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Executive Summary

At the request of New York City’s Administration for Children’s Services, beginning in 2005 the
Vera Institute of Justice undertook an in-depth examination of issues related to the enrollment
and monitoring of New York City foster children in clinical trials related to the Human
Immunodeficiency Virus (HIV) and Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome (AIDS). The request
was prompted by allegations that African American and Latino children were inappropriately
removed from their families and placed in foster care to facilitate their enrollment in dangerous
and unnecessary medical experiments. Other concerns included whether children suffered
unnecessarily as a result of their participation, whether children in trials were HIV infected,
whether trial researchers properly obtained informed consent, and whether the child welfare
system adequately monitored the children in their care.

The Vera Institute agreed to conduct the review under a number of conditions. First, that
Children’s Services search its files for children who might have participated in the trials and also
provide Vera staff complete access to its files and records and the full cooperation of its staff.
Second, that Vera retain full editorial control over the final report. Third, that work on the project
be overseen by Vera’s own advisory board. Dr. Richard G. Dudley, a Vera trustee, a psychiatrist
in private practice, and a founding member of the National Black Leadership Commission on
AIDS, agreed to chair Vera’s Clinical Trials Advisory Board. Children’s Services appointed its
own advisory board of community advocates and service providers to advise it on issues related
to the controversy, to assist the agency in developing a new clinical trial policy, and to facilitate
dialogue between Children’s Services and the communities it serves.

To conduct the study, Vera reviewers examined the child welfare files of 796 children who
might have participated in HIV/AIDS clinical trials. Vera staff also reviewed policy documents
and correspondence, clinical trial protocols, published reports about the clinical trials, federal
and state regulations, and material from the National Institutes of Health and the federal Office
of Human Research Protections obtained through the Freedom of Information Act. Staff also
interviewed dozens of people with experience and perspectives on this controversy, including
community advocates, clinical trial researchers, foster care agency staff, and child welfare
agency personnel.

For each child whose files were reviewed, project staff sought to document the family
circumstances that prompted the child to enter and leave foster care, the child’s medical
problems and medical treatment, and the child’s participation in clinical trials. For every child
who participated in clinical trials Vera reviewers also documented the consent process, whether
the child had adverse consequences or medical benefits from the trial, and the medical care
provided throughout the child’s stay in foster care.

Vera reviewers found a significant amount of medical information in the child welfare files.
However, citing confidentiality laws, the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH)
refused multiple requests from Children’s Services that it use its supervisory authority to allow
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staff from Vera or Children’s Services to review clinical trial research or medical records. This
limited Vera’s review in several ways, including the ability to fully document the frequency and
severity of toxicity (side effects), the individual outcomes of trial participation for the children in
the review, and the existence of valid, signed informed consent documents.

Background

The first cases of HIV/AIDS in children were reported in New York City in 1982. Between 1977
and 2006, 3,895 children in New York City were born with HIV infection.

Findings

Vera’s review of the child welfare files identified 532 New York City foster children who
participated in 88 clinical trials and observational studies between 1985 and 2005. Of the 88
clinical trials and observational studies, 65 involved trials of new medications for HIV or its
associated conditions. Forty-four of the 65 trials involved antiretroviral drugs.

Vera reviewers found little or no evidence in the information examined for some of the concerns
that prompted Children’s Services to initiate this study.

1. Many children—inside and outside of foster care and clinical trials—died because of
complications of HIVV/AIDS during the late 1980s and 1990s. Eighty of the 532 children who
participated in clinical trials or observational studies died while in foster care; 25 of them
died while enrolled in a medication trial. Vera medical staff did not find, however, that any
child’s death was caused directly by clinical trial medication.

2. An examination of data from the New York City Department of Health and Mental Hygiene,
though not conclusive, suggests that HIVV-positive foster children who were enrolled in
clinical trials and/or observational research studies did not experience an increased risk of
death from their enrollment in clinical trials.

