UNIVERSITY OF EAST LONDON
Research Ethics Committee

Membership, Constitution and Terms of Reference

1. Membership
	1.1   Chair
	Appointed by the Board of Governors



	1.2   Field Representatives
	Nominated by the relevant Dean of School (one representative from each nominated School)



	1.3   Field Expert Representatives
	Nominated by the relevant Dean of School or Field Leader (the number of representatives to be determined by need)


	1.4   External Representatives
	Nominated by the Committee and approved by the Board of Governors [or by the Chair acting on behalf of the Board] (the Committee shall not have more than two representatives at any one time)


	1.5   Lay Representatives
	Nominated by the Committee and approved by the Board of Governors [or by the Chair acting on behalf of the Board] (the Committee shall not have more than three representatives at any one time, one of whom must be a member of the Board of Governors)


	1.6   Co-options
	Nominated by the Committee and approved by the Board of Governors [or by the Chair acting on behalf of the Board] (the number of co-options to be determined by need)


2. Constitution

2.1. The University Research Ethics Committee has been established by the Board of Governors and is responsible to that body. Members shall be nominated in accordance with the rules approved by the Board of Governors. The membership of the Committee shall be so constituted to include persons having experience of research involving the use of human participants and persons having relevant knowledge of the broader ethical issues relating to the conduct of this kind of research.

2.2. As far as is practicable the membership of the Committee shall include a balance of members whose expertise broadly reflects:

a) Those discipline areas from which the majority of applications for the approval of experimental programmes involving the use of human participants, currently and in the past, have arisen, and

b) An expert knowledge of the broader legal, moral and ethical issues relating to the conduct of research involving the use of human participants.

2.3. A member of the Board of Governors shall serve as lay member

2.4. The Committee shall have at least one external member and one lay member. The Secretary and Registrar may serve as a lay member.

2.5. The Committee has the power to co-opt additional members. Such persons serve as full members of the Committee for a period not normally exceeding the duration of the project upon which their expertise and advice is required.

2.6. Notwithstanding the provision set out in clause 2.5 above, the Committee shall have the power to seek whatever expert advice it deems appropriate, either from within the University or outside without the necessity to resort to co-option. In such cases advice shall be sought through the Chair, or through a person specifically designated by the Chair to make such inquiry.
2.7. The membership of the Committee, including co-opted members, shall not ordinarily exceed fifteen.

2.8. Members shall be appointed for three years. One third of the membership shall retire at the end of each year. All members other than co-opted members shall be eligible for re-nomination and re-appointment.

2.9. The quorum of the Committee for meetings shall be one half of the total membership.
2.10. The Committee shall meet at least once each academic year. Additional meetings shall be convened as and when the Committee considers a meeting necessary.

2.11. There shall be a Chair of the Committee who shall be nominated by the University’s Board of Governors.

3. Terms of Reference
3.1. The Committee shall have the authority to consider and approve applications for the approval of experimental programmes involving the use of human participants. In giving such approval it shall have the power to make any recommendations, or to require any revisions or amendments to be made to any proposal submitted to the Committee, in order to ensure that it complies with the requirements set out in section 3.3. below.

3.2. In conducting its business the Committee shall pay due regard to, and act in accordance with, the conventions set out in the Declaration of Helsinki.

3.3. The Committee shall have the following powers to act on behalf of the University:

a) To peer review proposals for experimental programmes involving the use of human participants to ensure that experiments within the University, and experiments conducted elsewhere by individuals directly employed by the University as part of their scholarly activities, conform with recognised codes of ethical conduct and that there are adequate safeguards to protect the participants, that the work is being carried out in suitable, properly equipped surroundings with due observance of established safety practices, and that there is adequate indemnity.

b) To ensure that explicit true consent is obtained from those who will participate in such experiments and that they are given clear and adequate explanation of the projected programme of investigation, understand fully any risk that might be involved in their taking part, and are fully informed as to whether their participation in the programme will benefit them directly or will produce results which will contribute to the long-term benefit of individuals some time in the future.

c) To review the University’s procedures and policies relating to the approval of experimental programmes involving human participants and to recommend changes where it is deemed necessary to take into account changes in law or approved practice. These will include, inter alia, reviewing institutional policies relating to indemnity insurance and data protection.
d) The Committee is not charged with the peer review of experimental programmes involving the use of animals, for which different arrangements are more appropriate. However, it is recognised that there may be very occasional cases where animal and human research come together. For the purposes of paragraphs 3.2a) to c) above, the Committee’s terms of reference shall be extended to cover animal research in cases where both human and animal research are so connected as to make a distinction between the two impracticable.

3.4. Where the Committee has peer reviewed an application and is satisfied that, subject to the ascertainment and verification of particular matters, the experimental programme conforms with recognised ethical practices, will take place in suitable surroundings, and proper safety practices will be observed, and can be approved, the Committee may authorise the Chair, taking such advice as s/he or the Committee may consider appropriate, to act on behalf of the Committee in granting approval.
