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NationalAdvisoryCouncilonRegional.MedicalProgarns

. mutes of theNentiethMeeting~/~/

July28-29, 1970

me NationalAdvisoryCourrcil!onRepjonal;!edicalProgamsconvened
foritstwentiethmeti% at 8:3oa.m.,‘~lesday,July28,1970in
ConferenceRoomG/Hof theParklawn~uildir]l~,Rockwj-lle,~~ylmd.
Dr.Haroldjk]gulies,Acti~ Director,~~egionalMedic~ProWw-..
Se~~icepl~esidedOVe~’thetieting.

~)eCouncilmembersp~sentwere:

A

~. Bl~d W. c~~on 1>’.
~. FdwinL. Crosby(7/28@nly) Dr.
Dr.~chaelri.~3Ehkey(7/?9o1llY) ~’.
~. BruceW.~;verist Lk.

l?~undD.Pell~ino
AlfredM. Popml

RussellB.‘Roth
Ibck1.Shanholtz

tir.WilliamR.Hunt Mrs.~~lorenceR.Wyckoff
Dr.Alexander;~l.McP1iedran

listi~of RMPstaffmembers,~ldothersattendingisappended”

\

me m=etiq~wascalledtoorderat8:30a.m.oqJuly28by
~>.HaroldMar@lies.

ANNO~JCFl~~VS

me Councilmemberswerewelcomedt~>Lile newConferencefacilitiesin
thePat’klawnBui].dirl}~and the~~rie~’:~.l~vrarlflelm?ntsfortheconductof
themeetinginthesefacilitieswa:;ex~lained.Dr.h>wlies mounced
l~isplatisforanexecutivesessionwit,lltheCo~lrlcilatthecloseofthe
firstdayof tlierneetinz.

Proceedingsofmeetiri~sarerestrj.(?tedunlessclearedbytheOfficeof
theAdrlLinistrator,l{S~VIEA.me rest]>ictioll]>elatestoallr~teridsubtitted
fordiscussionatthemetir~s,tliesuPPleInerltal[na~’erial~ad allother
officialdocuments,includin~the‘a[:etda.

,,
]~Iortiierecord,it isnoteCithatjtl[?il[ht:r~sabsentthemselvesf~m the
mk?eti~.whentheCourlcilis(Iiscussirl~~appl..ications:(a)fromtheir
respectiveinstituticlns,or (b)illwll.iclia conflictof interest.ti@t
occur.l?li~p~ce~~ur~e&oesriot,OJ”’C(~UI’LC,;IpI)l.ytoenblocactions--
onl,vwhtsntl]c:applj.cationisurlde~:’

—- —
in(~i.IJiLil-L:Lldiscussion.
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@’.!Im’guliesintroducefitwonewm~?l:~t)~:l’~:c~l’t,ll(~Councilwhowervi.n
attendancefortl]ismeetinc.‘lq)eyat’(:: W1.1l.i~unR.Hunt,M.D.,
a Collu}tissionerof thfoCountyofAllt?/jlt?]lyil]l>ennsylv~~iaandrnedic:al
practitionerinMcKeesport,Pennsylvarl.ia;md’AlexanderM.McPhedran,M.D., :
AssociateProfessorof Interrlalitiedicine(ideuroloq),Fkry University
Schoolof Medicine,Atlanta.Therecentappointmentofl~a.C.Robert
O&;denwas~so announced.~, OgdenispresidentoftheNorthCoastLife
Insurancecoi~~nj7 inSpok~le,Washi.riztonmd Chaim oftheWashington/
AlaskaRegionalAdvisoryGroup.Hewillbeginhisregularattendance
at thenextmeetir~.

\
I

InhisfirstrneetinflwiththeCouncilas AdministratoroftheHeath
ServicesandMentalHealthAdrninistratj.on,Dr.Wilsonrecalledhislong
interestandfirst-handinvolvementit)thedevelopmentof Regional
MedicalProgr~. HeassuredtheCouncilof hisstro~qsupportof
Re@onalMedicalPro~ms as a partof thebroadereffortsofHSM;
He expressed~~isendorserr~ntof’thepl>.inci~)lesofdecentralizationof
theadministrationofHSr~-Mactivitiesgene~lly,=ldhisbeliefthat

*

theconceptof RegionalMedicalPro~Yarnscanrelatewelltothese
principles.Althour$the~charlism~will.beworkedoutslowly,he.is
confidel]tthatthiscantakeplacewithoutdilutionof effort,
eitherintheRegionsor inthehead[qua”tel>soffice.“

J
I.nreco$~litionof theveryformidab’1.~;~)roblt::r;facingRe@onalMedical
Pro~m Service,~~.lj{ilson~~R.s~odre~~t thathewasnotable
at tf~epresentt.irnetoresolvetiler]~~,jorstaffin~problems.He
assuredtheCouncil.tf]ishasvi?rytl.i[~l~priorityonhisworkingagenda
andthefactthatI]eisasyetunablt;to reportdoesnotindicate“
thathe isnotactivelyworUngtowar~~a solution.

Dr.WilsonaskedtheCounciltomeet~u.itllI]ir]la~~ininapproximately
sixto eightweeks,ina specialone~:+ys<+ssion.At thatti~ he
isassuredhewill.beabletodiscusshisplans,astheyarebasedon
thoseof SecretaryRichtisc)n,fortileor}~carli:zationanda~nistration
of theRpartmentseffortsto stren~thenandincreasethenation’s
capacitytodeliverhealthservices.lfeindicatedalsothatby that
tim he wouldhavemoredefinitive[>1.ansforthestaffingmd
organizationof theReCionalMe’d.icalProgramsService.

Altholll;hhisplanswillincludea [;e]leraloutlineof the“mission”
of RegionalP1edicalPro~mamsasa partor thellSMf~effort,Dr.
Wilsonsaidthathewouldrt?lyheavilyon theadvice~ld~idanceof
theCoLmcilfordevelopinguhepoliciesar~tldetailedprogrwdirections
thatwouldleadto evenmort~eft’ici[+tll:;’~r!(.fef’”feetivecooperativemrangemntse betweentheprivate.secLor,whic!~theyrepresent,,“ ja:~dtheFederalef~>or~.
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h. \4il.sontoldtheComcil of theresi~ationofMr.Irvim Lewis
as,DeputyA~nistratorofHS’W, andabout)h.wwisf appointment
as ProfessorintheDepartmentofComlmityMedicineat~bert
EinsteinCollegeof!fledicineinNewYork. i~.Wwis ad@ssed the
co~cilbriefly,statingagainhisfaithintheRegi~nal,~~e~cal
~ograrnsas representingIItheonlYconcept of tme r~’~olalization
of healthservicesthatc= be expectedtowork~intheUfitedStates.
Mr.~wis e~ressedhisthankstotheCouncilforthemy pleasant
workingrelationshipshe hadhadwiththem. 1*s.FlorenceWyckoff
respondedfortheCouncil,expressingtheirappreciationforhis
assistancetothem,especiallyinhelpingthemto~derst~d the
principlesof Federalfinancingofhealthcareandinthemea ofheath
economicsgenerally.

Councilwasapprisedofthenecessityforreverti%toa systemof
fourmeetingsperyearinordertoaccomdate thechangeoverto
AtiversaryReview.TWOnewCouncildateswereset: Novetier9
md 10,1970andFebruary2 wd 3,19YI.

Inaddition,September30,1970wassetforthespecialmeeting
requestedby Dr.IJilson...~eCouncilacceptedtheinvitationof
h. ~win Crosbytoholdthisrneetil~at theAmericanHospital
Associationheadqu=ersin’Chicago.Thiswillenablemoreofthe
membersto travelto andretmn hOIflefromthemeeti~ina s~gle
day. J

TheCouncilunanimouslyrecommendedapprovalofthetinutesof the
meting oftheCouncilon)bch 31-Apl>il1, 1970.

