

 CONNECTICUT STEM CELL RESEARCH ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Minutes – Regular Meeting

Tuesday – October 16, 2007
A regular meeting of the Connecticut Stem Cell Research Advisory Committee “Advisory Committee” was held on Tuesday, October 16, 2007, at the Connecticut Economic Resource Center, Brook Street, Building #4, Rocky Hill, Connecticut.

Call to Order:  The meeting was called to order at 1:05 p.m. by Commissioner Robert Galvin, Chair.  Members present:  Robert Galvin, M.D., M.P.H. (Chair); Ernesto Canalis, M.D.; Myron Genel, M.D., Ph.D.; Robert Mandelkern; Amy Wagers, Ph.D. (by phone); Milton B. Wallack, D.D.S.; and Xiangzhong (Jerry) Yang, Ph.D. (by phone).  Absent:  Gerald Fishbone, M.D.; Paul Huang, M.D., Ph.D.; Charles Jennings, Ph.D.; Ann Kiessling, Ph.D.; Julius Landwirth, M.D., J.D.; Stephen Latham, J.D., Ph.D.; and Kevin Rakin.
Other Attendees:  Isolde Bates (UCONN), Marianne Horn (DPH), Pamela Hartley (CI), Denise Leiper (DPH), David Manaker (National Spinal Cord Injury Group, Connecticut Chapter), June Mandelkern (Parkinson Rep. to Stem Cell Coalition), Henry Salton (Attorney General’s Office), Chelsey Sarnecky (CI), Lynn Szach (UCONN), Lynn Townshend (DPH), Paula Wilson (Yale University), and Warren Wollschlager (DPH).  

Opening Remarks
Dr. Galvin introduced Ms. Hartley and Ms. Sarnecky, the representatives from CI that will be working with the Advisory Committee.  

Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that Dr. Treena Livingston Arinzeh was appointed this week as a member of the Advisory Committee to replace Dr. Lensch who has resigned.  Dr. Arinzeh is Associate Professor at the New Jersey Institute for Technology and has extensive research experience.  Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that Dr. Arinzeh is very involved with mentoring women. 

The membership and contact lists for both the Advisory Committee and Peer Review Committee have been updated and were distributed to the members.  

Review of Minutes –Advisory Committee Meeting – 9/18/07

Commissioner Galvin noted that consideration of the minutes would be deferred until the next meeting due to a lack of a quorum.  

Peer Review Appointments

Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that prior to making any appointments to the Peer Review Committee, Advisory Committee members were polled and there was consensus that the members should be well experienced with research.  Additionally, preference was expressed for recruiting people who have experience with different funding sources.  Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that with the new appointments, there is increased participation on the Peer Review Committee with doctors from both Europe and California.  He stated that Dr. Martin Pera, Director of the Institute for Stem Cell and Regenerative Medicine at the University of Southern California was the most recent recruitment to the Peer Review Committee.  Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that two additional appointments are pending, and it is anticipated that there will be 15 members by the time the Peer Reviewers are needed to review the applications under the second round of funding.  Commissioner Galvin thanked Mr. Wollschlager for his diligent efforts with recruiting impressive members that have expertise in research.  He noted that last year with only five members on the Peer Review Committee, it took about 100 hours for each of the members to complete their review of the applications.  Having 15 members on the Peer Review Committee should reduce the hours to about 30 -35 per reviewer.
Dr. Canalis raised a concern with several of the members of the Peer Review Committee being junior faculty members and therefore potential doubts with the value of the review.  He indicated a strong preference for appointing members who are established investigators that can demonstrate having obtained and managed long-term funding from a national funding source.   In response to the concern, Mr. Wollschlager stated that he did not feel from the e-mail communication between the members of the Advisory Committee that there was consensus as to whether the members of the Peer Review Committee would be required to have demonstrated the ability to have obtained federal funding.  Several Advisory Committee members indicated that it would be acceptable to have a mixture of senior and junior faculty members on the Peer Review Committee.  Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that input was sought from the Advisory Committee on specific recommendations for appointments to the Peer Review Committee.  He noted that the statutory requirements for the appointees have been met.  It was also noted that the review of each application is done by two reviewers, and the deliberations about the ratings and rankings are performed by the entire Peer Review Committee.  Dr. Galvin stated that he will carefully consider the comments made when making future appointments to the Peer Review Committee.  
Yale Seed Proposal 06SCA02
Ms. Hartley gave an update on Yale seed proposal 06SCA02 “Function of the Fragile X Mental Retardation Protein in Early Neural Development,” Yale, Huang, principal investigator, in the amount of $200,000.   As discussed in September 2007, Ms. Hartley noted that the application submitted by Yale inadvertently omitted indirect costs, and there was sense from the Advisory Committee members that a budget modification of about 10 percent for the proposal would be acceptable and could be handled through CI.  Ms. Hartley mentioned that a revised two-year budget was received from Yale and shows indirect costs of about 9 percent.  She stated that everything in the revised budget looks to be in order.  
Status of 6-Month Fiscal Reports for 2006 Grants
Ms. Hartley stated that out of the 21 stem cell research projects that received grant funding, 13 have submitted fiscal reports and she is awaiting the receipt of several others which are due November 1, 2007.  By the next meeting, CI should have received all but one report, which is not due until April 2008.  Ms. Hartley mentioned that she has looked over the 13 reports, and at least four of the reports are noticeably under budget due in large part to delays in hiring.  She noted that the Advisory Committee had requested progress reports for the group projects, core projects and hybrid projects.  All of the progress reports plus an additional report from Yale have been received.  Commissioner Galvin asked the Advisory Committee members to contact Mr. Wollschlager if they would like to review the reports.

