
 CONNECTICUT STEM CELL RESEARCH ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Minutes – Regular Meeting

Tuesday – July 21, 2009
A regular meeting of the Connecticut Stem Cell Research Advisory Committee “Advisory Committee” was held on Tuesday, July 21, 2009, at the Connecticut Economic Resource Center, Brook Street, Building #4, Rocky Hill, Connecticut.

Call to Order:  Dr. Galvin, Chairman of the Advisory Committee, noting the presence of a quorum, called the meeting to order at 1:05 p.m.  Members present:    Treena Livingston Arinzeh, Ph.D. (by phone); Ernesto Canalis, M.D (by phone); Robert Galvin, M.D., M.P.H., M.B.A. (Chair); Gerald Fishbone, M.D; Myron Genel, M.D. (by phone); Ronald Hart, P.h.D.; Ann Kiessling, Ph.D.; (by phone); Stephen Latham, J.D., Ph.D. (by phone); Robert Mandelkern; Saraswathi Nair, M.D. (by phone); Paul Pescatello, J.D., Ph.D.; and Milton B. Wallack, D.D.S.  
Advisory Committee Members Absent:  David Goldhamer, Ph.D.; and Anne Hiskes, Ph.D. 
Other Attendees: Isolde Bates (UCONN); Marianne Horn (DPH); Haifan Lin (Yale); Joe LoTurco (UCHC); June Mandelkern (Parkinson Rep. to Stem Cell Coalition); Chelsey Sarnecky (CI);  Mike Snyder (Yale—by phone); Paula Wilson (Yale); Warren Wollschlager (DPH); Weimin Zhong (Yale).   
Opening Remarks
Dr. Galvin welcomed Dr. Ronald Hart as a member of the Advisory Committee.  Dr. Hart is Associate Director and Professor at Rutgers University, W.M. Keck Center for Collaborative Neurosciences.  Dr. Hart explained his background and some of his research work.  

There being no objection, the order of the agenda was changed.

Creation of Subcommittees
Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that recommendation that has been discussed in the past to create two three-member subcommittees to help streamline the approval process for items of routine nature.  The members of one of the subcommittees would have no conflicts with Yale, and the members of the other subcommittee would have no conflicts with UCONN.  The membership of the subcommittees would consist of one ethicist/attorney, one scientist, and one other member.  Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that the Advisory Committee or the subcommittees would meet on the third Tuesday of every month or more frequently as needed.  The subcommittees could handle all of the business that is brought forward or defer any items to the full Advisory Committee.  Legal counsel agrees that certain decisions are delegable by the Advisory Committee members to subcommittees.  There being no objection, the Chairman of the Board will make the appointments to the subcommittees.  

Change of PI Request Grant 08-SCB-UCHC-06
Ms. Sarnecky discussed the request from the principal investigator (“PI”), Dr. Bahr, for a change in the PI for grant 08-SCB-UCHC-06 to Dr. LoTurco.  Dr. LoTurco’s curriculum vitae (“CV”) has been provided.  Mr. Mandelkern expressed some concern with the frequency of the requests for a change in PI.  He noted that the Advisory Committee considers the PI when selecting applications for grant awards.  Mr. Mandelkern suggested PIs notify DPH and/or CI earlier if they know they are taking a position elsewhere and there may be a need to change the PI.  The Advisory Committee members reviewed the material, and it was noted that Dr. LoTurco has been very involved with the project.  In response to a question that arose about the budget for the PI’s appointment, Dr. LoTurco explained that for some of the time his salary will be paid from other sources.  
Attorney Horn noted that only those members who do not have a conflict with the University of Connecticut should vote on the request for grant 08-SCB-UCHC-06.  

MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Genel, seconded by Dr. Latham, the eligible Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the change in PI to Dr. LoTurco for grant 08-SCB-UCHC-06 (Dr. Arinzeh was not present for the vote).  
No Cost Extension for Grant 06-SCA-26
Ms. Sarnecky reviewed the request by Dr. Carter, PI for grant 06-SCA-26, for a no-cost extension and reallocation of funds for the project.  She summarized that the PI is requesting a change in the expiration date of the grant from September 30, 2009 to September 30, 2010, with the remaining funds of approximately $7,000 allocated to pay for materials and supplies and salary support of a graduate assistant researcher.  

Attorney Horn indicated that only those members who do not have a conflict with the University of Connecticut should vote on the request for grant 06-SCA-26.  

MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Wallack, seconded by Mr. Mandelkern, the eligible Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the no-cost extension and reallocation of funds for grant 06-SCA-26.  
Dr. Latham left the meeting at this time.
Budget Reallocation for Grant 09-SCB-YALE-14

Ms. Sarnecky discussed the request by Dr. Huang for a budget revision for grant 09-SCB-YALE-14.  She explained that the PI would like to increase the materials and supplies category from approximately $20,000 to $40,000 per year from year 1 through year 4.  As indicated in the peer review for this grant, Dr. Huang believes that the category was underestimated in the original budget.  Ms. Sarnecky mentioned that the PI would also like to add a 100 percent effort for a postdoctoral associate in year 1 and decrease the PI’s effort from 70 percent to 10 percent in year 1 and from 10 percent to 5 percent in years 2 through 4.  The CV for Dr. Peng, the postdoctoral associate, was provided.  Several Advisory Committee members questioned whether 5 percent effort by the PI was reasonable.  Dr. Hart explained that in many instances, the PI’s efforts will be paid by other sources; and the amount of PI effort indicated in the budget is the amount of effort being paid by the State of Connecticut grant.  He stated that often the PI will be providing more effort on the project than indicated in the budget.  Dr. Wallack reiterated concerns with the significant change from what was originally approved by the Advisory Committee.  Dr. Hart stated that the trade-off of 100 percent effort by a postdoctoral associate probably means more overall effort on the project.  The Advisory Committee members requested that this issue be considered when the next iteration of Request for Proposals (“RFP”) is developed.
Attorney Horn indicated that only those members who do not have a conflict with the Yale University should vote on the request for grant 09-SCB-YALE-14.  

MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Mr. Mandelkern, seconded by Dr. Fishbone, the eligible Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the budget reallocation for grant 09-SCB-YALE-14.  
Dr. Genel left the meeting at this time.
Presentation from Dr. Zhong, Grant 06-SCE-01
Dr. Zhong, Associate Professor at Yale University, discussed project 06-SCE-01.  He explained the reason for the change in PI from Dr. Snyder to himself which was approved by the Advisory Committee in June 2009.  Dr. Zhong assured the Advisory Committee members that the change in PI will not adversely impact the research for the project.  He indicated that Dr. Snyder will maintain an appointment at Yale for at least one year after his move; and a substantial portion of the laboratory, including the people performing the research funded by the grant, will remain.  Dr. Zhong stated that he has been involved with the project since its inception, and significant progress has been made over the last two years.  Dr. Dr. Zhong reviewed the budgets for each of the projects and explained the reasons for any areas that were under spent.  In summary, he stated that in the first year, not all of the money was spent for personnel; and therefore the funding in other areas such as supplies was also under spent.  He indicated that spending will catch up as more people are working on the project.  In response to a question, Dr. Zhong explained the fee for service model.  He noted that every time a service is used, a fee is charged and part of a person’s salary working on the project can be recovered.  Dr. Snyder stated that the fee for service model is more efficient and costs effective.  He reiterated that there should be no impact to the project as a result of the change in PI.  It was noted that it may be necessary from time to time to re-evaluate projects and make readjustments because of new technologies.  
Approval of Minutes – Advisory Committee Meeting of 6/16/09

Dr. Galvin asked the Advisory Committee members to consider the minutes from the June 16, 2009 regular meeting.  

MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Fishbone, seconded by Mr. Mandelkern, the Advisory Committee members voted in favor of adopting the minutes of the June 16, 2009 meeting as presented (Dr. Genel and Dr. Latham were not present for the vote).

In response to a question, Ms. Sarnecky indicated that the funding for all of the 2009 grant recipients has been sent out.  

Update on 2006 Final Annual Reports
Ms. Sarnecky mentioned that the final reports for all of the 2006 2-year grants have been received.  She indicated that the reports will be put on the password protected Website.  Any questions or comments should be directed to CI or DPH and/or brought back to the Advisory Committee for discussion if necessary.  Ms. Sarnecky stated that no action is required because the reports are final.  Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that a summary of the final reports will be provided to the Advisory Committee members.  

Other Business:
Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that the Annual Report was amended to include information relative to the economic impact from the grant funding.  The Annual Report is on the DPH Website.  
Mr. Wollschlager stated that the RFP process for the 2010 funding round will begin at the September meeting.  A copy of the draft RFP will be provided to the Advisory Committee members before the September meeting, and any comments should be directed to either CI or DPH.  Suggestion was made to create a new category and set aside funding, if possible, from the 2010 round for clinical projects, similar to what is being done by California. Dr. Kiessling indicated that California provides funding for clinical projects ready for FDA safety trials within four years as a way to promote clinical work.  Attorney Horn will review applicable statutes to determine whether the funding of clinical projects fits within the Advisory Committee’s purview.  Several Advisory Committee members noted the need to provide funding to build on existing strengths in Connecticut.  It was also noted that consideration should be given to federal changes with respect to stem cell research to try to attract people to Connecticut and leverage more federal funding.
Public Comments:

There were no public comments.
Adjournment:
MOTION:  Upon a motion made by Dr. Wallack, seconded by Dr. Fishbone, the Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of adjourning the meeting at 2:30 p.m.







Respectfully submitted:



















_____________________







Dr. Robert Galvin, Chair

PAGE  
1
Stem Cell Research Advisory Committee – 07/21/09