A. Pro~ressof 1~ 17570md S3355

Dr.MarguliesreviewedthecontentsofthetwcBillsverybriefly
andreferredtheCouncilrneti}erstoan analysispreparedby staffwhich
comparestheBillstooneanotherCanaltothepresentlegislation.This
wasincludedintheagendamterial~.

B. AppropriationsforFiscalYe=’1971

Statusof theAppropriationBillwasreviewedandtheCouncilwas
remifiedof thevariouscircwt~lces~~~lich@fige onthetotal~o~t
of ‘new”fundsto be availablefor1~.orexpansionofRegionalIIedical
pro~mlsinFY 1971. ~ng these:u’ethe$1.9millionear-ked for
~!odelCitiesactl~cities;t~le1~ IIeSPIY~e of ttindstobe usedforevaluatiofi

e
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activitiesat D~W, HSmM, andRMPSlevels;thepossibilityOf
administrative“e~tidng~ of some~nds forRMPparticipationin
comprehensiveregionalkidneydiseaseprogr~s;allinadditiontO a
totalmount slightlyinexcessof $77~llionrequi~dtomeet
minimalcontinuationrequirementsof ongoingregion~activities.

c. ~nding Strate~

Dr.Mar~lliesmde a briefintroductionof a newmanagementinformation
systembeingirnpletnentedby RiiFS. ,,

$ He alsonotedtheeffectof the1969-70strategyofpermittingRegions
abst unlititedrebudgetingofunexpendedbalancesforprogram
expansion.Dr.fitil>~liesstatedhisintentiontobegintoapply
morestrinflentlyguidelinesto thiskinciof rebudgeLingandto
recapturesomeofthesebalancesforreallocation~fiongtheRegional
!fledicalProgramsinresponsetoevidenceof successfulregion~ization
~d proc~mdevelopment.

D. TheI’ASTRecommendations
.

Ina briefreviewof therecommendationsof theFederalAssistance
,...

0

[ StreamliningTaskForce’andhisplanforrespondi~to them,Dr.
.Wguliesemphasizedthe‘liaison”roleof theDWW RegionalOffices
inthedevelopnntof llS!~programsKenerally,andinhelpingto
relateRegiomlMedicalProgramsto bothpubliclyandprivately-~ded
programsintheareaserved;butwiththereb+ntionoftheprincipal
mana[~ernentresponsibilityin‘theRegional~ledicalProgrw Service,
at thenationallevel.He alsomentionedespeciallytheServicels
concern,antedatingthe~’askForcestudy,forbetterdelineationof
themultiplicityofactivitiesnowcoveredbythecorebudgetin
RegionalJledicall~o~arngrants.

W. ltir~wliesexplainedtheintentof IMPSinplacinga Program
Representativein eachofthetenDlf104RegiorlalOfficesmd described
whathe seesas theserviceroleof theseindividuals.

VIII. PmwJss }JomsT’mofilSTMT

A. Contractsur](lerSection907- ~~’.h~g~r~~Sloan

Dr.SIO.~gavea brief’reviewall~st:~Lusreportonthethreecontracts
madeby the~J4PSundertheternsor f;~~ction907of‘IitleIXof the-
public]]ealth&rviceAct,whichdeal:;withthe“...listor listsof
facilitiesintheUnittiiStatesequippedandstaffedtoprovidethe
mst advancedmethalsandtec~iquesinthediagnosisandtreatmentof
heartdisease,cancer,andst~~ke....“

e



begunserialpublicationofitsreportmd willconttiue
,todo sothroughouttheperiodofthecontract.

. TheJointCo@ttee forStrokeFacilities,supported
bya contractwiththeAmericanNeurologicalAssociation,
haschosentowithholdpublicationof itsreportuntilit
isentirelycompleted.

. Thereportof theSpecialAdvisoryCotitteeonCancer
CareFacilitiesof theCancerCo[lunissionoftheAmerican
Collegeof Surgeons,whichwassuppo~>ted~dera COntract
nowcompleted,hasbeenreviewedby theRegionalMedical
Pro@amsServiceandwasreceivedby theNationalAivisory
Councilat theApril1970meetill~.Negotiationsbetweenthe
~rican CollegeofSurgeonsd tileMpS, prep=atorYto
corrpletionandRMPapprovalofthisreport,arenowunde~y.
(ThiswasdiscussedinmoredetailwithCouncilduringthe
FmecutiveSession).

B. rtiulti-pro~aqlServicesProjectGrants- Mrs.m-tha phillips

AuthorizedunderSection910ofTitleIXof thePublicHealthService
Act,thispro~arnofproject..~antswillbe tilplementedforthefirst
t~ earlyinFY 1971. TheCouncilwasremindedof itsoriginalrole
inthedevelopmentofthebasic&idelinesandoperatingpoliciesfor
thesewants. lheywereassuredthatthesearereflectedinthefinal
tiitionof theprogramdocumentswhicharenow’}nclearmce.‘

TileCouncile~resseditspersistentconcernaboutthepotentialeffect
of thefudingofthesegrantsonthetotalfundsavailableforSection
904grants(operationalsupporttoRegions).Dr.~m~lies saidt~t he
e~ectedto be abletopresenttotheCouncilat itsnextmeeting,a
planforallocationofgrantfundsthatwouldt*e intoconsid@ratLon~
appropriatedistributionoftheavailabledoll~sbetweenthesetwo~.or
want activities.

T!leCouncilwasrefirrdedof thc~administrativee~ kiw of $1.9tillion
of 114P1~Y71 grantfundsforuseinprojectswhichhavedirectimpact
on certaindesignatedModelCitiesneighborhoods.Mr.Charnblissoutlined
theprocedurefordetetini~ thede[y>eeof SUC~l~act am obtaini~
thecertificationofModelCitiesofficialsintl~isreg@~ Altho”@.
thisprocedureincludesendorsemento.~ i]~~~RegioIHlofficialsw.
CharnblissassuredtheCouncilthattheprocdurewouldentailnoauthority
forfurtherreviewh approvaloftheseprojectsbeyondthelocalRegional
AdvisoryGroupd theNationalAdvisoryCouncil.

Alsoinresponse
RegionalMedical
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serveurbanpopula.~ionsneednotplanthemexclusivelyforModelCities
areasti ned notseekanye~orsementor concurrencebeyondtheirown
reviewatiapprovalmechanism.

D. SeniorCliticalTraineeships- Mrs.MarthaPhillips

Mrs.Phillipsrecallsdto theCounciljhecircmtancesleadingto the
Departmentaldecisionto placerespons..bilityfortheSeniorClinical
&aineeshipprc~arninRegionalMedicalPro~~ Service.Shealso
reportedto theCouncilon,theselectionof thefirst~oup of&aineeships
to be awardedtier IMJSsponsorship.‘~lisselectionprocesswascarried
outbypanelsofnon-Fede&alexpertsir]tl]ecancerfieldandwaschatied
byDr. Michael&ennan,towhomtheCouncildele@tedauthorityfor
theselectionof individualtraineesto thetotalextentof $300,000of
FY 1970funds.~~irtytratnee5wereselectedmom mo~ 80applicants,
andrepresentthedisciplinesofmedicine,~necolo~,pathology,
pediatrics,radiolo~,andsmgery. Thetraini~willbedonein~.or
medicalcentersthroughouttheUnitedStates.

