Minutes of the Fifth Meeting of the Advisory Committee on Assisted Reproductive Technology

AD20-86-5

Held on 14 July 2006

Wellington City Airport Conference Centre,

Wellington

Present:

Mavis Duncanson

Richard Fisher

Philippa McDonald

Mihi Namana

Sylvia Rumball (Chairperson)

Christine Rogan

David Tamatea

In attendance:

Philippa Cunningham (ECART Chairperson)

Ian Hicks (Secretariat)

Willow McKay (Secretariat)

Barbara Nicholas (Secretariat)

In attendance 12.30 -1.30pm

Helen Bichan (Bioethics Council)

Martin Wilkinson (Acting Chair, Bioethics Council)

1.
Welcome

The Chair opened the meeting at 9.10am and officially welcomed the ECART Chairperson. 

The Chair discussed the updated agenda and late papers.  The Secretariat distributed hard copies of the:

· Updated agenda

· Supplementary paper A06/46

· Report A06/45

· Report A06/42

· Report A06/44

2.
Apologies

Apologies were received from Gareth Jones and John Forman.
3.
Declarations of Interest

The Committee reviewed the Declarations of Interest document and the following updates were noted:

· David Tamatea – Appointed to Advisory Board on Pinnacle PHO

· Mihi Namana – Appointed to Internal Affairs Lottery Distribution Inquiry

· Sylvia Rumball – Appointed to Committee on Freedom and Responsibilities in the Conduct of Science (subcommittee of International Council for Science).

Action
i. Secretariat to update Declarations of Interest document.

4.
Minutes of previous meeting

The Committee confirmed the minutes as amended of the 12 May 2006 meeting.

Action

ii.
Secretariat to action the 12 May 2006 minutes to go on the website.

iii.
Secretariat to check that the minutes from the 17 February and 7 April meeting have been placed on the website.

5.
Matters arising from minutes

The Committee reviewed and discussed the actions arising from the 12 May meeting.  The Secretariat informed the Committee of:

· a new proposed web address for ACART and ECART
· the progress of the new appointments of new members to ACART

· the possibility of working with the Families Commission “the couch” in the future.

The Chair outlined Committee communication with the Bioethics Council, and ACART’s joint response with ECART to the HRC regarding the proposed brochure.

Action

iv.
Secretariat to request the responses from the Bioethics Council and NEAC to HRC on the proposed brochure and forward the relevant comments to the Chair.

6.
ACART Work Programme

(i)
Strategic Directions – Planning to October 2007 (A06/35)

The Chair informed the Committee that there had been much activity regarding ACART’s work programme since the 12 May ACART meeting.  The Secretariat outlined this paper to the Committee, paying particular attention to:

· The proposed two work streams (research and clinical)
· The timeline for completing this work
The Committee discussed the proposed work stream and noted the additional ‘monitoring’ and ‘annual reporting’ work streams.

(ii)
Feasibility of integrating gamete research into embryo document (supplementary paper A06/46)
The Secretariat outlined the main points of this paper, including:

· The work currently contracted out on the collection, storage, disposal and use of gametes.

· The impact of adding gamete research into the existing embryo research document

The Committee discussed the proposed work programme and noted:

· That they want to consult with the public on the big issues and that this will involve high level thinking

· That ECART should be involved in the peer review process

· The option of a stakeholder meeting

· The public consultation on embryo research would be delayed by two months if gamete research is included in the discussion document

THE COMMITTEE AGREED TO THE PROPOSED WORK PROGRAMME AND THE DISESTABLISHMENT OF THE ORIGINAL WORKING GROUPS. 
(iii).
ACART’s requirement to perform an assessment of the known risks and benefits to health of a new assisted reproductive procedure or treatment. 
The Secretariat introduced this paper and highlighted various issues to the Committee, including:

· The requirement for ACART to undertake an assessment of the known risks and benefits to health of new assisted reproductive procedures or treatments under the HART Act (Part 1 s 6 (b))

· The timing of the assessment

· The process to be followed if information on the risks and benefits to health is lacking

· The options available for dealing with the assessment of risks and benefits.

