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	Committee:
	Southern Health and Disability Ethics Committee

	Meeting date:
	14 July 2026

	Zoom details:
	812 7953 3520
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	[bookmark: _Hlk118889729]Member Name  
	Member Category  
	Appointed  
	Term Expires  
	Apologies?  

	Professor Edwina Pio ONZM
	Lay (Chair)
	08/09/2025 
	07/09/2030 
	Present 

	Dr Tristan Sames
	Non-lay 
	09/06/2025
	08/06/2028
	Apology

	A/Prof Nicola Swain
	Non-lay Intervention/Observational studies)
	22/12/2021
	08/06/2030
	Apology

	Dr Lyn Murphy
	Lay 
	15/09/2025 
	14/09/2029 
	Present

	Ms Neta Tomokino
	Lay (Consumer/Community perspectives)
	15/09/2025 
	14/09/2029 
	Present

	Dr Maree Kirk
	Lay (Consumer/Community perspectives)
	03/07/2023
	02/07/2026
	Present

	Dr Geoff Noller
	Non-Lay
	03/03/2025
	02/03/2029
	Present

	Dr Matthew Moore
	Non-Lay
	09/06/2025
	08/06/2028
	Present

	Dr Alison Gordon
	Lay
	15/09/2025 
	14/09/2028
	Present

	Dr Nicolina Newcombe
	Lay
	15/09/2025 
	14/09/2028 
	Present



Welcome
 
The Chair opened the meeting at 10:00am and welcomed Committee members, noting that apologies had been received from Dr Tristan Sames and Associate Professor Nicola Swain. 

The Chair noted that it was necessary to co-opt members of other HDECs in accordance with the Standard Operating Procedures. Dr Sharon Kletchko confirmed her eligibility and was co-opted by the Chair as a member of the Committee for the duration of the meeting.

The Chair invited a Committee Member to give the opening karakia.

The Chair noted that the meeting was quorate. 

The Committee noted and agreed the agenda for the meeting.

Confirmation of previous minutes

The minutes of the meeting of 09th June 2026 were confirmed.








New applications 


	[bookmark: _Hlk225177093]1  
	Ethics ref:  
	2026 FULL 25600

	 
	Title: 
	Empirical Meropenem versus Piperacillin/Tazobactam for Adult Patients with Sepsis (EMPRESS) trial

	 
	Principal Investigator: 
	Professor Paul Young

	 
	Sponsor: 
	N/A

	 
	Clock Start Date: 
	02 July 2026



Professor Paul Young was present via videoconference for discussion of this application.

Potential conflicts of interest

The Chair asked members to declare any potential conflicts of interest related to this application.

No potential conflicts of interest related to this application were declared by any member.

Dr Matthew Moore declared a potential conflict of interest due to an acquaintance with Professor Paul Young. The Committee considered the nature of the relationship and determined that it did not constitute a material conflict. Dr Matthew Moore remained present for the discussion and decision-making.

Summary of resolved ethical issues 

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and addressed by the Researcher are as follows.

1. The Committee sought clarification on whether the study would be conducted at a single site within New Zealand. The Researcher advised that the current intention is to undertake the study at a single site; however, should additional funding become available, there is potential for the study to be expanded to include multiple sites.
2. The Committee sought confirmation that both study drugs are considered standard of care in New Zealand. The Researcher advised that both drugs are standard of care in New Zealand and that whether a patient gets one or the other is related to regional clinical practice not to patient factors. 
3. The Committee sought clarification on which consent pathway was expected to apply to most participants. The Researcher advised that relatively few participants were expected to be able to provide prior informed consent. The Committee therefore noted that most participants would likely be enrolled under a best interest’s determination. 
4. The Committee discussed the Researcher’s justification for enrolment under a best interest’s determination, noting that the argument appeared stronger for participants enrolled later in the study, who would benefit from knowledge generated by earlier participants, than for those enrolled at the outset of the trial. The Researcher explained that the commencement of the study in New Zealand had been deliberately deferred until after the first interim analysis, meaning that response-adaptive randomisation would use accrued international data to increase the chance of allocation to the treatment associated with the lowest observed risk of death. The Committee were satisfied with this explanation. 
5. The Committee sought clarification regarding the proposed follow-up telephone call, including whether it would be conducted by a member of the New Zealand research team with appropriate clinical training. The Researcher confirmed that the follow-up call would be undertaken by a clinically trained member of the New Zealand research team and that any clinically relevant information identified during the call would be acted upon as appropriate.
6. The Committee sought clarification regarding the role of the study funder, noting that the investigator-initiated study receives funding from the Independent Research Fund Denmark and queried whether the funder would have access to study data. The Researcher advised that the funding organisation is not involved in the collection or analysis of study data, all of which are undertaken by the investigators. 

