@ttee.

01-$181,300

tithspecificconditionsrecommended

02-$181,300 , 03-$181,300
J*

NORH CAROL~ ~IOm ~ICAL PROGW

Approvalwithspecificconditionsas recommendedby the
ReviewCotittee.

01-$54,813 02-$23,763 03-$0

Approv~withspecificconditions.

me Councilconcwed withtheReviewCotitteeandthesite
visitorsintheirrecomndationthatthisRegionbe aw~ded
operatio~ status.~ review- thedifferencesbetweenthe-
sitevisitandReviewCotitteerecommendationsontheindividual
projects,theCouncilhasacceptedthoseoftheReviewCommittee.
~ regardtoWoject9 (S-r WorkshopinCareerDevelopment)the
Councilconsidersitoutsidethepolicy~idelinesmd thus
inappropriateforR@ fi~ds(seeSectionK oftheseWnutes).

01-$786,,187 02- $803,6g6 03-$805,221
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m~s ~IONAL ~ICm p~GW

Approv~withspecificconditionsrecommendedby theReview
@tittee.

01-$121,904 02- $140,8g8 03- $45,g41

Approvalwithspecificconditionsrecometiedby theReview
titittee. -

01-$335,200 02-$0 03-$0

Approvalwithspecificconditions.

01-$78,559 ,. .. 02-$75,000 03-$76,000

ReturnforrevisionreflectingthesuggestionsoftheReview
Cotittee.

,.
O~N~GIOKAL !WDICW PROG~

Approval.

01- $28,g20 02-$28,180 03- $2g,622

Pm RICO~IONAL~~ICAL PR~M

Deferralfora sitevisit.me Councilconcursintherecommendation
of thesitevisitwithoneexception.Msed on infomtion gtied
ona previoussitevisit,theCouncilagreestodelegateto the -
sitevisittem theauthoritytoinvestigateMher and,if
appropriate,recomnd approvalanddetentietheawardlevel’for
project10 — Cob tyFtily ~evention~ogrm on Stroke(not
to exceedthemunt requested). .

02- $:93,356 03 - $202,503



i,

Approvalpendingendorsementofthe
totheRegionasa wholeisto take

sitevisitorswhosevisit
placeonApril20-21,1970.

~lecouncilis ~ngeneralagreementtiththeReview.C~fittee’s
~co~ndatiOnS but wodd notinsiston~Y of speclf+edbudget
cutsexceptthatof theofficespacecosts.

~ey bellevethat
‘\ specialnursingservices~d.re@= profession~handlfig~d

transportationofthesecritic~patientsisessenti~and
t~t back-upsetsOf thehighlydelicateeqtipmentwe required-

SO~ CAROLINA~ION~ ~DICM PROG~

Returnforrevisionreflectingtherecommendationsofthe
ReviewCommittee.

e SUSQm~AV~y ~IONAL ~DICALPR~m

Appr~vfl ~th specific conditionsasrecommendedby theReview
Cotittee.

01-$595,503 ‘02- $60i;199 03-$571,160

(Figuresincludeproject16,a budgetforwhichhasbeensubfitted
@ re~ewedby staffsincetheReviewCotitteemeetfig)..

Approvd withspecificconditionsrecowendedby theReview
Committeemd withspeci~ emphasisonthequestions~g~~ng
thecomuteraspectsofpmject 8.

‘01-$225,444 02-$211,225 03-$226,025

W- ~WYO~ ~GIONAL~IC~ PROG~

,m 000133/70.1- Deferralfortechnicalsitevisitto each
of thethreeprojects

R4 00013 3/70 - ~p~ci~ ~-c~~~~- ~eferrd,tobe studiedasPat
of thesitevisitrecommendedfortheotherprojects.Staffis
authorizedto ~rangeforfundingtomaintatitheP~w~ ~til
fiti actionistaken.



e m~~ ~IOW ~ICfi P~W

m 00037 (fomrly 8/69.1ti 12/69.1)
mnunt quested, tiththesu~s=m
by theReviewC&ttee h Jtiy1969.
these*tes).

- Approvalh thetfi and
@ recomndationscited
(* tisosection~, A, 4 of

01-$542,155 02-$465,305 03-$442,805

~ met@was a~omed at10:45a.m.onApril1, 1970.

,,. ..

I herebycertifythat,totk bestof
~ howled%, thefo~~~ tiutes
m accurateandco~lete.

ActingDirector w
RegiotiMedicd~~ams %rvice

* Tetiof thestatements
@ additio@ materialswhich
weredistributedatthemet~
areavailableintheOfficeof
the~uncil%cret~.
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~m thePanelsto theReviewCommittee
(~ ~jects my)

~chnicdly somd andcapablydirected
Feasiblemder specifiedconditions
-provable on ~echnic~@reds

h theReview@tittee totheNationalAdvisoryComcil
(On~jects)

ApprovalI ‘-“Additio@tids recomnded
Appmti II- No addition~~ds recomnded

Non-approvalI - appropriateforD~ Mmg
Non-approval11 - Revisionreq~d

No actiont~en - Need
Need
Need

Approva
Approvawithspecific
Defe~
Retm forRevision

additionalWomtion
sitevisit
timcildecision

conditions

Disappmvd - Mppmpriate forD~ ~@

-the Mtioti AdvisoryWwcil to the~dmitistrator -
(ti~tire Applications) .-... .

