Meegting Date; Juby 18, 2007

Menmbers Present: L, Hajjar D. Fity I, Washington
M. Slosherg T, Brabb G, MeLean
S, Cunningham M. Tarabochia V. Batterson
1, Kauffman 5. Kelley
5, Skerett N, FhiHips

Members Absent, C, Baker P. Fink . Lee
W, Diickhoff B. Murnane K. Wadded]

Orpening Business:
D, Cunningbam caled the meskng to order at 2:3%pm.

T, Cunningham announced that Me, Tarnbochia ws resigning from the compiittes after completion of his
tserm and thanked him for his zervice,

Dr. Cunningham catled for the approval of the JTune 14, HEY [ACUC mesting minates.  Dr. Batlerson
moved to approve the minutes and Dr. Washington seconded the motion.  The minutes were approved
with 9 members voting in favor and 3 abstentions.

D, Cunningham proposed o the Committee that alf voung be conduct by anonymous ballot,

Mﬂuml Lir. Brabb moved that all business with the exception of approval of meeting minutes be
conducted by anonymous ballot. Ms. Kauffman seconded the motion.

Discussion Regarding the Motion: Mro Molean axked # this was & requirement of AAALAC, T,
Cunninginm confirmed that 15 was not a reqguirement and Dr. Phillips cxplained that the intent of the
anonyrious ballot was to make sure that people felt comfortable voling their conscience without-having o
fieath self-conseious abet their voke,

Vore on the Motign: This motion was approved ananimously with 13 m favor,

Attending Veterinarian's Report

Adtending veterinariae repost, Juby W 2007

Cn .'ful_ﬁ,l I l ’?{}{}’? thL m{it,nt FOUHIS m the Foege vivarium began to reach Righer than normat temperatiires
at about Ipm. Facility Seivices wag notifzed and they correctad the problem. The rooms started cooling
ofl between Bpm and 9pmn and the highest iemperature noted was 84° F,

The cause of the chiller fathure was the accwmulation of dust and debris on the coils as 5 result of
construction. A maintenancs schizdide for cleaning will be established, Dr. Fhlﬂt;ﬁ eaplained. that-ske-and.

Mr. Melenn bisdd petfonmied 8- ‘H#ﬁ}iu&ﬂﬂﬂﬁf facitity Higpoution of the Fuege vivariumon Tuly 17,2007, 8he -

feport.

imeticated that she wolld TELHESE B copy nf tfm wmimteniuce: sehedale as & part of the facity apeciion. .



Dr. Cunninghan asked if records are being maimtained for ad e other chillers, 2. Brabb comeented
that aot adl the vivaria bave the same type of situation and so they would not all need exactly the same
sofl of mamtenance,  Dr. Phdlips rephied that she would have 0 ook inw this issue because a
determination as 1o what should be required would have to be made for each building.

palin Infection, - r. A !:-i
This group exsmines the efficacy of various therapies in madulating [oeal and systemic responses 1 burn,
They started this work seversl months ago and the complicatsms that they have had appear 1o be related
to anesthetics. Their last experiment had no anesthetic-related 1ssues.

Executive Secretary’s Report:

Report On packets seok:

Dy, Phillips reported thae 3 packets wers mailed since the meeting on June 14, 2007, The packets
inchuded 9 new protocols, 27 renewals, of whick 20 were three-yesr [eaewnls requiting & complete
Project Review Form. The other 7 rengwals wens nonal renewsls with morbidity or mostahity reported,
There were plso 90 Significant and 6 Minor Changes. The JACUC has completed s approval process for
many of these items, thowrh some are awaiting final approval due to holds For Hems such as EH&S
appraval, OH roview o stgnatures, or revisions from Pk,

MNon-compliznce igsees:

By, Brabh notitied the Committee of conduct of procedures prior 1o IACLIC approval. On 571847,
CHIBI6 mice received surgery to implant subcutaneous osmotic minipumps to deliver tetrodatoxit.

The protocol wis approve] to use osmotic minipumnps in rats 1 administer other oiokoxic ashsiances, .

but no for mice or for this compound. This compournd was supposed to be administered. ¥id g
Hapregouted dise placed in the imner ear. The investigator was atiempling 1o gt mose consistent
deging of the compound o the ianer ear by uping & mingpemp. Bight of eleven mice in this coba
either died or were euthanized 24 hours after imptantation. It is not clesr what caused the deaths.

B, Cunnipgham ssked the Compsittes 10 make a detenmination regarding conseguences of the nom-
complites, B, Phillips commented that this o an excellent lob with no past nomecompliances,
Additionstly, they have recenty assigned someone to review each protocol o ensare inelusion of all
plasiéd procedures in order Lo assure aversight and coiplignce. Mr. MoLean asked bow the situation
happensd. Dy, Phillips explained that the group s collaborating with another PIoand a new stuff
metitbet conbined two mxdividually approved nigthods shich were not approved for tse together, Dy,
Philtips further cotmometdesd thar the PT zkes full responsibility i"::ir' The inviclent.