Summary of outstanding ethical issues

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and which require addressing by the Researcher are as follows.

7. The Committee requested that the Researcher update the study protocol to describe how the Hua Oranga assessment tool will be delivered, administered and analysed. This information may be included in a New Zealand-specific appendix to the protocol.
8. The Committee requested that the Researcher update the protocol to provide the best interests justification, including explaining that commencement in New Zealand was deferred until after the first interim analysis of overseas data accrual. Please clarify how right 7(4) is operationalised in practice, including decision making processes when participants are not competent to consent. Please document the process for consultation with whānau, including when and how this will occur and how views will be considered. Please specify that when participants regain capacity, consent will be sought, for ongoing study participation and the use of data; and where consent cannot be obtained (e.g. in the case of death), confirm a waiver of consent has been granted. This information may be included in a New Zealand-specific appendix to the protocol.

The Committee requested the following changes to the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form (PIS/CF): 

9. Please clearly explain the alternatives to study participation. In particular, the Researcher should clarify that both study antibiotics are standard-of-care treatments in New Zealand and that participants would receive one of these treatments as part of their usual clinical care regardless of whether they choose to participate in the study.
10. Please clarify that the follow-up telephone call is a study-specific procedure and is not part of standard clinical care. The Researcher should ensure that participants are able to distinguish between activities undertaken for research purposes and those that form part of usual care. 
11. Please update the PIS and the family/whānau information materials to include a clear explanation that commencement of the study in Aotearoa New Zealand was deferred until after the first interim analysis of data accrued overseas, and that this is relevant to how response-adaptive randomisation operates.
12. The Committee suggested ensuring that the concept of response-adaptive randomisation and the expected lower risk of death is explained clearly in plain, lay terminology, noting that not all participants, families, or whānau may be familiar with research methodology. 
13. The Committee requested that the PIS clearly explain when participants are enrolled under a best interest’s determination, and that it specifies what subsequent consent processes relate to. Please clarify the process for informing participants.  

Decision 

This application was approved by consensus, subject to the following non-standard conditions:

Please address all outstanding ethical issues raised by the Committee
· Please update the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 7.15 – 7.17).
· Please update the study protocol, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 9.7).



	2  
	Ethics ref:  
	2026 EXP 25124

	 
	Title: 
	He Kākāno i Ruia: Cultivating Mental Resilience through the Māori All Blacks

	 
	Principal Investigator: 
	Dr Luke Rowe

	 
	Sponsor: 
	N/A

	 
	Clock Start Date: 
	02 July 2026



The Researcher was not present for the discussion of this application. 

Potential conflicts of interest

The Chair asked members to declare any potential conflicts of interest related to this application.

No potential conflicts of interest related to this application were declared by any member.

Summary of resolved ethical issues 

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and addressed by the Researcher are as follows.

1. The Committee discussed the importance of established relationships in a kaupapa Māori context. Members noted that existing relationships with the Māori rugby environment may support culturally safe engagement.

Summary of outstanding ethical issues

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and which require addressing by the Researcher are as follows.

2. The Committee discussed the need to strengthen how Pacific identities and affiliations would be represented. The Committee noted that the application referred to Le Va (in the submission form only) and Pacific advice in parts of the documentation, but the role of those advisors was not consistently described. Please update the study protocol, data management plan (DMP) and participant information sheet (PIS). 
3. The Committee discussed the risk of re-identification in a small and high-profile participant cohort. The Committee considered that anonymity could not be guaranteed in a practical sense and requested that the study protocol and DMP more clearly explain this limitation and the safeguards for confidentiality. 
4. The Committee discussed the investigator’s professional role as a clinical psychologist and the possibility that some participants may have had, or may have, a clinical relationship with the investigator. The Committee requested that the study protocol and PIS clearly distinguish prior professional contact, current clinical care relationships, and general relational familiarity, and explain how voluntariness and confidentiality would be protected.
5. The Committee discussed wording in the submission about affirmative brand promotion and a focus on successes. The Committee did not consider that commercial or reputational concerns should limit accurate reporting of participant experiences. The Committee requested that adverse, critical or negative findings would also be engaged with and reported appropriately. Please see the National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, paragraph 11.50. 


