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~~ OF HTH, ~UCATION,ANDW~
PublicHealthSefice

NationalAdtiso~CcuncilonRegio@ Metical~~~

Mutes of~he NineteenthMeet~g~/ ~/

March31-April1,1970

TheNatio~ AdvisoryCouncilonRegionalMe~c~ Pro~m
convenedforitsfieteenthmetingat 8:30a.m*j~es~y
-h 31,1970h co~e~nceRoom45B~l* 31S‘ationa
~stitutesofHealth,Bethes~,-l~d. w. JosephT”
~lish, A~nistrator,Heath ServicesandMentalHealth
A-stration presidedoverthemeeting.

TheCouncilmemberspresentwere:

Dr.~chaelJ. Bre
?

Dr.UfredMo pop~
, Dr. BlandW.C~on ( /31onlY) Dr.RussellB.Roth
Dr.BruceW. ~erist Dr.Mack1.Smoltz (3/31onlY)
~. Gl~kH. ~11~ (3/31ofly)Mrs.FlorenceR.Wyckoff(3/31onlY)
~. _dD. Pelle~inO

A list@ of~ staffme~ers,andothersatten~g is appended.

The meet@ wasc~led to orderby ~. Hmld &Wlies ~o
titroducedhimselfasActingDtiectorofRegio@ Medical
Progrm Service.Dr.~~lies replacesD. St@ey W. Olson
whoseresi~tionwasacceptedbyDr.~Qish onMarch16,1970.

ANNOUNC=S
,!

W. wish achOwl*g~ Dr.Olson’svery@ortant contributions
tothedevelopmentofRe@ond Medicd~gr-, bothas a
fo-r CoofiatorofTennessee~d-South~ andasDirectorof
theSewicemd statedthathehasaskedDr.Olsonto rem asa
consultantuntilhe assws hisnewpositioninSanAntonio.

Proceedingsofmeetingsarerestrictedtiess cle=edby theOffIce
of theAdministrator,HSMHA.Therestrictionrelatestoall’materi~
submittedfor~scussionatthe~etings,thesupple~ntamateri~,
andal otherofficialdoc-nts, ticIu~w thewenda.

Fortherecord,itisnotedthatmembersabsentthemselvesfromthe
meetingwhentheCouncilisdiscussingapplications:(a)fromtheir
respectiveinstitutions,or (b)h whicha conflictof ~te~st ~@t
OCCW. This?roceduredoesnot,of course,apply to :nbloc actions —
oflywhentheapplicationisunderindividu~discussion.
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~ additionto MS prticiplepositionasA~istrator of
theHeath SemicesandMentalHeath A=stration, and
alsoas ~ of theNatio@ AdvisoryComcilonRegion~
~dical Progr-, Dr.~@ish e~lainedthathehasnow
ticreasedMS directinvolvementinRegionalWdicd Programs
by %S& g intohisofficethedirectoperationalresponsibility
fortheRegio@Wdica ~-Sertice. He hasasked
W. ~~lies to accept,on anactingbasis,thedirect
responsibilityofadministeringR~S. Dr.wish askedthe
~uncilfortheirhelpinfindinga pe~ent Directormd
suggestedthattheywritedtiectlyto ~ withtherimesof
c-dates whomhetightconsiderand~so anyspeci~
chwacteristicsthattheyfeelhe tightwishto identi~in
_ghis f~ selection.

Dr.&@ish reportedbrieflytotheCouncilonMs recent
appemce, ~ong withDr.Egeberg,beforetheHouseWaysmd
W*S Cotittee,asapart oftheirclosedhe=i~s inre~
to the~DIC~ TaskForcerepoti.He saidthatbothhe~d
Dr.&eberg conside~dthisa si@ficantfirstopportunityfor
representativesofthenation’shealthprofessionsto be
ticludedindiscussionsofFederdfimcing ofhealthcare
setices.

CONSID~.TIONOF~ ~G DA~

ThedatesofJdy 28-29 and~cember8-9,’2970 were reconfi=d.
Nodatesweremadeformettigstobe heldin1971.

CONS~~TIONOF ~J~S OFTHEDEC~~ 1969AND
MARCH2,1970m~TGS

TheCouncil~usly recomnded approv~oftheDec@~:r16-17,
1969andthespecialWch 2,1970r~et-”

A. Wension Wgislation

~ discussingtheHetithServicesmrove~nt Actof 1971
the@uncilreactionswereessenti~lythes= asthoseelicited
at thet@ oftheirearlierdiscussionofthepropos~with
Mr._kwis, atthespecialmeetingon~ch 2,1970. -

Dr.%lish assuredtheCouncilthatmanyoftheticoncerns
werebasedonwhathe believesis a tisunderst~d@ofthe
titentof theA~nistrationintis le@slative proposal.He
tie itveryclearthatthereme no intentionstoplaceone
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ofthepro~ams“under”
thattheveryessential
Pro~ intheFederd
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anyotherofthepro~amsinvolved,and
roletobeplayedbyRegionalMedical
effortto@rove healthcareservices

Is,-ineffect,a voteof confidencebytheWpartmentinthe
successofRegionalMedicalPrograms.As furtherevidenceof
thisconfidenceintheviabilityof theProwa, ~. @lish
citedthedecisionmadeby theRpartmentmd theWeau of
theMdgetto releaseforusebytheProgram,$20tillionti
-t fundswhichhavebeenpartofthee~enditurelimitation
in lg6gm lg70.

