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National Institutes of Health  
Freedom of Information Office 

Building 31, Room 5B-35 
31 Center Drive, MSC 2107 

Bethesda, Maryland 20892-2107 
phone: (301) 496-5633 

fax: (301) 402-4541

Via E-mail: bmarshall@judicialwatch.org 
 
April 1, 2022 
 
William F. Marshall 
Judicial Watch 
425 Third Street, S.W. 
Suite 800 
Washington, DC 20024 
 
Re:  NIH FOIA Case No. 57376 
 
Dear Mr. Marshall: 
 
This is the final response to your November 16, 2021, Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) 
request addressed to the National Institutes of Health (NIH) FOIA Office, received in this office 
the same day. You requested all records regarding the September 21, 2021, letter co-authored by 
Sen. James Lankford and other congressmen to Dr. Francis Collins, demanding an investigation 
into the University of Pittsburgh’s program of fetal body parts procurement and experimentation, 
sent to and from the following NIH officials: Dr. Collins, Lawrence Tabak, John Burklow and 
Renate Myles. 
 
A search for records was conducted and located 34 pages responsive to your request, all of which 
are enclosed. We have determined to withhold portions of the released pages pursuant to 
exemptions 5 and 6 of the FOIA, 5 U.S.C. § 552 (b)(5) and (b)(6); and sections 5.31 (e) and (f) 
of the HHS FOIA Regulations, 45 CFR Part 5. Exemption 5 permits the withholding of internal 
government records which are pre-decisional and contain staff advice, opinion, and 
recommendations. This exemption is intended to preserve free and candid internal dialogue 
leading to decision-making.  Exemption 6 exempts from disclosure records the release of which 
would cause a clearly unwarranted invasion of personal privacy.   
 
You have the right to appeal this determination to deny you access to information in the 
Agency’s possession. Should you wish to do so, your appeal must be sent within ninety (90) days 
of the date of this letter, following the procedures outlined in Subpart F of the HHS FOIA 
Regulations (https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2016/10/28/2016-25684/freedom-of-
information- regulations) to the Assistant Secretary for Public Affairs at 
https://requests.publiclink.hhs.gov/App/Index.aspx.  
 Clearly mark the communication “Freedom of Information Act Appeal.” 
  
If you are not satisfied with the processing and handling of this request, you may contact the NIH 
FOIA Public Liaison and/or the Office of Government Information Services (OGIS):   
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NIH FOIA Public Liaison OGIS 
Denean Standing-Ojo 
Office of Communications and 
Public Liaison 
Building 31, 5B52S 
31 Center Drive 
Bethesda, MD  20892 
301-496-5077 (phone) 
nihfoia@mail.nih.gov (email) 
 

National Archives and Records Admin. 
8601 Adelphi Rd – OGIS 
College Park, MD  20740-6001 
202-741-5770 (phone) 
1-877-684-6448 (toll-free) 
202-741-5769 (fax) 
ogis@nara.gov (email) 

 
In certain circumstances provisions of the FOIA and HHS FOIA Regulations allow us to recover 
part of the cost of responding to your request.  Because no unusual circumstances apply to the 
processing of your request, there is no charge associated with our response. 
 
If you have any questions about this response, please call me at 301-496-5633.  
 
 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 

Gorka Garcia-Malene 
Freedom of Information Act Officer, NIH 

 
 
 

Enclosed: 34 pages (pdf) 
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September 21, 2021 

The Honorable Merrick Garland 
United States Attorney General 
U.S. Department of Justice 
950 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Roomll45 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

The Honorable Francis Collins, M.D., Ph.D. 
Director 
National Institutes ofHealth 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
Building One, Room 244 
One Center Drive 
Bethesda, MD 20892 

The Honorable Xavier Becerra 
Secretary of Health & Human Services 
U.S . Department of Health & Human Services 
200 Independence A venue SW 
Washington, D.C. 20201 

Dear Attorney General Garland, Secretary Becerra, and Director Collins, 

We are alanned by public records obtained from the National Institutes of Health (Nll-I) which show that 
the University ofPittsbmgh (Pitt) may have violated federal law by altering abortion procedures to 
harvest organs from babies who were old enough to live outside the womb. We ask for a complete 
investigation into the activities of this organization and a full report of findings and any remedial 
measures necessary. 

The Nlli documents detailing Pitt 's grant request were obtained in response to a Freedom oflnfonnation 
Act (FOIA) request from the Center for Medical Progress. Between fiscal years 2016 and 2020, Nlli 
awarded approximately $1.5 million to Pitt for a project related to the GenitoUrinary Developmental 
Molecular Anatomy Project (GUDMAP)program. 1 The GUDMAP program was intended to provide the 
scientific and medical conmmnity tools to study "congenital diseases of the genitourinary tract (kidneys, 
bladder, meter, uretha)" by obtaining such organs from aborted babies for research.2 In its application for 
funding to be a GUDMAP "tissue hub and collection site" Pitt states that its Health Science Tissue Bank 
(HSTB) has been involved in procuring and disbursing the body parts of aborted babies for years, noting 
that " the fetal tissue IRB [Institutional Review Board] has been in place since 2005 ."3 The application 
contains references in several places regarding the HSTB to the Pitt Institutional Review Board (IRB)4 

but also states that the IRB fom1s are in the process of being altered5 and the IRB review is pending.6 

First, Pitt ' s application raises concern that it has failed to comply with federal law prohibiting the 
alteration of ab01tion procedures solely for the purpose of obtaining fetal tissue, which states that an 
attending physician may have "no part in any decisions as to the timing, method, or procedures used to 

1 Award Letter. Department of Health and Human Services National Institutes of Health. Grant number 
1U24DK110791-0l. September 12,2016. 
2 NIH RePORT Project Details. "University of Pittsburgh as the GUDMAP Tissue Hub and Collection Site." 
Abstract Text. https:// reporter.nih.gov/search/p3w-bb6YsECDhOTrF iLA/project-details/9944639#history 
3 University of Pittsburgh. Application for Federal Assistance SF 424 (R&R). Page 7. 
https:/ /www .centerfom1edicalprogress.org/wp-content/uploads/2021 /08/G UDMAP20 15N IHappFOlA.pdf 
4 University of Pittsburgh. Application for Federal Assistance SF 424 (R&R). Pages 7, 60, 61 , 64. 
5 University of Pittsburgh. Application for Federal Assistance SF 424 (R&R). Pages 62, 65 , 70. 
6 University orPittsburgh. Application for Federal Assistance SF 424 (R&R). Page 6. 
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tenninate a pregnancy."7 It is not clear that Pitt has complied with these legal requirements based on the 
following statements on Pitt's grant application: 

• Pitt states that " ischemia time is minimized" when it obtains fetal tissue.8 Nlli defines "ischemia" 
as "tin1e a tissue, organ, or body part remains at body temperature after its blood supply has been 
reduced or cut off but before it is cooled or recmmected to a blood supply."9 It would be illegal 
for Pitt to alter the"timing, method, or procedures" of the abortion to minimize ischemia time. 

• Pitt states that it "tailor[ s] [its] collection processes on a case-by-case basis to maximize the 
needs of investigators." 10 It would be illegal for researchers to have any part in the decisions 
surrounding the obtainment of fetal tissue from elective abortions. 

Second, if the organs were harvested from babies born after induced abortion, we are concerned that some 
of these babies were born alive, could have survived with appropriate care, and may have died as a result 
of having their organs harvested. Pitt's application states that it can obtain access to the organs and tissues 
of unborn babies between 6-24 weeks gestation, but it partners with another organization to obtain unborn 
babies between 25-42 weeks gestation. 11 Babies as young as less than 22 weeks gestation have been 
known to survive outside the womb with appropriate care. 12 The statements about "warm ischemia" raise 
questions about the cause of death for these babies. As noted above, Pitt states that it sought to minimize 
the time between when the blood supply to an organ was reduced and when the organ is cooled or 
reconnected. If the organs are harvested from a baby born after induced abortion, it is possible the baby 
was delivered alive, and the removal of the organs was the cause of the baby's death. 

