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NatiotiAdtisoqtiuncilonRegiotiMedcalPrograms

mutes of,theNtieteenthMeeting~/ ~/

-h 31-April1,1970

TheNatiotiAdviso~CouncilonRe@onalMeticd~o~ams
convened”foritstieteenthwettigat 8:30a.m.,Tuesday
-h 31, 1970h ConferenceRoom4,Buil~ 31,‘Nation~
~Stitutes ofHealth,&thesda,Marylad. Dr.JosephT.
wish, A-strator, HealthSeNicesmd ~nt~ Health
A-stration presidedoverthemeettig.

TheCouncilmemberspresentwere:

W. ~chaelJ. Wnnan Dr.~fredM. popma
Dr.BlandW. C-on (3/31ofiY) Dr.RussellB, Roth
~. BruceW. Nerist Dr.MackI.Shanholtz(3/31only)
Dr.ClarkH.~llfian (3/31otiy)Mrs.FlorenceR.Wyckoff(3/31only)
~. -d D. pelle~o

A list@ ofRMP staffmtiers,andothersattentigis appended.

me ~et~was c~led to orderbyDr.Harold&gulies who
titroduced-elf asActtigDtiectorofRegio@ Medcal
~grams Service.Dr.Mar~liesreplacesDr.SttieyW. Olson
whoseresignationwasacceptedbyDr.Qish onMarch16, 1970.

ANNouN~s

h. ~ish achowledgedDr.Olson~svery@ortant contributions
tothedevelopmentofRegiotiMedic~~grm, bothas a
fo~r tiotinatorofTennessee~d-SouthRMPandasDirectorof
theServiceandstatedthathe hasaskedDr.Olsontorem asa
constitmtuntilhe assumesMs newpositioninSanAntonio,

~ceetingsofmetings arerestrictedtiess clearedby theOffice
oftheA-strator, HS~. Therestrictionrelatesto allmateri~
subtittedfor~scussionat themetings,thesupplement~~teri~
andal otherofficialdocunts,ticludingtheagenda. >

Fortherecoti,itisnotedthatmembersabsentthemselvesfromthe
meetingwhentheCouncilisdiscussingapplications:(a)fromtheirrespectivetititutions,or (b)inwhicha conflictof interestmitit
------- - .
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h additionto Ms prticiplepositionasAtiistratorof
theHeath Servicesma Ment~ Heath ~stration, and
alsoas M- of theNatiotiAdvisoryCouncilonRegion~
k~cti ~gm, Dr.En@ishe~latiedthathehasnow
ticreasedMS Mrect tivolvemnth RegionalMedic~Prowams
by asstig titoMs officethedirectoperation~responsibility
fortheRegiotiMedic~Pro-. Sertice.Hehasasked
Dr.Marguliestoaccept,onanactingbasis,the~~ct
~sponsibilityofatifistering~S. ti.~ish askedthe
tiuncilfortheirhelph f~tinga pement Directormd
su~estd thattheytite dtiectlytoh~ Wth thenamesof
candidateswhomhemightconsiderad ~so ~ special
characteristicsthattheyfeelhemighttishto identifyti
-W MS f~ selection.

~0 -ish ~PO~~ brieflyto theComcilonMS recent
appemce, alongwithDr.Egeberg,beforetheHouseWaysand
&tis ~tittee, asapart of theirclosedhear@s tire~
totheMEDIC~DT~k Forcereport,He stidthatbothhe ~d
~= %eberg conside~ thisa si@ficmt firstopportunityfor
Representativesofthenation’sheath professionsto be
ticludedindiscussionsofFederd fi~cing ofhealthcare
setices.

CONSD~~ONOF ~ ~G DA~

me datesof,Jtiy28-29and%cember8-9,1970werereconf~d.
No datesweremadeformeetingstobeheldti1971.

CONSID~~ON OF~S OF~ DEC~~ 196gAND
ma 2,1970mmGS

.,
me Wuncil~usly recomnded appro~ oftheDecemberl&17,
1969mdthe specialMarch2,1970~et~.

A. Mensionk@slation

~tiscuss~ theHeath Services@rove~nt Actof1971
the~uncilreactionswereessentiallythes- as thoseelicited
at thetb oftheirearlierdiscussionof theproposalwith
~“ _~wis, atthespeci~Eet@ onwch 2,1970.

h. ~lish asswedtheCouncilthatmy ofthem concerns
werebasedonwhathe believesis a misunderstand-ofthe
fitentof theAtistration titis le@slativeproposal.He
madeitveryclearthatthen areno titentionstoplaceone
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oftheP~w- 1lunder’lanyotheroftheprogr~ involved,~d
thattheveryessentialroletobeplayedbyRegionalMedical
k- titheFederdefforttoimproveheath caresewices
is,ineffect,a voteof confidencebythe=partmenttithe
succesSOfRegionalwdical hgr~, As ~here~dence of
thisconfidenceinthetiabilityoftheProgram,h, ~lish
citedthedecisionmadeby theEptiment andtheWeau of
the&dgetto releaseforusebytheProgram,$20tillionin
~t tids whichhavebeenpm oftheeqentitwelimitation
in lg6gw lg70.