AswasthecaseintheMarchmeeting,theCouncil’smost
seriousconcernsrelateto whattheyfearareprematureanddrastic
c-es inthebasicconceptsoftheProgram,whichwillresdt
inlossoftheinterestandcooperationof theprivate
<sector.As statedby ~. Nerist,itis theinvolvementof
‘thesegroupswhichhas‘madeRegion~Medic~Progrm a
:~eral,ratherthm a ~eder~,program.”

me Councilwasassuredby ~. @lish thattheeffectofthe
Administration’slegislativeproposalistobe thefirststep
in a gradudandincrementalapproachto consolidationofthe
effortsoftheHe=th ServicesandMentalHealthAdministration;
rathert~ my atte~tto change,subordinate,ordestroyone
Programwhileetiorsingordevelopingmother. me Councilis
not,however,sufficientlyconfidentthattheProgramcan
withstandw~t tillbe theapparent,if indeednotthered,
effectsofthe@lamentationoftheprovisionsofthisproposal.
me members~so eqressedfrustrationintheirabilitytome
a genuinelysupportiveinterpretationoftheproposalto their
co~eaguesWo haveservedandcooperatedsoenthusiastically
at thenationalandlocallevelsandintheirinstitutions.

M. Pelle~inoeffectivelys~ized theCouncil’sbelief
thatnoneofthemcanhonestlyandconscientiouslysewe as
a ‘salesman”fortheproposedHeathservicesActof1971~d
therefore,theiroflyeffectiveroleatthepresenttimecan
be thatof ‘lne@tiator.ti~s theycandoby atte~tingto
identifytheaspectsofRegionalMedicd Pro~- thathave
madeit sufficientlyusefultotheCastration, ad thento
me everyeffortto seethattheseaspectsoftheProDam -
arepreserved.

~ discussingthefitureroleoftheCouncil,severalofthe
mtiers,particulwlythosewhohadbeen-ble toattendtheMarch
meeting,weresl~~risedmd disturbedto lem thatSection901
of S 3443 is inerror,andthatinfacttheroleofthee~mded



comprehensiveadvisorycouncilwouldbe lfitedtoadvicemd
assistanceto theSecret~ onpolicymattersandan mual
retrospectivereviewofthegrantsupportedactivities.Such
a role,theybelieve,wouldseve~ul~t theeffectivenessof
theCouncilinWluencing eitherthedirectionorthequality
of theprogram.Qestionswereraisedconcerningtheadministrative
arr~ementstobe establishedmder thislegislativeproposal
andthegeneralconceptofpeerreviewof want application.

TheCouncilvoted-imously to go on recordasreco=nding
thatthepresentmde andauthoritiesoftheNation~Adviso~
Councilon Re@oti Wdica Pro- bepreserved;by atistrative
re~ations ifnotby law;eitheras an independentCouncilor
as a subgroupofthelargerco~rehensiveCouncilproposedin
theHealthServices~rovementActof 1971.

TheCouncillikewisevotedunanimouslytorecordtheti
recomndationthatthedisease-categoricdemphasisofthe
pro~be preserved,notasa limitingfactoronthedevelopment
of theProgram,butasa focusforprogrmewhasismd .to
definethe‘principleconcerns”of RegiotiMedicdPrograms.

B. A~~m~riations-~ 1971

h. Wgulies informedtheCouncilthath~aringsbeforethe
HouseSubconfitteeonAppropriationsweretentativelyschedtied
fortheweekfollowingtheCouncilmeeting.He saidthathe
e~ectedthemtobeuncomplicatedandprobablybrief,in
thisCongressioMlelectionyem.

Dr.W@ies retiewedthecircmtaces w~ch ledtotheDW
and~eau oftheBudgetdecisionto releasethe$20million
h grantfundswtichhadbeenheldby the&partmentaspart
of thee~enditurel~tation. Basedona specificplanpresented
by Regional~dicalProgr~Serviceat therequestofthe
Depqrt~ntandthe~eau, $5millionis available
forobligationbetweennowmd June30,1970andtheremaining
$15fillionis tobe addedtothemount requestedinthe197i-
budget;bringingthetotalwunt proposedforets inM.71
to $94.5million.

~~ATION OF~TIPROG~ SE~CE GWS (SEmION910)

Thisgrantauthoritywasaddedto the~ legislationinJune1968.

.

... .



Page5

I
o

‘%

.

However,dueto thee~enditm limitation@osed at thes-
.t@, andsubsequentconstraintson av@lablegrwt ~ds, it
hasnotbeen@lemnted. TheCouncilwasre~ded of the
genera@delines recomnded bya specialsubcotitteech~red
by h. JohnHogness,thereportofwhichwasadoptedbythe
~mcil atitsmeetinginAu&st 1969. Staffadtisedthe
~uncilthattheyintendto developa setof specificTem
andConditions,basedon the~ner~ @deities cont~nedfi
the~uncilrecomndations.~ese willbemde available
nationallymd applicationswillbe invitedto competefor
grantawardsemly in fisc~ yew 1971. ‘

~ thisconnection,Mrs.PMllipsdescribedtheSeniorCINc~
TrtieesMp pro~m, tich provides~~ct SUPPO~.for
tividud physicianstoundert~epost-residencytr- h
thecl~c~ managementofneoplasticdise=es. MS pro~m
wasbegunas a ClficQ FellowshipprogramoftheNation~Cancer
Mtitute veryearlyinthatorganization’shistory.h 1963
itW= transferredto theCancerControlBranchoftheDitision
of ChronicDisease.~tidly itwastided by themas a direct
awardpro~, andlaterasaprogrm oftistitution~awards
underthe314(e)authority...