Meotion: Tx. Batterson moved that the Committee. send iﬂﬂﬂl‘ :}f ::uumef mqu-zmng Gotumentation
of the provesses thist-hiss been put inio pia-:.:w: ey prewnt this type of sivation from happeiing. again,
e, Philitpy %ﬂm}dﬁﬂ Lh&f mmimﬁ, : :




Yotg on the Motion: The molicn was sppraved unanimously with 12 in favor, T Skertett was not

prasent for the vote.

Dr. Philkips notified the Committee of conduct of colony maintenance procedures described in
LACUC protacol 215512 after the expiration of the 3 vears of approval.

Dr. Phillips reponted that Dre. Farr conducts studies aimed at understanding autoimmune disease and
prevention. The 1ACUC protocol includes maintenance of & mouse colony. There was & family
medical emergency which prevented De. Farr from completing his Y-year renewal on time, He was
aware that his protocol was expiring and so did not conduct any research during the lapse. However,
during this time of stress he did not congidee that maintenance of his mouse colony includes tailing
mice for genotvping.  As g result, this procedure was conducted during the lapse.  Dr. Philtips
repurted that when she contacted him he already had his 3-year renewal nearly ready for submission,
It was submitted aimost immediately and is currently being prepared to be sent to the JACUC in the
next set of materials, Taling of miee was stopped immedistely upow Di. Philtips call o him o
discuss this issue, Dr. Faee hag indicated that his studies are supported by NIH and be has provided
the necessary information for reperting it to his institute. The non-compliance has slready been
reporied 1o OLAW by phone and that repoct will be followed by a letter as welt,

Liscussion: D Washington asked if the protocol has provision for safling older animals, Dr.
Phillips replied that she does not know but will review the protocol 10 make sure. D, Cunningham
asked the Committee o make o determination regarding the Ron-comypliance. M, Melean ssked if
the research group had a history of non-compliance. Drs. Brabb and Phillips confirmed that they do
not.

Maoton: Mr. Mel.ean moved that o letter of counsel be sent to the PI re-stating the submission and
approval policy and asking bow they will prevent a lapse in the futace. Ms, Kauffmoen seconded ihe
reaticn.

iscussion Begarding the Motiop: None

Tesearchers rt:gardmg the ﬁxplratmn of their protocol.  Dr, Phiblips explained that an initial notice is
sefl aod 4 second eorice i3 sent as a reminder if 2 renewal bas not heen submithed,

Mz, Etﬂshﬂrg asked iF the cages should be Iabeled with & “pre™ impound notice at some time-point
prior to expitation of the protocol. By, Brabbrexpiaimed that this would be difficult due to the number
al cages that wioiikd reguive this type of label. Mre, 3loshers felt that # 2 process for prevention of this
typre of sitution was oot put in place then it would continue to happen.

D, Phillips explained that while it is possible 1o run o repert 1o determine which protoiols are due to
expire, there is mot currently an expedivnt way of verifying thut the rencwal form has bean submithed,
Dr. Phtllips further. commented that theee positieng for post-approval moiitors and one program
assistait for aappost of e program -hisve Beds ipproved and will b posted very soon. Dr. Phillips

ot Dr. Brabh asked what the process was for notifying .- .

explaimed thal these individyals wilt b responisible: fmr mnmmﬁﬂg thie approval statis of the pﬂ}j{ﬁﬂ'tix" BN

of the Pls for which they i assionad,

Cieneral Eil*-it‘.‘lw‘iilﬂﬂ mﬁnwm t‘f‘EﬂtﬂlﬂE I;He: ﬂSﬂ mf tmx datahﬁw - bk ﬂrmmtﬁ iimr m apive and . o

AR CE mmmii&r ﬁﬂh{:ﬂﬂ r&gardmg EXpiration. It, Wi d&t&rmmt:r;ﬁ Eh&t A tice reg;-ar-img il



pmpaund be added 1o the final reminder sotification as well as specifically indicating thae
maingenance procedurgs such as tatling be included in the notification.  Dr. Phellips said that she
would make this change. Dr. Washington asked who puts up the impound sipns on the capes. Dr,
Phillips replied that the facilicy manger does this,

Yote on the Motion: The motion was approved vnanimously with 12 i favor. Dr. Skerrett was not
present for the vole,

JACTIC #3L80-00 “The Impact of Heaciive Glin on Nesronst Exicita
EAmbrogdo

Ere. Phillips notitied the Committee of conduct of procedures requiring 4 Significant Change without
prior IACUC approval.

