Minutes from the CCR-FYI Steering Committee Meeting

November 30th, 2006, Thursday 11:00 AM- 12:00 PM

Those present at the meeting:

Fredrick –Gonzalo de la Rosa, Melissa Maderia, Poonam Tewary, Gillian Whittaker.

Bethesda – Elena Ambrosinio, Swathi Choski, Martin Guimond, Girish Patel, Margaret Pratt, Michael Rosu-Myle, Hatem Sabaawy, Jonathan Weist 

Welcome to our new member in Fredrick (Poonam Tewary)
Meeting topics:

1. Appointment of Mary Velthuis to Jonathan Weist’s office has meant that our group was able to participate in the first Bethesda campus orientation. Martin Guimond attended, although there was only one post-doc in attendance, this still represents a milestone. Swathi and Martin will now devise a schedule of the Bethesda group to insure that there is regular participation and momentum is not maintained. Arti, has invited Mary to attend the orientation in Fredrick; where it has proven a successful venture already.

2. Michael informed the group about his experience running the first Networking Brunch. Although only one other person attended, he told us that this is a very useful venture, in that it provides a real opportunity to meet successful individuals who have become successful in science. He wishes to advertise the meetings in the newsletter and also may write an article. He was complimented by the group on his direction and motivation to make this venture a success. 

3. Stephen has put another call out for articles for the newsletter. Michael has said that he has been in contact with Stephen regarding the networking Brunch.

4. Melissa reminded the group about the Ice skating group social, to which Margaret has added that she will invite everybody back to her house afterwards for coco and pool.
5. Retreat stuff:

a. All the keynote speakers have been identified, however a back up is required and this is currently being worked on.

b. Of the 24 abstract judges required, there are 5 positions that still need to be filled; these include: pharmacology, chemistry and virology (1), Genomics, proteomics and bioinfomatics (2), clinical and translational research (1) and Cancer research technology (1). Please volunteer. I have asked Elena to request post-doc plenary lecture nominees to participate and I will then open it up to the CCR listserve later in the week. I am grateful to Melissa, Margaret, Arti, Swathi, Stephen, Gillian, Michael, Jennifer, Haiqing, Elena, Martin, Gonzalo and Hatem for volunteering from the group thus far.
The plan for abstract judging is that for each of the eight categories there will be 3 judges, one of whom will be the lead (appointed by the retreat committee). The lead individual will receive all the abstracts for that category by email on December 29th, they will be expected to distribute them to the other judges, and together they should score the abstracts. The three scoresheets should then be sent by email to Jean by no later than Jan 15th. Jean will then inform the leader of the top authors/abstracts to be invited to give an oral presentation. It is then the leaders responsibility to ask the author if they would like to give an oral presentation. If the author refuses, the category leader should continue to canvas the next person on the list, until five oral presentations have been scheduled per category. 
c. Veronica will be writing to the directors (Dr’s Wiltrout and Helman) asking them to specify how long they wish to talk for and to provide guidance on topics that may be of particular interest.
d. Veronique so far has three companies that have agreed to participate, we shall be discussing strategies to maximize return on efforts at the next retreat meeting. If anyone has company contacts please email Veronique (pascalv@mail.nih.gov).
e. Of the workshops being arranged all but one seems to be making rapid progress, those already completed are science communication and Core facilities.
f. The committee voted unanimously to have a “blind-date” dinner the first night, with the exception of those booked on the mentored table. To further facilitate interaction a quiz, with a prize was also proposed.

g. Since the meeting, I am pleased to announce that Jean has both distributed the retreat posters and forwarded emails to all the listserves discussed at the meeting.

h. Gonzolo and Girish have begun the process of putting together the survey. Jonathan added that it should be made compatible with the new version of the survey Monkey. Martin Guimond volunteered to help.

i. Everybody was invited to the next retreat meeting – which was successfully held at the Growler pub in Gaithersburg (minutes to follow).

6.  In order to stop myself talking and fill in the remaining minutes each member was asked for an original endeavor for the steering committee, this proved very successful. I apologize ahead of time for inaccuracies and not remembering to take the names of the individuals responsible for each of these ideas, but I felt they were all worthy; and I am sure they will be making their way as future agenda items:

a. Increase the representation of the group to include post-bacs, clinician scientists and staff scientists. Since the meeting Margaret has reviewed the by-laws and sees no reason why we can not pursue this further.

b. Insure that the retreat survey is more comprehensively collected. Last year about only 100 completed surveys were recovered making further analysis impossible.

c. Improve the visibility of the FYI steering committee, maybe the outstanding plenary talk giving post-doc can deliver an address to the CCR?

d. Be involved in training post-docs to complete the various national and international grants, liaising with the European group and Fogerty. This should be for the benefit of US national and non-US citizens. Maybe include a relevant and timely piece in the newsletter as well as a seminar.

That’s all folk!