Exploiting the body parts of aborted children for research purposes is repulsive and should stop, 
regardless of the outcome hoped for by researchers. Research using abortive fetal tissue is unethical, 
wrong, and has also been proven ineffective. Despite being used in clinical research since the 1920s, fetal 
tissue has not produced a single clinical treatment. 13 

Based on these considerations, for the federal awards given the project number 1 U24DK11 0791, please 
provide full and clear responses to the following information requests going back to the beginning of the 
grant project period to today: 

• The number of cases at each gestational age involving abortion, miscarriage, stillbirth, and 
neonate utilized in the GUDMAP program during the grant project period; 

7 45 C.F.R. 46.204(i). This regulation extends to all Federally-funded human fetal tissue research the statutory 
requirements of 42 U.S.C. 289g-l, which states that, "no alteration of the timing, method, or procedures used to 
tenuinate the pregnancy [may be] made solely for the purposes of obtaining the tissue" for "research on the 
transplantation of human fetal tissue for therapeutic purposes." 
8 "JW v HHS NIH July 2021 Records 00642 pg 170." Judicial Watch. August 3, 2021. 
https://www.judicialwatch.org/documentslhhs-cmp-resoonsive-records-july-2021-pg-170/ 
9 Definition of wann ischemia time- NCI Dictionary of Cancer Tenns - National Cancer Institute 
10 "JW v HHS NIH July 202 1 Records 00642 pg 170." Judicial Watch. August 3, 2021. 
https://www. judicialwatch.org/docwnents/hhs-cmp-responsive-records-july-2021 -pg-1 70/ 
11 University of Pittsburgh. Application for Federal Assistance SF 424 (R&R). Page 60. 
12 Ahmad, Kaashif A. et al. "Two-Year Neurodevelopmental Outcome of an Infant Born at 21 Weeks' 4 Days' 
Gestation." Pediatrics. November 2017. https://pediatrics.aappublications.org/content/early/20 17 I 1 0/3llpeds.20 17-
0103 
13 "Final Report." Select Investigative Panel of the Energy & Commerce Committee. 30 December 2016. Pg. 386. 
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• Detailed protocols for Dilation & Curettage, Dilation & Evacuation, and Labor Induction 
followed to obtain fetal tissue for the GUDMAP program; 

• The detailed biospecimen collection IRB application and approval for the Health Science Tissue 
Bank; 

• Documentation to verify the physiological status of babies delivered by labor induction upon 
tissue harvest; 

• The number of fetal tissue collection procedures from babies delivered by labor induction; 

• Documentation of the number of babies delivered by labor induction that were deceased, and 
cardiac activity had ceased prior to fetal organ and tissue collection; 

• Documentation of when "warm ischemia" time was recorded with reference to death when 
collecting organs and tissue from abortion, miscarriage, stillbirth, and neonate; 

• Documentation on the specific steps that were taken to minimize warm ischemic time when 
coHecting organs and tissue from abottion, miscarriage, stillbirth, and neonate; 

• Details on how specimens are collected and transferred to the Tissue Hub and the personnel 
involved at each step; 

• Documentation of how compliance is ensured (including any reporting and oversight 
mechanisms) with regard to each of the following statutes and regulations: 

o The Partial-Birth Abortion Ban Act (18 U.S.C. 1531); 
o Research protections for pregnant women and fetuses (42 U.S .C. 289g, 289g-l, and 45 

C.P.R. 46.204); 
o Research protections for neonates (45 C.P.R. 46.205); and, 
o Prohibitions regarding fetal tissue ( 42 U.S .C. 289g-2, 45 C.P.R. 46.206). 

We appreciate your attention to tllis matter and look forward to your prompt and thorough response to 
each of these requests. We ask for a response by the date of October 12, 2021. 

Sincerely, 

Josh Hawley 
Uruted States Senator 

Lisa McClain 
Member of Congress 
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Steve Daines 
United States Senator 

James Lankford 
United States Senator 

Ted Cruz 
United States Senator 

John Boozman 
United States Senator 

Bill Cassidy, M.D. 
United States Senator 

Jolm Thune 
United States Senator 

Blaine Luetkemeyer 
Member of Congress 

Jim Jordan 
Member of Congress 

Jim Banks 
Member of Congress 

Christopher H. Smith 
Member of Congress 

Rodney Davis 
Member of Congress 

Jake La Turner 
Member of Congress 
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James E. Risch 
United States Senator 

Jerry Moran 
United States Senator 

Tom Cotton 
United States Senator 

IJ11< L 
Marco Rubio 
United States Senator 

Roger F. Wicker 
United States Senator 

Mike Braun 
United States Senator 

Jeff Duncan 
Member of Congress 

Michael Cloud 
Member of Congress 

Randy Feenstra 
Member of Congress 

Randy Weber 
Member of Congress 

Ralph Nonnan 
Member of Congress 

Brian Babin, D.O. S. 
Mernber of Congress 
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M. Michael Rounds 
United States Senator 

Cindy Hyde-Smith 
United States Senator 

Rick Scott 
United States Senator 

Marsha Blackburn 
United States Senator 

Rand Paul 
United States Senator 

James M. lnhofe 
United States Senator 

Markwayne Mullin 
Member of Congress 

Chris Jacobs 
Member of Congress 

Glenn "GT" Thompson 
Member of Congress 

William R. Timmons, IV 
Member of Congress 

Ann Wagner 
Member of Congress 

Tim Walberg 
Member of Congress 



Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.

Steven M. Palazzo 
Member of Congress 

Jake Ellzey 
Member of Congress 

13~/J~ 

Andy Biggs 
Member of Congress 

Michael Guest 
Member of Congress 

Ron Estes 
Member of Congress 

Paul A. Gosar, D.D.S. 
Member of Congress 

Steve Womack 
Member of Congress 

Matthew Rosendale, Sr. 
Member of Congress 

~~ 
Ben Cline 
Member of Congress 

Roger Williams 
Member of Congress 

Debbie Lesko 
Member of Congress 
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Madison Cawthorn 
Member of Congress 

Alex X. Mooney 
Member of Congress 

Vicky Hartzler 
Member of Congress 

Darin LaHood 
Member of Congress 

Rick Crawford 
Member of Congress 

Warren Davidson 
Member of Congress 

Jody Hice 
Member of Congress 

Scott Franklin 
Member of Congress 

Doug LaMalfa 
Member of Congress 

Brad R. Wenstrup, D.P.M. 
Member of Congress 

David B. McKinley, P.E. 
Member of Congress 

Bob Good 
Member of Congress 
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Trent Kelly 
Member of Congress 

Jackie Walorski 
Member of Congress 

Gleru1 Grotlunan 
Member of Congress 

Kevin Hem 
Member of Congress 

Doug Lambom 
Member of Congress 

Bill Johnson 
Member of Congress 

AndrewS. Clyde 
Member of Congress 

Lauren Boebert 
Member of Congress 

Tom Tiffany 
Member of Congress 

Daniel Webster 
Member of Congress 

Ronny L. Jackson, M.D. 
Member of Congress 

Guy Reschenthaler 
Member of Congress 
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Earl L. "Buddy" Carter 
Member of Congress 

Mike Kelly 
Member of Congress 

Barry Moore 
Member of Congress 

Mary E. Miller 
Member of Congress 

Chip Roy 
Member of Congress 

Billy Long 
Member of Congress 

Louie Gohmert 
Member of Congress 

David Kustoff 
Member of Congress 

Andy Harris, M.D. 
Member of Congress 

John Rose 
Member of Congress 

Bill Huizenga 
Member of Congress 

Mike Bost 
Member of Congress 
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French Hill 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

Mike Johnson 
Member of Congress 

Michelle Fischbach 
Member of Congress 

~t!Ofr 
Michael C. Burgess, M.D. 
Member of Congress 

Robert B. Aderholt 
Member of Congress 



From:                                 Berg, Jeremy <jberg@pitt.edu>
Sent:                                  Sat, 16 Oct 2021 08:50:25 -0500
To:                                      Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E]
Cc:                                      Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E];Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E]
Subject:                             Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh
Attachments:                   41598_2020_Article_71548.pdf

Hi Francis: 
 
I write regarding ongoing efforts to undermine important science using fetal 
tissue. As you no doubt know, various public universities have been the subject of 
rotating attacks about research using fetal tissue, sometimes citing NIH support 
for the research. It is now the University of Pittsburgh turn in the spotlight. The 
event that triggered this is the publication of a paper (attached) on grafting fetal 
skin onto rodents supported by an R21 from NIAID 
(https://reporter.nih.gov/search/cbh4-6MG-UCNgeeBHC15ew/project-
details/9599671 ). I provide this only for background as the details do not matter 
for the issue I am raising. 
 
Pitt’s response to concerns raised by state legislators and various news outlets 
has been to commission an outside review of Pitt’s practices and compliance. The 
University believes that all appropriate practices and laws have been followed. 
However, this outside review has been met with additional complaints (see 
https://www.foxnews.com/us/pittsburgh-investigation-fetal-tissue-probe-cone-
silence ). 
 
We have been discussing these issues and it seems that this is an organized 
attempt to delegitimize science based on fetal tissue rather than to identify 
misbehavior (although, of course, any misbehavior does create opportunities for 
outrage). In light of this, we feel that the scientific community would benefit if 
more institutions could stand together to take some of the power out of the one-
at-a-time strategy that appears to be operating. 
 
