MINUTES OF THE MEETING I

PUBLIC HEALTH, WELFARE & SAFETY COMMITTEE
March 12, 1879

The twenty-fourth meeting of the Senate Public Health,
Welfare and Safety Committee met in Room 410 of the State
Capitol Building on March 12, 1979, at 1:00 p.m.

ROLL CALL: All Committee members were present except
Senator Ryan and Senator Palmer, who arrived later in the
meeting.

act to require coroners to order autopsies when a death occurs
in or as a direct result of a fire in a building or other
structure.

Witnesses supporting House Bill 593:

Art Korm, Montana State Volunteer Firemen's Association

Bob Kelly, State Fire Marshall

Dave Fisher, Montana State Fire Chief's Association

Marvin Carter, Montana State Volunteer Firemen's Association
Ed Mitch, Montana Volunteer Firemen's Association

Keith Grice, Montana State Volunteer Firemen's Associationcq

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 593: House Bill 593 is an I

Lloyd Greenup, Montana State Volunteer Firemen's Associati
ary Gray, Montana State Volunteer Firemen's Association

Jim Balke, Montana State Volunteer Firemen's Association

Ray Balim, Montana State Firemen's Association

Chris Sauer, City cof Libby and Lincoln County Rural District

Witnesses opposing House Bill 593:

Mickey Nelson, Montana Coroner's Association

Representative George Johnston, sponsor of House Bill 593,
said this bill was introduced at the request of the firemen's
association and the state fire marshall's office. It requires
mandatory autcpsies for all fire victims. In 1977 the state had
30 deaths in fires and in 1978 there were 23 deaths in fires.
During that time, there were 7 autopsies conducted. The cost of
an autopsy averages about $300. This means that for a 2-year
period the cost would run $15,%00. Representative Johnston said
that if we can save one fire because it is known that there will
be autopsies conducted, that will make up for the cost of the
autopsy.

.
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Art Korm, secretary/treasurer for the Montana State Volun-
teer Firemen's Assocliation, said they feel that they are justified
in asking that this bill be passed to have a better record of
the fire victims. He said they do not know if some of these
deaths are from heart attacks, overdose, foul play, etc. He
has talked to Leo Jacobson of the Butte Coroner's Office, who
has no objection to the bill. He said that the state fire
marshall and officers from seven out of the eight districts
in the state are here in support of House Bill 593.

Bob KXelly, State Fire iarshall, said his office could use
this bill to assist them to a great extent by providing them
with accurate information regarding fire deaths. State law
regquires a record of all deaths from fire in the state of Montana.
There 1is reason to believe that scme cf these fires have occurred
from foul play. If a fire seems suspicious, the local law enforce-
ment office can require an autopsy. What this bill deals with is
that if an autopsy is required, they would be able to follow up
and determine if it is an arson fire and work on it from that
aspect.

Dave Fisher, Montana State Fire Chief's Association, said
that their association supports House Bill 593.

Marvin Carter, Montana State Volunteer Firemen's Association,
said that he has one of the most populous countizs (Yellowstone
County) in the state in his district and urges support of House
Bill 593.

Ed Mitch, assistant chief of the rural Cutbank volunteer
firemen's association and vice-president of the Montana Volunteer
Firemen's Association, spoke in support of House Bill 593.

Keith Grice, District 1 of the Montana State Firemen's
Association, said they concur with House Bill 593.

Lloyd Greenup, District II Montana State Volunteer Firemen's
Association, said that his district supports House Bill 593.

Gary Gray, District III Montana State Volunteer Firemen's )
Association, said that their membership concurs with House Bill
593.

Jim Balke, District IV Montana State Volunteer Firemen's
Association, said that his area supports this bill.
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Ray Balim, Montana State Firemen's Asscclation, said he
concurs with House Bill 593 for the reasons stated.

Chris Sauer, City of Libby and Lincoln County Rural District,
said he supports House Bill 593.

Mickey Nelson, coroner for Lewis & Clark County and repre-
senting the Montana Coroner's Association, spoke in oppcsition
to House Bill 593 for three reasons. The association feels that
there 1s a definite relief already feasible in Montana law. This
bill does not even indicate that the death has to be suspicious.
This bill requires that everyone have an autopsy, even the fire-
men if he is the victim. He said that it is not pleasant to
confront a family with strong religious beliefs against autopsies
and insist on an autopsy. This bill would also apply to big
catastrophies, such as a plane crash. He also wonders where
the budget will come from. This is an additional expense.
There is only one person in Montana who is qualified to perform
these autopsies, and it is expensive to ship bodies.

