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COLLEGE ETHICS COMMITTEE FOR NON CLINICAL RESEARCH INVOLVING HUMAN SUBJECTS
EAP - APPLICATION FORM FOR ETHICAL APPROVAL

This application form should be typed, and submitted electronically. All questions must be answered. “Not applicable” is a satisfactory answer where appropriate. 
(Instructions: In Word format, click on shaded area within box to enter text, boxes will expand as required). 
Applications should be submitted at least one month in advance of the intended start date for the data collection to allow time for review and any amendments that may be required.
1 Applicant Details
	1.1 Project Title
The M74 study:  Longitudinal follow-up of the health effects of a new urban motorway - Workpackage 3b: Qualitative Sub Study

Layperson title:  Traffic and Health in Glasgow


	1.2 Name of Applicant
Dr Shona Hilton


	1.3 School/Subject/Cluster/RKT Group
MRC/CSO Social and Public Health Sciences Unit, University of Glasgow


	1.4 Student I.D. or Staff Number
110790




2     This Project is:
	
Staff Research Project   |_|

	
Postgraduate Research   |_|

	Submit application through Research Ethics System
https://frontdoor.spa.gla.ac.uk/login/

	
Postgraduate Taught     |_|      

	
Undergraduate                 |_|

	Submit application via email to School Ethics Administrator: see College ethics website for contact
http://www.gla.ac.uk/colleges/socialsciences/info/students/ethics/whotocontact/

	(Programme Convenors Only)                      
Full Course Project within a PGT or UG Programme   |_|

	
	Submit application via email to School Ethics Administrator: see College ethics website for contact
http://www.gla.ac.uk/colleges/socialsciences/info/students/ethics/whotocontact/



2.2 	Programme Title: Student applicants only
	     





2.3 	Ethical Risks:    Application will NOT be considered if this section is blank

Supervisors should complete section 2.3a 		Staff applicants should complete section 2.3b


	
2.3a   COMMENTS FROM SUPERVISOR:    (All Student Applications)   Comment on the research ethics risks involved in the project

     




I have checked this application and approve it for submission for review to the Ethics Committee.  
[bookmark: Text70][bookmark: Text71]Supervisor’s Name	.....     ..................................	Date  ........     ..................

Risk Assessment: (UG and PGT applications only).  Does this application qualify for a low risk review or fall within the applicable programme parameters?  Please refer to Low Risk Research Guidance on College ethics webpages for clarification.  http://www.gla.ac.uk/colleges/socialsciences/info/students/ethics/forms/
[bookmark: Check6][bookmark: Check7]YES	|_|	NO      |_|

	
2.3b   RISK ASSESSMENT FROM STAFF APPLICANT:   (All Staff Applications)    Comment on the research ethics risks involved in the project
[bookmark: Text18]
The overall M74 study is an observational study examining a change in the urban environment (the new 5-mile section of the M74 motorway and associated changes to the local urban landscape, completed in 2011).  The aim of the study is to investigate the effect of this new motorway on travel behaviour and health in the local community.  Participation in work package 3b (the qualitative sub study) of this study (covered by this ethics application) involves three types of face-to-face qualitative interviews carried out with participants who have previously completed a survey on the topic of traffic and health and have consented to be re-contacted. These will include an initial 'traditional' qualitative semi-structured interview, followed by either a walking (walkalong) interview or a photovoice related interview. In addition, key community stakeholders (e.g., residents’ organisations, transport planners) will be invited to participate in a traditional semi-structured interview. Another separate ethics application describing work package 3a (the monitoring sub study) of the M74 study has been submitted in tandem with this application.

This application is considered to be low risk according to the College Ethics Committee low-risk guidance. It does not involve any of the topics considered high-risk. Participants will be asked general questions about their health and wellbeing and their feelings of how this pertains to their physical environment (not any specific health problem or disease). The study does not involve any procedures identified as risky (for either participant or researcher) and does not specifically target vulnerable participants. During walking interviews, participants will undertake a brief walk around their neighbourhood accompanied by the researcher, to elicit their views and experiences of the area. A risk assessment for this activity has been completed.

