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July 28-2g, 1970

me NationalAdvisoryCowciI!onReflional?!edicalProgramsconvened
foritstwentiethmeetingat 8:30 a.m.,~esday,July28, 1970 in
ConferenceRoomG/lEof theParklaurnBuildi.rlt~,Rockville,-land.
Dr.Harold?~p;ulies,ActingDirector,Regional-Medic~Prog~
Servicepresidedoverthemeeting. ,,

~]eCouncilmmbers p~sentwere:

m.
Br.
Dr.
Dr.
fir.
ik.

BlindW. Cannon 1>>.~und D.Pell~ino
FdwinL. Crosby(7/28 @nlY) Dr.AlfredM. Popma
Mtchael1;.~>ELWey(7/29onlY) M>.RussellB.Roth
BruceW. Everist Ilr.].hck1.Shmoltz
Willim R.1l~lrlt Mrs.FlorenceR.Wyckoff
Alex~arider~~.McPl]edran

A listingof R~ staffEmbers,aldothersattendingisappended.
....

‘Phemeetiw,wascalledtoorderat 8:30 a.m.oqJuly28 by
Br.Hmld Margulies.

lfieCouncilr~mberswerewelcomdto tl]enewConferencefacilitiesin
thePa~JklawnBuildiry~andtheger]e~>a.Larrancem>ntsfortheconductof
themeet.in~inthesefacilitieswa:je~lained. Dr.Mar~liesmowced
111splansforanexecutivesessionwiththeCo~lncilatthecloseof the
firstdayof tl]emeeting.

Proceedi~sofmeetil~Gsarerestri(:tedunlessclearedby theOfficeof
theAdlLiniStratOI’, IISMEM. me restrictionIelatestoallmateri~submitted
fordiscussionat themeetir~s,thesupplementalmaterial,andallother
officialdocments,includingthea[zen,la.

Fortherecord.it isnotedthatmenlbe]zsabsentthemsel~esfmm the
mt~eti~WIIelItfieCoutIci1 isdiscussirl~n~appl.ications:(a)fromtheir
fi?spectiveinstitutions,or (b)illwllic?ha conflictof interesttight
occur.l?lisproceduredoesriot,of c~:luf’:;c, ap~)tytoenbIocact~.ons--
-Onlywh~~ntl]eapplicatlorlis urider’iri(ii.v1i:iu:lldiscussfin.
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fit..!ti>~~liesintroduce(~two
attendanceforthisrrteeting.
LaCo]]nldssionel>o.ftheCourIty
practitionerirlMcKeesport,Pennsylvw~ia;and~llexanderM.Mc~’l~edrm,~~.D.,
AssociateProfessorof Internalitiedicine(iieurolo~),wry University
Sc})oolof IMedicine,Atlanta.~lerecentappointmentoflh.C.Robert
O~:denwasdso announced.~. O@en ispresidentoftheNorthCoastLife
Insulancecomoq~ inSpokCWe,WasllirigtonandChaim of theWashi@on/
AlaskaRegionalAdvisoryGroup.Hewillbeginhisregularattendance
at thenextmeeti~.

‘k ;
I

e

Inhisfirstmeetingwiththe.Councilas Afiinistratorof t~le~lea~th
ServicesandMentalHealthAtirristrat3.on,I)r.Wilsonrecalledhislong
interestandfirst-handinvolvementitlthedeveloprmntof Regional
MedicalProgrm. HeassuredtheCouncilofhisstrongsupportof
Re~QonalMedicalProgramsas a partof thebroadereffortsofHSW~
He expressed~]isendorsen~ntofthep~>inciple’sofdecentralizationof
theadrtini.strationof 1lSMHAactivitiesgenerally,andhisbeliefthat
theconceptof Regional!4edicdProcT~ canrelatewelltothese
principles.Althoup>therrrechwisJJlswillbeworkedoutslowly,he is
confide]ltthatthiscantakeplacewithoutdilutionofeffort,
eitherintheRegionsor inthehead~~~lamtersoffice.

s,
In reco~ylitionof theveryformidab].t?probl~:rmfacingRegional!fledical
P1’o- Service,Dr.Wilsonexp~t>s~;edregretthathewasnotable
at thepresenttimetoresolvetilenr~.cjorstaffir~f~problem. He
assuredtheCo~mcilthishasvi>~tl.i[~l~priorityonhisworking~enda
andthefactthathe isasyeturl:~blt:to reportdoesnotirldiq~te
thathe isnotactivelyworkingtowarl~a solution.

Llr.WilsonaskedtheCounciltome(~t~f.itl]himagaininapproximately
sixto eip~ltweeks,ina specialotle4aysc?ssion.At thatti~ he
isassuredhewillbeabletodiscusshisplans,as theyarebasedon
thoseof Secretaryl’dchardson,fortileorfl(ani!<ationanda~nistration
oftheMpartmentfseffortsto strenflthenandincreasethenationfs
capacitytodeliverhealthservices.l~eindicatedalsothatby that
ti~ he wouldhavemoredefinitiveplansforthestaffingand
organizationof theRe~ionalMedicalPrograrrrsService.

Altho~+~Jlhisplanswillincludea [!elleraloutlineofthe“tission”
of Regional?,ledicalPrOFJ>mSasa partof thellSMHAeffort,Or.
Wilson“saidthathewouldrt?lyheavilyon theadviceandguidanceof ‘
theCoLmciI fordt?velopirlgthepoliciesan(ldetailedprogramdirections

@

thatwou;.dl~?adtof:venrmnr’eeft’:lcIct!t.arid(~f’fecti.vecooperati.~~ear’rm..gement:
betweentheprivatesecLOI’,wili~!tIt~]cyrepr’e:;et]t,(.mdtheFederaleffort.
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Dr.WilsontoldtheCouncilof theresi~ationofMr.INiw Lewis
as.DeputyAdministratorof1~~’m,andabout~’h.~wist appointment
a~ Professorinthe DepartmentofComunityMedicineatUbert
EinsteinCollegeofMedicineinNewyork. 1@.~wis ad~ssed the
Councilbriefly,statingagainhisfaithin theRegi~nall~~e~cal ,“!
Programsas representing

.,IItheonlyconc~p-tOf’tmere@o:~alization
of healthservicesthatcanbe expectedtoworkwintheUtitedStates.
!&..kwisexpressedhisthankstotheCouncilforthemy pleasant
workingrelationshipshe hadhadwiththem. IWS.FlorenceWyckoff
re3PondedfortheCouncil,expre~~i~-gtl~eirappreciationfor~s
assistancetothem,especiallyinhelpingthemtowlderstandthe
principlesofFederalfinmcingofhealthcaremd intheareaofheath
econoticsgenerally.

Councilwasapprisedofthenecessityforrevertingtoa systemof
fourmetingsperye= inordertoaccotiatethechangeoverto
Adversary Review.No newCouncildateswereset: Novefier9
and10,1970andFebrumy2 and3, 197~.

