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Priority 1: 
Review new enabling/disruptive technologies 
 Project #1 - Provide the pros/cons incl. uncertainties of the 

various (old & new) platforms for the nominated and current 

conditions on the RUSP in order for states to make informed 

decisions (e.g., succinylacetone as part of AC/AA analysis). 

 Project #2 – Provide implementation toolkit to NBS programs for 

new conditions on the RUSP (e.g. SCID) 

 SOPs 

 “slide sets” that can be used for the education of advisory boards, 

administrators, legislatures, etc. 

 Project #3 – Region 4 MS/MS Data Project summary 

 Review data collected and tools developed as part the project; 

 Assess project impact on NBS programs using R4 data and tools; 

 Review training course that was offered by the project. 

 

 



Priority 2: 
Provide guidance for state NBS programs in making 
decisions about implementation, integration, FU, and QA 

 Project #1 – Comparative performance metrics 

 Review APHL Quality Indicators metrics 

 Review NBS case definitions 

 Project #2 – Point of care NBS 

 What’s the landscape? - review/outline the roles of PH programs in POC 

testing (who is responsible for administration/quality; compare loss to FU 

for different models; use hearing loss screening as example). 

 Is there a perfect model? 

 Project #3 – Develop a tool for capturing delayed/missed 

diagnoses 



Priority 3: 
Establish process for regular review and revision of the 
RUSP and recommend specific changes to technology 
when indicated 

 Project #1 – How to remove disorders 

 Project #2 – How to move a condition from secondary to 

primary target 

Provide input to Evidence Review group on lab and technical 

aspects related to testing for conditions 

 