Schedtiedforphase+ut~ong withtheotheractivitiesof the
Ditisionof -nic Diseases,thispro~m wasstigledoutboth
by theOfficeof”theAssistantSecretaryforHealthand
ScientificAffairs,andby oncologistsinthemedical/academic
co~ .ty,asbeingof sufficientimportaceto theNationfs
potenti~forcaringforcancerpatientsastowarrantits
continuationx partof theongoingactivitiesoftheRegional
~dc~ ~grm Service.Itwasa~ed bytheHealthServices
andMentalHeath AdministrationthatthisProwa wouldcontinue
tobe fundedatm annuallevelof appro-tely $1million,
andbe administeredundertheSection910authorityofthe
Regio@Medic~ Pro~m legislation.Qthou@ atthislate
dateh themedical/acadeficyearprobablyoflya sal number
ofq@ified candibtesretin unplacedandonlya veryfew
firstratetrainingopportunitiesre- unfilled,itwasa~eed
thatitis@ortant to~tain thecontinuityofthisprogrm.
~erefore,an munt of $300,000(ofthenewly~leased$5
million-- seeabove)willbe setasideforawardsto bemde
@ingthere* derofthisfisc~ ye=.

&causetheCounciltillnot=et ~~ inthisfisc~ Ye~~ the
buncil~usly agreedtodelegatetoDr.mnn~ the
authorityto selectappropriatecmdidatesfortheseawards.He
willbe assistedh thiseffortby an adhocpmel ofexpefisin

e

clinicalmAti2eEntof cancer,represefii~thesixbasicdisciplines
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Dr.Pell.egrinoreportedontheworkofthesubcotitteewhich
developedthedraftguidelineswhichwerebefo~ them~cil.
He e~ltied theworkingsofthetaskforcewhichundertook
thestudyandthenature”oftheirreportto~and to Dr.
~ck Sc~dt @ Dr.George~ller whorepresentedtheReview
-ttee. He stidthataftera eat ded of discussionit
hadbeenweed topresentthisveryprel~ draftto
thecouncilotiyasanindicationofthedi~ctionsbe~
takenby thesubco@ttee.TheCmcilaVedtoaPP~ve P@
I oftheKport, tiprinciple,withtherecommendationthatit
undergosubstmti~ substantivemd editori~revisionand
resubmissionto theCouncil.PartIIofthereportwasconsidered

a entirelysatisfactowin itspresent~epmtely ~d fowd tob“
fomt. TheCouncilman~usly recomnded itsapprovalwithout
furthersubstmtiverevision.

~. SloanrecalledtotheCouncilthattheseGuidelineswe~
prep-d by a SpecialAdvisoryCohttee onCancerCwe
Facilitiesof theCmcer Cofissionofthe~rican College
of SWgeOnS, undercontractwiththeDivisionof Re@o~l
~dicalProgr=, inresponseto Section907of theRegion~
Hica Progr- le@slationwhichprovidesthat‘me Smgeon
Generalsh~l establish,andmintainon a cur~ntbasis,a
listorlistsof facilitiesm theUfitedstates>eq~PPed
andstaffedtoprovidethemst advanced~thodsad tectiques
inthediagnosisandtreatmntof heartfisease,cmcerjOr
stroke.. .ti

SheintroducedDr.W-n Cole,whose~ed as ch~ ofthe
Speci~AdvisoHCotittee.~. Coleoutltiedtheprocedures,s
therepresentation,md thedatagatheriwactivitiesofthe
Cotitteeandfo~ly presentedthereporttotheCouncil;
He ~so reportedthattheGuidelineshadbeenreviewed”etiensive~Y
bytheNatio@AdtisOryCancerCouncilwhorecomnded thata .
concises~ beprepmd.

In~;sponseto questiorls~“e~atii?gtheap~we.rltstringencyofthe’
guidelines,Dr.’Sloanre~titiedthegroupthatthedocuwntis
tideedintendedotiyasa wide, andoflyforhospitalswhichwish
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to be desi~ted asprovidersofdeffltivecancercare.

fiaccept@ thereport,theCouncilofferedtheircongratulations
andsincerethankstoDr.ColeandtheCofittee.m further
discussion,however,theystatedverycle=lythatinaccepttig
thereporttheyhavenotapprovedit forpublication.~stead,
theya~ed ~ously to recomendtiher workonthereport
andfurtherassistmcefromtheNatio@ AdvisoryCancerCouncil,
withreferenceof thefiti draftto a subcommitteeof the
Natio@ AdvisoryCouncilonRegionalMedicalProgramsbefore
presentationtotheCouncilasa whole. ~ÿÿÿÿÿÿÿÿÿÿÿÿÿÿÿ@‚k•¨G•ˆlc®€•©

~. ~@ies reportedbrieflyona onedayadh~cmeetingheld
Feb_ 13,1970>ofa @uP ofe~erts~ ‘he‘&eY ‘ield*
~thoughtheprinciplepurposeofthemeetingwasto offer
pbfessio~ guidmceinthedevelop~ntof m effectivekidney
diseasepngrm as anintegralpm of RegionalMedicd PrograMs
underpendingle@slativeproposas,thediscussionconcentrated
on recenttrendsinthetreatmentof end-stagekitieydisease,.
focustigparticul~mlyohregiotireq~e~nts” fithou@it
wasnotpresentedasa definitivedocwnt, the&ner~
recomndatio~ of theadhoccomtitteemetwithgeneralagree~nt

‘~. ~erist suggestedthatwhenon thepm oftheCouncil.
sucha documentisfitilyprepwedit should,includemoreewhasis
onp~ventionofki~ey disease,partic~mlyin c~l~ell.

n. ~OF APPLICATIONS

A. RelevantIssues

1. RMPgrantcontributiontotheestablishmentof
andcontinueddemonstrationsin ~tensivecwe units

At therequestoftheReview.Co@ttee;theComcilw= ~ked
to considertheroleofRegio@ Medical~gm in continuing
to establishandequipfacilities-reso~cesininstitutionswhich,
~thoughititiatedforpvoses oftrai~ng~d de~nstrations:
willcontinueto providepatientsemicesforwhichfeesare
routinelycollectablefromvirtu~ly~lt~fi partypayers. -
Reco@zing theverygreatdifficultyfacedbytheReview
Cotitteeinmaki% judw~nts onsuchprojects>P~ticul~lY
whenthey@ ofreco@zed tiue intheestablismntof a
Re@o~ Medic~ WO- in a comunity;th~CouncilCOnt~ues~o
believeittinwisetoattewttodeveloPa f~rmpolicy,=b~tr=llY

.- ..-,... . . .

