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Reviewer Health Research Ethics Checklist 

 

The purpose of this checklist is to provide a guide for the reviewer as to the kinds of 

ethical issues you should think about when reviewing a proposal for health research in 

Nunavut.  

 

 
Community Engagement:  

 Has there been any consultation with the community before the submission of the 
proposal? If so, what kind and with whom? 

 Are there community partners (individuals, organizations, advisory groups, etc.)) involved 
in the project?  

 Are community members involved in collecting information or guiding the project? 
 How will community members be acknowledged for their contributions? Will it be in the 

form of publication credits, remuneration (payment), or some other way? Is this 
adequate/fair? 

 
Community research agreement:  

 Has a community research agreement been proposed to determine the 
responsibilities of community partners and researchers in the project? If so, who 
will represent the community to sign it?  

 
Research Methods:  

 Are research data management methods appropriate?  
length of time 
sensitive methodology 
ensuring confidentiality 
security and storage of files and data 
data access issues once the study is complete 

 
Risks and Benefits:  

 Are there risks associated with this project?  If so, are they clear? Do they effect a 
person or the community (or both or neither)? 

 Are there benefits associated with this project? If so, are they clear?  
 
Advertisements and Recruitment:  

 Are there advertisements to recruit participants or advertise the study?  Are they 
appropriate?   

 
Confidentiality:  

 Are the confidentiality protections appropriate? For example, what steps have they 
taken to make sure confidentiality will be maintained, and given the small 
populations of northern communities, are they adequate for the North? 

 How do they propose to handle negative or sensitive results? Is this adequate/fair 
for the community? 

 
Participant Withdrawal:  

 Are there appropriate mechanisms for participants to withdraw from the study? 
 
Financial or Other Compensation:  
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 Is there compensation to participants?   
 Is it appropriate to their time and effort?   
 Is it coercive (does it influence them to participate when normally they wouldn’t)?  
 Do they propose dollar amounts of compensation to participants? If so, is this 

acceptable?  
 What is the funding source?   
 Will the funding source want rights over data or publication?   

 
Consent forms:  

 Are they consistent with protocol?  
 Is there a draft consent form submitted?  
 Is the language (language and reading level) appropriate for participant 

population?  
 Does it include a waiver of legal rights?  
 Is the method of obtaining consent appropriate? Will it explained properly (i.e. by a 

person or through a video?) 
 
Sharing Knowledge:  

 Is there a clear explanation of how the research results will be shared with the 
community? 

 Is it in a form that community members will understand?  
 
Conflict of Interest:  

 Are there any conflicts of interest (including with funders or with participants)?   
 Have they been appropriately managed? 

 
Scientific Review: 

 Are the Hypothesis/research questions appropriate for the region?  
 

 Are the recruitment/sampling strategies appropriate? 
 

 Are the study numbers justified? 
 

 Has there been a scientific review and/or ethical review by the proponent’s 
university, organization, or any other northern body? 

 
Any other reviewer comments: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Date & signature of primary reviewer 
 

 