Representative Johnston closed testimony on House Bill 593
by saying that support is here from those in charge of putting
out fires. There is a wide-spread support of the bill. Also,
there is support from the fire marshalls who are responsible
for determining the cause of fires. He said that there are
gqualified coroners throughout the state to perform autopsies.
He said that if we can save one place from burning because the l
people know there will be an autopsy, psople will think twice
before setting fire to cover up a crime.

Chairman Rasmussen asked the Committee members 1f they ]
have any questions. Senator Himsl asked if the statement on
page 1, lines 13 and 14, indicate that this is still an optional
thing. Representative Johnston said that in cases other than |
as a direct result of a fire in a building or other structure ‘
it is still optional with the coroner. Senator Himsl said a
great number of fires in the flathead area occur in trailers, \
and a great number of victims are children. He asked if the |
children would have to have an autopsy. Representative Johnston
said they would. They could have been a victim of child abuse; .
and, if the deaths were accurately determined, maybe the trailers |
would be made safer. Senator Lensink asked Mr. Nelson who has
the power to order an autopsy. Mr. Nelson said he has authority
and so does the county attorney and the Attorney General's office.
Chairman Rasmussen asked Mr. Kelly if he feels that his office
is not getting the information quite often. Mr. Kelly said that
they feel that fire quite often is to cover up a crime. Mr.
Kelly said they can order an autopsy if the fire seems suspicious
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The hearing on House Bill 593 was closed at 1:20 p.m.
CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILI, 645: House Bill 645 is an

act to clarify the role of the ccunty coroner in the care and
disposition of dead bodies.

Witnesses supporting House Bill 645:

Henry Bernard
Mickey Nelson, Montana Coroners’ Association

Representative Jay Fabrega, House District 44 and sponsor
of House Bill 645, said that line 3 on page 2 is the essential
part of the bill. 1In some cases the funeral director is also
the coroner, and he should obtain the permission of next-of-kin
before releasing the body to his cwn funeral home. Autopsies
can be carried out either in the morgue or in the hospital. 1In
the absence of either of these, an autopsy can be conducted in
the funderal home. The essence of the bill is that the permission
of the next-of-kin has to be given before the body can be re-
leased to the funeral home.

Henry Bernard spoke in support of House Bill 645. He
said that the reason for this law is to cut down the unnecessary
expenses for the family. Expenses can be cut down by $200 to
$300. The coroners are instructed to get permission of the
funeral home through which the services are to be conducted
before embalming or ordering a casket or doing anything with
the body. There are a lot of unnecessary transportation costs
and unnecessary containers used.

Mickey Nelson, coroner for Lewis and Clark County and
the Montana Coroners' Association, spoke in support of House
Bill 645. He said that most of the coroners are not having
a problem, but they support this bill for those cases where it
does happen. They think that there shculd be a law to cover
this for the dollars and the inconvenience caused o the families.

Chairman Rasmussen asked the Committee members if they have
any questions. Senator Olson asked for clarification on the
advantages. Mr. Nelson said that if you are a coroner you can -
embalm the body, buy a casket, and almost force the family into
burying the body where you want before the family knows what has
happened. In the area where you have some conflict of interest
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there is and can be a problem where the coroner owns the
funeral home. This bill will make the coroner speed up his
notification. It makes immedicate notification mdnda+orv

and gives the family the decision of where to take the body
Representative Fabrega said that in some cases the family lives
outside of the state, and they are notified. The logical thing
would be for them to contact a funeral director in their own
area and tell the coroner who will handle the body. It appears
that in the abuse areas the next-of-kin is being told that they
have to come over here to have the body embalmed and to buy a
casket, and this is not true. This only becomes a problem

when the coroner is also the funeral director.

The hearing on House Bill 645 was closed at 1:30 p.m.

act to establish personal care facilities.

