RESEARCH GRANT/CONTRACT APPLICATION SUMMARY AND ETHICS DELARATION

 (
 
)All applications for research grants or contracts from the School of Applied Social Science must be accompanied by a completed summary form, no matter the value.  This holds even if the funding agency involved does not require a University signatory.  The Research Office will not process any applications unless they are accompanied by a completed summary form.  

SPONSOR/FUNDING AGENCY:                                   


 (
 
)APPLICANT/CO-APPLICANT:                            	

FULL TITLE OF RESEARCH PROJECT:
 (
 
)


	
TOTAL SUM REQUESTED

	



 (
 
)
PROPOSED START DATE:  
 (
 
)
PROPOSED END DATE:
 (
 
)
 (
 
)SUBMISSION DEADLINE FOR APPLICATION:

EXPECTED DATE OF RESPONSE FROM SPONSOR:

SIGNATURES & UNIVERSITY AUTHORISATION:
 (
 
)
APPLICANT*		NAME:
 (
 
)
 (
 
)CO-APPLICANT(S)		NAME(s):


 (
 
)
HEAD OF SCHOOL		NAME:
(or DEPUTY)
 (
 
)RESEARCH OFFICE     		NAME:
(Proposals Team)

*NOTE: THE APPLICANT(S) SIGNATURE CONFIRMS AGREEMENT TO COMPLY WITH SASS ETHICAL PROCEDURES





PLEASE GIVE THE COMPLETED FORM, WITH ALL THE SIGNATURES, AND A COPY OF THE FULL RESEARCH PROPOSAL TO MORAG CRAWFORD VIA 3S28 (SCHOOL OFFICE)

DECLARATION

Ethical approval/Independent reader
The final version of the proposal has to be read by at least one independent member of the School of Applied Social Science (not a close colleague) who will consider ethical issues.
Please note that ALL SASS research is subject to ethical review by the SASS Ethics Committee or by an external process such as the NHS Research Governance Framework.  See the SASS Ethics handbook for details.  

	To be completed by Independent Reader
 (
 
)     
Name of independent reader                                                            

I am satisfied that any issues of safety for researchers have been appropriately considered 	yes/no

Any ethical issues identified have been highlighted to the Applicant                                     yes/no

I recommend the following level of ethical review 
(criteria listed at the end of this form or see ESRC Ref 1.2.2)                                            full/light touch
 (
 
)
Signature of independent reader




	To be completed by the Applicant
 	
I confirm that any ethical issues identified by the independent reader have been taken
into account and addressed in the proposal.                                                                          yes/no

Approximate date when ethical review will be needed in SASS

	                                                                              month/year/not needed due to external review

Will ethical approval be sought from a body external to the University?	yes/no
 (
 
)
If so give name of body concerned and the date of the review                                             

You must inform the designated admin support worker of the procedure, timing and outcome of this external ethical approval and provide a copy of the written approval.  This will be notified to the SASS Ethics Committee.  All external review must be compliant with the ESRC REF – seek the DEC Chair’s advice if unsure.
 
The proposed research will use the following code of ethics[footnoteRef:1].  This section must be completed. [1:  e.g. British Sociological Association, Social Services Research Group, Social Research Association, British Society of Criminology.] 

 (
 
)
		



NB. Links to relevant codes of ethics may be found at the web site http://www.dass.stir.ac.uk/resources/links.php

I confirm that this proposal has been reviewed by a Research Group Convenor.
 (
 
)
Signature of Convenor  


Research & Planning Office
The costings in this proposal have been checked and approved by the Research Office and a Full Economic Costing (fEC) form was completed and is attached	 yes/no





NOTE: LIGHT TOUCH ETHICAL REVIEW
Light touch review may be appropriate for projects which present minimal potential for the risk of harm to participants and others affected by the proposed research. Para 1.2.2 of the ESRC REF states (see document for full text):
The following research would normally be considered as involving more than minimal risk:
· Research involving vulnerable groups (eg children, young people, those with a learning disability or cognitive impairment, or individuals in a dependent or unequal relationship);
· Research involving sensitive topics (eg participants’ sexual behaviour, their illegal or political behaviour, their experience of violence, their abuse or exploitation, their mental health, their gender or ethnic status);
· Research involving groups where permission of a gatekeeper is normally required for initial access to members  (eg ethnic or cultural groups, native peoples or indigenous communities);
· Research involving deception which is conducted without participants’ full and informed consent;
· Research involving access to records of personal or confidential information concerning identifiable individuals;
· Research which would induce psychological stress, anxiety or humiliation or cause more than minimal pain;
· Research involving intrusive interventions which participants would not encounter in the course of their everyday lives. 

The light touch review process involves the Principal Investigator signing, against all these points that the research does not involve more than minimal risk. DEC is not bound by the recommendation of the Independent Reviewer – this is intended to provide guidance to the Principal Investigator. See the procedures document for full details.
