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Please note the following:
Please Note: Each question on this form has instructions from the guidelines on how to answer that particular question as hidden text. To show the text with the hidden text effect, click symbol “¶” (Show/Hide) (situated next to the “Zoom” button) on the “Standard” toolbar. When hidden text is shown it is marked with a dotted underline. This text will not be seen on the printed version.

1. This application must be completed electronically or typewritten

2. All sections marked as obligatory must be completed in full

3. Use lay terms wherever possible

4. Do not alter the layout or pagination of the application form

5. “Y” signifies Yes, “N” signifies No, and “N/A” signifies Not applicable

6. Some “Y”/”N” boxes have been reversed

7. HREC refers to Human Research Ethics Committee 
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SECTION 1:
ADMINISTRATION

This section is obligatory.

1.1
(a)
Full project title

A full and/or short title is required.  Where possible, the titles should be succinct and in terms that an educated, but non-scientifically trained person can understand.

Investigators must advise the Committee if there is a change to the title of the project, or any other modification.

	Negotiating the Faultlines: A study of PhD development


(b) Short name by which the project will be known

	Negotiating the Faultines


(c)
Name of Chief Investigator

If a registered medical practitioner is taking responsibility for an invasive procedure conducted on behalf of the investigators, then this should be indicated in Section 8 of the Application Form and a letter of agreement enclosed.

If the project is to be undertaken by a Honours/Masters/PhD student, then the supervisor will be considered the Chief Investigator.  The student may be nominated co-investigator.

Any investigator mentioned in Consent Forms and/or Participant Information Sheets must be readily available to answer queries the participants may have.

All correspondence will be sent to the Chief Investigator.  The Chief Investigator is responsible for ensuring that all co-investigators are fully informed of communications from the HREC.

	Professor Judyth Sachs



(d)
Provide a brief summary of the project in lay language ((100 words)

Go to links NS 2.6 (Composition of HREC) and E71-72 (Membership of HREC)
	This study proposes to investigate the process of development that occurs in individuals enrolled for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy. The main tool for this study will be the creation of a community of PhD candidates who are prepared to both maintain online journals (known as weblogs or blogs for short) themselves for a period of two years, and to read and comment on the blogs maintained by the other members of the study group. Some other interviewing of key informants may take place, such as experienced PhD supervisors or recently-completed candidates. 





(e)
Outline the scientific merit of this study (including potential contributions to the body of knowledge and methodological rigor) ((100 words)

Go to link Cp11 1.13 (Research merit & safety)
	The journey of development that researchers and scholars take within the institutional framework of the degree of Doctor of Philosophy has in the last ten years attracted the attention of both academic researchers and bureaucrats in Australia. While some researchers (Neumann, 2003; McWilliam, Taylor et al, 2002) have been concerned with the institutional framework that supports the degree, others (Lee, 1998; Lee and Williams, 1999; Johnson et al, 2000; Macauley, 2001; Vilkinas, 2005, Boud and Lee, 2005) have been more interested in what the experience of individual students reveals about both supervision pedagogy and the dominant discourses within academia concerning this highest rank of examinable degrees. No study has thus far followed and tracked a group of candidates through their degrees, perhaps because until now there has not been an easy way for a group of candidates to interact and share their experiences as they happen. The development of software that supports the real-time online recording of events as they happen, a process called web logging (colloquially known as blogging), has now made a longitudinal study of this kind possible.



(f)
Outline the ethical considerations associated with this study ((100 words)

Go to links NS1.4 (Research protocol) , E p149 Research question and C pp4-5 (Integrity: 1.3 1.4 &ff)
	The study will be a reflective ethnography, my own development as a scholar being a part of the process of the study. I will be a fully participating member of the online group, and open about my role as a researcher, so I will be a participant-observer (Erlandson et al, 1993, p96). 

There is minimal danger of any ill effects to subjects – on the contrary, the chance to record and trace their own development may have a positive effect on both candidates’ ability to write up their project and to reflexively appreciate their own process. However, if subjects did exhibit signs of distress in their journal during the running of the project I would refer them to the student counseling services. 

Although there may be a small risk of abusive or angry postings being made by participants, I have several years of experience at managing online groups and do not anticipate that this would cause a major problem. Participants will each own their own weblog, and will always be completely free to remove any comments that have been left on their weblogs if they wish. Anonymous commenting will not be allowed, so repeat offenders can be identified and removed from the group and thus from access to the weblogs. This policy will be detailed on the candidate information sheet.




1.2
Indicate the institutional ethics committee that you consider to be the primary one for this project. (In general, if the Chief Investigator is a University employee, then the University should be considered to be the primary site. If participants are being recruited from a health care service, then the area health service ethics committee may be considered as the primary site.)
Investigators may be required to submit their application to more than one Institutional Ethics Committee (HREC)

Please make the initial application to the institution where the research will actually be carried out, but it is recommended that such submissions are NOT made concurrently.

Go to link NS 3 (Multi-institutional research)
	University of Sydney Ethics Committee


	1.3
(a)
Has this project already been submitted to any other HREC(s)?
	x 
	
	 

	
	N
	
	Y


Go to link NS 3.3 (Review of multi-centre research)
	
(b)
Will this project be submitted to any other HREC(s)?
	x 
	
	 

	
	N
	
	Y


Go to link NS 3.5 (agreement between HRECs)

If you answered YES to (a) or (b), give the name of the HREC(s), and indicate the 


status of the application at each (i.e., submitted, approved, deferred or rejected).


Attach copies of the correspondence with each of the other HREC(s).


Please do not submit to more than one HREC concurrently.

	Enter data here


1.4
List the following details of the Chief Investigator/Supervisor, any Co-Researcher(s), 

Associate Researcher(s) and Student(s).

All investigators are required to sign the application form. Research protocols emanating from departments, schools, centres, units etc MUST have approval from the appropriate Head prior to submission to the HREC (Section 9 of Application Form). The HREC must be notified if there is a change in the Chief Investigator or in the Chief Investigator's association with the institution providing ethics committee approval.


