
Minutes* 
 

Senate Research Committee 
Monday, March 8, 2010 

2:15 - 4:00 
238A Morrill Hall 

 
 
Present: Melissa Anderson (chair), Mustafa al'Absi, Linda Bearinger, Arlene Carney, Margaret 

Catambay, Paula Chesley, Leslie Delserone, Genevieve Escure, Seung-Ho Joo, Nikhil 
Kundargi, Frances Lawrenz, Toni Leeth, Jason Neff, Federico Ponce de Leon, John 
Sullivan, Thomas Vaughan, Karen Williams 

 
Absent: Paul Cleary, Jerry Cohen, Demoz Gebre, Maria Gini, Tom Hays, Tucker LeBien, Jennifer 

Linde, Timothy Mulcahy, Lynn Zentner 
 
Guests:  Professor Julie Jacko, Dr. Layne Johnson; Channing Riggs (Federal Relations); Dr. 

Michele Chin-Purcell, Carol Foth (Office of the Vice President for Research) 
 
Other: Associate Vice President Pamela Webb 
 
[In these minutes:  (1) committee business; (2) Cyberinformatics; (3) report from federal relations; (4) 
update on requirement for instruction in the responsible conduct of research] 
 
 
1. Committee Business 
 
 Professor Anderson convened the meeting at 2:15 and brought up three small items of business. 
 
--  She thanked Professor Bearinger for chairing the last meeting when she was out of town. 
 
--  She asked Committee members to sign up for lunch with her. 
 
--  She inquired if it would be useful to invite a panel of researchers heavily dependent on federal research 
funds to discuss what they see coming with the probably budget problems and constricted funding.  
Professor Vaughan observed that a number of such individuals serve on this Committee.  Mr. Kundargi 
suggested inviting researchers from departments not represented on the Committee; Professor Escure 
suggested including individuals with funding from the National Endowment for the Humanities. 
 
2. Cyberinformatics 
 
 Professor Anderson now welcomed Professor Julie Jacko to discuss informatics, a topic in which 
a number of Committee members have expressed an interest.   
 
 Professor Jacko began by noting that she is a professor in the School of Nursing, a professor in 
the School of Public Health, and leads the Institute for Health Informatics (IHI), an institute of the 
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Academic Health Center.  She introduced Dr. Layne Johnson, Faculty Fellow in the Institute for Health 
Informatics, jointly appointed in the IHI and the Health Sciences Library. 
 
 Professor Jacko distributed a handout to focus the discussion titled, “Overview of Informatics 
Advances at the UMN.”  She began by explaining the four foci of the Institute for Health Informatics 
(http://www.ihi.umn.edu/):  education (i.e., MHI, MS/PhD graduate training in health informatics), 
infrastructure (e.g., supporting the research lifecycle with tools and technologies), research and 
development (e.g., ontology, decision support, quality measurement, online education, social media, 
human-computer interaction, and simulation), and community engagement (e.g., collaboration and bi-
directional knowledge exchange and technology transfer).  She also referred to the informatics advances 
being achieved by the Clinical Translational Science Institute (CTSI,  http://www.ctsi.umn.edu/), under 
the leadership of key IHI Faculty Fellows including Professors Julie Jacko, Chris Chute (Mayo), Jim 
Fricton, and Dr. Layne Johnson. 
 

She explained that the CTSI seeks to improve the health of Minnesotans through clinical 
translational science research—moving scientific breakthroughs into practice—from the bench to the 
patient's bedside. CTSI’s Clinical Translational Research Services (CTRS) provide a single point of 
access to support successful clinical and translational research, including investigator-initiated and 
industry-sponsored studies. Resources include initial consultations, comprehensive research support staff, 
clinical research facilities, biomedical informatics tools and services, biostatistics services, budgeting and 
billing, and regulatory knowledge and support.  Professor Jacko highlighted several key informatics tools 
and technologies that are being developed to support the informatics infrastructure of CTSI, including a 
richly-designed, multi-dimensional web portal that enables investigators one-stop, immediate access to all 
services available through CTRS.  
 
 Professor Jacko described a number of other informatics tools and technologies that are expected 
to be of great value to researchers, including Harvard SHRINE, Harvard Catalyst Profiles, a biological 
specimen registry and repository implementation tool, a protocol tracking and application handling 
system, a clinical research unit scheduling system, a business management system, and a subject 
recruitment tool. One thing investigators have a clear need for is data storage, Professor Jacko 
commented, and that too, is on the CTSI informatics agenda.   
 
 Professor Anderson said that this appears to be a huge endeavor with a steep learning curve for 
users; how do they learn to use the systems that are being developed?  Professor Jacko responded that a 
prerequisite for implementation and deployment of all the informatics tools under development is ease of 
use for the people who will be using it on a daily basis. The tools are being built utilizing principles of 
user-centered design and users are being involved in all aspects of development so that they have input 
into design features and functionality.  
 