As wasthecasein theMarchmeting,theComcil’smost
seriousconcernsrelatetowhattheyfew arepremtwe anddrast
chqs inthebasicconceptsofthe~o=m, w~ch till~s~t
inlossoftheinterestandcooperationof theprivate
sector.As statedby ~. Everist,itis theinvolve~ntof
‘thesegroupswhichhas ‘madeRegionalkdictiWO=m a
~ederal,ratherthana~~er~, program.”

me Council wasassuredbyB. ~lish thattheeffectof the
Administmtion~slegislativeproposalistobethefirststep
ina gradudandincre~ntalapproachto consoli@tionofthe
effortsoftheHealthServicesti MentalHealthAdministration;
ratherthananyatte~tto c-e, subordi~te,ordestroyone
~-while edorsingordevelop~ mother. me Comcilis
not,however,sufficientlyconfidentthatthe~ogr~ can
withstandwhatwillbe theapparent,if tideednotthere~,
effectsofthe@lamentationoftheprevisionsofthisproposal.
~ememers Qso eqressedfrustrationinthefiabilitytotie
a gemtielysupportiveinterpretationofthepmpos~ to the~
colle~es whohaveservedandcooperatedso enthusiastic~ly
atthenatio~ andloc~ levelsandintheirinstitutions.

W. Pelle~Mo effectivelys~ized theCouncil’sbelief
thatnoneof themcm honestlyandconscientiouslyserveas
a ‘sales~~ fortheproposedHetithServicesActof 1971and
therefore,theirofiyeffectiveroleatthepresenttimecw
be thatof ‘negotiator.~MS theycando by attemptiWto
identi~theaspectsofRegio~lMedicdProgramsthathave
madeit sufficientlyuse~l to theAdministration,andthento
tie everyeffortto seethattheseaspectsofthem~~
arepreserved.

hdiscuss~gthe futureroleoftheCouncil,sever~of the
Embers,particti~lythosewhohadbeenunabletoattendtheMarch
meetingweresurprisedad distwbedto learnthatSectiongol
of S 3413is inerror,andthatinfacttheroleoftheeqmded
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comprehensiveadtisoryc~uncilwouldbe limitedto adviceand
assistanceto theSecret~ onpolicyrottersanda ann~
retrospectivereviewofthewant supportedactivities.Such
a role,theybelieve,wouldseve~vlimittheeffectivenessof
the~uncilin Mluencingeitherthedirectionor thequality
ofthepro-. @estionswereraisedconcex theamstrative
arrangementsto be establishedunderthisle@slativeproposal
andthegeneraconceptofpeerreviewof want application.

The Councilvoted~usly to goon record”asreco-nding
thatthepresentmde md authoritiesoftheNationalAdvisory
buncilon Re@oti Medic~~oz bepreserved;by atistrative
re@ations ifnotby law;eitheras m tidependent~uncilor
as a sub~up ofthelargercomprehensiveCouncilproposed@
theHeath Services~rovemnt Actof 1971.

me Wuncil lfiewisevoted~usly torecordthefi
recomtition thatthedisease-categoricdemphasisofthe
pm-be preserved,notw a l~ting factoron thedevelopment
ofthewogram,butas a focusforPrOW~ eq~sis ad .to
definethe‘prticipleconcerns”of RegiotiHicm mogr-.

B. Appropriations-W 1971

Dr.W@ies WO* theComcilthathe=i~s beforethe
HouseSubcotitteeon Appropriationsweretentativelyschedtied
fortheweekfollowingtheCouncilmeetiW. He saidthathe
e~ectd themtobeuncomplicatedandprobablybrief,in
t~s Con~essionalelectionyear.

W. APPOmOm OF m W 1970B~~ “~ B~~ p~s ~R ~ 1971

Dr.Mar@ies retiewedthecircmtanceswhichledtotheDW
@ BureauoftheBudget’decisionto releasethe$20million
‘tigrat fundswhichhadbeenheldbytheRp*ment aspart
of thee~en~ture l~tation. Msed ona specificplanpresented
by Re@oti MedicalPro~~Service attherequestofthe
~p~ti-~ntmd the~eau,
forobligationbetweennow
$15millionisto be added
budget;bringingthetot~
to $94.5tillion.

$5tillionisav~lale
andJune30,1970~d theremng
to the-wt requestedinthe197i
munt proposedfor~ts in~ 71

m. m~ ATIONOF~TIPROGW~ SmCEGmS (SEmION910)

~s grantauthoritywasaddedtothe~ le~slationh June1968. ~’.
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However,dueto thee~endit~ limitation@osed at thes=
t~, andsubsequentconstraintson avtilable~mt funds,it
hasnotbeen@leEnted. TheCouncilwasremindedof the
genera @deities recomnded by a speci~ subcotitteec~~d
by Dr.JohnHo~ess,thereportofwhichwasadoptedby the
b~Cil at itsmeeting ~ A~st 1969. staff advised the
Comcil thattheytitendto developa setof specificTerms
andConditions,basedon thegeneralguidelinescontainedh
theCouncilrecomndations. Thesetillbe madeavtilable
natiotilyandapplicationswillbe tititedto competefor
grantawardsearlyin fisc~ yew 1971.

h thisconnection,Mrs.PMllipsdescribedtheSeniorClinic~
TrtieesMp pro~a, whichprovidesdirectsupportfor
tidividu~physiciansto undert~epost-residencvtrainingin
theclmcti &ge~nt of neoplasticdisexes.“MS pro&&
wasbegunas a CIMCQ Fellows~pprogra of theNation~Cmcer
fistituteveryearlyN thatorgtizationlstistory.h 1963
itw= transferredto theCancerControlBranchof theDitision
of ChroticDisease.~ti~ly itwasfundedby themas a direct
awardprogram,md lateras a progrm of institution~awards
underthe314(e)authority.