~11addition,September30,1970wassetfort~~especial~etiW
requestedbyDr.Wilson.TheCouncilacceptedtheinvitationof
W. ~win Crosbytoholdthismeetingat theAmericmHospital
Associationheadquartersin’Chicago.‘Dliswillenablemoreofthe
membersto travelto md returnhomefromthemeetingina single
day. 1,

TheComcilunanfiouslyrecommendedapprovalofthetinutesofthe
meetingof theComcilonJ&ch 31-April1, 1970.

A. Progressof IR 17570 md S3355

Dr.Marguliesreviewedthecontentsof thetwcBillsverybriefly
andreferredtheCouncilmeti)ersto alanalysispreparedlystaffwhich
comparestheBillsto onemotherCwldto thepresentlegislation.This
wasincludedintheagendamaterial%.

D. AppropriationsforFiscalYear1971

Statusof theAppropriationBillwasreviewedandtheCouncilwas
retindedof thevariouscircumstwlcesw~lich@@e onthetotal~o~t .
of ‘new”fundsto be availableforrfi~orexpansionofRe~onalMedical
Pro~arnsinFY 1971. ~ng thesearethe$1.9millioneamarkedfor
:?odelCitiesactivities;t~lel%IK~SerVeof’~rldstob.eusedforevaluation
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activitiesat D=w, HSlwn,andRwS levels;thepossibilityof
administrative“earmark~ng”of somefutisforNW participationin
comprehensiveregionalkidneydiseaseprogr~; allinadditiontO
totalamountslightlyinexcessof $77fillionrequi~dtomeet
tinfil continuationrequtiementsofongQingregion~activities.

a

!.

Dr.l~rslliesmadea briefintroductionof a new~agement infowtion
systembeingimplementedby ~S.

~, He alsonotedtheeffectof the1969-70strate~ofpermittingRegions
almst urrlititedrebudgetingofunexpendedbalancesforprogram
expansion.Dr.fiti)~liesstatedhisintentiontobeginto apply
mre stringentlyguidelinestothiskindof rebudgetingandto
recapturesom of thesebalancesfor~>eallocationa~ongtheRegional
FfledicalProgramsinresponsetoeviderlceof success~lregionaliZation
qd pm.gamdevelopment.

D. TheFASTRecommendations

Ina briefreviewof therecomndationsof theFederalAssistmce

e

Stre@itingTaskForceandhisplanYorrespondi~to them,Dr. !

Wgulies emphasizedthe‘liaison”roleof theDMW RegionalOffices
inthedevelop~ntofHS:~ progrm generallY,~d inhelpi~‘“
relateRegionalltiedicalProgrmsto bothpubliclyandprivately-~ded
programsintheareaserved;butwiththeretqrrtionoftheprincipal
mnagementresponsibilityin‘theRegional)IedicalProgr~ Service,
at thenationallevel.He alsomentionedespeciallytheService’s
concern,mtedati~ theTaskForcestudy,forbetterdelineatiorlof
themultiplicityofactivitiesnowcoveredbythecorebudgetti
RegioElMedicalProegrmgrants.

Dr.!&&lies explainedtheintentofIWPSinplacinga Progrm
Representativeineachof thetenDIHfldHeCionalOffices~d described
whathe seesas theserviceroleoftheseindividuals.

VIII. PROO~SSIJOTESFROMSTAFF

A. ContractsurlderSection907 - i~’.~~~aret slo~

Dr.Sloangavea briefrevieww~~statusreportonthethreecontracts
madebythe~lPSunderthetem of::c~ction907ofTitleIXof the-
~blic ~lealt~lServiceAct,whichdealswiththe‘...listor listsof
facilitiesintheUnitedStatesequippedandstaffedto providethe
mostadvarrcedmthdswd techniquesinthediawosis~d treatmentof
heartdisease,cancer,andst~ke....p

. Thecol:tractwit!l.the k~!eri(::vl!l<~:utAs:;ociatiorlinsupport
of theIntersocietyCotissionforlieartDiseaseResowces,has
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begunserialpublicationof itsreportandwillcontinue
.todo sothroughoutthepericdofthecontract.

. TheJointCotitteeforStrokeFacilities,supported
by a contractwiththe~ericanNeurological+Association, ..,
haschosentowithholdpublicationof itsreportuntilit

.,)

isentirelycompleted.

● Thereportof theSpecialAdvisoryCotitteeonCancer
CareFacilitiesof’theCancerCol]~~~issionoftheAmerican
Collegeof Surgeons,whichwassupportedundera contract
nowco~leted,hasbeenreviewdby theRegionalMedical
Pro@amsServiceandwasreceivedby theNationalALvisory
Councilat theApril1970meeti~$.Negotiationsbetweenthe
AmericanCollegeof SurgeonsandtheRMPS,preparatoryto
completionandRMPapprovalofthisreport,me nowunde~y.
(~is wasdiscussedinmre detailwithCOunCilduri% the ~
~xecutiveSession).

Multi-Prop~nServicesProjectGrants- ~s. hmtha phillip~

AuthorizedunderSection910ofTitleIXof theltiblicHealthService
Act,thisprogramofprojectgrantswillbe finplementedforthefirst
tti earlyinFY 1971. TheCouncilwasremindedof itsoriginalrole
inthedevelopmentof thebasicguidelinesandoperatingpoliciesfox’
thesegrants.Theywereassuredthatthese~mereflectdinthefinal
editionoftheprogramdocumentswhicharenow’;nclefiance.

TheCouncilexpresseditspersistentconcernaboutthepotentialeffect
of thefutiingofthesegrantsonthetotalfundsavailableforSection
904wants (operationalsupporttoRegions).Dr.imguliessaidt~t he
expectedto be abletopresenttotheCouncilat itsnextmeetiw~a .
planforallocationofgrantfundsthatwouldt~e intoconsiderationan
appropriatedistributionof theavailabledollarsbetweenthesetwo~.or
want activities.

c. RejliomalMedical~omms ~.nMWC1 Cities- I@.ClevelmdC-liss—,

TileCouncilws remindedof theadministrativee:~ kingof $1.9 tilliOn
of ]V4PFY 71 grantfundsforuseinproj~ctswhi~~lhavedirectiwact
on certaindesi~atedModelCitiesneighborhoods.Mr.Chamblissoutlined
theprocedurefordete~tiningthedeL~eeof suchimpactandobtaining
thecertificationofModelCitiesofficialsintl~isre~” Althou@-
thisprocedureincludese~orsementofDlfiWRegionalofficials,~.
CMbliss assuredtheCouncilthattheprocedwewouldentailno authority
forfurtherreviewti approvaloftheseprojectsbeyondthelocalRegional
AdvisoryGroupandtheNationalAdvisoryCouncil.