3. The child welfare files contained information indicating that some children experienced
serious toxicities, or side effects, from trial medications, such as reduced liver function or
severe anemia. These toxicities were consistent with toxicities described in published articles
about the trials. Vera reviewers found many instances where a physician made adjustments to
a child’s treatment in light of these problems as required by the clinical trial protocol.

4. Where documentation allowed reviewers to make a determination, children in foster care met
age, HIV status, and disease stage criteria for inclusion in the specific trials in which they
were enrolled as described in the trial protocol. Reviewers found that two of the 532 children
met exclusion criteria for the medication trials in which they were enrolled.

5. Of the children who participated in trials, Vera identified two who were HIV exposed, but for
whom there was evidence suggesting they might not have been infected with HIV. Vera
project leaders informed Children’s Services about these two cases. Children’s Services

Vera Institute of Justice iv



10.

11.

subsequently responded that inquiries to state and local agencies had confirmed a diagnosis
that made it appropriate for one of the children to participate in the clinical trial. Children’s
Services has not provided additional information on the second child, who died of causes
unrelated to clinical trials participation.

In 1988, when city officials first considered the participation of foster children in clinical
trials, the child welfare agency conducted a lengthy review of state and federal research
regulations. The social services commissioner and his staff were aware of concerns about the
participation of African American and Latino children in medical research and they consulted
with several medical experts, including the National Medical Association (an organization of
African American physicians). The standard the agency developed for approving trials—that
every child in foster care enrolled in a trial have the possibility of benefiting from that trial—
exceeded that of federal regulations. The policy also required that researchers obtain
informed consent from a birth parent when parental rights remained intact.

In response to physicians’ and some advocates’ requests for faster trial approvals, the child
welfare agency changed its policy in 1991. The new policy called for a medical advisory
panel (MAP) of physicians to review and make a recommendation to the commissioner on
whether a trial met the agency’s standards for approval. Seventy-six percent of foster child
enrollments in medication trials that took place after this policy change were in 15 trials
recommended by the MAP and approved by the commissioner. Researchers and child
welfare staff often followed Children’s Services’ policy to obtain permission for a child to
enroll in a trial.

Many files document medical researchers’ discussions of the risks and potential benefits of
trial enrollment with a birth parent and the parent’s subsequent permission to enroll the child.
In several cases, parents did not want their children in a clinical trial and the child did not
participate in the trial.

Children in foster care appeared to participate in trials at rates that suggest they were not
specially targeted for enrollment into HIVV/AIDS clinical trials. Foster children made up 30
percent of all New York City enrollments in 16 trials of medical interventions for which city-
level data were available. Thirteen percent of these enrollments occurred prior to the child’s
entry into foster care, with participation extending into the period they were in foster care.
Children in foster care who participated in HIV/AIDS clinical trials were predominantly
African American and Latino (64 percent African American and 30 percent Latino). This
demographic profile paralleled the demographics of children with HIV infection in New
York City (58 percent African American, 35 percent Latino).

There was no evidence in the child welfare files of children being removed from their
families by Children’s Services because a parent refused to consent to a child’s participation
in a clinical trial. Three-quarters of the children entered foster care before age one year and
more than half entered directly from a hospital after birth. Families faced many issues such as
substance use, unemployment, and poverty that were exacerbated by the medical needs of
children and parents with HIVV/AIDS.
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Several files documented differences of opinion between child welfare staff and both birth
and foster parents concerning antiretroviral medications prescribed outside of clinical trials
and after the approval of the medication by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration (FDA).
These differences were resolved on a case-by-case basis. Sometimes this involved continued
monitoring and alternative treatments; in other cases it resulted in removal from parents or
legal guardians or the transfer of a child to a new foster home.

Vera reviewers found no evidence in the child welfare files, clinical trial protocols, or
interviews that children, parents, foster parents, foster care agencies or staff, or child welfare
agencies or staff received incentive payments for children to participate in clinical trials.
Vera’s study of this issue was limited to information in child welfare, policy files, and public
information from the NIH on the funding of their clinical trials.

