
COMMITTEE ON RESEARCH
Sally J. Marshall, PhD – Chair

Minutes
December 7, 2004
9:00 a.m. – 10:00 p.m.

Present:  S. Marshall, J. Kurhanewicz, W. Max, D. Albertson, B. Aouizerat, C. Barton, C. Broaddus, K.
Chesla. K. Covinsky, K. Delucchi, S. El-Ibiary, S. Habelitz, J. Huang, W. Li, P. Ling, C.
McCulloch, E. Murphy, R. Oka, K. Phillips, M. Springer, K. Yang  

Absent:   J. Koehler, E. Small, J. Wiener-Kronish

The Committee on Research convened at 9:08 a.m. on Tuesday, December 7, 2004,  in Room S30. A quorum
was present.

Chair’s Report

Chair Marshall informed the Committee that she is currently serving on the UCSF Compliance Steering
Committee chaired by Associate Vice-Chancellor Ara Tahmassian. The Steering Committee has agreed to
forward any formal recommendations involving faculty to the Committee on Research for comment before
finalization.

Approval of Minutes

The minutes of the meeting of October 29, 2004 were approved with no changes.

UCORP Report

Wendy Max, PhD presented the following information to the Committee:

MRU Reviews:  The 15 year Multi-campus Research Units (MRUs) being reviewed by UCORP this year
include the California Sea Grant, California Space Institute, Institute of Transportation Studies, and the
Institute of Geophysics and Planetary Physics.

Export Control Regulations:  Federal restrictions exist regarding the export of items and knowledge that
fall under:

•  Export Administration Regulations (EAR) – primarily dual use research with both military and
civilian uses;

•  International Traffic in Arms Regulations (ITAR) – any munitions related items, includes all
satellite-based research;

•  Treasury Dept Restrictions – limits exports to specifically designated countries



These restrictions are of considerable importance to UC faculty: individuals may be liable to fines or
imprisonment for violating these export restriction laws and guidelines. Furthermore, exporting may
include sharing export controlled products/information with a foreign student in the US.  This knowledge
should be widely disseminated among UC faculty. (W. Max will provide more detailed information to the
Committee shortly).

UCORP Report: Problematic Restrictive Clauses in Contracts, Grants and Gifts for Research
W. Max presented and distributed the following overview of issues related to the ongoing Senate review of
the Academic Council Resolution on Restrictions in Research Funding Sources. The Committee discussed
this issue further as a separate item (below):

•  The Academic Council asked UCORP to consider the issue of strings, both internal and external, that are imposed on
research and whether existing university policies are adequate to address them

•  UCORP spent approximately one and a half years reviewing this issue, seeking input from campus committees on
research, the University Office of the President, and other faculty and administrators.  A final report and a separate
resolution were submitted to the Academic Council in Spring, 2004

•  The Academic Council, at its July meeting, approved the report and adopted the resolution.  They chose not to seek
further input from the divisional Senates

•  Academic Council Chair George Blumenthal received a letter of complaint that the process by which this occurred had
not been proper.  Specifically the letter charged that UCORP did not seek faculty input during their deliberations.
Based on these concerns about process, Chair Blumenthal agreed to ask the Academic Council whether or not they
wished to reconsider their decision

•  The Academic Council unanimously agreed to send the resolution to the Academic Senate committees and the divisions
for further review.  Notably, they did not choose to send the report for any further consideration.

•  GB crafted a cover letter which presented the pros and cons of the resolution.
•  UCPB wrote a letter to GB requesting that the report be sent back to UCORP for further consideration.  This request

was made after the Academic Council had decided to request further input on the resolution only.
•  UCAF reviewed this matter at their fall meeting and sent a letter to UCORP unanimously in favor of the UCORP

resolution and report.  They cited, among other things, the statement from the AAUP (American Assoc of University
Professors) on “Academic Freedom and Rejection of Research Funds from Tobacco Corporations” which basically
states that bans of funding from specific sources due to their views and behavior is a violation of academic freedom.
They cite the slippery slope argument  that “a university which starts down this path will find it difficult to resist
demands that research bans should be imposed on other funding agencies that are seen as reckless or supportive of
repellent programs”.

•  UCORP, in its many discussions of the aftermath of the report and resolution, maintains that the process followed was
entirely appropriate and included wide input from faculty and administrators.

•  The process:  committees and divisions have been asked to review the resolution and respond back to the Academic
Council in early winter.  The deadline is early so that there is time to have the Academic Council consider it if need be.