-...

-.
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requestcont~nedin
V~ley RegionalMedic~

~gr-~, Dr.Millikansu~ested,andtheCouncil~usly
~ed,that fids fromRegionalMedic=~~ams should-be
usedforsupportoftheestablishmentormaintenanceof stroke
centersdesignedto evaluatespecificmodditiesof stroke
treatment.Sixteensuchcentersarecurrently~ded by the
Nation~~stituteofNeurologicalDiseasesandStrokefor
carefullydesignedandthorou@y controlledstudiesofthese
therapeuticmdalities,andwillprovidesufficientinfomtion
anddatatomakethedefinitivejudgemntsinthisregard.

2. Needfora studyofRegionalMedicalProgram
P~icipationinWojectsInvolvingAutomated
wchnolo~

Inresponseto a repeatedrequestfromtheReviewCommitteefor
guidanceconcerningprojectswhichareclemlyidentifiableas
‘researchmd development~md requirelargeexpendit~esfor
expensiveequipment,theCouncilhasaped toundertakea study
inthisregard.~ey ~so agreedwithDr.Mar@ies onthe
necessityforsomebackgroundinformationonthecurrentstatus
ofFederalfundingof suchactivities,p@,icularlyfundingby
thevariousco~onentpro~amsofHS~. MS studym. w~~lies
premisedtohaveavailableatthenextmetingasa basisfor
furtherinvestigationof specificrolesofRegionalMedical
Mgramsinthisarena.

3. Reviewof CouncilPolicyonHealthWpower andRecruitment

AtthesuggestionofthestafftheCouncilvotedun-uSly to
amendtheGuidelinesonhealthcareersrecruitment(Guidelines
Addendum,Febmary1970,page15)to includethefollo~ng
additionalstatement:

‘~is doesnotincludetheuseof RP fundsfor
remedideducation,enrichmentprogr-, or
studentloansor scholarships.fl

4. ~dney DiseasePolicy-RetainforRetider of
~ 70orRevise?

Intheli~htof the?resentuncer~air.i;iss reg@ing both
legislationandappropriationsforRe~on~ Medic~Pro~amsin
1971,theCo~ciiagreedthatitwould,atthistime,be premature
fortheretoundert~ethedevelopwntof a morespecificpolicy
re~ng RegionallfledicalMgram supportof kidneydiceaseactivities.
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At thesme t~ theyrecognizethedifficulties~erent ti
continueddeferralof actiononspecifickidneydiseaseprojects
wtichreachthemforf~ recomndations.

h additionto severalw~ch m beforethemint~s roundof
reviewthe@uncilagreedtoreconsiderthethreewhichwere
recomndedfordeferr~at thepretiousmeet-:

~ject #15 - A Co~rehensivePrograminRenalDisease

Approvalinthettieandamountrequestedwiththesuggestionsmd
recommendationscitedby theReviewCo@ttee inJuly1969
(seealsoSectionn C).

Project#13 - A Re@onalProgramforTrainingofPhysicians
andOtherAlliedHealthfiofession.~sforthe~agemnt of
-tic RenalDiseasePatients,..

Approvalatthereducedlevelandwiththespecificconditions
recotiendedby theReviewCotittee(seealsoSection~ C).

~ject #31- Hemodialysish~g Pro~m

Althoughconditio~approvalwasorimly recomndedby the
ReviewCo~ttee,themajorreservatione~ressedwastheabsence
of a transplantationcentertowhichthisprojectcm directlyrelate,
eithermediately orh theforeseeablefuture.M theabsence
ofmy satisfactoryresolutionofthisparticularaspectofthe
recomndation,theCouncilagaindeferredftil action.
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. B. Speci~Actions

~RASwSOU~ D~~A - me Councilwasapprisedofrecent
corres~ndencebetweentheRegionmd theDivisionreg=ding
itspossibleseparationintotwostateRegionalMedicalProw~,
andtheproposalof theSouthDtiotaGovernorto combine~
andCHPinhisstate.

TneCouncilen~ssed titerestinthisasm ewerimentbut
declti@totie anyfo- recomndation.

> thattheirinvolve=ntwouldbe appropriate
tti as anapplicationfora plbg grant
is sub~tted.

It-wasagreed
otiyat such
fromSouthD*ota

~mPHWJS~V~A- fioject8 - Lawel MountainHomeHealth
Aide~ainingandWmonstration

MS revisedapplicationwassubmittedtoCouncilatthe
specificrequestof theRegioninordertoprovideaddition~
informationintendedto clmifytherelationshipoftheproject

@

to theRe@on’stotaleffort.-

~uncilreaff~ed itsori@n~ assessmentoftheinherent
q~ity of theproject,p~icularlytheeducationalaspects.
On thebasisoftheadditionalinformab+onandtherevised
budget,theyagr~on itsappropriatenessasa P- ofthe
WesternPemlsylvaniaR@ andbelievethatthecostisfiedistic.
Approv~isrecommendedforthetimeandintheretisedamount
requestedwiththeunderstandingthattheincomeproduced
by theprojectwillbe usedforthep~oses oftheproject,
as statedby theapplicant.