Our Chancellor Pat Gallagher, former Director of NIST and your Senate 
confirmation colleague would like the opportunity to discuss this with you or 
other appropriate individuals at NIH via whatever venue would be preferred 
(phone, Zoom, in Bethesda). 
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If this is possible, please let me know the best way to make the appropriate 
arrangements. 
 
Thank you for your consideration and best wishes for the remainder of your time 
at NIH and for the next phase. 
 
Best, Jeremy 
 
Jeremy M. Berg, Ph.D.
University of Pittsburgh
Associate Senior Vice Chancellor for Science Strategy and Planning
in the Health Sciences
Professor of Computational and Systems Biology
3550 Terrace Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15213
(412)624-1223 

 (cell)
jberg@pitt.edu 
 
 

(b) (6)
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Development of humanized mouse 
and rat models with full-thickness 
human skin and autologous 
immune cells 
Yash Agarwall.4, Cole Beattyl,4, Sara Ho1•4, Lance Thurlow2, Antu Dasl, Samantha Kelly\ 
Isabella Castronova\ Rajeev Salunkel, Shivkumar Biradarl, Tseten Yeshi3, 

Anthony Richardson2 & Moses BilityGV181 

The human skin is a significant barrier for protection against pathogen transmission. Rodent models 
used to investigate human-specific pathogens that target the skin are generated by introducing 
human skin grafts to immunocompromised rodent strains. Infection-induced immunopathogenesis 
has been separately studied in humanized rodent models developed with human lymphoid tissue and 
hematopoietic stem cell transplants. Successful co-engraftment of human skin, autologous lymphoid 
tissues, and autologous immune cells in a rodent model has not yet been achieved, though it could 
provide a means of studying the human immune response to infection in the human skin. Here, we 
introduce the human Skin and Immune System (hSIS)-humanized NOD-scid IL2Ry"011 (NSG) mouse 
and Sprague-Dawley-Rag2tm2tterall2rytmlttera (SRG) rat models, co-eng rafted with human full-thickness 
fetal skin, autologous fetal lymphoid tissues, and autologous fetal liver-derived hematopoietic stem 
cells. hSIS-humanized rodents demonstrate the development of human full-thickness skin, along 
with autologous lymphoid tissues, and autologous immune cells. These models also support human 
skin infection following intradermal inoculation with community-associated methicillin-resistant 
Staphylococcus aureus. The co-engraftment of these human skin and immune system components into 
a single humanized rodent model could provide a platform for studying human skin infections. 

The human skin provides the first line of host protection against environmental injury and host defense against 
pathogens1• 2• Several emerging pathogens, including community-associated methicillin-resistant Staphylococ
cus aureus (CA-MRSA), target the skin for infection and disease1• 3• 5• Also, vector-borne infectious diseases 
such as Lyme disease and dengue fever are transmitted via inoculation into the skin by ticks and mosquitos, 
respectively6. Interactions between keratinocytes, skin fibroblasts, and cutaneous immune cells are involved in 
initiating the systemic immune response and abrogate pathogen replication and dissemination to other sites 
of replication7• 10• Thus, the skin provides an ideal vaccination target for inducing immunity against various 
pathogens, as reflected by the development of several novel vaccine technologies directed at the skin, including 
skin-patch intradermal vaccines11• 12• 

In vivo models for studying environmental insults and pathogens that target the skin and associated cutaneous 
immune cells primarily involve mice and rats3• These rodent models have improved mechanistic understanding 
of human diseases; however, significant differences exist between the skin and immune system of humans and 
rodents3• 13• Rodent skin microanatomy differs from human skin microanatomy due to the rodent skin lacking 
a multi-layered epidermis, eccrine and apocrine glands, and the papillary, reticular, and hypo-dermal regions 
of the dermallayer14• Human primary and secondary lymphoid tissues microanatomy differs significantly from 
that of rodent lymphoid tissues as well, with significant differences in red pulp to white pulp ratio in the spleen 
and lobulation of the thymus15- 17 • It is well-established that lymphoid tissue microenvironment, including stro
mal cells, plays a significant role in immune cell development18• Interactions between immune cells and stromal 
cells in non-lymphoid tissues, such as the skin, play a significant role in modulating tissue-associated immune 
responses14• Translational gaps may form between clinical studies performed with traditional rodent models, 

1 Department of Infectious Diseases and Microbiology, University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, USA. 2Department of 
Microbiology and Molecular Genetics, University of Pittsburgh, Pittsburgh, USA. 3Hera Biolabs, Inc, Lexington, 
USA. 4These authors contributed equally: Yash Agarwal, Cole Beatty and Sara Ho. 181email: mtbility@pitt.edu 
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thus highlighting the need for humanized rodent models that can support the engraftment of both human skin 
and immune system  components1.

To address the species gap between rodents and humans, researchers have engrafted the immunodeficient 
NOD-scid IL2Rγnull (NSG) mouse model, which lacks mature lymphocytes and natural killer (NK) cells and 
possesses defects in innate immunity, with various human cells and  tissues19, 20. Termed humanized-NSG mice, 
these models exhibit both human immune cell reconstitution and human lymphoid tissue growth and have 
been used to recapitulate clinical features of human diseases (including skin-associated diseases)21–25. Several 
separate reports demonstrate that immunodeficient mice support the engraftment of human  skin26, 27. Adult 
human skin-derived from either medical wastes (elective plastic surgery)28, 29 or tissue culture-derived engi-
neered skin (keratinocytes and fibroblasts)24 engrafts successfully in immunodeficient mice. Allogeneic adult 
human-peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) have been introduced into these models to mimic human 
immune cell-skin interactions with infectious  agents24, 29. Although these mouse models demonstrate successful 
engraftment and development of transplanted human skin and are amenable to the transplantation of allogeneic 
PBMCs, said platforms are not currently coupled with the engraftment of autologous lymphoid tissues that are 
critical for a de novo immune response. Humanized mouse models that combine human skin, human immune 
cells, and human lymphoid structures have yet to be established, despite their potential for developing a func-
tional in vivo system, which could enable studies on human skin-immune cell  interactions30. Humanized mouse 
models with human fetal-derived hematopoietic system and autologous lymphoid tissues are well-established19, 20. 
Additionally, full-thickness human fetal skin readily engrafts onto immunodeficient mice and develops into adult-
like skin due to its high regenerative  capability31, 32. Furthermore, human fetal skin exhibits low levels of major 
histocompatibility complex (MHC) I and II expression, which results in reduced immunogenicity compared 
to adult  skin31, 32. Thus, human fetal-derived tissues and cells provide a feasible means to develop a humanized 
mouse model with autologous human skin and immune system.

Rats are a major model specie for long-term (greater than one year)  studies33; thus, humanized rat models 
that combine human skin, human immune cells, and human lymphoid structures are being explored for use in 
long-term in vivo studies of human skin-immune interactions. Reports have demonstrated that nude rats (with 
moderate immunodeficiency) support adult human skin (split-thickness skin) engraftment and development, 
albeit host-mediated immune rejection occurs within a few  months34–36. Evidence also suggests that nude rats 
support engraftment and development of full-thickness neonatal  foreskin37. Recently, an immunodeficient rat, 
termed Sprague–Dawley-Rag2tm2hera Il2rγtm1hera (SRG) rat, was developed to support engraftment of human cells 
and tissues into a larger and longer-life span rodent model; this model lacks mature T, B and NK  cells38, 39. To 
date, humanized rat models co-engrafted with human full-thickness skin and autologous lymphoid tissues and 
immune cells (including cutaneous immune cells) remain to be developed and  established28, 40–42.

Here, we utilize the immunodeficient NSG mouse and SRG rat models to generate rodent models with human 
skin, along with autologous lymphoid tissue(s) and autologous immune cells, termed human Skin and Immune 
System (hSIS)-NSG mice and SRG rats. Adolescent rodents received co-transplants of human full-thickness 
fetal skin, autologous lymphoid tissues, and autologous hematopoietic stem cells. Additionally, the human skin 
xenografts were inoculated with CA-MRSA to establish the susceptibility of these hSIS-humanized rodent models 
to human skin pathogens.

