Minutes of the Extraordinary Meeting of the

Advisory Committee on Assisted Reproductive

Technology

AD20-86-5

Held on 7 April 2006

Wellington City Airport Conference Centre, 

Wellington

Present:

Mavis Duncanson

Richard Fisher

John Forman

Gareth Jones

Philippa McDonald

Mihi Namana

Sylvia Rumball (Chairperson)

Christine Rogan 

David Tamatea

In Attendance:

Ian Hicks (Secretariat)

Willow McKay (Secretariat)

1.
Welcome

The Chair welcomed the Committee and the meeting commenced at 8.35am.

The Chair led a discussion about the attendance of a Bioethics Council member later in the day.  The purpose of this attendance was to provide information on the Bioethics Council’s public consultation experiences.  

2.
Apologies

Apologies were received from Cindy Farquhar.

3. 
Report to ACART: ACART’s requirements for consultation (A06/14)

Process 1: Proposed consultation process for significant advice s39

The Committee reviewed the proposed process for consultation on significant advice and raised questions about the advice received from the Secretariat that the Minister may wish to review all Discussion Documents prior to their release. In particular, the Committee discussed whether this impacted on ACART’s independence. 
The Committee agreed to the proposed process for consulting on significant advice but suggested that the Secretariat build in a degree of leeway to each consultation timetable for unexpected factors.

The Committee raised concern the timetable did not include adequate time to formulate guidelines.  

The Committee suggested the introduction of each consultation document should outline which process is being followed and why. This could be a generic statement depending on which of the processes is followed.

Action

The Secretariat to investigate whether the advice concerning Ministerial review of Discussion Documents prior to their release applies to ACART. 
Secretariat to include information on process 1 in the introduction to the embryo research discussion document.

Process 2: Proposed consultation process for advice s41

The Committee reviewed the process and noted that under section 41 of the HART Act, ACART may use focus groups as an effective means of consultation.

The Committee suggested that the peer review process which will be undertaken for each consultation document should also include the consultation process itself that ACART proposes following as well as the content of the document.

With minor editing changes, the Committee agreed to the proposed process for consulting on advice.

Action

The Secretariat to make suggested changes to process 2

Process 3: Proposed consultation process for guidelines to the Minister and ECART s36 & s41

The Committee discussed the difference between guidelines for ECART and established procedures with conditions.

The Committee agreed to the proposed process for consulting on guidelines.

Other issues

The Committee noted that many of the future consultations will deal with elements of s37 & s38; revision of guidelines under s83; general advice; and exclusion statements in the HART Order 2005. The Committee agreed that when it is consulting on an issue that only partly falls under ‘significant advice’ it has to undertake the more extensive consultation under s39 & s40.

The Committee also discussed whether to include the import into, and export from, New Zealand of in vitro human embryos into the embryo research consultation (s37(1)(g)). The Committee agreed that it would not include this section in its consultation as all of section 37(1)(g) and section 38 (f) naturally sit together in consultation. ACART agreed to consult on these two sections together in the future. 

However, it was noted that the reasoning behind s37 (1)(g) not being included would have to be outlined in the introduction to the embryo research consultation document.

The Committee agreed that:

· Embryo research should follow the proposed consultation process for “significant advice”.

· The use of cryopreserved should follow the proposed consultation process for “advice”.

· Gametes from deceased persons should follow the proposed consultation process for “significant advice”.

Action 

Secretariat to include in the Introduction to the Embryo Research document a statement concerning the non-inclusion of s37 (1)g

4.
Report to ACART: Revised work program (A06/15)

The Committee reviewed this report and agreed that it could not finalise its work program until further scoping work had been completed.

Action

Secretariat to scope each of the interim guidelines onto the HART Act and HART Order 2005.

5.
Report to ACART: The Bioethics Council (A06/16)

The Committee noted this report.

6.
Report to ACART: Standard Preface (A06/17) LATE ITEM

The Committee noted this report and agreed to review it later via email.

The Chair led a discussion concerning the characteristics of ACART as compared to bodies in other countries undertaking similar work. The Chair noted that the HART Act establishes the membership requirements for the Committee, particularly the requirement that at least half of the committee should be laypersons. The Chair referred to several articles in the Kennedy Institute of Ethics Journal, Volume 15 Number 3 September 2005 which discuss different approaches taken by national bodies.

Action

Secretariat to contact members for their feedback on the proposed standard preface.

Secretariat to update preface outlining ACART’s characteristics as set out in the HART Act.

7.
Report to ACART: Draft introduction for Embryo Research (A06/18)

The Committee reviewed the draft introduction and noted that non-viable embryos would be included in the embryo research consultation.

8.
Embryo Research

Introduction

The Chair of the Embryo Research working group outlined the progress thus far on the discussion document and submission booklet. In particular the Chair noted that:

· The ethical section does not include a discussion on the moral status of the embryo as this discussion can never be resolved in a pluralistic society such as New Zealand.

· In place of the moral status of the embryo, the discussion document examines consistency with existing policy for illustrating New Zealand’s possible attitude to embryo research.

· The ‘Implications for policy’ section of the ethics chapter should become its own chapter at the very end of the document.

· The ‘Ethics’ and ‘Legal’ chapters should be joined together.

· That the introduction will include:

· Information on the existing guidelines for non-viable embryo research and the possible inclusion of these guidelines as an appendix.

· The definition of ‘embryo’ from the HART Act.

Discussion of discussion document and submission booklet

The Chair of ACART led the review of the discussion document. The Committee reviewed each paragraph of the document and agreed upon a variety of changes.

9.
Bioethics Council outline of public dialogue process

ACART was joined by Dr Helen Bichan from the Bioethics Council. Dr Bichan outlined the Council’s experience of their public dialogue process. Dr Bichan noted that the Council had had particular success in consulting with existing groups in the community.

The Committee noted that some of its current members have experience with public involvement through their work on the National Ethics Committee on Assisted Human Reproduction (NECAHR). 

10.
Discussion of appropriate consultation processes for Maori
The Committee discussed the hosting of a Hui in order for Maori members of ACART to consult with other Maori concerning appropriate consultation methods. Members were reminded of ACART’s obligations under the Treaty of Waitangi as expressed in s4(f) of the HART Act “the needs, values, and beliefs of Maori should be considered and treated with respect.”

The outcome of such a Hui would be that ACART’s Mäori members were better able to advise ACART on how to engage with Mäori in the public consultations on the various topics.

It was agreed that one of ACART’s Mäori members would prepare a detailed proposal for the hui including a budget, attendees, venue, programme etc. 

The Committee delegated authority to the Chair to progress this matter 

Action

Philippa McDonald to write a report to the Chair of ACART outlining options for a Hui.

Chair to review this report on behalf of ACART.

11.
Meeting concludes

The Committee confirmed that the next meeting is on 12 May 2006.

The Chair closed the meeting at 4.00pm.
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