



 CONNECTICUT STEM CELL RESEARCH ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Minutes – Regular Meeting

Tuesday – October 26, 2010
A regular meeting of the Connecticut Stem Cell Research Advisory Committee “Advisory Committee” was held on Tuesday, October 26, 2010, at the offices of Connecticut Innovations, 865 Brook Street, Rocky Hill, Connecticut.

Call to Order:  Dr. Galvin, Chairman of the Advisory Committee, called the meeting to order at 1:15 p.m.  Members present:  Treena Livingston Arinzeh, Ph.D. (by phone); Richard H. Dees, Ph.D. (by phone); Gerald Fishbone, M.D.; Robert Galvin, M.D., M.P.H., M.B.A. (Chair); Ronald Hart, Ph.D. (by phone); Anne Hiskes, Ph.D. (by phone); Ann Kiessling, Ph.D. (by phone); Robert Mandelkern; and Milton B. Wallack, D.D.S.  
Advisory Committee Members Absent:  Myron Genel, M.D.; David Goldhamer, Ph.D; and Paul Pescatello, J.D., Ph.D. 
Other Attendees: Isolde Bates (UCONN) by phone; Marianne Horn (DPH); June Mandelkern; Chelsey Sarnecky (CI); Paula Wilson (Yale); and Warren Wollschlager (DPH).     
Approval of Minutes – 9/21/10 Meeting
Approval of the minutes was deferred until the end of the meeting.

2010 Contract Update:

Ms. Sarnecky mentioned that CI has received all of the contracts from the 2010 grant recipients with the exception of several from Yale.  The start date for the grants is October 1, 2010.  The six-month fiscal reports will be due within about seven months.  

2011 RFP:

Attorney Horn indicated that disease team language has been drafted for inclusion in the 2011 Request for Proposals (“RFP”).  She noted that the proposed language was inserted in the Group Project award category.  The Advisory Committee members reviewed the proposed language, and some concern was expressed that the language is not explicit enough with respect to the “disease team” and that specifying disease team directed research may limit the applications received.  Mr. Wallack stated that he discussed this issue with a number of researchers, and the researchers feel comfortable with language that encourages disease team research.  It was noted that the suggested language encourages clinical researchers to get involved.  The Advisory Committee members discussed how to including some reference to disease team without being too specific.  There was consensus that if any of the applications for the disease team research are not meritorious, there is no obligation to fund any of the applications.
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Wallack, seconded by Dr. Fishbone, the Advisory Committee members voted in favor of amending the second sentence under “3. Group Project Awards” in the 2011 Request for Proposals to the following (Dr. Dees was not present for the vote):

Priority will be given to projects involving disease directed collaboration, especially basic and clinical, across disciplines and/or institutions collaborative arrangements between industry (e.g., biotechnology and pharmaceutical companies), medical centers and academic institutions, with the intention of beginning Federal Food & Drug Administration review within four years of the awarding of the grant.
Attorney Horn asked for input from the Advisory Committee members on the funding cap and term for the Established Investigator project awards.  A suggestion was made to reduce the funding amount not to exceed $750,000 over three years for Established Investigator project awards.  There was some discussion about keeping the term at four years to allow investigators more time to complete projects.  The Advisory Committee members that are researchers were asked for input on this issue.  It was noted that if the term is left at four years, it gives the researchers the option to finish the project within four years or a shorter term if desired.  A question arose as to whether the quality of the projects would be diluted by reducing the grant award so significantly.  It was noted that reducing the funding would allow more projects to be funded, and the researchers polled are appreciative of any funding received.
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Wallack, seconded by Dr. Fishbone, the Advisory Committee members voted in favor of changing the Established Investigator Grant awards from $1,000,000 to “not to exceed $750,000 each” to be expended over four years (Dr. Dees was not present for the vote):

Dr. Galvin reiterated the importance of meeting with the new Governor and state representatives about the Stem Cell Research program.  
The Advisory Committee members discussed funding for the Group Project awards and Disease Team awards.  A suggestion was made to reduce the Group Project awards from $2,000,000 to $1,000,000 or $1,500,000 over three years in an effort to provide funding to more researchers.  Some concern was expressed that reducing the Group Project awards would discourage researchers from applying under the category.  
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Fishbone, seconded by Dr. Wallack, the Advisory Committee members voted in favor of changing the Group Project awards from $2,000,000 to “not to exceed $1,500,000 each” to be expended over three years (Dr. Galvin was opposed to the motion, Mr. Mandelkern abstained from the vote, and Dr. Dees was not present for the vote):

Dr. Galvin stated that he has no objection with reducing the Group Project category from $2,000,000 to $1,500,000, but he believes more funding should be provided to encourage smaller investigators.  He suggested that the Advisory Committee discuss and agree on a philosophy for funding projects in March or April of 2011.  Attorney Horn read the language in the RFP about Core Project awards, and there was consensus that the existing language is sufficient.  

Attorney Horn asked for input on the proposed timeframe for the RFP for the 2011 funding round.  She discussed the timeframe followed for the 2010 funding round.  There was agreement that the RFP should be sent out by the end of October.  If the RFP is sent out by the end of October, letters of intent will be due December 3, 2010, and final applications will be due by January 14, 2011.