Approti “
Approv~withspecificconditions
(As,remmtied bytheReviewCotitteeor others)
~ferti
Retm forWvision
~_ ti-wpp~titefOr-_ .
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ActtigCtief,KidneyDiseasePro-
M. Wilyn ~ell, Officeof GrantsRetiew
~. J. ~~ Caswell.HeartDisease~gram ‘

.

e

~. ClydeWucm, Mm AssistmceBmch
~. ~encer~lbm, ~- AssistanceBranch
~. CliffordH.Cole,~ief, NeurologicalandSensoryDiseases~~
Dr.Vemticabtiey,ContinutigMucationand~-g Branch
~. & Fox,~ef, HeartDisease~o~
Mr.Mward fiiedlander,AssistantDirectorf~rC~r~ticationsand
PublicInfomtion
W. Charles~lsemth, AssistantDirectorforManagement
~ss DoriaHoused,Officeof GrantsRetiew
~. RobertJones,~ef, @ow~s Assist~ceB~ch
M. TedKoontz,OfficeofP=ng ad Ev~uation
Mr.JohnM. Kern,Jr.,NationalCleartigHouseforSmoM~ andHealth
m, Gregorykwis, CMef, Grmts ManagementBrwch
~. RayMaddox,Pm- AssistanceBranch
Dr.Mc= ~e@ld, AssociateDirectorfor~ ,Operations& Development
Dr.FrankWk, Cti.ef,OperationsResearch& SystemsAnalysisBranch
~ss l~orie~rrill,OfficeforRMPOperationsmd kvelop~nt
~ss ElsaNelson,Officefor~ Operationsad Development
Dr.SttieyW. Olson,Consultant
~s. MarthaL. PMlli~s,AssociateDirectorforGrant& ContractPolicy
Mrs.JesW Salazar,
Mrs.SarahSilsbee,
Dr.M~aret Sloan,
W. RobertThorner,

~ A-ING

O>ficeof GrantsReview
AssistmtDirectorforGrantsReview
AssociateDirectorforOrganization~Liaison
AssistantDirectorforHeath Data

Dr.C.A. Rosenbe~,VeteransAtifistration
Dr.PhilipD-, A, D. Little,Inc.
~. CharlesRosenberger,NC-
Mr.Jo& Pendleton,NCHSR~_
Dr.&tiDaitz,~~~
~. WilliamZ&el, NHWIflIH
MissJoan~lton,OL~~
~. LeeWgley, WMH

e
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B~NN.4N,MichaelJ., M.D~(72)”
~esident,MichigbnCancerFoundation
4811JohnR Street
~troit,~tichigan~18201

professorof Medicine
WayneStateUniversity

~mN, BlandW.,M.D. (73)
910MadisonAvenue
k~his, Tennessee38103

Divisionof Ne’urosurgeV
Universityof TennesseeCollege
of Medicine

CROSBY,~v~inL.,ll.D. (71.)
ExecutiveVicePresidentandDirector

ehericanHospital.Association
CMcago,Illinois60611

DEWY, MichaelE.,M.D. (72)
PresidentandChiefExecutiveOfficer
BaylorCollegeof l~edicine
Houston,Texas 77G25

Professormd Chair-
&partmlentof Wgery
CollegeofMedicine.

-W, BruceW.,M.D.(71)
Chiefof Pediatrics
GreenClinic
Ruston,buisi- 71270

~LL~l, ClarkH.,M.D. (72)
Consultantin Neurology
MayoClinic
Rochester,tiesota 55902
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P~~~O, mnwnd D.,M.D.(70)
VicePresidentfortheHedth
Scier~cesandDirectorof theCtr.
StateUniversityof NewYork
StonyBrink,Ne~lYork”11790

~PMA, AlfredM.,M.D. (70)
,RegionalDirector
MountainStatesR“P
525WestJeffersonStreet
Wise, Idtio 83702

~H, RussellB.,M.D. (73)
240West41stStreet
Erie,Pennsylvania16508

ViceSpeakerof theHouseof
@legates,~U .“

SHOLTZ, MackI.,M.D. (70)
StateHealthCotissioner
StateWpartwnt of Health
~cti.end,Vtiginia23219

m, Mr. C@is (71)
Director
Pensionand~suranceRpt.
UnitedRubber,Cork,Linoleum,
andPlasticWorkersof ~rica
87 SouthHi@ Street
kn, Ohio:443o8

WYCKOFF,~S. Flo~nceR“ (72)
243 CorralitosRoad
Watsonville,California.95076

Dr. JosephT. Fmglish—
Adfinistrator
HealthServices~d Mental
Heath Atinistration
5600FishersLane
Rn,.VTAl10 Maw,rlnwl >n8~~


