ESCOP Science and Technology Committee

Waterfront Center, Washington, D.C.

3/01/04

Minutes

Attending:


Nancy Cox


Dan Rossi


Sally Rockey


Dan Schmoldt


Bill Brown


David Boethel


Patsy Brannon


Ron Pardini


Eric Young


Lou Swanson (by phone)


Frank Zalom (by phone)
Arthur Allen (by phone)


Forrest Chumley (guest)

1. Recommend ways that ESCOP can assist the PIPRA initiative in it's humanitarian mission relative to intellectual property generated by public universities.

· 24% of licenses belong to Public Sector. We need to share information and work together to package technologies to help developing nations.

· There has been less sharing since the emphasis on intellectual property, particularly germplasm where other nations don’t want to transfer back and forth.

· Goals of PIPRA are laudable put many legal issues. Clearinghouses may not work since many institutions are resistant to giving up management of some of their IP.

· ESCOP wants to have S & T make recommendations for the humanitarian goal.

·  The NASULGC Council of Presidents (VPs for Research) should consider this issue.

· What would we consider humanitarian purposes. Would we include minor use crops or all crops used for food? 

· IR4 may be a model to look at for a process to use patents on minor crops.

·  Leverage genomics technology for use in the developing world-Global Challenge Program.   Robert Ziegler is now its director. Suggest communication with him and exploring some sort of collaboration.

· PIPRA subcommittee will explore this further (Cox, Pueppke, and Brown)

2.
Conduct a more in-depth, validated needs assessment of the Science Roadmap for Agriculture.

· Sociology, Economics and Engineering were some of the expertise identified in the first rough needs assessment.

·  Need to get a more realistic assessment of needs.  This is a project that could be funded.

· First need to conceptualize the questions to be asked, then develop the survey instrument.

· This should be done by, or in conjunction with, a survey research center.

· Should survey beyond directors to include deans, dept heads, faculty, clientele, etc.

· Have to ask the right questions, such as:

· Can faculty be redirected?

· Can vacant positions be redirected?

· What are alternative ways to acquire resources?

· What is the investment needed to meet desired impact?

· This needs assessment definitely should be done, even if it costs something.

· The overall objective is to receive more funds to achieve the goals of the road map.

· Subgroup of S&T will develop a plan to do this assessment and a budget.  Lou Swanson (chair), Dan Rossi and Sally Rockey.  Recommendations will be ready for the July Joint COPS meeting.

3.
Task Force to develop white paper on current state of knowledge concerning prions, BSE, CJD, nvCJD, and other TSE's (proposed by Forrest Chumley, Kansas State Univ.)

· S&T Task Force is proposed to examine the current state of knowledge on BSE and related disorders.

·  Some of the details regarding this disease are not well understood, particularly related to the spontaneous generation of the disease or CJD.

· Can occur spontaneously or through the prions. A new human form appeared, called variant-CJD.  Some traditional meat products (including brains) have been banned.  More Cases of BSE will be cropping up, many will be spontaneous. Now a new form of BSE has been detected with Amino acid changes.  This is unrelated to what happened in UK.  In Japan, one in a million cattle has tested positive.  

· Not much is being said about spontaneous occurrence. We need a synthesis research project on this topic. The protein is found in brain and muscles, independent of the feeding system.

· Forrest Chumley presented a framework for the white paper.

· NC-505 rapid response project was just approved, but it will focus on diagnostic tools for BSE.

· A task force should consist of certain types of people, including:

· Top level scientists (vets, molecular biologists, physiologists, food scientists)

· Risk communication expert (Bill Hallman, Rutgers)

· CSREES scientists (Peter Johnson)

· CDC 

· Industry and/or professional society rep

· APHIS

· FSIS

· FDA

· ARS

· IFT

·  Goals of the task force would be:

·  Synthesis current understanding and state of knowledge

·  Identify knowledge gaps.

· Articulate research needs.

· If ESCOP agrees, task force members will be recommended by subgroup of Chumley, Cox, Rockey, and Young.

· The National Academy report on TSE that was just completed and commissioned by USDA will be examined to determine if it already accomplished what the task force’s goals.

· If we go ahead with the task force, Secretary Veneman should be informed. 

4.
Potential topic for Fall '04 SAES/ARD Workshop session

-
No topic for this workshop was suggested.

5.
Update on status of S&T subcommittees

· IPM Subcommittee

· 4th annual meeting with over 700 attendees   Generated support for meeting to pay for travel and over 200 posters were presented.  Next meeting will be in 2006 at Moody Gardens, Galveston, Texas.

·  Met with the Regional IPM Center directors.

· Trying to form federal IPM coordinating Council. 

· Met with Al Jenson on recommendations by CARET. 

· Endorsed IPM strategic plan. 

· Recommended strengthening regional IPM Centers. Use IR 4 as model for Center. Met with Jill Auburn and Tom Hewitt, and IR Director.

· Biotech Implementation Task force

· Will be disbanded after it is finished with its report on the website.

· Social Science Sub committee

· Stephan Goetz is the Chair.

· Working on six issue papers:

·  Ag Security and Food Safety

· Ag and Food Technology

· Communities, Ag Opportunity and Rural Prosperity

· Ag and Environmental Quality

· Globalization

· Nutrition and Obesity

· Food Safety Subcommittee

· Jim Denton (AR) is new chair.

· This is to be coordinated with ECOP, Cox will contact their chair to get co-chair for subcommittee.