Representative Jack Moore, House District 41 in Great Falls
and sponsor of House Bill 655, said that the state is lacking
a personal care facility program. This bill allows a personal
care facility program to be reestablished in the state.
went through the purpose of this bill. He =said he worked closely
with the Department of SRS on the bill. He introduced an amend-
ment (see Attachment "A") to rewrite sections 4 and 5 of the
bill. This was done by the Department of SRS after the bill was
heard in the House. It says the department will promulgate the l
rules and requlations and study the availability of applicants
who can be taken care of in a personal care facility. This is
a cheaper care than in a nursing home. Many people convalescing l
in the hospital have no place to go, so they are retained in
the hospital. Sometimes nursing home beds are not available
to these people. This would establish the requirements which I

CONSIDERATION OF HOUSE BILL 655: House Bill 655 is an I

are already laid out in the Montana laws and regulations. They
specify the type of facilities, fire escapes, diets, etc. Some
people are not able to fully take care of themselves. A personal
care facility would provide this. The cost would be cheaper than
the hospital or a nursing home.

John St. Jeumain, president of Cascade County Senior Citizens,
spoke in support of House Bill 655. On their research on this
matter they found that they need 100 personal care beds right now
in Great Falls. One~third of these are inappropriately placed in

nursing homes. Missoula is the only place that has this type of
home. See Attachment "B."

|
‘
|
|
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Don Sequoria, consultant for the Department of SRS, supports
the development of personal care homes as an alternate to other
expensive higher levels of care. The department needs a mandate
to establish this type of care. They had this in 1974, but the
funding ran out.

Genevieve Adair, American Association cf Retired Persons
and National Retired Teachers Association, said her organizations
feel that there is a great need for this type of facility for

elderly persons in particular. Therefore, they urge the Committee's
support of House Bill 655.

Glen Drake, Montana Nursing Home Association, spoke in
opposition to House Bill 655. He said they have no argument
with the theory; but they have a problem with the funding. He
wonders where the department will get the funds. As Mr. Sequoria
indicated, SRS wants a mandate from the people mandating this
facility be established. There are already laws on the books
to establish the personal care facility. They want the Legisla-
ture to tell the department to start funding perscnal care facilities.
The money will have to come from general funds. The SRS budget
has been under attack, and particularly that portion funded to
nursing homes. There is only a limited amount of money available.
Montana had this program before, and then medicaid refused to pay
for the services. He doesn't object to the state getting into
the business, but not at the expense of other programs.

Mrs. Bompart, Parkside Manor, said she has had a little
experience with the state in the personal care facility. She
related an incident where the state came and checked her records
and her staff and shut the doors. They were inspecting because
they had heard she had people who were taking medication. People
in personal care are suppose to be handling their own medicine.
This can compound itself to get strictly out of line. She said
that she hasn't seen any criteria to know whether they should
oppose or support this bill. The operator of a perscnal care
home must know what staffing they must have and what criteria
they must get. If the SRS can get their house in order and get
their rules in straight layman's language, then she is all in
favor of personal care.

Representative Moore closed testimony by calling the Committee's

attention to two portions of the bill. One is that a personal

care facility would be licensed by the Department of Health and
Environmental Sciences using the criteria of the laws of 1967 as
amended. He has checked ocut these laws with other states, and

found Montana's laws very favorable. These other states do

operate successful personal care facilities for certain people

at a much cheaper rate than a nursing home. He called attentiocn
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to the amendments. He thinks that it is time that we get off
dead center, and he thinks that in the long run we are going to
save the state scome money because today the state is taking care
of these people with medicaid monies in either a hospital or
nursing home. It does not provide any medicaid money; but, if
we can move people from the nursing homes into the personal care
facility, he thinks the state is much better off in the long run.

Chairman Rasmussen asked the Committee members if they have
any questions. Senator Himsl said that on the question of fund-
ing it 1s aimed that the department shall provide financial
assistance, and he asked if that program would be totally fed-
erally funded and, if so, are those federal funds available. HMs.
Carlson said there would be a split. It is on the amount of
dollars. The department did not request this in their budget,
and the only way it could do this is if medicaid money is switched
over. The SSI payments do go directly to this type of funding. '
The department would have to get the extra state money to
supplement that. Mr. Sequoria said it was mentioned that $189.40