Schedtiedforphase+utalongWth theotheractivitiesof the
Ditisionof titic Diseases,ttisprogrm wassingledoutboth
by theOfficeof theAssistmtSecret~ forHeath md
ScientificAfftirs,andby oncologistsh themdic~/acadetic
cotity, as be~ of sufficientimportanceto theNationrs
potenti~forcaringforcancerpatientsas to warrwt its
conttiuationaspartof theongoingactivitiesof theRegion~
Medic= ~e Service.Itwasagreedby theHealthSe~ces
andMent~ Heath AtinistrationthatthisProgramwouldconttiue
to be fundedat an mu~ levelof appm~tely $1million,
andbe admitiste~dundertheSection910authorityof the
Regio@Medic~ mgr~legislation. ~tho~ at this late
date in themedic~/academicyem probablyo~y a stil ntier
of q~ified candidatesre~n unplacedandonlya veryfew
ftistratetrainingopporttitiesretin unfilled,it was~ed
thatit is @ortant to~tti thecontinuityof thispro~am.
Therefore,m munt of $300,000(ofthenewlyreleased$5
million-- seeabove)willbe setasideforawardsto be made
duringtheretider of t~s fisc~ ye-.

&cause theCowcilwillnotmet againti thisfiscalyear,the
b~cil ~usly agreedto delegateto Dr.Brennm the
authorityto selectappropriatecandidatesfortheseawards.He
tillbe assisted.ti thiseffortby an ad hocpanelof e~erts h
clinical-ge~nt of cmcer, represe~~-the stibasicdisciplines

.-
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of tite@ tiicine,pediatrics,surgery,raaolo~s
patholo~,and~ecolo~.

~; Pelle~tioreportedontheworkofthesubcotitteew~ch
developedthedraftguidelineswhichwerebeforetheCouncil.
He e~ltinedtheworms ofthetaskforcetich undertook
thestudyandthenatureoftheirreportto~ andto~.
~ck ScWdt andDr.GeorgeMller whorepresentedtheReview
=ttee. He saidthataftera greatde~ of~scussionit
hadbeenagreedtopresentt~s veryprel~ draftto
theCouncilofiyasa indcationoftheMrectionsbe~
takenbythesubcotittee.TheCucil agreedto approvePart
I ofthereport,tiprinciple,withtherecommendationthatit
under~ substantialsubstantivemd editori~revisionand
~subtissionto theCouncil.PartIIofthereportwasconsidered
separatelyandfomd to beentirelysatisfactoryti itspresent
fomt. TheCouncil~usly recomnded itsapprovtiwithout
&her substantiverevision.

~~=~RCAN~C~

~. SloanrecalledtotheCouncilthattheseGuidelineswere
preparedby a SpecialAdvisoryCo@ttee on CancerCme
FacilitiesoftheCancerCotissionofthe~rican College
of Surgeons,undercontractwiththeDivisionofRegional
Mica ~o-, inresponseto Section907of theRegion~
Hicd Progr- legislationwhichprovidesthat‘TheSmgeon
Gene- sM1 establish,md mtit~ ona currentbasis,a
listor listsof facilitiesh theUnitedStates,equipped
andsttifedtoprotidethemst advaced~thodsandtec~ques
h thediagnosisandtmatmnt ofhearttisease,cancer,or
stroke.. .fl

Shetitroduced~. WarrenCole,whoserved’asch~ ofthe
@ecitiAdtiso~Co@ttee. m. Coleoutlinedtheprocedws, ~
therepresentation,ad thedatagatherm activitiesofthe
btittee ti fo-ly presentedthereporttotheCouncil.
He ~so re~rtedthattheGuidelineshadbeenretiewedetiensively
by theNatiotiAdtisoryCmcer Councilwhorecomnded thata
concises~ beprep~d.

W ~’sponseto questionsre@tig theappmnt stringencyofthe
@deities, Dr.Sloanre-ed thegroupthatthedocmnt is
tideed”titendedoflyasa~ide, andody forhospitdswhichwish
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to”be designatedas providersof definitivecancercm.

~ acceptingthereport,theCouncilofferedtheircon~attiations
~ sincerethanksto Dr.ColeandtheCommittee.h ~ther
discussion,however,theystatedveryclearlythatin accepting
thereporttheyhavenotapprovedit forpublication.~stead,
theyagreed~ously to recommend~her workon thereport
andfurtherassistmcefromtheNationalAdvisory~=lcer Comcil,
withreferenceof thefiti draftto a subcotittceof the
NationalAdvisoryCouncilon Regio@ Medicd Prow- before
presentationto theCouncilas a whole.