Participants will not, in the course of this arm of the research, be offered any intervention or asked to undergo any form of data collection that places them at risk of undue harm that they would not encounter during their everyday lives. The main potential harms arising from the intervention itself (M74 motorway) are an increase in the incidence or severity of injuries or a redistribution of injuries towards more vulnerable road users or more deprived neighbourhoods, and an increase in adverse perceptions or experiences of the neighbourhood environment.These potential harms are assessed as the primary and secondary outcomes of the study




2.4	All Researcher(s) including research assistants and transcribers (where appropriate)
	
	Title and Surname
	First Name
	Phone
	Email (This should normally be a University of Glasgow email address)

	[bookmark: Text19]   Dr Hilton

	[bookmark: Text20]   Shona
	[bookmark: Text21]   0141 357 7537
	[bookmark: Text22]   s.hilton@sphsu.mrc.ac.uk

	   Dr Ogilvie


Dr Hilton and Dr Ogilvie apply for ethical approval on behalf of the M74 investigator team

	   David
	   01223 769197
	   david.ogilvie@mrc-epid.cam.ac.uk.   

	        

	        
	        
	        

	        

	        
	        
	        

	        

	        
	        
	        



All Supervisor(s)  Principal First (where applicable) 
	Title and Surname
	First Name
	Phone
	Email (This should normally be a University of Glasgow email address)

	  P:       

	        
	        
	        

	        

	        
	        
	        

	        

	        
	        
	        

	        

	        
	        
	        

	        

	        
	        
	        

	        

	        
	        
	        



2.5	      External funding details 
Note. If this project is externally funded, please provide the name of the sponsor or funding body.
	
[bookmark: Text27]   Sponsor/Funding Body:  National Institute for Health Research Public Health Research Programme (11/3005/07).




3 	Project Details
3.1a	 Start date for your data collection and end date of data collection involving human subjects. Refers to data collection for the research covered in this application.
	[bookmark: Text28]	From: (dd/m/yyyy)  30/04/2014
	[bookmark: Text29]   To: (dd/m/yyyy)   31/12/2014




3.1b	Proposed end date for your research project. This should be when you expect to have completed the full project and published the results - (e.g expected date of award of PhD, book publication date)
	   To: (dd/m/yyyy)   31/12/2015




3.2 	Justification for the Research 
Why is this research significant to the wider community? Outline the reasons which lead you to be satisfied that the possible benefits to be gained from the project justify any risks or discomfort involved.
	
[bookmark: Text30]  A variety of regeneration initiatives have been pursued in deprived urban communities in recent decades. The case for such interventions is consistent with a social ecological model of health in which economic conditions, as well as physical and social environments, are seen as important influences on health. However, there is little robust evidence that they have produced the economic or population health outcomes claimed for them in practice.

One specific approach to improving access to employment, education and other opportunities involves increasing people’s mobility. However, the societal costs attributable to traffic congestion, poor air quality, physical inactivity, injuries, noise and other impacts of motor transport in English urban areas have been estimated at £40 billion per annum. Furthermore, the benefits and harms of a pattern of mobility dominated by motor transport are inequitably distributed: less affluent groups or areas are disadvantaged in terms of overall (motorised) mobility and injury risk, but may gain benefits from additional physical activity as a result. A population shift towards more sustainable transport offers a potentially winning combination of an increase in physical activity coupled with reductions in traffic congestion and use of fossil fuels, and is therefore increasingly regarded as desirable on public health, environmental and equity grounds. However, there is a lack of good evidence from intervention studies as to how to achieve this.

One particularly contentious type of intervention is the construction of new major roads. A systematic review conducted by the investigators (Egan et al., 2003) showed that new major roads in urban areas are associated with noise disturbance and severance effects. However, we found no evidence about effects on physical activity or health inequalities, and little evidence to support a common assertion that new roads reduce the incidence of injuries.

A new five-mile section of the M74 motorway in Glasgow — a conurbation characterised by extremes of affluence and deprivation — has recently been opened. The intervention forms part of a wider strategic initiative to regenerate the ‘Clyde Gateway’ area and therefore comprises the construction of the new section of urban motorway along with associated changes to the urban built environment. These include the insertion of highly visible viaducts and embankments as well as junctions and slip roads intersecting with local streets in residential areas; the realignment of feeder roads; and the redevelopment of former open space, demolition of old housing stock and construction of a new residential development on a brownfield site adjacent to one of the new motorway junctions.

In anticipation of the planned changes to the urban environment in Glasgow, we carried out a baseline cross-sectional study in three local areas in 2005 (Ogilvie et al., 2006; Ogilvie et al., 2008a; Ogilvie et al., 2008b; Ogilvie et al., 2010). Contact has been maintained with the original study participants by means of annual mailings. Beginning in September 2013, we conducted a follow-up postal survey in the same study areas, contacting the original cohort as well as sampling new participants (work package 1; approved by the Univeristy of Glasgow College of Social Sciences Ethics Committee on 13/07/13, reference 400120077). Participants who completed the survey in 2013 (n~1,300) gave an indication of their willingness to be re-contacted to be invited to participate in a series of detailed sub-studies, including the qualitative research (work package 3b) outlined in this application, and the monitoring study (work package 3a) outlined in the separate accompanying application.