Results
The hSIS‑humanized NSG mouse model supports the development of full‑thickness human 
skin, autologous lymphoid tissues (thymus and spleen), and human immune cells. We previ-
ously demonstrated that NSG mice support the development of human lymphoid tissues (thymus and spleen) 
along with autologous immune cells following engraftment of fetal tissues and autologous hematopoietic stem 
 cells17. Several reports demonstrated that immunodeficient mice support the development of human skin fol-
lowing engraftment of human fetal  skin43, 44. Here, we hypothesize that NSG mice will support co-engraftment 
of human full-thickness fetal skin, autologous fetal lymphoid tissues, and autologous hematopoietic stem cells. 
Furthermore, we hypothesize that NSG mice will facilitate human skin and lymphoid tissue development, as 
well as enable systemic human immune cell reconstitution in transplanted human tissues and the blood. We pro-
cessed human fetal spleen, thymus, and liver organs into ~ 1  mm3 pieces and isolated autologous human  CD34+ 
hematopoietic stem cells from the fetal liver, then transplanted the tissues and hematopoietic stem cells into 
irradiated NSG mice. Human skin tissues were obtained from the scalp and dorsum of donors and were used 
in developing human skin engraftments with and without hair in the mouse model, respectively. Full-thickness 
human fetal skin was processed via removal of excess fat tissues attached to the subcutaneous layer of the skin, 
then engrafted over the rib cage, where the mouse skin was previously excised. In three cohorts, the overall suc-
cess of the human immune system and autologous full-thickness skin development and maintenance for ten 
weeks or greater was over 75% (Supplementary Fig. 1). Gross analysis of the human skin xenograft in the hSIS-
NSG mouse model beginning at two weeks post-transplantation demonstrates wound healing and maturation 
into adult-like human skin, which is evident at ten weeks post-transplantation (Fig. 1A, Supplementary Fig. 2). A 
limitation of the human skin in the hSIS-NSG mouse model is the development of dry skin (resulting in harden-
ing) and early signs of murine hair loss (suggestive of graft-versus-host disease) at 20 weeks post-transplantation 
(Supplementary Fig. 2). The human skin in hSIS-NSG mice also develops human skin appendages, with human 
hair evident at 12 weeks post-transplantation (Fig. 1B). Gross analysis of human spleen and thymus xenografts 
in hSIS-humanized NSG mice at ten weeks post-transplantation demonstrated the growth of those lymphoid 
tissues under the kidney capsule (Fig. 1C)17. In addition to supporting the growth of human spleen and thymus 
tissues, the hSIS-humanized NSG mouse model supports the reconstitution of the immunodeficient-murine 
lymph nodes and spleen (Fig. 1C)17. Histochemical analysis of the human skin in hSIS-humanized NSG mice 
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demonstrates the development of the human skin xenograft; the microanatomy of the human skin at ten weeks 
post-transplantation is comparable to adult human skin, with multiple layers of cells present in the epidermis 
(Fig. 2A, Supplementary Fig. 3). The human skin xenograft exhibited multiple layers of human keratinocytes 
(AE1/AE3, pan-cytokeratin antibody+ cells) in the epidermis and dermal fibroblasts (Anti-Fibroblasts Anti-
body+ cells) in the dermis (Fig.  2B). Additionally, the human skin exhibited human immune cell repopula-
tion (human  CD45+ cells), including Langerhans cells (hCD207+ cells), macrophages (hCD68+), and T cells 
(hCD3+) (Fig. 2B, Supplementary Figs. 4 and 5). The human skin in hSIS-humanized NSG mice also exhibited 
upregulation of alpha-smooth muscle actin-positive (α-SMA+) cells (i.e., blood vessel  cells45) during revascu-
larization and wound healing (~ 2 weeks post-transplantation), followed by a reduction in α-SMA+ cells in the 
healed skin (~ 10 weeks post-transplantation) (Fig. 2B). Histochemical analysis demonstrates the development 
of the co-transplanted human lymphoid tissues (spleen and thymus) in the renal capsule (~ 10 weeks post-trans-
plantation) (Fig. 2C)17. Human thymus tissue in hSIS-humanized NSG mice exhibits T-cell (human  CD3+ cells) 
reconstitution, with few B cells in the tissue (Fig. 2C)17, 46, 47. Macrophage reconstitution (human  CD68+ cells) in 
the human thymus tissue is restricted to the medulla (Fig. 2C)17, 46, 47. Human spleen tissue in hSIS-humanized 
NSG mice exhibits macrophage reconstitution, with macrophages predominately in the red-pulp (Fig. 2C)15, 16. 
The human spleen tissue in hSIS-humanized NSG mice exhibits T and B cell repopulation (human  CD3+ and 
 CD20+ cells), with lymphocytes predominately in the white-pulp (Fig. 2C)15. Analysis of the PBMCs in hSIS-
humanized NSG mice showed human immune cell reconstitution (hCD45+ cells) (Fig. 3A,B). Various human 
immune cell (hCD45+) subtypes, namely, αβ T cells (hαβ T cells with a CD4:CD8 ratio average of 1.34:1), γδ T 
cells (γδ T), NK cells (hNK), B cells (hB), monocytes (hMo) and granulocytes/polymorphonuclear neutrophils 
(hPMN) were reconstituted in the peripheral blood of the hSIS-humanized NSG mouse model (Fig. 3C,D), with 
analysis performed using appropriate flow cytometry assay controls (Supplementary Fig. 6).

The hSIS‑humanized SRG rat model supports the development of full‑thickness human skin, 
thymus tissues, and human immune cells. Although humanized mice have provided in vivo platforms 
for modeling human diseases, the short-life span and small tissue size/volume of mice are a major limitation 
for long-termed and preclinical studies, respectively. We hypothesized that a larger immunodeficient rodent 
model, with a longer life span, namely rat, would support the development of an in vivo model for long-term 
studies (> 6 months) and provide large tissue volume/size. We further hypothesized that the co-transplantation 
of human full-thickness fetal skin, autologous fetal thymus tissues, autologous fetal liver tissues, and autologous 
fetal-liver derived hematopoietic stem cells into SRG rat would enable the development of a model containing 
human skin, autologous thymus, and autologous human immune cells, termed hSIS-humanized SRG rat. Human 

Figure 1.  Development of human skin and lymphoid tissues in the human Skin and Immune System-
humanized NSG mouse model. Transplantation of full-thickness human skin (derived from the scalp for skin 
with hair, or derived from dorsum for skin without hair) on the dorsum (A, B) and autologous lymphoid 
tissues in the kidney capsule (C) of NSG mice results in the engraftment and development of full-thickness 
human skin and lymphoid tissues. (A) Representative gross-photos at 0 (the day of transplantation), 2-, 4- and 
10-weeks post-transplantation, with intact mouse skin as control (n = 4 per group). (B) Transplantation of 
full-thickness human skin from regions with significant hair follicles (scalp) in the human Skin and Immune 
System-humanized NSG mouse model results in the development of human hair, as exhibited in representative 
gross-photos at 12 weeks post-transplantation (n = 6). (C) Representative gross-photos of human lymphoid 
tissues (spleen and thymus tissues) and humanized lymphoid tissues (reconstituted-immunodeficient murine 
lymph node and spleen) at ten weeks post-transplantation (n = 4).
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fetal thymus and liver tissues (~ 1  mm3 pieces) were implanted into the kidney capsules of irradiated SRG rats, 
and those rats were immediately transplanted using autologous hematopoietic stem cells. Excess fat tissue was 
removed from the human fetal skin, and the tissue was subsequently engrafted over the rib cage, where the rat 
skin was previously excised. SRG rats were transplanted using human skin plus CD34+ human hematopoietic 
stem cells and thymus tissue, or with human skin only; 100% of the rats successfully engrafted and developed the 
transplanted human tissues (Supplementary Fig. 7). However, a human immune cell reconstitution of the blood 
in the transplanted rats was not observed in any group using this transplantation methodology (data not shown). 
Gross analysis of the human skin in rats transplanted with human CD34+ human hematopoietic stem cells plus 
thymus and skin demonstrated wound healing, beginning at three weeks post-transplantation, and matura-
tion into adult-like human skin over time (Fig. 4A). The human skin transplanted onto SRG (with or without 
lymphoid tissue plus CD34+ human hematopoietic stem cells) also support the development of human skin 
appendages (hair) (Fig. 4B). Gross analysis of the lymphoid tissues in hSIS-humanized SRG rats at nine months 
post-transplantation showed the growth of the human thymic tissue in the kidney capsule and marginal increase 
in the size of the rat spleen (Fig. 4C). The human skin in hSIS-humanized SRG rats exhibited development of 
multi-layered human keratinocytes (AE1/AE3, pan-cytokeratin antibody+ cells) in the epidermis, and dermal 
fibroblasts (Anti-Fibroblasts Antibody+ cells) in the dermis, both of which are comparable to adult human skin 
(Adult-hSkin) and differ from rat skin (Fig. 5A, Supplementary Fig. 8). The human skin in hSIS-humanized SRG 
rats exhibited a reconstitution of human immune cells  (hCD45+ cells), including Langerhans cells  (hCD207+ 
cells), comparable to adult human skin (Adult-hSkin) (Fig. 5A). Histochemical analysis of human thymus tissue 
in hSIS-humanized SRG rats at nine months post-transplantation demonstrates thymus development, including 
the presence of thymic lobules (Fig. 5B). Human thymus tissues in the hSIS-humanized SRG rat exhibits human 
immune cell (human  CD45+ cells) reconstitution, including T cell (human  CD3+ cells) and macrophage (human 
 CD68+ cells) reconstitution (Fig. 5B,C). Additionally, human thymic T cells exhibit cytokine response to stimu-
lation using CD3/CD28 beads (Supplementary Fig. 9). Human immune cells in the hSIS-humanized SRG rat 
also reconstitute the immunodeficient-rat spleen (Fig. 5D).

