School of Clinical Dentistry Research Ethics Review

	
	
	
	Student to complete form and discuss with supervisor.  All forms to be given a number for reference purposes (obtain from Sue Spriggs)
	
	
	



	Research Ethics Lead writes to supervisor (copy to Sue Spriggs)
	
	
	School Research Ethics Lead

(Lynne Bingle)
	
	
	Low risk no action and signed off by supervisor and Research Ethics Lead.  Then to be filed



	
	
	
	High risk or questionable to go to two independent reviewers who give a scientific review and ethical review (one to Lead)
	
	
	



	Signed off by reviewers if no issues.  
	
	Any issues to go back to supervisor
	
	Clear feedback given to supervisor.  Any difference of opinion, discussed.  If cannot be resolved


	
	
	
	Research Ethics Lead to take to Ethical Review Committee (Keith Figures, Keith Hunter, Alison Patrick and Paul Speight).  Panel to reach decision, let supervisor know outcome and be filed.
	
	
	



	
	
	
	If difference of opinion within Ethical Review Committee contact Richard Hudson for final decision.  Then to be filed
	
	
	


Ethics approval is required prior to involvement with human participants

Any member of staff can be independent reviewer and will be asked to review by School Research Ethics Board
A list of research ethics decisions are reported annually to UREC

Model consent form on ScHARR web site

Each application is given a number

Richard Hudson is our University contact and any discrepancies of opinions are referred to him

PGT project titles (with categorisation low or high risk) to School Research Committee April or July, depending on when project defined
Undergraduate elective projects to go to Teaching Committee