Chief Investigator/Supervisor

	Name
	Judyth Sachs

	Title
	Professor

	Qualifications
	Enter data here

	Positions held: employed, conjoint/adjunct/visiting
	ProViceChancellor, Teaching and Learning

	Full mailing address

(including building number)
	Rm L.46

A14 - Main Quadrangle



	Telephone
	13517

	Fax
	12433

	E-mail
	PVCTL@mail.usyd.edu.au




Co-Researcher(s), Associate Researcher(s), Student(s) or other Personnel involved in the study (indicate for each named person whether they are University staff, student or neither). If the named person is a student, nominate (in the Qualifications section) the degree for which he/she is enrolled.

	Name
	Dr Simon Barrie

	Title
	Enter data here

	Qualifications
	Enter data here

	Positions held: employed, conjoint/adjunct/visiting
	Enter data here

	Full mailing address

(including building number)
	Enter data here

	Telephone
	Enter data here

	Fax
	Enter data here

	E-mail
	Enter data here


	Name
	Mary-Helen Ward

	Title
	Ms

	Qualifications
	BA, MA(Hons), MPhil  PhD candidate

	Positions held: employed, conjoint/adjunct/visiting
	Student

Educational designer

	Full mailing address

(including building number)
	7 Loftus Street, Leichhardt NSW 2040

	Telephone
	18728

	Fax
	66200

	E-mail
	mhward@usyd.edu.au


1.5
Who is the nominated Contact Person (from those listed in 1.4 above) for this protocol?

	Name Mary-Helen Ward


	1.6
In 1.4 are there students involved as researchers in this project?
	 
	
	XX

	

	N
	
	Y

	
If you answered YES, indicate the number of students covered by this study and the 
degrees, which this study will contribute towards (i.e., Honours, Masters, PhD, etc.)
	
	
	


	One PhD student


1.7
(a)
Indicate the proposed date of commencement of the project. 



Projects may not commence without the prior written approval of the HREC.
Projects may not commence without the prior written approval of the HREC.

Go to link NS 1.16 (Approval to commence)
	Date February 2006



(b)
Indicate the proposed completion date of the project.
	Date December 2009


1.8
Indicate all location(s) at which the research will be undertaken.
If the location of the research will involve interviews in private homes a safety protocol is required.  An example of a safety protocol is available on the website http://www.usyd.edu.au/ethics/human/pol/data.html.

Go to link C p41-44 (Multi-centre research)
	This research will be almost entirely conducted online. A short questionnaire will be emailed to potential participants, and from the information returned in this, the study participants will be selected. Then over a two-year period participants will maintain individual weblogs and read and comment on each others’ weblogs.  Any interviewing of key informants would be done either online or in their offices.


	1.9
(a)
Has this protocol received research funding or is this submission being
	X 
	
	 

	made as part of an application for research funding?
	N
	
	Y



If you answered YES, list the funding bodies to which you have submitted, or intend


to submit, this project. Attach a copy of the grant application(s).
	Funding body 1:Enter data here
Funding body 2:Enter data here
Funding body 3:Enter data here



(b) What is the outcome of these funding application(s) (please tick the appropriate box)

	Funding body 1:

	 
	

	 
	

	 

	
	Approved
	Pending
	Refused


	Funding body 2:

	 
	

	 
	

	 

	
	Approved
	Pending
	Refused


	Funding body 3:

	 
	

	 
	

	 

	
	Approved
	Pending
	Refused


	
	
	
	
	


	
(d)
Will this study still be undertaken if funding is not successful?
	 
	
	 

	
	N
	
	Y


(c)
If the title of the project submitted for funding is different from that listed under Q1.1(a), state it below.

	Enter data here


Proceed to Section 2.
SECTION 2:
NATURE OF RESEARCH

(refer to the National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, p23-45)

This section is obligatory.
2.1 The nature of this project is most appropriately described as research involving:-

(more than one may apply):

	
-
behavioural observation
	 
	
	X 

	Go to link NS 17.1 (Covert observation)
	N
	
	Y


	
-
questionnaire(s)
	 
	
	X 

	Please attach copies of questionnaires to the application.
	N
	
	Y


	
-
qualitative methodologies (e.g. focus groups, interviews)
	 
	
	X 

	Go to links Ep99 (Human/ Soc.Sciences Research Methods) , Ep129 (Qualitative Research) and Ep143-5 (Research Design /Purpose)
	N
	
	Y


	
-
psychological experiments
	X X
	
	 

	
	N
	
	Y


	
-
epidemiological studies
	X 
	
	 

	Go to link Cp85 (Epidemiological Research)
	N
	
	Y


	
-
psychiatric or clinical psychology studies
	X 
	
	 X

	Go to link Ep125 (Psychiatric Research)
	N
	
	Y


	
-
human physiological investigation(s)
	X 
	
	 X

	
	N
	
	Y


	
-
biomechanical device(s)
	X 
	
	 

	
	N
	
	Y


	
-
human tissue
	X 
	
	 

	Go to links Cp93-97(Use of Human tissue Samples) and Ep91-2 (Avoiding/Limiting Injury)
	N
	
	Y


	
-
a clinical trial of drug(s) or device(s)
	X 
	
	 

	Go to links NS12 (Clinical Trials) , Cp71 (Clinical Trials) and Ep11(Clinical Trials) 
	N
	
	Y


If you answered YES to the question on clinical trial of drug(s) or device(s), indicate which one(s) of the following apply:

	(i)
Is the research being conducted under the Clinical Trial 
	 
	
	 

	

Notification Scheme (CTN)?
	N
	
	Y


Go to links NS12.2 (CTN) and Ep11-12 (CTN)
	
(ii)
Is the research being conducted under the Clinical Trial Exemption 
	 
	
	 

	


Scheme (CTX)?
	N
	
	Y


Go to links NS12.2 (CTX) , Ep11-12 (CTN) and Ep61 (HIV/AIDS & CTX)
	
(iii)
Is the research using only approved drug(s)/device(s) in accordance 
	 
	
	 

	


with Therapeutic Goods Administration Approved Product




Information? (Note reversed order of the responses)
	Y
	
	N


Go to links NS12.3 (Approved drugs/devices) and Clinical Trials/TGA 

If you answered YES to the question on clinical trial of drug(s) or device(s), be sure to complete Section 11 of the form regarding Clinical Trials.

Proceed to Section 3.