E. GuidelinesforInstructionalTechnology- MissCeciliaConrath

A secortieditionof these’~~idelineswasbeforetheCouncilfortheti
consideration.Dr.Pelle~ino,whoservedas Chairmanof theSubcommittee
to preparethese~idelinesjexpressedhisbeliefthattheyarenow
readyforpublicationandtiplementation,withcertainrewriting.This
isbeingdonebyRMPSstaff,incorporatir~Dr.Pelle~ino’ssu~estions.

F. EvaluationActivities- Mr.RolandPeterson~,

W reportingto theCouncil,~>.Petersonmentionedthefinalsummation
anddistributionof theRegionalProT~>ess.)‘ummarieswhichresultedfrom
thequestiomiredevelopedandtabulatedby hisstaff;on theRegional
M~tiicalProgramk%aluationConferenceto beheldat theUniversityof
ChicagoConferenceCenterinSeptember;andon Ms plansforevaluation
activitiesin~ 71‘wltichwillbe chargeabletothe“evaluatione~ rk.”

Thisemwk wasexplainedto theCouncilby both~. Petersonati
Dr.mgulies as a 1%atinistrat5.vereserveto beusedforevaluation
activitiesnotonlyat theprogramlevel,butalsoat thelevelof ~~m
ardDFRJFI.Itisanticipatedthatsometl]irl:sli[~tlyunder$1million
couldbe setasideunderthesecircumstancesandcouldbeusedby contract
or by theSection910o-antmechanism,at thediscretionofRMPS,with
portionsof thetotalwithheldfor~~~M andDIEWevaluativeactivities.

Theenttierotterof evaluationsparkedconsiderablediscussioninthe
council.Itwastheconsensusthatinorderforthese~ds to be
effectivelyutilized,a muchbroaderco]~ceptofevaluationmustbedeveloped.
Therewasa aooddealofdiscussionofthecontractwithArthurD. Little,kc.

L.!

andexpressionofco.nsi{ferabledoubtas
beingreported.Sevel’:.ilof theIDouncil
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wit~ltheconductofthecontractactivitiesandfeelthatthe=havenot i
alwaysbeenhandledinthebestinterestsoftheRogram. Therewas
unanimousa~eemnt withthesu~estion,madebyDr.Roth@ Dr.Cannon,
thatintertireportsontheprogressof suchundertakings,eitherthis
currentoneoranyfuturesuchcontracts,berequiraandthattheybe
mde availabletotheCouncilforreviewad discussion.TheCouncil
requesteda moredefir;itivereportfromthestaffontheresultsof the
contract,particularlyas itrelatesto tl]epurposesforwhichthecontract
wasoriginallylet. Theyalsoaskedto seethefinalreportfromthe
ArthurD. Little,file.as soonas itisreceivedby~’S.

In s~ izi~ thediscussion,Dr.Pelle~-ino’~uggestedthatall
evaluationactivitiesshould,inthelol~crun,servetotest= viability
of Regional~tedical1i20~m as they a?>edevelo?iw ; a~ldif’theyare
found notto beviabletodeterfinewhytl]eyareriot.

Dr.Mar~liesreviewedfortheCo~~r)ciltl]ecircumstancesleadingto
theaddition,in boththehouseandSel~it.eversionsofthecontinuation
lef;islation,of kidneydiseaseas oneof thespecificdiseasecategorical
tmgetsofRegionalMwjicalPrcl~arns.IIc?askedforguidanceof the
Councilinthedevelopment.of,a,responsiveamleffectivepolicyfor
Re~~ionalMedicalRowams participationincomprehensiveregionalkidney
diseasepro~amsthroughouttheNation.lleisawarethatthefi~l
definitionof sucha policy,especiallyas itwol~ldaPPIYto t~lemediate
~ture,willnotbe possibleuntilafterCo~~J>essiomlaction,on both
thecontinuationlegislationW theappropriations,iscomplete.

Inofierto providesomebackgroundfortheirdeliberation,Dr.MarWlies
explainedt~t he hadaskedthestafftopreparesomebasicinformation
andtodraftsomesupgestedpolicygui(~~?l.illes.Thesewerepartof the
agendamterialspresentdto theCouncil.,}[ethen j.ntroduced
Dr.GeorgeSchreiner,Chief,Nephrolo~~:;ection,DepartmentofMedicine,
~eor~etown UniversityandDr.Ric&d I?.~ee~~~,Dep~-tmentofMedicine
(Nephrology),UniversityofRochester::;choolofMedicine,whomhe~d
invitedto themeeti~ toprovideexperbreferencetotheCouncilin
theirdeliberations.

Dr. Schreinermadea detailedpresentati.cnof the“stateoftheart”
of themnagernentof chronickidneydisease.lleincl’~dedresme ofthe
techniquesmd methodologiesof screenilx~,diagnosisatitherapy;and
theshortcoti.~saswellas successesinprevention,treatmentand
rehabflitation.

a
Nephrolo~is,Dr.Schreinersaid,anew areaof specialization.As
suchitMS thedisadvantageo.fa seve~’>eshortageoftrainedspecialists;
buthastheadvanta~eofhavingfewestablishedtraditions,andis in
~}1~ .-~:p~r,T~~)]~t.n[\!’[:)rtt:~~~\7~::i]~~~lJJsj.iji”@f’r:0.!. ~, mom t~~emistakesmade
in establisher-gresourcesf’oropeni~earv,. i<ur>f!(:ry,highvoltageradiotlherap~7,etc.
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e @ganizationforthedeliveryof serviesto patientswithkidneydisease,
Dr.Scheinerbelieves,le~s itselfsoideallytoregionalizationthat
the”developrrrentof sucha progracan.M willserveasa fr~eworkfor
regionalizationof’servicesinothermoretraditio~ll.festablished
disciplines.

AEain,as inne~ly alltheirpastdiscussiorlsofkidneydisease~the
Councilexpressedconcernaboutt}leapparentlackofemphasison
preventionspartofan overallkidneydiseaseprog~. ~. Scmeiner
andW. I>eelMnbelievethattheonlyhopeforrealpreventionwill
Comeviaprenatalcareand“~neticc~r~yineeri~nad althoughwo~k
intheseareasispro~essing,itwillIlotWve anysignific~tWact
forfiftyto sixtyyears.~ey alsobelievethatthemoretraditional
approachesto preventiongenerallywj.11notbe seentobe effectivefor
at least20years.

BothDr.Scireinerad ~. ~eemanspoketo theissueof thecostof
developingre~ionalizedkidneydiseaseservices;ad thewaYinwhich
the,enomousn~mbersoftenusedinthisl’e~d havebeenrnisleadirgand
discouragingto institutionsandcon~nurl+ties,~tha~eed t~t the
$15fillionmentionedinthependingIeflislationcouldmke a
significantdifferenceintheextensionof servicesof”existingkidney
diseasecentersor inthe;establishrnentof somesmallernumberof
enttielynewones. Dr.Ibti@liesremindedtheCouncilthatthe
$15tilliontowhichtheBillmakesreference,isreco~endedas a ~x~~
assip~~ntofRegionalMedical~og~>arn[“~arltfundstokidneydisease
efforts,atiinnohaye~ks orlimitsanydollarsexclusivelyfor
thispurpose; nordoesitprovide,or evenrecormen(~theprovision,
of fu~s overd abovethegrantfur~~stobe otherwiseavailablefor
purposesofRegionalMdical Programs.