Alsoinresponseto s~leclfic(~!lestior-~~~,i>l’.~l’-il”’fl~l.i.e~ex~jlainedthat
Re@onalMedicalPro&m ’whichareplanningandsubmitti~,projectsto
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serveurbanpopula-~ionsneednotplanthemexclusivelyforModelCities
areas@ neednotseekanyendorsementor concurrencebeyondtheirom
reviewad approvalmechanism.

D. SeniorClinicalTraineeships- Mrs.Marthaphillips .).! ----
Mrs.PhillipsrecallsdtotheCouncil:hecircumstancesleadingto the
Departmentaldecisionto placerespons..bilityfortheSeniorClinical
Traineeshipprc~m inRegionalMedicalProwamsService.Shealso
reportedto theCouncilontheselectionof thefirstgroupof.~aineeships
to-beawardedtier P~S sponsorship.Yllisselectionprocesswascmied
outbypanelsofnon-Federalexpertsinthecancerfieldandwaschatied

~ byDr.MicMel &ennan,towhomthe’Councildelegatedauthorityfor
theselectionofidividualtraineestothetotalextentof $300,000of
FY 1970funds.Thirtytraineeswereselectedfromamong80applicants,
md representt~ledisciplinesofmedicine,~necolog,patholog,
pediatrics,radiolo~,andsurgery.Thetraini~willbedonein~.or
medicalcentersthroughouttheUtitedStates.

E. GuidelinesforInstructionalTechnolo~~- MissCeciliaConrath

A secod editionof these~~idelineswasbeforetheComcilfortheir
consideration.Dr.Pelle~-ino....

@

to preparethese~idelines,
,whoservedas Cha~n of theSubco@ttee

expressedhlsbeliefthattheyarenow
readyforpublicationardimplementation,withcertainrewriting.This
isbeingdoneby ~flPSstaff,incorporatingDr.Pellegino’ssuggestions.

17,.lWaluationActivities- Mr.RolandPeterson~,

Inreportingto theCouncil,Mr,Petersonmentionedthefinals~ tion
anddistributionof theRegionalProK~>essS~ ieswhichresultedfrom
thequestionnairedevelopedandtabulatedby hisstaff;on theRegio~l
MedicalProwamh%aluationConferenceto beheldat theUniversityof
ChicagoConferenceCenterinSeptember;andon hisplansforevaluation
activitiesinFY 71whichwillbe chargeabletothe“evaluationemrk.”

Thisearmark wasexplainedto theCouncilby bothMr.Petersonand
Dr.Mar~liesas a 1%a~nistrativer~?servetobeus@ forevaluation
activitiesnotonlyat theprogramlevel,butalsoat thelevelof ~~~~
andDW.W. Itisanticipatedthztsomethiwsli@ltlyunder$1million
couldbe setasideunde~’thesecircmlstancesandcouldbeusedby contract
or by theSection910want mchanism,at thediscretionofRMPS,with
portionsof thetotalwithheldforHSPQNandDIEWevaluativeactivities.

Theentfierotterof evaluationsparkedconsiderablediscussioninthe
Council.Itwastheconsensusthatinorderforthesefundsto be
effectivelyutiliz@,a muchbroadercol~ceptofevaluationmustbedeveloped.
‘herewasa flooddealofdiscussionof thecontractwithArthurD. Little,WC.
andexpressionofconsiderabledoubtas to therealvalueofanyfindings

9

beingreported,Sevel’alOf”,theCouncillilC’TTb~l>S haveh~d’individualexperience
b .,”
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withtheconductofthecontractactivitiesandfeelthatthe=havenbt I
alwaysbeenhandl~ inthebestinterestsofthe~o~anr. mere was
unanfiousa~eementtiththesuggestion,madebyDr.RotharrdDr.Cannon,
thatintertireportsontheprogressof suchundertakings,eitherthis
currentoneoranyfuturesuchcontracts,berequiredandthattheybe
madeavailableto the‘Councilforreviewa@-discussion,TheCouncil
requesteda moredefi~itivereportfromthestaffontheresultsofthe
contract,particularlyas itrelatestothepurposesforwhichthecontract
wasoriginallylet. Theyalsoaskedto seethefiml reportfromthe
ArthurD. Little;Inc.as soonas itisreceivedbyWS.

Insurmrmmizi~tilediscussion,Dr.~elle~inosu~estedthatall
evaluationactivitiesshould,intheIOIUXrun,serveto testtheviability
ofRegionalfiledical1lzo~arnsas theyarpdevelopi~.;andiftheyWe
foundnotto beviabletodeterminewl)ytheyarenot.

Dr.Mar~liesreview~fortheCo~lrlcilthecircurrrstancesleadi~to
theaddition,inboththel{ousea]ldSetvtteversionsofthecontinuation
legislation,of kidneydiseaseas oneoflthespecificdiseasecategorical
targetsofRegionalMedical~ograrrrs.lk~askedforguidanceof the
Councilin thedevelopmentofa responsiveamieffectivepolicyfor
Re~iorralMedical~o~”amsparticipatio]~incomprehensiveregionalkidney
diseasepro~arnsthrou~houttheNation.lieisawaret~t thefi~l
definitionof sucha policy,especiallyas itwo~~ldapplyto themediate
future,willnotbe possibleuntilafterCo~7essionalaction,on both
thticontinuationlegislation- theappropriations,iscomplete.

In orderto providesomeback~oundfortheirdeliberation,Dr.Wwlies
explainedthathehadaskedthestaffto preparesomebasicinformation
andto&aft somesup~,estedpolicyguicl~lilles.Thesewerepartofthe
agendamterialspresentedto theCouncil..I{ethenintroduced
Dr.GeorgeSchreiner,Chief,Nephrolo~~Section,DepartmentofMedicine,
GeorgetownUniversityandDr.,Richard1+.Meeman,DepartmentofMedicine
(Nephrolo~),UniversityofRa:hesterSchoolofMedicine,whomhehad
invitedto themeeti~ toprovideexpertreferencetotheCouncilin
theirdeliberations.

h. Schreinermvdea detailedpresentationofthe‘stateof theart~
of themarMRementof chronickidneydisease.Ileincludedresumeofthe
techniques&d methtiologiesof screenir{~,diagnosisatitherapy;and
theshortcomingsas wellas successesinprevention,treatment>and
rehabilitation.

o
Nephrologis,Dr.Schreinersaid,a rx?wareaof specialization.AS
suchithasthedisadvantageofa severeshortageoftrainedspecialists;
buthastheadvantageofhavir~fewestablishedtraditions,atiis in
the~nvi?-b~e~lo~HLticIlof r~e~.,r:ableto~>r~oi-~t:fromthe~fistakesmade I
inestablishi~resou)ces“foropen 1]earLsu~>f~el’y,hi@]voltageradiotilerapy,e’~c..,-,
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@gmizationforthedeliveryof serviesto patients~~ith~dney disease>
~. sc~einerbelieves,Ietisitselfsoideallytoregionalizationtht
the.develop~ntof sucha pro~amcanandwillserveas a frmeworkfor
regionali=tionof’servicesinothermoretradit~o~ll.~establish~
disciplines.

