Connecticut Stem Cell Research Peer Review Committee

Teleconference

May 24, 2006, 11:00 A.M., EDT

Minutes
The first meeting of the Connecticut Stem Cell Research Peer Review Committee (Peer Review Committee) was held by teleconference on May 24, 2006.  In addition to the Peer Review Committee members, the Connecticut Stem Cell Research Advisory Committee, staff from Connecticut Innovations and the Department of Public Health (DPH), and the public were invited to attend.  The meeting was initiated at the Department of Public Health, 450 Capitol Avenue, Hartford, Connecticut.  The call began at 11:00 AM and all parties were on the line by 11:07 AM.

Members Present:  Michael Kyba, Ph.D., Miodrag Stojkovic, Ph.D., Leslie Weiner, M.D.

CT Stem Cell Research Advisory Committee Members Present:  Dr. Myron Genel, Dr. Milton Wallack, and Dr. Jerry Yang

DPH Staff:  Commissioner J. Robert Galvin, Warren Wollschlager, Marianne Horn, Denise Leiper, Jennifer Murray, Yolanda Cravinho, Stacey Owens

CT Innovations Staff:  Russ Tweeddale noted after the fact that he was on the call; however, his presence was not announced during the call.

Introductory Remarks

Warren Wollschlager welcomed and introduced all on the line.  Dr. Galvin started the meeting since a quorum had been established, (three of the five members were present).  Dr. Galvin explained that this was a public meeting, notes were being taken and minutes would be available.  Dr. Galvin gave some background information on the law – the legislative intent is to support the advancement of embryonic and human stem cell research in Connecticut.  After a great deal of work by the CT Stem Cell Advisory Committee, the RFP document has been issued.  We are now at the point to ask the Peer Review Committee to make recommendations on the scientific and ethical merit of the applications.  Dr. Galvin explained that he is not a stem cell scientist, but rather is a flight surgeon and a primary care physician by training and certification.  He wants to rely on the input and guidance of the skilled committee members.  

Overview and Status Report on Connecticut’s Stem Cell Research Program

Warren Wollschlager explained the categories of awards available within the application:  seed grant awards which may be funded up to $200,000 over two years; established investigator awards which may be funded up to $1 million over four years; group project awards which may be funded up to $4 million over four years; core facilities awards may be funded up to $5 million over four years; and, hybrid awards which may be funded up to $5 million over 4 years.  Mr. Wollschlager discussed timeframes:  letters of intent are due by June 1; we are expecting the three major academic institutions to apply:  University of Connecticut, Yale University and Wesleyan University, with the possibility of private entities also applying.  Completed applications are due by July 10, 2006. 

Peer Review Committee Responsibilities

The role of the Peer Review Committee in the selection process was discussed.  The Peer Review Committee has been tasked with reviewing the submitted applications to making recommendations with respect to the ethical and scientific merit of each application.  There was discussion on the how this will be accomplished, including raw scores and ranking within categories, categories competing against each other, the investment in a core facility along with the need for seed grants, limits on resubmissions. 

It was determined by the Peer Review Committee members that they will read each application, seeking technical expertise if needed on any particular application, and score and rank each individual application within the five categories of awards.  The Peer Review Committee members agreed to utilize the NIH model for rating and scoring the applications.,

The Peer Review Committee members discussed the need to elect a Chair.  

MOTION:  Upon a motion made by Dr. Stojkovic, seconded by Dr. Kyba, the Peer Review Committee members voted unanimously in favor of electing Dr. Leslie Weiner, Chair of the Peer Review Committee.

The Peer Review Committee members were asked for their input and guidance on the review timeframe.  A commitment was made that the members would receive an electronic version of each application by August 1, 2006.  The members agreed that they could have the review completed by the first week of October, 2006. 

Public Official Requirements

Marianne Horn briefed the Peer Review Committee members on the requirements of public officials; members are deemed public officials and must follow the State Code of Ethics; members need to file a statement of financial interest/disclosure; there will be a need to recuse oneself from review of an application in which one has a conflict of interest.  

NAS Guidelines

Marianne Horn also indicated that all Peer Review Committee members must become familiar with the National Academies Guidelines for Human Embryonic Stem Cell Research that will guide the members through the review process.  There was discussion on the need for institutions to adopt them versus adopting them as state regulations.  There will be further discussion on this issue.

Proposed Meeting Schedule

The Peer Review Committee agreed to schedule the next meeting on October 4, 2006, at 11:00 A.M. via teleconferencing.  The DPH will make the arrangements.  If DPH staff are able to attend the upcoming ISSCR meeting in Toronto on June 29, 2006, they will attempt to schedule either a formal meeting of the Peer Review Committee or the opportunity to meet and greet members informally.

Submitted by:

Denise Leiper

DPH
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