The human skin xenograft in immunodeficient rodent models supports community‑associated 
methicillin‑resistant Staphylococcus aureus infection. Community-associated methicillin-resistant 
Staphylococcus aureus (CA-MRSA) infection represents a significant public health threat 5; thus, in vivo models 
that enable investigation of human skin infections are of significance. In order to demonstrate that human fetal 
skin-derived skin xenografts in immunodeficient rodents provide a means for investigating human skin infec-
tions, we inoculated (intradermal) the adult-like human skin xenografts with CA-MRSA USA300. We observed 
lesions in the human skin in SRG rats inoculated with CA-MRSA, which were comparable to lesions in CA-
MRSA patients; those human skin-lesions in the rats exhibited CA-MRSA bacterial growth (Fig. 6). Inoculation 
of CA-MRSA in the human skin xenograft in the NSG mouse model at 10–12 weeks post-transplantation, also 
supports bacterial growth (Supplementary Fig. 10).

Figure 2.  Development of human skin and immune cells in the human Skin and Immune System-humanized 
NSG mouse model. (A) Representative histological (H&E) analysis of the human skin in human Skin and 
Immune System-humanized NSG mice (n = 4) demonstrate the development of human adult-like skin, 
including the dermis, multicellular layer (> 5 layers) epidermis, and cornified envelope. Representative 
histological (H&E) analysis of the mouse skin demonstrate a thin-layer of epidermal cells, with a thin dermal 
layer. (B) Various human skin cells are present in the human skin, including keratinocytes (AE1/AE3+ 
cells, hCytokeratins+ cells), dermal fibroblasts (TE7+ cells, hFibroblast+ cells), cutaneous immune cells 
(hCD45+ cells), and Langerhans cells (hCD207+); alpha-smooth muscle actin-expressing blood vessel cells 
(hα-SMA+ cells) are present in the human skin xenograft and expand during wound healing and contract 
after healing (n = 4). The black arrows denote representative IHC+ cells. (C) Representative histological and 
immunohistochemical analysis of the human spleen and thymus (both under the kidney capsule) in human 
Skin and Immune System-humanized NSG mice demonstrate the development of those lymphoid tissues at ten 
weeks post-transplantation, with human macrophages (hCD68+), T cells (hCD3+), B cells (hCD20+) present in 
the tissues (n = 4) Scale bars: 200 μm.
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Discussion
Rodent models are the primary platforms for investigating human skin-associated infections, injuries, and 
 diseases10, 43. Although rodent models provide insights into the mechanisms of human diseases and host 
response/defense against skin-associated infectious agents, several limitations exist in rodent  models10, 43. It is 
well established that the human skin exhibits significant structural differences compared to rodent  skin10, 43. These 
structural differences could play a critical role in skin-microbes interactions and cutaneous immune signaling, 
resulting in significant differences in anti-microbial host defense and inflammatory response between human 
and rodent  skin1, 2. These differences could also significantly impact the translation of mechanistic findings from 
traditional rodent models to humans.

In an attempt to address the species differences between traditional rodent models of human skin diseases and 
skin diseases in humans, we engrafted human skin, autologous lymphoid tissues, and autologous hematopoietic 
stem cells into immunodeficient rodents (SRG rats and NSG mice). The human skin engrafted into immunode-
ficient rodents developed a microanatomical structure that resembled adult human skin. Human keratinocytes 
and dermal fibroblasts, which facilitate the development of multi-layered epidermis and dermis, respectively, 
were present in the human skin of both the hSIS-humanized rats and mice. To establish that the human skin 
xenograft on immunodeficient rats is susceptible to human pathogens, we infected the engrafted human skin with 
CA-MRSA via intradermal inoculation. The human skin xenograft in the hSIS rat model supports CA-MRSA-
infection. The human skin in the hSIS-humanized mouse model also supports CA-MRSA-infection, albeit the 
infection appears to induce rapid death within three days. Prince et al. reported that human neutrophils and 
monocyte-derived macrophages are a target for CA-MRSA-associated Panton-Valentine leucocidin (PVL) in 
humanized mice with human immune cells and thymus xenograft 48; thus, enhanced inflammation could be 
mediating the rapid deaths. In the hSIS-humanized NSG mouse model, we observed readily detectable levels of 
human monocytes/macrophages in the blood and human skin. Future studies will investigate the interactions 
between human immune cell perturbations and CA-MRSA in the infected skin. A limitation of the hSIS-human-
ized mouse model is the short experimental window (< 2.5 months) for infection, as drying of the human skin 

Figure 3.  Development of human peripheral blood mononuclear cells in the human Skin and Immune System-
humanized NSG mouse model. (A) Representative flow cytometry analysis of human immune cell (hCD45+) 
reconstitution in peripheral blood mononuclear cells (PBMCs) of human Skin and Immune System-humanized 
NSG mice at 10–12 weeks post-transplantation demonstrates high levels (> 10%) of human immune cells in 
the blood. (B) Quantification of human immune cell reconstitution (n = 22; 3 independent experiments) in 
PBMCs of hSIS-humanized mice at 10 weeks post-transplantation. (C) Representative flow cytometry analysis 
of human PBMCs (hCD45+ PBMCs) in human Skin and Immune System-humanized mice at 10–12 weeks 
post-transplantation demonstrates readily detectable levels of various human immune cell types (B cells-
hCD19+hCD3- human PBMCs, αβ T cells-hCD3+ human PBMCs, hCD4+ T cells, hCD8+ T cells, hγδTCR+ 
T cells- hγδ TCR+ CD3+ human PBMCs, natural killer cells (NK)-hCD57+ hCD3- human PBMCs, monocytes 
(hMo)-hCD14+ CD3- human PBMCs, and granulocytes (hPMN)-hCD66b+ hCD3- human PBMCs). (D) 
Quantification of human immune cell subtypes (n = 4) in human PBMCs (hCD45+ PBMCs) of human Skin and 
Immune System-humanized mice at 10–12 weeks post-transplantation.

Obtained via FOIA by Judicial Watch, Inc.



6Scientific Reports |        (2020) 10:14598  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-71548-z

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

xenograft (resulting in hardening) and early signs of murine hair loss (suggestive of graft-versus-host disease) 
are evident at approximately five months post-transplantation. hSIS-humanized SRG rats do not exhibit signs 
of graft versus host disease, even at nine months post-transplantation; thus, hSIS-humanized SRG rats could 
provide an in vivo model for studies requiring a wider experimental window (> 3 months).

Diverse leukocyte populations mediate human immune response; the hSIS-humanized mouse model supports 
the development of both innate and adaptive immune cells. The peripheral blood of hSIS-humanized mice is 
reconstituted with lymphocytes, granulocytes, monocytes, dendritic cells, and natural killer cells. Additionally, 
the hSIS-humanized mouse model supports the development of human thymus and spleen tissues. The presence 
of these human primary and secondary lymphoid tissues, coupled with the development of innate and adaptive 
immune cells, may allow this model to recapitulate de novo antigen-specific human immune responses to a skin 
infection. Interestingly, the hSIS-humanized rat model exhibited marginal human immune cell reconstitution 
in the peripheral blood, despite evidence of human immune cell reconstitution in the human skin and thymus, 
as well as the rat spleen. A transgenic variant of the SRG rat model, carrying human signal regulatory protein 
alpha, a negative regulator of macrophage phagocytosis, could facilitate human immune cell reconstitution in 
the  blood49, 50.

In summary, we report the development of humanized NSG mouse and SRG rat models that incorporate 
human lymphoid tissue(s) and autologous full-thickness human skin with cutaneous immune cells. hSIS-human-
ized NSG mice and SRG rats could provide a means for studying skin  infections25, 48, 51–60.