Dr.Neristraisedthequestionoftherneck~lnicsof incorporating
kidney di~ease pro~~ams intothe55RelTionalMedical~ow~ ifthe
principleof localautonomy@ decision-mmirk~istobe~intain~.
It ishisbeliefthatunlessatimltilHeCionswithappropriate
existi~facilitiescanbe “seduc~“ irl~oaffordinghighregional
prioritytokidneydiseasecontrol,itwillbe necessarytousethe
Wction 910authority,sothatnationaldirectivesmy be usd to
develop“sensiblepro~’arnsin sensibleplaces.!’

Acceptingtheapparentlyinevitablel.a~~timebeforetheresultsof
a plannedprowm ofpreventioncanbe felt,Dr.E)elleWinoaskedfor
theadviceofDr.Schreiner=IdDr.hl>eemanonwhatmediate impact
RegionalMedical~o~mis couldreasol~~blyhave,consideringthe -
provisionsof theproposedIegislatiorlandwithinth~m~wt of mds
thatme likelytobe availablewithinthenexttwoorthreeyems.
Respotii~first,Dr.Schreinerrecomrn~?ndsthestre@heniq;of
ex.isti~facilitiesjparticularlythose’whici~havecotittedthemselves
tooutreachbe!~ondtht+confinesofthellle~~l(::ilcenterwithi~l~~hich
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s~lvesto furtherinterli~getoprovidea multiplyi%ratherthan
simplyanadditiveeffect.Dr.~eemanrecomendsthesupportofthe
completionw extensiontofullservicesofa smallnumberof
centerswhichcanbedeveloptionthebasisofexisti~~althou@l
perhapsnotentirelyco~lete,resources;theuseofR~ ~ds ~or
supportofpla~W, particularlyinreg@ to increasedeffectlv~:
utilizationofewmve resources;afithetraini~ofPerso~el>
principallyphysicians,whocanservetotrainothers(otherphysicians
andparamedical?ersonnel).

TheCouncilstronglyendorsedDr.McFhedran}s’pOintregardingthe
i~ortanceofthoughtfulintegrationofa kidneydiseasepro~~ into
an existingRegionalMedical~ow~~; p=ticul=lYfi~’la~i~}
sub-regionalization,continuingeducation,ad inter-professio~l
communicationactivities.

Ina subsequentdiscussiononthesecor~daY,theComcilmembers
reflectedon therecommendationsofDr.lwee~~nad Dr.sc~einer
as wellas onthegoals,objectives,,andthebasicoperationalconcepts
whichguideRegionalMedicalProgramsa~ tilepresentthe. Since
theseproscribeagainsttheuseoffurvds~a+thedirectProvisionof
patientservices,andthetotalmount of fundslikelytobe available
willproscribeagainstmakhg ~jor contributionstowardtheestablishment
of facilities,theCouncilagreedthatthemjor focusof~T involvement
willbe (a)theencouragementofbetterandmoreeffectivecooperative
arrangementsmng carefullyselectedinstitutionsmd resourceswhich
togethermi@t forma ‘decentralizedccnternam~(b)inthestrengtheni~
of existinginstitutionalresourcescompetentandwilliwtodevelop
outreach,bothinthedemonstr>atio]lor serviceandthetrainingof
personnel.Wth of theaboverequiI)enationalaswellas regional
planni~,.

Insmwy, theCouncilendorsedtl~egeneralpla presentedby the
staff;theyalsoa~eed,however,thattodevelopa workableoverall
policyitwill.be necessarytclhavebasicdataconcerni~theresources
in,andavailableto,eachofthe75Regional~~edical~o=~ls. This
shouldInclude(a)presentlyself-containedcentiers,(b)institutions
whichhavethecapabilityofbecomiw~an inte~alpartof sucha Center,
and (c)irrstltutionsatiresourceswhichtightpwticipateinm inter-
regionalarrar~ernentfortheprovisionof kidneydiseaseservices.An
assessmentof the“sizeandshape”o(’tl~ekidneydiseaseproblemineach
of theRegionswouldprovidetheotheressentialpieceofbasicitiormation.
~. ~~Wlies aged toprovidethesedatabasedon theexisti%ge%raPhic
patternofthe55Regional;~edicalPro&Tam.

x. ~~fli OF APPI,ICATIONS

A. IssuesIdentified .>.

*
1. Inthematterof RYPsupp~>rtof.’short-tet~?ltrainiw,projects,the
CoLulcilconsideredthe’histo~-yp~>ovidcljthemby staff,atia n~er of
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specificprojects,includedi~theapplj.~:at~-o1ls~.der,reviewat t~~is
meeting.~eybe~.ievetllat~~ndermostcircumstancesitisnOtnecess=Y
or appropriateforRegional~)!edical}Yo&V”~sWWlt fundstobeusedto
coverthefullcostsofboththepresentationof short-termtrai~
projectsandof stipendsandexperlsesof’thep=ticip~ts.

me ma,jorityofprojectsinthiscategoryprovideopportunitiesforup-
~adi~ anddevelopmentofnewskillsinspecialtechniquesorpr:cedwes
atiaredirectedto individualspreserrtlyemployedinhealthcme
inst~tutiol~~.Underthf:circmtance:tl]eseinstitutionsshould,and
i.nmostcasesdo,makere~larprovis~otlforthiskindoftraini~for
theirstaffs.

‘lfieCouncilthereforerecommendedthef’ol.lowiwchangesinpolicy
~1.idelirlesregardi~g~aymentstopartjicip:mtsincontinuingeducation
andtraj.rti.ngprcjects(asdefinedinthe(guidelinesAddendm,Febru~y
1970,page13)whicharesupportedb~~l{eflional14edical~o~m want
fLtis.

. Re{2ional!ledieal~-obm grall~fulld:~r~yrl~tt~e~sedforthe
Davmentof stipends,eitherdirect]v oi-”or]the“l~intell:~ceof
.“ .

incomeprineipie,” to participmtsir)short-termcontinui~
educationandtraini~projects.‘l~li;;doesnotincludetrainir~
fornewcareersf’ornewtypesofht?(~lthpersonnel..

. Otlle~>allowablecostsofparti.clpatlts supportmaybe
cal.cul.atedaccord.ir~~to theexist‘irl~l~~l~i(~el.i~lles.l<egionalMedical
M’o~am~arltfundsrtkayt)er’equesl~lIil]ldaw~w-dedforperdiemand
travel.to theextentof’50fioftl)(:t(YLa].aIlountsoderived.‘i~e
aw@ed fundsfinythenbe paidto t!~c+enr>olledtraineesas consider~
appropriateby thepro.jectperso!rrlel.,dependi~>c)ntheparticipmts
abilitytoprovidethesecosts.foi>t:h(?mselvesarid/orthewilli%ness
oftheiremployerstoprovi(.leth(-?lll./Josir)Gleindividualmy
receiveperdiemor travelallowarlceat a ratehi@~erthanthat
prescribedby thepresentGuidelines.

. R?;W~urldsIIUynotbereb~ld~eted,f’romwithinorwithoutthe
projectbudget,to increasethetotal.:~[lountawadedforperdiem
andtravelabovethe50%lel~el.