SECTION 3:
RISKS AND BENEFITS

(refer to the National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, p51)

This section is obligatory.
3.1
Please estimate the level of risk for participants in this study 
Investigators have a duty to warn the participant of risks, which may be considered important. If the probability of these risks can be estimated, this probability should be mentioned here and in the Consent Form. Investigators may indicate whether the methods and procedures have been previously approved by an HREC. However, sufficient detail will be needed for the HREC to evaluate the methods.

Given the increasingly onerous responsibility of the duty to warn of potential risks, investigators may point out in Consent Forms and Information Sheets if the risks are equivalent to those experienced in everyday life. For example, the risks of (myocardial infarction and death) associated with a mild exercise test may be similar to those of climbing several flights of stairs.

It will sometimes be necessary to indicate what risks are present for the Investigators involved in the studies (e.g. infection) and how these will be addressed. This can also be covered under 3.2.

Go to links NS 1.3 (Beneficence) , Cp4-5, 1.4-1.5 (risks/benefits) , Ep3-4 (Beneficence) and Ep155 (Risk)

Please tick the appropriate box:
	
	 
	
	 

	
	High
	
	Moderate

	

	
	X
	
	 

 FORMTEXT 
 

	
	Minimal
	
	No foreseeable risk


	3.2
Could participation in the research adversely affect the participants?
	 
	
	X 

	
	N
	
	Y


Serious adverse effects or events occurring in association with a study must be reported to the HREC within 72 hours. Appropriate diagnostic and therapeutic measures should be taken and the participant kept under observation for as long as is medically indicated. The Chief Investigator must then determine if the seriousness of the event warrants the removal of the participant from the study.

Go to links NS 2.37 (Adverse events) and Cp36, 2.37 (adverse events)

If you answered YES, describe the possible adverse effects.
	Online groups are sometimes subjected to the activity of personal flaming (abusive language) or other destructive online activities, causing disruption and even temporary or permanent breakdown of a group. This can take the form of abusive, hurtful or hateful comments being left on blogs. I have been a member of dozens of online discussion groups of a different kinds since 1996; I have taught academic writing for two years using online discussion groups as the main mode of content delivery, and have moderated hobby-based email discussion groups. I have always successfully practised a low-tolerance policy for behaviour that denotes disrespect for group members. While some allowance can be made for highly charged emotional states from time to time, this behaviour will not be allowed to damage the trust that holds the group together. In this study participants will each own their own blog, and will always be completely free to remove any comments left on their blogs if they wish. Anonymous commenting will not be allowed, so repeat offenders can be identified and removed from the group. This policy will be detailed on the candidate information sheet.




	3.3
Could the research induce any psychological distress in the participants?
	 
	
	X 

	

	N
	
	Y


This question applies to stress evoked by the research which is greater than that expected in an average day.

Go to links NS 1.4 (Beneficence) , Cp4, 1.4 (Beneficence) , Ep3 (Beneficence) and Ep155 (Risk)

If you answered YES, describe the aspect(s) of the research and all the risks


involved. Indicate the rate at which these risks are expected to occur. Indicate what 


facilities and trained personnel are available to deal with such problems.

	Altho9ugh I think there is almost no risk that the study itself will cause distress in participants, it is is possible  that participants become distressed when recounting difficulties that they are experiencing in their own study. They will be referred to the student counseling services where this seems appropriate, especially if the distress they reveal seems to deepen over time.


	3.4
Will the true purpose of the research be concealed from the participants?
	X
	
	 XX

	
	N
	
	Y


Experiments in which the protocol requires that a participant is unwittingly deceived should be mentioned here. If so, care should be taken to debrief the participants at the conclusion of the study and to arrange appropriate counselling if required.

Go to link Ep33 (Deception, Research involving)

If you answered YES, outline the rationale and provide details for the concealment.


Provide details of the debriefing. (If you do not intend to debrief, give reasons why not).
	Enter data here


	3.5
(a)
Could the research cause any physical harm to the participants?
	XX
	
	 

	

(e.g. from physically invasive procedures or from drug administration, etc.)
	N
	
	Y


If procedures involve the taking of blood, the application must be accompanied by written confirmation from a registered medical practitioner or registered nurse indicating acceptance of responsibility for all blood sampling procedures. 

When taking blood, standard infection control precautions to avoid harm to participants and needle-stick injury to research staff must be taken at all times.

Details should be given of the regulatory status of the drug/device, both overseas and locally. The Investigators should indicate whether the item was approved/not approved by other HRECs. The use of drugs, devices, chemical agents and vaccines should be in accordance with appropriate clinical and pharmacy practice and with government regulations.

If the project is a CTN application the HREC may require an independent toxicological /pharmaceutical report. If so the Investigators will be required to meet any costs associated with obtaining these reports.

Go to links NS 1.4 (Beneficence) , Cp4, 1.4 (Beneficence) , Ep3 (Beneficence) and Ep155 (Risk)

If you answered YES, describe the aspect(s) of the research and all the risks involved.


Indicate also the rate at which these risks are expected to occur. Indicate what 


facilities/trained personnel are available to deal with such problems.
	Enter data here


	
(b)
Are you doing research on patients?
	X 
	
	 

	Go to links NS 7 (Unequal relationships) and Cp59 (Unequal Relationships)
	N
	
	Y




If you answered YES, list the procedures/techniques which would not form part 


of routine clinical management.

	Enter data here


	3.6
Is this research expected to benefit the participants directly or indirectly?
	 
	
	X 

	
	N
	
	Y


Participants may receive direct or indirect benefits from participation in a study (e.g. enhanced surveillance of patients or learning by students). However, the Consent Form or Information Sheet should state that no guarantee can be given that a benefit will occur. Financial or other payments to participants are covered under 5.3.
Go to links NS 1.5, 1.6 (Justice) and Cp5-7, 1.5-1.6 (Justice)

If you answered YES, provide details.

	Participants will have the opportunity to record their process as it happens, and to read and comment on each other’s writing. This unstructured reflexive writing may assist the participants in the writing of their thesis (see Lee, 1998). It will also provide participants with a peer community, available to them online through an asynchronous communication medium at any time, the advantages of which are suggested in Boud and Lea (2005).  

