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2021 Current Fiscal Year Report: Digestive, Kidney and Urological
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1. Department or Agency           2. Fiscal Year
Department of Health and Human Services           2021

3. Committee or Subcommittee           
3b. GSA Committee

No.
Digestive, Kidney and Urological Systems Integrated Review

Group
          1879

4. Is this New During Fiscal

Year?

5. Current

Charter

6. Expected Renewal

Date

7. Expected Term

Date
No 01/03/1994

8a. Was Terminated During

FiscalYear?

8b. Specific Termination

Authority

8c. Actual Term

Date
No

9. Agency Recommendation for Next

FiscalYear

10a. Legislation Req to

Terminate?

10b. Legislation

Pending?
Continue Not Applicable Not Applicable

11. Establishment Authority  Authorized by Law

12. Specific Establishment

Authority

13. Effective

Date

14. Commitee

Type

14c.

Presidential?
42 U.S.C. 282 (b)(16) 11/20/1985 Continuing No

15. Description of Committee  Grant Review Committee

16a. Total Number of

Reports

No Reports for this

FiscalYear
                                                    

17a. Open  17b. Closed  17c. Partially Closed  Other Activities  17d. Total

Meetings and Dates

No Meetings

18a(1). Personnel Pmts to Non-Federal Members

18a(2). Personnel Pmts to Federal Members

18a(3). Personnel Pmts to Federal Staff

18a(4). Personnel Pmts to Non-Member Consultants

18b(1). Travel and Per Diem to Non-Federal Members

18b(2). Travel and Per Diem to Federal Members

18b(3). Travel and Per Diem to Federal Staff

18b(4). Travel and Per Diem to Non-member Consultants



0.000.00

$0.00$0.00

$0.00$0.0018c. Other(rents,user charges, graphics, printing, mail, etc.)

18d. Total

19. Federal Staff Support Years (FTE)

20a. How does the Committee accomplish its purpose?

Section 492 of the PHS Act states that The Secretary...shall by regulation require

appropriate technical and scientific peer review of -- (A) applications...; and (B) biomedical

and behavioral research and development contracts. This committee is composed of

recognized biomedical and behavioral research authorities who represent the forefront of

research and technical knowledge and who provide first-level merit review of highly

scientific and technical research grant applications and/or contract proposals in the fields

related to the broad area of physiological functioning of tissues and organ systems in

humans and animals.During this reporting period the committee reviewed 1,167

applications requesting $1,672,065,293.

20b. How does the Committee balance its membership?

The members of this committee are authorities knowledgeable in the relating to the areas

of normal and abnormal physiology, including but not limited to, physiological and

biological functioning of cells, tissues, organs, and organ systems, and whole organisms.

20c. How frequent and relevant are the Committee Meetings?

The committee held 17 meetings during this reporting period.

20d. Why can't the advice or information this committee provides be obtained

elsewhere?

This committee is composed of recognized biomedical and/or behavioral research

authorities who represent the forefront of research and technical knowledge and who

provide first-level merit review of highly scientific and technical research grant applications

and contract proposals. These evaluations and recommendations cannot be obtained

from other sources because the specialized, complex nature of the applications and

proposals requires a unique balance and breadth of expertise not available on the NIH

staff or from other established sources.

20e. Why is it necessary to close and/or partially closed committee meetings?

The meetings of the committee and its subcommittees were closed to the public for the

review of grant applications. Sections 552b(c)(4) and 552b(c)(6) of the Government in the

Sunshine Act permit the closing of meetings where discussion could reveal confidential

trade secrets or commercial property such as patentable material and personal

information, the disclosure of which would constitute a clearly unwarranted invasion of



personal privacy.

