
April 12, 2017 CPI General Meeting  

Research Compliance and Biosafety Questions Submitted 

 

AWO/IACUC 

 At the beginning of the year, the Animal Welfare Office started sending AUP 

information to project sponsors.  In our most recent case, an AUP update was 

sent to a DoD, resulting in the DoD (different entity within DoD) deciding they 

needed to have their own AUP.   

This needs to stop. Every agency has its own IACUC, and they all want to do 

their job.  But as a PI, it is redundant, and a waste of my time, to create an AUP 

for each separate entity along the funding chain.  Particularly when everyone was 

okay with having a single AUP when the work was initiated.  We need to get an 

AUP reciprocity agreement in place between all the involve parties before TAMU 

Animal Welfare or SRS sends this information.  It is the same material, seen by 

similar groups, doing similar AUP reviews in 2 different geographic locations, for 

the exact same reason.  While I am certain that each IACUC feels this is a great 

expenditure of their time, it doubles the time and effort required on the part of 

researchers. 

 

 What can be done to create an AUP reciprocity agreement between TAMU and 

sponsor agencies?  Seems logical to me, and should be applicable to institutions 

meeting/requiring the same standards. 

 

Biosafety 

 For Biosafety, it would be preferable to have consistency regarding training and 
regulations.  For example, BSL2 and BBP... renewal training is annual.  Or it's 
every 3 years.   We are asked to do Training in CITI. Or in TrainTraq.  Personnel 
who use equipment in another PI's lab are required to be named on that PI's IBC 
permit. Or not.  Seems like something changes every year making it difficult to 
know what is required for compliance and what are just randomly imposed 
requirements. 
 

 Undergraduate research is a priority but it is difficult for undergrads to get all 
necessary training done quickly enough to be working in the lab.  Would it be 
possible to have single day(s) early in each semester when students could get 
BSL, Bloodborne pathogens, other in-person training all at the same time so they 
can get started in their chosen laboratories more quickly? 
 

 



IRB/HRPP 

 The library would like an update on expedited review of minimal risk research 

involving humans.  I had a number of library colleagues who are interested in 

learning more about any changes planned on the review process. 

 

 

 Studies in authentic classroom situations that run as the business-as-usual must 

be exempt and shouldn’t require to collect consent.  Asking students and parents 

to sign on a consent severely hurts the ecological validity of the study due to a 

large number of students not turning in the consent hence not qualified for data 

analysis.  This is actually an extremely serious issue in particular in running a 

large-scale dissemination study.  I was indeed running an exempt study in a 

previous institution that no longer is available here at A&M—as a consequence I 

needed to disqualify  more than 70% of students in some school hence didn’t 

meet the necessary number of samples.  

 

 Can you address any changes in human subjects research approval that are 
anticipated? 

 

iRIS 

 First, I want to say that the staff on the IRB team have been consistently 
supportive, helpful and courteous. The process can get frustrating, so their style 
of interaction helps a great deal. The biggest hurdle for me and my doctoral 
students continues to be the iRIS website. If design improvements are not 
possible, perhaps a detailed manual can be developed to us understand the 
language, sequences of steps, and expectations so we can navigate the site with 
less anxiety and frustration. 

 

 

General 

 Are there common errors or suggestions for PIs to streamline the processes for 
IACUC, IRB, Biosafety approvals? 
 

 What is best way for PIs to help communicate with compliance divisions, and 
help streamline or improve processes? 
 

 