The research question will be answered by thematic analysis of the body of narrative that the candidates produce - we will reveal to ourselves and to the group both what and how we are learning in our own reflections and ongoing narratives. Although the content matter of the projects and the thesis-writing process that each of us is engaged in will be individual and unique, we will share the experience of ‘doing’ the PhD – our working toward a common goal in perhaps the most complex project that most of us have ever attempted. 


Proceed to Section 4

SECTION 4:
PARTICIPANTS AND RECRUITMENT

(refer to the National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, p25-34)

This section is obligatory.
4.1
(a)

What is the age range of all participants involved in this study?

If the participant is a child in the age group 0-14 years consent should be obtained from the parent/guardian. If the participant is a child in the age group 14-16 years consent should be obtained from the child as well as the parent/guardian.

Go to links NS 4 (Children/Young People) , Cp45 (Children/Young People) and Ep5-7 (Children/Young People)
	Adults over the age of 25.


	
(b)
If the participants include children has a Prohibited Employment Declaration
	 
	
	 

	

Form for the researchers (“criminal record check”) been lodged with
the University or hospital? (see http://www.kids.nsw.gov.au/check/)
	N
	Y


Go to link Prohibited Employment Declaration Form

If you answered NO, give reasons why not.

	Enter data here


4.2 Are the participants:-


(more than one may apply)

Go to links NS 7 (Unequal Relationships) and C59-61 (Unequal relationships)
	
–
in a teacher–student relationship with the researchers or their associates?
	XX
	
	 

	Go to link Ep159 (Students as Subjects)

	N
	
	Y

	
–
in an employer–employee relationship with the researchers or their associates?
	X 
	
	 

	Go to link NS 7.3 (Unequal relationships)

	N
	
	Y

	
–
in any other dependent relationship with the researchers or their associates?
	X 
	
	 

	Go to link NS 6 (Dependent on medical care)

	N
	
	Y

	
–
wards of the state?
	X 
	
	 

	Go to link NS 4 (Children/Young People) 

	N
	
	Y

	
–
prisoners?
	X 
	
	 

	Go to link NS 7 (Unequal Relationships) 

	N
	
	Y

	
–
members of the armed services?
	X 
	
	 

	
	N
	
	Y

	
–
mentally ill?
	X 
	
	 

	
	N
	
	Y

	
–
intellectually impaired? 
	X 
	
	 

	Go to links NS 5 (Psychological disorder), 

 HYPERLINK "http://www.health.gov.au/nhmrc/hrecbook/01_commentary/05.htm" 
Cp49-51 (Mental Impairment) & 

 HYPERLINK "http://www.health.gov.au/nhmrc/hrecbook/03_law/15.htm" 
Lp39-40 (Mental Impairment)
	N
	
	Y

	
–
unconscious or critically ill patients?
	X 
	
	 

	Go to links Ep35 (Emergency and IC Research) and Ep163(Unconscious) 

	N
	
	Y

	
–
under the Guardianship Act 1987 (as amended)?
	X 
	
	 

	Go to links NSW Guardianship Act, 1987 and Lp27(Emergency Care)

	N
	
	Y

	
–
in a doctor–patient relationship or a health giver–receiver relationship
	X 
	
	 

	with the researchers or their associates?
	N
	
	Y

	Go to link NS 7 (Unequal Relationships)
	
	
	



If you answered YES to any of the above, provide details.

	Enter data here


4.3
(a)
What is the sample size for the study? Comment on how this sample size



will allow the aims of the study to be achieved.
Investigators have an ethical and legal responsibility towards the participants of research and must always be satisfied that the possible benefits to be gained from the work justifies any discomforts or risks.

When research is particularly risky or harmful, the number of participants should be minimised, although not to the extent of undermining the scientific value of the research.

Go to links NS 12.2(d) (Sample Size) , Cp74, 12.2(d) (Sample Size) and Ep129, 131-2 (Sample Size in Qualitative Research)
	Sample size will be 20 participants, from as broad a range of epistemological engagement as possible. This study will require some commitment on the part of participants, so allowance has been made for some to drop out over the period of the study. This number should still provide a sufficient number of narratives to allow the eventual publication of the thesis to reflect a wide range of experience.


(b) How will the participants be recruited?

	Several recruitment strategies may be employed: 

Direct contact with Faculty Associate Deans of Graduate Studies, asking that potential students conact the researcher

The office of the Dean of Graduate Studies, ditto

Advertising through SUPRA

Advertising on university noticeboards and newspapers


	4.4
(a)
Does recruitment involve a direct personal approach from 
	X 
	
	 

	

the researchers to the potential participants?
	N
	
	Y


Coercion must not be used in attempts to recruit participants for experimental studies. Initial recruitment of participants must be at "arm's length" to avoid coercion eg advertisement, notice board recruitment.
If you answered YES, explain how the real, or perceived, coercion from 

researchers for potential participants to enrol has been addressed.
	Enter data here


	
(b)
Does recruitment involve the circulation/publication of an advertisement,
	 
	
	X 

	circular, letter, etc?
	N
	
	Y



If you answered YES, provide a copy and indicate where and how often it will be published.
	Attached


	4.5
Will participants receive any reimbursement of out-of-pocket expenses,
	X 
	
	 

	
or financial or other “rewards” as a result of participation?
	N
	
	Y


Volunteers may be paid for inconvenience, or reimbursed for out-of-pocket expenses, and time spent, but such payments must not be so large as to be an inducement to participate. For some studies a non-monetary recompense (e.g. taxi vouchers or gift vouchers) may be more appropriate than a cash payment.
Go to links NS1.10 (Coercion, inducements) and Cp9-10, 1.10 (Coercion, inducements)

If you answered YES, what is the amount or nature of the reward and the justification for this?

	Enter data here


	4.6
Is the research targeting any particular ethnic or community group?
	 
	
	X 

	
	N
	
	Y


As far as possible, there should be no discrimination on the basis of sex, age or race beyond that inherent in the research.

Investigators must ensure that there are no unintended or unconscious biases in the sampling which might represent an unfair imposition on particular groups of people.

Go to links NS 1.5 (distribution/ population) , NS8 (Collectivities) , NS9 (Indigenous) , Cp63 (Collectivities) and AIATSIS

If you answered YES, which group is being targeted?