The qualitative sub-study outlined in this application builds on our 2013 survey data, as well as on previous baseline qualitative interviews conducted in 2005, to examine whether and how a major set of changes to the urban environment has affected key aspects of the health and health-related behaviour of the local community, notably those of mobility, access to amenities, use of the local area, active travel, physical activity and wellbeing.  These results will be directly relevant to the local community, and are anticipated to inform public health policy, which will ultimately benefit the wider community. This qualitative sub study of the wider project will serve to provide rich, contextual data to aid quantitative analysis of the recently completed 2013 survey, and contribute depth and detail to the answering of the main research questions.

The qualitative sub-study will also include semi-structured interviews with key community stakeholders in order to ascertain their views on what the key environmental impacts of the M74 have been.

Egan M, Petticrew M, Ogilvie D, Hamilton V. New roads and human health: a systematic review. Am J Public Health 2003; 93: 1463-1471.
Ogilvie D, Mitchell R, Mutrie N, Petticrew M, Platt S. Evaluating health effects of transport interventions: methodologic case study. Am J Prev Med 2006; 31: 118-126.
Ogilvie D, Mitchell R, Mutrie N, Petticrew M, Platt S. Perceived characteristics of the environment associated with active travel: development and testing of a new scale. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act 2008a; 5: 32.
Ogilvie D, Mitchell R, Mutrie N, Petticrew M, Platt S. Personal and environmental correlates of active travel and physical activity in a deprived urban population. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act 2008b; 5: 43.
Ogilvie D, Mitchell R, Mutrie N, Petticrew M, Platt S. Shoe leather epidemiology: active travel and transport infrastructure in the urban landscape. Int J Behav Nutr Phys Act 2010; 7: 43.






3.3	Research Methodology and Data Collection
3.3a	 Method of data collection (Tick as many as apply)
	
Face to face or telephone interview   (attach a copy of the interview themes. This does not need to be an exact list of questions but does need to provide sufficient detail to enable reviewers to form a clear view of the project and its ethical implications.)

	|_|

	
Focus group    (provide details:  themes or questions. This does not need to be an exact list of questions but does need to provide sufficient detail to enable reviewers to form a clear view of the project and its ethical implications. Also information on recording format)

	|_|

	
Audio or video-recording interviewees or events  (with consent) 
	|_|

	
Questionnaire (attach a copy)

	|_|

	
Online questionnaire (provide the address/ or paper copy if not yet available online)

[bookmark: Text32]http://       

	|_|

	
Participant observation  (attach an observation proforma)

	|_|

	
Other methdology  (please provide details – maximum 50 words)

 Participants will undertake their choice of  'photovoice' (in which they will be asked to take photographs of their area and these images will form the subject of a subsequent recorded interview) or walkalong interviews encorporating a recorded interview with a semi-guided walk mapped using GPS technology

	|_|



3.3b 	Research Methods  
Please explain the reason for the particular chosen method, the estimated time commitment required of participants and how the data will be analysed (Use no more than 250 words).
	
[bookmark: Text33]    In order to gain a greater understanding not just of survey participant experience, but also of the specific physical neighbourhood features that have influenced that experience, we will aim to undertake three related methods of face-to-face qualitative data collection in work package 3b, starting with an initial pilot period. During the pilot period (April-July 2014) we will aim to recruit and interview ten participants. These participants will first undertake a 'traditional' semi structured interview, and will then be offered a second interview using one of two methods selected to elicit geographical information about specific neighbourhood features and their impact on participants' travel, health and wellbeing. The two methods offered are photovoice (in which participants take photographs of their neighbourhood and these form the discussion points for a second interview), and walkalong interviews (interviews conducted while walking through the neighbourhood in question and captured using a combination of audio recording and GPS mapping). The purpose of using the three methods is to capture a wide range of place-based data, but also to further our methodological understanding of the types of place-based data that can be captured using the different methods. It is anticipated that all three types of interview will take approximately 30 minutes each.