,,,

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

TheCouncilrecotiedtheirrecommendationsintheformat
whichwasadoptedinthepreviousreyiew,cycle(AppendixI).

~~~IOWmIc~p~G~

Approvaltithspecificconditionsrecomnded
Co~ttee.

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

Wm~IOW~ICupR~~

bytheReview

03-$0

R~tm forrevisionwiththesuggestionsoftheReviewCommittee.

~ZONA ~GIOW ~DIC~ PROGW

Returnforrevisionwiththesu&estionsoftheReviewCotittee.

Non-approval

~ject 10- Non-approvalI = ~ppropriatefor~ funding- Council
findsthisprojectoutsidethepolicy~idelinesrelativeto basic
trainingof alliedhealthpersomel.

Project11- Non-approv~II = Tobe revisedaccordingto su~estions
oftheReviewCofittee.

~. Pellegrinoabstainedfromvoting.

Ml munts ~e drect costsonlyandMess othe~isespecified
referto 12+onthperiods.

Thedesignation01,02,etc.relatestothefirst,second,etc.,
budgetperiodsofthesubjectapplication,notnecessarilythe
budgetperiodsthatwillactuallybe supplemented.
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C&I~m ~ION~ ~ICm PROGW

Approvalwithspecificconditions,as det,ailedbelow,in
-unts nottoexceed:

--.

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

#7R-
#54-
#55-
#56-

#57-
#58-
#5g-

ApprovalI foroneyearonly.
ApprovalIIwithconditionssetbytheRetiewCotittee.
ApprovalI
Deferralwiththenewinfomtionto
expertstithefield.
Non-approvalIItiththesu~estions
Approv~I.
Non-approvalIItiththesu~estions

bereviewedby

oftheReviewCotittee.

oftheReviewbtittee.

Approv~,withoutadditiom fundswd withtheadviceof the
ReviewCotittee.

Approv~withspecificconditionsas recokendedby theReview
Cotittee.

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

Approvalwithspecificconditionsasrecommendedby theReview
Cotittee.

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

G~~D~W~VmY~IONm~IC~ PR~M

~ 000263/70.1- Approvaltithspecificconditionsasrecomnded
by theReviewCotittee.

01- $lgo,628 02-$195,655

m 00026 3/70.2 - Retwn forRevision,

03-$150,493

,.
me Wuncila@ees tht thispmjectis proposedbyhi~ly
co~etentinaividuds,to beconductedinaninstitutionwell
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situatedfor,md capableofbeco-, a regioticanter
fortti~ anddemnstratiOns~ thediwosis Wd m=~nt
of strokepatients.~ey themfom reco-~end~hatitbe revised
to focusonthoseobjectivesad offerthefollotiwsu~stio~:

1.

2.

3*

4*

M fundsshouldnotbeusedto establishor
otherwisesuppoticentersfortheetiuation
ofEthods oftreatmentof strokepatients,Stice
s~een suchcentersae ~ded undercareful
studyby theNatioMlfistituteofNe~lo@c~
DiseaseandStroke.

~e.p~~sed-er ofbedsis-ecess~ily
larged unmanageableforteac~ and
demonstrationpvoses”

fithoughtheproposedcoursematerialappe=s
to be wellplannedandMclusivethem isno
etidencethatthepotenttilt~nees frOmt~@out

F-

theRe@on@ve beenticludedintheplting
norhasanystudyofthetitrai~ needsor
home-reso~cesbeenmdert~en.

mere is ofiyverybriefmentionof cooperative
p~ tithothermetropolit~cent~rstotid

~

theestablis~entof PNladelP~aGeneralas
thestroket~ anddemonstrationcenterfor
theGreaterRlam ValleY~ or for~ mea
of it.

WW~I ~ION~~IC~ PROGM

~prov~ tithspecificconditio~asrecommendedbythe
ReviewCotittee.

m 00001- 3/70.1

01-$165,200

m 00001.- 3/70.2

01-$116,381

02-$127,328 03-$120,521

02’-$110,000 03-$110,000

Bferralincluhg a sitevisitad withthesu~estionsof the
ReviewCommittee.Note:me Cowcil~reed gene~llYtiththe
ReviewCotitteeco~fing Project12butrec~ledthedifficulties
tititer-tistitutio~coope~ntionwit~nthe Region.~ey
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.——.
recommendedthattheenti~ applicationbe includedh the
sitevisit.

~~ ~IONAL l~ICL PROG~

Approv~withspecificconditionsasrecommendedby theReview
Cofittee.

01-$211,516 02-$30,050 03- $32,3go

Approvalintherevisedamountandunderthespecificconditions
setforthby theReviewCodttee andtec~cal sitevisitors;
withfurtherclarificationoftheissueof futuresupportof
this-pr?jectasp@ ofthe~.

01-$382,478 02-$223,483 03-$193,409
,,....

IOWA~GIONAL~ICAL PROG~

Approv~withspecifiCconditionsreco~nded bytheReview
Cofittee.

,

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

~SAS ~IONAL~ICM PR~M

Approval

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

Approvtitithspecificconditionsrecomeded by theReview
Cotittee.

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

Note: me Councile~ressedspeci~interestinproject15
andurged.staffassistanceto theRegionin furtherdevelopment
of theacti~dty.
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Deferralfora sitetisit.