---- .
A@in, as inne~ly alltheirpastdiscussionsofkidneydisease>the
Councilexpressedconcernaboutt}le~~pl)=entlackofemphasison
preventionspartofan overallkidneydiseaseprowao ~. sc~einer
ad Dr.Iyeernanbegj.evethatthe’onlyhopeforrealpreventionwill
c~meviaprenatalcareand“~eneticenRineeri~”Wd alt~loughwork
intheseareasispro~~essi%,itwillriot~ve ~Y si~ificant@act
forfiftyto sixtyyears.‘Pheyalsobelievethatthemoretradition
approachestopreventiongenerallywillnotbe seentobe effectivefor
at least20yews.

BothDr.Schreinerati~. ~eemn spoketo theissueofthecostof
developi~regionalizedkidneydiseaseservices;~d thewaYinwhich
the,enorrnousnumbersoftenusedinthis~>ewd ~ve beenfisleadir~~d
discouragi~to institutionsandcomnwities.mtha~eed t~t the
$15tillionmentionedinthependingl.ei;isl.ationcouldmke a. . .
si~llflcantd~fferenceint}leextensior]of’servicesof”existingkidney
diseasecentersor intheestablishmentof somesmallernumberof
entbelynewones. Dr.Mar~liesremindedtheCouncilthatthe
$15Vllion tOwhichtheBillmkes reference,isrecommendedas a Pirnum
assi~nentof RegionalMedicalPro~am[y-antfundstokidneydisease
efforts,andinnowaye~ks orlimitsanydollarsexclusivelyfor
thispurpose;nordoesitprovide,or evenrecoiwendtheprovision,
of fundsoverandabovethewant fundsto be othelwiseavailablefor
purposesofRegionalMdical Pro~arns.

Dr.L%eristraisedthequestionoftherrlecharricsof incorporating
kidneydiseaseprowarnsintothe55ReflionalMedical~ow~ ifthe“
principleof localautonomyanddecisiorl-mtiir~~istobe~intain~.
It ishisbeliefthatunlessandurltilHeflionswithappropriate
existi~facilitiescanbe “seduc~”in~oaff’ofiinghi~]regional
prioritytokidneydiseasecontrol,itwillbe necessaryto usethe
Section910authority,sothatnationaldirectivesmaybe usedto
develop“sensibleprof~amsin sensibleplaces.”

Accepti~theapparentlyinevitablelafltimebef’oretheresultsof
a plannedprot~arnofpreventioncanbe ~(~lt,Dr~~ellewinoaskedfor
theadviceofDr.SchreineraidDr.F1-eernanonwhatimmediateimpact
RegionalMedicalPro~armscouldreasorllblynave,consideringthe -
provisionsof theproposedlegislatiotlandwithinthe~~t of mds
thatarelikelytobe availablewithinthenexttwoorthreeyears.
Respondi~first,Dr.Schreinerrecorr~nt?rld:~thestre@heni% of
existi~,facilities;particularlythose:w}].icl)havecomrnittdthemselves
tooutreachbeyondtheconfinesofth:?l:i(>dic:~lcenterwithinwhich
theyexist;and.furtileridentifyiwthosetc;~~)n~~this~;oup?;hatlendthem
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s$]vest. furtherinterli~getoprovidea multiplyi~rathert~
simplyanadditiveeffect,Dr.~eemanrecommendsthesupportofthe
completionti extensionto ~11 servicesofa smll numberof
centerswhichcanbedevelopedonthebasisofexisting,althou~l
perhapsnotentirelycomplete,resources;.theuseofR~ fundsfor
supportofplanning,particularlyinreL* to increasedeffective
utilizationofe~~ve resources;andthetraini~ofpersonnel,
principallyphysicians,whocanservetotrainothers(otherph~rsicias
andparamedicalpersonnel).

TheCouncilstro~lyedorsedDr.McPhedranlspointregtiingthe
‘b @ortance of thoughtfulinte~>ationQfa kidneydiseaseprograminto

an existingRegionalMedicalmogram;particularlyin~llanning,
sub-regionalization,continuingeducation,andinter-professioml
communicationactivities.

Ina subsequentdiscussionon thesecomlday,theCouncilmembers
reflectedon therecomletiationsofDr.fikeen~nandDr.Schreiner
as wellas onthegoals,objectives,a]dthebasicoperationalconcepts
whichguideRegionalMedicalProgrwlsat thepresenttime. Stice
theseproscribeagainsttheuseoffuIrdsfa-thedirectprovisionof
patientservices,andthetotalmount of ~ds likelytobe available

*

willproscribeagainstmak~g Mjor contributionstowardtheestablishment
of facilities,theCouncila~eed thatthemjor focusofHP involvement
willbe (a)theencouragementofbettermd moreeffectivecooperative
arrangementsamongc~arefullyselectedinstitutionsandresourceswhich
togethermightfom :1‘decentralizedcenter”and (b)inthestrengthening
ofexlstinginstitutionalresourcescorr~~etentandwillingtodevelop
outreach,bothM thedemonstratio~lof serviceandthetrainingof
personnel.bth oftheaboverequil>enationalaswellas regional
planrli~.

InsumnaIY,theCouncilendorsedthegeneralplm presentedby the
staff;theyalsoa~eed,however,thattodevelopa workableoverall
policyitwillbe necess=yto havebasicdataconcerningtheresources
in,andavailableto,eachof theJ5Hefiionall~edicalPrograms.This’
shouldi~lclude(a)presentlyself-containedcenters,(b)institutions
w~~ichhve t]~ecapabilityOfbecotingan integralpartof sucha center,
and (c)institutionsandresourceswhichmightparticipateinan inter-
regior~l~-ra~,e~ntfortheprovisionof kidneydiseaseservices,An
assessmentof the‘sizeandshape~01’tl]ekidneydiseaseproblemineach
of theRegionswouldprovidetheotheressentialpieceofbasic~ormation.
~..~~~lies a~e~ to provide th~s~~~~a b~s~ on the existi~ geographic
patternor the55 RegionalltedicalProgrm.

x. ~71EW OF APPLICATIONS

e A. IssuesIdentified ,.

i~ 1. Intherotterof.~ supp(>rtof’s~lort-tel~~~trai.ni%projects,the
Councilconsideredthehistovyprovidedthemby staff,anda numberof



. .
●

- 1.0-

specificprojects,includ~di;theap~:li~:at5-onsunderreviewat this
meeting.‘keybelievetl]at~mdermostcircwstmces‘itisnotnecessary
orappropriateforReCionall~~edical~o~~amsgant fundstobeusedto
coverthefullcostsofboththepresentationof short-terntraini~
projectsad of stipendsmd expensesofthepmticipants.