‘fl~eCouncilti~im~sly a~ees ontllcI.lnportanceofmaintainingthetraining
programsinthesefieldsinthemajorteachingcentersthroughoutthenation.
~ey alsoagree that ~di~ througfii{e~zional!ledicalFrogrmswouldserve
●to stren~hentheessentialinvolvementof thesecentersof clinica>
excellenceintothe~ameworkof coo~erativearran&ernentswhichformthe—— .——.__--——.——-—-
basisof theRe~ionofwhichtheyareapart. Itisreco~li~ed,however,
thatthe alloc,~tionofanarno~tof findslargeenoup~tomakea si~ificant
impact,ifprovidedfromthepreserlt~~~~:’aPProPriation~~~oL~ldcr’eatea
seriousandir~~ppropriateiimbalance irltl~ei~ effortstomeetmoretheir
variedandCorrprc’iit?!lsive/Joals.‘DIc!;C”)Ll~lCil,therefore.reauestedthe

d.ist~.in(~tfromthecostsliderltifiedwit}l

,
RP,IF:gstaff”t. forw:~v~t. ~,othl~slflu,:IIILjJ.jj\ljW”,’ltSunanimous recommendation
thatarra~Hemerltsben~de,toprovid(~1+’t?c~eralassistancetoclinicaldepartme~
inma,jor teachi~,centerstooffsett[l(:i.denti.fiableeducationCOStS as

K).rovisi.ono~patientservices)of
tilerrmilltcnarlceof.’theirclinicalrcs.id~.:llcy andpost-residencytraining
pl’a.wal!s;t]~tthismechanismbe pr)ovi~ec~tiw’oughtheframeworkofRegional
;ledicalf~ograms;andthatfunding,ovt?~>andabovethecurrentgrantfunds
appropriateto Ileg.ional!*ledicalPro~J[~ns,be sou@ltforthisPw ose.

?ts—

Accordi~,ly,theCouncilreco~rmendst}~tuntilsuchfundsareaddedto
theannualappropriation,theRegionalIfledicalPro~;ramGuidelinesfor
operational~zantsunderSectiongo~lof’‘i’itle1;1oftheP13SActbe
changedto excludethepaymentof stipc?ndsandotherparticiparrtcosts
forlong-termtrainingat thepost-doctorallevel.

3. me Cowcil iskeenlyawareof’tilt?potentiallycripplimeffecton
RegionalM@ical Prop>ams of centin~lusinvestmentinprojectswhichwere
initiallyapprovedf’orde]?loristratiorl01’,or trai~lirl~in,newtechniques
ofpatientcare,but~rovidewhatb~?c:orries:N]essentialservicetc patients.
‘l*heycontinueto believe,however,t}r;]titwouldbe lmwiseandindeed
impossibletodevelopa fi~~npolicyarbj.t;rarily.includingor excluding
projectsof thiskind,andinsteadur[:ethe~Y@Sstafftoworkclosely
withRegions,as theydevelopprojf:cts,to be certainthatothersowces
of supportformaintenanceofthese?vi.ceinvolvedbewellinhandbefore
suclia pro<jectisinitiated;andali;otoencourageRegionsto c=’efully
inv&stIflateeverypossibilityofcapturiwtilefeespaidfortheservice
.inVOIVed, forreinvestment

B. SpecialActions

intheprocject.

Inresponsetoa specialappealf(orreconsiderationofpreviousactibn
on ~oject#7 (AConl?rehensive~k~–~~ati=ntStrOke1~ehabilitation
Demonstration),theCouncilconsidt?~>e(ltileadditionalinfo~~tionsubfitted
andrecommendedthattheprojectbeapprovedas requested.
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~d NationalAdvisoryCouncilconsidereda requestfcrtheinitiation
of interimsupportto theDiabetesDetectionmd ~ucationCenterin
-~nneapoliswiththeUnderstmdingthat(a)thesefi.dswillbemade
availablefromtheRegiontsunexpendedbalancesand(b)thatthis
approvaldoesnotinanysenseindicatecommitmenttoapprovethe
forthcomingapplicationforNW participationinthelong-rangebasic
supportof thisCenter.

Inregar>dto Project#~ (Strokeina SnBllRuralCommunity)theComcil
concurredinthestaff’srecomndationfora waiverof therestrictions
.@osedas a conditionof the~riginalapprovalof thisproject,
subjectto the’satisfactionor NtiPSthatthepurposesoftheprojectm
beir~adequatelyachieved.

W;S~f ~fi~YOM ~GIOIU ~~ICW PHOGIW

Inregardto ~ject R1O(WesternNewYork~~r RegistrY)theComcil
concwredwiththeReviewComtitteelsrecorrmendationforcontinuation
of theprojectas~nended~..

c. RecommendationsforAction~’

me Councilreco~edtheirrecommendationsinthefomt whichwas
adoptedinthepreviousreviewcycle(AppendixI).

R~!000007/70.1- OperatiOrlal;upp~e~lerl~al- ApprOv~~~ithsPecific
conditions.

Project#7A(R)- ApprovalI withtheconditionsspecifiedby
theReviewCo~nnittee.

Project#7B(R)- ApprovalI withtheconditionsspecifiedby
theReviewCorrnrrittee.

project#18- Non-approval11- RevisionRequired.

01- $36,g30 02- $36,g30 03-$0

Allarnotitsaredirectcostsody ~ti’unlessotherwisespecifiedrefer
toa 12-mnthperiod.

Thedesi~~lation01,02,etc.IIelatesto tilefirst
periodsof thes~~bject.application,

~ ~e~ond,etc., budget
notnecessarilythebudgetperiods

thatwillactuanybe supple~nte~.



, m: ‘pproval1ApprovalI inthereduced@unt
project#61- Non-approvalI

01-$107,307 02-$117,248 03- $121,3g3

NY 000507/70.l- op~ra~ior~l~uppl~m~nt- conditionalapprOval*
,1

Project#15- ApprovalI at a reducedlevelwiththeconditions
specifiedby theReviewCotittee.

01-$40,000 02-$50,000 03-$53,000

CODRADO/WOmNG MG1ONAL~IDICALP1{@mt

No Oooho7/70.1- Ooeratioti .%pplenlent- ReturnforRevision.

project#13fi- Non-approvalII. 1~eturrlforrevisionwiththe
clari.ficatiOn~(~uestedby tileReviewCotittee.

J

NW 000247/70.1- Returnforrevision.
,

project#36- ~~on-app~val 11withrecommendationsforrevis~.on
as su~estedbytheReviewCofittee.

RI OOOh67/70.1- Condition~approval.

Projects#31and#32- Approvalinthereducedmo~t of $100,000
tobeusedfortheinitiationofbothprojects
as see~]fitby theGeorgia~.

Project#33- Non-approvalI.

01-$100,000 02-$100,000 03-$0 -

Project#19- Non-approvalI
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Project#21.- ApprovalI
Project//22- ApprovalI

01- $202,7~13 02- $gg,168 03-$108,252

Project //10-
Project#11-

Project#12-
. Project#13-

Approvalwithspecif’i.ccon(litions.

Non-approval11withtherecollmendationsforrevision
suF~gestedby thelleviewCO1~ttee.
ApprovalI
App~~>valI withth(?conditionsspecifiedby theReview
Co]llrtittee.
Approval I
Appr~ovalI With tl1[.,(conditionsspecifiedby theReview
ComLitt,~e;withSC?C!OI](”Iandthifiyearfundingcontingent
uponpmp>essintl~L?f’irstyem tobe assessedby the
Councilon theb:+s~.sof’a progressreport,continuation
application,andthereportof thetechnicalsitevisit
tobeheldsoI]etirrlctowardtheendof thefirstye=.

J

01-$587,412 ~ 02- $661,23; 03-$341,883

Project#19-

~ject //20-

I~oll-apprvval1“i]lapp]>opriatenessfor1{@fundingbased
on theCouncilsdecisiontodeferapprovalofprojects
proposir~tilecl..in.icalapplicationof [~eneticcounseling,
pendingfurthel’scient’i~i.cvalidationof thecli~cti
usesofthi~~technique.

Nell-approvaL11withtherecommendationsforrevision
su~}~estedby theReviewCo~rnLitte~.

RV 000157/70.l- Operational Suppler~lent- ReturnforRevision

.0
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m 000027/70.1- @ erationdSupplemnt- ReturnforRevision

Project#39- Non-approvalIIwiththerecomndationsforrevision
su~estedby the;~eviewCotittee.