Methods
Construction of human Skin and Immune System‑humanized rodents. Adult (8–10 weeks) male 
and female severely immunodeficient rodents, namely Non-obese Diabetic (NOD) strain mice (Jackson Labo-
ratory, Stock No: 005557) and Sprague Dawley (SD) strain rats (Hera Biolabs), carrying mutations in inter-
leukin-2 receptor subunit gamma (IL2Rγ), as well as in the Protein Kinase, DNA-Activated, Catalytic Subunit 
(PRKDC) (mice only) or recombination activating gene 2 (RAG2) (rat only) were obtained from vendor and 
bred in the Division of Laboratory Animal Resources (DLAR) facility at the University of Pittsburgh. Human 
fetal tissues were obtained from the Health Sciences Tissue Bank at the University of Pittsburgh. Human fetal 
tissues for constructing humanized rodents were handled and processed under biosafety level 2 conditions. Male 
and female rodents were myoablated via gamma radiation using cesium-137 irradiator, with mice receiving a 
dose of 150 rads and rats receiving a dose of 500 rads. Myoablated male and female mice were transplanted with 
human fetal-thymus, liver, and spleen in the kidney capsule, autologous  CD34+ hematopoietic stem cells (via 
retroorbital injection of 0.2 ×  106 cells)17, and full-thickness human fetal skin on the panniculus carnosus of the 
mouse skin-excised  dorsum61–63. Myoablated male and female rats were transplanted with human fetal-thymus 
and liver in the renal capsule, autologous  CD34+ hematopoietic stem cells (via retroorbital injection of 0.5 ×  106 
cells), and autologous full-thickness human fetal skin (less than four days old) on the panniculus carnosus of 
the rat-skin excised  dorsum61–63. In some instances, rodents were only transplanted with full-thickness human 

Figure 4.  Development of human skin and lymphoid tissues in the human Skin and Immune System-
humanized SRG rat model. Transplantation of full-thickness human fetal skin on the dorsum (A, B) 
and autologous fetal lymphoid tissues (thymus and liver) in the kidney capsule (C) of SRG rats results in 
engraftment and development of full-thickness human skin and primary lymphoid tissue (thymus) (n = 4). 
(A) Representative gross-photos at 0- (the day of transplantation), 3-, 20-, and 36-weeks post-transplantation 
demonstrate human fetal skin engraftment and development (using donor skin obtained from the dorsum). (B) 
Transplantation of full-thickness human fetal skin, derived from regions with significant hair follicles (scalp), on 
SRG rats with (left panel) (n = 2) or without (right panel) (n = 2) co-transplantation of thymus and hematopoietic 
stem cells results in the development of human hair as exhibited in representative gross-photos at six months 
post-transplantation. In the right panel, autologous human skin from dorsum and scalp were co-transplanted to 
demonstrate human hair only grows in human skin tissue with preexisting hair follicles (scalp; identified with 
black box). (C) Representative gross-photos of lymphoid tissues (human thymus in the kidney capsule and rat 
spleen) at nine months post-transplantation demonstrates the development of lymphoid tissues compared to 
non-transplanted SRG rat (n = 4). The black circles denote human thymus tissues.
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Figure 5.  Development of human skin and immune cells in the human Skin and Immune System-humanized 
SRG rat model. Representative immunohistochemical analysis of the human skin in the human Skin and 
Immune System-humanized rat (n = 4) demonstrates the development of human skin, including dermis, multi-
layered (> 5 layers) epidermis, and cornified envelope, which are hallmarks of adult-human skin (Adult-hSkin) 
(n = 2) (A). Various human skin cells are present in the human skin, including keratinocytes (AE1/AE3+ cells, 
hCytokeratins+ cells), dermal fibroblasts (TE7+ cells, hFibroblast+ cells), cutaneous immune cells (hCD45+ 
cells), and Langerhans cells (hCD207+; black arrows denote IHC+ cells) (n = 4). (B) Representative histological 
and immunohistochemical analysis of the human thymus (under the kidney capsule) in the human Skin and 
Immune System-humanized SRG rat demonstrates the development of human thymus tissue at nine months 
post-transplantation, with human immune cells (human CD45+), including (C) high levels of T cells (hCD3+) 
and macrophages (hCD68+) (n = 4). (D) The rat spleen in the human Skin and Immune System-humanized 
SRG rat model (n = 4) is also reconstituted with human immune cells (Humans CD45+); non-transplanted 
(NTP) SRG rat (n = 2) was used as a staining control. Scale bars: 200 μm.

Figure 6.  Human skin xenograft on SRG rats supports CA-MRSA infection. Community-associated 
methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (CA-MRSA) was inoculated into human skin xenograft (intradermal 
injection) on humanized (human skin) SRG rats (n = 9) to demonstrate that the human skin xenograft supports 
CA-MRSA infection. (A) Gross analysis of the skin tissues were examined in CA-MRSA inoculated humanized 
(human skin) SRG rats (n = 9) and compared to CA-MRSA infected human skin (Patient CA-MRSA skin photo 
credit: S. Camazine); healthy control-human skin in humanized (human skin) SRG rats (n = 5) were also used as 
controls to determine skin lesions. (C) The skin lesions in the CA-MRSA inoculated humanized (human skin) 
SRG rats (n = 9) supports high CA-MRSA bacteria load as measured at six weeks post-infection.
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fetal skin. Rodents were housed under specific-pathogen-free conditions and fed irradiated chow and autoclaved 
water.

Immune cell reconstitution and functional assays. For evaluating human immune cell reconstitu-
tion at indicated time points, peripheral blood was collected from animals, and leukocytes were analyzed using 
flow  cytometry17. Briefly, peripheral blood was collected from rodents and mixed with 20 mM Ethylenediami-
netetraacetic acid (EDTA) at a 1:1 ratio, and single-cell leukocytes were prepared via red blood cells lysis using 
Ammonium-Chloride-Potassium (ACK) buffer. For evaluating human immune reconstitution in the human 
skin xenograft in the hSIS-humanized mouse model, human skin tissue was excised from an hSIS-humanized 
mouse. Skin samples were cut into small and digested with collagenase. The dermis was separated from the 
epidermis, and a single-cell suspension of dermal tissue was created using a gentleMACS dissociator (Miltenyi 
Biotech). Epidermal tissues underwent trypsinization in order to obtain a single-cell suspension. Single-cell sus-
pensions were stained with a LIVE/DEAD Fixable Aqua Dead Cell Stain Kit (ThermoFisher Scientific) and fluo-
rochrome-conjugated antibodies (anti-mouse CD45-BioLegend Cat. No. 103126, anti-human CD45-BioLegend 
Cat. No. 304014), fixed with formalin, and analyzed on a BD LSRFortessa™ cell analyzer—flow cytometer (BD 
Biosciences). Data were analyzed using FlowJo software (Dako). Leukocytes were selected based on forward, 
and side scatter measurements. Single-cell and live leukocytes were selected for further analysis of the percent-
age of human leukocytes (anti-human  CD45+,  hCD3+,  hCD4+,  CD8+, hγδTCR +,  hCD19+,  hCD14+,  hCD16+, 
 hCD66b+) and mouse leukocytes (anti-mouse  CD45+). The analysis of the various human immune cell popula-
tions and subsets were gated on human leukocytes. Human T cells were also isolated from the thymus tissue 
in humanized SRG rats via immunomagnetic selection using an anti-human CD3 antibody (EasySep™ Human 
CD3 Positive Selection, Catalog # 17951, Stemcell Technologies) and treated without (vehicle) or with Gibco™ 
Dynabeads™ Human T-Activator CD3/CD28 (Cat. No. 111.61D, ThermoFisher Scientific) in the presence of 
recombinant IL2 and BD GolgiPlug (BD Biosciences) for 12 h. Human cytokine expression (hTNFα and hIFNγ) 
in human T cells were analyzed using BD LSRFortessa™ cell analyzer—flow cytometer (BD Biosciences), and the 
data were analyzed using FlowJo software (Dako).

Gross/In situ immune cell analysis. Gross analysis of tissues was performed using a camera (8 meg-
apixels), with animals either euthanized or anesthetized prior to photographing. Indicated tissue samples 
from humanized rodents or humans (adult human skin from a 77-year-old male, BioChain, catalog number: 
T2234218 or adult female breast skin, University of Pittsburgh Biospecimen Repository), were fixed with for-
malin and, subsequently, embedded in paraffin. Paraffin-embedded, fixed sections were stained via hematoxylin 
and eosin, or via indicated human  antibodies17 (anti-human CD45-Biocare Medical Cat. No. CME PM016AA; 
anti-human CD3-Biocare Medical Cat. No. CME 324 A, B, C; anti-human CD68-Biocare Medical catalog num-
ber CM 033 A, B, C; anti-human CD20-Biocare Medical catalog number ACR 3004 A, B; anti-human alpha-
smooth muscle actin; anti-pan cytokeratin, Clone AE1/AE3, Biocare Medical catalog number SKU: 011; anti-
human fibroblast, Clone TE7, Millipore Sigma catalog number CBL271; anti-human CD207, Dendritics catalog 
number: DDX0362). The immunoreactivity of the antibodies was determined via incubation with DAB substrate 
(MACH 2 Detection Kit, Biocare Medical) and counterstaining with hematoxylin.