21. Remarks

This committee did not produce any public reports during the fiscal year. Drs. Heather

Francis, Nita Salzman, Marcelo Bonini and James Luyendyk roles changed to chairperson

during the fiscal year. Drs. Heather Francis, Nita Salzman and Marcelo Bonini's terms will

end on 6/30/2022. Dr. James Luyendyk's term will end on 6/30/2021. The following

members' terms ended early: Drs. Melissa Runge-Morris (10/31/2019) and Debra Laskin

(11/12/2019). A duplicate record for Dr. Hoek was included on the 2019 ACR Report. Due

to the assignment of responsibilities within the Center, the roles of committee designated

federal officer and committee decision maker are filled by the same individual. Due to the

large number of members serving on this committee, NIH staff are unable to provide

additional information on Occupation or Affiliation. Additional information on an individual’s

affiliation may be obtained by contacting the designated federal officer listed in this report.

Designated Federal Officer

Jonathan Ivins Chief, Digestive, Kidney and Urological Systems IRG
Committee Members Start End Occupation Member Designation

AUCHUS, RICHARD  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 
PROFESSOR AND FELLOWSHIP

DIRECTOR

Peer Review Consultant

Member

Allard, Patrick  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Assistant Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Ayres, Janelle  07/22/2020  06/30/2026 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

BATALLER, RAMON  07/01/2018  06/30/2024 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

BHARGAVA, ADITI  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

BITZER, MARKUS  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

BLUMBERG, RICHARD  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

BROSIUS, FRANK  07/01/2016  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

BRUGGEMAN, LESLIE  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Bell, Michelle  08/18/2020  06/30/2024 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Bennett, Kevin  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Bonini, Marcelo  07/01/2020  06/30/2022 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

CADWELL, KEN  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

CAMPBELL, KIRK  07/01/2017  06/30/2023 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

CAMPEN, MATTHEW  07/05/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

CARROLL, THOMAS  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member



CLAUD, ERIKA  07/01/2018  06/30/2024 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

CONG, YINGZI  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Choi, Mary  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Chung, Cecilia  07/07/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

DAWSON, PAUL  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

DRESSLER, GREGORY  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Dolinoy, Dana  08/10/2020  06/30/2024 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Duncan, Stephen  07/01/2020  06/30/2026 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

FELDSTEIN, ARIEL  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR AND CHIEF
Peer Review Consultant

Member

FONDUFE-MITTENDORF,

YVONNE 
 07/06/2017  06/30/2023 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR

Peer Review Consultant

Member

Francis, Heather  07/01/2020  06/30/2022 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

GBADEGESIN, RASHEED  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

GEWIRTZ, ANDREW  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

GOESSLING, WOLFRAM  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Goodman, Andrew  07/06/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Gradilone, Sergio  07/01/2020  06/30/2026 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Greka, Anna  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Guo, Grace  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

HAASE, VOLKER  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

HOEK, JAN  07/19/2016  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

HOOVER, ROBERT  07/01/2018  06/30/2024 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Hahn, Mark  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 Senior Scientist
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Harris, Peter  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

ISHIBE, SHUTA  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Isoherranen, Nina  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

JOBIN, CHRISTIAN  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

James, Margaret  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

KHURANA, SEEMA  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

KIELA, PAWEL  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member



LAU, DARYL  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 
ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR OF

MEDICINE

Peer Review Consultant

Member

LIANGPUNSAKUL, SUTHAT  07/10/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

LIN, FANGMING  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

LIU, KATHLEEN  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Lemos, Bernardo  07/01/2019  06/30/2025 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Levi, Moshe  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Luyendyk, James  07/01/2020  06/30/2021 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

MACKENZIE, GERARDO  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 ASSISTANT PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

MANI, SRIDHAR  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

MAS, VALERIA  07/01/2016  06/30/2022 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

MCDONOUGH, ALICIA  07/01/2017  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

MUCIDA, DANIEL  07/01/2017  06/30/2023 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Malhi, Harmeet  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Mannon, Peter  07/06/2020  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Meyer, Joel  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Miller, Grover  07/14/2020  06/30/2024 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

