B. INITIAL PROTOCOL REVIEW

1. Full Review 
All protocols are reviewed by full committee, recommendations for conditional approval with revisions, approval in current form, or disapproval. 

a. Conditional approval with revisions - This is conditional approval with final approval by IACUC Chair or by Full Committee once PI has completed revisions necessary for approval. In the event that the revised protocol is required to return to full committee for final approval the protocol goes through accelerated full committee review. The revised protocol is circulated via a secure web drive so that the committee can view the changes and submit their votes to the Chair via the IACUC Administrator electronically. 

b. Approval in current form- Meets all standards approved in current form by full committee. 

c. Disapproval – The reasons for Disapproval are given to the PI who may request Full Review or may submit a Revised Protocol. 

2. Expedited Review 
This review process is in place so that in the event that the number of protocols to review becomes too large for a member to adequately review each protocol adequately.  The protocols are assigned to a sub-committee (3 members) or Primary Reviewer after review by the Veterinarian. Primary Reviewer or subcommittee provides a brief overview of the protocol and makes recommendation for Approval, Approval with revision, Revision, Disapproval. The PR or sub-committee may also request a change of review category for a specific protocol. A Quorum Review may also be requested. If Full Review or a Quorum Review is requested, the protocol will be moved to the Full Review Track. 

Upon approval the PI will receive written verification and is responsible for submitting annual review on the anniversary date of the approval and resubmission on the third anniversary. 

Note: Any revisions requested during the review process become a part of the official protocol file.
3. Grant Submission

The PHS Policy (IV.D.2) states “Application or proposals…shall include verification of approval (including the date of the most recent approval) by the IACUC of those components related to the care and use of animals”.  This policy is restated in the NIH Grant Policy Statement (part II, Terms and Conditions), “NIH will not make an award for research involving live vertebrate animals unless the applicant organization… provide[s] verification that the IACUC has reviewed and approved those sections of the application that involve use of vertebrate animals, in accordance with the requirements of the Policy.”  According to these policies it is the institution’s responsibility to ensure that the information submitted to the IACUC is consistent with the proposal in its final form, as submitted to the funding agency.
For all federally funded grants, the IACUC requires that a copy of the grants vertebrate animal section be submitted with the protocol application.  Before the protocol is approved the grant section will be reviewed by the IACUC Administrator and the DLAM Veterinarian to verify that the animal work described in the proposal is essentially the same as described in the listed approved animal use protocol.  The investigator will be notified in writing of any major inconsistencies found.  It is the responsibility of the investigator to correct the grant application and resubmit it to the funding agency.  

