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 CONNECTICUT STEM CELL RESEARCH ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Minutes – Regular Meeting

Tuesday – March 17, 2009
A regular meeting of the Connecticut Stem Cell Research Advisory Committee “Advisory Committee” was held on Tuesday, March 17, 2009, at the Connecticut Economic Resource Center, Brook Street, Building #4, Rocky Hill, Connecticut.


Call to Order:  Noting the presence of a quorum, Robert Galvin, Chairman of the Advisory Committee, called the meeting to order at 1:16 p.m.  Members present:   Treena Livingston Arinzeh, Ph.D. (by phone); Ernesto Canalis, M.D (by phone); Gerald Fishbone, M.D; Robert Galvin, M.D., M.P.H. (Chair); Myron Genel, M.D., Ph.D.; David Goldhamer, Ph.D.; Julius Landwirth, M.D., J.D; 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.  
Absent:  Ann Kiessling, Ph.D. and Jeffrey Seemann, Ph.D. 
Other Attendees: Isolde Bates (UCONN); John Hambor (Cell Design, Inc.); Marianne Horn (DPH); Denise Leiper (DPH); June Mandelkern (Parkinson Rep. to Stem Cell Coalition); Henry Salton (Attorney General’s Office); Lynn Townshend (DPH); Paula Wilson (Yale) (by phone); and Warren Wollschlager (DPH).   

Opening Remarks
Dr. Galvin noted that Dr. Anne Hiskes was recently appointed as a member of the Advisory Committee.  Dr. Hiskes is the Director of Research Ethics and Education for Stem Cell Research at UCONN and the Chair of the Human Embryonic Stem Cell Oversight Committee.  

Approval of Minutes – Advisory Committee Meetings of 2/17/09 and 3/5/09
Dr. Galvin asked the Advisory Committee members to consider the minutes from the February 17, 2009 regular meeting and March 5, 2009 special meeting.  

MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Wallack, seconded by Mr. Mandelkern, the Advisory Committee members voted in favor of adopting the minutes of the February 17, 2009 meeting as presented (Dr. Nair, Dr. Arinzeh and Dr. Canalis were not present for the vote).
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Mr. Mandelkern, seconded by Dr. Landwirth, the Advisory Committee members voted in favor of adopting the minutes of the March 5, 2009 special meeting as presented (Dr. Nair, Dr. Arinzeh and Dr. Canalis were not present for the vote). 

Update on 2009 Grant Proposals
Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that the Peer Review Committee met and completed their review of the grant proposals.  Scores for 76 of the 77 proposals have been reconciled.  There was a discrepancy between the scores of the primary and secondary Peer Reviewers for one of the proposals, and the score should be rectified shortly.  Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that the scores for this round of proposals are better than in past rounds.  The written summary of scores and hopefully the Peer Reviewers’ narratives will be sent to the Advisory Committee members by the end of the week.  
Discussion ensued on the process for reviewing and selecting the applications to receive grant funding.  In response to a question about funding for seed proposals, Attorney Horn indicated that the Request for Proposals for this round of funding indicates that a minimum of 10 percent of the total annual funding shall be for Seed Grant Awards.  
Ms. Townshend discussed the proposed time allotments for reviewing each of the categories of grant proposals.  As was done in the past, one minute will be allotted for description and discussion on the seed proposals that received a Peer Review score of 2.5 or higher.  Four minutes will be allotted for the proposals that received a Peer Review score of less than 2.5.  Proposals are preliminarily put into “fund,” “not fund” or “maybe fund” categories.  
The established investigator proposals that received a Peer Review score of 2.5 or higher will be also allotted one minute each for description and discussion.  The established investigator proposals with Peer Review scores below 2.5 will be allotted five minutes for description and discussion. 

A similar process will be followed for the core facility grant proposals.  However, 14 minutes will be allotted for the description and discussion of the proposals.  

It was noted that it may be necessary to modify the time allotments for this round since there are more higher-ranked proposals.    

Ms. Townshend reminded the members that during the two-day review and award process, no one should discuss the grant proposals outside of the meeting.  

Attorney Horn noted that during the last round of funding, the Advisory Committee had a reserve list of grants to consider for awards in the event there was fallout from the list of approved grants. 

In response to a question about Embryonic Stem Cell Research Oversight “ESCRO” approval for commercial proposals not affiliated with one of the universities, Attorney Horn mentioned that a commercial ESCRO was established out of Stanford University.

Subcommittee Process for Routine Reallocation Requests

Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that it has become evident that as the grant process goes on year after year, there are an increased number of annual requests for routine changes such as budgetary changes, replacement of investigators, change of focus, etc.  Attorney Salton noted that certain decisions are delegable by the Advisory Committee members to a subcommittee. In order to streamline the approval process for items of routine nature, recommendation is being made to create two three-member subcommittees.  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 Chair of the Board would appoint members to the subcommittees and rotate members periodically.  Attorney Salton noted that the membership of the subcommittees will consist of Advisory Committee members with different backgrounds and experiences.  The subcommittees would meet quarterly or as needed.  Requests that are not ordinary or routine would be brought to the full Advisory Committee for consideration.  
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Genel, seconded by Dr. Wallack, the Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of establishing two three-member subcommittees, each comprised of Advisory Committee members with no conflicts with Yale and UCONN respectively, to evaluate and approve routine changes to the grants that received funding.  
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Fishbone, seconded by Dr. Wallack, the Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of authorizing Commissioner Galvin to appoint and make periodic changes to the membership of the two three-member subcommittees. 

Statement of Financial Interest










Attorney Horn noted that the Statement of Financial Interests is due May 1, 2009.  The Office of the State Ethics is revising the forms, and the forms will be available of the Website by Tuesday, March 24.  

Other Business

There were no public comments.  



Adjournment:
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MOTION:  Upon a motion made by Dr. Wallack, seconded by Mr. Mandelkern, the Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of adjourning the meeting at 2:25 p.m.







Respectfully submitted:



















_____________________







Dr. Robert Galvin, Chair
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