The Committee noted there are two elements to the assessment. The first is compiling the necessary information about the procedure.  The second is making an assessment based on that information.

THE COMMITTEE AGREED TO APPROACH AN ASSESSMENT OF KNOWN RISKS AND BENEFITS TO HEALTH OF A NEW ASSISTED REPRODUCTIVE PROCEDURE IN THE FOLLOWING WAY: 
Step 1.
Information is collected on the known risks and benefits to health of the new assisted reproductive procedure and collated as a report (it is likely that this step would be contracted out).
Step 2.
On receipt of the report the Committee assesses whether it has the expertise to undertake the assessment of the report. 
Step 3.
(a) If yes: An assessment of the known risks and benefits to health is undertaken by the Committee. 
(b) If no: Relevant expertise is co-opted onto the Committee to assist with the assessment of the known risks and benefits to health by the Committee. 
Following the risks and benefits assessment the Committee will provide advice to the Minister as described in  s 6 (2) of the HART Act.  This will include: 
· advice as to whether, in its expert opinion, the known risks to health of the procedure or treatment fall within a level of risk that is acceptable in New Zealand;

· an ethical analysis of the procedure or treatment;

· advice as to whether, in its expert opinion, the Minister should recommend that the procedure or treatment be declared an established procedure.

THE COMMITTEE AGREED THAT THE USE OF CRYOPRESERVED EGGS COULD SERVE AS A PILOT OF THE COMMITTEE’S APPROACH. 
Action

v.
Secretariat to develop a scoping paper addressing what criteria the Committee might use to determine if they should advise the Minister that a new assisted reproductive technology be:

· An established procedure

· A procedure that requires consideration by ECART and hence would require guidelines.

· Subject to a Moratorium

· Prohibited 

vi.
Secretariat to produce a scoping paper outlining what generic criteria must be included when considering an assessment of the known risks and benefits to health.  This work will further the assessment of the use of cryopreserved eggs.

(iv)
Clinical uses of ART (A06/36)

The Secretariat introduced this paper and noted that a draft structure for the discussion document would be provided to the Committee at the 8 September 2006 meeting.

The Committee noted the requirements for public consultation under the HART Act.  The Committee also discussed a proposed structure for the draft discussion document on clinical uses of ART, paying particular attention to:

· The level of detail that should be included

· What the various sections the document should include

· The importance of addressing the overarching issues

· The importance of engaging the public at a high level
Action

vi.
Secretariat to draft structure of discussion document on clinical uses of ART.  This structure will incorporate the Committee’s comments and include some text as an illustration.

vii.
Secretariat to scope (i) ’Urgency’ under the HART Act (ii) ‘Advice’ under the HART Act – Philippa McDonald will advise the Secretariat if a legal opinion is needed.

viii.
Secretariat to prepare correspondence to the Minister negotiating a new delivery date for advice to The Minister on the use of cryopreserved eggs – which will now be included under the wider work stream of clinical uses of ART.

7.
Update from the Bioethics Council

The Chair and Mihi Namana formally welcomed Martin Wilkinson (Acting Chair Bioethics Council) and Helen Bichan (Bioethics Council) to the ACART meeting.  The Council members outlined the following for ACART:

· The role and functions of the Council

· The major piece of work the Council is currently working on is human embryos – it is planned that this will complement ACART’s work on embryo research and involves:
· Public event ‘Talking embryos’

· Online discussion forum

· Focus groups

· Wananga

· Communications strategy

The Chair of ACART informed the Council Members that ACART’s consultation on embryo research has been extended to include gamete research, and that the timeline for consultation has been adjusted. 
The Chair and Council members suggested that ACART and the Council would share documents with each other as this would promote complementary work and help to avoid duplication.