~. &@ies reportedbrieflyon a oned?yadhocmeetingheld
Feb- 13, 1970,0fa -up of emerts ir>t~i-c=Ey field.
Althou@theprinciplepurposeof themeting wasto offer
professionalguiticein thedevelopmentof an effectivekidney
diseasepro~m as an inte~~ p@ of Region~Medicd ~ograms
tier pendinglegislativeproposals,thediscussionconcentrated
on recenttrendsh thetreatmentof end-sta&kidneydisease,.
focusingparticularlyon regionalrequirerients.Qthoughit
wasnotpresentedas a definitivedocmnt, thegenera
recomndationsof thead hoccotitteemetwithgeneralagree~nt
on thepartof thetiuncil.Dr.Nerist su~estedthatwhen
sucha docwnt is finallyprep~edit shouldincludemoree~hasis
on preventionof kidneydisease,particularlyin c.hldren.

~OF WPLICA~ONS

A. RelevantIssues .

1. m& at contributionto theestablishmentof
md continueddemonstrationsin intensivecme units

At therequestof theReviewCotittee,theCouncilwasasked
to considertheroleof RetionalMedicalPro~- in continuing
to establishandequipfac~lities-reso~”cesG institutionswhich,
althoughinitiatedforpurposesof traininganddemonstrations,
willcontinueto providepatientservicesforwhichfeesm
routinelycollectable~m wlrtudlyal thitipartypayers.
Recognizingtheveryvat difficultyfacedby theReview
Cotitteeinmakingjudge~ntson suchprojects,particularly
whentheyareof recognizedv~ue in theestablis~mntof a
RegiotiMedicd Programin a co~ ‘ty;theCouncilcontinuesto
believeit unwiseto attemptto developa fim policy,arbitr=ily
includingor excludingsuchprojectsfmm Region~Medicd Pro~am
gant support.

,.
,.. -
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Relatingthisgeneraissu~toa specific
thea~~licationfromtheGreaterDelawm
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requestcontainedW
ValleyRegionalMedicd

~gr’~, Dr.Millikansu~sted, andtheCouncil*USIY
agreed,thattids fromRegionalMedic~ Pro~m should-be
usedforsupportoftheestablis~ntormaintemce of stroke
centersdesi~edto e~uate specificmodditiesof stroke
t~atment. Sixteensuchcentersme currentlyfundedby the
Natio@ Wstituteof Neurologic~Diseasesmd Strokefor
cm~lly desi~edandthorou@y controlledfitudiesofthese
therapeuticmo~ities, andwillprovidesufficientinformation
ad @ta tomakethedefinitivejudgmentsinthisregard.

2. Needfora studyofRegion~MedicalPromam
ParticipationinProjectsInvolvimgAutomated
%chnolo~

h responseto a repeatedrequest~m theRetiewtimmitteefor
guidanceconcedingprojectswhichm cle~lyidentifiableas
‘researchanddevelop~nt~md requirelargeexpendituresfor
expensiveequipmnt,theCouncilhasa~ed toundertakea study

I tithisregard. ~ey ~so agreedwithDr.m@ies on the
necessityforsom back~oundinfomtion on thecurrentstatus
of Feder~ fun- of suchactivities,particulmlyfundtigby 3k:

thevmious componentpro- ofHSMHA.~S study~. w~~lies
promisedto haveav~lableatthenextmetingas a basisfor
~her investigationof specificrolesofRegion~Medic~
m- h tMs arena.

3. ReviewofCouncilPolicyonHealthWpower andRecruitment

At thesuggestionofthestafftheCouncilvotedunmusly to
amendtheGuideltiqsonhealthcmers recruitment(Guidelines
Addendm,February1970,page15)to ticludethefollo~g
additionalstatemnt:

IfmisdoesnotticludetheuseOf~~ ~ds for
remdi~ education,enrichmentpro~m, or
studentloansor scholarships.fl

4. Hdney DiseasePolicy- RetatiforReminderof
~ 70orRevise?

~ thelightof thepresentuncertaintiesregting both
le~slationmd appropriationsforRegio@ Medic~Programsin
1971,theCouncilagreedthatitwould,at thistime,be premat~e
forthemtoundert~ethedevelopmentof a morespecificpolicy
regardingRegionalMedical~gram supportofMdney diseaseactivities.
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At thesametk theyrecognizethedifficulties~erent M
continueddeferralof actionon specificHdney diseaseprojects
wtichreachthemforfiti recomnmtions.

In tititionto severalwticharebeforethemh ttisromd of
reviewthe~uncil agreedto reconsiderthethreewhichwere
reco~nded fordeferr~at thepretiousmeet-:

WSCONSmMGIONM ~ICW PROGM

~ject #15 - A ComprehensivePro~m inRe@ Msease

Appmv~ h thet~ andamount=questedtiththes=stions and
recomndatio~ citedby theReviewCo@ttee tiJuly1969
(see~so Sectionn C).

~ject #13 -ARegiotipro ~ for~a~g of Physicians
andOtherAlliedHeath Profession~sfortheWage mnt of~dc RenalDiseasePatients

Approvaat thereducedlevelandtiththespecificconditions
recommendedby theRetiewCotittee(seedso Section= C).