Dr. Phitlips reported that Dr. 12 Ambeosio hay approval to stody treatments for brain injury. These
sticlees wse pats and reguire an injury by fluid percusgion and then implantation of epidural slectodes
for BEG monitoring.  Both proacedures require sorgery. The protoeal s approved to perform these
two procedures in separaie surgeries for young, growing rats. This is justified by the fact that the
arimals are recorded over a period of tme such thae the electrodes might £ail a3 the skyl! grows. The
interval between surgeries in o minimim of 2 weaks, Older animals are 10 have both procedurss
performed in one surgery session. The PI found that the initial surgery required for the fluid
PEICUSSION injury was sounetimes lopg encugh that it was beter for the ol 10 end the session rather
thag keep i0 onder ancsthesia for such 5 long time. In some animads, b therefore pesformed the
epidural electrode mplants in a second surgery. He judped that the rats are sufficiently recovered
trom the tirst surgery and injury to have the second surgery 3 days later, so this 15 what was doge. Dy,
D' Ambrosio is working on a Significsnt Change to seek approval for performing 2 surgeties, instbad
of 1, in his older amimols and for reducing the interval between surgeries as well. De. Phillips
reported that she had cafled OLAW and made an initial verbal repont.  She further reported that-the
work s not Funded by any federal ageney. The initial report (o OLAW will be followsd by a latter as
well,

Diseussion: My, Slosherg asked i it wis asder the Commmintes’s purview 1o determing use of data
assoginted with a non-compliance. T, Phiflips explained that it's wp to OLAW to deteiine the ise
of the data. B, Washington asked how many animsls were tsed,  Dr. Phillips rephiet] it
approximatedy 30 amimals have been used over a period of 3 months, M, Skosherg asked if the PI
would have had the for-complianee if he hid been less specific when deseribing the procedute in the
Project Review Form., That is, he wanted to know if the PI had written the protocol differently to
acdfress the 2 surgeries, would the Conumnittes bave been Jikely to approve it? Dy, Brabb apreed that
this wiould likL]},f Have been the case, bur gl serious consideration woubd have been given as
whether an inter-sirgery interval of 3 days was lang enough, Thm windd have needed veterinary
VLW,

Ms. Kaufiman asked for the PIs rational inperfooming 2 sergical procedures mstead of one. Dr
Phillips expiained fhat he hought-he was déring what was best for the rats. Dr. Brabb commented that
she was concerngd that the FLperformed & supgical procedure because he thorght that it was betrer for
the animals without nmsu{tmg with a wtﬂrm&nan N .

Ms. Kagffinun daked o ﬂm hﬂn[th :3{-‘ !:]n*a Hﬂl’mﬂh &uriﬂg L?m: 3 d&}f pﬁrmﬂ priot-ty thr:: et surgery.
D, Phillips rﬁ‘:}:‘llﬂﬂi t!'irm &m did m}t hm}w fmﬁut Ehﬁ.‘a m}ndmnn of 1h¢:= ﬁmmnls t:’»m paphainied that



mortality of sowe of the avmals is not uncommon becanse of the fuid inury. However, the
mortality of this group was acrually shghtly less than expecied.

De. Phillips commented that the PLis very compliant and just made 5 mistake,

Muotion: Dr. Kelley moved that a letter of counsel be sent to Pl indicating that he must consult with
the TACUC prior to implementing a Cheage tn procedute asd reguiving thal he meel with g
Attending Veterinarian to discuss the need for veterinary consuliation prios to implementing ohanges
for animal welfare, and to review the role of the veberinarians and how he shoukd he utilizing rhat
resoiee, Ms, Kauftinan seconded the motion.

Contiousd Disenssion: Mr. Slosberg concurred that when the Pls are considering the clinical effect on
an animal to detesmine & coutse of action they sbould not be doing so withowt veterinary input. Dr.
Washington asked if the decision was made by the T1 or by the techoician. Dr, Phillips replied that
she thought chat the decigion had been made by both,

Or, Washington recontmieaded that the Pl revise the protecol because as writlen, # states that the
youmger animals will have surgery of 2 weeks and 2 months which does pot allow for much flexibility
should the surgery date fall on a weekend or holiday.

Yote on the Motion: The motion was approved unanimously with 12 in favor, Dr. Skerrett was not
present for the vote,

Dr. Fitts veported thot during a review of & grant entitled, "Partiz} infraorhital nerve ligation gs a new
model of trigeminal meeve”, by Dr. Mei Xu, g reviewer in the UW Office of Antmal Welfare noticed
that the procedure being proposed for nse with mice i the geant was not included ig the associated
IACUC protocol (ie. #2153-08, Dr. Chavkin),  The grant mentioned that Dr, Byers had: helped
develop the procedure, but the procedure did not appear in her protocol (#2074-01) eithér, - When
questionsd shout the mission, the Pl of the two protocols esch thought that the other kad obtgited
approval from the TACTUC, and the PT of the gt sald that Dr. Chavkin had told fer that the

procedure was approved. The PIs of both protecols have written letters to the TACUC expressisig L

regret over the ineident and providing details of whal happenad.

