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Notes: Having completed this form the reviewer should return the original to the applicant and retain a copy. Applications to ORECNI or other NHS RECs require separate ethics approval. Please click here for more information: 
PART A: APPLICANT
1.
Project Title:
_____________________________________________________________________________

2.
Principal Investigator: 
__________________________________
Position:  ____________________

3.
Applicant (if not PI):
__________________________________
Position:  ____________________

4.
I have read and agree to abide by the requirements of the following University documents:

· Policy on the Ethical Approval of Research  

· Regulations for Research Involving Human Participants
· Regulations governing Investigations into Allegations of Research Misconduct  

Signed:   ___________________________________ (Applicant) [electronic signature acceptable]
Date:  _________________  

PART B: REVIEWER
Note for peer reviewers 

Please complete the checklist below and consider whether in your opinion each issue has been satisfactorily addressed. If you feel that a particular issue needs to be considered further by the applicant, please explain this in the text box. 

	5.
	Checklist:
	Yes
	No

	a.
	Are the aims and objectives/research questions clearly stated?
	(
	(

	b.
	Is the methodology adequate and appropriate?
	(
	(

	c.
	Is the project planning adequate?
	(
	(

	d.
	Are the roles and responsibilities of all applicants and collaborators clearly defined/justified?
	(
	(

	e.
	Have all the relevant ethical issues been identified and resolved?
	(
	(

	f.
	Have the dissemination and implementation of results been addressed?
	(
	(

	g.
	Are there any potential risks to the safety of the research team? 
	(
	(

	h.
	Is the process of informed consent satisfactorily managed (if applicable)?
	(
	(

	i.
	Are procedures for data storage and confidentiality adequately managed?
	(
	(

	j.
	Is this project likely to involve the collection or storage of personal data?

	(
	(

	k.
	Does the consent form adequately explain the how the research will be conducted?


	(
	(

	l.
	Does the consent form adequately explain how to withdraw from the project? 


	(
	(

	m.
	Does the participant information sheet (PIS) provide full details about the project / research?
	(
	(


If you have answered ‘No’ to any of the above and/or wish to add any further comments about this proposal, please explain below: 
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


6.
Decision:  The project is considered to be (please tick one):

	a.
	Appropriate and should proceed to School Research Ethics Committee for consideration.
	(

	b.
	Requires minor amendments as per 5 above and should then proceed to School Research Ethics Committee for consideration. (These should be noted above)
	(

	c.
	Requires major amendments as per 5 above and should be returned to the Chief Investigator for revision and resubmission for peer review.
	(

	d.
	Is inappropriate and should not proceed.
	(


7.
Reviewer name:   







Date: 


Reviewer Position: 


Reviewer Signature: [electronic signature acceptable] 
This information will be used in accordance with the University’s Data Protection Policy and the Data Protection Act (1998) for the purposes of research.
Updated 4th May 2022 
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