For photovoice interviews, all photos will be taken by the participant. There are currently no legal restrictions on taking photos in public places, including photos of people in public places (House of Lords debate, 16 July 2008). However, the participant will be instructed to take other people’s wishes for privacy into consideration, to refrain from taking photos of children (other than their own children) and to avoid taking close-ups of people’s faces. The participant will retain the copyright of their photos, but as part of the consent form will be asked permission to use the photos to illustrate the findings of the research in scientific articles, conference presentations or study websites.

The aim of the pilot period is to ascertain which method is producing the most useful data in terms of addressing the research questions. Following the pilot period, the usefulness of the initial data will be assessed, and a period of further data collection will be undertaken using semi structured interviews and one or both of the other two qualitative methods (photovoice or walkalong) from August-November 2014 with approximately 30 additional participants. In undertaking a pilot period we anticipate that the qualitative data will be particularly robust and suited for purpose. We also anticipate that the use of multiple methods will allow the researchers to contribute to the literature on the comparative utility of the different methods. It is possible, therefore, that the topic guides submitted with this application may be altered slightly following the pilot study, however no wholly new topics will be introduced.

In addition to the qualitative data collection with survey participants (residents) this qualitative sub study will also aim to undertake 10-15 interviews with key stakeholders (approximately 30 minutes each) to ascertain their views on the most important ways in which the local  environment has been affected by the M74 motorway extension. 

All qualitative data will be transcribed and will then be coded and analysed using NVivo software and a thematic analysis approach.

Work package 3b is one part of a larger mixed-method study, which also includes a postal survey, a monitoring sub-study and the analysis of national population datasets.  These are the subject of separate ethics applications as required.




3.4 	Confidentiality & Data Handling

3.4a 	Will the research involve:     *Tick all that apply

	
Participants consent to being named?

	|_|

	
De-identified samples or data (i.e. a reversible process whereby identifiers are replaced by a code, to which the researcher retains the key, in a secure location?

	|_|

	
Subject being referred to by pseudonym in any publication arising from the research?

	|_|

	
Anonymised samples or data (i.e. an irreversible process whereby identifiers are removed from data and replaced by a code, with no record retained of how the code relates to the identifiers.  It is then impossible to identify the individual to whom the sample of information relates)?

	|_|

	
Complete anonymity of participants (i.e. researchers will not meet, or know the identity of participants, as participants are part of a random sample and are required to return responses with no form of personal identification)?

	|_|

	
Any other methods of protecting the privacy of participants? (e.g. use of direct quotes with specific, written permission only; use of real name with specific, written permission only):   provide details:

     

	|_|




3.4b 	Which of the following methods of assuring confidentiality of data will be implemented?   
		*Tick all that apply
	
Note: The more ethically sensitive the data, the more secure will the conditions of storage be expected to be.

	                   Location of Storage
Storage at University of Glasgow

	|_|

	
Stored at another site  (provide details, including address)

Storage of the identifiable participant transcripts and de-identified NVivo files will take place at the MRC/CSO Social and Public Health Sciences Unit, University of Glasgow only.  In addition, the de-identified transcripts and NVivo files will be stored at the MRC Epidemiology Unit, University of Cambridge.

MRC Epidemiology Unit
University of Cambridge
Institute of Metabolic Science
Box 285
Addenbrookes Hospital
Hills Road
Cambridge
CB2 0QQ

Data will be stored in accordance with the relevant current Medical Research Council policy and standard operating procedures for data protection and security.  This complies with the Data Protection Act (1998

	|_|

	Paper
Data to be kept in locked filing cabinets

	|_|

	
Data and identifiers to be kept in separate, locked filing cabinets


	|_|

	Electronic
Access to computer files to be available by password only

	|_|

	Other
Any other method of securing confidentiality of data in storage: provide details:

     

	|_|



3.5	Access to Data
[bookmark: Check26]3.5a	Access by named researcher(s) and, where applicable, supervisor(s), 		|_|
examiner(s), research assistants, transcribers	       											
3.5b 	Access by people OTHER than named researcher(s)/Supervisor(s),		|_|
 examiner(s), research    assistants, transcribers 

	Please explain by whom and for what purpose:
The de-identified interview data may be shared with the M74 study co-investigators under the terms of a formal collaboration agreement and with other researchers and students in their immediate research groups for the purposes of analysis. The investigators named on this application (Dr Shona Hilton and Dr David Ogilvie), the institution administering the grant (MRC Epidemiology Unit, University of Cambridge), and the data collection site (MRC/CSO Social and Public Health Sciences Unit, University of Glasgow) will permit study-related monitoring, audits, independent ethics committee review, and regulatory inspection, providing direct access to source data/documents. 