=POLITANWAS~G~N, D. C,~GIONW~IC~ PROGW

Mject #31- HemdialysisTrafig Pro~m

Althoughcontitiotiapprovalwasorimly recomnded by the
RetiewCo~ttee, themajorreservatione~ressedwastheabsence I
of a transplantationcenterto witicht~s projectcandrectlyrelate, I.Ieithertidiately or in theforeseeablefutm. h theabsenceof anysatisfactoryresolutionof thispartictiaraspectof the
recomndation,the@uncilagti deferredf~ action.

., . .. . . . .
r.
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B. Speci~Actions

~~~~~ DM~A - me @wcil wasapprisedofrecent
correspondencebetweentheRe@on andtheDivisionregard@
itspossiblesep~ationtitotwostateRe~on~ Medicd~grams,
andtheproposalof theSouthD*ota Governorto combtie~
and~ti~sstate.

me Councileqressedtiteresttithisasane~er@nt but
declti~totie.any fo- recomndation.Itwasa~eed
thattheirinvolve~nt
,t* as anapplication
is subtitted.

wouldbeappropriateoflyat such
forapl- -t fromSouthDtiota

fiofiect8 - hurel MountainHomeHealthwmPmsuvm-
Mde ~- andRemonstration

~s retisedapplicationwassubmittedtoCouncilatthe
specificrequestof theRe@on h ordertoprovideadditiond
formation intendedto clarifytherelationshipoftheproject
totheRe@on’stotaleffort.

~uncilreaff~ed itsori@ assessmentoftheinherent
q~ity of theproject,particularlytheeducationalaspects.
~ thebasisoftheadditional~ormation @ therevised
bud~t,theyagr~on itsappropriatenessasa P@ ofthe
WesternPennsylvtia~ andbelievetbt thecostisre~istic.
Approv~isrecomnded forthet@ andintherevisedamQunt
requestedwiththeundersttitigthattheincomeproduced
by theprojecttillbe usedforthep~oses oftheproject,
as statedby theapplicmt.

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

4’,,!,
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RecomndationsforAction“

W Comcilrecotiedthetirecommendationstitheformat
w~ch wasadoptedtithep~viousreviewcycle(AppentixI).

Approv~tithspeci~cconditionsrecomndedbytheRetiew
Cmttee.

01-$257,357 02- $231,g56 03-$0

%turn forretisionWth thesu~stionsoftheReviewCo@ttee.

~ZONA ~GIOm ~ICfi PROGM

Returnfor~visionwiththesu&estionsoftheReviewCo~ttee,.

Project10- Non-approtiI = tippropriatefor~ md~ - COWCil
findsthisprojectoutsidethepolicy@ideltiesrelativeto basic
t- of ~lied healthpersonnel,

Woject11 - Non-appnv~II= ~ be ~tisedaccofiingto suggestions
oftheReviewCotittee,

W. PeUe~ti abstained~m voting.

U1 munts m directcostsotiyandtiess otherwisespecified
referto 12~onthperiods.

~ designation01,02,etc.relatestothefirst,second,etc.,
budgetperiodsof thesubjectapplication,notnecessarilythe
budgetperiodsthattillactuallybe supplemented.
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C~I~~ ~ION& ~ICW ~ROGm

Approvaltithspecificconditions,as detailedbelow,M
-Unts notto exceed:

01- $806,g42 02-$828,158 03-$885,254
#7R-ApprovaI foroneyeaotiy. ,. .
#54- ApprovalIItithconutionssetby theRetiewCotittee,
#55 -Approv~ I
#56- Deferralwiththenew~omtion to beretiewedby

expertsh theHeld.
#57- Non-app~v~IItiththesu~estionsoftheReviewCotittee.
#58 - Approv~I.
#59- ~n-approv~IItiththesu~estionsoftheReviewComttee.

Appnv~ tithspecificconditionsas recomnded bytheReview
mttee.

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

Approv~tithspecificcon~tionsas recomnded by theReview
_ttee.

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

G~~D~W~V-~ION~mlcu PR~m

~ 000263/70,1- Appmv~ tithspecificcotiitionsasreco~ndti
by theRetiewCotittee.

01-$190,628 02-$195,655 03- $150,4g3
~ 000263/70.2-Retw forRevision, ~

M Comcila~ees thatthisprojectisproposedbyhi~y
eco~etenttiuivid@s,to be conductedti an institutionwell
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situatedfor,ad capableo;beco-, a re@oti center
fort- andde~nstrationsh the~agnosisand-~mnt
of strokepatients.~ey thereforerecometithatit berevised
to focusonthoseobjectivesandofferthefollo~ su~stions:

1.

2.

3.

4;

~ tids shouldnotbeusedtoest~lishor
othe~se supportcentersforthee~uation
ofmethodsoftreatmentof strokepatients,since
stieensuchcentersarefundedundercm~
studyby theNational~stituteofNe~lo@c~
~sease andStroke.

~proposed numberofbedsisunnecess~ily
&& andunmanageableforteac~ ad
demonstrationpurposes,

Mtho@ theproposedcoursematerialap~ears
to be wellplmed andticlusivethereisno
etidencethatthepotentialt~ees &omtW@out
theRe@on havebeenticludedintheplq