---L-

is less what the SSI pays less the $21 that is supplemental pay- .
ment. The supplemental payment has been authorized to supplement ]
SSI in certain cases. Senator Olson asked why the license requirement

under Section 4 is stricken from the bill. Ms. Carlson said the
bill was amended in the House from the Department of SRS to the
Department of Health because they have their laws already in order.
Senator Lensink asked if there is presently a definition of nursing
home care in Montana. Ms. Carlson said there are two definitions. .
Senator Lensink asked if they conflict with this bill. He was

given a copy of the definitions. Senator Lensink asked if the
motivation behind this bill is to save money. Ms. Carlson said
the motivation is that there are people in this state in nursing
homes who need a lesser type of care, so their motivation is to
get people in the right spot. Rep. Moore said his motivation is
that there are people in this state who do not require 24-hour
nursing home care. The motivation is that the state will provide
a care facility for those type of people and even those in the
private home who have no one to take care cf them. He thinks
that the state could free up a lot of medicaid monies now going
into nursing homes. The cost of nursing homes in Great Falls is
between $30 and $33 a day. There are people in there that have -
no other place to go but have to stay there at that rate. This
would provide that level of care necessary to look after people
who cannot look after themselves. Senator Olson asked Mr. Drake

|
’
!
l
'
¢
(
I
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if he had a comment. Mr. Drake said that medicaid monies cannot

be used for personal care facilities. That is where the problem
comes in. Representative Moore said that by freeing up money he

is talking about the fact that if the state has personal care
facilities it won't have to put its money into medicaid match.
Senator Olson asked where he is going to get the money. Rep.

Moore said this will not go into effect tomorrow. Rules would

have to be established and facilities would have to be set up.

If this thing were to be done in the next two or three years,

the department might divert some medicaid money over to SSI.
Chairman Rasmussen asked Mr. Sequoria if there is legislation

on the books right now. Mr. Sequoria said there are regulations
right now to license these types of health facilities. The
department is supporting this legislation to reinforce the idea

- of the need for personal care at this time. There are standards
that are comparable to other states, but they haven't been enforced
because the funding dwindled down, and the department wants to get
started on this. Two departments are named in this bill to start
doing this. This bill has called the agencies to £ill in the gap.
They recommend the standards that the Department of Health will
establish in this area. They would like this enforcement and to
get started with this level of care. Senator Himsl said this

bill has no fiscal note with 1t, so the Committee has toc make the
assumption from this that the only money available is from SSI
income. He asked Rep. Moore if he has a proposal to fund some

of this. TIf this bill were to pass, the most that could go into
this portion would be $164. Rep. Moore said it is his intention

to transfer some medicaid money for this. Senator Himsl said the
state has a home nursing service sort of program now, and part of
it is under medicare. Ms. Carlson said that is home health service
where people are in their homes and nurses come to call. Perscnal
care is for people who cannot under any circumstances stay in their
own home. Senator Ryan asked if the state has a program where
invalids have a person come in once or twice a week. Ms. Carlson
said this is homemakers for people who can stay at home. Senator
Lensink asked who decides whether someone is going to go into
personal care facilities. Rep. Moore said SRS will decide the
eligibility. Mr. Sequoria said it would be based on the opinion

of the attending physician. Senator Lensink confirmed that this

1s only in the case of someone who is eligible for public assistance.
Rep. Moore said this bill would not preclude people from going out
of their personal home. Senatcr Himsl asked about the rule-making
authority in the proposed amendment for Section 5. Rep. Moore said
the Committee would need a statement of intent.

The hearing on House Bill 655 was closed at 2:10 p.m.
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ACTION ON STATEMENT OF INTENT FOR HOUSE BILI. 342: The
Committee was presented with a proposed amendment to the state-
ment of intent to clarify that their intent of the bill is to
have active participation by theblind people in running their
concessions. See Attachment "C." Senator Himsl moved that the
proposed amendment be amended to make it active and productive
employment. The motion carried. Senator Norman moved the
amendment in Attachment "C" as amended. The motion passed.
Senator Norman moved that the statement of intent for House
Bill 342 be adopted as amended. The motion carried. Senator
Ryan will carry House Bill 342 on the Senate floor.

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 196: Chairman Rasmussen presented

- some amendments (see Attachment "D") to the Committee and

asked Mrs. Zion to speak to the amendments. It was explained
that these are technical errors that did not get amended in

the House. There is a phrase that was added in after line 12

on page 3 that should have been added in after line 14 on page

3. On page 11, line 23, strike out annually before update and
after update put in "where neczssary." This 1s requested because
federal requirements no longer reguire annual updates. Senator

Himsl moved that the amendments in Attachment "D" be adopted.
The motion carried.