‘memjorityofprojectsin thiscategoryprovideopportunitiesforup-
~adinganddevelopmentof newskillsirlsPecialtec~~iquesorProced~es
andaredi.rectdto individualspre:je~?t,l,vemployedinhealthcare
institutions.Underthecircurnstarlc(~:ti]eseinstitutio~~sshould,and
~.nmostcasesdo,tie re~larprovis~on t’or’thiskindof traini~for
theirstaflf’s.

‘ll~eCouncilthereforerecommendedthefollowingchangesinpolicy
&lidelinesreg,~tii~paymentstoparti.ci~)antsincontinuin~education
andtrairtingprojects(asdefinedi.r]the(guidelinesAddendum,February
lq70,page13)whicharesupportedbjfr{eflional/Vf~ical~o~~n ~~t
&ds .

. Regional:tedicalB>o;yamgra]]i,fulidsmaynotbe tisedforthe
paymentof stipends,eitherdirectlyoron the1lmaintencanceof
incomeprinciple,11to p~icip~ts i]1short-tel~continui~
educationandtrainir~<projects.‘1’hisdoesnotincludetraini~
fornewcareersfornewtypesofh(’alth~~ersonnel.

. Otherallowablecostsofparti.cip:~tltssupportmaybe
calculatedaccord.ir!~;to theexisti.r]!:~luidelti;es.RegionalMedical
l~o~arnwant fundsmayberequestt~.1andawardedforperdiema~d
travel.totheextelltof 50%ofthc~tc~talamountsoderived.me
aw~ed ftildsmaythenbe paidto tl)c?enrolledtraineesas considered
appropriateby theproject‘persoru~el,dependi~ontheparticipants1
abilitytoprovidethesecosts.fo~>t.]Iernselvesred/orthewillingness
of theiremployerstoprovidetl]~>nl.?Josin[lleindividualmay
receiveperdiemor travelallowar~ct=:~ta ~>atehi~~erthanthat
prescribedby thepresentGuidelines.

. R’Wfundsmaynotbe rebt~dget[>.i,i’rornwithino.rwithoutthe
p~aojectbud~et,to increasethetotalamountawardedforperdiem
andtravelabovethe50%level.

9 ~l~eCouncilconsideredtheprese]rtIIilidelinesregardiw,ReGional
~lliicalM’o:y’arnf’ur]dir~~ofprojectso:’lorl~-te~lnpost-doctoraltraini~,
at t.lleseniorresident:~nd~ost-1’csi(iir)t,levels,particularlyinthe -
cliniCalsub-s~ecialtiesof irnportanc~>in patlentmanagementinthe
diseasestar~etedbyReflional?~edical.l’r>ot’~>an~.Ashasbeenpointed‘out
byboththeReviewCor~rltitteewd the~:our~cil,r)equestsforsupPOrtfor
trainiwof thiskindareappeariwrllo~)~?andmorefrequentlyin 1{efliOrlal
~.feciicall’ro~~r~’!rapplications;bt~(:alls~:?of>ihei:?c]’easirrr~lycritical
;.;!’)():>!z:~f;,:c>[’~~-~uijl~i,jua~~t:ai~~~~i~1L~,j!<~:e~‘i.c:.l,.i~:,~u~~l~o~t;~~!~~~~f’tile
drasticreductioninNIHfundi~whichhaspreviouslybeenavailablefor
thispurpose.
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‘H~eComcil~“~~~sly agreesontile~]nportanceofmaintainingthetraining
progrm inthesefieldsin themajorteachi~centerst~~ou@outthe~tion~
Theyalsoagreethatfundi~throupjll{egional}~edicalProwamswouldserve
to stren,@nentheessentialinvolvementot’~~secentersof clinical‘
excellenceintothe~>arr:eworkof cooperativearrm~ementswhichformthe—- .-—=— ..—-,
‘f theRe~ionofwhichtheyarea p~~.

——.
Itisreco~mized,however,

thatthe alloc,~tionofanamountof fundslargeenou@ to~e a si~lificant
impact,ifproviddfromthepresentli~appropriation,wouldcreatea
seriousam irrappropriatelimbalanceintheIW effortstomeetmoretheir
val”itiiaridcomprehensive[;oals.~T)c’~l[~ur]cil,therefore,~’equestedthe
R’~lFSstaft”toforb]:~~dtot~othl~SITV\alldL)lll!M.itsunanimousrecommendation
thatarral[lementsbemadeito provtd(?i{’ederalassistancetoclinicaldepartments
inmajorteachingcentersto offsetth(:identifiableeducationcosts(as
di::t.tnctfromthecosts1ide~ltifiedwit)]provisionofpatientservices)Of
tilen~?intenanceof theirclinical~’es.id~:llcy~ldpost-residencytraining
~~rof~wns;tilatthisrr~echanisrnbe provi.d~?t~tim’ouxhtheframeworkofRegional
l:ledical1h:~ms; arrdthatfundi~.,Ovt+r>andabovethecurrentgrantfunds
appropriatedtoRegional:~ledicalPro$y>:mls,be sou@]tforthisPw ose.

Accotii~,ly,theCouncilrecorrrrnendstlx;tuntilsuchfundsareaddedto
tileannualappro~riation,theRegi(onal!AedicalProgramGuidelinesfor
operationalgrantsunderSection90’1o~’‘1’itleIXofthe1>llSActbe
chwed toexcludethepaymentofstipe]xisandotherparticipantcosts
forlo~-terrntrainingat thepost-doctorallevel.

3. TheComcil Iskeenlyawareofth(:potential cripplingeffecton
RezionalM@ical Pro~amsof contirl~~llsinvest~n~ntinPfojectsw~~ichwere
iriitiallyapprovedfordemonstration]of’,or traillirl[~in,newtechniques
ofpatientcare,butprovidewhatb~~[:ornesWI essentialservicetcpatients.
Theycontinuetobelieve,however,th:~titwouldbe lmwiseandindeed
~ossible todevelopa firmpolicyar>bj.trmil.yincludingor excluding
projectsofthiskind,andinsteadur[~etheIWS stafftoworkclosely
withRegions,as theydevelopprojects,to be certainthatothersources
of supportformaintenanceof’these?’viceinvolvedbewellinh~d before
suclia projectisinitiated;andalsotoencourageRe&ionsto carefully
inv&stigateeverypossibilityofcapturingtilefeespaidfortheservice
“involved,forreinvestmentin thepro<ject.

R. Specialf$ctions

Inresponseto a specialappealf(>rreconsiderationofpreviousacti6n
on Project#7 (AComprehensiveOut–~>atientStrokeRehabilitation”
i]emonstration),theCouncilconsideredtheadditio~l~fo~tion subfitted
md recommendedthattheprojectbeapprovedas requested.