nor has anystudyof thetitti~ needsor
k-resources beenundertaken.

hre is o~y veq briefmntion of cooperative
P- tithother~tropo}itancenterstoward
theestabliskntof P~hdelpMa Generalas
thestroket~ anddemonstrationcenterfor
theGreaterBkware Valley~ or foranyarea
of it.

@pmvd tithspecificcofitionsas recomndedbythe
Reviewbtittee.

m 00001- 3/70.1

01-$165,200

~ 00001-3fi0.2

01 -“$116,381

02-$127,328

02-$110,000

03-$120,521

03-$110,000

Mferralticlu- a sitevisitandwiththesu~estionsof the
Retiew-ttee. Note:me Councilagreedgene~ly tiththe
Retiew~~ttee conce~g project12butrecalledthediffic~ties. . .
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recommendedttittheentire~pplicationbe ticluded~ the.-—
sitetisit.

Approvaltithspecificconditionsas recommendedby theReview
~tittee.

01-$211,516 02-$30,050 03- $32,390
\.

~~A~~GIO~ ~ICL PROG~

Appro@ titherevisedamountmd mder thespecificconditions
setforthby,theRetiewCotitteeandtec~cal sitevisitors;
tithtiher clarificationoftheissueof futuresupportof
t~s.projectaspm ofthe~.

01-$382,478 02-$223,483

IOWA~IONW~IC~ P~GW

Approv~tithspecificconditionsrecomtied
Cotittee.

01-$82,437 ,02-$94,089

~SAS~IOM~ICWPROGW

Approval

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

WE ~ION~ ~ICUPROGM

Approv~tithspecificconditionsrecometied
Co@ttee.

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

Note: me Councile~ressedspeci~titerest

03- $lg3,40g

bytheReview

03- $12,68g

bytheReview

inproject15
andurgedstaffassistancetotheRegionh ~her development
of theactivity.
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#24- Non-approvalII.
#25- Deferral
#26- Deferral
#27- Deferti. TheCouncilaskedthatthesitetisitorsfi%her
assessthemeritofttisprojectwithoutthefitico~onent.They
questionthevalueofteac~ fiti forthesepatientsor for
physic~s andalliedhealthpersonnelwhoworkwiththem,
prticip~lybecauseofthe-at v~iationinthephysicaland
mtio~ characteristicsofthefiivid~ patientsandthe
~at varietyof surgicdpmceduresrestitingtithe stoma.

RM000315/6g.l- Approvtiwithspecificreco~tiationsofthe
ReviewCotitteeonprojectsIR,3R,ad 35;buttith34
recommendedfornon-appmvdI. .

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

m: Project34 is consideredinappropriatefor~’~ding
on severalcounts.First,theCowcilis generallyverydoubt~
of thetiue of fi~ forusewithpatientsorhealthprofessional
M themgement of stomasbecauseofthegreatvariationmng
patients(bothphysicallyandemotiotily)andthelocationmd
functionof thestoma.Secondly,theCouncilwasnottipressed
tiththevalueof thisparticularprojectasa regionaleffort.
~tiy, therelationshipsmng theproposing~up, the
mtionalor@zation oftheAmericanCmcer Society,andthe
RegiotiMeticQ Progrm,inthejoints~nsorstipof sucha
fih isuncertain.

m oo0315/69.1ad 8/6g.l- Project25- Cancer~iatitin~erapy
UnitforHomd University.

me Comcil~ed to liftitspreciouslyi~osed restriction
onthe~ds approvedforthisproject;thusallow@ the
grantee-affiliate(Ho~d University)to e~end fundspriorto
theactuale~lo~nt ofapmject director.Theyrestated.
theircondition,however,thatthedirectorappointedmustbe a
q~ified radiotherapist.Therevisedbudgetseemedto fulfill
theotherconditionsofthea- relativeto e~enditme
ceilingsforequipment.Theretiseddirectcostsare:

01-$273,000 02-$143,850 03-$149,572
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~CHIGAN~IONfi ~ICfi PR~~

Approval.

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

3/?0.1- Approvalwithspecificconditionsandcontingencies,for
threeyews, beginningJuly1,1970. \\.

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

me approvedlevelforthe01yearincludes$1,129,133forCO~
supportand$1,000,000forthoseprojects(mainlytheadvanced
technolo~activities)forwhichtheRegionhasrequestedonlyone
yearsuppoti---projects#2R,13R,14R,~d 49. fithe 02md 03
years,Coresuppotiis continuedatthe01yearlevel.

me Councilstatedthatthe$1,000,000supportfortheoneyearrenew~
projectsbe contingentuponassurances~m theRegionthatthe
recommendationsofthesitevisitreporton eachadvancedtechnolo~
projectwouldbe genetilyfollowed.

3/70.2- Approvaltithspecificco~itions.

me Natio@ AdvisoryCouncilconcurredwiththerecommendationsof
theReviewCo@ttee, excepttht p~ject #54,OD~~ was~turned
forretisionbecauseitwasnotconsideredtobe technic~lyready
forexpansion.