3.5c	Retention and Disposal of Personal Data 
“(personal data means data which relate to a living individual who can be identified –
(a) From those data, or
(b) From those data and other information which is in the possession of, or is likely to come into the possession of, the data controller, and includes any expression of opinion about the individual and any indication of the intentions of the data controller or any other person in respect of the individual.”  Data Protection Act 1998 c.29 Part 1 Section 1

The 5th Principle of the Data Protection Act (1998) states that personal data must not be kept for longer than is necessary based on the purpose for which it has been collected. Please explain and as appropriate justify your proposals for retention and/or disposal of any personal data to be collected.  
	Where appropriate (and it normally will be appropriate) explain when and how the data you have collected will be destroyed.
The study will be conducted in accordance with relevant current Medical Research Council policy and standard operating procedures for data protection and security.  This complies with the Data Protection Act (1998).  In brief, there will be secure storage of both paper (locked filing cabinet) and electronic (password protected database) personal data.  Personal data will not be copied, removed, or disclosed to anyone outside the investigative team and authorised study staff.  All participants are entitled to request details of any personal data relating to them.  Study documents containing personal data will be stored for 20 years after completion of the study and then destroyed (paper documents shredded, electronic data wiped).

Where provided by participants, personal names, addresses, postcodes, email addresses and telephone numbers have been collected and stored.  These data are stored on a secure computer network.  Personal information will only be used by members of the study team for contacting participants.  Each participant is allocated a study-specific identifier that will be used on all documents. The link to the participant will be stored in a password-controlled database, accessible only to authorised members of the study team. 





3.5d	Retention and Disposal of Research Data 
(For Postgraduate and Staff Research University of Glasgow Research Guidelines expect data to be retained for 10 years after completion of the project)  Please see University Code of Good Practice in Research for guidance, http://www.gla.ac.uk/services/postgraduateresearch/pgrcodeofpractice/
	Please explain and as appropriate justify your proposals for retention and/or disposal of research data to be collected.  
The study will be conducted in accordance with relevant current Medical Research Council policy and standard operating procedures for data protection and security.  This complies with the Data Protection Act (1998).  In brief, there will be secure storage of both paper (locked filing cabinet) and electronic (password protected database) research data.  Research data will not be copied, removed, or disclosed to anyone outside the investigative team and other authorised persons.  All participants are entitled to request details of any data relating to them.  Study documents containing research data will be stored for 20 years after completion of the study and then destroyed (paper documents shredded, electronic data wiped).

Information sheets (Plain Language Statements) will be made available to the participants in advance of any interviews, as well as on the day of interview. Consent forms will be signed by participants and researchers and collected on the day of interview. On receipt, the recorded sound files will be delivered by courier to a specialist company for transcription. Companies undertaking transcription on our behalf are required to comply with security procedures comparable to those that apply in the MRC/CSO Social and Public Health Sciences Unit. Once completed the second party sound files will be deleted.

Recorded sound files, GPS data, and photographs, as well as all transcribed interview files will all be stored electronically and securely as described above. Paper copies of any transcripts will also be de-identified and stored securely within the MRC/SCO Social and Public Health Science Unit using locked filing cabinets. 

We will transfer de-identified data between the collaborating academic institutions. Any such data will be encrypted before transfer, and will be transferred using a secure method such as a secure file transfer protocol (SFTP) server. The data will be managed in accordance with established MRC data protection policies and MRC Epidemiology Unit standard operating procedures (SOPs).




3.6	 Dissemination of Results.  
3.6a    Results will be made available to participants as: (Tick all that apply)
Note: Intended method of dissemination ought normally to take account of the age, capacities and situation of participants.
	
[bookmark: Check28]Written summary of results to all                        |_|
	
Copy of final manuscript (e.g. thesis, article, etc)            |_|       
 presented if requested


	
Verbal presentation to all (information session, |_|
debriefing etc)
	
[bookmark: Check32]Presentation to representative participants (e.g. CEO,   |_| 
school principal)


	
[bookmark: Check30]Dissertation                                                        |_|

	
[bookmark: Check33]Other or None of the Above                                            |_|
Please explain
A key principle in the M74 study is the engagement of stakeholders (including participants) throughout the research process.  This will enable local residents and other stakeholders to help shape the research process and respond to relevant emerging findings. Public involvement will be pursued by directly engaging with representative community groups in the study area through a variety of means, both through established community engagement structures, and outreach to engage more disparate groups beyond these formal structures. One collaborating partner, the Glasgow Centre for Population Health, is responsible for managing this work.