The Vera review also found evidence that supported some concerns about the participation of
foster children and their families in clinical trials. This evidence includes violations of state
regulations, Children’s Services’” own policies for clinical trial review and enrollment, and
federal regulations for protecting human subjects.

1.

2.

Child welfare agency policy after 1991 called for a review of clinical trials by a Medical
Advisory Panel and approval by the commissioner. However,

e Twenty-one children participated in three medication trials that the MAP reviewed
and did not recommend and the commissioner did not approve. Thirteen of these
enrollments took place before the children entered foster care.

e Thirteen children participated in four medication trials that the MAP had reviewed
but for which no recommendation had been forwarded to the commissioner. Two of
these enrollments took place before the children entered foster care.

e Sixty-four children participated in 30 medication trials that were not reviewed by the
MAP. Thirteen of these enrollments took place before the children entered foster care.

Regulations and policy required the child welfare agency to retain signed informed consent
forms, commissioner approval documents, and other documentation for each trial and each
enrollment. For 21 percent of enrollments in medication trials that took place while the
children were in foster care, signed informed consent forms were not found in the child
welfare files.

Trials sponsored by the National Institutes of Health were monitored by an organization
charged with ensuring that an informed consent document was present in the research records
for each enrolled child. Without access to clinical trial research records, Vera cannot say
whether or not a valid informed consent document existed in every case.

In at least 16 cases, Vera staff found that children in foster care appeared to have been
enrolled in trials prior to the commissioner’s approval of the trial. In some instances,
HRA/ACS took several months to approve a trial.
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In at least seven enrollments, the person who signed an informed consent form was not
legally authorized to do so. Kinship foster parents, parents without parental rights, and child
welfare staff signed the consents in these cases.

Federal regulations required informed consent forms to be written in accessible language.
Many informed consent forms contained technical language difficult for people without a
medical background to understand.

The role and requirements of the independent advocate described in federal research
regulations were not well understood by clinical trials researchers and, in some cases, child
welfare staff. In at least six instances where Vera reviewers found that an independent
advocate had been appointed, the person appointed had relationships to the institution
conducting the trial or a child welfare agency that the federal regulations specifically bar.

In several situations, child welfare files described deviations from the processes required by
federal regulations and Children’s Services policy. These include handwritten notes for
informed consent in lieu of official documents, consent accepted over the phone, and consent
sought or obtained from parents who may not have been competent to provide it. In at least
two instances, the files indicate that parents’ wishes were ignored. In other situations, consent
was requested in ways that parents might have perceived as coercive.

Although state regulations mandated that Children’s Services ensure the retention of most of
the child welfare files that Vera was asked to review, for 30 percent of the children, some
part of the child welfare file was lost, destroyed, or otherwise unavailable.

Available records often did not contain documentation required by state regulations.

Though required to collect information related to HIV testing, HIV-related medical care, and
clinical trials enrollment, the records of the Pediatric AIDS Unit (PAU) were incomplete,
especially after 1995. Problems with the PAU’s record keeping after 1995, including defects
in the unit’s electronic database, were noted in the unit’s quarterly reports to supervisors and
state officials, including the AIDS Institute.

Foster care agency staff approved at least 14 enrollments of children who were in the joint
guardianship of the commissioner and the foster care agency. Although conforming to the
technical requirements of the policy, this resulted in the enrollment of several foster children
in trials the commissioner had not approved. Three of these children were enrolled in a phase
I clinical trial even though Children’s Services’ policy barred participation in phase 1 trials.