The Committee requested the following changes to the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form (PIS/CF): 

6. The Committee discussed the risk of re-identification in a small and high-profile participant cohort. The Committee considered that confidentiality and anonymity could not be guaranteed in a practical sense and requested that the PIS more clearly explain/emhpasize this. It should also clarify that information could be disclosed to New Zealand Rugby, given that New Zealand Rugby is the employer of the prospective participants. Please see the National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, paragraph 12.4. 
7. The Committee requested that the Participant Information Sheet clearly state that participation or non-participation will not affect selection, standing, relationships, services or support.
8. The Committee requested that participant-facing documents manage expectations about whether individual wellbeing results will be interpreted or accompanied by recommendations.
9. Please clearly explains the circumstances under which confidentiality may be breached as part of the duty-of-care process (for example, where there is an immediate risk of harm), and outlines how any referrals or support pathways would be managed.

Decision 

This application was approved by consensus, subject to the following non-standard conditions:

· Please address all outstanding ethical issues raised by the Committee
· Please update the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 7.15 – 7.17).
· Please update the study protocol, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 9.7).















	3 
	Ethics ref:  
	2026 FULL 25760 

	 
	Title: 
	Phosphate and Vitamin Concentrations and Immune Cell Function in Preterm and Term Babies

	 
	Principal Investigator: 
	Dr Gergely Toldi

	 
	Sponsor: 
	University of Auckland

	 
	Clock Start Date: 
	02 July 2026



Dr Gergely Toldi and Luana De Giorgio were present via videoconference for discussion of this application.

Potential conflicts of interest

The Chair asked members to declare any potential conflicts of interest related to this application.

No potential conflicts of interest related to this application were declared by any member.

The Chair declared that Dr Gergely Toldi had previously been on her University of Auckland Ethics Committee but noted that she had not worked with him and that the study was not in her area of expertise.

Summary of resolved ethical issues 

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and addressed by the Researcher are as follows.

1. The Committee discussed Māori support for mothers and babies. The Researchers explained that they had engaged with Māori advisory processes and were in discussion with Māori health leads at National Women’s Health and the Liggins Institute. The Committee accepted that discussions were underway and it was agreed that the support arrangements should be made clear to participants.

Summary of outstanding ethical issues

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and which require addressing by the Researcher are as follows.

2. The Committee discussed the absence of Pacific consultation, given the involvement of pregnant women, newborn babies and cord blood collection. The Researchers explained that this was due to difficulty accessing a Pacific advisory group rather than lack of intention. The Committee requested that the researchers seek Pacific advice and referred them to possible Pacific health contacts.
3. The Committee requested that any relevant Sponsor insurance is valid for the entire study period.
4. The Committee discussed koha. The Researchers explained that they had considered koha and, although not currently included, were willing to review the budget and include it if appropriate. The Committee considered koha appropriate as recognition of participant contribution for this study. Please add koha details to the study protocol and Participant Information Sheet (PIS). 
The Committee requested the following changes to the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form (PIS/CF): 

5. The Committee requested that references to sample volumes use millilitres rather than teaspoons.
6. Please ensure the PIS accurately states the number of participants to be recruited in the study. 
7. Please include clear bullet-style statements that cord blood collection occurs only after routine care, poses no additional risk, and will not affect clinical care if declined. 

Decision 

This application was approved by consensus, subject to the following non-standard conditions:

Please address all outstanding ethical issues raised by the Committee
· Please update the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 7.15 – 7.17).
· Please update the study protocol, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 9.7).






























	4  
	Ethics ref:  
	2026 FULL 26117

	 
	Title: 
	A randomized, double-blind, single-dose, parallel-group design, 2-arm study to investigate the pharmacokinetic similarity, safety, tolerability, and immunogenicity of AVT28 and Taltz® in healthy adult participants

	 
	Principal Investigator: 
	Dr Cory Sellwood

	 
	Sponsor: 
	Alvotech Swiss AG

	 
	Clock Start Date: 
	02 July 2026



Dr Corey Sellwood, Kayla Malate and Julia Sullivan were present via videoconference for discussion of this application.

Potential conflicts of interest

The Chair asked members to declare any potential conflicts of interest related to this application.

No potential conflicts of interest related to this application were declared by any member.


Summary of resolved ethical issues 

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and addressed by the Researcher are as follows.