01.- $~18,233
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1h*oject//21.- ApprovalI -.-. #
Project#22- ApprovalI

01-$202,743 02- $gg,168 03-$108,252

WI 00061 7/70.1.- Approvalwithspecif’i.cconditions.

Project# 9 - Non-approval11withtherecormend~.tionsforrevision
su~~~estedby thellt~vi~>wCormttec?.

Project#lo- Appl>ovalI
Project#11-“AppIwvalI withtheconditionsspecifiedby theReview

Contrtittee.
Project#l;?- ApprovalI
~ject #13- ApprovalI withtl~(~(:~>nditi.onsspecifiedby theReview

Cotittee;~~ithst~condandthitiyear~ding contingent
uponprogressint}](=f’irstyeartobe assessedby the
Councilon thebas.i::of a progressreport,continuation
application,andth(?reportof thetecfiicalsitevisit
tobe heldsonet.ir[lc?towardtheendof thefirstyear.

01-$587,412 o;?- Q:661,2;+ 03-$341,883

~1~00043 ~/yo.l - Operationaljlupplt?:lpnt- Non-approval

~ject #19- 1dol~-app~-vvalI j.rla[~p~>o~~r>ia~erlessforI{@fundingbased
on theCouncilsdt>cisiolltodeferapprovalofprojects
proposir~tilecl..irl.i(:alappl.ieationof Qerleticcourrsellir~,
pendingftir~;hersci<:nti~icvalidationof theclitical
usesofthi:stecllrlique.

Project#20- Norl-approvaL 11withtherecommendationsforrevision
supgestedby theRevj.ewConmfittee.

I~~YO~~AIN ~GIONALM~DICAL[’~GRAKl

RM 000157/70.1- OperationalSupplc:nlent- ReturnforRevision

e Project #27.- ?Joll-app~>ov:l1 11wi:,;1the.[’c:cctiunerl~lat’iorlsforrevision
sti~&stedby tt]cileviewCollutittec.
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~d NationalAdvisoryCouncilconsidereda requestfcrtheinitiation
of interimsupportto theDiabetesDetectionand~ucationCenterin
]~meapoliswiththeunderstandingthat(a)thesem.ds willbe~de
availablefromtheRegion’sunexpendedb~l~ce~-d (b)thatthis
approvaldoesnotinanysenseindicatecomtment to Wprovethe
forthcomingapplicationforR“@participationinthelong-r~gebasic
supportof thisCenter.

\ Inregardto Project#~ (Strokeina Smll 1tialComunity)theC!ouncil
concurredinthestaff’srecommendationfora waiverof therestrictions
imposedas a conditionof theoriginalapprovalof thisproject,
subjectto thesatisfaction“ofRwpSthatthepumosesoftheProject~
beingadequatelyachieved.

Inre~ti to ~ject #10(WesternNewYorkl~mr Registry)theComcil
concurredwiththeReviewCotittee’srecommendationforcontinuation.-..

@

of theprojectasamended.

.,—.
c. RecowndationsforAction~’

‘fheCouncilreco~edtheirrecommendationsinthefomt whichwas
adoptedinthepreviousreviewcycle(AppendixI).

m4 Ooooti7/70.1 - @eratiOnal Supplenrental- ApprovalwithsPecific
corlditions.

Project#7A(R)- ApprovalI withtheconditionsspecifiedby
theReviewColntittee.

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

~ject #18- Non-approval11- RevisionRequired.

01- $36,g30 02-$36,930 03-$0

1/ Allarnotitsaredirectcostsody anduflessotherwisespecifiedrefer—
toa 12-mnthperiod.

e IMedesi~flation01,92,etc.~~~latestotileLirst
periodsof thesubjectapp

~ second,etc.,budget
lication,notnecessarilythebudgetperiods

thatwillactuallybe supple~nte~.



~ject /156- ApprovalI
,Project#60- ApprovalI inthereducedmunt
~ject #61- Non-approvalI

01-$107,307 02-$117,248 03-$121,393 ..)-.-.

C~ MW YOM ~GIONAL~DICALPROG~”~

N’400050‘1/’(~.l- OperationalSuPPler~ler~t_ co~ldition~lapproval.

Project#15-‘\ ApprovalI at a reducedlevelwiththeconditions
specifiedby theReViewCohttee.

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

CODRADO/\HomN~W~GIONAL~ICAL Pi{~W”!

~1 ooo~io7/70,1 _ operation Supple]tlent- Ret~ forRevisiono

Project//13R- Non-approvalII. Retur7nforrevisionwiththe

e

clarificationrequestedby theReviewCodttee.

s
M 00024 7/70.1 - Returnforrevision.

project#36- ~~on+pprovalIIwithrecommendationsforrevision
as su~estedbytheReviewCotittee.

~,~ooo46 7/70.l - Condition~approval.

~ojects//31ad f/32- Approvalinthereducedmount of $100,000
to beusedforthe~.titiationof‘bothprojects
as seenfitby theGeorg~.a~.

Project#33- Non-approva1.

01-$100,000 02-$100,000

GNTA~ DELAW&”fiVAL~Y ~fiIONAL[’D7DICALPROG~

Ntt000267/70.l- Disapproval- inappropriatefor

@
Project#19- yen-approvalI

03-$0 -



.

,0”
-16-

,..

RN 000027/70.1- @ eration~Supplemnt-.Ret~n forRevision

Project#39 - Non-approvalIIwiththerecommendationsforrevision
su~estedby thei<eviewCommittee.

Rw 00033 7/70.1 - Approvalwithspeci~icconditions.,,

Project# 8 - Non-approval11witiltherecorrrmendaLiOnsforre.~ision
sup~;estedby the;IeviewCorfittee.

Project#/9 - ApprovalI ina r~?(lu~!(~damountandwithtileconditions
speci.fledby thellk}vi~~wCorrMrittee.

Project//10- ApprovalI
Project/111- Approval11
,Project#~12- ]]on-approval.IIwiththerecormnendationsfOrreVision

supgestedby theI{ev.iewCotittee.
Project#13- ApprovalII

01-$147,532 0:2– $77,242 03-$79,342
,,...

Projects//25and1/26- Approv:ll.I withbothprojectstobe combined
at a re{iucedamo~~tmd withtheconditions
specifiedby tl~eReviewCorntittee.

