Minutes from the RosEXEC meeting held in Napier, NZ on 19 March  2006

Committee Members Present: Amy Iezzoni (Chair), Tom Davis, Pere Arús, Abhaya Dandekar, Dariusz Swietlik, Albert Abbott, Sue Gardiner, Jim McFerson, and Gennaro Fazio. BY TELECONFERENCE:  Jay Norelli and Dorrie Main,

Guests: Chuck Simon, Cameron Peace, Vladimir Shualev, Chris Dardick, and Clayton Meyers

1. GDR Report from Dorrie Main

The GDR home page has changed and has been updated.  Links to the White Paper have been posted in two places: 1. Rosaceae community page and 2. Under the RosEXEC link.  All minutes are now posted and are available under NOTES in the RosEXEC link.

There is no link for RosEXEC members yet but will be established.  It will be defined using the RosGEC list.  The RosEXEC list will work like a private list serve that will be used for communication between RosEXEC members.  Rights to use that list will be limited to the members as appropriate.  Similar lists will be set up for committees and subcommittees within the Rosaceae community.
An active contact list of RosEXEC members, and Rosaceae community members with appropriate links should be established.  This contact list should be searchable.
Some links have been established for mailing lists (need to change name from “RosGEC” to “RosEXEC”) a suggestion was made to maintain control over mailing list access, so we can keep private as appropriate.  US and International lists will also be created as appropriate.
Lists of four subcommittees or working groups that correspond to the four core priorities identified in the WP will be formed.  Community will be able to subscribe to each list separately.
ACTION: Dorrie will follow up with RosEXEC members


1.  to ensure she has the desired email addresses


2.  membership of subcommittees


3. clarify the target audiences and emailing lists

NRI Project leader home pages:  The project leader has a link on the GDR home page.  These pages, e.g. the GDR NRI project home page, should have PowerPoint files that describe the project goals.  There are also species specific pages with links to NRI funded projects.  Should this also include links to NSF funded projects?
A suggestion was made to include other links to International Home pages of major funded projects on Rosaceae so that GDR could be used for a one stop shop for international projects such as HiDRAS and Isafruit ESTree. Please send Dorrie information for possible links.  
Cameron suggested including links to some active projects that are funded outside NRI or NSF with a brief description of the projects.  The committee realizes that there are many projects funded internally and by grower organizations that are very important to the whole community and describe the expertise and current endeavor of labs working on Rosaceae.  This would provide a rich source of information but it would have to be restricted to a specific format (project leaders, cooperators, abstract of findings, etc.).  This would have to be searchable.  Dorrie felt that it could be done.  
A searchable EXPERTS or EXPERTISE database could be formed.  Should GDR include a publication list?  Should there be a submission form for recent publications? Dorrie suggested GDR can be more active in the area of Rosaceae publications.  This point needs more discussion and coordination but could prove really useful to network.
Update on NSF awards:  There is no decision yet on the GDR renewal and it is not expected until the end of March.  There is also no information on the Korban or Sosinski project proposals.
2.  Grant Activity

2. a. Report on potential CAP proposal by Bert Abbott

Amy has distributed the electronic file of Bert’s CAP proposal to RosEXEC.

What went out last year was a proposal for a conference to get people together to write the actual proposal.   Abbott would like to resubmit and move forward.  Tom Davis will help in the effort and the RosEXEC will help in the effort as needed and provide a community letter of support for proposal.

The past proposal received mostly positive comments; however, they suggested the need for more industry participants and they suggested Abbott should not do this, since he has too much USDA money already. Last year’s proposal listed 20-25 key people to represent different species, breeders, industry reps.  The major goal of CAP is to get genomics info into application – translational genomics.  We first need to have a strategy and that is what the CAP planning conference is about.  Dandekar suggested that CAP conference should focus on key issues that we have already identified in the WP and maybe use WP as framework for program.
2. b. Report on potential EPA proposal by Herb Aldwinckle
This proposal responds to EPA’s call for conferences for planning purposes on issues connected to human health and safeguarding the natural environment.  This proposal should focus on ways to reduce use of chemical pesticides in Rosaceous crops.

The initial drafting group included Aldwinckle, Weeks, Norelli, Fazio, Meyers.  Aldwinckle received good responses from an email sent through GDR by national and international members.  Additional organizers should include people across pests and genera.  Names of several scientists were proposed by RosEXEC: Ebenezer Abgondewin (UC-Kearney, Carlos Crisosto, Dick Bell some international interest: Irene Tierny, Hank Schooten, Veronique deCoq).
There are still gaps in planning – need berry crops participation.  The name Dan Ligard for berry participation was mentioned. The vision for the proposal has not been developed yet, but must be inclusive and recognize different levels of expertise (applied and basic pathology, entomology and horticulture).  Four submission dates are available. 

