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EXCEPTIONS: Research involving vulnerable populations such as the mentally or cognitively impaired, prisoners, parolees, pregnant women, and fetuses, cannot be exempt from review even though it meets the criteria of one of the categories below.

EXEMPTION CATEGORIES (45 CFR 46.101(b)):  Research activities in which the only involvement of human subjects will be in one or more of the following categories:

1. Research conducted in established or commonly accepted educational settings, involving normal educational practices, such as (i) research on regular and special education instructional strategies, or (ii) research on the effectiveness of or the comparison among instructional techniques, curricular or classroom management methods.

2. Research involving the use of educational tests (cognitive, diagnostic, aptitude, achievement), survey procedures, interview procedures or observation of public behavior, unless:  (i) information obtained is recorded in such a manner that human subjects can be identified, directly or through identifiers linked to the subjects; and (ii) any disclosure of the human subjects’ responses outside the research could reasonably place the subjects at risk of criminal or civil liability or be damaging to the subjects’ financial standing, employment or reputation.  Research using survey procedures or interview procedures upon children cannot be exempt.  Research involving observation of children’s behavior cannot be exempt if the investigator is a participant in the behaviors observed.  

3. Research involving the use of educational tests (cognitive, diagnostic, aptitude, achievement), survey procedures, interview procedures, or observation of public behavior that is not exempt under paragraph (b) (2) of this section if (i) the human subjects are elected or appointed public officials or candidates for public office; or (ii) federal statue(s) require(s) without exception that the confidentiality of the personally identifiable information will be maintained throughout the research and thereafter.  Research which deals with sensitive aspects of the subject’s own behavior such as illegal conduct, drug use, sexual behavior, or use of alcohol, cannot be exempt from review.

4. Research involving the collection or study of existing (“in existence on the day the study is approved”) data, documents, records, pathological specimens or diagnostic specimens, if these sources are publicly available or if the information is recorded by the investigator in such a manner that subjects cannot be identified, directly, or through identifiers linked to the subjects.

5. Research and demonstration projects which are conducted by or subject to the approval of federal department or agency heads and which are designed to study, evaluate, or otherwise examine:  (i) public benefit or service programs; (ii) procedures for obtaining benefits or services under those programs; (iii) possible changes in or alternatives to those programs or procedures; or (iv) possible changes in methods or levels of payment for benefits or services under those programs.  

6. Taste and food quality evaluation and consumer acceptance studies, (i) if wholesome foods without additives are consumed or (ii) if a food is consumed that contains a food ingredient at or below the level and for a use found to be safe, or agricultural chemical or environmental contaminant at or below the level found to be safe, by the U.S. Food and Drug Administration or approved by the  Environmental Protection Agency or the Food and Safety and Inspection Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

CONTINUING STUDIES:
Is this a continuation of or change to an existing TUC IRB approved study?  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No    

If yes, attach a copy of last year’s approved exempt study and indicate the date of submission/approval.
JUSTIFICATION AND PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Type your answers in the boxes provided which will expand as needed. Describe your research study.  If you are applying for exemption, you must justify how your study qualifies for exemption by addressing the critical elements of the exemption category you choose in item 7.  To be sure you answer the issues typically examined by the reviewers, please review the “IRB Review Form” available at:  http://cehs.tu.edu/gsoe  
1. Provide an Abstract or Summary for the proposed study.

	Categorical funding leads to departments working in silos.  Many programs are adopted to meet the type of learner that is outlined by the funding source.  Education is face paced and often under-resourced.  We often do not have educators available to see the big picture and connections are missed because there are often not opportunities to collaborate.  If a strategy is good for one type of learner, might it also be good for other learners?  Class sizes are large and our students have complex needs.  How can we create a unified message of how to support ALL of our learners?  


2. Describe the specific aims/purpose. What is your research question? State your hypothesis and research questions or project goals and objectives. 

	The purpose of this project is to analyze effective strategies from GLAD, SIOP, and AVID to find their commonalities and differences.  The second purpose of this project is find alignment between thinking strategies.  As we move toward implementing Common Core teachers will need to see how Blooms Taxonomy and Webb’s Depth of Knowledge correlate. I have also always been curious about how a gifted best practice, Kaplan’s Icons, would then align to Blooms Taxonomy and Webb’s Depth of Knowledge.  The goal is that this information can then be shared with district leadership so that an NVUSD effective strategy toolkit can be established to support all students in all content areas within a PBL classroom setting.


3. Describe background information and rationale for conducting the study and the importance of the knowledge to be gained.  Provide references, if available.  

	There are many effective teaching strategies and many programs extract and compile those strategies to try and define and replicate effective teaching practices.  However, when these strategies are shared with teachers, it is often with one type of learner in mind.  If a teacher perceives that they are not teaching that type of student or if the strategies are compiled into a specific program that a teacher is not obligated to teach, the strategies are not shared and implemented systematically.  We are then left with knowledge gaps and silos which lead to disjointed messages and uses of effective strategies.  If our purpose is to get All Students College and Career Ready wouldn’t it make sense to build a toolkit of effective strategies from various programs that could be used by all teachers?  I believe the only way we can make our dream a reality is to create a system that has a message of how to support ALL learners. We can do this if we create a unified message; a toolkit of effective strategies that keep all of our students moving forward academically within a PBL framework.


4. Describe the research methods and procedures.

a. How do you plan to do it? What kind of study is it? How will it answer your research question? Be specific. Describe your sample: Who/what will be included/excluded and why? (What are recruitment/exclusion criteria? Be sure to include women, minorities, other groups if appropriate, and how they will be recruited). Randomization and/or controls? What data/artifacts will you collect? Is this the best, safest way to collect it? Who will perform the collections/analyze the data? Will any tests be involved? Will any remuneration be provided? Address confidentiality. 

	I will be using the Constant Comparative Method which is a qualitative research design to compile my toolkit of effective strategies from various programs. I have designed a table to identify key issues and reoccurring strategies that are found in each program.


b. What are the potential risks and benefits to your human subjects? Be sure to be as specific as possible; include loss of time or other inconveniences to participants. Don’t overstate benefits; if they are hypothetical benefits this must be clearly stated. How will you obtain consent? Provide for translation, reading for illiterate participants; whatever else may be necessary? 

	None


c. What will you do with the data? Where and how will it be stored and for how long? Who will have access to it? How will it be analyzed? Will there be follow-up? 

	The purpose of my project was to analyze effective strategies from various programs, find commonalities that can be shared, highlight their unique characteristics, and find alignment between thinking strategies.  This data will be used by district leadership and instructional coaches to build a NVUSD effective strategy toolkit that will support all students, in all content areas, within a PBL classroom setting.


d. Appendices. Paste questionnaires, focus group questions, consent forms, parental handouts at the end of this document.
5. List the specific location of the study (building, etc.).

	Napa Valley Unified School District


6. Indicate the proposed duration of the study. 

	Spring 2013-2014


7. Indicate the exemption category above and provide justification for exempt review here.

	     


Student investigators only:  Once your IRB proposal has been approved by your advisor, email the document to them for submission along with proof that you completed a human subjects course.  The Human Subjects course may be accessed at: http://phrp.nihtraining.com/users/login.php
TOTAL NUMBER OF COPIES REQUIRED FOR SUBMISSION:   
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