	PhD candidates at the University of Sydney


	
If you answered YES, has this project been planned in consultation with a 
	X
	
	 

	
representative of this group?
	Y
	
	N



If you answered YES, who have you consulted and how do they represent this group?

	Staff at SUPRA, the organisation for postgraduate students at Sydney.



If you answered NO, give reasons why you have not consulted.
	Enter data here


Proceed to Section 5.

SECTION 5:
PARTICIPANT INFORMATION AND CONSENT

(refer to the National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, p12-13, p28-29, p40-42, p44-45, p47-50, p54)

This section is obligatory.

	5.1
Will a Participant Information Statement be provided?
	X
	
	 

	
	Y
	
	N


The proforma for the Participant Information Sheet and Consent Form should be followed closely.

If Participant Sheets and Consent Forms exceed three pages in total, they will not be read carefully by most potential participants. For this reason, any Information Sheet and Consent Form exceeding this length will not generally be acceptable.
Major inclusion and exclusion criteria for participants should be mentioned in any Information Sheet or Consent Form. 

An Information Sheet or Consent Form which asserts that there is no risk to the participant will not be accepted.
Written consent for the removal of human tissue, is not a sufficient authority under certain circumstances, in particular if consent has been revoked by the participant (Human Tissue Act, 1983).

If the participant has any relevant form of disability (e.g. mental illness), consent should be obtained from the participant's next-of-kin, trustee or other legally appropriate person. A Parental Information Sheet and Consent Form may be adapted for this purpose. Applicants and Guardians should consult the relevant legislation to ensure that the person giving consent has the power to do so.

It is unacceptable to request a written release from a legal claim by the participant.

If a Consent Form or Participant Information Sheet is amended, it should be marked (e.g. Amendment 1, with the date of the amendment).

Go to links NS 1.7 - 1.12 (Consent) , C p7-11, 1.7-1.12 (Consent) , E p29-31 (Consent) , L p13-18 (Consent) , NS 4 , (Children,young people) , C p46-8 , (Children, Young people: 4.1-4.4) , E p5-7 (Children, Young People) , NS5 (Intellectual impairment) , L p39-40 (Intellectual impairment) , NS 6 (Dependent on medical care) , C p53-58 (Dependent on medical care) , E p35 (Emergency & IC research) , C p49-51 (Mental impairment) , L p39-40 (Mental impairment) , NS 7 (Dependent, unequal relationships) , C p63-65 (Collectivities) , C p59-61 (Dependent, unequal relationships) , E p159 (Students) , NS 9 (Aboriginal & Torres Strait IslandPeople) , AIATSIS (Research Guidelines) , NS 8 (Collectivities) , C p63-64 (Collectivities) , Human Tissue Act, 1983
	5.2
Will written consent be obtained?
	X 
	
	 

	
	Y
	
	N


Written consent is not usually required for questionnaires. The return of the questionnaire to the Investigators may be taken as evidence of consent to participate, however, the participant should be given a Participant Information Sheet for such research.


If you answered NO to either 5.1 or 5.2, give reasons why not.

	Enter data here


	5.3
In the case of participants who may not be fluent in English or who have
	 
	
	X 

	
difficulty understanding English, will arrangements be made to ensure


comprehension of the Participant Information Statement and Consent Form?
	Y
	
	N


If the project involves an invasive procedure, extensive questioning or investigation of a participant, then the participant must be provided with an Information Sheet and Consent Form in his/her own language. An interpreter must be used to ensure that the participant is fully informed except where the Investigator speaks the same language as the potential participant and undertakes to inform the participant.

Go to link http://www.usyd.edu.au/ethics/human/pol/interpret.html.


If you answered NO, give reasons. If you answered YES, what arrangements have been made?

	Candidates will have already demonstrated their facility with English to be admitted to the PhD program. The program will not be suitable for any candidate who is not willing or able to express themselves in writing to a fairly high standard.


5.4
(a)
Does the Participant Information Statement and Consent Form:-

DOWNLOAD Sample Participant Information and Consent Forms
	

–
give the title of the project on every page? (Use a short title
	XX
	
	 

	


as appropriate)
	Y
	
	N


	

–
are the page numbers expressed as page 1 of .., 2 of .., 3 of ..  etc?
	X 
	
	 

	
	Y
	
	N


	

–
include an assurance that participation is voluntary and participants 
	X 
	
	 

	


are permitted to withdraw from the project at any time without penalty
	Y
	
	N

	


or prejudice?
	
	
	


Go to links NS 1.12 (Withdrawal of consent) , C p10, 1.12 (Withdrawal of consent) and E p30-31 (Consent, refusal & withdrawal)
	

–
give the name and telephone number of an appropriate researcher?
	X
	
	 

	Go to links NS 2.39-2.43 (Complaints) and E p17 (Complaints)
	Y
	
	N


	

–
give a telephone number, fax number and E-mail address for 
	X 
	
	 

	the HREC, should a participant wish to make a complaint about the conduct of the research project?
	Y
	
	N


It is not a requirement of the University of Sydney to provide the fax number and E-mail address.

(b)
How has the possibility of withdrawal from the study been addressed in the Participant Information Statement and Consent Form?

	Attached


	
(c)
Are the first page of the Participant Information Statement and
	X 
	
	 

	

Consent Form printed on appropriate institutional letterhead?
	Y
	
	N


	Enter data here


Proceed to Section 6. 

SECTION 6:
CONFLICT OF INTEREST AND OTHER ETHICAL ISSUES

(refer to the National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, p. 51–54, Appendix 2)

This section is obligatory.

	6.1
Are any “conflict of interest” issues likely to arise in relation to this research?
	X 
	
	 

	
	N
	
	Y


If the research proposed raises other ethical issues which have not been covered in earlier sections they should be disclosed here. For example, are there any potential long-term effects of the research on the participants or the Investigators?

In the case of studies involving the use of unmarketed drugs, the applicant must provide:

· full pharmacological and toxicological data;

· data on previous usage in human participants;

· details of insurance, including compensation for study participants, and indemnification of investigators and the members of the relevant HRECs; and

· agreement by the investigator to cover the cost of an independent report on the pharmacological/toxicological data.

Go to link E p25-27 (Conflicts of interest)

If you answered YES, provide details.

