Minutes for CCR FYI Steering Committee Meeting
Thursday December 28th 2006, 11am-12pm
Members Present:
Bethesda campus: Girish Patel, Haiqing Li, Martin Guimond, Margaret Pratt, Elena Ambrosino
Frederick campus: Veronica Hall, Gonzalo de la Rosa, Poonam Tewary
The retreat

1. The abstract categories

Opinions were enlisted in regarding to the abstract categories. No change for the coming retreat. It was suggested that some change may be needed for next retreat, considering different volumes of abstracts submitted so far. It was agreed that categories with many abstracts will be divided and categories with few abstracts will be combined for their presentation time.
	Categories
	Abstracts submitted

	1. Pharmacology, Chemistry, and Virology.


	17

	2. Carcinogenesis, Cancer Models, Epidemiology and Cancer prevention.


	24

	3. Signal transduction and gene transcription


	14

	4. Molecular and Cell biology


	54 

	5. Genomics, Proteomics, Bioinfomatics.


	7 

	6. Clinical and translational research.


	11

	7. Immunology and Genetics


	18

	8. Cancer research technology
	6


2. Travel awards

Currently, 8 travel awards are split between oral presentations and posters, even better abstracts are chosen for orals. Girish proposed that 6 travel awards should be reserved for oral presentations and 2 for poster awards. Veronica and Margaret disagreed, noting the quality of presentations may be very different from the abstracts. Jonathan consented with them. The opinions were divided among the members present, with some members thought there were merits for both views. It was decided that not enough SC members were present for a vote. The issue will be discussed in the next meeting.
3. Survey 
The survey in annual retreat is a valuable and representative tool. SC members are encouraged to make suggestions to improve survey questions. 
Updates   
1. Keynote addresses:

a. Arti, Heidi and Alyson Reed (NPA president) have agreed to come and present.
b. Robert Wiltrout and Lee Helman have agreed to each present for 30 minutes and answer questions. They have been presented with a list of points compiled at the last steering committee meeting, with some possible additions.
c. Post-doctoral plenary lecture – interviews are in progress.

d. Keynote lecturers Max Wischa, Polly Matzinger and Steven Holland have agreed to attend and present at the appointed times. In addition, a plan is afoot to find a back-up speaker for Dr Stuart Yuspa, in case he can not make it.
2. Workshops:
a. How to succeed in science (Gillian & Jordan) – all organized.
b. Alternative careers: science or not science (Veronica & Melissa)

c. What does it take to publish in Science & Nature (Arti)

d. Interview techniques and resume critique (Stephen & Haiqing) 

e. Science communication (Gillian & Girish) - all organized.

f. Core facilities (Kwang & Jordan) - all organized.

3. Abstract Judges:
The judges for each category are listed in the table below:

	Categories
	Judge 1
	Judge 2
	Judge 3

	1. Pharmacology, Chemistry, and Virology.


	Margaret 
	Melissa
	Dina M. Sigano, Ph.D.

	2. Carcinogenesis, Cancer Models, Epidemiology and Cancer prevention.


	Arti
	Christophe Cataisson
	Hyun Park

	3. Signal transduction and gene transcription


	Swathi
	Stephen Maher
	Gillian Whittaker

	4. Molecular and Cell biology


	Jennifer Shen 
	Christine Horak
	Giubellino, Alessio

	5. Genomics, Proteomics, Bioinfomatics.


	Elena 
	Paola Scaffidi
	Jean Phillip Therrien

	6. Clinical and translational research.


	Haiqing
	Christian Capitilli
	Ethan Kohn


	7. Immunology and Genetics


	Martin Guimond
	Gonzalo Del La Rosa
	Jonathan Jacobs 



	8. Cancer research technology
	Michael Rosu-Myle
	Poonam Tewary
	Roa Divi


Judge 1 is team leader for each category. The leader will be responsible for tallying all the scores onto a master score sheet and submitting it to Jean by January 15th (earlier if possible). Later on, they need to contact the authors for top abstracts and ask them if they wish to give an oral presentation. Once the oral presenters have agreed, this list needs to be also passed onto Jean. 
The concern for conflict of interest was voiced, since some abstract judges are not SC members (no SC member is eligible for the travel award). Girish ensured us that no judges were allowed to judge in the same category as their abstracts. In addition, abstract judges will only judge abstracts, not presentations themselves (hence not the travel awards). It was reconfirmed that all judges for presentations will be SC members. Both Margaret and Jonathan emphasized the importance of avoiding the appearance of conflict of interest. 
The deadline for enlisting abstracts for this retreat has been prolonged. However, the newly submitted abstracts won’t be eligible for any award.

4. Blind date dinner:

Different ways to disseminate table numbers were discussed. We are planning a quiz to encourage communications within the table members and Jonathan has agreed to provide a prize for the winning table. All members from the winning table have to present the correct table number to receive the prize. Girish will need a moderator to outline the dinner arrangements after the post-doc plenary talk. 
The workshop chairs will be expected to moderate their workshops. Moderators are needed for the concurrent oral presentation moderators & judges and blind date dinner announcement & quiz masters. Please volunteer by emailing Girish.
5. Judges:
Oral & poster judges are needed. Please email Girish to volunteer.

6. Career fair – 
7. Trinkets – 
Margaret is calling for ocean city pictures for updating the website. Please email her if you have any.
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