3.6b   	Results will be made available to peers and/or colleagues as: (Tick all that apply)
	
Dissertation                                                          |_|
	
[bookmark: Check34]Journal articles                                                                 |_|


	
Thesis (e.g. PhD),                                                |_|
	
Book                                                                                 |_| 


	
Submission                                                          |_|

	
Conference Papers                                                          |_|


	
Other or None of the Above
Please explain
     

	



3.7	Participants
3.7a	Target Participant Group (Please indicate the targeted participant group by ticking all boxes that apply) 

	
[bookmark: Check35]Students or Staff of the University                        |_|
	
Adults (over 18 years old and competent to give         |_|
consent)


	
[bookmark: Check37]Children/legal minors (under 18 years old)          |_|
	
Adults (over 18 years who may not be competent     |_|
 to give consent)


	
[bookmark: Check38]Young people aged 16-17 years                          |_|

	



3.7b	Will the research specifically target participants with mental health difficulties or a disability?
[bookmark: Check40][bookmark: Check41]YES	|_|		NO	|_|
	
If YES, please explain the necessity of involving these individuals as research participants

     




3.7c	Number of Participants (if relevant give details of different age groups/activities involved)
	Aim for n= 10 respondents in the 'pilot phase' of the data collection, and a further n=30 from the remainder of the data collection. For the key stakeholder interviews, aim for n=15.





3.7d (i)   Explain how you intend to recruit participants. 
	
For work package 3b, the main study population will comprise a subset of participants who responded to the postal survey (work package 1) in 2013, and returned an optional consent form giving permission to be re-contacted. This includes a small number of participants who completed a qualitative interview at baseline (2005) and also responded to the postal survey in 2013. 

Potential participants (final target final sample of n~40) will be mailed a letter containing an information sheet (the Plain Language Statement) and invitation to participate.  This will be followed up with phone call or email (depending on the contact details provided by the individual in the previous stage of the study) to confirm willingness to participate and to arrange the initial face-to-face interview. Willingness to participate in a subsequent interview (photovoice or walkalong) will be established at the initial interview, and will be arranged at this time, or via a follow up phone call from the researcher at a later date if the participant would prefer more time to consider the Plain Language Statement. Consent forms will be completed by participants immediately prior  to each interview.

Participants in the stakeholder interviews will be identified through their public involvement in interest groups and organisations such as residents' associations, housing associations and community councils operating within the study area. They will similarly be contacted via letter with attached information sheet (Plain Language Statement) in the first instance, which will be followed up by contact from the researcher to confirm willingness to participate and to arrange a face-to-face interview. A consent form will be completed prior to interview.






3.7d (ii)  Incentives
If payment or any other incentive (such as a gift or free services) will be made to any participants please specify the source and the amount of payment to be made and/or the source, nature and where applicable the approximate monetary value of the gift or free service to be used. Please explain the justification for offering payment or other incentive.
	
Participants who complete the initial traditional interview will receive a £10 gift voucher. Participants who undertake both the initial and follow up interview (photovoice or walk along) will receive a £20 gift voucher. Love2shop vouchers will be used, which are accepted at over 20,000 high street stores in the UK. Information on where vouchers can be redeemed will be included along with the gift voucher.

Poor response is a common issue in research. This becomes an ethical issue as the ability of the study to provide useful information is compromised. We propose that £10-20 is an appropriate reimbursement for the time required to complete the interviews, but is small enough to avoid being perceived as coercive.

Participants in the stakeholder interviews  will also receive a £10 gift voucher as above.






3.7e	Dependent Relationship

Are any of the participants in a dependent relationship with any of the investigators, particularly those involved in recruiting for or conducting the project? (For example, a school pupil is in a dependent relationship with their teacher. Other examples of a dependent relationship include student/lecturer; patient/doctor; employee/employer)

YES	|_|		NO	|_|
	If YES, explain the relationship and the steps to be taken by the investigators to ensure that the subject’s participation is purely voluntary and not influenced by the relationship in any way.

     





3.7f	Location of Research 
	University of Glasgow

	|_|

	Outside Location
Provide details of outside locations, including as much information as possible.

The study will be based at the University of Glasgow.  However, the data will be collected in the community.