CA‑MRSA infection in the human skin in immunodeficient rodents. The human skin xenografts 
on the immunodeficient rodents (SRG rats and NSG mice) were inoculated with CA-MRSA  USA30064 via intra-
dermal injection with 1 ×  108 CFU for rats and 1 ×  106 CFU for mice; non-transplanted rodents were inoculated 
via subqutaneous injection at the same dosage. After three days, portions of equal weight human or rodent skin 
was excised, and bacterial load was determined based on the number of colony-forming units (CFU); CA-MRSA 
bacterial strain was confirmed via polymerase chain reaction (PCR).

Ethical approval. De-identified human fetal tissues at the gestational age of 18 to 20 weeks were obtained 
from medically or elective indicated termination of pregnancy through Magee-Womens Hospital of the Uni-
versity of Pittsburgh Medical Center (UPMC), with the University of Pittsburgh, Health Sciences Tissue Bank. 
Written informed consent of the maternal donors was obtained in all cases, under a protocol reviewed and 
approved by the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of the University of Pittsburgh; approved guidelines and fed-
eral/state regulations were adhered to for all procedures. The use of de-identified human fetal tissues to con-
struct humanized rodents was reviewed and approved by the University of Pittsburgh IRB Office. The use of 
de-identified human fetal tissues did not constitute human subjects research as defined under federal regulations 
[45 CFR 46.102(d or f) and 21 CFR 56.102(c), (e), and (l)]. The use of human fetal liver-derived hematopoietic 
stem cells was reviewed and approved by the Human Stem Cell Research Oversight (hSCRO) at the University of 
Pittsburgh. The use of a biological agent (CA-MRSA), recombinant DNA, and transgenic animals were reviewed 
and approved by the Institutional Biosafety Committee (IBC) at the University of Pittsburgh. All animal stud-
ies/experimental protocols were reviewed and approved by the Institutional Animal Care and Use Committee 
at the University of Pittsburgh and were conducted following approved guidelines, which adheres to the NIH 
guidelines for housing and care of laboratory animals.

Data availability
The datasets generated during and/or analyzed by the authors during this study are available from the corre-
sponding author on reasonable request.
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From:                                 Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]
Sent:                                  Sat, 16 Oct 2021 15:22:42 -0500
To:                                      Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E];Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E];Burklow, John 
(NIH/OD) [E];Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E];Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E];Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [E]
Subject:                             Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh

yes please. 
thanks 
larry 
 

From: "Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E]" <lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>
Date: Saturday, October 16, 2021 at 3:58 PM
To: "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>, Francis Collins 
<collinsf@od.nih.gov>, "Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E]" <burklowj@od.nih.gov>, "Hallett, 
Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E]" <adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>, "Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<michael.lauer@nih.gov>, "Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [E]" <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>
Subject: RE: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 
 

 
 

From: Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E] <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov> 
Sent: Saturday, October 16, 2021 2:07 PM
To: Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E] <collinsf@od.nih.gov>; Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E] 
<burklowj@od.nih.gov>; Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E] <adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>; Lauer, Michael 
(NIH/OD) [E] <michael.lauer@nih.gov>; Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E] <lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>; Myles, 
Renate (NIH/OD) [E] <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>
Subject: Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 
 
Francis, 
I suggest we discuss at ExCom. In the interim, I recommend that I respond to Jeremy and offer to meet 
with his Chancellor together with Mike Lauer.  
Larry 
 

From: "Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E]" <burklowj@od.nih.gov>
Date: Saturday, October 16, 2021 at 12:38 PM
To: Francis Collins <collinsf@od.nih.gov>, "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>, "Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E]" <adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>, 
"Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]" <michael.lauer@nih.gov>, "Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>, "Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [E]" <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 
 
+ Renate.  

Sent from my iPhone 

(b) (5)
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Begin forwarded message: 

From: "Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E]" <collinsf@od.nih.gov>
Date: October 16, 2021 at 9:53:00 AM EDT
To: "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>, "Burklow, John (NIH/OD) 
[E]" <burklowj@od.nih.gov>, "Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E]" <lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>, 
"Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E]" <adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>, "Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) 
[E]" <michael.lauer@nih.gov>
Subject: FW: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 

Adding Lyric, Adrienne, and Mike.

From: Berg, Jeremy <jberg@pitt.edu>
Sent: Saturday, October 16, 2021 9:50 AM
To: Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E] <collinsf@od.nih.gov>
Cc: Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E] <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>; Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E] 
<burklowj@od.nih.gov>
Subject: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh

Hi Francis:

I write regarding ongoing efforts to undermine important science using fetal tissue. As you 
no doubt know, various public universities have been the subject of rotating attacks about 
research using fetal tissue, sometimes citing NIH support for the research. It is now the 
University of Pittsburgh turn in the spotlight. The event that triggered this is the 
publication of a paper (attached) on grafting fetal skin onto rodents supported by an R21 
from NIAID (https://reporter.nih.gov/search/cbh4-6MG-UCNgeeBHC15ew/project-
details/9599671 ). I provide this only for background as the details do not matter for the 
issue I am raising.

Pitt’s response to concerns raised by state legislators and various news outlets has been to 
commission an outside review of Pitt’s practices and compliance. The University believes 
that all appropriate practices and laws have been followed. However, this outside review 
has been met with additional complaints (see https://www.foxnews.com/us/pittsburgh-
investigation-fetal-tissue-probe-cone-silence ).

We have been discussing these issues and it seems that this is an organized attempt to 
delegitimize science based on fetal tissue rather than to identify misbehavior (although, of 
course, any misbehavior does create opportunities for outrage). In light of this, we feel 
that the scientific community would benefit if more institutions could stand together to 
take some of the power out of the one-at-a-time strategy that appears to be operating.

Our Chancellor Pat Gallagher, former Director of NIST and your Senate confirmation 
colleague would like the opportunity to discuss this with you or other appropriate 
individuals at NIH via whatever venue would be preferred (phone, Zoom, in Bethesda).

If this is possible, please let me know the best way to make the appropriate arrangements.
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Thank you for your consideration and best wishes for the remainder of your time at NIH 
and for the next phase.

Best, Jeremy

Jeremy M. Berg, Ph.D.
University of Pittsburgh
Associate Senior Vice Chancellor for Science Strategy and Planning
in the Health Sciences
Professor of Computational and Systems Biology
3550 Terrace Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15213
(412)624-1223

 (cell)
jberg@pitt.edu<mailto:jberg@pitt.edu> 

(b) (6)
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From:                                 Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]
Sent:                                  Sun, 17 Oct 2021 08:29:04 -0500
To:                                      Berg, Jeremy
Cc:                                      Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E];Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]
Subject:                             Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh

Mike indicated that it is arranged (dropping FC to bcc line). 
Larry 
 

From: Jeremy Berg <jberg@pitt.edu>
Date: Sunday, October 17, 2021 at 9:27 AM
To: "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>
Cc: Francis Collins <collinsf@od.nih.gov>, "Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<burklowj@od.nih.gov>, "Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]" <michael.lauer@nih.gov>
Subject: Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 
 
Thanks, Larry. Has this meeting been arranged or is this still to be done? 
  
Best, Jeremy 
  
Jeremy M. Berg, Ph.D.
University of Pittsburgh
Associate Senior Vice Chancellor for Science Strategy and Planning
in the Health Sciences
Professor of Computational and Systems Biology
3550 Terrace Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15213
(412)624-1223 

 (cell)
jberg@pitt.edu 
  
  
  
From: Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E] <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>
Date: Sunday, October 17, 2021 at 9:18 AM
To: Berg, Jeremy <jberg@pitt.edu>
Cc: Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E] <collinsf@od.nih.gov>, Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E] 
<burklowj@od.nih.gov>, Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E] <michael.lauer@nih.gov>
Subject: Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 

Jeremy, 
  

(b) (6)
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Mike Lauer (added to this thread) will be meeting with your VPR on Wednesday. Based upon the 
outcome of that meeting, Mike and I are willing to meet with your Chancellor if that is still desired. 
  
Best wishes, 
Larry 
  
Lawrence A. Tabak, DDS, PhD 
Principal Deputy Director, NIH 
  
From: Jeremy Berg <jberg@pitt.edu>
Date: Saturday, October 16, 2021 at 9:50 AM
To: Francis Collins <collinsf@od.nih.gov>
Cc: "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>, "Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<burklowj@od.nih.gov>
Subject: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 
  
Hi Francis: 
  
I write regarding ongoing efforts to undermine important science using fetal 
tissue. As you no doubt know, various public universities have been the subject of 
rotating attacks about research using fetal tissue, sometimes citing NIH support 
for the research. It is now the University of Pittsburgh turn in the spotlight. The 
event that triggered this is the publication of a paper (attached) on grafting fetal 
skin onto rodents supported by an R21 from NIAID 
(https://reporter.nih.gov/search/cbh4-6MG-UCNgeeBHC15ew/project-
details/9599671 ). I provide this only for background as the details do not matter 
for the issue I am raising. 
  
