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Where there are questions about whether proposed research requires scientific merit review,
the research administration is responsible for working with the PI to determine if the work is
covered within an existing peeeviewed program. The research admstration must then
communicatetheir conclusions to the ACC.

Through the Research Grants Officer (RGO), the ACC receives solicited conffuactienACC
Coordinator)that each submitted AUP to the ACC has been found to have scientific merit
according to the formal process detailed in Secéidibefore it is subjected to ethical review by
the ACC.

Through the RGO, thesearchoffice receives confirmation of AUP approval from the ACC
before releasing funds fdhe associatedesearchactivitiesinvolving animalslf ACC approval
has not yet been received partial release of funds can be requested by thei#@the research
office and must includen outline of the use of funds to ensure ttthe funds will not be used
for activities that require ACC approval. For more information, cotit@cRGO.

Scientific merit reviewer requirements

Two independent scientific merigviews by externakexpert peefreviewers must be conducted
beforean associated AUP can undergo ethiealew by theACCScientific merit revievinvolves
review of the proposed AUP asdpportingdocuments (e.g., standard operating procedures,
etc.)and completion of the Scientific MefteerReviewForm. Reviewersnust not be directly
involved in the AUP design or implementatiand they should haveslevant experience and/or
knowledgeto adequately review the AUP and supportadwcuments.

Peerreviewers must comply with the SMBolicy on Conflict of Interest in Researad
therefore in relation to the Pl they must not:
o beapersonal friend or relative;
e be from the same University departméptogram;
e have been a research supervisor or graduate student of the Univédsityber within
the past six years or haytans to collaborate with th@lin the immediate future;
¢ bean employee of a neacademic organization with which the University Member has
had collaboration with in the past six years;
¢ have any other potential conflict of interest (e gersonal, financialyith the applicant
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d)

9)

h)

TheACC Coordinator contaxtoordinators or equivalent at two selected Canadian
universitieswith a request for names of potential appropriate reviewgysoviding
only the protocol title and indication of a need for relatively quick turnaround time
(four week maximum

Upon receiving names of potential reviewetlse AVPR surveyassociated online
research profiles to ensure suitability for the review of the proposed animal.work

TheACC Coordinator contaxhe potential reviewersand requesstheir assistance

in providing ascientific merit review while providingnly the protocol title,
indicating the need for a relatively quick turnaround tinfieu¢ week maximurj

and requesting confirmation that they have no conflict of interest in conducting the
review.

The ACC Coordinator sendsédachconfirmedreviewer the AUP and supporting
documents to conduct the scientific merit review, along with the Scientific Merit
Reviewer Comment Forto complete.

In the event of conflicting or inconsistent reviews from the two selected reviewers,
a third reviewer will be solicited following the same process outlin&kittions.1
a-f to provide an arbitrating viewpoint.



the research office that the work described in tAEPis part of a researcproject or program

that has been found to have scientific merit through independent, expert reviglication of
NSERC funding is normally taken by the ACC as evidence of scientific merit for tHerefitice
period and the proposal is subsequently subjected to ethics review by the ACC. Otherwise,
through the RGO, the ACC asks for confirmation from the research office on whether the listed
fundingsource is sufficient evidencé scientific merit.

If the RGO, on behalf of the research offtmnmunicates confirmation to the ACGdtdinator

that scientific merihas already beedemonstrated through competitive peer revieuring the
fundingprocesdor the proposed work, the AUP is subsequently subjected to ethical review by
the ACC as describedthme Saint Mary’s University Animal Care Committee Terms of Reference
Confirmation of scientific merit review from the source remains valid for the entire funding
period.
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upon requestThe ACC (via the ACC Coordinator) must receivirmation from the Pl anthe
research office that the work described in the ABlPart of a researcproject or program that
has been found to have scientific merit through independent, expert review.

Through the RGO,
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