1. The Committee discussed Māori, Pacific and disability perspectives. The Researchers explained that cultural consultation had been undertaken where possible and that site processes are accessible. 
2. The Committee discussed the planned recruitment from referenced site databases. The Researchers explained that the site maintains a large database of people who have registered interest in research, and that potentially eligible people are contacted only because they have registered such interest. The Committee accepted that the proposed contact process was directed to people who had previously agreed to be contacted about research.
3. The Committee discussed the period available for potential participants to decide whether to participate. The Researchers explained that there was no pre-consent deadline other than study recruitment closure, but that once consent was signed the protocol required dosing within 28 days. The Committee accepted this clarification.
4. The Committee discussed overseas transfer of data and samples, and the potential for identification. The Researchers explained that identifiable information would remain with the immediate New Zealand study team and local laboratories, while central laboratory and Sponsor data transfers would use de-identified or coded information.
5. The Committee discussed whether the specific countries to which data may be transferred could/should be clearly identified. The Researcher clarified that this is not feasible, as data may be sent to any of the listed jurisdictions. The Committee accepted this explanation. 
6. The Committee sought clarification regarding who would have access to participants’ identifiable information and how confidentiality would be maintained. The Researcher advised that participants are informed that authorised staff at NZCR may have access to their information where necessary for the conduct of the study. The Researcher further clarified that treating clinicians, local laboratories, and the participant’s usual healthcare provider may also have access to relevant information.
7. The Committee sought confirmation that participants would be provided with a safety emergency card. The Researcher confirmed that all participants would receive a safety card.

Summary of outstanding ethical issues

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and which require addressing by the Researcher are as follows.

8. The Committee requested that insurance documentation be updated so that cover remains current for the study duration.

The Committee requested the following changes to the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form (PIS/CF): 

9. The Committee discussed sample disposal and withdrawal. The Researchers explained that local laboratories could accommodate tikanga processes such as karakia more readily than overseas central laboratories, and that overseas retrieval or culturally specific disposal processes may be limited. The Committee requested that these limitations be clearly explained to participants.
10. Please explain what a sentinel group is in the PIS. 
11. The Committee suggested that the study payment section be presented in a table or similarly clear format.
12. The Committee requested that the Māori data sovereignty wording be supported by a link and hard copy with a more comprehensive description for participants who wish to know more.
13. The Committee requested that wording replace references to drug or alcohol abuse with neutral testing language.

Decision 

This application was approved by consensus, subject to the following non-standard conditions:

Please address all outstanding ethical issues raised by the Committee
· Please update the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 7.15 – 7.17).


	5  
	Ethics ref:  
	2026 FULL 26104

	 
	Title: 
	A randomized, double-blind, single-dose, parallel-group design, 2-arm study to investigate the pharmacokinetic similarity, safety, tolerability, and immunogenicity of AVT48 and Ilaris® in healthy adult participants

	 
	Principal Investigator: 
	Dr Rohit Katial

	 
	Sponsor: 
	Alvotech Swiss AG

	 
	Clock Start Date: 
	02 July 2026



Dr Corey Sellwood, Kayla Malate and Julia Sullivan were present via videoconference for discussion of this application.

Potential conflicts of interest

The Chair asked members to declare any potential conflicts of interest related to this application.

No potential conflicts of interest related to this application were declared by any member.

Summary of resolved ethical issues 

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and addressed by the Researcher are as follows.

1. The Researcher noted that many of the matters discussed for application 2026 FULL 26117 were equally applicable to this application because the two studies were substantially similar and that the shared conditions raised by the Committee, would be applied consistently to both applications where relevant.
2. The Committee discussed future unspecified research with participant data. The Researchers explained that the clause in the Participant Information Sheet (PIS) was intended to cover anonymised data and published information, not unlimited access to identifiable raw data. The Committee were satisfied with this, noting that they were not approving unlimited future research use of the data (or use of the identifiable raw data). 

Summary of outstanding ethical issues

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and which require addressing by the Researcher are as follows.

