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	Emergency Medicine Divisions’ Research Committee | APPEALS 
This document summarises the draft appeals processes that applies to EMDRC decisions


Section 1 | Definitions

Appeals arise because the Emergency Medicine Divisions’ Research Committee (EMDRC) rejects a research proposal, or requires additional conditions before approving a protocol and the Principal Investigator (PI) objects to the decision of the REC and wishes to appeal.   An appeal must be directed to the chairperson of the EMDRC.

Section 2 | Appeal process
1. Where a PI is dissatisfied with an EMDRC decision, he or she has the right to obtain from the EMDRC written reasons for its decision and should exercise this right before launching a written appeal.

2. The chairperson of the EMDRC must appoint a subcommittee to revisit the substance of the application together with any additional information put forward by the PI. The subcommittee must obtain at least one independent, external, expert review of the research project and the substance of the appeal.  Additional reviews should be obtained if deemed appropriate. The subcommittee will have the same powers as the EMDRC.

3. The appeal is usually considered on the grounds of written submission only. However the chairperson of the appeal subcommittee may invite the PI to provide an additional oral submission to the subcommittee and answer questions.

4. After deliberation of all the information placed before it, the subcommittee must either

a. Uphold the appeal

b. Reject the appeal

5. In the event of an (a) or (b) outcome, the decision of the EMDRC-subcommittee is final. 

Section 3 | Composition of subcommittee
The subcommittee will be made up of at least three members, of which at least one has to be an EMDRC member, or at least one an independent, external, expert reviewer.  The subcommittee is appointed by the chairperson of the EMDRC.  The EMDRC member, where possible, would not have been involved in the original review process.  The independent, external, expert reviewer is selected from the existing dissertation external examiner bank and agreed following discussion with the EMDRC subcommittee member(s) and the chairperson of the EMDRC.
Section 4 | Dissemination of findings
In addition to the findings and report from the appeal being shared with the PI, it will also be shared with the original EMDRC reviewers and the members of the appeals subcommittee.  The results (and the report on request) will be shared with the rest of the EMDRC.  The full report will be discussed at the next scheduled EMDRC meeting.
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