#24- Non-approvalII.
#25- Deferral
.#26- Deferr~
#27- ~~f~~~~. ~,~eCcuncilas]:edthatthesitevisitorsfifi-ther
assessthemeritofthisprojectwithoutthefih co~onent. They
questionthevalueofteachingfih forthesepatientsor for
physiciansandalliedhealthpersonnelwhoworkwiththem,
principallybecauseofthe~at variationinthephysicalmd
-tion~ characteristicsoftheitiividudpatientsandthe
~eat varietyof smgicd proceduresrestitinginthestoma.

-POLITAN WAS~{G~N, D. C.~IONAL VE1~l’:l!l.,Pl<,OGR.%M—......---.......——.

m 000315/69.1- Approvaltithspecificrecomtiationsofthe
ReviewCotitteeonprojectsIR,3R,and35;butwith34
recommendedfornon-aPP~v~I“.

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

m: Project34 is consideredinappropriateforRMPfunding
on severalcowts. First,theCouncilisgenerallyverydoubt~
of the@ue of fi~ forusewithpatientsorhealthprofessionals ‘
tithemanagementof stomasbecauseof thegreatvariationmng
patients(bothphysicallyandemotion~ly)andthelocationand
functionofthestoma.Secondly,theCouncilwasnotMpressed
withthevtiueof thisparticularprojectasa regionaleffort.
mdy, therelationshipsmng thepropostigroup,the
nationalorganizationoftheAmericmCancerSociety,md the
Re@onalMedicd Program,inthejointsponsorshipof sucha
fi~ isuncertain.

m 000315/69.1md 8/69.1- ~jeet 25 - C~Cer ~iation ‘erapy
Unit forHowardUniversity. .

me Councilagreedto liftitspreviouslyi~osed restriction
onthe~ds approvedforthisproject;thusallowingthe
~antee-affiliate(HowardUniversity)to e~efi fundspriorto -
theactuale~loymentof a projectdirector.~ey restated~
theircondition,however,thatthedirectorappointedmustbe a
qualifiedradiotherapist.Therevisedbudgetseemedto fulfill
theotherconditionsoftheam relativeto e~enditm
ceilingsforeql~ipment.me reviseddi?ec~tcostsare:

01-$273,000 02-$143,850 03-$149,572
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~C~GN ~IONW ~IC& PROGm

Approval.

01-$85,730 02-$95,926 03-$107,900

~SSO~ ~ION~ ~DIC~ PROGM

3/70.1- App~valwithspecifiCconditionsandcontingencies,for
eyears, beginningJuIY1,1970*

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

me approvedlevelforthe01yearincludes$+,129,133forCO~
SUppOrt~d $lsooojoo”for‘hoseprojects‘-lY ‘headvmced
technolo~activities)forwhichtheRegionhasrequestedonlYone
yearsupport-- -Projects #x, 13R, 14R,~d 49. ~the ‘2‘d ‘3

years,Coresuppo~iscontinuedat ‘he‘1ye= 1evel.

me Councilstatedthatthe$l~ooo~ooosupport‘or‘he‘ne‘em ‘newa
projectsbe contin&ntuponassm~ces fromtheRegionthatthe
reco~endationsofthesitevisitreportoneachadvancedtec~olou
projectwouldbe genetilYfollowed.

3/70.2- APPnVQ withspecificconditions”

me Natio@ Adtiso~Councilconcurred$withtherecommendationsof
theRevieweo~ttee, exceptthatprOject#54,OD~S> ~as‘etWned
forNtisionbecauseitwasnotconsideredtobe tec~c~lY ready
forexp=sion.

TheCouncilrecomnded thattheapprovedprojectsreceiveApproval~
(approv~withoutadditionanewfunds)~ ~he01year,~d
ApprovalI (newfunds)withspecificconditionsasdescribedby
ReviewCommitteeinthe02and03yews.

Project#50- APPmvd withspecificconditions
Project#51- Approv~tithspecificconditions
~ject #52- Approv~withspecificconditions
Project#53- Non-approvalI
Project#54- Non-apprOv~II (ret~ forrevision)
Project#55- Approvalwithspecificconditions
~oject #56- Non-approvalI
Project#57- Non-approv~II (returnforrevision)
~oject #58- Approvalwithspecificconditions
~ject #59- Non-approvalI

01- $532,154% 02- $~62,240 03-$404,848

*TObe fundedfromunexpendedb~~ces inthegrantperiodending6/30/7(

~d by rebudgetingfromcomputer+rientedprojectsastheyme ph~~ out
(includingtheheretofOmrestricted$240,483).

,,...,,.. , ...’.~?’.a~
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&S~~ ~IONL ~IC& PR~~ (Cent)

“ OverallProsamRecommefiations
.

1. me NatiotiAdtisoryCouncilconsideredthereco-ndatio~ of
thesitetisitorsonnotoflytheoperatio~lrenew~and
operatio~lsup~mentsdescribedabove~butaso t~eover~l
leyelsofsUpOti foiWSSOmi~--~clum prO~ectsP~~~~ly

J~p~ved b ,CouncilwMch cm a continuationco~t~nt.
werefi~ner~ ~ement withtheseNCO~e@ations:

.

●

✎

*

m theWant yearbegi- July1,1970,thesite
visitorsrecommendedthatapproxtitelY$3,060,000
finewfundsbemadeavdlabletothe~ssouri~
tithe Want peri~be@~ July131970” ~stota
*co-nded levelincludesfom cowonents,:

(1)Core,

$l,12g,733;(2)Renew~projects,$1,000>OOO;(3)‘~jects
#46,“~-BIood,”approx~tely$160,000;and(4)Continuation
projects#25,26,27,29,and33,aPP~x~tely $800~ooo”

me sitevisitorssu~estedthattheRegionuseup to
approx~telY$940,000~ c~mover ~ds ‘or‘he‘Uppoti
of additio~lsubregio~lizationactivitiesapprovedby