3M 000337/70.1- Approval with spcci~icconditions.

Project# 8 - Non-approval11w.iti~therecomndabiOnsforre’rision
su~~~;estedby thel{eview(;~i~fittee.

Project# 9 - ApprovalI ina re(li~(:(:darnomtandwitl~theconditions
speci.fidby thel?~>vic?wCommittee.

Project/}10- ApprovalI
Project{Ill- AppTuval11
‘Project#12- Non-approval.11withtherecotmendation~fOrrevision

su~~gestedby theNev-iewCO1~ttee+
Project#13- ApprovalII

01-$147,532 02- $77,242 03-$79,342

R’flOOO~ltl7/70.1and7/70.2- ~~r~t,i~~lal~uPPl~~nts- Approval‘ith
specificconditions.

Projects#25and/~26- Approv:ll.I withbothprojectstobe combined
at a reducedanountandwiththeconditions
specifiedby theReviewCommittee.,,

Project//27- ApprovalI
~~ject 8;?8- Norl-approva.L11wit}ltherecommendationsforrevision

su~,estedb:;tl]eIleviewCorrtittee.
Pr’ojcct//29- No~l-approvaLI
Project//30- Non-approval.I

01-$94,977 03-$145,975

RM 000517/70.1- @ eratio~=lSupplellent,- Disapproval.Inappropriatefor
~ fundi~.

Projectf/2-(-
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.

Project#28-

projectpersonnelandthe
thattherecomndationin

no wayreflectsa di:a(~me~mntwiththeinherit
servicevalueof tllc>Clinicnorsup~stslackof
confidenceinthe~t~iffandInstitution.me action
doesnotpreclud(:resubmissionofa requestfor~“~
fildin~forthecent.inuinKeducationaspectsofthis
projec;at sucht.imas
pl:medandreadytobe

Non-approvalI

thesearemore
i~lemented.

~T~‘oo~jl7/70.1- OperationalSupplement- Approvalwith

Procjectf/3(i- Non-approvalI
Project#37- .ApprovalI

conditions

01- $38,477

thorou~ly

specificconditions.

at tl]e~vducedlevelmd withthe
specif’ietlby the l?eviewCoIm~ttee,

0;’- :pl~~,ij18 03- $44,928

m 000537/70.1- OperationalSup~>lerlent- Approvalwithspecificconditions.
#,

Project#16R- ApprovalI
ProLject#2j’- A!>provalI withtheconditionsspecifiedby theReview

Cofittee. l)!~!oncurringwithalloftherecomndations
of the Review Committee, the Councilur&d theR.wFS
staffto workcloselyinthedevelopmentof thisproject
withthehopethatitwillcomecloserto a der’mnstration
of comprehensi.v[:care,aspromisedby itstitle,than
itwouldp]‘esen~l,vappea>tobe.

Project#28– Non-approval1.1withthe~comendationsforrevision
su~sted t~ythe1ieviewCommittee.

MISSISSIPPI.WiGIONALfiUrflICM,PI{OGIW’1

Rw 000577/70.1- ~~~rational~;U~)pleITP!l~ - Approvalwithspecificconditions.

Project#2R- Approvaliithc~reducedarm~ultf’or18-monthswiththe
conditionsspecifiedby tl]eReviewCommitteemd with
theunderst~an[iitlr:~l~atthiswillre~resentthetermination
01’~W fundirl!:{)f ti)is:1~:1ivit~z.



“Projecti/13– AFPrOVal~
Project//14- [io]]-approval11WII,t]tl~crecoHmendatiO1lthattheRe~;ion

be requestedtor(!~!oll:jidel>theirpro~~ramintheli~lt
of the?iation~f).1i(i(~l.itlesforIIW>participationin
comprehensivekidlifo~~diseasepror~’ar~.Councilfurther
recormwrldedthatt!lelleGionbeaffordeddirecthelpby
thestaf’fof RMPSi])makingtheirdecisioninthis
regardandinplai?:1“1.rl:7;a revisj.onifsuchistobe proposed.

01- $213,~120 03-$39,455

~~ti000097/70.J.md 7/70.~ - operati~w:~~uPF)lerlwnt- ‘ppmval‘ithspecific
conditions.

prmject//62-

project/~63-

01-$330

~Jor]-approvalII
Non-approval-11. A1.tlloup))theCouncila~-eedwiththe
ReviewComtitteet]):ltthesetwoprojects,aspresented,
areunacceptableI’o]>i{e[;iorlalMedicalProW-~ support,
theyrecalledtherccomwndationsoftherecentindepth
sitevisitto MO1:,]I> :IJ~d su[g:estedthatwithstaffhelp
f~m bothIV~pSa~d!!o!t~U>these“outreach”prOjeCts
couldbe developed~.ntoimportantcomponentsof theProg)am.
Approval‘Iina ]>(.:ducedamoufltandwiththeconditions
specifiedbytheI;eview(;or]~tittee.
!Jon-approvalII- ‘l~leCouncil~>ecomndst}]atthis
procjectbe,irltetq’at,e[~intotheRegion’soverallcontinuing
educationef’fortit]tl]ep~)eparationof theRegion1s
kuliversaryr{evi(~wapplicatiorl.

Project{/12- ApprovalI
Project~/13- Approval.I

01-$184,970 ():?- $191,117 03- $197”,804

Projectil13- Non-approval.:r[.



.
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.Pmject#14- ApprovalI inthelvduce~amountm,dwiththe
conditionsspecifiedbytheReviewCortittee.

Project#15- ApprovalI withtheconditionsspecifiedby the
ReviewComittee.

01-$92,100 02- $99,900 03-$101,765

RY 0005:1‘//70.1an(l.7/’70.~ - Ope~’at~.orlalSupplements- Approval~rith
specif’icconditions.

Pr’o,ject##16-

Project#17-

Project1118-
Project//1?-

Non-approval11withtherecommc~rldationsforWvision
sup~i:stedby theRevi(:wCorr]fitteeamdwiththeadvice
thattheRegionde!.’er~rtherpl.Cmlinflfor~~~
participatiollinki.(l~)(?ydiseaseservicesintheNew
YorkMetropolitan[u>eauntiltheyreceivetheNational
policy~idelineswl]ichareinprepaatiorl.

Approval1. ‘llleCouncilbaseditsrecommendationon the
findings’’”of’thesitevisittem wh~.chhadvisitedthe
projecton theat~vfi.c~eof theReviewCol~i.ttee.
No]l-approval1
Appmvd I

J

01- $476,4’/!; (j:) S;494,q~p 03- $350,000

Rr4000067/70.1- @erat.ionalSup~~lenPnt- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

Project//3R- Approval.I
~oject #26 - No Action‘i’aken.Sitevisitrequired.

01- $8g,908 02.- i~62,550 03- $42,306

project#5- Approv~I
fioject#6 - Approval1“.ALthL)u~I;ll(;oun[:-il}Vasingeneralagree~nt

withtheReviewColrnnittceconcern~.n~ttheshortcomingsof
thisproject,~t w:~:;ti](~1[I(~pinion,ba~scdon fi~’st-h~d
}Crloi,~~e~~~;(~o[’~~lc>~;):;\,i~,!!t,~~)11:~ldper>sor~lelinvolvedin
theprojectandot~t~tl~:irexperienceinsitevisitingthis”

f



.