Background: Both Jaboratories study pmn Ly, Chavkin studies the pharmacology of pain in mice,
and his protoeil is nppmw:{i for 4 varigty of pain-inducing procedures. One of these is a parial
ligaeiorny of thies seintie nerve in the Teg of the wiomse, which is fnitended o induce o phenimnenon callsd
allodynis, or "othier pain”. After the procedurs, stimult that ordinarily are not painfisl Secome prinfol,
Foe example, probing the skin of the leg with s flexible hair does not eficic-a patn response in g
normal mouse, Bud it dogs eligit a pain reaponse in & mouse with a partis? ligations oF the wiatic nerve,

Dr. Chavkin investigates various properties of the ﬂpmta systers it the study of allodyniz, However,
his protocol was not approved for o similar procedure in the region of the faee {ie., the rigeminal
nervel

Dy, Byers yiudies dental piin -6ty and mice, and: hﬂl‘ oot 1 Approved for different models of
deikud paiis -0 nvige il for % parsal Iigatmn m :i tiﬁfﬂwnf bitheh of b tigemizngl ieive, th& inferior .
alvesoiuy narvis m mﬂ ﬂmt mxf::a} . .




Pres, Clhavkin and Byers e both mentors of B, X, who serote the grant application to combing D,

Chuvkin's interest in opiates and pain with Br. Byers' interest in facial pain, This would moqiire s tew
model of facial allodynia in the mouss. To this end, Pr. Byers used two mice that were part of 3
control group of an spproved denlal prin study t0 attempt pew trigeminal masipulations when the
mice were profoundly anesthetized for perfusion af the end of the study, In one mouse she ied a
partial tigation of the inferior alveclar nerve gy she is spproved to do in rats. In the other, she

explored the anatomy and the feasibility of either & loose ligature or & paetiol figation of the

infraprbital nerve. Neither procedurs wos completed and neither mouse was allowed 5 wake O,
Howsaver, based on this exploration, they decided that they woukd vse Dr. Xu's experience with paréial
ligation of the scistic neeve on Do Chavkin's protoced directed st the infraoitat branch of the
trigeminal w0 develop 3 gew model of mrigeminal allodynia, A this point, Des, Chavkan and Byers
gach thought the ather had received approval from the TACUC, and Dr. X successfally completed
survival surgeries using |9 of Iir. Chavkin's mice, and porformed in Dr, Byers' laboratory, Dy, Xu ig
lisied on Dr. Chavkins protocol.  Data that were collected from the 19 mice were used in the
preliminary results for the grant.

Concurrent with the discovery of the non-compliance, Dr. Chavkin submitted a 3-vr renewal of his
neotceol that inchxdes all of the surgical procedures under disciassion, and that protoeol has now been
approved by the Compintes.

Anplysis: Al three investigators signed a statement on their IACUC prowcols confirming that they
wolld not inittate 3 Significant Change from the protocol without first having it agproved by the
IACUC, in wriling. They afl knew that this procedure had never been done before. Eachi thought that
another hadd veceivedl approval ooy the TACUC, But they did not conficmt that the procadure g been
approved by the ITACLC i writing hefore proceeding.

The IACUC ovcasionally distinguishes between "mino™ and "significant” changes based on a policy
catatlished by this Commities in 1999, and investigatois know that they can make minor changes 1o
procedunes without prior LACUC appravel.  For exampie, if Dr. Byers had wanted to do this new
proaceshier on her own protocol uging rats, she mdght have mnde an nrgument for this being a minorn
change because the only new feature would have been the seleclion of & different branch of the
trigerinal for ligation, The IACUC might ar might not have agreed with her. In doing & totally new
procediiee that is tkely to cause some patn to the animel; it is poor and risky judgment fe initiate the
procedore without first contacting the TACUC,  Tn actuslity, the procedure was dong by T Xy
instead of by By, Byers, in ntice instead of in rats, and on Dr. Chavkin's protocol| where the most
closely related provedure was a peitial ligation of a perve n the leg instead of in the fave,

Nevertheless, the perception that this procedure wag a "mimor” abteravion of the seiatic nerve ligaton
procedure may have contributed to the oversight in having the procedure approved before proceeding.