	Enter data here


	6.2
Do the researchers have any affiliation with, or financial involvement in,
	X
	
	 

	
any organisation or entity with direct or indirect interests in the participant 
	N
	
	Y

	
matter or materials of this research? 

(Note that such benefits must be declared in the Participant Information Statement.)
	
	
	


Note that such affiliation or involvement must be declared in the Participant Information Statement.
Participants, patients or any medical benefits fund (including Medicare) must not be charged for any consultations, procedures or costs incurred as a result of the research procedures.

Go to links NS 2.21-22 (Conflict of Interest) and Cp30 , 2.21(Disclosure)

If you answered YES, provide details.

	Enter data here


	6.3
Do the researchers expect to obtain any direct or indirect financial or 
	X 
	
	 

	
other benefits from conducting this research? 

(Note that such benefits must be declared in the Participant Information Statement.)
	N
	
	Y


Note that such financial or other benefits must be declared in the Participant Information Statement.
The disclosure of potential conflicts of interest from the point of view of Investigators or members of the HREC is essential. This involves disclosure of affiliation with, or financial involvement in, any organization or entity with a direct interest in the participant matter or materials of the Investigators. This may also include benefits in kind such as support through provision of materials or facilities, and support of scientists through provision of benefits (e.g. travel and accommodation expenses to attend conferences).


If you answered YES, provide details.

	Enter data here


	6.4
(a)
Have conditions already been imposed upon the use (eg. publication), 
	X 
	
	 

	

ownership of the results (eg. scientific presentations) or materials (eg. 
audio-recordings) by any party other than the listed researchers?
	N
	
	Y


Go to links NS 1.18 (Scrutiny/public knowledge) , Cp13 (1.18 Scrutiny/public knowledge) and Ep141 (Research - communication of results.)

	
(b)
Are such conditions likely to be imposed in the future?
	X 
	
	 

	


	N
	
	Y



If you answered YES to (a) or (b), provide details.

	Enter data here


	6.5
Does your research involve the secretive use of photographs, 
	 
	
	X 

	
tape-recordings, or any other form of record-taking?
	Y
	
	N


The Participant Information Sheet should indicate the use of audio/video recordings or the use of photography.

Go to links NS 17.1 (Deception/ concealment) , Cp111-112 (Deception/ concealment) and Ep33 (Deception/ concealment) 


If you answered YES, provide details and a justification for the secrecy.

	Enter data here


6.6
Provide details of how feedback of the results of the study will be made available to participants.

	Data from the study will be reported in the PhD thesis of the researcher and may also be presented in journal articles, conference presentations and professional literature.


Proceed to Section 7.
SECTION 7:
PRIVACY AND PUBLICATION OF RESULTS

(refer to the National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, p. 52-53)

This section is obligatory.

7.1
Is there a requirement for the researchers to obtain information of a personal nature


(either identifiable or potentially identifiable) about individuals without their consent

If the project is to be undertaken using data obtained from a Commonwealth agency, the guidelines under Section 95 of the Privacy Act may be applicable if the consent of the individuals involved is not obtained.

It is expected that records and experimental data will usually be kept in such a way that individual participants cannot be identified.

Information that is confidential or personal must not be used for purposes other than those specified in the protocol. On completion of those purposes the personal information is to be either destroyed or returned to its original confidential source.

Investigators and their associates must preserve the confidentiality of information about research participants except as required by law. Investigators should be aware that data and files may be subpoenaed and that it is thus not possible to guarantee complete confidentiality.

Investigators must maximise the security of identifying data. The protocol should contain a description of the ways used to separate personal information from medically relevant data. This could involve removing identifying data from records at the earliest possible time or, if the data needs to be retained, utilising coding procedures and separate storage. 

If a protocol involves the use of personal information obtained from a Commonwealth Department or Agency then such a protocol will be subject to the NHMRC 'Guidelines for the Protection of Privacy in the Conduct of Medical Research'.

Go to links Section 95 of the Privacy Act , NS Appendix 2 (Information Privacy Principles) and Cp85 (Categories of Personal Information defined in Epidemiological Research) 
	
(a) from Commonwealth departments or agencies?
	XX 
	
	 

	Go to link L p9 (Information from public authorities in Confidentiality)
	N
	
	Y

	
(b) from State departments or agencies?
	X 
	
	 

	If you answered YES to (a) or (b) please fill out the additional Privacy Application Form. 
	N
	
	Y

	
(c) from other third parties, such as non-government organisations?
	X 
	
	 

	Go to link L p8 (Information from Third Parties in Confidentiality)
	N
	
	Y



If you answered NO to (a), (b) and (c), go to 7.2.

If you answered YES to (a), (b) or (c), state what information will be sought and 

how many records will be accessed.
	Enter data here


Justify why personal identifiable (or potentially identifiable) data is necessary and 

why written consent will not be obtained from individual participants.
Go to links Guidelines under Section 95A of Privacy Act, 1988 , NS 1-11 (Ethical use of information without consent) and L7 (Lawful use of information without consent)
	Enter data here


Justify how the public interest in this research outweighs to a substantial degree,

the public interest in privacy.
	Enter data here


	7.2
Will any part of the study involve recordings using audio tape, film/video,
	 
	
	X 

	
or other electronic medium ?
	N
	
	Y


Go to link NS 17 (Deception)

If you answered YES, what is the medium and how it will be used?

	Blogs have been described by Williams and Jacobs (2004, p232) as having ‘the capacity to engage people in collaborative activity, knowledge sharing, reflection and debate, where complex and expensive technology has failed’. A blog is not only a space to write, but also a place to store and display pictures and graphics and make lists of links to useful references, to your work in progress, and to work completed. A blog is thus more like a cyberdesk than just a place to make and store notes, and a blog’s ability to be shared adds the dimension of an ongoing conversation – the cyberdesk has a place for passers-by to add their comments to what they read, and in this study it is intended that the blogs of group members will be open to each other for comments, and that the blogs will be the tool for community building within the group.

The narratives and reflective writing produced by the participants will be stored on the servers that host the blogging software and will be password protected by the participants themselves. There are several organizations that offer free and secure blogging services, such as LiveJournal and Blogger. These may suit some participants. However, there are now also several research education sites that provide blogging software, such as incsub (www.incsub.org) and elgg (http://elgg.net) and it will very likely be more appropriate to put the blogs for this study onto one of these sites.  There is blogging software being developed at the University through a PhD project in the Engineering faculty, but it is not clear yet whether this would be available in time for this project.