Budget

8.
ACART Budget 2006/2007(A06/37)

The Chair introduced this paper and the Secretariat outlined the different consultation options available to the Committee and the various “trade offs” they would have to consider.  The Committee noted the budget is very tight for this financial year, especially as ACART will be undertaking two public consultations during this period. 
Action

ix.
Chair to discuss the budget for 06/07 with the Ministry of Health. 
9.
Expense and fees policy for attendance at external events (A06/38)

The Committee discussed the proposed policy and in particular noted:
· A definition or further clarification of “knowledge of committee members” as outlined in the paper is needed. 
· Given the 06/07 budget, and ACART’s busy timetable it is unlikely that members would be attending many external events

· Members would have to declare any non-ACART funding received when requesting ACART funding to attend an event.

THE COMMITTEE AGREED TO IMPLEMENT THE POLICY REVISED AS DISCUSSED  AND REVIEW THIS POLICY WITHIN A YEAR.  

Action
x.
Secretariat to include this policy in the Members’ Handbook.

10.
Report from ECART

The Secretariat tabled the applications from the 13 June 2006 ECART meeting.

The Committee noted the table of ECART decisions (A06/48).  The ECART Chair commented that correspondence had occurred between the fertility clinic and ECART since application 2005/08 was declined and that reference to this should be included in the table of ECART decisions. 
The ECART Chair notified ACART that the application forms have been updated and are available on both ECART and ACART’s websites.  The ECART Chair also informed ACART of various issues arsing from the review of applications:

· Permanent residency – the interim guidelines for ECART require involved parties to be permanent residents in New Zealand rather than of New Zealand.  This is an issue ACART may wish to address when it revises the interim guidelines.

· Use of donated sperm in conjunction with donated eggs – the use of donated sperm in conjunction with donated sperm is specifically excluded from the list of established procedures.  The Guidelines on Within-family Gamete Donation state that at least one of the parents should be a genetic parent of the child.  ECART is currently seeking a legal opinion on their jurisdiction to approve an application that proposes to use donated eggs with donated sperm.

ACART noted ECART’s request that a policy be developed that deals with “innovative practice applications requiring urgency” and also ACART’s work on the process be used for new assisted reproductive procedures and treatments  potentially addressed this.  The Secretariat will also be undertaking work on the ‘urgency’ component.

ACART noted that ECART had received an application to use previously cryopreserved eggs, and that this procedure is included in ACART’s work programme under the clinical uses of ART work stream.

Action

xi.
Secretariat to include reference to the correspondence regarding application 2005/08 in the table of ECART decisions.
xii.
Secretariat to draft letter to the fertility clinic that applied to use cryopreserved eggs.  This letter should indicate:

· ACART had received their application

· the use of cryopreserved eggs is included in the ACART work programme

· the timetable for provision of advice by ACART to the Minister on this matter.

11.
The Draft Fertility Services Standard (A06/42)

The Secretariat outlined this report.  The Committee discussed the draft Standard and noted that the Chair had been a member of the expert group who wrote the Standard.  

THE COMMITTEE AGREED TO PROVIDE COMMENT ON THE DRAFT FERTILITY SERVICES STANDARD BY 8 AUGUST 2006. 

A working group consisting of Mavis Duncanson, Christine Rogan, and Mihi Namana, will work with the Secretariat to progress ACART’s comment.  The Committee noted that the final comment should be circulated to all members before being sent to Standards New Zealand.

Action

xiii.
The Secretariat to coordinate the working group to comment on the standard.

12.
Update from the Secretariat

The Secretariat updated the Committee on the following:

The Maori Focus Group:

The Secretariat has been working closely with the Maori members to organise the focus group.  The Committee discussed:

· the facilitator 
· provision of expertise on ART
· the attendance (as observers) of a member of the Bioethics Council and a member of the Council’s Secretariat 
The Hui on Genetic Testing and Kaitiakitanga: David Tamatea, Mihi Namana and one member of the Secretariat attended this hui in Auckland on 26 June 2006.  They noted that the session on PGD  was of particular interest to the work of ACART.

