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Opening Motion

Russell Hilf, PhD made a motion to enter Executive Session to discuss the results of the peer review of the applications received in response to the 2009 Peter T. Rowley Breast Cancer Research Projects and Postdoctoral Fellowship Request for Applications (RFA).  Alexander Gross seconded.  The motion carried unanimously (10-0).  Executive Session began at 10:19 a.m.  

Preliminary Remarks

Lani Rafferty read a brief overview of the RFA, which was issued on March 25, 2009, with applications due May 20, 2009.  Ms. Rafferty noted that in response to the RFA, the program received 37 letters of intent and 22 applications.  The peer review meeting was convened with highly qualified reviewers, via conference call, on February 3, 2010.  Binders with the summary of the panel discussion and scores were distributed to the Board members prior to this meeting.  Ms. Rafferty described the Board’s role in considering each application and asked if there were any questions about the process.  
Susan Cohen, Esq. asked why there were no advocates on the peer review panel, stating that advocates should be a part of all peer review panels.  Dr. Hilf asked if there would be a determination made as to the number or portion of the panel that would be advocate reviewers.  Dr. DiFino reassured the Board that this was the first time that an advocate was not on a peer review panel and that steps would be taken to ensure that this would not happen in the future.

Ms. Rafferty requested that the Board consider two things before the discussion of the applications takes place:  1) to consider whether the applications with scores of 2.1 to 2.5 should be considered for funding; and 2) for applications with tie scores, what the criteria should be to break the ties.  
Gary Morrow, PhD made a motion to consider those applications with scores of 2.1 to 2.5 for funding.  Mr. Gross seconded. A roll call vote was taken and motion carried (7-3).  
Ms. Rafferty noted that since the Board decided to consider funding applications with scores of 2.1 to 2.5, some applications in this range have tied scores; therefore the Board should decide, prior to discussion of the applications, what the criteria should be for tie-breaking scores.  Ms. Rafferty recommended that the Board review the individual review criteria scores for use in tie-breaking.  She noted that the Research Plan review criterion is the most heavily weighted criterion and is common to both funding mechanisms.  However, if the Research Plan review criterion is the only criterion for breaking ties, some scores would still be tied.  Considering the intent of both funding mechanisms, she suggested the Board may want to include the Impact score for Rowley applications and the Candidate and Training score for the Postdoctoral Fellowship applications in tie-breaking.  

Dr. Hilf made a motion to break ties by combining the total of the scores of the Research Plan and the Candidate and Training criteria for Postdoctoral Fellowship applications.  Elinor Spring-Mills, PhD seconded.  A roll call vote was taken and motion carried unanimously (10-0).  
Gail Frankel made a motion to break ties by combining the total of the scores of the Research Plan and the Impact criteria for Rowley applications.  Mr. Gross seconded.  A roll call vote was taken and motion carried unanimously (10-0).
Consideration of the Applications
Dr. DiFino read a brief summary for each of the following applications, and asked if there were any concerns, noting that after discussion, votes to recommend applications for funding would occur during open session:  

Application number H09R-014; Memorial Sloan Kettering; Principal Investigator (PI), Dr. Jason Holland and mentor, Dr. Jason Lewis:  Diana Lake, MD indicated a potential conflict of interest with this application and left the room.  There was no discussion about this application.  
Application number H09R-016, New York University School of Medicine, Dr. Yuval Kluger and Application number H09R-026, New York University School of Medicine, Dr. Herbert Samuels:  Karen Zier, PhD indicated a potential conflict of interest with these applications and left the room.
· H09R-016: There was no discussion about this application.  
· H09R-026: Dr. Hilf stated concerns about the research plan, noting the absence of direct impact and stating that the scientific basis for the proposal is unproven.   He indicated that he would not support this application.
Application number H09R-027, Columbia University, Dr. Jose Silva:  There were no conflicts of interest with this application.  There was no discussion about this application.  
Application number H09R-003; SUNY at Buffalo; PI, Dr. Alice Ceacareanu; Co-PI, Dr. Chi-Chen Hong; Roswell Park:  There were no conflicts of interest with this application.  Dr. Spring-Mills stated that the proposal should include a statistician.
Dr. DiFino noted that the Board discussed all applications up to a score of 2.0, and that the Board decided to continue to discuss and consider funding all applications through a score of 2.5.

Application number H09R-001, Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Andrei Bakin:  There were no conflicts of interest with this application.  Mr. Gross asked how the adjusted score is derived.  Ms. Rafferty responded that the difference from the final peer review score to the adjusted score is due to compliance penalties.
Application number H09R-023; SUNY at Buffalo; PI, Dr. Supriya Mahajan; Co-PI, Dr. Bindukumar Nair from Roswell Park:  There were no conflicts of interest with this application.  There was no discussion about this application.  
Application number H09R-032, University of Rochester, Dr. Ping Tang:  Drs. Morrow and Hilf indicated a potential conflict of interest with this application and left the room.   Dr. Lake re-stated the weaknesses noted by the panel.  Dr. Zier noted the weakness of the statistician.  Ms. Cohen pointed out that each application beyond a 2.0 would have some flaw.  
Application number H09R-025, Memorial Sloan Kettering, Dr. Marc Robson:   Dr. Lake indicated a potential conflict of interest with this application and left the room.  Ms. Frankel felt that this application posed some ethical problems (since the investigators are “upsetting” the women in the study purposely in order to study them).  Dr. Zier noted that this is what the study is designed to do.  Ms. Cohen felt the application has some serious flaws.  Barbara Weiser, MD noted that the applicant needs a statistician.  Dr. DiFino noted that informed consent and IRB approval are required. 
Dr. DiFino noted that the next three applications (H09R-018, -028 and -030) have tied scores, and that the Board agreed on the criteria for breaking ties. 
Application number H09R-018, Cornell University, Dr. W. Lee Kraus:  Dr. Lake indicated a potential conflict of interest with this application and left the room.  Many of the Board members felt this application has serious weaknesses.
Application number H09R-028, Roswell Park Cancer Institute, Dr. Keshav Singh:  Dr. Hilf indicated a potential conflict of interest with this application and left the room.  Dr. Zier stated that she felt the study is flawed.  Dr. Lake agreed, stating that the protein proposed for study may not have a causal role.
Application number H09R-030; Cold Spring Harbor Laboratory; PI, Dr. Shuang Ni and mentor, Dr. Bruce Stillman:  Dr. Lake indicated a potential conflict of interest with this application and left the room.  Dr. Zier noted that the application provides no formal career development, no commitment or training plan by the mentor and the methods are not well described.  Dr. Spring-Mills also noted no commitment on the part of the mentor.  Dr. Morrow stated that he would not support this application. 
Application number H09R-033, SUNY at Buffalo, Dr. Menghua Tau:  There were no conflicts of interest with this application.  Dr. Zier felt this application has feasibility issues and statistical concerns.  Dr. DiFino stated that a reviewer suggested that there are better assay choices and noted this as a weakness.  
Dr. Zier made a motion to adjourn executive session.  Arun Puranik, MD seconded.  The motion carried unanimously.

Executive session adjourned at 11:37 a.m.
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