


2SJSU IRB Meeting Agenda Items 
September 23, 2016 

 
 

1. Introductions 
2. Training Binders 
3. CITI training requirement for new members - Deadline September 30, 2015. 
4. Discussion of expectations:  

● turn around time for review,  
● attendance, and  
● participation. 

5. Alena’s summer project 
 
 



SJSU IRB Meeting Agenda Items 
October 21, 2016 

 
 

1. Introductions 
2. Approval of minutes from 9/23/16 05/13/16 
3. IRB Protocol Review 
4. Review of training binders - questions 
5. Discussion re: current forms to convert to online format 

 
 



SJSU IRB Meeting Agenda Items 
December 9, 2016 

 
 

1. Approval of minutes from 10/21/16 
2. Announcements 
3. Discussion re: current forms to convert to online format 
4. Winter availability 
5. Spring meeting dates: (Fridays, 9:30-10:30, SH 332) 

○ Jan 27 
○ Feb 17 
○ Mar 17 
○ Apr 21 
○ May 12 

6. Other items 
 
 
 
 



https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/01/19/2017-01058/federal-policy-for-the-protection-of-human-subjects
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/01/19/2017-01058/federal-policy-for-the-protection-of-human-subjects


SJSU IRB Meeting Agenda Items 
March 17, 2017 

 
 

1. Approval of minutes from 2/17/17 
2. Full board review 
3. IRB Chair for 2017-18 
4. The final common rule. 

○ The link to the new regulations can be found here: 
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/01/19/2017-01058/federal-policy
-for-the-protection-of-human-subjects 

 
 
 
 
 
 

https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/01/19/2017-01058/federal-policy-for-the-protection-of-human-subjects
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/01/19/2017-01058/federal-policy-for-the-protection-of-human-subjects






4.       The	
  justification	
  for	
  math	
  teachers	
  seems	
  to	
  be	
  something	
  that	
  the	
  principle	
  of	
  the	
  school	
  
district	
  wants,	
  which	
  leads	
  me	
  to	
  believe	
  there	
  is	
  a	
  lot	
  of	
  bias	
  to	
  this	
  protocol	
  and	
  therefore	
  the	
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  Review	
  Board	
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  Meeting	
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  December	
  9,	
  2016	
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SJSU	
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  17



• Accepting	
  that	
  a	
  verbal	
  agreement	
  was	
  obtained	
  by	
  the	
  faculty	
  supervisor	
  would	
  
set	
  a	
  precedent;	
  the	
  practice	
  has	
  been	
  to	
  obtain	
  written	
  documentation	
  of	
  such	
  
collaborations.	
  

• The	
  city’s	
  various	
  agencies	
  have	
  worked	
  with	
  this	
  department	
  previously	
  without	
  
having	
  issues	
  with	
  providing	
  letters	
  of	
  support.	
  

• Question	
  about	
  including	
  this	
  requirement	
  in	
  the	
  upcoming	
  policy	
  revisions	
  –	
  
outlining	
  circumstances	
  when	
  such	
  a	
  letter	
  would	
  be	
  needed	
  (e.g.,	
  when	
  a	
  
participating	
  institution	
  is	
  engaged	
  in	
  the	
  research	
  but	
  does	
  not	
  have	
  an	
  IRB	
  vs.	
  
situations	
  such	
  as	
  posting	
  flyers	
  and	
  sending	
  an	
  advertisement	
  through	
  a	
  
gatekeeper	
  at	
  the	
  institution).	
  

3. Discussion	
  of	
  exemption	
  categories	
  under	
  the	
  revised	
  common	
  rule.	
  	
  