Council--Pnjects#36,37,38,39;43>50,51352)55>
@ 58.

~the want yearsbeginning~JulY 1971~d 1972,the
visitorsrecomnded thatapprox~telY$2.2fillion~d
$1.8million,respectively,innew,~ding be available
fortheapprovedCore,newsuPPlemnt~~‘d Conttiuation
projects.Councilstatedthattheserecommendedlevels
innowayrepresentedceilings,md thattheRe@on cofid
co~et’eforadditiondmding tithsubsequentapplications.

Noneoftheadvancedtechnologyactivitiesme recommended
forsupportbeyondthe01year. Cowcilpointedout}.
however,thatifanyoftheseactivities developsufficiently
to thepointthatCouncilfeelstheycouldcontribute
si@ficantlyto improvingthehealthcaredelive~sYstem>
andto developingregionalcooperativearrmgements,they
couldcompeteforfuture~ding.

2. co~cilconc~dtith thesitevisitorsad theReviewCofittee
that”tik.regionbe stronglyurgedtoexpd the~ssouri
RegionalAdvisoryGroup.

5 G03~ 00009-02Q \

~ a specialaction,theCouncilreconsidereda request~de in
Aprillg68for$246,483foruseinproject#17- BioeW~eeriw .
Wiginallyrecommendedforapprovalthefundsbve beenrestricted

(Continued)

. ~,-.,..,,
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~SSOW ~IONAL ~lCAL PROG~ (Cent)

pendingtheoutcomeof a studyofthe~ssouri~ suchas the
onejustcompleted.

TheCouncilnowrecommendsreleaseofthefinds,to be rebudgeted,
withD~ approval,titoanypreviouslyapprovedactivitiesexcept
Core,#2R,13R,14R,and49.

WmCO~IONAL ~ICAL PROG~

Returnforrevision,reflect~ therecomndationsofthe
ReviewCotittee,

m 000583/70,1- Returnforrevision,reflectingtherecommendations
oftheReviewCofittee.

Rfl000583/70.2-Approval
by thedeviewComittee,

01-$181,300

tithspecificconditionsrecommended

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

‘

NOR~ CAROLINA~IOm ~ICW PROG~

Approvalwithspecificconditionsasrecommendedby the
ReviewCotittee.

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

Approvalwithspecificconditions.

me CouncilconcmredwiththeReviewCotitteemd thesite
visitorsintheirrecomndationthatthisRe@on be awarded
opentio~ status.M review- thedifferencesbetweenthe.
sitevisitandReviewCotitteerecomndationsontheindividual
projects,theCouncilhasacceptedthoseoftheReviewCommittee.
~ regardtoProject9 (S-r Workshopin Caeer Development)the
Councilconsidersitoutsidethepolicy~idelinesandthus
inappropriateforH!Wfu~ds(seeSectionH ofthesemnutes).

01 - $786,187 02 - $803,6g6 03-$805,221



4NOR~S ~ION~ ~IC& PROG~

Approvaltithspecificconditionsrecomndedby theRetiew
@tittee.

-- ,

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

, ApprovaltithspecificconditionsrecometiedbytheReview
Cotittee.

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

.O~bSTA~~ION~~IC~ PROGW

Approvalwithspecificconditions.

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

Returnforrevisionreflectingthes~estibnsoftheReview
Cotittee.

...,.,, ...... ..... :.

O~N~GIOIUL ~~DICW P~G~

Approval.

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

Mferrd fora sitevisit.TheCouncilconcursintherecommendation
of thesitevisitwithoneexception.Wsed on infomtion gained
on a previoussitevisit,theComcilagreestodelegateto the -
sitevisittem theauthorityto investigatetiher wd, if
appropriate,recomnd approval.anddete~e theawardlevel’for
project10 — Coti ty Ftily WeventionProgrmon Stroke(not
to exceedthetiunt requested).

01- $lg4,403 02 - $~g3,356 03 - $202,503
,..
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~~S~R ~GIONm ~IC~ PROGW

ApprovalpendtigendorsementofthesitevisitOrswhosevisit

totheRegionasa wholeistot~e placeonApril20-21,1970.
.

me Councilis~ generalaweement‘th ‘he‘etiew.c~mttee’s
~co~ndatiOnS but wo~d notinsiston ~Y of speclf+edbudget
cutsexceptthatof theofficespacecosts-

~ey bellevethat

specialnursiw se~icesandregulmprofessionalhadlingmd
transportationofthesecriticapatientsisessentiaand
thatback-upsetsof thehighlydelicateeqtiPmentwe required”

SO~ CAROL~A~IONm~DIC~ PROGM

Retu~ forre~sionreflectingtherecommendationsofthe
ReviewCotittee.

susQWmA Vmy ~IONAL r~IC~ pR~~

Approv~~th specificconditionsas reco~endedby theReview
.

Codttee.

01-$595,503 02- $60;;199 03-$571,160

(Fi~esincludeproject 16,a budgetforwhichkS beensub~tted
~ reviewedby staffsincetheReviewCotitteemeettig).~,

~RG~A ~IONAL ~ICAL PROGm

App~v~ @th specificconditionsrecommendedby t~eReview
Cotitteeandwithspecial emphasisonthequestionsregmding
thecomputeraspectsofprojectb.

‘01-$225,444 02-$211,225

m 000133/70.1- Deferralfortechnicalsite
‘ofthethreeprojects

03-$226,025

visitto each

~,1 00913 ~,~~ - ~i:~~i~~ .fi.Ctj.Ofl- Deferral,tobe studiedasP@w
