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MANCOSA HUMAN RESEARCH ETHICS COMMITTEE (M-HREC)

REVIEWER CHECKLIST OF THE ETHICAL CLERANCE APPLICATION FORM (M-HREC)

ETHICAL PRINCIPLES
1. Collaborative Partnership, 2. Social Value, 3. Scientific Validity, 4. Fair Selection of Participants, 5. Favourable Risk-Benefit Ratio, 6. Independent Ethical Review, 7. Informed Consent, and          8. Ongoing Respect for Participants and Study Communities (Emanuel et al., 2008).

	DATE
	

	STUDENT NAME
	

	REGISTRATION NUMBER
	

	EMAIL
	

	SUPERVISOR 
	

	TITLE OF THE STUDY
	

	MHREC-  REFERENCE NUMBER
	



 
	EMBEDDED / GUIDING   ETHICAL PRINCIPLE 
	CHECKLIST FOR THE APPLICATION 
	YES   
	NO
	N/A 

	 
Beneficence, social value (2, 3, 5)
	Study details 
 
	 
	
	 

	
	The title of the project is clearly stated. 
	 
	
	 

	
	The aims and objectives are outlined. 
	 
	
	 

	
	The research questions are outlined. 
	 
	
	 

	
	The purpose of the study is explained. 
	 
	
	 

	
	A concise literature review is included. 
	 
	
	 

	
	The benefits and the risks of the study are clearly indicated.
	
	
	

	Justice, scientific value (2, 3, 4)
	Research Design and Methods
Clearly reflects the criteria below:
	 
	
	 

	
	The research design is outlined (Research paradigm (e.g. Interpretivist or Positivist)  Research Logic (e.g. largely deductive or inductive)
Methods (e.g. qualitative or quantitative or mixed methods or experimental)
	 
	
	 

	
	The selection criteria for the study population are explained (description of the study population, population size, inclusion criteria, exclusion criteria)
	 
	
	 

	
	The sampling framework is clearly indicated (including the sampling method, sample size, sampling frame)
	 
	
	 

	Justice, nonmaleficence (8)
	The recruitment process for the study participants is explained (how will the participants be approached/invited to participate in the study, candidates should ideally explain that there shall be no undue influence exerted to induce participation and underscore the fact of zero forced participation). 
	 
	
	 

	Scientific value, timeous dissemination of data (3,8)
	The data analysis processes are outlined. 
	 
	
	 

	
	The timeline for the project is stipulated (please ensure that sufficient time is allocated for the period between the approval processes and the start of data collection). This timeline should be the applicant’s own research timeline of research-related activities and not merely a listing of MBA or DBA workshops, for example. 
	 
	
	 

	 
 
 
Autonomy, 
respect for 
persons (1, 7, 8)
 
	Where the study has the potential to invoke possible distress among the participants, the following been addressed: 
1. Identification of referral patterns for further management. 
2. Identification of the person/institution to where the participant will be referred. 
3. Indication of whether there are costs implications to the participant. 
This information should also be reflected in the Participant Information Letter and Informed Consent Document (I&ICF) 
	 
	
	 

	
	Gatekeeper permission 
	 
	
	 

	
	Please ensure that relevant gatekeeper permission is identified/sought. 
	 
	
	 

	
	The gatekeeper letter is authenticated 
	 
	
	 

	 
	Data storage 
 
	 
	
	 

	Autonomy, 
privacy, non-maleficence (8)
	How and where will the data be stored? How will the supervisor have access to the stored data? 
	 
	
	 

	
	How will the data be disposed of (if applicable)? 
	 
	
	 

	 
	Dissemination of study findings 
 
	 
	
	 

	Autonomy, Beneficence, respect for persons (4,7,8)  
	How will anonymity of the participants/ confidentiality be ensured? 
	 
	
	 

	
	How will feedback be given to the participants after the study has been completed? 
	 
	
	 

	 
	Funding 
 
	 
	
	 

	Autonomy (7)
	Are there any restrictions placed by the funding agency? 
	 
	
	 

	
	How is this being dealt with? 
	 
	
	 

	 
	Participant Letter of Information and Informed Consent Form
(I&ICF)  
	 
	
	 

	 
Respect for persons
(4,7,8) 
	Is the I&ICF aligned to the recommended template?
	 
	
	 

	
	Does the I&ICF include a Declaration of Consent? 
	 
	
	 

	
	Is the M-HREC Contact details included in the I&ICF? 
	 
	
	 

	
	Has additional consent been requested for audio-recording, video-recording, etc? 
	 
	
	 

	 
	Supporting documentation (where appropriate) 
	 
	
	 

	Scientific value, respect for persons 
(2,3) 
	Questionnaire 
Interview schedule  
Piloting and focus group (whichever is applicable or both)
Data capturing sheet 
Observation schedule
Data dissemination plan 
	 
	
	 

	 
	All relevant signatures 
 
	 
	
	 



6.
	DECISION OF THE REVIEWER: (√)

	Full approval
	

	Approved subject to minor corrections (Reviewer to re-evaluate)
	

	Provisional approval (resubmit with major corrections (to M-HREC)
	

	Reject - to resubmit with substantial revision (to M-HREC)
	




	FINAL EVALUATION REPORT- FOR PRESENTING AT MHREC MEETING
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