Results of Clinical Trials in which New York City Foster Children Participated. There are
presently 15 medications approved by the FDA for the treatment of pediatric HIV. The FDA
approved these medications after it reviewed data from clinical trials and determined that the
data showed the drugs were safe and effective for widespread use by children living with HIV.
Five antiretroviral medications and three HIV vaccines tested in clinical trials in which foster
children participated have not been approved by the FDA for pediatric use. All five of the
antiretrovirals (but not the vaccines) have been approved by the FDA for use in adults.
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Recommendations

There is a continuum of situations in which children might be considered for clinical trials. Each
point on this continuum contains a different set of risks and potential benefits. For children in
foster care there are additional concerns. These include the effect enrollment in a trial will have
on placement stability and how close a child is to entering a permanent home where adoptive
parents can assume decision-making responsibility.

Some people feel that child welfare agencies should not allow children in foster care to
participate in any clinical trials. In support of their position, they often cite the history of medical
research involving African American and Latinos and the vulnerability of foster children. Others
feel that children in foster care, including African American and Latino children, should have the
same chance to participate in the development of new treatments as other children and that they
should not be denied access to a promising new medication because they are no longer in their
parents’ care. It is not the Vera Institute’s role to take a position in this debate: elected and
appointed officials, in consultation with community and professional representatives, are charged
with making clinical trials policy for foster children.

The knowledge gathered in this study does, however, provide a basis for Vera and its Clinical
Trials Advisory Board to make recommendations for those policymakers who do decide to allow
foster children to participate in clinical trials. The recommendations presented here are aimed, in
part, at remedying the problems that this report identifies. Children’s Services has developed a
new clinical trials policy. The recommendations below can be seen as a set of benchmarks that
child welfare staff, elected representatives, and community advocates can use to measure
progress in addressing the concerns this report raises.

1. Respect Parental Decision Making
Concern: Parental rights were not respected in every case.
Recommendation: Only researchers and their staff, not foster care agency staff, should obtain
permission for a foster child’s participation in a clinical trial.
Recommendation: In cases where the parents cannot be engaged and the child welfare
commissioner feels it is imperative that a child enroll in a clinical trial, a person representing the
child’s interest and not connected to either the foster care agency or the medical institution, such
as a law guardian or family court judge, should provide a written determination that participation
in the clinical trial is in the child’s best interest.

2. Make Detailed Policy
Concern: New York City’s clinical trials policy in the 1980s and 1990s did not detail procedures
for how to handle many issues. The policy documents Vera reviewed did not anticipate several
frequently occurring situations, leaving staff to improvise in a pressured environment that
involved legally and ethically complex decisions.
Recommendation: Children’s Services should create detailed policy guidelines that can apply
across a range of child welfare and medical/public health circumstances.
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3. Ensure That Staff Understand and Agree to Abide by the Rules
Concern: Vera staff found that not all child welfare and clinical trial research staff knew the
regulations and policies regarding the participation of foster children in clinical trials.
Recommendation: Require staff involved in the participation of foster children in clinical trials—
within child welfare and at medical institutions—to have a regularly updated certification
indicating that they understand and agree to follow the applicable rules and regulations.

4. Increase Transparency and Community Involvement
Concern: The policy that allowed the participation of foster children in HIVV/AIDS clinical trials
was discussed publicly and disseminated to physicians, foster care agency staff, and staff in New
York City’s child welfare agency. Child welfare officials received input from many medical
experts and child welfare professionals. However, there is little evidence that community
constituents, including parent and child advocacy organizations, were involved.
Recommendations: Given community concerns about medical research and specifically about the
participation of foster children in medical research, Children’s Services should take steps to
ensure that clinical trials policy development and oversight involve child and community
advocates and representatives of African American, Latino, and other constituencies as well as
medical and child welfare professionals.

5. Maintain Commissioner Control of Trial Enrollments for Children in Guardianship
Concern: For a period in the 1990s, foster care agencies approved enrollments of foster children
in joint guardianship.

Recommendation: Only the commissioner of Children’s Services should have the right to
approve or reject trial enrollments for foster children who are in the sole or joint guardianship of
the commissioner.