Appointment of new members to ACART: Nominations received by the Ministry for new members to ACART and ECART will be going to the Minister shortly.  It is expected that the new members will be able to attend the 8 September ACART meeting.  The Committee noted that it would be preferable if the new members could attend a training session before the September meeting.

Contract to map the legislative context of ART in New Zealand.  The Ministry has contracted a report which will map the legislative context of ART in New Zealand – this will include visual aides to illustrate the legislative context and it is expected that this will be a useful tool for ACART.
Action

xiv.
Secretariat to collect articles on Maori and ART and provide copies to ACART members. .

13.
Report from the Chair

The Chair outlined to the Committee the activities she had been involved in on behalf of ACART since the 12 May ACART meeting:
· Meeting with Minister of Health 18 May.  This meeting was attended by Sylvia Rumball (ACART Chair), Gareth Jones (ACART Deputy Chair), Philippa Cunningham (ECART Chair), Fran McGrath (Senior Health Advisor, Minister’s Office), Therese Egan (Sector Policy, Ministry of Health), Willow McKay (ACART/ECART Secretariat).  ACART’s work programme, timeline to revise the interim guidelines and membership were discussed.

· Meeting with Therese Egan (Manager, Ethics and Innovation, Sector Policy) and Barbara Nicholas, 31 May to discuss ACART’s work programme.
· Attendance at the ESHRE Conference, Prague, 18-21 June.  A detailed report on the conference (A06/44) was provided to members.

· Attendance at MORST Stem Cell meeting, including a presentation on ACART’s work on Embryo Research, Hamilton, 25 June – the list of attendees at the meeting has been added to the ACART stakeholder list.

The Chair informed the Committee of upcoming events she would be involved in on behalf of ACART:

· Meeting with the Otago Human Genome Project Team – Dunedin

· Presentation at the Bioethics Council’s “Talking Embryos” event – Wellington, 25 September.
14.
Conferences and lectures
The Committee noted the following conferences and lectures:
· Fertility Society Australia - 22 October 2006 – Sydney

· The 8th World Congress of Bioethics – August 2006 – Beijing

· Liggins Institute Seminar on conception, Auckland, 19 July 2006.

The Committee also noted the invitation to attend the 6th Global Summit of National Bioethics Advisory Boards, August 4-5, Beijing.  The Secretariat has informed the organisation that ACART is unable to attend, but asked to be kept on the mailing list.

15.
New Developments in ART

The Committee noted the new ART reproductive procedure  for testing embryos, preimplantation genetic haplotyping (PGH).  An article on this technique was included with the meeting papers and was also addressed in the Chair’s report on the ESHRE meeting.  
16.
Policy and Legislative Developments

The Committee discussed the following developments:

· New Zealand – the Government’s response to the Law Commission’s Report New Issues in Legal Parenthood
· Australia – ban on cloning embryos continued
· UK – HFEA decision on PGD policy (use for inherited cancer)
Action

xv.
Secretariat to email out to all members:

· Government’s official response to the Law Commission’s Report

· Information on the Australian ban on cloning
· Information on the HFEA decision concerning the use of PGD.
17.
Media interactions

The Committee noted (i) the request for the Chair to be interviewed on embryo research by Radio NZ for the Sunday ‘Ideas’ program (to run 6 August).  (ii) The “Stem and Us” article in The Listener, 1 July, 2006, which included comments by Gareth Jones.

18.
Correspondence

The Committee noted the correspondence and discussed:

· The letter to the Bioethics Council

· The letter to the consultant haematologist

· The letter responding to the inquiry about within-family donation

· The joint letter with ECART to the HRC

19.
Meeting close

The Committee confirmed the next ACART meeting will be held on 8 September 2006.  

The Chair adjourned the meeting at 4.00pm.
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