	7.3
Is there any possibility that information of a personal nature could be revealed 
	 
	
	X 

	
to persons not directly connected with this research?
	N
	
	Y


Go to link NS 1.19 (Collectivities) 

If you answered YES, provide details.

	It will be impressed upon participants that all blog entries and comments are not to be copied or commented on elsewhere (see the participant information statement). Any instances of material posted within the group appearing elsewhere will result in the offender being removed from the study and from access to the blogs. 




7.4
(a)
How will the results of the study be disseminated?

Go to link NS 1.18 (publication of results)
	In the thesis to be written by Mary-Helen Ward, and in articles that arise from thesis material.


(b)
How will the confidentiality of data collected/disseminated, including the identity of participants, be ensured?

	Participants will have the option of picking a nickname for their use in the study. They will also be asked to pick nicknames to use when referring to their supervisor to protect the supervisory relationship. However it would be impossible to ensure that none of the participants meet each other during the course of the study or after it, so identities cannot be protected between participants. In the published thesis, all names will be changed.


(c) What is the proposed storage of, location, and access to, materials collected (including files, audiotapes, questionnaires, videotapes, photographs) during the study?

In general the data and materials collected in a research study should be held in a secure location on University of Sydney’s premises

Go to links NS 1.19,1.20 (Storage of data) and C p14 (1.19, 1.20 Storage of data)
	Apart from the security of material stored on servers (see 7.2 above) I will download the entries and comments and back them up to DVDs at regular intervals. These DVDs will be stored securely in a locked cupboard at my home and copies will be kept in a locked drawer in my office at Sydney University.


(b) Specify how long materials collected (including files, audiotapes, questionnaires,


videotapes, photographs) during the study will be retained after the study


and how they will ultimately be disposed of.

Please ensure that the period of data retention stated here is appropriate to the nature of the proposed study. If the project involves clinical trial(s), the data should be kept for a minimum of 15 years (please refer to http://www.fda.gov/oc/ohrt/irbs/websites.html) If the projects do not involve clinical trial(s), the data should be kept for a minimum of 7 years after which time the data may be disposed of. (Please also refer to National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, 12.11 for further requirements).

Please ensure that the period of data retention stated here is appropriate to the nature of the proposed study. If the project involves clinical trial(s), the data should be kept for a minimum of 15 years. (Please refer to Guidance for Institutional Review Boards and Clinical Investigators.) If the projects do not involve clinical trial(s), the data should be kept for a minimum of 7 years after which time the data may be disposed of.

Go to links NS 12.11 (Clinical Data) and Guidance for Institutional Review Boards and Clinical Investigators of data) 

	DVD copies of the archived weblogs will be kept in a locked cupboard at my home for seven years.


Proceed to Section 8.
SECTION 8:
 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

(refer to the National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, p. 13)
This section is obligatory.

Describe the project using lay terms wherever possible, including the aims, hypotheses, research plan and potential significance. Where relevant, provide the projected number, sex, and age range of participants (including inclusion/exclusion criteria). You must satisfy the HREC that the study is scientifically valid and conducted in accordance with the accepted principles governing research involving humans. 

The description must be no longer than 2 pages and must be in a font size of at least 10 points.

Please include the relevant aims, methods, study design and statistics. Please use clear language suitable for intelligent but non-scientifically trained person and define abbreviated terms. The description should not exceed two pages. The typeface should be easily readable (i.e. no smaller than 10 point). If necessary, a list of references can be appended.
	My own experience in teaching and researching both academic writing and online learning, my reading about graduate pedagogy, my thinking about the nature of the PhD process, about the growing phenomenon of blogging, and about how university communities reproduce themselves and generate knowledge has lead me to my research question:

To what extent can PhD candidates be sustained in their development as researchers through the use of blogging?

The research question will be answered by analysis of the blogs – the body of narrative that the candidates produce, in which they will reveal to themselves and to the group both what and how they are learning in their own reflections and ongoing narratives.

Aims

The central aim of the research is to follow and report on the process of what Lee (1998) calls the making of ‘a newly licensed kind of person, a “doctor”’, and to investigate the effects of the use of blogging by candidates on this process.

Objectives

The research has three objectives:

· To investigate cybergroup formation and its effect on participants’ candidature

· To document the emotional life of and the process of self-discovery in a group of PhD candidates over time

· To encourage candidates in the study to use blogging to ‘write themselves’ into their own development and to create a community of practice through the use of shared blogs

Justification

This research is intended to track and report on the experiences of a diverse group of PhD candidates in real time over two years. While some work has been done in Australia directly on the experiences of completing a PhD (Lee and Williams 1999; Neumann 2003), most has relied on the recall and reported memory of successful candidates, or one-off interviews with current candidates. Macauley (1990) had his subjects, both candidates and supervisors, complete two questionnaires and a series of in-depth interviews. More recently, Vilkinas (2005) has collected the stories of present candidates at a point in their thesis task.

None of the previous studies into the process of PhD formation in Australia have used a longitudinal method nor have they maintained contact with students over even a short time. Neumann uses ‘slice of time’ techniques, interviewing around 100 students at differing stages of their projects from a range of different disciplines. She uses Becher and Towler’s quadrant model (2001) to classify disciplines into hard, soft, pure, and applied, and also classified students according to their full-time or part-time enrolment and as early, mid or late stage candidates. The results can be taken as accurate at a point in time, but not offering any new insight into the overall PhD process for candidates.

Lee and Williams (1999) used techniques of memory work, asking six academics to draw on their memories of their own PhDs, and narrative writing to report on these memories. The subjects in this pilot are current academics – meaning previous candidates who have completed a PhD successfully, and who were undoubtedly informed in their narratives by their later roles as supervisors. The rather dramatic revelations in this article concerning the distress that the memory work revealed raised the questions listed on page 4 above. Vilkinas, using similar self-reporting but by current candidates, also raises questions of emotionality in her recent book. However, her contributors, again, were writing at a point in time rather than over a protracted period.




