
S.14-129

MEMO 
ATTENTION: Senate 
c/o Mark Walker, Re istrar and Secret to Senate 

I FROM: Charles Goldsmith, Chair, Research Ethics Board 

I RE: Annual REB Senate Report 2013-2014 

I DATE: October 151
h, 2014 

Dear Mark Walker: 

In accordance with Policy R20.01, "Ethics Review of Research Involving Human 
Participants", Section 14.7 , I am submitting, on behalf of the Research Ethics Board, the 
Annual Report to Senate. The report spans the time frame September 1, 2013 
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Figure 2 : Greater -Than-Minimal Risk Study Approvals by Academic Year  
 

 
 
Proportionate review requires that research studies that may be designated as greater-than-
minimal risk or are more complex in nature must be reviewed by the Full Board.  Delegated review 
for new applications can occur when the study is considered to be of minimal risk to the 
prospective participants.  Figure 3 highlights the number of applications that were reviewed by the 
Full Board.   
 
 
Figure 3: Full Board Reviews Conducted  by Academic Year  
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There was a marked decrease in Full Board Reviews conducted in 2013-2014 compared to both 
2012-2013 and 2011-2012.  As was noted in the 2012-2013 report, this decrease is likely 
attributed to the BC Research Ethics Review Reciprocity Agreement signed by the eight 
participating BC universities and Health Authorities that was executed in May of 2013. This 
reciprocity agreement permits the SFU REB/ORE to conduct delegated reviews of Full Board 
research studies when there is an SFU co-investigator and the research study has received Full 
Board review from one of the other institutional signatories to the agreement.  Those studies that 
have SFU Principal Investigators or are based primarily out of SFU are forwarded to one of the SFU 
REB subcommittees for Full Board review.   As a result, there are still a number of complex 
research studies being conducted by SFU investigators that require time and effort by REB 
members to review.  As always, the goal of such reviews is to ensure participant safety and that 
risk to participants and researchers is properly managed and mitigated. 
 
Figure 4 shows the distribution of research studies reviewed by the Full Board for various SFU 
Faculties and Departments.  
 
Figure 4:  Full Board Review Distribution of Research Studies by Discipline Type  (n=10)  
 

 
 
 
Once again, more than half of the research studies conducted at SFU during the past year were 
directed by graduate students serving as the Principal Investigator (PI) (Figure 5).  SFU is unique in 
allowing graduate students to serve as the PI for a research study.  There are many challenges 
inherent in allowing graduate students to apply for research ethics review as the study PI because 
of the limited research experience accumulated to this point in their career and the unique set of 
challenges that this may place on their academic/research supervisor.  However, it is believed that 
in permitting students to apply for research ethics review as principal investigators, SFU and the 
SFU REB have afforded these students an opportunity to better understand the implications of 
their research and how it may impact individuals, communities and themselves.   
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Figure 5: Distribution of Research Studies by Principal Investigator Type  (n=486) 
 

 
 
   
Challenges Ahead 
 
The SFU REB and ORE continue to evolve and keep current with best practices in the ethical review 
of research involving human participants.  Policy and practice within the ORE and REB are 
continually being reviewed to ensure that both remain compliant with the relevant regulations and 
guidance that govern the conduct of research involving human participants.  The recent transition 
to the CORE tutorial will assist in this effort as any revisions to the TCPS2 guidelines should quickly 
be reflected in the tutorial as both are maintained by the Interagency Advisory Panel on Research 
Ethics.   
 
The recent move to three REB subcommittees (Biomedical and Health Research, Clinical Trials, 
Behavioural and Social Sciences Research) will continue to be monitored to ensure that 
membership resources are appropriately being utilized across this relatively new three sub-
committee meeting format.   
 
Progress continues to be made with the BC Ethics Harmonization Initiative (BCEHI) as a model for 
minimal risk review has been developed and will be piloted by the eight partner organizations 
representing four of �����ï�•��major research universities and 



 O F F I C E  O F  R E S E A R C H  E T H I C S  

Page 7 of 7 

 
 
involved in a study.  The SFU REB will continue to play an important role in moving this initiative 
forward by piloting the review models as they are developed.  
 
The REB and ORE will continue to monitor any changes to institutional, provincial, national or 
international policy and flag any issues that may impact REB functioning or the submission and 
processing of applications for ethical review from the SFU research community.   
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