Society of Toxicology
2012 Annual Meeting Proposal Review

Important Dates

April 15th Access granted to proposal review site

April 30th Proposal submission site closes at 11:59 PM EST

May 2nd — 2Qth SOT review groups log into the site for final review

June 20th Proposal developer and proposal Sponsor notified via email of proposal
decision.

July 1st through August 12t Abstract submission site for invited speaker abstracts for tentatively

accepted Symposia and Workshop sessions closes at 11:59 PM EST

Important Terms and Definitions:

Review Group(s) - SOT Committees, Special Interest Groups, Specialty Sections, or Task Forces.

Endorsement Decision - the formal decision by any Review Group to endorse or do not endorse a proposal
identified by the submitter.

Sponsor - any group that the proposal submitter worked with for input on any proposal. Usually the proposal
subject area closely matches that Review Groups’ area of specialty. There can be only one Sponsor for any proposal.
Endorser - additional groups to which the proposal’s discipline closely relates. There can be up to *5 additional
endorsers. These groups can be identified by the submitter or self identified if there are no more than three
endorsers listed.

*NEW FOR 2012

Review Process

After 3 PM on Monday, May 2nd SOT HQ will forward to each review group the final list of proposals submitted, sorted
first by the Sponsor then submission type, as an Excel spreadsheet. The sponsor names will be followed by all
proposal endorsers in the order entered by the submitter.

Additionally, each endorsing group will be forwarded an at-a-glance list of proposals seeking an endorsement. Your
group will be able to copy and paste individual control ID#’s into the site to search for those proposals that are

seeking an endorsement from you (see page 5).

All scores/ranks/endorsement decisions/comments must be entered online by May 20t at 11:59 PM EST.

Sponsors

. Proposal Sponsors are expected to score, rank, provide a formal endorsement decision (endorse or do not
endorse), and comments on each proposal listed in their Review Center.

. The review group designee will enter the final score, rank, comments and the formal endorsement decision

online. The written comments/recommendations will receive particular weight during review the by
Continuing Education and Scientific Program Committee.

. All scores and ranks should be assigned to like session types (symposium v. symposium, etc.). Please follow
the rubric below to score ALL proposal submissions seeking sponsorship from your group.

SCORE: 1=Highest, 2=High, 3=Medium, 4=Low, or 5=Lowest

. All ranks will be assigned to like sessions based on the total number submitted for like session types. Should
your group have proposals in like session types <20, please use the Max. Exceeded option from the drop
down menu. Please follow the rubric provided below.

RANK: Assign a rank to each proposal beginning with 1 through greatest equivalent per session type.
This ranking will allow the SPC to identify which program proposals are of the highest value to your
Review Group.



o Ifyou have five Symposium proposals, each would be assigned a rank of 1-5 with 1 being your group’s
top priority, 2 secondary, etc.

= [fyou were not provided with a copy of the proposal before it was entered online, it is acceptable to score
and rank the proposal appropriately but you should not leave the proposal without the required information.

Endorsers
= Proposal endorsers do not need to score and rank proposals, but do need to provide an endorsement
decision (endorse or do not endorse) and comments.
0 The review group designee will enter the formal endorsement decision and comments online.
0 The written comments/recommendations will receive particular weight during review the by
Continuing Education and Scientific Program Committee.
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TITLE: Reproduction and Regulatory Impact

ABSTRACT BODY: Most new compounds destined for commerce. and all compounds intended for human
consumption. need to be assessed for their ability to disrupt reproduction and development. But the
underlying biology can be confusing. the jargon employed by the cognoscenti can be impenetrable, and the
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Viewing Options; Two vigwing options are available; (1) the "Short View" displays only the Control ID and the scoring
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