ORD Field Conference Call Notes
Monday, December 15, 2008
1. Welcome – Timothy O’Leary, MD
2. 2009 ORD Local Accountability for Research Meeting -  Lynn Cates, MD
Dr. Cates thanked the field for the response from dozens of individuals on the draft Handbook 1200.05.  

Dr. Cates announced that the registration and hotel reservations deadline was Friday, December 12.  A total of 621 people have registered including all but 2 Medical Center Directors of VA facilities with Federal-wide Assurances (FWAs).  The meeting’s goal is to identify ways to improve local research programs, and will have a lot of time for networking and working with people who face similar challenges.

3. Community Outreach and Data Security Update – Reuben Wright, PhD
Community Outreach
The ORD Senior Leadership briefed the American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars and Disabled American Veterans’ Senior Leadership on VA research activities and solicited for any questions that the Veteran Service Organizations (VSO) may have in reference to VA research and veterans.

ORD Community Outreach and ORD Communications participated in the following activities:

●
Texas NAACP Annual Meeting in San Antonio, TX (Oct)

●
American Indian Science and Engineering Society Annual Meeting in Anaheim, CA (Oct)

●
VSO Health Care Advisory Meeting in Washington, DC (Oct)

●
Association of Military Surgeons of the United States (AMSUS) in San Antonio, TX (Nov)

●
NIH Health Disparities Meeting in Washington, DC (Dec)

ORD will be hosting a minority VSO meeting in Washington, DC February 23, 2009 in ORD.

Data Security
The IT Assessments are still being conducted by Information Technology Oversight and Compliance (ITOC) teams.   If you have had an ITOC Assessment this year, it will be 3 years before you have another.  If you have not, that means the research site could be scheduled in the next year.  These assessments are “Announced and Unannounced.”  If a research site desires a pre-assessment by ORD, just contact Dr. R. Wright, ORD Security Manager for details.

There is a systemic problem that continues to show up during ITOC Assessments.  Storage of research records not in compliance with VHA Privacy and VA policy.  Contact the facility Privacy Officer (PO) and facility Information Security Officer (ISO) for details on storage of research records.  

Be sure to inform PO and ISO of data sets (electronic and paper copies) that you may have created to ensure the data is protected and “De-Identified.”  Only a certified PO can de-identify data.  Only a certified ISO can ensure VA data is being maintained on certified secure electronic server or security of paper copies of data collected.   If your research project is up for its annual IRB review, this is a perfect time to ensure the facility ISO and PO take a hard look at data being collected.     

If you have questions, please contact the facility PO and ISO about how your facility has established policy to secure VA research data.

4. IT Funding Update – Maureen Carroll
IT funds to support research will be sent out as a lump sum to each facility within the next two months based on the information collected in June 2008. The Administrative Officer (AO) for Research and the Chief Information Officer for each facility will need to work together to ensure these funds are obligated based on what has been approved. A spreadsheet will be provided to the AO in Research so that you will know what has been approved. If any issues arise through these lump sum allocations, please inform VA Central Office of what the issues are and we will work with the appropriate Office of Information & Technology staff to get your issues resolved.
5.
Service Updates:
●
HSR&D Update – Seth Eisen, MD
Investigator Initiated Merit Review Proposals

HSR&D has received 115 proposals submitted to eRA as of 9:30 am this morning Eastern time.  HSR&D will only accept applications for review that are accepted by eRA with only warnings or no warnings by 5 pm local time of the applicant institution/organization today, December 15, 2008.  There will be no exceptions to this deadline granted, so please do not call CO.  
As the administrative review process of a received application is completed, it is sent forward and assigned an NIH style “grant number”.  When this occurs, the eRA system will send the signing official(s) and PI an e-mail.  This is simply a notification that we have accepted the application and that no corrections are needed.  Do not contact eRA or HSR&D despite the system-generated e-mail suggesting you do so.   
The review meeting is scheduled for March 2-4 in San Diego.

QUERI Meeting

Over 250 QUERI investigators, program officers and other members of VACO leadership met in Phoenix on December 10-12 to discuss issues relevant to the QUERI program.  The focus of the meeting was on connecting research and patient care and it featured 18 workshops and ten working groups to develop plans for more specific areas of collaboration both within QUERI  and between QUERI and other parts of VHA.   Fifteen papers from the meeting have been solicited for a JGIM supplement scheduled for later in 2009.  Individual presentations and meeting summaries will be posted on the QUERI website and will form the basis for future Cyberseminars.  The meeting also introduced the new Center for Implementation Practice and Research Support being organized out of the Sepulveda VAMC, which will provide consultation and training about implementation research to other investigators and will serve as a connector between operations and research about implementation of new programs. 

TBI Solicitation Proposals

Seven Service-Directed Research proposals that responded to a special solicitation to Evaluate TBI Screening Instruments and Processes for Clinical Follow-up were reviewed.  Two of the proposals were approved with conditions and one was approved for funding.

Health Professions Education Research Solicitation

On November 17th and 18th, HSR&D reviewed 17 proposals received in response to the special RFP for Research on Educational Interventions for Health Professionals.  These 17 proposals had been invited from among 104 concept papers reviewed previously. Review scores were sent to the field on November 24th and funding decisions will be forthcoming by the end of December.
 
●
BLR&D and CSR&D Update – Leroy Frey, PhD
The Fall 2008 Review Panel meetings for Merit Review Award Program proposals for BLR&D and CSR&D have been completed.  We wish to thank everyone for their effort in submitting the proposals through eRA Commons.  Most scores have been released and we anticipate that the remaining scores will be released this week.  This means that applicants can see their priority score and percentile in the eRA Commons PI View.  Priority scores in eRA are presented as a 3-digit integer ranging from 100 to 500.  Dividing the eRA priority score by 10 will generate the equivalent score from our previous 10-50 system.  Summary statements will include only the critiques prepared prior to the review meeting if an application was streamlined, i.e., not discussed.  Summary statements for scored proposals include the critiques as well as a summary of the discussion.  A few summary statements have been released and we expect that the remainder will be released in the next three to four weeks.  At this time, the ACOS and AO are not able to see the summary statements in eRA.  We are looking into this issue and will announce a solution as soon as possible. At this time, our priority is to complete the summary statements for all applicants.  We have no information about who is “likely to be funded”---so please don’t ask.  It is anticipated that funding decisions will be made mid to late January. 


●
RR&D Update – Michael Selzer, MD

Twenty applications were received for Centers of Excellence and REAPs (10 CoEs; 10 REAPS). These will be review Jan 27-28, 2009.
Merit, Pilot Project, Career Development and Research Career Scientist Award applications are due today, Monday, 12/15/08.
Merit and Pilot Award proposals will use the eRA Commons mechanism.  Review will occur March 2-3, 2009. The review panels have been reorganized (merged) to along the expertise categories represented by Program Managers. The result will be a smaller number of panels with more proposals reviewed by each panel. To accommodate this, we will institute a streamlining process for applications that the reviewers unanimously scored higher than a level indicative of substantial flaws in methodology or other critical elements of the proposal. The larger number of applications reviewed by each panel will allow the RR&D Service to calculate meaningful within-panel percentiles for Merit and Pilot Project proposals. Over the next several review cycles, these percentiles may be incorporated in funding decisions.