In thedr letters to the IACLC, Diso Chavkin and Byers bave admitted the errors, have Deen
fortheoming with details of the incident, and have each ouilined o seriey of steps that should prevent a
reectirence of a2 simitar pon-conmipliance. Di. Chavkin as consolidated all of his protocols inle one
pritocol to prevent confusion, and has appoiived & fab technician o sttend s lab mestings in onder w
ensure that everythitg that is planked duving 4 meeting 5 ineladid in the - jwotocol’ before the
investigator beging work on the project.. This téchnician controls the breediszg and- srdeting of
animats and wnderskindd whai- mvﬂﬂ;ng&mrh iiitisriel to do with. the m&amula, and-he will not-distibaote
mice axcept For sidies Mat Be lows ase sppraveid. - T Hyﬁm Isthisraeory is simalior, bit she has
walked with alt mietbers f the b about the gifficulty; ' She will: personially - double-check nH
procedursd ah%ﬂ ﬂf EImﬁ m {ardaf filasre ﬂﬁm;&lmﬁca wimh lmr mt;‘UE" ﬂ;:-pmvum. RN o



Maoting: Dr, Fitts movesd that the 1TACUC send o leter of counsed to each of the three investigators,
and that the letters should make the following points:

Eo It i3 the responsibility of each investigator to confirm that all procedures are approved before
initizting thern. A failure to do this i3 » seriows breach of IACLIC policy, gnd the elrunmstance s
aggravated by the fact that the procedure had the potentizl o inflict pain on the animal.
Fvestigators who study pain should be especially diligest about obtaining approval for srmall
changes in procedure that maght cause pain in the animal,

[ 5]

. [f the investigators thought that the procedure wig o minor change, they should have conteeled the
FACEIC for concurmence,  TACIIC reviewers can approve a nsinor change pdministestively in a few
mimates, and the Pl is then assured that the procedure is approved before proceeding.  If the
reviewers do not agree that the change is minor, it will go to the full cormmitiee for approval.
Either way, the PTis protected from charges of nor-complianes,

3 The IACUC considers i & Significant Change to a protocol to attempl a new surgicat procedure
even if the procedure i3 done a5 a4 erminal sucgery. 1t would have been possible for D, Byery o
submit a Significant Change form to allow her to sccomplish her exploratory surgery during a
terminal procedure on an animal that was being euthanized for another putpose in order io
conserve animals, 18 the IACTUC had approved such 8 change, her non-compliance would have
bueen aveided,

4. The TACUC acknowledges first that all three investigators were forthcoming with the detads of this
aon-gompliange onee it was discovered, and second that chey hove instituted measiaees it eaeb
Isboratory to correct the problems and ensure that similar non-compliances do not ocour in the
furure, The Committee thasks them for their cooperation,

¥ ]

- Future non-comptliznce by any of the investigators could be eause for more sarious action, possibly
inchuding a suspension of the privilege to do research with live vertebrate animals ab the University
of Washington,

6. A copy of the letter should be sent to zach department chair (Pharmacology, Anesthestology and
Hiclogical Sooucture),

Motion Contipueed: Mr, McLean seconded the motion.

; | i : Matign: Dr. Brabb asked if these Pls had had sther non-complinnees.  Dr,
Flmt t:xp:’mmad fhat: [:hey had not. . Washington asked how the non-compliance was discovered,
Dr. Fitts replied that the data were used in & frsie submisston. Dr. Cunningham asked i they were
aware sk they could nok use the data coblected for grant subnstssion. D, Phillips explaised that it is
not certain that they will nat be able to use the data and thit determinarion of use will be made by
NIH,

ﬂgmm P, Kelley commented that the dose for buprenorphine was listed as 4 me/ke,
which 15 too high-and should be evaluated. Dir. Fitts said that he would ask for clarification of the
intended dose.

Vore on the Motion: The motfon was approved unaninioasly with 13 in favor.

Protocol Review:



Dr. Brabb presented the following report:

Eeview Issues: Dr. Brabb had some concerns regarding the method wsed to determine the aumber of
animmlals necessary for the project and sent an email to the PEon Tuly 18, 2007, She reporsed that she
had kot received o response yet. Br. Brabt also indicated that she asked for clarification ragarding the
votume of biood to be collected and the routes of glucose delivery,

Motign:  Dr, Brabb moved that she be assigned as desimated reviewer and that Dr. Washington be
assigned as the back up reviewer W approve the protocol under the Designated Reviewer Method
once adequale responses to Do Brabb's questions hive been received.  Mr, MoLesn seconded the
modion.

Vote on the Motion: This motion was approved with 12 in favor and | abstention,

WuNPRC Neuroscience Dpdate:

L. Philling summarized the histwory of events related o non-compliances associated with neuroscience
studies in the WaNPRC. She reminded the IACLC that as part of a USDA inspection it was noted that
Pre. Fuchs had had several non-compliances. They were reported to OLAW and his NIH funding institute
(Nationsd Eve Institote - NED, as required. Dr. Phillips furthey expiaized that when NET didd not respond
o her first pmadl, & subsequent emadl was sent. A response regarding the non-compliance was not
recelved from NEI unii May 24, 2007, Notices 10 NIH regarding non-comaplianees are sent as a high
priovity email and Dr. Phillips fets them know that she is seeking puidance and she specifically asks
whether grant funds (associated with the non-comphance) can be used. Between the time thit Dr. Phillips
sente the 2 e-mails to the KEL and their reply on May 24, 2067, a public records 1equest was subinitted to
the UMW Oiffice of Poblic Records.  The request was for ol documents associated with the non-
compliances, The documents were tuened over, but did not include the May 24 reply e-mail becsuse it
had not yet been teoetved. The May 24" reply indicated that geant furds could be used to pry per diam.
The individual requesiing the docwments expected that there ghould have been & reply from NEI and she
apparcitly filed o complaint divectly with the mstituie and OLAW, On May 29, 2007 the UW received g
detailed letter frotm OLAW and NEI regarding the use of funds. This letter directed the UW o pedform .
) ndditiomal investigation of Dr. Fuchs siudies, and other non-heman primate neurpsclence studies, to
dererming whether there were other non-compliances associsted with NET goants, That investigation has
been launched and ¢linical and research records are being reviewsd from May 29, 2002 forward. The
School of Medicine will be looking nko fssues such as publicalion of data thar were eallected after
conduct of now-corpliant srgeries. Dr. Phitlips reported that the May 297 letter ssems o imply that a1
data collpetisd following a non-compliance are Hkewise non-compliant. I is unclear as o what NIE will
decikde reganding the use of data. H nothing from rhose animals ¢an be used it would imply that any
angaing atimals with ron-compliant sutgeries should be cuthanized. D, Phillips specifically asked this
question in a phone call tr OLAW and she was insteucted not o move forward with any decision in that
regard, However; siticé o decision has beest made yet charges aramst grants contifive for these animals,
Dy, Plablips further cinitmented that by is-# viery difficuit situation. Shie upderstsngs that if 2 sorgery is
aon-pothpdiant, then it i a.serious issbe, but she i conderried shisut rot alowing e use of the dita stree
this is & potential waste of an aimal's Hfs, :



Mr, Slovberg commented that the efforts required o resolve the situntion and the potential for fost data
and other ramifications should be emphasized to the Pls. Drs, Cunningham and Brabb confirrmesd that the
Pls wre aware of these (ssued,

Mation: Dr. Brabb moved oo additionzl surgical procedures be atlowed on any of the non-compliam
antmals until a response is received from NIH regarding the ability to use the data. Ms. Kauiman
seconded the motion,

Disgussion Begarding the Motipn: Dr. Ct‘ii‘lningh‘lm commaented regarding the feasibility of leiting these
animals sit on-hold while a detzrmination is Immg made by OLAW and NEIL Dr. Phillips commented

tiwt we cannot project how long itwith ke 1o receive a decision from OLAW/NEL She confizmed that o
decision cannot be made by OLAW/NEI until the resalts of the UW internal mvestigation have been
provided to them. Dr. Phithps asked the Committee to determine whether there shoubd be & hold oy
experintestal surgery for the animals that have had a non-complaimt sorgery, as indicated in the moton,
Dr, Phillips emphasized that the hald was for experimental surgery oaly, not climical surgical procedures
as reguired by g veterinarian, Mr. Stosberp asked how many airnals would be affected. Dy, Phillips
replicd that there nre 6 ongoing animafs. Ms. Kaufrosn suggested that the effected Pls be notified
regarding what constitutes an experimental surgery and wanted to koow how futre surgeries will be
monitored. Dr. Brabb confirmed that she or Dr. Kelley would review surgical requests in order w
determing clinical pecessity, Dr. Washington ssked abowt the collpetion of othgr non-surgical datn. D
Brabh explained that sergical procedures sre more invasive. that other things such s blood collection,
chairing, data collection, otc. should continse., Dr. Brabb further explrined that she felt that the monkeys
benefid from the interaction and the treats that are given duriog the recording sessions, Dro Kelley
cepnmented that these anitnals are highly adapted to costuct and o suddenly remove the contact wonld be
siressful to the animals. Dr. Phillips commented that she and Dr, Brabb met with the Pis and they are
aware that it is possible that data collected From non-compliant amimabs may not be usable,

Revision of Motion: The Comunittes requested that the previous motion include the reguirement that
proposed surgical requests for meuroscience anitmals be reviewed by Dr. Brabbk, Dy Kelley or Dr.
Wiashington,

Yote on the Motion: This motion was approved with 11 n favor, | opposed and | abstention.

Standard Precedures and Devices Used in Neurgscience Studies

Dir. Washington presented & summary of the gse of newroseignog equipment 0 the Commitive s0 that the
members would have o better understanding of the procedures involved, when they are reviewing the
history of the neuroscience sninats,

D¢ Brabb explzined that the TACUC has been reviewing surgical records for the Iast few months. When
the ';urgiﬂai sertraries were requestad from the WaNPRC they provided them hased. on procedures
mectormed in the main suigical suite. The st did st lﬂﬂlu-:;'lﬁs mipyr surgieal procedores corducted
outside of the main operfating room, Al 4 result, the TACUC did niot vaview the complese suegical history
for some of the animals and s thedr surgicyd Nisteries are being re-reviewed. In addition, thete are 4 few
animals fer which Significane Chanpes for pdditional surgery have been submyitted, Al of these were
reviewsd 48 follows,

i of ¥isual Perception 3 Howard
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B, Phitlips presented the following surgicad sumoary reports for iwo Bignificant Change reguests 1o
this protocol.