6. Document Activities
Concern: Many of the clinical trials examined in this report were conducted during a difficult
period for New York City and its child welfare agency. Nonetheless, the violations of regulations
and policy concerning file documentation and retention prevented officials from providing
required information about the participation of foster children in HIV/AIDS clinical trials.
Recommendations: Children’s Services should provide public reports that demonstrate that the
agency is ensuring that regulations regarding record keeping for all foster children are being
followed. Government must ensure that child welfare personnel have the resources to adequately
staff operations to accomplish this work.

7. The New York State Department of Health Should Authorize the Review of Medical
Records
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Concern: The New York City Law Department determined that only the New York State
Department of Health has the right to conduct or authorize a review of medical and clinical trial
records of foster children who participated in HIV/AIDS trials—even when hospitals agree to
have the files reviewed. Children’s Services asked NYSDOH to exercise this supervisory
authority on several occasions and in several ways. The NYSDOH declined these requests.
Recommendation: The NYSDOH should either authorize Children’s Services to obtain copies of
the informed consent forms used to permit children to enroll in the clinical trials and other
relevant information that Children’s Services may request or conduct its own investigation.

8. Actively Manage Clinical Trials Issues
Concern: In the late 1980s and early 1990s, HRA put considerable resources into increasing the
number of employees of the PAU and hired staff with strong credentials. The performance of the
PAU declined, however, after 1995.
Recommendations: Children’s Services should manage clinical trials issues actively. In addition
to providing sufficient staff and resources, Children’s Services should also consider conducting
regular reviews of clinical trials policy during times of increased participation.

9. Use High Standards for Clinical Trial Enrollment
Concern: Children’s Services policy used the standard that a trial must offer a potential treatment
benefit to every foster child who might enroll in a trial.
Recommendations: For each foster child who might enroll in a clinical trial, Children’s Services
should ensure that the anticipated benefits outweigh the risks of harm. In addition, Vera urges
Children’s Services to restrict foster child enrollment to trials in which the individual child has
the possibility of receiving a clinical benefit not available outside the clinical trial.

10. Manage Conflicts of Interest
Concern: By relying on external pediatric HIV/AIDS experts to help implement its clinical trials
policy and response to the onset of pediatric HIV, Children’s Services had little choice but to
draw from a small circle of people who shared professional relationships. In some situations, this
created real or apparent conflicts of interest.
Recommendations: Children’s Services should adopt a conflict of interest policy relating to
clinical trials research.

For nearly five decades, the Vera Institute of Justice has provided stakeholders and the general
public with information and recommendations aimed at reforming and improving public policy.
The authors of this report and their advisors have sought to stay true to this tradition. It is our
hope that the information presented here will inform the debates that are sure to follow, and lead
ultimately to improvements in the services that people rely on for safety and justice.
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Chapter 1: Why Vera Studied the Participation of Foster Children in Clinical
Trials

In 2005, at the request of New York City’s child welfare agency, the New York City
Administration for Children’s Services (“Children’s Services”), the Vera Institute of Justice
undertook an in-depth examination of issues related to the enrollment and monitoring of New
York City foster children in HIV/AIDS clinical trials from the late 1980s through the 1990s. This
report describes the results of that examination. It begins by outlining the controversy that led to
Vera’s study, the questions that Vera staff sought to answer, and the methods used to conduct the
inquiry. It also describes the medical, child welfare, and historical contexts in which the clinical
trials took place. The results of the study follow. For ease of reading, each substantive chapter
begins with a short chapter overview, illuminating highlights of that chapter’s contents. The
report concludes with a discussion of clinical trials policy for children in foster care and a series
of recommendations for Children’s Services should officials decide to allow children in foster
care to participate in clinical trials in the future.