Dr. Dees joined the meeting at this time.

Mr. Wollschlager mentioned that the issue about reimbursement for Peer Reviewers is still unresolved.  A group consisting of Dr. LaLande, Dr. Wallack, Dr. Pescatello, and Dr. Lin were encouraged to meet with the new Governor on this issue.

Review and Approval of 2008 Annual Reports:

The Committee members reviewed annual reports for the following grant recipients:

· 08SCBUCON006, Dr. LoTurco, principal investigator

· 08SCBYALE13, Dr. Vaccarino, principal investigator

· 08SCBUCHC016, Dr. Morest, principal investigator

· 08SCBUCHC021, Dr. Rosenberg, principal investigator

· 08SCBUCHC021, Dr. Giardina (subcontract)

· 08SCBUCHC022, Dr. Li, principal investigator 

· 08SCBYSME025, Dr. Niklason, principal investigator

· 08SCCYSME05, Dr. Redmond, principal investigator

· 08SCDYALE004, Dr. Lin, principal investigator

The respective reviewers summarized the progress made on each of the projects.    The Advisory Committee members reviewed and discussed of each of the annual reports.  Attorney Horn reminded those members that have conflicts not to vote on that particular grant.  
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Dees, seconded by Dr. Wallack, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding for grant recipient 08SCBUCON006, Dr. LoTurco, principal investigator.  
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Fishbone, seconded by Mr. Mandelkern, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding for grant recipient 08SCBYALE13, Dr. Vaccarino, principal investigator.
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Mr. Mandelkern, seconded by Dr. Dees, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding for grant recipient 08SCBUCHC016, Dr. Morest, principal investigator, conditioned upon the principal investigator improving the lay summary.
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Arinzeh, seconded by Dr. Kiessling, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding for grant recipient 08SCBUCHC021, Dr. Rosenberg, principal investigator, conditioned upon the principal investigator improving the lay summary.
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Arinzeh, seconded by Dr. Kiessling, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding for grant recipient 08SCBUCHC021, Dr. Giardina, subcontract, conditioned upon the principal investigator improving the lay summary.
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Arinzeh, seconded by Dr. Wallack, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding for grant recipient 08SCBUCHC022, Dr. Li, principal investigator.
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Hart, seconded by Dr. Wallack, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding for grant recipient 08SCBYSME025, Dr. Niklason, principal investigator.

MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Fishbone, seconded by Dr. Wallack, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding for grant recipient 08SCCYSME05, Dr. Redmond, principal investigator.

MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Wallack, seconded by Dr. Hart, the eligible Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of accepting the annual report and continuation of funding with enthusiasm for grant recipient 08SCDYALE004, Dr. Lin, principal investigator.
Approval of Minutes – 9/21/10 Meeting

Dr. Galvin asked the Advisory Committee members to consider the minutes from the September 21, 2010 meeting.  

The following corrections were made:

· page 2, paragraph 4, change the word “areas” to “cures.”

· page 2, last sentence, change the word “capitals” to “capitalists.”

· page 6, check on the correct reference to the human embryonic stem cells (hESCs) developed by Harvard University coded as HUES 1-28 since one of the lines may not have been approved by the National Academies of Science.  
MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Dr. Wallack, seconded by Dr. Fishbone, the Advisory Committee members voted in favor of adopting the minutes of the September 21, 2010 meeting as amended (Dr. Hiskes was not present for the vote).  
Other Business:

Dr. Fishbone noted that grant recipient 08SCCYSME05 is a wonderful example of what the Advisory Committee is hoping to achieve with a combination of basic science and collaboration with other institutions.  Dr. Galvin stated that while he is very encouraged by the progress, he is concerned that the Advisory Committee is not doing enough to attract other institutions. 
Dr. Fishbone mentioned that he recently attended the Yale Stem Cell retreat and noted that there were over 275 attendees, a majority of which were post doctorates and younger researchers.  He stated that it is very encouraging to see new people excited about the stem cell research field.  Dr. Hart mentioned that a Connecticut graduate student from UCONN won a poster competition at the New Jersey Stem Cell symposium held in September.

In response to a question, Attorney Horn reported on the Dickey Wicker Amendment.  She mentioned that this issue was discussed recently by the International Society for Stem Cell Research.  A number of speakers spoke about the litigation and insurance related to the Dickey Wicker Amendment.  A decision is expected by the U.S. Federal Court of Appeals.  Dr. Wallack spoke about comments made by Congresswoman Diana DeGette about the need for legislation by Congress to turn aside the Dickey Wicker Amendment and how critical it is to avoid litigation again.  The Advisory Committee members discussed the implications to the National Institutes of Health (“NIH”).  Dr. Wallack mentioned that beginning in November, there will is intent to create federal legislative momentum to turn aside the Dickey Wicker Amendment, and the legislation would allow funding for approved embryonic stem cell research by NIH.    
Public Comments

There were no public comments.

Adjournment

MOTION:
Upon a motion made by Mr. Wallack, seconded by Dr. Fishbone, the Advisory Committee members voted unanimously in favor of adjourning the meeting at 2:50 p.m. 







Respectfully submitted:




















_____________________







Dr. Robert Galvin, Chair
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