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Minutes of the Twenty-sixth meeting of the Advisory Committee on Assisted Reproductive Technology

AD20-86-5

Held on 12 March 2010
Wellington Airport Conference Centre

Wellington

Present

Sylvia Rumball (Chair) 
Ken Daniels (Deputy Chair)

Richard Fisher

Andrew Shelling

John Forman

Mark Henaghan

Richard Randerson

Ian Hassall

Gareth Jones 
Maui  Hudson (by teleconference 10.30am – 12.30am)
Apologies
Maui Hudson (for the afternoon session
Robyn Scott

Cilla Henry

In attendance
Hazel Irvine (ECART) 
Betty-Ann Kelly (ACART Secretariat)

Sadhana Maraj (ACART Secretariat)

Liz McRae (ACART Secretariat)

1.
Welcome

The Chair opened the meeting at 8.35am.

She noted:

· A quorum of members was present
· Although no Māori members were present in person, Maui Hudson would join by teleconference for part of the meeting.  Maui had also sent comments on some agenda items.  Cilla Henry had similarly sent comments. 
· It was a pleasure to congratulate Richard Fisher in person on the award of Companion of the New Zealand Order of Merit.

2.
Apologies

The Committee noted apologies from Maui Hudson, Cilla Henry and Robyn Scott.
3.
Agenda

The Committee approved the agenda. 
4.
Declarations of interests
The Committee noted:

· Members had no conflicts of interest in regard to items on the agenda
· The Declarations of Interests document needed to be updated because some members had recently changed roles.  

Action
Members with changed roles to email amendments to the Secretariat.
Secretariat to amend Declarations of Interests document.
5.
Minutes of the 27 November 2009 ACART meeting

The Committee confirmed the minutes as an accurate record of that meeting, subject to two proposed amendments noted in the draft minutes. 
Action
Secretariat to place the minutes on ACART’s website. 

6.
Actions arising 

Members noted progress with actions arising from the last meeting. 
7.
Advice to the Minister on human reproductive research
The Committee noted that no further updates were available about advice to the Minister on human reproductive research.

The Committee reviewed a Secretariat paper about Ministry advice concerned with human reproductive research involving human participants, and noted:

· The scope of human reproductive research that should be considered by ECART was potentially wider than had been understood to date
· It is not clear what approval process is needed for a clinical trial of an emerging procedure where the procedure is not prohibited but is currently precluded (i.e. it is not yet declared an established procedure or is an assisted reproductive procedure without guidelines).  

· It appears that in some cases, HDECs have reviewed research proposals that should have been considered by ECART.   However, from a pragmatic perspective, current approval processes appear to be adequate to ensure proposals are fully considered. 

Action
Secretariat to draft, in consultation with Ken Daniels, a letter to the Ministry of Health for the Chair’s signature, noting ACART analysis of implications of the Ministry’s advice.
8.
Advice to the Minister on human assisted reproductive technology
(i)
Import/export project
The Committee noted that the Chair and Secretariat will attend a meeting with IVF Directors on 22 April to gather information concerned with the import and export of gametes and embryos.  Directors have been sent, via John Peek, a background paper that includes questions.  The discussion is not a formal consultation – ACART has not yet developed policy positions concerned with import and export. 

(ii)
Informed consent project
The Committee reviewed a paper, including recommendations, from the Informed Consent Working Group, and agreed preliminary policy positions on several issues, noting:

· The health and wellbeing of children was a prime consideration

· The discussion document for public consultation (planned for later in 2010) would need to clearly set out the arguments for and against the range of views, and the reasons for ACART’s views. 

· ACART was open to changing its preliminary views, following public consultation and further analysis. 
· Scenarios would be helpful to explain the impact of the various policy positions.
Action

The Informed Consent Working Group to meet on 9 April to consider further policy issues, and report back to ACART’s May meeting. 
9.
Consultation with Minister of Health
(i)
Draft guidelines on the use of donated eggs with donated sperm 

The Committee noted that the Minister is considering a response to ACART’s consultation with him on the draft guidelines.
(ii)
Draft guidelines on the use of PGD with HLA tissue typing 

The Committee noted that the further work had been temporarily put on hold during February because of the absence of a staff member from the Secretariat. The work will now be resumed, with a view to reporting back to ACART’s May meeting.

Members noted a recent Policy Statement on Children as Hematopoietic Stem Cell Donors, by the American Academy of Pediatrics, which sets out ethical issues regarding minors serving as stem cell donors. 

The Committee also noted the general issue of the value of examples and accessible language when writing to the Minister.  ACART’s work is often concerned with highly technical matters that nevertheless need to be understood at an everyday level. 
Actions
Secretariat to draft, for the PGD working group sign off, a report for ACART’s May meeting.
10. Development / review of ACART guidelines

Guidelines for extended storage of gametes and embryos beyond ten years
The Committee reviewed a paper from the Extended Storage Working Group, and noted:
· The statutory storage period of 10 years appears to be based on the period in the UK legislation at the time the HART Act was passed.  

· The implication of the statutory storage period appears to be that extensions should be granted in exceptional circumstances. 

· There is no definitive scientific information available about “use by” dates for gametes and embryos.  