Background

In January 2004, an independent journalist named Liam Scheff published an article on the web
site www.altheal.org. In his article, Scheff alleged that “black, Hispanic, and poor” children in
the care of Children’s Services had been enrolled without their knowledge and against the wishes
of their parents or guardians in HIV/AIDS clinical trials that were “neither safe nor necessary.”
According to Scheff, these trials involved antiretroviral drugs that were “known to cause
disability and death.” Scheff reported that the trials took place at the Incarnation Children’s
Center (ICC) in New York City’s Washington Heights neighborhood. From 1988 to 2001, the
facility served HIV-positive children in foster care as part of a partnership between Catholic
Home Bureau, a foster care agency operating through a contract with Children’s Services, and
Columbia University Medical Center.? Scheff reported that doctors at ICC had coerced and
threatened children who refused to take HIV/AIDS clinical trial medications. Approximately one
month after Scheff’s article appeared the New York Post published two articles that repeated
many of these allegations.*

On March 10, 2004, the Alliance for Human Research Protection (AHRP), an advocacy
group “dedicated to advancing responsible and ethical medical research practices,” filed a

! Liam Scheff, “The House that AIDS Built,” http://www.altheal.org/toxicity/house.htm last accessed on January 28,
2008.

2 This report uses many terms to describe race and ethnicity. We strive to use the most recent categories developed
by the U.S. Census Bureau. The material examined for this study, however, often uses different terms that do not
correlate with Census Bureau categories. The terms in the source material are used in these instances.

% In 2001, ICC converted to a skilled nursing facility for HIV-positive children and is licensed by the New York
State Department of Health. As a skilled nursing facility, ICC provides care to children with HIV, regardless of their
child welfare status.

* Douglas Montero, “Shocking Experiments: Aids Tots Used As ‘Guinea Pigs,”” New York Post, February 29, 2004,
p. 5; Montero, “HIV-Baby Probe,” New York Post, March 1, 2004.
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complaint with the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services’ Office of Human Research
Protections (OHRP), which is responsible for ensuring that federally funded research adheres to
federal regulations regarding the ethical treatment of human subjects.” AHRP’s complaint
alleged that Columbia University Medical Center had improperly enrolled foster children in eight
clinical trials.® On the same day that AHRP filed the complaint, its executive director, Vera
Hassner Sharav, discussed the issue on the television program The O’Reilly Factor. Sharav was
joined on the program by Jacklyn Hoerger, a former pediatric nurse at ICC and former foster
parent. Hoerger contended that the health of two HIV-positive foster children in her care in the
late 1990s had improved dramatically after she stopped giving them antiretroviral drugs, until
they were then removed from her home because she refused to administer the HIV/AIDS
medications.”’

Under pressure to respond to Scheff’s allegations, William Bell, who was then commissioner
of Children’s Services, asked the Pediatric AIDS Unit (PAU), a part of the agency with
responsibility for monitoring enrollments in HIVV/AIDS clinical trials, to determine how many
children had participated in clinical trials and whether the allegations had any merit. The PAU
reported back that 76 children had participated in trials while in foster care and that a review
conducted of 24 of those children’s files had uncovered no evidence to support the allegations.
Nevertheless, Children’s Services asked seven contract foster care agencies to submit corrective
action plans to ensure that they were complying with the city’s policies.? Children’s Services
reported their actions to the City Council’s General Welfare Committee.’

In November 2004, the British Broadcasting Corporation (BBC) aired a television
documentary titled Guinea Pig Kids that repeated many of Scheff’s allegations.*® The program
generated international attention.™ It also led a Brooklyn-based human rights group called the
December 12" Movement, which focuses on issues of concern to the African American
community, to organize protests outside of ICC. In a letter to John Mattingly, who succeeded

> Quoted material from AHRP mission statement on the organization’s web site, www.ahrp.org, last accessed July
27, 2008.

® The Vera Institute received a copy of the complaint letter in response to a Freedom of Information Act request to
OHRP.

" Transcript of The O’Reilly Factor, March 10, 2004, provided to the Vera Institute by OHRP in response to a
Freedom of Information Act request.

