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Ihe Empire State Stem Cell
Board

= Created by Chapter 58 of the Laws of 2007
= Public Health Law Sections 265-265-f

= $600 Million Commitment over 11 years

= Funding + Ethics Committees = ESSCB

= 13 members each

@ For more Information: www.stemcell.ny.gov



www,stemcell.ny.gov

Board Mission Statement
and Strategic Plan

= To foster a strong stem cell research
community in New York State and to
accelerate the growth of scientific
knowledge about stem cell biology and
the development of therapies and
diagnostic methods, under the highest
ethical, scientific and medical standards
for the purpose of alleviating disease and
improving human health.



5 - Year Expenditure Plan

Categorny, Percent |Target Expenditures
(5 Years)

Research 65-80% |$195M -%$ 240 M
Science training |4-10% |$12M-$30 M
Infrastructure 10-15% ($30M-%$45 M
ELSIE 3—5% $OM-—15 M
Administration | 3-5 % $OM-—15 M

Total 10]0)% $ 300 M




Research - Goals
= Support:

= Basic stem cell biology research

®» Disease-based and translational
research

= Research on novel stem cell-based
therapies and bioassays for drug
development

= Derivation, use and evaluation of new
stem cell lines



Training - Goals

m Attract students and fellows to the field

= Support new investigators in developing
careers in stem cell research.

= Support cross-disciplinary training of
established investigators

= Sponsor stem cell research conferences to
promote information-sharing and
collaboration



Infrastructure - Goals

= Support
= New facilities and equipment

s Multi-institutional stem cell
research centers

= High-throughput facilities
» Administrative support



ELSIE - Goals

Ethical, Legal, Social Issues and Education

= Evaluate ethical, scientific, medical,
legal and social issues and establish

ethical standards for NYSTEM-
funded research.

= Educate the public, researchers and
diverse communities on stem cell
research and related ethical issues



Administration- Goals

= Manage NYSTEM program in a
manner that supports the mission of
the Board and engenders public
trust.

GIndependent peer-review process

GContracts ensure the responsible conduct of
research.

GPromote public access to information about
stem cell research and the ESSCB



Benefits of Promoting Stem Cell Research
Evaluation and Public Accountability

m Evaluate IP, tech transfer, and fiscal
policies to maximize benefits to NYS and
1ts residents

m Assess economic and other benefits of
t he statedos |1 nvest me
by funding high-quality science, and use
funds to leverage additional
commitments to stem cell research in NY.



Progress and Policies

= Board has:
= Contracted with peer review organization
= Approved the issuance of 10 RFAs
= Approved awards for
Glnstitutional development
GConsortia planning
GShared equipment and facilities
Glnvestigator-initiated research

GResearch targeted to the development and
evaluation of new pluripotent stem cell lines



Progress and Policies

= Also pending
» Undergraduate curricular development
» Undergraduate internships

s Additional research and shared
facilities RFAs

= Fellow to faculty awards

» RFAs targeted to the development of
new hESC lines



Policies

= Ethical Policies
GLargely track NAS and ISSCR

| Interstate collaborations a consideration
GESCRO Committees
| with IRB-like enhancements

v_

GInformed consent

some unique modifications

GAllow use of lines developed elsewhere
that comply with NAS or ISSCR



Economic Development, IP and
Tech Transfer Policies

= Contract language like Bayh-Dole

= with specific information sharing requirements

= RFP issued for economic development
assessment

= Board Workgroup is studying IP and
Economic Development issues with
industry and outside experts

= Not expected to impose CIRM-like requirements



Impact of Pending NIH Policies

= Funding Committee concerns

= [ines derived only from leftover
embryos

= Retroactive application of requirements

GIncluding specific consent requirements

G Possible ineligibility of many lines in use 8 including
some previously approved for NIH funded research

« Ambiguities and potential impact

GSeparation of consent for ART donation from research
donation



Additional Questions/Considerations

E ESCRO review

= Needed? Duplicative? Appropriate?
= Satisfies NIH IRB requirement?

= Will other states fold requirements into NIH
requirements or maintain NAS-like standards?

= Impact on collaborations and use of existing lines
and lines derived elsewhere?