Three local study areas in Glasgow have been defined, of which two will be used in work package 3b: the ‘M74 corridor’ intervention area (‘South’) and one control area surrounding the existing M8 motorway (‘East’). These study areas have been carefully and iteratively delineated using spatially referenced census and transport infrastructure data combined with field visits to ensure similar aggregate socioeconomic characteristics and broadly similar topographical and urban morphological characteristics apart from their proximity to urban motorway infrastructure. Both study areas extend from inner mixed-use districts close to the city centre to residential suburbs, contain major arterial roads other than motorways, and contain a mixture of housing stock including traditional high-density tenements, high-rise flats and new housing developments.

Participants will be recruited from these two areas, and will be interviewed in their own home, or within walking distance of such.  

	|_|



4		Permission to Access Participants

4.1a	Will subjects be identified from information held by another party? 
	(eg. a Local Authority, or a Head Teacher, or a doctor or hospital, other organisation or Glasgow
	 University class lists)

YES	|_|		NO	|_|
	If YES describe the arrangements you intend to make to gain access to this information including, where appropriate, any other ethics committee that will be applied to. 

     



4.1b	Permissions/Access
Permission is usually required to gain access to research participants within an organisation (e.g. school, Local Authority, Voluntary Organisation, Overseas institution) 
Is this type of permission applicable to this application?		YES	|_|	NO	|_|
If Yes:
Is evidence of this permission provided with this application?
[bookmark: Check44][bookmark: Check45]YES	|_|		NO	|_|
OR is it to follow? 
YES	|_|		NO	|_|
(If this is the case, this should be forwarded to Ethics Administrator as soon as it is available.)
4.1c	Does this application involve the survey of University of Glasgow students?
YES	|_|		NO	|_|
If YES, separate permission to survey students needs to be obtained prior to any such survey being undertaken. Normally this permission should be sought from the appropriate authority after ethical approval has been granted. (See application form notes for detail). Once obtained, a copy of this permission should be forwarded to the Ethics Administrator.
4.1d	Is this application being submitted to another ethics committee, or has it been previously submitted to another ethics committee?
YES	|_|		NO	|_|
	(If YES, please provide name and location of the ethics committee and the result of the application.) 

     




 
5		 Informed Consent

If you require information on the age of legal capacity please refer to the Age of Legal Capacity (Scotland) Act 1991 available at: http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/1991/50/contents  
5.1a	Have you attached your Information Sheet (also known as Plain Language Statement (PLS)) for participants? 

The Information Sheet is written information in plain language that you will provide to participants to explain the project and invite their participation.  Contact details for Supervisor if applicable and College Ethics Officer MUST be included.  Please note that a copy of this information must be given to the participant to keep.

YES	|_|		NO	|_|
	If NO please explain

     



5.1b	How will informed consent by individual participants or guardians be evidenced?

Note: In normal circumstances it will be expected that written evidence of informed consent will be obtained and retained, and that a formal consent form will be used: A copy of which should be should be provided. 

If written evidence of informed consent is not to be obtained a substantial justification of why not should be provided.

(Note: Please ensure that you have checked the box for all types of consent to be used, eg signed consent form for interviews/ implied for questionnaires.)

	
[bookmark: Check46]Signed consent form                                               |_|

	
[bookmark: Check47]Recorded verbal consent                   |_|


	
[bookmark: Check48]Implied by return of survey                                      |_|
	
[bookmark: Check49]Other                                                  |_|
Provide details
     



	
Justification if written evidence of informed consent is not to be obtained  and retained:

     
	




6	Monitoring

	Describe how the project will be monitored to ensure that the research is being carried out as approved (e.g. give details of regular meetings/email contact).

The study will be directed by an investigators committee of the principal investigator and co-investigators that meets quarterly, to which the study coordinator and project researcher will report.  In addition, quarterly operational team meetings will be convened by the study coordinator to discuss progress on work package 3b and ensure research is being carried out as approved.  Between meetings, informal contact between the study team will take place as needed.  An independent study steering committee meets annually in Glasgow to oversee and advise on the conduct of the overall study.

In addition, the study coordinator will formally monitor the conduct of the study and the storage of documents.






7	Health and Safety

Does the project have any health & safety implications?

YES	|_|		NO	|_|

	If YES, please outline the arrangements which are in place to minimise these risks

Conducting research within the community may involve risk for the researcher. In order to minimise these risks, the project researcher will undertake CommuniCare training and will implement this system when in the community.

CommuniCare is a 24 hour system designed to monitor the safety of lone workers in the community by managing their time at risk, monitoring their day-to-day whereabouts, and by providing the capacity to call for immediate assistance if difficulties are encountered. 



8		Insurance

	Have you checked that this research does not come under the exclusions to the University 
	insurance cover for research?