® Medical Record Review Report ,“Participation of Children in Foster Care in HIV Clinical Trials,” June 8, 2004.
The copy we reviewed does not have an author or transmittal information indicating who saw the document. Our
interviews confirmed that Children’s Services originally reported to the City Council that 76 foster children
participated in clinical trials. The seven agencies were Brookwood, Catholic Guardian Society, Catholic Home
Bureau, Children’s Aid Society, Leake & Watts Services, Seaman’s Society for Children and Families, and
Sheltering Arms.

® See transcript of Democracy Now radio program interview with Vera Sharav and City Councilmember Bill
Perkins, May 2, 2005. Available at http://i2.democracynow.org/2005/5/2/hundreds_of hiv_foster children_in last
accessed on January 29, 2008.

19 See www.guineapigkids.com, last accessed January 28, 2008. Scheff is listed as a researcher for Guinea Pig Kids.
1 For example, the film prompted the Dutch embassy to send a letter inquiring about its accuracy to the
international human research liaison for OHRP. See e-mail from Dirk Ruwaard to Edward E. Bartlett dated February
11, 2005, provided to the Vera Institute by OHRP in response to a Freedom of Information Act request.
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William Bell as commissioner of Children’s Services in August 2004, members of the December
12" Movement requested that Children’s Services respond to the film’s allegations.*? On
December 30, 2004, Roger Wareham, a lawyer for the group, sent Commissioner Mattingly a
second letter. In it, he asked for an official response that would explain where, when, and under
what conditions clinical trials involving HIV-positive foster children took place, who consented
to those trials on the children’s behalf, and the demographics of the children involved.

In a reply dated January 5, 2005, Commissioner Mattingly denied the allegations in Guinea
Pig Kids and criticized the film for conveying “a blatantly unfair impression of our policies.”*?
Mattingly asserted that the National Institutes of Health and the relevant hospitals’ institutional
review boards (IRB)—mandatory oversight bodies charged with ensuring the ethical treatment of
research involving human subjects—had reviewed the trials prior to enrolling children to ensure
that they had complied with federal regulations regarding the ethical treatment of human
subjects.™* He also noted that two of the children featured in the film had never taken part in
clinical trials. In February, the New York State Department of Health issued a letter saying in
part that “none of the recently published allegations has been substantiated to our knowledge.

That month, representatives of the December 12" Movement met with officials from
Children’s Services to discuss their concerns in person.'® Several people who attended the
meeting recall that the two groups were unable to resolve their differences.’ Protests outside
ICC resumed.

With increasing attention focused on the clinical trials, senior managers at Children’s
Services initiated an effort to organize the PAU’s files, which were in severe disarray.’® The
PAU used several different filing systems, did not cross reference the filing systems, and files
were disorganized within each of the systems. In addition, the PAU’s electronic database was
unreliable and produced different numbers in response to the same query. Over several months
of organizing these files, Children’s Services staff identified additional children who might have
participated in HIVV/AIDS clinical trials while in foster care. By April 2005, 465 foster children
had been identified as possible participants in HIV/AIDS clinical trials over a 13-year period.
When Children’s Services informed the City Council’s General Welfare Committee of the

»15

12 See Saeed Shabazz, “Advocates Say NYC Child Agency Forcing AIDS Drug Experiments on Children,” January
14, 2005, available at
http://www.parentsinaction.net/english/Guinea%20Pigs/Advocates_say NYC_child_agency forcing_AIDS.htm,
last accessed January 28, 2008.

3 In a response to a complaint by a New York City-based nonprofit, the Center for HIV Law and Policy, the BBC
apologized for “significant bias” in parts of Guinea Pig Kids while also asserting that its “journalism was
vindicated.” For the full text of the BBC’s letter regarding Guinea Pig Kids, see Appendix 13.

 The letter cited here is an undated form letter provided by Children’s Services drafted to respond to letters the
agency received regarding Guinea Pig Kids and related issues.

5 Form letter dated February 2005 (no day) from Guthrie Birkhead, director, New York State Department of Health
AIDS Institute to “Colleague.”