) Animet #A00139
D, Phillips summuarized that there were 2 clinical procedures that were not inciuded on the original
bist reviewed by the JACUC, The Pl is also seeking approval for an additionad repair,

Maotion: Dr, Brabb moved to approve the Sigasficant Change request, D, Fitts seconded the mation.

Discussion Regarding the Motion: Dr. Washington confinmed that the surgeries are spaced out
appraprintely. Dr. Batterson ssked if the PI was proposing to perform all the procedures in a single
surgery, including the craniotorty, because some of the protocols indicate that mulbtiple surgeries are
required for these procedures. Drs, Phitlips and Brabb clarified the reasons for which they would
elect te perform one surgery. Dre. Cunvingham asked about the health of the animal since the last
surgery on May 23, 20007, Dr. Kelley replied that the animal was assessed and determined o be in
pood bealth,

Vore on the Motion: The motion was approved unisinousky with 13 in favor.

21 Animal #A03074

B, Phallips summarized the Significant Change request for the Commirtee.  Dr, Philtips noted that
the anmal s scheduled to have the l2ft eve coil removed and re-lmplanted.  The PI is therefore
seeking approval o perform an additional repair in the future since the planned {2f eyve cobf surgery is
his previously approved repair,

Motion: Dr. Phillips moved to approve the snimal for an additional repair or clinical surgery if it is
required. Dr. Brabb seconded the motion.

Note on the Motion: The motion was approved unanimously with |3 in favor,

IACLIE #2896-01, 1) Neuny Codimg Vision 23 Newral Mechagism of Yisual Perception 33 Howard
Hughes Medicad Institnie™ .- Dy, Shadlen

Dr. Phillips presented the surgical summary reports to the TACUC for the following snimals whiose
previously presented summaries were incomplers,

I} Animel #AD1141

Motion: Dr. Brabb moved to re-approve the soimal for an pdditional repair or clindesd surgery if It is
required. Tir. Washington seconded the motion,

Youe on the Motion: This nvetion was approved 12 in favor and | opposed,
21 Animal #A95088

Meotissy: Dr, Brabb tnoved 0 re-approve the anims! for as adeitions] repair or clinical surgery i it is
recuired, Ms, Kadffman séeonded the mﬂimﬁ

Rizcuasionaf; m Mﬂg T, f:*unmrig;lmm nak&d ﬁbum the&- mmam wt;:ﬂ:u-@ of. i amiﬁﬁ-l iy, Eﬂiit’;}'
explained tat the: E‘I‘Illﬂﬁi hm‘l - ph}.mcat ek did: fotiine” TH tﬁ;‘-‘.—t fnFuly and other thay Yeing



overweight the animal s in good health, Dr. Brabb explained that because of the brpe of procedure
that s being done he thinks that the P will be able to gather sufficient data using a less invasive
method bor trar.king gye movement. Dr. Brabb further clarified that he does not intend o patform
additional surgmmi 10 melant eye coils in this animal. Dr, Phillips @:r:pfmimd that the PFy veszarch
does et require the precise measurement of eye movemants that bs required in other studies utilizhig

the eye coil. She further conumented that it is not clear that this method will work for this study aad
aven i sugcessfd, that this method misy not work for other studies (becgude they teguire mons precise

measurertens), L. Cunningham clarified that the motion would be revised toindicate that the repair
is only for chamber and lugs and not eye coils. Dr. Kelley confirmed that there have been no
srobiems with this animal’s platform for many years,

Revised Motion: Pr. Brabb moved to re-approve the animal for an additional repair of chamber or
Fugs (bt sol eye coils), or clinieal surgery iF it b8 required. Ms, KaufTman seconded the motion

Mote on the Motion: The motion wag approved with 17 in faver and 2 opposed.
3 Animal #A95089

Motion: Dr. Brabb moved to re-approve the animal for an additicnal epair or clinical surpery i 181y
required. I, Fitts seconded the motion,

Piscussion of the Motion: Dr. Kelley confirmed that no surgical procedures have been performed on
this animal For the last several years, He Further commerted that this animsal bad a physical @xam and
routing TH testing in July and is considergd ta be in good health,

Yore on the Motion: The motion was approved unanimously with 13 in faver,

4y Anmimal #AQQTOOHE

Muotion: Dr. Washington moved to re-approve the animal for an sdditional vepaic or chinical surgery
i it 15 required. B, Brabh seconded the motion,