Projecti/7-

‘\

Project18-
Pro<ject/9-

Regionjthattheapprovalof thisprojectis
essentialforfurtherdevelopmentof theNorth
DakotaRegionalMedi~alProgrm. Inreco~nding
approval,Councilstrongly-~wd~~s stafftowork
withtheRegionandwithpersonnelinvolvedinthis
projectto correctsom ofthedeficienciesandgetit
offto a goodstart.

ApprovalI foresserltiallythesamereasonsgivenabove.
~~eCouncilbelievesthattheinplelnentationof this
projectisessenti~lto re~~onaldevelopmentand
sug~stedthatit~)e:Lppmvedat $35~000(dco)fOr~.
yearonlywithco~ltinuedsupportcontinLWntuponrevlslon
of theprojectwith~ltafrassist~mce~~ldreapplication
to theCouncil.

Non-approvalI
AppxvvalI

03-$79,549

Rm~!0006:37/70.1and7/70.2- Operat.ic>nalSupplements= Approvalwith
specificconditions. ,

Project#01.-S- Non--approvalI
PrOject##lj Non-approvalIIwitlitherccorr~nendationsforrevision

Project/114-

Procject//15-

su[~gestedby theileviewCor!~nittee.
Approvalwitl]theco]~dltionsspecifiedby theReview
Com~rittee,foro~~eyearonly.
App~>oval1. Altt~t~ul~~theCouncilrecognizedthisas
anotherof the‘tCourlcilf’orCentinuingEtiucationffprojects
whichhavebeen:JtL~)tmtttedL)ytheOhioStateIlegion
md act~.onuponw?~ici1I]asl)eendeferredpendingthe
outcomeof theillitiall.yfundedone. l’heCouncil’
acceptedtheadvic(’of thesitevisitorsthatthe
projectisof c]’it.ical.il]]portancetotheNorthwestOhio
lie}>ionalN!edical.[’ro!$r~nmldprobablyhasan excellent
chanceof successull(ierthe:leac~ershipproposed.
to be irlcolpol’ate<iwithpl’(~tj<:ctf/14.
Appl>c)valillthet>educedarnourltandwiththeconditions
speci~iedby theIleviewCormn?-ttee.

~TleCouncilflmthf~r(!or]sideredthefindingsof thesite
visitte:z~lre!n[~ii!:::t:!le!{(~,~i(.>n,3sa :i\IhOle;its
orGarlizatiorl,a&lLil’lisl;rat~.on,mld?l.arls.Itis their
r~corrm~ndationtll:]ttl]ei~c>~~ionbe ur~~edto seekstro~er
leade[>shipbuttl~t>(;ourlti.i.la~~~eedthatanyspecificre-
corrmwndationre~~riir]~persormelwouldbe inappropriate.
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, Thevalueof m ass~~ssmentvisitasrecommendedby
thevisitorswasquc!stiorledsinceitwouldprobably
do nomoretharlre-identi~thep~>blem.Cowcil
su~sted thatpcrllaps-tirect~d .~requentassist~ce
from~P staffandconsultantswouldbemorehelp~l
t~ furtherinvestif;ationsofthesitmtion.

01- $145,830 02- $70,525 03-$21,250

N’1000227/70.1md 7/70.2- Operati~~rlalRenewal,al~dSupplernent- A~jprov~
withspecificconditions.

Project#111-

Project#/2~i -

ApprovalI attl]er>educedlevelan~withtheconditions
specifiedby tht:iieviewComtittee
ApprovalI intll(+r>edLlcedar~~urltandwiththeconditions
specifiedby tl](>lif~vi(~wCormittee.
AppluvalI (fllhi:;~)]](~<jectwasconsideredby theCouncilin
thepreviousrevi~>w[~ycleandactionwasdeferredat that
ti]le).
Non-approval11witt]therecorm’ndationsforrevision
su~~stedby LhellcviewCOrfittee.

01-$714,075 (1;’ - $773,’/31, OS-$847,944

OH1OVMU;Y m’rIIol’JAIJI~mIcN”JPl{u;rv;l

R~l000487/70.1- Operational::upplelrRrlt- Approvalwit,hspecificconditions,

Project#12- ApprovalI inthe]lcducedamountrecommendedby the
experttecllnj.cal]’eviewer.

Project/#13- ApprovalI. ‘~ol)efurldedorllyifnotWd byother
Ilederalresources.

Projecti~l~l- Approval11
Project#15- ApprovalI
Project#lL)- Non-approv,ll11.withthe[ecomnendationsforrevision

as sug~estedbyt~ht>l{evi~?wco~l~ttee●

Project//17- Non-approv:ll11witl~tl]erecomlendationsforrevision
s~~g~~stedI>ytileI{eviewCotrrnittee.

Project#18- l~on-approvalI

01-.$273,rj)16 02 - $;296,215

, ,-

03-$327,657
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~ject #12R- ApprovalI
Project#16

-.-. ●

- ApprovalI

01-$59,375 02- $28,82g 03-$14,843

“x IiY000657/70.1- Operational.~;uppl~fllt~r~t- Lpprovalwithspecificconditions.

-~ject # 9 - ApprmvalI ~,r]tiler>(~ducedarmuntandwiththeconditions
specifiedby theReviewConvtittee.

Project#11- ApprovalI withtl~e(:(>rlditionsspecifiedby the
ReviewConrrnittee.

01- $320,9:36 0:’- $~:2’(,‘136 03-$233,636

SO~i CAROLJ:NAR1310NAL rvWICALl>ll[fir~’l

*
Rrr!000357/70.1- Operational::upp~.~-~ltlerl~- IJon-approvalo

ProjectH35- J~on-appI*ov~11 wit;l]tl)erecprrmendationsfor revision
sup~sted by tile~~ev.icwCor[lnittee.

Projt?ct#36- Noactiont~etl.:;it,evisitisindicat~.
I’reject/37- Notl-a.pprovalI

Rru’ooo:i9‘//”70.1- Operational:;uppleirl(~rlt- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

Project//20-
Prvject#21-

Project#22-
Project#23-
Project//24-

Project#25-

e Pnject#i?6-

~Jon-approvalI
Approv~I .inther>t:(~ucedarrnunttoreflectthenewly
adoptedpolicyontrainingprojectparticipants.
Non-appnvaLI
Non-approvalI
!’Jon-appl>oval11wtththereconl~ndationsforrevision
su~~estedby tile!]~]~ie~,~Colnllittee,
Non-approval11. ‘~leCouncilwasingeneralagree;ent
withtheReview(;orlrfittee~>eGardin&thespecificsofthe
projectbutbe.lievt:t]latfurtherdcvelopmntof this
projectalol~witt~//2~1is Inthebestinterestof the
theRecionandhas)>e(l[]~stt?dthattheiV,TSstaffoffer
,IS::Ist:ulcet[]t!lt:1~t’i’;iI.~lLlrlthisl’:t~:a”d.
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RI.000077/70.1- OperationalSupple~le~lt- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

fioject#8R- Approval I contingent upon thesatisfactionof a
technicalsitevisittearrrre~rdiw,fourspecific
pointssetforthbytheReviewCofittee.

~ject #14R- App~-ovalI withconditionsspecifiedbytheReviewCotit~ee.
~ject //1.!jR- App~~val.I
Project#~8- Non-[lpprovalI ,,
Project#~9- Non-approvalI

*
01-$460,640 02- $:?9~,59b OS-$240,386

q31-STATTU~;IONA1.LH)ICN.PR~J~l

Nf:000627/70.1- m>erationalSupplel\~’r~t- Approval

Project#9- ApprovalI ina red~lce(iamountmd withtheconditions

9“

. specified by tilei~eviewColrutittee.

( .,

-,. ..
01 - $102,300 03-$63,000

VII?GINIA~GIONW \WTCW Pr~G~’1 1

R~l000497/70*1- OperationalSuppl.ernent- App;ovalwithspecificconditions.