'8 This information comes from Vera staff interviews with key respondents. See Chapter 2 of this report for a
discussion of key respondent interviews conducted for this report.

17 Vera staff interviewed people who attended the meeting.

18 Sally Serio, Information Tracking and Filing System Overhaul, (Interim Report for the Pediatric AIDS Unit, New
York, NY, November 30, 2006): 44-81.

Vera Institute of Justice 3



Chapter 1

increase from the original 76, committee members expressed concern. Councilmember Bill
Perkins, for example, said “ACS grossly misled us in terms of the numbers of children that were
participating in these experiments.” Perkins went on to question whether the agency had made
other misrepresentations as well.*®

In a response to the controversy, Commissioner Mattingly asserted that there was “no
credible evidence...that anything untoward happened” during the trials and that the policies for
enrolling foster children seemed “to be thoughtful and to consider the rights of these children and
their parents very carefully and to be focused solely on what help the children needed basically
to survive the AIDS epidemic.”?® He acknowledged the concerns about the trials and emphasized
that Children’s Services sought to build a relationship of mutual trust with the community. To
that end, he said, he would ask the Vera Institute of Justice to conduct an independent study of
issues related to the enrollment of foster children in clinical trials, a decision that would
ultimately lead to the publication of this report.?

Two days later, on May 4, 2005, a nationally syndicated news article reported that clinical
trials involving foster children had occurred in many other large urban jurisdictions as well. John
Solomon, the author of the article, cited estimates that between 5 and 10 percent of the
approximately 13,000 children who had participated in HIVV/AIDS clinical trials nationwide
since the mid-1980s had been in foster care at the time of their participation.?> Solomon noted
that many of these children did not have “independent advocates,” which are required by federal
regulations in some situations.?®

The controversy surrounding the enrollment of foster children in clinical trials led to a
number of legislative hearings on the issue. On May 18, 2005, a subcommittee of the Ways and
Means Committee of the U.S. House of Representatives held a hearing entitled “Protections for
Foster Children Enrolled in Clinical Trials.” Three days later, the General Welfare Committee of
the New York City Council held a public hearing on the issue as well. Finally, on September 8,
2005, the New York State Assembly Standing Committees on Health and Children and Families
held a joint hearing on the issue.

The Vera Study

After Children’s Services asked Vera to study issues in this controversy, Vera staff developed a
study plan with a set of questions and the methods Vera would use to examine issues related to
enrolling foster children in clinical trials. The following questions were included in the plan:

% Transcript of Democracy Now radio program interview with Vera Sharav and City Councilmember Bill Perkins,
May 2, 2005.
0 Transcript of Democracy Now radio program interview with John Mattingly, May 2, 2005. Available at
Qlttp://i2.democracynow.org/2005/5/2/hundreds_of_hiv_foster_chiIdren_in last accessed on January 29, 2008.

Ibid.
22 John Solomon, “Researchers Tested AIDS Drugs on Children,” Associated Press, May 4, 2005.
2% Chapter 6 of this report discusses the regulations and types of clinical trials that require independent advocates.
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1. How many children were enrolled in HIVV/AIDS clinical trials, what trials did they
participate in, and what kinds of interventions did the trials involve?

2. Did children in foster care who participated in clinical trials experience benefit or
harm due to their participation in the clinical trials?

3. What policy did Children’s Services and its predecessor agencies have for the
participation of foster children in clinical trials?

4. How closely were those policies followed?
5. How did the foster children who participated in clinical trials enter foster care?

6. How did children in foster care come to participate in clinical trials, and did they meet
the criteria for enrolling in the trials?

7. Were federal regulations, including regulations related to informed consent, the
selection of clinical trial participants, and the appointment of independent advocates,
followed?

8. Were children who participated in the trials properly monitored?

9. Did Children’s Services, foster care agencies, medical institutions, caregivers, or
children receive financial incentives to enroll foster children in clinical trials?

10. H