Pro.ect//27
&: ‘p’’’’ova’‘No]l-approva.L11witt~thereco~n~lendationsforrevision

su~,estedb:{theileviewContittee.
Pr’eject/~29- NoI1-approvaLI
Project//30- Non-approval-I

01-$94,975 02 - j;l~i4,4’(5 03-$145,975
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.(@~,]i~I~l~:j[~xIoN~)nIL)lcA~F~~~]wT’l(c~!’!l’)=
...

tobe certainthattheprojectperso~elandthe
~nrphis~P mderst’~~thatthereco~ndationin

. n. way~flectsa di:a~~’~rwntwiththei~lerit
servicevalueof thc~ClinicnorsuF@stslackof
confidenceinthest;~ffandInstitution”

me action

doesnotpreclUd~ ~vsubmissionof.a Rquestfor~~~
~ding forthecent.i.nuingeducationaspectsofthis
projectat suchtimeasthesearemorethoroU@lY
plannedandreadytoL>ei~lewnted.

Project #~8 - Non-approvalI ,,

%
~qPROlOLI’1’~\4ASllINGrl~N,D.C.mlG1~N~~l~~)IC~FROGW—

R’1000317\70*l- Operational:upplemerlt- Approva].~fithspecificconditions.

Project113~~- 1io~l-approvalI
Fruject#37- Approval I at tl]erv(~ucedlevel.~d ,w:it~the

conditions Speci fie(iby tilelleVlew~O1l~ttee.

+38,47r/ o:?- $40,618 03 -
01 - +

$44,g28
.

e

,,...’
(

~CHIG~ ~;GIOPJmfi~DICWFR~Nwl

m 000537/70.1- OperationalSupple~=llt- Approvalwithspecificconditions.
J

Reject~/16R
Project#27-

Fmject #28 -

- ApprovalI
;AljprovalI withtheconditionsspecifj-e~by the‘evie~
Cotittee. InC:l>ncurrinf;withallof tnerecomndatlons
of theReviewCollrntittee,theCouncilur&d the~WS
stafftoworkcloselyinthedevelop~’ntof thisProje~t
withthehope tl]atit willcomecloserto a.del~nstratlon
of compreherlsiv~care,as promisedby itstitle,th~
itWOUld presentlyappeartobe.
Norl-approv:~l11withtherecommendationsforrevision
sup=stedby theReviewCommittee.

03-$477,459
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.F’reject#14 - ApprovalI in thelu~iuced:mount=IdWitklthe
‘conditionsspecifiedbytheReviewCo!mdttee.

~ject #15- ApprovalI withtheconditionsspecifiedby the
ReviewCofittee. ---- ~

01- $g2,100 o~_ $99,900 03-$101,765

NliMYORJ(;~flff<O~I~l’1.’AN~lfiIONALNU)’lCN.J1’ROGM’~

!3wOOO\j8‘//70.1c~d.7/’70.2 - Operatl.orlalSupplements- Approvalwith
specificconditions.

R’eject#16-

Project#17-

Project //18-
PrOjc~ct#19-

Non-approval11w:.t,htilerecomtr~ndationsforrevision
sugg<;stedby thel~t:viewColT~titteearidwiththeadvice
thattheRegiondef’er>furtherplanningforR~’EP
participationinkidt~eydiseaseservicesintheNew
YorkMetropolit~larl(>auntiltheyreceivetheIJational
policy~idelineswliicllme inpreparation.

Approv~1. ‘fheCouricilbaseditsrecommendationonthe
findingsof t~iesitevisittem whichhadvisitedthe
projecton thea~iv.i~eof t~ieReviewCO~nittee●

No~l-approval1.
ApplmvalI

ol - $1176,)17!) ();) $494,!)b~’‘ 03- $350,000

JT400006 7/70.1 - @erationalSupplert~?llt- ApprovalwithsPecifi(~conditions”

Projecti13R- ApprovalI
Project#2fi- NoAction(i’*en.f;itevisitrequired.

01- $8g,90S 02 - $62,JJO 03- $42,306

Rhfooo~~ 7\7~.1 - OperationalSllpp]erlItiIrit- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

f

. . ....
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“Project//13- Appr~vd ~
Project1/14- Nell-appmvalIIwlt,tltilerc>comendationthtitileRe~yion

berequestedto r~;cc>llside~>theirprot~ramintheli@lt
oftheNatioml~Vi[~~~l.illesf’ol>RW’pmticipatiOnin
comprehensivekidI~c?ydiseaseprOp~~~. Councilfurther
recolmndedthattile:I<eCiorlbeaffordeddirecthelpby
thestaffof RMPSir~Inakingtheirdecisioninthis
rv&ardandinpla.rl:l-in:;a revisionifSUC1]istobeproposed.

01 - $213,~120 o;?- $lz5,g46 03- $39,455

conditions.

~ject {/60-
Projectf161-

l~on-approv~II
Norl-a~~rovalII. Altl]ouF41theCouncila~-eedwiththe~.,
~evie~~Committeet,l]atth;setwo projects,aspresented,
arewlacceptablet’orIleGiorlalMedicalPro~amssupport,
theyrecalledtherecornrkndati.onsoftherecentindepth
sitevisittoMoII,IP:]~ldsu~~estedthatwitl~staffhelp
fromboth RMPSarid;lo[~~’these“OUt~aCll”PrOjects
couldbedevelopedintoimportantcomponentsof theProw~.
ApprovalI ina re~ucedarnoufltaldwiththeconditions
specifiedby theIIeviewConUtittee.
Non-approvalII- l%eCouncilrecommendsthatthis
pro,jectbe irlte}~-mte~~~.ntotheRegion’soverallcontinuing
educationeffol>tirlthep~>eparationof theRegion’s
Arm:tversmy Revic2wapplication.

01- $330,243 ():?- !j;36,984 03- $39,165

,



. Region,thattheapprovalof thisprojectis
essentialforfurtherdevelopmentof theNorth
DakotaRegionalMedicalProgr~. Inreco~nding
approval,Councilstronglyurged~S stafftowork
withtheRegion~d withpersonnelinvolvedinthis
projectto correctsomeofthedeficienciesandgetit
offto a goodstart.

ApprovalI foressentiallythesamereasonsgivenabove.
NleCouncilbelievesthattheirrplementationof this
projectisessenti’d.to re@onaldevelopmentand
su~~stedthatitL)capprovedat $35,000 (dCO) for one
year onlywithcontilnlledsupportcontingentuponre=ion
of theproje{;twithstaffassist~ce3andreapplication
to theCouncil.