Use of Grants to Fund Collaborative Research Involving Out of State Research Components
Attorney Horn mentioned that questions have arisen as to whether grant funds can be used to pay for research outside the state.  It was noted that this issue came up again last month since several institutions sent in letters of intent indicating possible collaborations out of the state and/or the country.  Legal advice was sought on the issue. In summary, Attorney Horn and Attorney Salton indicated that the grant funding provided by the State of Connecticut is meant for research being conducted in the state.  Attorney Salton stated that he looked thoroughly at the legislative history and opined that the intent is to support and promote the advancement of research in the State of Connecticut and to recruit people to Connecticut, unless there is some compelling one-time use or reason that makes economic sense for some of the funding to flow out of the state.  Commissioner Galvin stated that this recommendation is for the Board to consider when making decisions on the grant proposals.  He reiterated that the intent of the law appears to require that the grant funds be spent within Connecticut. 
In response to a question about travel expenses, Ms. Horn read an excerpt from the Request for Proposals which states that, “Funds may be requested for fieldwork necessary to carrying out the project and up to $5,000 per year per principal investigator to travel to conferences to present findings. (Documentation of expenses will be required in subsequent fiscal reports).”  It was noted that collaboration should still be encouraged both in and out of state and that people should be encouraged to bring scientific expertise to Connecticut.  Commissioner Galvin mentioned that the major universities have been successful in bringing people to the state because of Connecticut’s support for stem cell research and the more permissive environment in Connecticut.    

Subcommittee Reports


Ethics and Law Subcommittee:  There was no report from the Ethics and Law Subcommittee. 


Fundraising Subcommittee:  Dr. Wallack sought input as to whether the subcommittee and/or Advisory Committee should pursue bonding to provide more funding for stem cell research.  Commissioner Galvin explained that this may not be the best time to seek additional funding through bonds for the stem cell research program.  He explained the current financial constraints and the process for requesting and justifying additional funding.  Dr. Wallack questioned whether advice on bonding could be sought from the Office of Policy and Management.  He mentioned that conversations continue with Pfizer about funding, and Pfizer may be asked to help fund an economic impact study to substantiate the need for additional funding.  Commissioner Galvin stated that without a salable product, it may be difficult to obtain additional funding.  He mentioned that Mr. Lalande has suggested that Connecticut may be able to sell technology or stem cell lines to other states in the future.  In response to a question, Commissioner Galvin stated that there is no indication that the funding already committed for stem cell research will either be augmented or reduced.  There was consensus that the public has to be made aware that science takes time and therefore products take time.  Mr. Mandelkern reiterated recommendations to utilize patient advocate groups in the future when seeking legislative support and funding.  

Mr. Wollschlager reminded everyone about the Connecticut delegates meeting in the United Kingdom. Connecticut is being represented by Commissioner McDonald from the Department of Economic and Community Development, Mr. Pescatello from CURE, and Dr. Lalande a leading researcher at UCONN.  He mentioned that a marketing strategy and incentives have been developed to encourage businesses to move to Connecticut.

Strategic Planning Subcommittee:  There was no report from the Strategic Planning Subcommittee.  


Stem Cell Conferences, Reports and Announcements

Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that the quarterly meeting of the Interstate Alliance Stem Cell Group will be held in Cambridge, MA on October 24 and 25, 2007, and the public is invited to attend.  
Dr. Wallack mentioned that StemCONN 08 is scheduled for March 24-25, 2008.  He stated that Dr. Laura Grabel from Wesleyan University will be chairing the event for 2008.   Dr. Wallack noted that at the last planning meeting for StemCONN 08, a request was made to ask the Advisory Committee to consider making a decision and announcement on the next round of grant funds in conjunction with the StemCONN 2008 conference.  Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that there are a lot of variables involved with the Advisory Committee making a decision.  At this point, the meetings for the Advisory Committee are anticipated to be March 18 and 19, 2008.  Mr. Mandelkern noted that there are more letters of intent for funding under this round, and he questioned whether the approval process will take longer than the last time.  Commissioner Galvin stated that it is likely that the same process will be followed as the last time.  He noted that the process will be discussed in more detail at a future meeting.
Commissioner Galvin mentioned that there doesn’t appear to be anything significant to discuss over the next several months, and he asked the members to consider canceling the November and December meetings.  It was noted that the materials could be sent electronically to the Advisory Committee members in the interim.  Mr. Wollschlager will poll the members about the November and December meetings as well as the desire to review the six-month progress reports.  

Attorney Horn reminded the Advisory Committee members to complete and return the non-discrimination (Is this supposed to be “nondisclosure”?) forms.

Discussion ensued on trying to get the two vacant positions on the Advisory Committee filled as soon as possible and hopefully prior to consideration of the next round of grant funds.  It was noted that if the positions are not filled, there may be quorum issues since a majority of the proposals are expected to be from UCONN.  


Public Comments
There were no public comments.

There being no other business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 2:30 p.m.







Respectfully submitted:



















_____________________






Dr. Robert Galvin, Chair
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