me ~uncilrecomnded thattheapprovedprojectsreceiveApprovalH
(approv~withoutadditiondnew~ds) inthe01year,md
ApprovalI (new~ds) withspecificconditionsasdescribedby
RetiewCotitteeinthe02and03years.

~ject #50- Approvalwithspecificconditions
~ject #51- Approvalwithspecificconditions
~ject #52- Approvaltithspecificconditions
Project#53- Non-approv~I
Project#54- Non-appmvdII (returnforrevision)
Project#55- Approvalwithspecificconditions
Project#56- Non-approv~I
Reject #57- Non-approv~II (returnforrevision)
tioject#58- Approvalwithspecificconditions
~ject #59- Non-approv~I

01- $5~2,1j4* 02-$562,240 03-$404,848

~0 be fundedfrommexpendedbalancesin thepant periodending6/30/70,
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1. ~eNatio~Adtisory Councilconsideredthereco~ndationsof
thesitetisitorsonnototiytheoperationalrenewtiad
operationalsup~mnts describedabove,but~so theoverml
levelsof suportfor~ssouri~

/
--ticlu~ projectsprevio~ly

appnvedb Councilwtichcarrya conttiuationcotitment.~ey
wereh ~ner~ agreementtiththeserecome~ations:

..

.

.

.

& thewant yearbegix Jtiy1,1970,thesite
tisitorsrecommendedthatappro~tely $3,060,000
finew~ds bemadeavtilabletothe~ssouri~
tithe ~antperiodbe~ng July1,1970. ~s tot~
recomnded levelticludesfourcomponents,:(1)Core,
$1,129,733;(2)Renewalprojects,$1,000,000;(3)Projects
#46,~~-Blood,Happroxhtely$160,000;ad (4)Continuation
projects#25,26,27,29,@ 33,appro~tely $800,000,

me sitetisitorssu~esttithattheRegionuseup to
appmtitely $940,000incarryover~ds forthesupport
ofadditionalsubregiomlizationactivitiesapprovedby
council— projects#36,37,38,39,43,50,51,52,55,
@ 58,

h the~at yearsbe-rig inJuly1971andlg72,the
visitorsrecomnded thatapproximately$2.2tillionad
$1.8tillion,respectively,tinewfundingbe available
fortheapprovedCore,newsupplemntd,md continuation
projects.Councilstatedthattheserecommendedlevels
h no wayrepresentedceilings,andthattheRe@on cotid
competeforadditiotifuntingtithsubsequentapplications.

kne oftheadvancedtechnologyactivitiesarerecommended
forsupportbeyondthe01year, Councilpointedout,
however,thatifanyoftheseactivitiesdevelopsufficiently
to thepetitthatCouncilfeelstheycouldcontribute
si@ficmtly to improvingthehealthcaredeliverysystem,
@ to developingregionalcooperative,arrangements,they
couldcompeteforfuture~ding,

2. Councilconcurredwiththesitevisitorsmdthe ReviewCotittee
that”tk.regionbe stro@y urgedto exp@ the~ssouri
Re@onalAdvisoryGroup.

5 Go3m oooog-02m

~ a specialaction,theCouncilreconsidereda requestmde in
April1968for$246,483foruseinproject#17- Bioengineering.
~+-~~nll..-nfi-nkA~A e-- m----..-l tL_ o.-A- L---- L---- ..--L-.= -L-s
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pendingtheoutconofa stud~ofthe~ssouri~ suchas the
onejustco~let~.

TheCouncilnowrecomendsreleaseofthefinds,to berebud~ted,
withD~ approval,intoanypreviouslyapprovedactivitiesexcept
Core,#2R,13R,14R,and49,

Ret~ forrevision,reflectingtherecomtiationsofthe
ReviewCotittee.

WYO~_~LITAN ~GIONAL~ICAL PROGM

W ooo583/70.1- Retm forrevision,reflectingtherecomndations
oftheReviewCotittee.

m 000583/70.2- Approvalwithspecificconditionsrecomnded
by theReviewContittee.

01-$181,300 02-$181,300 303-$181,300 ‘‘

NO~CAROL~~IONAL~ICAL PROG~

Approv~withspecificconditionsasrecomnded bythe
ReviewCotittee.

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

NO~mO~O ~GIONAL~ICAL PROGW

Approv~withspecificconditions.

TheCouncilconcurredwiththeReviewCohttee andthesite
visitorsintheirrecomndationthatthisRe@onbe awmded
operatiotistatus.fireviewingthedifferencesbetweenthe
sitevisitwd ReviewCotitteerecommendationsonthein~vidual
projects,theCouncilhasacceptedthoseof theReviewCotittee.
~ reg-to Project9 (-r Workshopin CareerDevelop~nt)the
Councilconsidersitoutsidethepolicy~idelinesandthus
inappropriatefor~ funds(seeSectionH oftheseWnutes).

01-$786,187 02- $803,6g6 03-$805,221
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Approvaltithspecificconditionsrecomnded by theRetiew
Cotittee.

01- $121,go4 02-$140,898 03- $45,g41

NO~TOmO~IOW~ICW P~M

Approva~tithspecificconditionsrecometiedbytheRetiew
Cotittee.

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

O~b STA~~IONMmICU PROGM

Approvalwithspecificconditions. 1

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