Pro,ject//10- ApprovalI withtl)eco~]ditionsspecifiedbY tile
ReviewConmittee.Indiscussin~;thisprojectthe
Colu~cilwishedtostresstheimportanceofthecondition
forapprova~.of thispro.iectaldurges~eat careonthe
partof tt~est;aff.’i]lad~usti.r~gthesecond~ldthifi
yearmountsof J{’ll]Supportbyutiliziwpatientrevenues
tooffsetcosts01’theproject.

01- $268,52 02?_ $)[80,479X 03- $533,504%

~ ,robe rlegotiateddo~~wa~

M7S~rW W YOM ~GION~ P~)l:CNjrI{Ll~~~l

*w 000137/70.1- operationalSupi)lelllent- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

e Project{ii?- ApprovalIin ttler~~ducedanountaridwiththeconditions
specified.

Reject //16- ApprovalI ir]ttit?t‘~:(~uc:ild:tinounts;uldwiththeconditions
specifiedby th~’li~-?viewComittee.Courlcile~ressedits
willimess to allowtheIiegiollto increasethefunding
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~S~}~ m YORK~IONL ~DICW P~IFW4 (CON1’)
.

of thisprojecttoa ~xi~ Of $loo~ooo>Providing
sucha levelof tidi~,wouldberequiredtomintain
thisvaluableregional-reso~’~e.

~ject #17- Non-approvalI

01-$350,000 02-$350,000

RM OOOtil7/70:l- Operationalblpplc~~rlt- APP~’oval

Project#9- ApprovalI

01- $43,gll o~- $4h,820

03-$350,000

m~ 000377\70.1and7\70.2- Operatiol~~lsupple~>nt- Approvalwith
specificconditions.

11
Project#18
Proflect

Project#13A(R)- App~val
A- ApprovalI

#18B- Non-approval
~- Non-2n~~val—=r.

ectR18K- IJon-a~~roval

Project#20-
Project#21-
Project#22-
Project#23-

J
‘

I
I
I

Non-approval1.
thefindin~sof
by thestaffof

Cour]cilbasedthisrecommendationon
a collateralreviewof theproject
~ternalmldChildHealthSerfiice,HSIW~,

whichwasrequeste~lat tl]esu~estionof theReviewCo~tittee.

Approv&I
Non-approvalI
ApprovalI
ApprovalI int!~~l~~ducedmount md withtheconditions
specifiedby theReviewCou~nittee.

01- $2g2,815 (12- $16’/,807 03- $172,395
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me meetingwasa~ournedat11:30a.m.onJUIY29,1970

I }]em~bycerti~that,to thebestof
~V klowledce,theforegoingminutes
& accurateandcomplete.
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NA1’TO:iA1,AD\~fi[)RYCOfJ~(O}J.
moi’imi f“rmL~~~~J~~~

B1~WAN,lTichaelJ.,M.D. (72) ~LLIYWi,ClarkH.,M.D. (72)
President,~4ichiz{anCancerFoundation ConsultmtinNeurolog
4811JohnR Street hhyoClinic
Detroit,~tiChi~~48201 Rochester,~mesota 5590~

. . ,,
~fessor ofIkdicine -~DFN,Mr,C.Robert (70) ...
WayneStateUniversity

CANNON,BlandW.,11.D.(73)
910 f~disonAvenue
~~eW~lis,Tennessee38103

Divisionof lieurosurl~e~y
Universityof~lennesseeCollege ~
of~4edicine

CROSBY,l~winL.,M.D.” (71)
fiecutiveVicePresidentandDirector
AmricanHos?italAssociation
~ica&o,1llinois60611

EB~;Y, MichaelE.,14.D. (72)
President%d Chiefl?.~ecutiveOfficer
~lor CollegeofJlt~dicine
Houston,Texas 77025

ProfessorandChaixlt~’arl
Departmntof Su+gery
Collegeof l.~dicine

~~~ISrr,B~~ceIi.,~.1.D.(71)
Chiefor Pediatrics
GreenCl~.nic
Ruston,huisi- 71270

IMJ1l,Wil.1.ia~nR.,14.D. (71)
Boardof Commissioners *
CountyofAlle~xeny
101Courthouse
pittsbur~l,Pemlsylvm’lial~21g

McP~~N, Alej:arldel’}!.,lfl.D. (73)
~ry UniversityClinic
1365CliTtonRoad,N.E.
Atlanta,Georgia303Z2

cHAIrt’w
. .

Presidentm~dGeneralCounsel
NorthCoastLifeInsmanceCowany
Spokane,Washill@on99201

PFMGflNO, *d D.,M.D.(70)
VicePresidentfortheHealth
Sciences~jdDirectorof theCenter’
StateUniversityof }JewYork
StonyBrook,NewYork 11790

POPMA,A3.fred1fl.,M.”D.(70)
ReGionalDim”ctor ,:

!t?ountdnSt’3tesPJ~~
525WestJeffersonStreet
Boiqe,Idaho 83702

RO~ll,~ssell13.,M.D. (73)
240 \j~st l\lst ~tmet
Erie, Pennsylvania16508

SINNHOLTZ,~lackI.,M.D. (70) ~~
StateHealthCotissioner

,,
:

State~~part!nerltof liealth ,

Riclmnd,VirCinia23219‘ “ ~ ‘

‘1’IV2FJJ,!nr.Curtis (71) “ ~•|•h
Director,PensionandInsurmce‘&pt:
UnitedRubber,Cork,Linole<~j ~~
andPlasticWorkersof~?ri?a
Mmn, Ohio 44308. ,,.

WYCKOW,lks.FlorenceR. (7A) ‘~••~.
243 Corrcti.itosl?oad
Watsonville,California95076 ~,
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Mss Rhda Abrm
Mr.
Dr.
w.
Dr.
Mr.
m.
Dr.

\ *.
Mr.
Mr.

H.~le Belue
Mward T. Bloquist
J. EdgarCaswell
DonaldR.Chadwick
ClevelandR. Ch@liss
ClydeCoucti
Sm Fox,III
Mward ~iedlander
* O.Qi-r
CharlesHilsenroth

Mss DoriaHouseal
l’~.= Ichniowski
Dr.AnthonyKomroff
~s. hrr~ne Kyttle
~. JohnM. Kern,Jr.

. , .. .4 . . . . ,. - :. . ~

--

AT ~ NATIONALADVIWRYCOUNC~

J;.y28-29,1970

Dr. MarionE. Uach
Mr.Gre~ryLewis ‘..-.-.
M. RayMaddox
~ss ElsaNelson
Mr.Rolmd Peterson
Mrs.titha L. Ehi.llips
~ss ~ah Restick
Mr.DontiWedesel
Mrs.JessieStiazar
Mrs.SarahSilsbee
Dr.,W~et Sloan
~. Jms Stith
Mr.DanSpain
ti.’LeeTeets
Mr.FrancisVanHee,Jr.
Mr.LeeVanWinkle
Mr.~ank Zizlavsw

m. J.H.u. Bro~, ~JIGIwS,liIH
Dr.JohnCasm, CHS,HS~M J,
l&.J-S mtiop, A.D.Little,Inc.
~ss SylviaKesimqer,CHS,HS~M
m. Rich- ‘=vinson,vete~>~sA~L1nistI’ation
W. Wend~ll~ddrey,NC~R~D,lfi~~
Ms. syIviaPaymr,NCI,NIH
~k..Nom Tucker,BHPfi~sN1~~
~. T. M.~lde~, NW, NIH
Dr.Willim Zukel,NH&LI,NIH
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