Pitt’s response to concerns raised by state legislators and various news outlets 
has been to commission an outside review of Pitt’s practices and compliance. The 
University believes that all appropriate practices and laws have been followed. 
However, this outside review has been met with additional complaints (see 
https://www.foxnews.com/us/pittsburgh-investigation-fetal-tissue-probe-cone-
silence ). 
  
We have been discussing these issues and it seems that this is an organized 
attempt to delegitimize science based on fetal tissue rather than to identify 
misbehavior (although, of course, any misbehavior does create opportunities for 
outrage). In light of this, we feel that the scientific community would benefit if 
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more institutions could stand together to take some of the power out of the one-
at-a-time strategy that appears to be operating. 
  
Our Chancellor Pat Gallagher, former Director of NIST and your Senate 
confirmation colleague would like the opportunity to discuss this with you or 
other appropriate individuals at NIH via whatever venue would be preferred 
(phone, Zoom, in Bethesda). 
  
If this is possible, please let me know the best way to make the appropriate 
arrangements. 
  
Thank you for your consideration and best wishes for the remainder of your time 
at NIH and for the next phase. 
  
Best, Jeremy 
  
Jeremy M. Berg, Ph.D.
University of Pittsburgh
Associate Senior Vice Chancellor for Science Strategy and Planning
in the Health Sciences
Professor of Computational and Systems Biology
3550 Terrace Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15213
(412)624-1223 

 (cell)
jberg@pitt.edu 
  
  

(b) (6)
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From:                                 Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [E]
Sent:                                  Sun, 17 Oct 2021 08:48:42 -0500
To:                                      Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E];Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E];Lauer, Michael 
(NIH/OD) [E];Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E];Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E];Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) 
[E];Wood, Gretchen (NIH/OD) [E]
Subject:                             Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh

I’ll send fact sheet and QA via SEFT. Some things waiting for OER meeting to be answered.
Renate Myles
Acting Associate Director for Communications and Public Liaison
Acting Director, Office of Communications and Public Liaison
National Institutes of Health
301-435-3638 
From: Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E] <adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>
Sent: Sunday, October 17, 2021 9:42:05 AM
To: Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E] <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>; Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E] 
<michael.lauer@nih.gov>; Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E] <collinsf@od.nih.gov>; Burklow, John (NIH/OD) 
[E] <burklowj@od.nih.gov>; Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E] <lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>; Myles, Renate 
(NIH/OD) [E] <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>; Wood, Gretchen (NIH/OD) [E] <woodgs@od.nih.gov>
Subject: Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 
 
FYI. We are responding to a Congressional letter. The draft is waiting for additional information 
from Mike’s call. 
From: Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E] <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>
Sent: Sunday, October 17, 2021 9:15:26 AM
To: Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E] <michael.lauer@nih.gov>; Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E] 
<collinsf@od.nih.gov>; Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E] <burklowj@od.nih.gov>; Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) 
[E] <adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>; Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E] <lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>; Myles, Renate 
(NIH/OD) [E] <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>; Wood, Gretchen (NIH/OD) [E] <woodgs@od.nih.gov>
Subject: Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh 
 
So in addition to letting Jeremy know that Mike and I are willing to meet with their Chancellor, I will also 
indicate that Mike is meeting with the VPR on Wed.
 

From: "Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]" <michael.lauer@nih.gov>
Date: Saturday, October 16, 2021 at 7:28 PM
To: Francis Collins <collinsf@od.nih.gov>, "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>, "Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E]" <burklowj@od.nih.gov>, "Hallett, 
Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E]" <adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>, "Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>, "Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [E]" <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>, "Wood, 
Gretchen (NIH/OD) [E]" <woodgs@od.nih.gov>
Cc: "Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]" <michael.lauer@nih.gov>
Subject: Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh
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Good evening – We have a Zoom meeting scheduled with the Pitt VPR and team this 
Wednesday, October 20, at 9:30 AM.  That’s why I’ll be late for Exec Comm – I’ll join at 10 AM. 
So the timing works.
 
Thanks, Mike
 

From: "Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E]" <collinsf@od.nih.gov>
Date: Saturday, October 16, 2021 at 5:36 PM
To: "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>, "Burklow, John 
(NIH/OD) [E]" <burklowj@od.nih.gov>, "Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>, "Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]" <michael.lauer@nih.gov>, 
"Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E]" <lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>, "Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) 
[E]" <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>, "Wood, Gretchen (NIH/OD) [E]" <woodgs@od.nih.gov>
Subject: RE: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh
 
That sounds right.  +Gretchen 
 
FC
 
From: Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E] <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov> 
Sent: Saturday, October 16, 2021 2:07 PM
To: Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E] <collinsf@od.nih.gov>; Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E] 
<burklowj@od.nih.gov>; Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E] <adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>; Lauer, 
Michael (NIH/OD) [E] <michael.lauer@nih.gov>; Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E] 
<lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>; Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) [E] <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>
Subject: Re: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh
 
Francis,
I suggest we discuss at ExCom. In the interim, I recommend that I respond to Jeremy and offer 
to meet with his Chancellor together with Mike Lauer. 
Larry
 

From: "Burklow, John (NIH/OD) [E]" <burklowj@od.nih.gov>
Date: Saturday, October 16, 2021 at 12:38 PM
To: Francis Collins <collinsf@od.nih.gov>, "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>, "Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>, "Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]" <michael.lauer@nih.gov>, 
"Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E]" <lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>, "Myles, Renate (NIH/OD) 
[E]" <mylesr@mail.nih.gov>
Subject: Fwd: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh
 
+ Renate. 

Sent from my iPhone
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Begin forwarded message:

From: "Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E]" <collinsf@od.nih.gov>
Date: October 16, 2021 at 9:53:00 AM EDT
To: "Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E]" <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>, "Burklow, John 
(NIH/OD) [E]" <burklowj@od.nih.gov>, "Jorgenson, Lyric (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<lyric.jorgenson@nih.gov>, "Hallett, Adrienne (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<adrienne.hallett@nih.gov>, "Lauer, Michael (NIH/OD) [E]" 
<michael.lauer@nih.gov>
Subject: FW: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh

Adding Lyric, Adrienne, and Mike.

From: Berg, Jeremy <jberg@pitt.edu>
Sent: Saturday, October 16, 2021 9:50 AM
To: Collins, Francis (NIH/OD) [E] <collinsf@od.nih.gov>
Cc: Tabak, Lawrence (NIH/OD) [E] <lawrence.tabak@nih.gov>; Burklow, John 
(NIH/OD) [E] <burklowj@od.nih.gov>
Subject: Fetal tissue research-University of Pittsbugh

Hi Francis:

I write regarding ongoing efforts to undermine important science using fetal tissue. 
As you no doubt know, various public universities have been the subject of rotating 
attacks about research using fetal tissue, sometimes citing NIH support for the 
research. It is now the University of Pittsburgh turn in the spotlight. The event that 
triggered this is the publication of a paper (attached) on grafting fetal skin onto 
rodents supported by an R21 from NIAID (https://reporter.nih.gov/search/cbh4-
6MG-UCNgeeBHC15ew/project-details/9599671 ). I provide this only for 
background as the details do not matter for the issue I am raising.

Pitt’s response to concerns raised by state legislators and various news outlets has 
been to commission an outside review of Pitt’s practices and compliance. The 
University believes that all appropriate practices and laws have been followed. 
However, this outside review has been met with additional complaints (see 
https://www.foxnews.com/us/pittsburgh-investigation-fetal-tissue-probe-cone-
silence ).

We have been discussing these issues and it seems that this is an organized 
attempt to delegitimize science based on fetal tissue rather than to identify 
misbehavior (although, of course, any misbehavior does create opportunities for 
outrage). In light of this, we feel that the scientific community would benefit if 
more institutions could stand together to take some of the power out of the one-
at-a-time strategy that appears to be operating.

Our Chancellor Pat Gallagher, former Director of NIST and your Senate 
confirmation colleague would like the opportunity to discuss this with you or other 
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appropriate individuals at NIH via whatever venue would be preferred (phone, 
Zoom, in Bethesda).

If this is possible, please let me know the best way to make the appropriate 
arrangements.

Thank you for your consideration and best wishes for the remainder of your time 
at NIH and for the next phase.

Best, Jeremy

Jeremy M. Berg, Ph.D.
University of Pittsburgh
Associate Senior Vice Chancellor for Science Strategy and Planning
in the Health Sciences
Professor of Computational and Systems Biology
3550 Terrace Street
Pittsburgh, PA 15213
(412)624-1223

(cell)
jberg@pitt.edu<mailto:jberg@pitt.edu>

(b) (6)
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