Herb will be in contact with Michael Bender (the program coordinator) to clarify EPA’s position and the direction of the RFP.  Is this call oriented towards crops or chemicals, e.g. methyl bromide, azinphos methyl etc?
The availability of Clemson University or Peach Board staff to help coordinate this conference is confirmed through Greg Reighard.
2. c. Report on potential NSF research coordinate grant by Bert Abbott.

Bert Abbot spoke on behalf of Janet Slovin about the NSF research coordination grant program.  This program sponsors cooperative visits to labs.  Bert offered her to write this grant.  Korban would be an ideal partner in this proposal who has a good track record.  This could be a way for the Rosaceae community to network and coordinate efforts.  Janet cannot submit because she is USDA.  Bert is going to share the info on this proposal with RosEXEC.
3. Key issue coordinators report by Abahya Dandekar
The White Paper identified some key issues that need to be addressed.  It was a logical consequence that working groups would be formed by those interested in these key issues and the working groups needed some leadership.  The leadership would be provided by coordinators that would serve as the point person for a particular area of research.  Currently this effort requires more coordination and focus.  The planning conference discussed in the prior agenda item, like the EPA proposal, would be a good vehicle where the deliverable is gap analysis where research should be focused.
Some of the coordinator goals that were identified in the discussion were:
· strategic planning with key issues

· involve RosEXEC and the general community

· accomplish pre-organizational work for future strategic planning and workshops

· build WP credibility and substance

· find commonality within issues

The working groups should reflect community diversity and cross commodity importance.  They will enhance technical knowledge of RosEXEC.  Bert suggested that a national Rosaceae meeting (CAPS) would be a good venue for the workgroup meetings and the workgroup chair or coordinator could chair a session at these or other professional meetings.  McFerson noted that key coordinators are catalysts for real strategic planning with long-term commitment and facilitates communication within and among working groups.  Participation in these working groups should also include international researchers.  Working groups must solicit active people.  Davis suggested that these working groups should attract scientists working on more basic questions that still have an alter ego in the applied goals identified in the WP.
Should we look at creating a working group about enabling technologies in the Rosaceae?  There was consensus in the group that the group on enabling technologies would also focus on microarray technology.  During the meeting Chris Dardick was identified to lead the effort of the enabling technology working group.
Amy and Dorrie will work with coordinators to develop mission statements and goals and place into GDR context.  Dorrie will work to set up different mailing subscription lists for workgroups.  Mission statements could lead to workgroup specific home pages?
4.  Update on the International White Paper by Bert Abbott
There has not been much progress in last year.  The U.S. White Paper could perhaps be used as model for the IWP.  Dandekar noted that we need to look at alignment of other white papers: local, national, international so that the themes or key issues reverberate and become supported at different levels.  Furthermore choosing issues that align can create buy-in and simultaneously create credibility with administration.  The IWP does not have a breeding section, will it?  Arús assured that it will.  Vice versa we should also look at material that is in IWP and not in US WP.
5. Proposed Plant Physiology opinion Paper by Vladmir Shualev.
Vladmir intends to complete the first draft within the next two weeks.  He has 12 people to work with.  It will be more of an update paper than an opinion paper.  The outline includes the following: economic importance, Rosaceae phylogeny, genetic models for each subfamily, Rosaceae structural and functional genomics, genetics and breeding, genetic stock centers, Rosaceae community efforts and future directions.
The question was asked whether to include international authors?  It would probably be a good venue to include meeting notes from the Napier Rosaceae meeting.  Shulaev will distribute outline to RosEXEC and receive comments.
6.  Proposed Consortium of Mapping Populations by Pere Arús 
This idea was proposed by Arús.  He circulated a document to RosEXEC that describes how sharing of mapping populations will be advantageous for the Peach community and sets up policies or sets of conventions for sharing.  He has already received constructive feedback and asked for more feedback from the community?  Should this by adopted only by Prunus or the entire Rosaceae?  Is it possible for the data to go into GDR? Bert assured that it would be the case if GDR is funded! This proposal needs to be edited for to improve English and account for any legal issues.  There should be a committee to curate the info: one GDR person and one from each subfamily – this opportunity should be advertised to the whole community

7.  Rosaceous markers by Tom Davis 

Tom Davis needs pairs of mapping parents from all genera to start a project on microsynteny.  The community needs concerted activity on microsynteny to become credible to funding agencies.
8.  New Business

No new business was identified.

9. Next meeting

Next meeting to be announced and will probably occur by teleconference.

Meeting was adjourned at 7:05.

Minutes submitted by Gennaro Fazio, Secretary.