YES	|_|		NO	|_|

The University insurance cover is restricted in certain, specific circumstances, e.g., the use of hazardous materials, work overseas, research into pregnancy and conception and numbers of participants in excess of 5000. All such projects must be referred to Research Strategy and Innovation Office before ethical approval is sought. Advice or authorisation given must be included with this application.
Please visit: http://www.gla.ac.uk/services/rsio/forstaffcampusonly/researchgovernanceframeworkandclinicaltrials/section4insuranceandindemnity/  for information.

9          Protection of Vulnerable Groups and Disclosure

Does this project require PVG clearance? 
	
YES	|_|		NO	|_|
If Yes, evidence that this has been obtained MUST be provided with this application.
	If application for PVG registration is currently in progress, please provide details here:

     





The Protection of Vulnerable Groups (Scotland) Act 2007 came into effect on 28 February 2011.  This replaced the previous Disclosure Scotland checking system for individuals who work with children and/or protected adults.  The University is a Registered Body under this legislation.  

Please consult the University Protection of Vulnerable Groups Scheme webpages http://www.gla.ac.uk/services/humanresources/policies/p-z/protectionofvulnerablegroupsscheme/  for guidance.


10          UK and Scottish Government Legislation

Have you made yourself familiar with the requirements of the Data Protection Act (1998) and the
Freedom of Information (Scotland) Act 2002?  

	YES	|_|		NO	|_|
	If NO please explain

     





(See Application Guidance Notes for further information. In addition visit http://www.gla.ac.uk/services/dpfoioffice/ for guidance and advice on the Act).  

Please ensure you have read the eight basic Principles underlying the Data Protection Act 1998 [DPA]
that protect the rights and freedoms of individuals with respect to the processing of their personal data. 

The Freedom of Information Act 2002 [“FOI”] provides a general right of access to most of the recorded 
information that is held by the University. The Act sets out a number of exemptions/exceptions to this right of access.

11  	Declarations by Researcher(s) and Supervisor(s)  

The application will NOT be accepted if this section is blank

1. The information contained herein is, to the best of my knowledge and belief, accurate. 

· I have read the University’s current human ethics guidelines, and accept responsibility for the conduct of the procedures set out in the attached application in accordance with the guidelines, the University’s Code of Conduct for Research and any other condition laid down by the University of Glasgow Ethics Committee and the College of Social Sciences Ethics Committee. 

(Full details of the University’s ethics guidelines are available at: http://www.gla.ac.uk/research/aimsassessmentandpolicies/ourpolicies/ethicshomepage/)

1. I and my co-researcher(s) or supporting staff have the appropriate qualifications, experience and facilities to conduct the research set out in the attached application and to deal effectively with any emergencies and contingencies related to the research that may arise.

1. I understand that no research work involving human participants or data collection can commence until ethical approval has been given by the either the School Ethics Forum (UG & PGT students only) or the College of Social Sciences Ethics Committee (for PGR students and Staff). 

This section MUST be completed to confirm acceptance of Code of Conduct.  	If there is no scanned 
signature then please type the names and date into the boxes below.  

			          Signature				          	          Date
	
Researcher
(All applicants)

	[bookmark: Text46]
    Shona Hilton
    David Ogilvie
	[bookmark: Text47]
    26.03.14

	
Principal Supervisor
(Where applicable)

	[bookmark: Text48]
         
	[bookmark: Text49]
         




End of Application Form   ………………………………………………………………………………………………………………….





	Applications should be submitted electronically as follows:

· Postgraduate Research Student (PGR) and Staff applications submission: 
Please upload the completed form, along with any other required documents by logging in to the Research Ethics System at - https://frontdoor.spa.gla.ac.uk/login/ this will then be considered by the College Research Ethics Committee.
PGR students are required to upload their application which is then forwarded to their named supervisor for approval and submission to the Ethics Committee.
· Undergraduate and Postgraduate Taught Student (UG & PGT) applications:

Should be sent to their School Ethics Forum (SEF) via email to their local administrative contact.  
Please see contact details on College ethics website. http://www.gla.ac.uk/colleges/socialsciences/info/students/ethics/

For these student applications, there are two options for submitting Supervisor approval:

1 The student e-mails the application to their supervisor, who checks it and submits it to their local SEF contact (UG and PGT only) 

Or

2 The student e-mails the application to the SEF contact and the supervisor sends a separate e-mail to the appropriate administrative point of contact giving the details of the application and confirming approval for the submission. 
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