ODOVUmIOmmICL PR~~ f

Returnforrevisionreflect- thesuggestionsoftheReview
Co~ttee.

OtiN”tiGIONPLhEDIC~ P~Gm

Approv~.

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

Wferrd fora sitetisit.TheComcilconcurstitherecommendation
of thesitevisitwithoneexception.~sedon’info~tion g~ed
on a previoussitetisit,theCouncilag~es todelegateto the
sitevisittem theauthoritytoinvestigatefurtherand,if
appropriate,reco~nd approvalanddete~ e theawardlevelfor
project10— CO- ty Ftily PreventionProgrmonStroke(not
to exceedthemunt requested).

01- $lg4j403 02-$193,356 03-$202,503
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. ...-—---” Approvalpendingendorsement’ofthesitevisitorswhosevisit
totheRe@on asa wholeistotakeplaceonApril20-21,1970.

‘\\..... me huncilis ingeneralagreementwiththeReviewCotittee’s
recomfiationsbutwodd notMsist on my of specifiedbudget
cutsexceptthatoftheofficespacecosts.~ey believethat
specialnurstigsewicesandre~l= professionalhandlingand”
t~sportation ofthesecriticalpatientsisessentialmd
thatback-upsetsof thetighlydelicateeqtipmentarerequired.

Returnforre~sionreflectingtherecommendationsofthe
Review~tittee.

Approv~withspecificconditionsas recommendedby theReview
)
.

Cotittee. .

01-$595,503 02- $603,1gg 03-$571,160

(mmes includeproject16,abudgetforwMchhasbeensubmitted
andretiewedbystaffsticetheReviewCommitteemeettig).

Approv~tithspecificconditionsrecommendedby theReview
Cotitteeandwithspecial e~hasison thequestionsregarding
theco~uteraspectsofproject8. I

01-$225,444 02-$211,225 03-$226,025

WmWYO~ ~GIONALLDIC& PROGM

M 000133/70.1- kferralfortechnicalsitevisittoeach
ofthethreepmjects

e
~ 000133/70- SpecialAction- ~ferrd, tobe studiedaspart
ofthesitevisitrecommendedfortheotherprojects.Staffis
athorized.to&age fortidingto@tain theprogramuntil ._
f~ actionis taken. 1 .,
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=N~ ~IOW ~IC~ P~W

m 00037 (fomrly 8/69.1w 12/69.1)
-unt quested, Mth thesu~stions
by theReviewCtitteetiJtiylg6g.
thesetites).

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

.

10:45a.m.onApril1,1970.

I herebycerti~that,to thebestof
~ howled~, thefore~~tiutes
areaccurateandcomplete.

* Kti of thestatements
- additiotimateri~stich
weredistributedatthemetm
are
the

avdlableh the.Officeof-
muncil%Cretary.
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~m thePanelsto theReviewCotittee
(OnProjectsmy)

~cWCalY somd andcapablY~rect~
Feasiblewalerspecifiedcontitio~
~pmvable on tecmc~ e~ds

titlhe Retiewbtittee to theNatio@ AdvisorYComCil
(On~jects)

No actiont~en - Needadfitio@ Wo-tion
Needsitetisit
Need@mcil decision

Approval
A~prov~withspecificconMtio~
Defe@
Ret~ forRetisiOn
msapprova - Mppmpriate forD~ ‘~

~tk NatiotiAdviSOH@mcil tothe~WtiStratOr
(On~t- AppliCatio~)

-.... .

.
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B~M~AN,MichaelJ.,M.D.(72)”
Resident,~chig~nCmcer FO1~datiOn
4811JohnR Street
~troit,~chigan 48201

~ofessorofMedicine
WayneStateUniversity

CANNON,BlandW.,M.D. (73)
910MadisonAvenue
~mp~s, Tennessee38103

DivisionofNe7msurgery
UniversityofTennesseeCollege
of Medicine

CROSBY,~v~inL.,r4.D. (71)
~ecutiveVicePresidentandDirector
~ericanHospitalAssociation
CMcago,Illinois60611

DEWY, MichaelE.,M.D.(72)
PresidentandChief~ecutiveOfficer
@lor Collegeof Medicine
Houston,Tens 77G25

~fessor andChairm
Departmentof Surgery
~llege ofMedicine.

-ST, Bruce1/.,M.D.(71)
~ef ofPediatrics
GreenClinic
Ruston,buisi- 71270

~W~J, ClarkH.,M.D. (72)
Consultantin NeHlogy
MayoClinic
Rochester,tiesota 55902

Pmm~O, ~nundD.,M.D.(70)
I

VicePresidentforthe.He~th 1
SciencesandDirectoroftheCtr. !
StateUniversityofNewYork
StonyBrink,Nev{York 11790 .

~PMA,AlfredM.,M.D. (70)
RegionalDirector
MountainStatesHP
525WestJeffersonStreet
~ise, IdAo 83702

~H, RussellB.,M.D. (73)
240West41stStreet
&ie, Pemsylvania16508

ViceSpe&eroftheHouseof
Delegates,A~m .“

SHANHOLTZ,MackI.,M.D. (70)
StateHealthCotissioner
StateDepartmntofHealth
Ric-&.end,Virginia23219

m, Mm. Curtis (71)
Director
Pensionandhswance Rpt.
Unitedtibber,Cork,Linoleum,
andPlasticWorkersof ~rica

*

87 SouthHighStreet
-n, Ohio,44308

WYCKO~l,~s. FlorenceR. (72)
243 CorralitosRoad
Watsonville,Caifornia 95076

~. JosephT. @lish
Administrator
HealthServicesmd Mental
Heath A~nistration


