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PROCI’WEVALUATION.—

Pane”J.D~.scussion

Monday8:00a.m.
January20, 1975
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GordonR. Engebretson,Ph.D.
DeputyDirector,Florida~p
Telephone:813/253-0931
Member:ProgramAccountabilityReporting

A cooperativegroupfrom theRW’S
formedto developnationaldescriptiveand
evaluativeinformationaboutPm programs.

Participants:
,.

0. LynnDeniston,M.P.H.
Programin HealthBehavior,SpH 2
Universityof Michigan
Telephone: 313/764-9494

Evaluationof Michiganprogram,and others

EvelynV. Hess,M.D.,F.A.C.P.
Professorof Medicine
Universityof CincinnatiMedicalCenter
Telephone:513/872-4701

DeveloperARA standarddataprogram

CarlT7.Schwartz
PIMA HealthSystems
Telephone: 602/881-4770

Evaluationof Arizonaprogramand others

Thiswillconfirmour telephoneconversationsregardingtheneed for a
paneldiscussionon programevaluationat the arthritisconferencein
KansasCity,January19 - 20. The panelis scheduledon the enclosed
programfor 8:00a.m.Mondaymorning,January20. This timingis poor
with respectto the assistancewith programevaluationfactorswhichnlay
be neededin the Sundayworkshops. It is suitable,however,with respect
to the crucialconferenceworkshopsscheduled immediatelyafterthe
paneldiscussion.The experiencesyou individuallyencounteron Sunday
may permitspecific6einmentaryduringthepaneldiscussionwith regard
to substantiveprojectevaluation,as distinctfromoverallarthritis
programevaluation,or assessmentlimits.
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Background:The pressuresunderwhich the arthritisgrant applications
were developedcontributedto a general.lypoor responseto prourameval-
uationrequirements.Lack of staffat ~~.ti’preventsdevelopmentof this
programelement. The rapidphase-outof DR’~,and the transitoryposition
of the PJ.U)’Smakesfoil.owupof arthritisprogranlevaluationimpossible...
A meetinglastNovemberwith representativesof theorganizationswhich
are sponsoringthe conferenceresultedin consensusand agreementto
convenethe conference,seek to assurethat the experiencesof the grant
programare documented,and reinforcethe evaluation/assessmentforces
whichexist.

PanelProblems: What scaleor intensityof evaluationis appropriate
with regardto thevariouskindsof projectsbeingundertaken?What
scale,or intensityof assessmentis appropriatewith respectto the
totalprogram,or identifiablesegmentsof it? How shouldthesetasks
be accomplished?What resourcesare availableto undertakethem?
How reasonableare the costsinvolved?

Commentary:I am enclosingforbackgroundtwo of thebettersuggest~.ons
for evaluationwhichwere receivedin responseto our callfor s~lgges-
tionslastFall (No.Carolina,and colorado-~~yoming)sIf any of you
havematerialwhichmightbe helpfulto projectand programheads,YOU
may wish to bringhandouts(150copies). We will have reproduction
facilitiesat the conference,and theKansas~ will make its facili-
tiesavailableif you cannotbringcopies.,..
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