Restrictions on Research Funding

In a communication dated November 15, 2004 (Attachment 1) George Blumenthal, Chair of the Academic
Council, requested that each division of the Academic Senate review and provide comments on the
Academic Council Resolution on Research Funding Sources (Attachment 2). UCSF Academic Senate Chair
Leonard Zegans has requested that the Committee on Research identify a member to participate in, and
serve as chair of, a specially created Task Force consisting of members from the committees on Research,
Academic Planning and Budget, Academic Freedom, and each of the four Faculty Councils. The charge of
the Task Force will be to review the report and recommendations of UCORP related to Restrictions on
Research Funding Sources and assess the impact on the UCSF campus and faculty. Following discussion
among Committee members, Kit Chesla was selected to serve as chair of this task force.

Grant Application Procedures



Senate Analyst Elizabeth Langdon-Gray provided the Committee with an overview of the need for increased
clarity and consistency within current Academic Senate Individual Investigator and Shared Equipment grant
application procedures. The Committee agreed to form a task force which will review existing grant
guidelines and make recommendations for improvement. Committee Vice-Chair John Kurhanewicz agreed
to chair this task force. Committee members B. Aouizerat, C. Broaddus, S. Habelitz, R. Oka, M. Springer,
and K.Yang will serve on the task force.

E. Langdon-Gray further requested that a similar task force be formed to examine ways in which grant
applications may be facilitated by the use of online application submission. The Committee agreed to form
such a task force which will be chaired by Chuck McCulloch. C. Barton, K. Delucchi and K. Phillips
volunteered to participate in this task force.

E. Langdon-Gray informed the Committee that problems persist regarding the Academic Senate’s ability to
adequately monitor expenditures by faculty in receipt of Academic Senate funding. Specifically, there is no
mechanism in place to prevent a principal investigator from overspending his or her Senate funds. The
Committee agreed to consider this at a future meeting. Prior to further discussion Senate staff will work with
campus grants administrators to explore ways in which to more closely monitor and control grant
expenditure.

Travel Grants

The Academic Senate Travel Grant Program was indefinitely suspended due to budget reductions in 2003-
2004. Following extensive discussion, the Committee agreed to recommend that the program be reinstated
using up to $20,000 from funds currently allocated to Individual Investigator and Shared Equipment awards.
The Committee will further recommend that the maximum amount available for each travel grant be $500
(less than the $750 previously available). Senate staff will prepare a motion to reflect these
recommendations for review and approval at the January 20, 2005 meeting of the Committee.

Old Business

None.

New Business

Committee member Edward Murphy indicated that there currently exists a backlog of research affiliation
agreements at UCSF. He requested that this issue be placed on the agenda of a future meeting of the
Committee for discussion.

Chair Marshall informed the Committee that the recently created National Institutes of Health (NIH)
Director’s Pioneer awards (http://nihroadmap.nih.gov/highrisk/initiatives/pioneer/) were presented only to
men. No woman received one of these prestigious awards. The Chair of the Chancellor’s Committee on the
Status of Women suggested to Chair Marshall that the Committee on Research send a communication to
NIH expressing it’s hope that womenw ill be in receipt of these awards in future years. The Committee will
discuss this request at its next meeting.

The meeting adjourned at 9:54 a.m..

http://nihroadmap.nih.gov/highrisk/initiatives/pioneer/


Prepared by:
Elizabeth Langdon-Gray
Senior Senate Analyst
Elangdon-gray@senate.ucsf.edu
(415) 476-1307

Member Name 09/24/04 10/29/04 12/07/04 01/20/05 03/03/05 06/14/05
Sally Marshall Present Present Present
John Kurhanewicz Present Present Present
Wendy Max Present Excused Present
Donna Albertson Present Excused Present
Bradley Aouizerat Present Excused Present
Christopher Barton Present Present Present
Sigurd Berven Excused Excused Present
Courtney Broaddus Present Present Present
Kit Chesla Present Present Present
Ken Covinsky Excused Present Excused
Kevin Delucchi Present Excused Present
Shareen El-Ibiary Present Present Present
Stephan Habelitz Excused Present Present
John Huang Excused Present Present
Jane Koehler Present Present Excused
Wu Li Present Present Present
Pam Ling Present Present Present
Robert Lustig Present - - - - -
Chuck McCulloch Present Present Present
Edward Murphy Present Present Present
Roberta Oka Present Present Present
Kathryn Phillips Present Excused Present
Eric Small Excused Present Excused
Jeanine Wiener-Kronish Excused Present Excused
Kathy Yang Present Present Present
Matt Springer Present Present Present


