Example of a positive Low Risk Review
1. Research merit and integrity
The project demonstrates clear research merit. The research questions are well articulated, and the proposed methodology is appropriate, clearly described, and supported by relevant scholarly literature.
Data collection is planned to occur after participants have completed their formal involvement in the relevant activity, which supports both methodological integrity and ethical separation between participation and assessment or evaluation. The findings are intended to inform iterative improvement of practice within the local context and contribute to broader scholarly understanding in the field.
The application demonstrates coherence between aims, methods, and anticipated outcomes.
2. Recruitment and consent
Recruitment processes are clearly outlined and appropriately timed to address potential power imbalances. Participants are invited only after grade outcomes have been finalised, and no data collection occurs during scheduled participation or evaluative activities.
Informed consent procedures are appropriate and proportionate to the level of risk. The use of implied consent for low‑burden components and explicit consent for more involved activities is clearly justified and well explained.
3. Respect for privacy and confidentiality
The application demonstrates careful consideration of participant privacy and confidentiality. All data will be de‑identified, securely stored on approved systems, and reported only in aggregate form.
Participants are informed of their right to skip questions and to withdraw prior to submission without penalty. Data collection is conducted using secure online platforms, further supporting confidentiality and participant autonomy.
4. Risk and benefit
The research is assessed as minimal risk. The primary burden on participants is a modest time commitment, which is clearly communicated and reasonable. No incentives are offered, and participation is entirely voluntary.
The anticipated benefits – including improvements to practice and contributions to scholarly knowledge – are proportionate to the level of risk involved.
5. Data use and dissemination
Plans for data use, storage, and dissemination are appropriate and supported by a clear data management plan. The proposed approach aligns with institutional and ethical requirements.
6. Supporting documentation
The supporting materials are generally clear and fit for purpose. Minor refinements are suggested to improve accessibility and clarity for participants, such as simplifying language and addressing participants more directly. Overall, the documentation is appropriate and complete.
Recommendation
Approved with minor amendments
The application meets ethical requirements, with only minor revisions recommended to supporting documentation.