8.1
(continued)
	Macauley (2001) used questionnaires and in depth interviews with existing students. Although he has made a valuable contribution to viewing the transition to independent scholarship in Australian universities, he is still seeing the process in fairly standard ‘growing up’ terms, relying heavily on a distinction between pedagogy and andragogy to measure the maturation of candidates as scholars.

So, while all of these studies have reported to a more or less extent on the emotionality of the PhD experience, none has created and reported on a narrative of experience distilled from real-time reflection, nor have any of them attempted to create a community of candidates. 
Methodology

This study will be a qualitative one. The research question will be answered by thematic analysis of the body of narrative that the candidates produce – we will reveal to ourselves and to the group both what and how we are learning in our own reflections and ongoing narratives. Although the content matter of the thesis-writing process that each of us is engaged in will be individual and unique, we will share the experience of ‘doing’ the PhD – our working toward a common goal in perhaps the most complex project that most of us have ever attempted. The endeavour of attaining a doctorate, which is both cognitive and experiential, lends itself well to the application of Wenger’s construction of a community of practice, within which he suggests people both bring and create meaning and identity for themselves. 




Proceed to section 9.

SECTION 9:
FIELD BASED RESEARCH OR RESEARCH CONDUCTED OUTSIDE AUSTRALIA

(refer to the National Statement on Ethical Conduct in Research Involving Humans, p.14, p.31-32)

This section must be completed for all applications involving EITHER field-based research OR research to be carried out in countries outside Australia (eg. in an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander community or research in a developing country).

	
N/A
	X 

	Go to Section 10


	9.1
Have you obtained formal permission from relevant authorities for entry
	 
	
	 

	
to the area to carry out research (e. g., National government, National 


Research Council, and/or local government bodies, organisations of local communities)?
	N
	
	Y


This section must be completed for all applications involving EITHER field-based research OR research to be carried out in countries outside Australia (eg. in an Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander community or research in a developing country).

Go to links NS 1.21 (Australian standards) , NS 9(Aboriginal) and AIATSIS (Research Guidelines)
You will need to check whether there are ethics approvals required in addition to that from the HREC for you to conduct research in the relevant schools, hospitals, organisations. For example all research conducted in NSW public schools must comply with the requirements of the NSW Department of Education and Training.

Go to link NSW DET Research Guidelines

If you answered YES, name the relevant authorities and attach the relevant correspondence.
	Enter data here



If you answered NO, give reasons.
	Enter data here


	9.2
If research is proposed among members of specific organisations, have you
	 
	
	 

	
sought approval from those organisations (e. g., church groups, national associations, etc)?
	N
	
	Y


Go to links NS 8 (Collectivities) and Cp63-64 (Collectivities

If you answered YES, attach copies of relevant correspondence.


If you answered NO, give reasons.
	Enter data here


	9.3
Does the research involve individuals or groups of people who are not 
	 
	
	 

	
formally organised (e.g., people living in a village or town, etc)?
	Y
	
	N



If you answered YES, indicate the context of the research. How will you obtain access to participants? Indicate any ethical issues that you can foresee in this approach.
	Enter data here


	9.4
Will your research necessarily involve the acquisition of objects of 
	 
	
	 

	
valuable cultural property (e. g., carvings, paintings, etc)?
	Y
	
	N


Go to link NS 1.2 (Cultural heritage) and Cp3 (Cultural heritage) 

If you answered YES, give details of arrangements with owners of the property with regard to access to/acquisition of these items, where appropriate.
	Enter data here


	9.5
Will your research necessarily involve any activities that are likely to be 
	 
	
	 

	
seen by research participants and/or members of their local communities 


as in conflict with local practices and customs (e.g. regarding religious or ritual participation)?
	N
	
	Y



If you answered YES, provide details.

	Enter data here


Proceed to the Next Section.
DECLARATION OF RESEARCHERS
I/we apply for approval to conduct the research. If approval is granted, it will be undertaken in accordance

with this application and other relevant laws, regulations and guidelines.

Signature of Chief Investigator or Supervisor
Name  ............................................................................  
 Signature: .....................................................................
Date:  ..............................

                                   (print)

Signature of Associate Researcher(s) or Student(s)
Name  ............................................................................  
 Signature: .....................................................................
Date:  ..............................

                                   (print)

Name  ............................................................................  
 Signature: .....................................................................
Date:  ..............................

                                   (print)

Name  ............................................................................  
 Signature: .....................................................................
Date:  ..............................

                                   (print)

Name  ............................................................................  
 Signature: .....................................................................
Date:  ..............................

                                   (print)

After careful consideration and appropriate consultation, I have reviewed the attached HREC application, 

including the Participant Information Statement and Consent Form.  I am satisfied that the scientific 

merit of this work justifies its being performed and that the information which will be obtained justifies 

the inconvenience and risks to participants.

Signature of appropriate senior officer NOT ASSOCIATED with the research (e.g. Head of School/

Department/Unit/Dean of Faculty).
Name:



(print)

Title:



(print)

Position:



(print)

Signature: 


Date: 


	CHECKLIST
The following documents are to be attached as indicated in the Guide to Applicants.  Type N/A if not applicable.

Have you included the following:

· 1 x original application with ALL signatures + 15 copies

· 1 x original Consent Form(s) on letterhead + 15 copies

· 1 x original Participant Information Statement on letterhead + 15 copies

· 1 x original Recruitment advertisement/circular + 15 copies

· 1 x Evidence of permission to conduct research in locations not associated with the University + 15 copies

· 1 x Evidence of approval/rejection by other HREC(s), including comments and requested alterations to the protocol + 15 copies

· 1 x Copy of questionnaire(s), survey questions, interview topics to be covered etc. + 15 copies

· 1 x Statement from a medical/paramedical practitioner accepting responsibility for specific procedures + 15 copies

(
1 x Radiation Safety Report + 15 copies

· 1 x Relevant references or reference list + 15 copies

* * * * * * * * * * * *

ONE COPY ONLY REQUIRED

(
Grant application with appropriate clearance forms as requested by the Research Office.




The assistance of the following in producing this form is gratefully acknowledged: Mrs Gail Briody (University of Sydney), Professor Simon Gandevia (University of NSW), A/Professor Stuart Kellie (University of Sydney), A/Professor Andrew Lloyd (University of NSW) and Mrs Margaret Wright (University of NSW).
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