 Professor al'Absi asked if there will be any costs to projects to use the services.  Will there be 
fees?  Professor Jacko responded that CTSI provides initial consultations free of charge for investigator-
initiated and industry-sponsored studies. To initiate a free consultation investigators can call (612) 625-
CTSI (2874) or email CTSI at ctsi@umn.edu.  Support that extends beyond initial consultation will be 
provided on a fee-for-service basis. 
 
 Ms. Williams said that Professor Jacko and her colleagues are way ahead of the rest of the 
campus in thinking about these tools; she inquired if they are working with the Research 
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Cyberinfrastructure Alliance (RCA, http://sspu-test.oit.umn.edu/rca/).  Professor Jacko noted that Dr. 
Johnson sits on the RCA, which enables cross-pollination. 
 
 Professor Bearinger reported that the School of Nursing had recently sponsored a guest seminar 
about data systems, and one capability was e-folio (something that Vice Provost Carney has been working 
on).  How is that related to the informatics efforts already underway?  Professor Jacko responded that e-
folio is being employed as part of the Educational Function of the CTSI, and will be integrated with 
informatics tools and technologies being developed and implemented for CTSI.  She said that the 
intention is create integrated, interoperable systems, as opposed to data/systems silos, within the limits of 
privacy required for clinical data.  Dr. Johnson indicated that he has been monitoring the developments 
taking place with Dr. Carney’s UDATA project.  He has specifically focused on the compatibility of 
Digital Measures and the Harvard Catalyst Profiles Research Network expertise system being 
implemented for the CTSI. 
 
 For whom does the web portal exist, Professor Anderson asked?  Professor Jacko noted that her 
presentation and comments focused on the utility of the informatics tools for clinical translational 
researchers, but added that many of the tools can serve as demonstration projects for other groups around 
campus, and many of them would have great uses for the CTSI tools.  They are not restricted to the 
Academic Health Center; anyone at the University can make use of them.    
 

Dean Ponce de Leon commented that there is also translational work with lab animals, plants, and 
seeds; what is on her mind in those areas once they have proven the system works well for research 
involving human trials?  Professor Jacko said that she and Professor Chute are forming a governance 
council that will have representation from the UMN and its community partners.  It is expected that 
members of the governance council will help shape future uses of the systems.  

 
For whom do these informatics tools exist?  Professor Anderson asked.  Professor Jacko 

responded that they will benefit University researchers, as well as CTSI’s community partners.  
 
Mr. Kundargi asked if funding would enable CTSI to be more self-sufficient in the future.  

Professor Jacko responded affirmatively.  How much will the scope and intent have to shift because of the 
current financial situation, Professor Bearinger asked?  Professor Jacko responded that CTSI and the IHI 
were not immune from budgetary reductions. However, informatics initiatives remain on course. 

 
Professor Anderson thanked Professor Jacko for joining the meeting. 
 

3. Report from Federal Relations 
 
 Professor Anderson next welcomed Director of Federal Relations Channing Riggs to the meeting 
to provide an update on events in Washington that affect research. 
 
 Ms. Riggs began by reporting that she works closely with the state-relations staff.  While most 
state budgets must be balanced, she observed, the federal government is able to run a deficit.  She 
suggested thinking of the federal government as having a credit card—and they’ve been using it.  She said 
she would never have imagined an NIH budget as large as it is, especially with the addition of $10M of 
stimulus funds, but the funds are running out and at some point the increases will stop.  
 



Senate Research Committee 
Monday, March 8, 2010 
 
 

4

 Under a Republican administration, there were many proposed cuts to programs higher education 
cares about, such as student aid and research funding. Under a Democratic Congress and President, 
universities should be happy with the proposed budget because it funds research across the board and 
acknowledges the role that universities play in driving economic growth and innovation. That is reflected 
in the $32 billion for NIH. Higher education has said it would support the President's budget. Ms. Riggs 
reported on the funding situation for a number of agencies.  
 
 One could say it will be a great year, but now Congress must decide and the question is who wins 
at the end of the day.  Education, Labor, and Health and Human Services are all in one bucket, and while 
they like the NIH budget, Pell grants are in trouble ($30 billion in the hole) and it is not clear how they 
will be funded.  Take the money from NIH?  It would not be popular to cut Pell grants now. 
 
 It is an interesting time to be in Washington, Ms. Riggs said.  They are told they "will get to that" 
after the health-care debate—whatever "that" is.  Right now nothing else is getting done.   
 
