10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

LEHMAN COLLEGE INSTITUTIONAL REVIEW BOARD
Reviewer’s Checklist

Are risks greater than “minimal risks”*? If yes, are risks minimized?

Comment:

Does the study involve subjects from vulnerable populations?

Comment:

Are risks reasonable in relation to benefits?

Comment:

Is subject selection equitable (e.g., subject population included/excluded; risks of coercion in
recruitment)?

Comment:

Is the process for obtaining consent appropriate?

Comment:

Is informed consent appropriately documented?

Comment:

Does the project involve collection of private health information (PHI)?

Comment:

Is there adequate provision for monitoring the data collection to insure safety of subjects?

Comment:

Are the provisions for protecting privacy adequate?

Comment:

Are the provisions for maintaining confidentiality adequate?

Comment:

Have additional safeguards for subjects vulnerable to coercion or undue influence been
included?

Comment:

Is “annual” continuing review sufficient?

Comment:

Do the research staff/investigators have appropriate expertise to perform their responsibilities in

the study?

Comment:

Does the research setting (e.g., location of research, facilities) provide adequate safeguards for
protection of human subjects?

Comment:

Yes
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* “minimal risk” means that the probability and magnitude of harm or discomfort anticipated in the research are not greater in and for themselves from those
ordinarily encountered in daily life or during the performance of routine physical or psychological examination or tests.
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Adapted from a checklist prepared by University County Hospital, Tampa, Florida.