NAGARKATTI, MITZI  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR AND CHAIR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

NAGAR, SWATI  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

NEWBERRY, RODNEY  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

NURKIEWICZ, TIMOTHY  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR AND ASSOCIATE CHAIR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Neish, Andrew  07/20/2020  06/30/2022 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

OBACH, RONALD  07/01/2016  06/30/2022 SENIOR RESEARCH FELLOW
Peer Review Consultant

Member

OHM, JOYCE  07/05/2017  06/30/2021 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

OU, J.-H. JAMES  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

OXBURGH, LEIF  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 SENIOR SCIENTIST AND PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

PERERA, MINOLI  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

PIZARRO, THERESA  07/01/2018  06/30/2024 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Parikh, Samir  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Patterson, Andrew  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member



Peti-Peterdi, Janos  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

RICHARDSON, JASON  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR AND DIRECTOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

ROGERS, LYNETTE  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

RONIS, MARTIN  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

ROSEN, BARRY  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

ROTHLIN, CARLA  07/01/2016  06/30/2022 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Rahman, Irfan  08/03/2020  06/30/2024 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Rao, Reena  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Rector, Randy  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Roede, James  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 Professor and Director
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Roman, Richard  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Rui, Liangyou  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Ryan, Patrick  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 Professor and Director
Peer Review Consultant

Member

SADLER EDEPLI, KIRSTEN  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

SEVER, SANJA  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

SNAPPER, SCOTT  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

STYBLO, MIROSLAV  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

SUBRAMANYA, AROHAN  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

SUNDARAM, UMA  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Salzman, Nita  07/08/2020  06/30/2022 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Seki, Ekihiro  07/01/2020  06/30/2024 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Sevrioukova, Irina  07/07/2020  06/30/2024 Researcher
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Singh, Prabhleen  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Associate Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Sonnenberg, Gregory  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Spear, Brett  07/01/2020  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

THURMAN, JOSHUA  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

TRAVAGLI, RENATO  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

TUKEY, ROBERT  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Timme-Laragy, Alicia  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member
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UC, ALIYE  07/01/2016  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

VAN WINKLE, LAURA  07/01/2016  06/30/2022 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Vadigepalli, Rajanikanth  07/01/2018  06/30/2022 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Vallon, Volker  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

WANG, DAVID  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 Professor and Associate Chair
Peer Review Consultant

Member

WANG, JIAN-YING  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR AND ASSOCIATE CHAIR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

WANG, TONG  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

WELLING, PAUL  07/01/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

WILLENBRING, HOLGER  07/05/2017  06/30/2021 PROFESSOR
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Walk, Seth  07/01/2016  06/30/2022 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Wang, Zhibin  07/01/2015  06/30/2021 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Yan, Kelley  07/05/2017  06/30/2021 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Zacharewski, Timothy  08/03/2020  06/30/2024 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Zhou, Huiping  07/01/2019  06/30/2023 Professor
Peer Review Consultant

Member

Number of Committee Members Listed: 117

Narrative Description

The goal of the NIH research is to acquire new knowledge to help prevent, detect,

diagnose, and treat disease and disability, from the rarest genetic disorder to the common

cold. The NIH mission is to uncover new knowledge that will lead to better health for

everyone. NIH works toward that mission by supporting the research of non-Federal

scientists in universitities, medical schools, hospitals, and research institutions throghout

the country and abroad. Section 492 of the PHS Act states that The Secretary ...shall by

regulation require appropriate technical and scientific peer review of -(A) applications....;

(B) biomedical and behavioral research and development contracts... 

What are the most significant program outcomes associated with this committee?

Improvements to health or safety

Trust in government

Major policy changes

Advance in scientific research

Effective grant making



Checked if Applies

Improved service delivery

Increased customer satisfaction

Implementation of laws or regulatory requirements

Other

Outcome Comments

NA

What are the cost savings associated with this committee?