Driseussion of the Motion: Dr. Gunderson commented that the elisien] record indivated that the {;iﬁt}ﬁl; 2 -
i biind o one eye. D Brabb explained that the 1 thought that during the placement of s gvecoll -
some time ago tiere was an accidental tear in the sclera resulting in & lods of vitreous Ploid which hay

have caused refinad detactiment tesulting in blindness, Dr. Kelley commented that the animal hiad a
physical exam and routine TH testing m July and s in adequate body condition. [ts blood vajues ave
within acrmal Hmits and hydration {5 adeguste,

Vivte on the Motion: The motion was approved unanimousty with 13 in favor,
L&FUF‘ #4146-01 "Eiectrical Shanulation for the Yostibubse Neeve - Dy, 1, Phillips

Br. Phitkips presented the surgical summary reparts Tor two Significant Change requests to TACUC
#5146.01

17 Animal #405033

This wriieisl Was assigred to the project in 2001, The avimal has had one experimental surgery O - .' -
Tanesaiey F8, B0 e place s ey coil B thé Bl ove and implaiit o Fromt - Bead . post. A

Significint Chmtgﬁ % redquested torémove they lef ﬂ}-&a -:ml for wf:mfmar}r hedlth comiderstions
wnd CoBCHRTERE p‘inﬂ&manl of w right E}Fﬂ il



Maotion: Dr. Phitlips moved (o approve an additiona! repair or clinical surgery after the surgery
that 15 airesdy schedwled. Mr. Tarabochin seconded the motion.

[scussion of the Meotion: Dr. Washington asked if the Committee shoald require thas the animal
have a vetwerinary exam priot to surgery. Dr. Phillips agreed to add contingent on veteringey exan:.
t the motion.

Ms. Kautfman asked what would happen if there was an emergent situation that required clinical
surgedy. Dr. Phillips clarified that in the event of a clinical emergency TACUC approval is not
raguited,

Revised Motion: Dr. Phitlips moved to approve an addittonal repair or clinigal surgery after the
gerpery that 1% almeady scheduled, continent on & veterinary exar prior o the next repair, My,
Tarabochia seconded the motios,

Youe on the Motign: The motion was approved with 12 o faver and | abstention,

2 Animad #ADGO |
This animat has bad 2 surgeries; one experimental surgery on 2A5707 for an eve codt and lugs and
A repair surgety ot 41707 1o remove the left eye coil and implant & right eye coil, The
Signiticant Change request 15 for an additional repair or clinicat surgery if required.

Motige: Dr. Phillips moved tw approve the animal for an additional repair or clinionl surgery if it
is reguired. Mz, Kauffman seconded the motion,

Yote onthe Motign: The motion was approved with 12 in favor and | abstention,

@ TACLIC #3275-0) “Visual Object Perveption and Learning in Extras
Dr. Phiflips presented the surgical sammary repoms for the mlfnwmg amm&‘tf;

L) Animai #A00) 26

Motion: Dr, Brobb moved to re-approve the animal for an additional repair or clinizal surgery if i is
repuired. My, Kaeffman seconded the motion.

Discussion of the Motion: [y, Kelley commented t#as the animal had a physteal exam and routine TB
testing in Jidy amd afl [ah reports were within povaal limits with the exceprion of o decreased afbumin
level, The level was not & value that was consideréd dangerously tow amd the aninal hag been plaged
ot a protein supplement and will be re-testd.

Yoz on the Moion: The motion was approvidd onsnimonsly with 12 i favor, My, MoLean was not
present for the vote.

2y Animaf #A00127

Muoton: ki, Brabb moved to re-approve the animal for an’ adﬁﬂmna‘l FEpRr o giinmai surger;r if it is
pguired, v, Fite seoonded the motio, - . _ U



Liseyssion of the Motion: Dy, Hatterson asked why o liver bippsy had been performed on the animal.
L. Keliey explained that during a rouiine physical exam it was noted that this animal had anenlarged
liver, A biopsy was performed in order o determine why tie liver was enlarged and the resulis
indicated lymphatic amyloidosis, indicating amyloid in the liver, Amyloidosis does not gegerally
cawse any clinical problems. The main ssue with this condition is that the liver may beooniz so
enlarged that it might inlerfere with other fonctions, Dr, Kelley further commented that during ths
fuby exam the clinical pathalogy alsa showed leukosytoziz with a profound left shift indicating an-
underlying bacterial infection. The animal was placed on antiriotios and canpat have sargery witki
the ¢ose is resolved,

Mote on the Motion: The motion was approved with 1) in favor, 1 opposed and { abstention, M.
Molean was not prasent for the vote,

The review of the remaining animals was tabled until the nest meeting,
The meeting was brought o close at 5:18pm.

The floor was opened to public comment,