B o o o e

Senator Norman said the line item was going to be $540,000.
If they don't line item it, it will still be $540,000. Senator
Himsl said the fiscal note reads that this will cost an additional I
$4,000. The Advisory Countil would increase from 7 to 9 members,
and the fiscal note suggests that the meetings be quarterly
instead of twice a year. Mr. Baumgardner said it was assumed l
that the future advisory councils would be unknown. Whereas,
the current law permitting advisory councils allows for expenses
and travel for non-state people. Chairman Rasmussen said he I
doesn't see why there would be a change. Testimony indicated
that this wouldn't change anything. Mr. Baumgardner said it
doesn't have to change. He just assumed that it would take 4 I
meetings a year to become effective. Senator Lensink asked about
the number on the board. Mr. Baumgardner said he is not concerned
about the number; it can be changed to any number the Committee
wants. Senator Lensink asked if Ms. Carlson thought it possible I
that Visual Services will get put into Vocational Rehabilitation.
Mr. Carlson said there is always a possibility that this could
be done. Each new manager will take a look at that. Senator
Clson asked how the blind is benefited by this bill. Mrs. Zion
said this assures them that their services will carry on. They
know they get better services from a separate division but do
realize the eccnomic advantages of being put into Vocational
Rehabilitation. See Attachment "E."
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Senator Ryan moved that House Bill 196, as amended, BE
CONCURRED IN. The motion carried by a vote of five tc two.
Senator Ryan will carry the bill on the Senate floor.

ACTION ON HOUSE BILL 645: Senator Himsl moved that House
B1ill 645 BE CONCURRED IN. He said that the reason he does this
is that he knows of cases where ccroners have "kidnapped" bodies
when they own a funeral home. The motion carried by a vote of
Six to one. Senator Himsl will carry the bill on the Senate
floor.

ADJOURNMENT: There being no further business discussed,
the meeting was adjourned at 2:40 p.m.
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AMENDENTS TO HCUSE BILL #655
BY REQUEST OF STATE OF MONTANA

SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICES

Delete (1) in Section 2
Proposed Section 4 should be amended to read:

Section 4. To the extent that state supplementation funds are
available, the Department of Social and Rehabilitation Services shall
provide financial assistance to Supplemental Security Income (SSI)

eligible persons in personal care facilities.

Proposed Section 5 should be amended to read:
Section 5. The Department of Sccial and Rehabilitation Services
is authorized to promogate rules regarding eligibility, payments

and appropriateness of care for individual applicants or recipients.



ATTACHMENT "A"

AMENDENTS TO HCUSE BILL %855
BY REQUEST OF STATE OF MONTANA

SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICES

Delete (1) in Section 2
Proposed Section 4 should be amended to read:

Section 4. To the extent that state supplementation funds are
available, the Departmeﬁt of Social and Rehabilitation Services shall
provide financial assistance to Supplemental Security Income (SSI)

eligible persons in personal care facilities.

Prcposed Section 5 should be amended to read:
Section 5. The Department of Social and Rehabilitation Services
/

. LA . s e sqe
is authorized to promogate rules regarding eligibility, payments

and appropriateness of care for individual applicants or recipients.
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Personal care presently exists L””uhﬂhouf the state buf excent for Missoula

County, is priced out of reach for the poocr.

The County of Missoula, through its Wellavc Jepariment supplements pe

¥y
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income to allow a payment of 5370 per month for 38 persons who receiv e personal care

The average monthly supplement by the county under that program is $16l. Missoula

Countyy has some concern about the standards in effect for the quelity of care being
rovided; the providers at Missoula have given notice that rates will have to

increase 1f standards are raised.

[l

. To the best of our knowledsge, iissculsa

s the only loczlity where nersona’
car2 1is available to needy persons. In all cther areas of the stale, the cast of
" .

the care ranges from 2500 to 3400 per month and is used only by orivate patiens J

- - L 3 Ny 34 o + e B JO S
who have the income 1t takes 4o pay throcoe rabes.

