CARTHAGE COLLEGE INSTITUTIONAL REVIEW BOARD (IRB) 
PROPOSAL REVIEW




[bookmark: _GoBack]
RESEARCHER: Click or tap here to enter text.
PROJECT TITLE: Click or tap here to enter text.
FILE #: Click or tap here to enter text.
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Project Information is Complete and Sound
All required documents are included with the submission.				☐Yes   ☐No
The investigator has adequately described sound methods/procedure.	  	☐Yes   ☐No
The selection of human subjects is equitable.					☐Yes   ☐No
Participants are not from a vulnerable population.					☐Yes   ☐No
Potential coercion is adequately addressed.					☐Yes   ☐No
Identify the appropriate exemption category below (*please consult with your “Exempt Research Categories” document for a complete description):    
	(Check here)
	Exempt Category
	Sub-criteria
	Abbreviated Description*
	Revised Common Rule clarification

	☐	1
	--
	Educational practices
	Not likely to adversely impact learning or educator

	☐	2
	i
	Tests, surveys, or observation of public behavior, no identifiers
	Only interaction; not identifiable

	☐	2
	ii
	Tests, surveys, or observation of public behavior, no risk
	Only interaction; not sensitive

	☐	2
	iii
	Tests, surveys, or observation of public behavior, identifiers with limited IRB review (to ensure confidentiality/privacy)
	Only interaction; but identifiable and/or sensitive

	☐	3
	i(A)
	Benign# behavioral interventions, no identifier
#brief and harmless, non-offensive
	Not biomedical; no children

	☐	3
	i(B)
	Benign behavioral interventions, no risk
	Not biomedical; no children

	☐	3
	i(C)
	Benign behavioral interventions with limited IRB review (to ensure confidentiality/privacy)
	Not biomedical; no children

	☐	4
	i
	Secondary research, publicly available information with identifiers
	

	☐	4
	ii
	Secondary research with information recoded with no identifiers
	

	☐	4
	iii
	Secondary research with identifiable health information
	

	☐	4
	iv
	Secondary research for a federal agency
	

	☐	5
	--
	Public benefit research and demonstration projects
	

	☐	6
	--
	Taste and food quality studies
	


If you selected either 2iii or 3i(C) then indicate why there is a need for limited review.  
Click here to enter text.


If there is deception, participants have been notified and have given their
prospective consent (in other words, they know that they won’t know 
everything about the study until after participation).					☐Yes   ☐No
If this provision has not been met, please recommend IRB review.
Participants are identifiable.		.						☐Yes   ☐No
If “yes”, please recommend Limited Review.
The topic of research topic is sensitive.		 				☐Yes   ☐No
	If “yes”, please recommend Limited Review.
Compensation is commensurate with study demands.				☐Yes   ☐No

Study is Minimal Risk 
This study has only minimal risk(s).								☐Yes   ☐No
(i.e., the risks of the proposed study are not considered to be greater than 
those encountered in the participant’s daily life or during routine physical 
or psychological examinations.)									

If more than minimal risk, are there any safeguards needed? 			☐Yes   ☐No
If safeguards are needed, this study will need to go to Full Board Review.  

Data Handling 
     Has the researcher adequately address who will have access to the data? 		☐Yes   ☐No
     Is the data storage plan acceptable? 							☐Yes   ☐No

There is no signed consent form because the proposal is exempt,
but there is a consent statement, which adequately addresses all 
necessary components of consent.						☐Yes   ☐No

☐  Check this box to indicate that you have cross-checked the consent statement with the check list.

COMMENTS:


Summary of Review:

☐ Exempt, no further review nor revision needed
☐ Exempt, no further review needed, but revision needed
☐ Exempt, but limited review needed
☐ Not Exempt, requires IRB review
☐ Reject (please provide rationale for rejection)
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