The Committee requested the following changes to the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form (PIS/CF): 

3. Please clearly state that the study is being conducted at two New Zealand sites only and that approximately 206 participants will take part in total (i.e. the study is not being conducted internationally). 
4. The Committee discussed sample handling and disposal. The Researchers explained that overseas central laboratories would use industry-standard destruction processes, probably including incineration, and that future processes could change over long storage periods. The Committee accepted that some flexibility was necessary and suggested that, where possible, participant-facing information include examples of potential disposal methods. The Committee noted the particular importance of this information for Māori participants.
5. The Committee discussed the consent form and queried why participants were not provided with an optional yes/no choice regarding the use of their data following withdrawal from the study and receiving a copy of the results. Please consider updating the wording so that participants have a choice. If technical limitations prevent separate optional checkboxes, please ensure the consent form clearly explains the participant's options and the consequences regarding data use and receiving results.
6. The Committee discussed sample disposal and withdrawal. The Researchers explained that local laboratories could accommodate tikanga processes such as karakia more readily than overseas central laboratories, and that overseas retrieval or culturally specific disposal processes may be limited. The Committee requested that these limitations be clearly explained to participants.
7. Please update the PIS to explain what a sentinel group is. 
8. The Committee suggested that the study payment section be presented in a table or similarly clear format.
9. The Committee requested that the Māori data sovereignty wording be supported by a link and hard copy with a more comprehensive description for participants who wish to know more.
10. The Committee requested that wording replace references to drug or alcohol abuse with neutral testing language.

Decision 

This application was approved by consensus, subject to the following non-standard conditions:

Please address all outstanding ethical issues raised by the Committee
· Please update the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 7.15 – 7.17).
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	Ethics ref:  
	2026 FULL 25803

	 
	Title: 
	1404-0152: A Phase III, randomised, double-blind, parallel-group, 56-week study, evaluating the efficacy and safety of survodutide (BI 456906), compared with placebo, in participants with type 2 diabetes, as an adjunct to diet and physical activity alone or in combination with either oral antidiabetic medications or insulin

	 
	Principal Investigator: 
	Dr Ryan Paul

	 
	Sponsor: 
	Boehringer Ingelheim Pty Ltd

	 
	Clock Start Date: 
	02 July 2026



Mary La Pine and Dr Indika Ranasinghe were present via videoconference for discussion of this application.

Potential conflicts of interest

The Chair asked members to declare any potential conflicts of interest related to this application.

No potential conflicts of interest related to this application were declared by any member.

Summary of resolved ethical issues 

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and addressed by the Researcher are as follows.

1. The Committee discussed Māori and Pacific consultation. The Researcher advised that Māori review had not yet been completed but would be undertaken following HDEC review. The Committee provided information regarding potential Pacific contacts and encouraged the Researcher to engage with these stakeholders to support appropriate consultation.

Summary of outstanding ethical issues

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and which require addressing by the Researcher are as follows.

2. The Committee’s primary concern was the use of a placebo arm rather than an active GLP-1 receptor agonist comparator for participants. The Committee considered that participants assigned to placebo may be forgoing access to an active intervention that could be clinically relevant to weight loss, even if their standard diabetes care continued. The Committee requested that the Researchers submit an ethical, patient-centric justification for use of the placebo. Please provide an additional peer review from a diabetes specialist who can comment on the risks/benefits for the placebo group. 
3. The Committee recommended that koha should be provided for participants given the 14-month duration of the study. 
4. The Committee discussed future unspecified research and genetic testing. The Committee requested that DNA and genetic studies be separated from other future unspecified research and addressed through a separate consent process, so that participants could make a distinct informed choice about genetic use. 
5. The Researcher noted that it may be possible to consider providing the study intervention to participants who received placebo following completion of the trial. The Committee encouraged the Researcher to explore options for offering the intervention to placebo participants at the earliest appropriate opportunity if the trial demonstrates benefit (i.e. a crossover period). 

Decision 

This application was provisionally approved by consensus, subject to the following information being received:

1. Please address all outstanding ethical issues, providing the information requested by the Committee.
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	Ethics ref:  
	2026 FULL 25489

	 
	Title: 
	SFL0821-101: A Randomized, Double-Blind, Placebo-Controlled, Single and Multiple Ascending Dose Trial to Assess the Safety, Tolerability, Pharmacokinetics, Pharmacodynamics, and Preliminary Efficacy of SFL-0821 in Adults with Facioscapulohumeral Muscular Dystrophy (FSHD)

	 
	Principal Investigator: 
	Dr Richard Roxburgh

	 
	Sponsor: 
	Soufflé Therapeutics, Inc.

	 
	Clock Start Date: 
	02 July 2026



Mrs Angela Chelet, Dr Herb Stevenson, David Strochlic and Crawford Davidson were present via videoconference for discussion of this application.

Potential conflicts of interest

The Chair asked members to declare any potential conflicts of interest related to this application.

No potential conflicts of interest related to this application were declared by any member.


