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From the L eader ship

It isagreat pleasure to submit this Report of the Pancreatic Cancer Progress Review Group
(PRG) to the Director and Advisory Committee to the Director of the National Cancer Institute
(NCI). To accelerate progress against pancreatic cancer, the Director, NCI, requested the PRG to
identify scientific priorities and needs so that the Institute can forge a national agenda for
research on this disease. Thisreport is the outcome of the PRG’ s 10-month effort to carry out this
charge.

Although pancreatic cancer is less common than some other cancers, it is nearly always fatal, so
we appreciate the NCI’ s decision to institute a PRG to addressit. The PRG’ s report demonstrates
a need to expand pancreatic cancer research aggressively in aimost all areas: biology, etiology,
prevention, diagnosis, treatment, control, and perhaps most importantly, training and
infrastructure. However, rather than propose along list of recommendations, the PRG proposes a
limited set of them that truly represent the highest prioritiesin the field. The PRG was able to
accomplish this goal by using a structured, formal process at its Roundtable Meeting in which
participants integrated the findings from specific breakout groups into the deliberations of more
broad ones. The result of this approach, we believe, isareport that is clear and conciseinits
recommendations.

We believe that the hard work of this PRG has resulted in recommendations that, if pursued, will
do much to eradicate morbidity and mortality due to pancreatic cancer. We look forward to
assisting the NCI in implementing these recommendations and to following their progress.

Respectfully,
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Scott Kern, M.D. Margaret Tempero, M.D. Barbara Conley, M.D.
Co-Chair, PRG Co-Chair, PRG Executive Director, PRG
National Cancer Institute
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