 What is the best timing if one wanted language in the appropriations bill, Professor Bearinger 
asked?  Ideally, Congress would pass a budget by October 1, although it has not done so in 20 years.  
Hearings have started and they are bringing in the Secretaries and the agency heads.  It all depends on 
when hearings occur.   
 
 What about the National Endowment for the Humanities, Professor Escure asked?  It is never 
funded as robustly as science, Ms. Riggs said, and the University has not has as many grants on the 
humanities side.  NEH may be cut from $140 to $132 million.   
 
 Professor Vaughan asked Ms. Riggs for her forecast for five years from now and how the 
University should prepare.  The overall picture at the federal level is to carefully look at all programs and 
make some hard decisions about what should/should not be funded.  The University is going through a 
similar process.  The higher education community asks a lot of the federal government—student financial 
aid and research funding in particular—and it should be preparing for these accounts to be at level 
funding, or even cut, in the years ahead. 
 
 Professor Bearinger asked Ms. Riggs how her office works, if it has an advisory group, and the 
number of staff in it. The two main issues they are dealing with are student financial aid and research 
funding, Ms. Riggs said; her job is to make sure the state's Congressional delegation understands why 
they are important to the University. There are two people who work in federal relations; they report to 
Associate Vice President Donna Peterson, who is responsible for state relations.  She has been spending a 
lot of time on light-rail transit, working with members of the Minnesota delegation.  President Bruininks 
and Vice President O'Brien have made trips to Washington to indicate the University's support for light 
rail—but not at the expense of research. 
 
 The funding for USDA-AFRI is under discussion, which means that institutions could lose 
formula funding, Dean Ponce de Leon observed.  The University can compete for funds but there has 
been no talk of a transition.  The Hatch Act formula funds are largely invested in salaries; if Hatch Funds 
are eliminated any day, what is the University to do to cover those salaries? There is not enough time to 
start competing for funds.  Besides, since USDA-AFRI only pays summer salaries and 25% indirect costs, 
it will be impossible to generate an equivalent amount to the Hatch allocation.  There are millions of 
dollars involved in this initiative.  Ms. Riggs said she has heard before that the University will do fine in 
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competition for funds but that there is need for a transition; then the question will be what to do about 
less-competitive institutions.  There will not be both competitive and institutional-formula funds.  This 
needs to be done as a package, Dean Ponce de Leon said.  The land-grant community is too diverse, Ms. 
Riggs said. The danger, Ms. Riggs said, is that the university community is perceived as wanting-it-all—
robust competitive funding and formula funds. 
 
 Professor Anderson thanked Ms. Riggs for her report. 

 
4. Update on Requirement for Instruction in the Responsible Conduct of Research 
 
 Professor Anderson now welcomed Dr. Michelle Chin-Purcell to discuss the new NIH 
responsible-conduct-of-research regulations for training grants and other programs that have a training 
component.   
 
 Dr. Chin-Purcell provided a handout and noted that there have always been such requirements for 
training grants (http://grants.nih.gov/grants/guide/notice-files/NOT-OD-10-019.html).  This is not new, 
she said, but it provides more definition.  The updated guidelines are in effect in January, 2010, for new 
proposals, and continuations will be covered next year. 
 
 Does the University's current RCR program meet the requirements, Ms. Leeth asked?  It does for 
faculty and postdocs, Dr. Chin-Purcell said, but it needs to be examined to determine if it meets the 
requirements for undergraduates.  Ms. Foth said the new regulations are emphatic that the level of training 
should be tied to education and career stage.   
 
 Professor Anderson cited some of the language:  "Faculty Participation: Training faculty and 
sponsors/mentors are highly encouraged to contribute both to formal and informal instruction in 
responsible conduct of research.  Informal instruction occurs in the course of laboratory interactions and 
in other informal situations throughout the year. Training faculty may contribute to formal instruction in 
responsible conduct of research as discussion leaders, speakers, lecturers, and/or course directors.  
Rotation of training faculty as course directors, instructors, and/or discussion leaders may be a useful way 
to achieve the ideal of full faculty participation in formal responsible conduct of research courses over a 
period of time."  This can interpreted to mean that NIH does not believe online training is enough and 
wants personal contact, and is seen as a signal to NSF (which allows online training) to take a stronger 
stance.  It is likely that more training will be required and the requirements will be stiffer.  Most programs 
do not have formal or faculty-to-faculty instruction, Professor Bearinger said, and it would be of value to 
have resources for it across the University.  Dr. Chin-Purcell said they have developed a list of courses 
offered that meet the requirements, and the regulations are making them take a look because this is 
something that will continue to come up.  Agencies seem to be competing in imposing requirements. 
 
 Professor Anderson thanked Dr. Chin-Purcell for her report, and adjourned the meeting at 3:45. 
  
      -- Gary Engstrand 
 
University of Minnesota 