~site visitrecomfiendedfortheotherprojects.Staffis

authorizedto arrangeforfundingtomaintfitheprogramuntil
find actionistaken.



e

m 00037(fo~rly 8/69.1d 12/69.1)- APPrOVah thetti md
-unt quested, tiththesu~st ions@ recomndationscited
by theReviewCmttee tiJdy 1969. (a +SO sectionn, A, 4 of
tkse tites).

---

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

10:45a.m.onApril1, 1970.

I herebycertifythat,tothebestof
my howled=, thefore~@~utes
areaccuratead complete.

* Rti of thestatements
@ additio@ materialswhich
weredistributedatthemet-
m avdlableintheOfficeof
the~uncil*cretary.

.,’
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FromthePanelsto theReviewCotittee
(On~jects my)

Kchnicaly somd andmpably~rected
Feasiblemder specifiedconditions
Unapprovableon technicalgro~ds

Page22

b theReviewtititteeto theNatiotiAdvisoryComcil
(On~jects)

ApprovalI - Adtitiod ~ds recomnded
ApprotiII- No additionaltids recomnded

Non-approvalI
Non-approval11

No actiont~en

~ppropriateforD~ Mding
Revisionreq~d

Need
Need
Need

(On~tire Applications)

Approva
Approvalwithspecific
&feti
Retu forRevision

additionalheomtion
sitevisit
timcildecision

conditions

Disapproval- ~ppropriateforD~ ~ding

-the NatiotiAdviso~~mcil to the~~fistrator -
(On~tire Application) ---.. .

Appm@ -
‘Approvalwithspecificconditions
(Asrecomndedby theReviewCo~ttee or others)
Mfeti .
Retm forRevision.,”
~--pp~riati,formz
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‘W~tj:\!AT~!~DICLPROGMNrB——. —
,

P~~~O, ~n~nd D.,M.D.(70)
VicePresidentfortheHealth

BREM~AN,MichaelJ.,M.D.(72)”
President,MichiganCmcer FO1~datiOn
4811JohnR Street
~troit,~ichigan~18201

professorof Medicine
WayneStateUniversity
>
CANNON,Blandil.,lfl.D. (73)
910MadisonAvenue
m~his, Te~essee 38~03

Divisionof Neurosurgery
Universityof TennesseeCollege
.ofMedicine

CROSBY,EdwinL.,11.D.(71)
ExecutiveVice~sident andDirector

e

~eric~ Hospit~Association
.Cmcago,Illfiois60611

DEBAKEY,MichaelE.,M.D.(72)
PresidentandChiefExecutiveOfficer
Baylor~llegeof l~edicine
Houston,Texas 77G25

~fessor ad C~iy,~
DepartmentOf~gerY
@llegeof Medicine.

-ST, BruceW.,M.D.(71)
Wef of Pediatrics
GreenClinic
~ston,buisiana 71270

~L~l, ClarkH.,M.D. (72)
ConsultantinNeHlo~
MayoClinic
Rochester,Mitiesota55902

SciencesandDirectorof theCtr.
StateUniversityof NewYork
StonyBr@k, Nev/York 1179G

~P,MA,AlfredM.,M.D. (70)
RegionalDirector
MountainStatesIYT
525WestJeffersonStreet
~ise, Idaho 837o2

~H, RussellB.,M.D. (73)
24oWest41stStreet
Erie,Pennsylvania16508

ViceSpeakerof theHouseof
Delegates,ATU .’

SHANHOLTZ,Mack1.,M.D. (70)
StateHealthCommissioner
StateDepartmntof Health
Rictilond,Vtiginia23219

TW~’J,Mr. Curtis (71)
Director
PensionandInsuranceEpt.
UnitedRubber,Cork,Li~pleum,
andPlasticWorkersof ~rica
87 SouthtighStreet
won, Ohio.443o8

WYCKOFF,~s. FlorenceR. (72)
243CorralitosRoad
~]atsonvill.e,California95G76

Dr.JosephT.English
Administrator
HealthServicesandMental
Heath Atinistration
5600Fishers,Lane
Rockville,Y~ryla~ 2G852
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Dr.EdwardT. Bloq@st, Acting~ef, fidneyDiseasePro-
~s. Marilyn~ell, Officeof GrantsRetiew

& ~. J. ~~ Caswell,HeartDisease@~ ——.—
~. htid R. Chadtick,DeputyDirector,Dm
m. Clydebuc-, W- Assist~ceB~ch
~. mencer~lburn,~~am AssistanceBranch
~. CliffordH.Cole,~ef, NeurologicalandSensoryDiseasesProgram
Dr.Vemtica@fley,Contlnu~g~~~ationand~tifigB~ch
Dr.SamFox,Chief,HeartDiseaseProgram
~. Mward Friedlander,AssistantDtiectorf~rCorkticatfonsw
PublicInfomtion
~. Charles~lsenroth,AssistantDirectorforManagement
~ss DoriaHoused,Officeof GrantsReview
~. RobefiJones,~ef, ProgrmsAssist~ceB~ch
~. TedKoontz,Officeof PlanningandEv~uation
Mr.Joh M. Kern,Jr.,Natio~lCle~~g Housefor~o~W~d Health
Mr.Gregorykwis, Chief,GrantsWagement Branch
~. w Maddox,ProgramAssistanceBranch
Dr.McW Wegold, AssociateDirectorfor~ ‘Operations& Development
Dr,FrankWk, C~ef, OperationsResearch& SystemsAnalysisBrmch
hfiss~.orie~rrill,Officefor~ OperationsandDevelopment
~ss ElsaNelson,Officefor~ OperationsandRvelopment
Dr.SttieyW. Olson,Consultant
~s. Wha L. PMllips,AssociateDirectorforGrant& ContractPolicy
Mrs.JessieSalazar,Officeof Grmts Review
Mrs.S- Silsbee,AssistantDirectorforGrmts Review
~. MargaretSloan,AssociateDirectorforOrganizationalLiaison
~. Robert~rner, AssistmtDirectorforHealthData

Dr.C.A. Rosenberg,VeteransAdministration
Dr.PMlip Dnham,A.D. Little,Inc.
Mr.CharlesRosenberger,NC~~
Mr.JohnPendleton,NCHSR&D_
Dr.M- Daitz,mm
~. WillimZukel,NHWIflIH
~ss JoanFulton,OL~MHA
~. LeeLangley,WMH