None

Unable to Determine

Under $100,000

$100,000 - $500,000

$500,001 - $1,000,000

$1,000,001 - $5,000,000

$5,000,001 - $10,000,000

Over $10,000,000

Cost Savings Other

Cost Savings Comments

NIH supported basic and clinical research accomplishments often take many years to

unfold into new diagnostic tests and new ways to treat and prevent diseases.

What is the approximate Number of recommendations produced by this committee

 for the life of the committee?

19,730 

Number of Recommendations Comments

Grant Review

What is the approximate Percentage of these recommendations that have been or

 will be Fully implemented by the agency?

0% 

 % of Recommendations Fully Implemented Comments

The mission of the Center for Scientific Review is to provide the funding Institutes and

Centers of NIH with the scientific and technical merit of research grant applications

submitted to the NIH. It is these Institutes or Centers and their advisory councils that



Checked if Applies

make funding decisions. NIH Peer Review Committees are involved in the initial review of

research grant applications. The NIH dual peer review system is mandated by statute in

accordance with section 492 of the Public Health Service Act. The charge to this

committee is to determine scientific and technical merit of the individual grants or

contracts. These recommendations are forwarded to Federal officials who generally

accept the committee’s recommendations and favorable applications are then forwarded

for the second level of review performed by Institute and Center (IC) National Advisory

Councils or Boards. Only applications that are favorably recommended by both the initial

peer review committee and the Advisory Council may be funded.

What is the approximate Percentage of these recommendations that have been or

 will be Partially implemented by the agency?

0% 

 % of Recommendations Partially Implemented Comments

The mission of the Center for Scientific Review is to provide the funding Institutes and

Centers of NIH with the scientific and technical merit of research grant applications

submitted to the NIH. It is these Institutes or Centers and their advisory councils that

make funding decisions. NIH Peer Review Committees are involved in the initial review of

research grant applications. The NIH dual peer review system is mandated by statute in

accordance with section 492 of the Public Health Service Act. The charge to this

committee is to determine scientific and technical merit of the individual grants or

contracts. These recommendations are forwarded to Federal officials who generally

accept the committee’s recommendations and favorable applications are then forwarded

for the second level of review performed by Institute and Center (IC) National Advisory

Councils or Boards. Only applications that are favorably recommended by both the initial

peer review committee and the Advisory Council may be funded.

Does the agency provide the committee with feedback regarding actions taken to

 implement recommendations or advice offered?

Yes      No      Not Applicable

Agency Feedback Comments

Institute Program Staff provides the committee with data pertaining to funding actions

taken.

What other actions has the agency taken as a result of the committee's advice or

recommendation?
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$1,672,065,293

1,167

1,167

Reorganized Priorities

Reallocated resources

Issued new regulation

Proposed legislation

Approved grants or other payments

Other

Action Comments

An action of “approved” or “recommended” for grants receiving initial peer review by this

committee does not infer that the grant will be or has been funded. Research grant

applications submitted to NIH must go through a two-step review process that includes

the initial peer review for scientific and technical merit and a second step of review and

approval by a National Advisory Council for program relevance. In addition, prior to an

award or funding being made, NIH staff must conduct an administrative review for a

number of other considerations. These include alignment with NIH’s funding principles,

review of the project budget, assessment of the applicant’s management systems,

determination of applicant eligibility, and compliance with public policy requirements. After

all these steps have been completed, NIH officials make funding decisions on individual

grant applications.

Is the Committee engaged in the review of applications for grants?

 Yes

 What is the estimated Number of grants reviewed for approval

 What is the estimated Number of grants recommended for approval

What is the estimated Dollar Value of grants recommended for approval

Grant Review Comments

Grant Review

How is access provided to the information for the Committee's documentation?

Contact DFO

Online Agency Web Site

Online Committee Web Site

Online GSA FACA Web Site

Publications

Other



Access Comments

NA