Non-approvalI
ApprnvalI

01 - $115,3~3 03-$79,549

Pro,iectJiO1-S- Non-approvalI
Project#lj Non-app>oval11 wit]ithe rccormendationsforrevision

Projectf/14-

Project#15-

App~ovalwi~l~theco~lditi.onsspecifiedby the~ieview
Colwnittee,foroneyearonly.
ApprovalI. A“l.tlI(>u(~~tl}eCouncilrecogrlizedthisas
anotherof’the1’Coutlcilf’orContinuing~fiucationtfprojects
whichhavebeen:;ubmittedbytheOhioStateRe&ion
Cmdactionuponw:licl11lftsl]e~:ndeferredpendingthe
outcomof theinitiallyfundedone. l’heCouncil”
acceptedtheadviceof L})esitevisitorsthatthe
projectisof cJ’it.icalfillport~anceto theNorthwestOhio
lle[~ionalNledica].[>ro[$l’arnaridprobablyl]asan excellent
chanceof successundertheleadershipproposed.
tobe incolporatetiwit])pl’o,ject}}14.
A~~provali~~thereducedarnt)untmd withtheconditions
specifiedby the[{eviewCorm:-ttee.
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. ~~evalueof .arrass~?ssmentvisitasrecommendedby
thevisitorswasquc:stiorledsinceitwouldprobably
do nomorethar]~>e-identifythep~>blern.Council
su~estedthatpcrl~a~~sdirecttid.trequentassistwce
from~ staff’andconsultmtswouldbemorehelpful
thanfurtherinvestif;ationsofthesituation.

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

It~I00022 ‘(\70.1 md 7\70.2 - @ eratic>lzllRenewal,andSupplement- A)jproval
withspecif’icconditions.

Project//lF1- ApprovalI attl]~?~7educedlevelw~ withtheconditions
specifiedby th(+~’{eviewColmti.ttee

‘Ihnjectff81<- ApprovalI inth(;[’~?duced~munt andwiththeconditions
specifiedby ttl(!l{[svi(?wCommittee.

Proj(?cti/22- App~ovalI (’1.’hi:.;~)])(>jectwasconsideredby theCouncilin
thepreviousreviti}wcycleandactionwasdeferredat that
t 111:?).

ProJect/f24 - Non-approval11.withtherecom>ndationsforrevision
sup~stedby Lhei~eviewCornntittee.

Project#12-

Project!/13-

Project#14 -
Project//15-
Projt?ct#lb-

Projecti~l”(-

ProJect/i18-

ApprovalI intheI>educed

Approv~withspecificconditions.\ ,,,

wnountreco~mlendedby the
experttechnicalr~viewer’.
ApprovalI. ‘i’obe tllr~dedordyifnottid byother
l~ederalresources.

01 -.$273,r~46

11withthe~ecomnerrdationsforrevision
bj,~~~t?[~~vi~?wComnittee.
T]”w:iththerecornmendat.ionsforEvision
t}lel{eviewColTmittee.

02- $29(1,215 03-$327,657

. .,,.(,..
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~uWS ~GION& iW~IC~ P~G~4

~4”000077/70.1- OperatiO~lSupplenlt?nt- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

Woject #8R- ApprovalI contingentuponthesatisfactionof a
technicalsitevisittem~re~rdim fourspecific

,,”

pointssetforthby theReviewCOdttee..

Project#14R- ApprovalI withconditionsspecifiedbytheReviewCotittee.
Projectlil.5R- Ap~~roval.I.
Project#1i8- Non-approvalI
Project{149- Non-approvalI

01- $460,640 02- $;?96,595 os- $2~~o,386

mf 00062 7/70.l - ~~erationalSup~)leln(?rlt- Approval

Project#9- ApprovalI ina recILlce(iwrrowltandwiththeconditions
specifiedby the[{c?viewConRnittee.

01-$105,300 02 - $85,600 03-$63,000

.

VI!{GI~AWGIONW ~flMTC~PrK)G~m’! 1
f~rfooo)~g7/70.1- OperatioImlS[lpplenlent- App~ovalwithspecificconditions.

Project#/10- ApprovalI withtheco~lditi(~nsspecifiedby the
ReviewConnl’ittee.1!1discussingthisprojectthe
Co~mcilwishedtostressthefinportmceofthecondition
forapprova!.of bhisprojectaldurgesmeat careonthe
Pcartof thestaff.’i)]adjusti.rlgthesecondandthiti
yearmountsof IU’11’s~lpportby utilizingpatientrevenues
to offsetco:;ts01’tileproject.

project116 -

ApprovalT in the r>~~ducedamounta~dwiththeconditions
spccif’ied.
App!>oval1 it)tll{?]’<>Cl:dl:ljdmnounts.urtiwiththec(lrlditiOnS
sp6cifiedby thl’lic?vi[:?wComnittee.Cout~cile~ressedits
willi~ess toal]OWthe~{egionto increasethe~fing
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of thisprojectto a mxim of $100,000,providing
sucha levelof fundingwouldbe requiredto,mintain
thisvaluableregionalresource.

Non-approvalI

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

\ ~W.~J P~S~VmIA ~GION~ M“;l):[C!d.PR~W”f

Rw OOOJI17/70.1 - @ erationalSupple!l]ent- Approval

Project#9- Approv~I

01- $43,gll ~p- :1;44,820

03-$350,000

*’ MS~NSIIJN!~ION~NiDICfiPROG!~’1

~,fl,,00377/70.1and7/70:’~~- OperatiorralSupplerrent- Approvalwith
!,: specificconditions.

Project#13A(R)- App~val
Project#18A- ApprovalI
Project#lSB- Non-approval
Project#181- PJon-approval
Projectl/18K- ~Jon-approval..
Project#f19- Non-approvalI.Cour]cilbasedthisrecommendationon

thefindin[;sofa collateralreviewof theproject
by thestaffofMaternalmd ChildHealthService,H$lW,
whichwasrequeste~~at tl~esu~estionof theReviewCotittee.

Il.
$,

I
I
T

ApprovAI
Non-approval1
ApprovalI
ApprovalI int!:cI’educedmount andwiththeconditions
specifiedby thel{eviewCorlmittee.

01- $2g2,81? 02- $16’/,807 03-$172,395
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Iw;l0001:.’‘[/70.1- Oper:itional.i;upp.1.~,[11(’tit- Approval-—

Project#12R- ApprovalI
Project#lb- ApprovalI

01-$59,375 02-$28,829 03-$14,843

‘+ IW 0006> 7/70.1 - Operational$~uppl~rllt:~~t- Approvalwithspecificconditions.

-Wject # 9 - App~~valI :,rrtheI)educedarmuntaridwiththeconditions
specifiedby theReviewCotittee.

Procjectfill- ApprovalI withthec~~~lditionsspecifiedbythe
ReviewComti.ttee.

01- $320,9:36 03-$233,636

0. ‘
.W~l CAROLINARLI]IONALP~ICAL Pll~~RA’1

N.?000357/70.1- OperationalSuppl.elllent- Non-approval.

Project#35 -

Projecti/36-
Project#37-

forrevision

No actiont~kell.:;itevisit is Indicat@.
Non-approvalI

Project#22-
Fm~ject#23-
Froject#24-

Project#25-

!Jon-approvalI
ApprovalI inther>educed.murlttoreflectthenewly
adoptedpolicyontrainin&projectparticipants.
Non-appmvaLT.
Idon-appmvalI
l.lon-approval11withtherecommendationsforrevision
su~<,estedby theReviewColm~littee.
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