L}

Cascade County presently has a need for 100 personal care spaces for low

income elderly rezidents. About 1/3rd of that number are now inanpropriately q

) [P g A ~ . 3 2 - ey
ne communily hac mobilized roszources b

(¢}

nelp those people survive bubt these resources are limited and not as desirable =s

a personal care home would be. The rescurces beinz used include homemaker services,

home delivered meals, congregate feeding, transportation services and home healtn

s  dehesemt eessh

services. As well as being less desirsble, those resources are Being strained to

the maximum.

The Cascade County Commissioners did some preliminary study and planning for
‘_j‘ Ihe 7#;547‘ P oAV PR b R A

a personal care facility to be operated by the County. It was thai study that
{fentified 100 peonle in need of the care. The study alse concluded that $L50

ould be a brezk-even point for Cascade County te provide the services. Neither

Fu. -t P . F-RN, H EN iy ey 1 —~—
the sitate nor county has the financisl ability to zhsorb tuah cosi ab thls time. .
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If the need in Cascade Sounty is nrojecied Lo 2 siatwide level, we estimate

~

there are 1,000 poople who have a need for
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facilities could provide that care ahb an zveraze rate of 3500 per month. If the
Missocula County experience is repreéentative of the state as a whcle, the residents
in a personal care program would have an average private income of $206 to apply
toward the cass, leaving about $300 to be supplemented. Ve feel some of the cost
could be charged to Medicaid and there might also be help available through aging
services or other federal programs to help offset the supplements so that the
entire burden would not have to be scught through state general fund appropriation.

Our concept of personal care would be a range of services provided to
residents including such things as room, board, special diets, laundry service,
supervision of oral medication, assistance in toileting (shaving, bathing,
shampooing, etc.), arranging medical appoin‘ments, cleaning rooms, furnishings,
periodic checks on the resident.

In summary, there is a need for 2 personal care orogram for low income
elderly people in lontana; those who can no longer live indepardently but who
do not require the level of care and service provided by =z nursin

home. THat

o
o

¢

<>

service costs an average of $500 per month. The cost could be shared by the
resident and existing federal and state proprams with some limited additional
appropriation from the general fund. Any program should be flexible enough to
provide for a range of services related to each persons needs and a companion
range of charges.
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Visval scovices Divisicon willi
interest groups. The Mcintano
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1. H.B. 1545 deesg

o ro
soctal and rehuoziztutson 2
d ; lt doe" not imnal LI ty

~\v1 sicn or

ted in such a way as
division and the department ©
r

¢t to overscve and contro
personnel. The bill does not contai

relationship betwezen the visual services : d‘pnrtﬂ?rt. Thercefore, H.B. 186
does not sct a precedant fov proliferati pairezat of lines of authority l
within the dep ~tment. 1t mrrc!y assures at : 20 sarvices division cannot be
terminated and its services merged into anoth

2. Fed
and visually Eﬂwalrtc
provides for and eve

visuelly impaired. 2
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LroiLs ngprul reHaLi rogi Py g plan
for its vocational rchaoxlrtBLion services blin tia votationad
renabilitation program.  to such provision fodora ereniiitatio

.
i

tavs for cay other physical hane
€ i

Lo develonmentally disablod wh £y e e
Yo the vocational abhilitztion act |, whict 1575 roof pravisic
for special programs For the Blind which en e wmrce o
s:parttc 5vrv?ces. Lagislotive histoery relat Lo thease soogions that those
provisions vere enacted in recoanition of the uriouwe probilons Tov fing
renabili ticn servicas tu the blind., Thus, at ths Foaorsd leve nc incentive

Lo fragﬁgnt vaocational rehabilitavion scrvices by hoadicap type

incentives to provide separate services for the blind.

At this point about 2:
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fed in the annual data
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h. The Legislaorure can control tho 5i ic , 1t is clear that no
oroliferation of executiv: LuenCies can oceur withoul spodific avthorization from this
legislature here is no indication that the legislaturs intends to permit such prolifer-
ation. H.B. 195 doe chouraﬂc any altersticn in this hasic situation. !n conclusio
Sath the incantives 0 by Fedaral lavw, ard the erpevienze  of orher states and tie
Looeriancs in Montand AU that separaie services Tor oo Blind Gnd visuall i o

il nol resaln in oa cration of  aconcias fo
nabilitation servic the blird to prosote :
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