Summary of resolved ethical issues 

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and addressed by the Researcher are as follows.

1. The Committee discussed recruitment from neurology databases and the Auckland Neurogenetic Registry. The Researchers explained that initial contact would be made through the established clinical/research database team, and that potential participants would only be forwarded to the study site if they agreed to proceed. The Committee accepted this clarification.

Summary of outstanding ethical issues

The main ethical issues considered by the Committee and which require addressing by the Researcher are as follows.

2. The Committee discussed disability identity. Members considered that the application did not sufficiently recognise that participants with FSHD may identify as disabled, and that participant-facing and application language should reflect disability perspectives. Please ensure recognition of disability identity and consistent use of the term participants rather than patients where appropriate.
3. The Committee suggested that, given the University of Auckland connection and Takapuna site, researchers seek advice from appropriate Pacific advisory groups.  
4. The Committee discussed commercial insurance cover and noted that ACC-equivalent cover must apply appropriately to each participant. Please ensure this is the case. 
5. The Committee requested the Researchers please replace all koha placeholders with the actual koha amount and ensure this information is consistently reflected throughout the relevant study documentation.


The Committee requested the following changes to the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form (PIS/CF): 

6. Please clarify that a karakia will not be performed at the time of tissue destruction. If a participant requests a karakia, please explain what arrangements may be available at the local site. 
7. The Committee requested that participant-facing documents consistently refer to participants rather than patients where appropriate.

Decision 

This application was approved by consensus, subject to the following non-standard conditions:

Please address all outstanding ethical issues raised by the Committee
· Please update the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form, taking into account the feedback provided by the Committee. (National Ethical Standards for Health and Disability Research and Quality Improvement, para 7.15 – 7.17).




























General business


1. The Chair reminded the Committee of the date and time of its next scheduled meeting:

	Meeting date:
	11 August 2026

	Zoom details:
	To be determined



	The following members tendered apologies for this meeting.

· Dr Geoff Noller and Lyn Murphy

2. Review of Last Minutes
The minutes of the previous meeting were agreed and signed by the Chair and Co-ordinator as a true record.

The Chair gave the closing karakia.

The meeting closed at 2:45pm.  


	HDEC Minutes – STH Health and Disability Ethics Committee – 14 July 2026
	Page 1 of 3


[image: ]


	HDEC Minutes – STH Health and Disability Ethics Committee – 14 July 2026
	Page 2 of 3


[image: ]
image1.png
Time
10:00am-10:15am
10:15am-10:45am

10:45am-11:15am

11:15am-11:45am

11:45am-12:15pm

12:45pm-1:15pm

1:15pm-1:45pm

1:45pm-2:15pm

2:15pm-2:45pm

Review Reference

2026 FULL 25600

2026 EXP 25124

2026 FULL 25760

2026 FULL 26117

2026 FULL 26104

2026 FULL 25803

2026 FULL 25489

Project Title
Secretariat Update
Committee Welcome

A comparison of two usual
antibiotics for initial treatment
of sepsis

He Kakano i Ruia: Cultivating
Mental Resilience through the
Maori All Blacks

Phosphate and Vitamins for
Babies Immune Function

Break (30 mins)

AVT28-HPK-01: A Study
Comparing AVT28 and Taltz®
in Healthy Adult Participants

AVT48-HPK-01: A Study
Comparing AVT48 and Ilaris®
in Healthy Adult Participants

1404-0115: A study to test
whether survodutide helps
people with type 2 diabetes
control their blood sugar.

SFL0821-101: A trial to
assess safety, tolerability,
pharmacokinetics,
pharmacodynamics, and
efficacy of SFL-0821 in adults
with FSHD

Coordinating Investigator

Prof Paul Young

Dr Luke Rowe

Dr Gergely Toldi

Dr Cory Sellwood

Dr Rohit Katial

Dr Ryan Paul

Dr Richard Roxburgh

Lead Reviewers

Dr Nicolina Newcombe / Dr
Matthew Moore

Ms Neta Tomokino / Dr Geoff
Noller

Dr Lyn Murhpy / Dr Sharon
Kletchko

Professor Edwina Pio / Dr
Geoff Noller

Dr Alison Gordon / Dr
Matthew Moore

Professor Edwina Pio / Dr
Sharon Kletchko

Dr Nicolina Newcombe / Dr
Geoff Noller





image3.jpeg
Health and
Disability Ethics
‘ Committees




image2.png