· Matters to consider in developing the guidelines include:

· What circumstances justify extensions

· Whether gametes and embryos should be treated differently

· Who should apply

· Consent matters

· Whether there should be a distinction made between storage and the use of the stored gametes and embryos

· How long extensions should be for, including whether there should be scope for varying lengths for extensions. 

· Safety for children and women will be a fundamental concern.
The Committee also noted:

· The Chair has accepted an invitation to meet with the Health Select Committee on 31 March to discuss ACART’s submission on the HART (Storage) Amendment Bill.
· ECART had also made a submission and been invited to meet with the Select Committee.  

· ACART needed to pace its work so it did not run ahead of the Parliamentary process for the Bill. 
Action
The Extended Storage Working Group to meet again on 6 April to consider policy positions further, and report back to ACART’s May meeting. 
11.
Advice to the Minister of Health on new assisted reproductive        procedures
(i)
In vitro maturation (IVM) – use in fertility treatment
The Committee noted that this work had been put on hold in February due to the absence of a Secretariat member, but was now being resumed with a view to reporting back to ACART’s May meeting.
Action
Secretariat to discuss any need for resourcing with the Manager, Business Unit.
(ii)  Cryopreserved ovarian tissue

The Committee noted that Dr Richard Anderson at the University of Edinburgh has been contracted to provide a technical report on the use of cryopreserved ovarian tissue. The report is due by 30 June 2010. 
12.
Monitoring application and outcomes of assisted reproductive procedures and established procedures
The Committee noted that the Secretariat would report to the next Executive Group meeting with a project plan.

Action

Secretariat to consider whether more resources are needed to progress this work.
13.
Monitoring developments in human reproductive research
The Committee considered Executive Group recommendations about horizon scanning, and noted
· A one day horizon scanning meeting may be too concentrated.
· Scanning needs to include relevant social sciences research.
· Further thinking is needed prior to organising a major horizon scanning activity. 

· ACART’s current horizon scanning activity includes circulating papers of interest to members, reports from conference attendance, noting the HFEA horizon scanning reports. 
The Committee agreed:

· The proposed horizon scanning workshop would be put on hold for now.

· Horizon scanning would be reviewed in 2010/11.

· Members should continue to circulate papers of interest to members

Action

Members to circulate, via the Secretariat, papers of interest to members, including any they have co-authored.
ACART to reconsider horizon scanning activity in 2010/11.
14.
Monitoring decisions of ECART
(i) 
Monitoring ECART decisions

The Committee noted the circulated minutes of ECART’s 26 November meeting and table of decisions.  
(ii)       ECART report to ACART

The Committee noted ECART’s report to ACART, which included asking for ACART feedback about ECART’s provisional view on the status of proposed treatments involving two couples. 

The Committee agreed that the Secretariat should circulate a draft response for members’ comment and Chair’s sign off. 

Action

Secretariat to circulate a draft response for members’ comment and Chair’s sign off. 
15.
Advice to ECART (s35(1)(a))
The Committee agreed draft advice to ECART in respect of a case referred to ECART by a clinic. 

The Committee also agreed:

· The draft advice should be sent to ECART for comment

· ACART would finalise the advice at its May meeting, taking into account any ECART comment. 
Action

Chair to sign off letter to ECART with draft advice.
16.
Governance
(i)
Chair’s report

The Committee noted the Chair’s report of an invitation to be part of a panel discussion at Conferenz’s 11th Annual Medical Law Conference 10-11 May 2010. She also reported that she had met with the Manager, Business Unit, HDSS Directorate, to discuss resourcing and the budget.   
(ii)
Members’ report
The Committee noted Richard Randerson’s report of his attendance at the Ethical Foundations of Public Policy Conference at Victoria University in December.
(iii)
Executive Group minutes 26 February 2010
The Committee noted all items, including Ministry of Health approval of travel and registration costs for the Chair or another member to attend the annual meeting of the European Society of Human Reproduction and Embryology (ESHRE).

The Committee noted that another member would be in Europe at the time of the ESHRE meeting, and would not incur a registration cost because he is an Associate Editor of Human Reproduction.  He would be well placed to provide ACART with a conference report which complemented the Chair’s report.

The Committee agreed:

· The Chair should attend on behalf of ACART

· A grant in aid should be sought from the Ministry to cover the cost of accommodation and travel within Europe, to enable an additional member to attend the ESHRE meeting.
(iv)  
Liaison and relationships, including correspondence
The Committee noted all correspondence.
17.
Administration

(i) 
Secretariat report to ACART

The Committee noted the Secretariat report.

(ii) Work programme update

The Committee noted the work programme update.
(iii) Work programme for 2010/11
The Committee noted Executive Group recommendations about ACART’s work programme for 2010/11.

The Committee agreed to the proposed draft work programme, and also agreed to consult with ECART and the Ministry of Health before finalising the draft work programme for consultation with the Minister of Health.

Action

Secretariat to draft, for the Chair’s signature, letters to ECART and the Ministry of Health consulting on ACART’s draft work programme for 2010.
ACART to decide finalised draft work programme for agreement with the Minister at ACART’s May meeting, taking into account ECART and Ministry feedback. 
18.
Meeting concluded

The Committee agreed to meet next on 14 May 2010. The meeting closed at 2.30pm.
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