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ARIZONA STATE UNIVERSITY

APPLICATION FOR EXEMPT RESEARCH

	PROTOCOL TITLE: Futurescape City Tours

	DATE OF REQUEST:
September 17 2012

	PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR:
Dr Cynthia Selin
	DEPARTMENT/CENTER:
Center for Nantotechnology in Society / Consortium for Science Policy and Outcomes / Sustainability
	UNIVERSITY AFFILIATION:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Associate Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Assistant Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Instructor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other:  Please specify. (“Other” categories may require prior approval. Students can not serve as the Principal Investigator)

     


	CAMPUS ADDRESS:

(include campus mail code)
Center for Nanotechnology in Society Arizona State University Interdisciplinary B Room 366 1120 S Cady Mall
Mail code: 5603


	PHONE:
(480)965-4349
	

	
	E-MAIL:
cynthia.selin@asu.edu
	

	List all co-investigators. (Attach an extra sheet, if necessary.) A co-investigator is anyone who has responsibility for the project’s design, implementation, data collection, data analysis, or who has contact with study participants.

	CO-INVESTIGATOR:
Dr Kelly Campbell Rawlings
	DEPARTMENT/CENTER:
School of Public Affairs
	UNIVERSITY AFFILIATION:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Associate Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Assistant Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Instructor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other:  Please specify. Assistant Research Professor

	CAMPUS ADDRESS:

(include campus mail code)
Arizona State University 411 N. Central Avenue, Suite 400

Phoenix, AZ

85004-0687

Mail code: 3720
	PHONE:
602-910-5902
	

	
	EMAIL:
Kelly.rawlings@asu.edu
	

	

	CO-INVESTIGATOR:
Kathryn DeRidder Vionne

     
     
     
     
	DEPARTMENT/CENTER:
     
Center for Nanotechnology in Society / Consortium for Science Policy and Outcomes / Sustainability

     
     
     
	UNIVERSITY AFFILIATION:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Associate Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Assistant Professor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Instructor

 FORMCHECKBOX 
  Other:  Please specify. Research Professional

	CAMPUS ADDRESS:

(include campus mail code)

     
	PHONE:

     
	

	
	EMAIL:
     



	


	STUDY OVERVIEW

	1.  Provide a brief description of the background, purpose, and design of your research. Avoid using technical terms and jargon. Be sure to list all of the means you will use to collect data (e.g. tests, surveys, interviews, observations, existing data). Provide a short description of the tests, instruments, or measures and attach copies of all instruments and cover letters for review.  If you need more than a few paragraphs, please attach additional sheets. FOR ALL OF THE QUESTIONS, WRITE YOUR ANSWERS ON THE APPLICATION RATHER THAN JUST SAYING SEE ATTACHED.
The Futurescapce City Tours will bring together Phoenix-based citizens to discuss the implications of nanotechnology for the city. In doing so, this project creates a space for deliberation about technology and society and enables small groups of participants to interrogate the directions such technologies are taking. The project leaders will design a conversation space that focuses on emerging technologies and nanotechnology and their connection to urban landscapes, yet will use techniques that begin with citizen concerns and voices rather than starting the inquiry with attention on technological promises and risks. The aim of the project, as with many Center for Nanotechnology in Society projects, is to build up the citizens’ skills to engage with complex technological subjects and to develop and articulate their own views on the desirability and implications of nanotechnology. 
The Futurescape City Tours will be a face‑to‑face citizen engagement exercise where we will gather together a group of 12‑15 citizens and take them on a tour of the city to explore potential questions raised by nanotechnology. We will ask the group to share their views and opinions with each other. The CNS team will study their interactions and findings by observing and recording the focus group and asking participants to take a follow-up survey. 

Our interaction with the citizen group will occur on three separate occasions:

1) We will gather the citizens together from 5-8pm on the 29th of October for a discussion about their views on emerging technologies and what they would like the see in their communities and neighborhoods. These discussions will involve working with concepts such as trade-offs, unintended consequences of technology and priority setting in science. This meeting will ask citizens to identify the key questions that they want to explore in the next sessions. Asking participants to set the agenda for the citizen engagement is an important innovation in the practice of public deliberation with science. 

2) On December 1, 2012 we will take the citizens to a number of different sites in Phoenix. The sites will be selected based on the input from the first session and therefore based on the citizen’s views on what developments they think are important. For instance, in Phoenix, one of the key urban sustainability issues is water and the citizens might therefore want to think about how nanotechnology may or may not be relevant for water issues. The idea could be to walk along the ancient canals of Phoenix, together with water managers and a scientist who is developing filtration technologies, and talk with them about trade‑offs and the different directions where the research could matter for the city.  In this way, we will immerse ourselves in the city and ask citizens to weigh in. While on the tour, we will ask citizens to capture images to document some of their concerns about and desires for nanotechnology.
3) The next session will take place on December 3rd from 5-8pm and participants will be asked to create narratives around potential technological developments, and develop their own recommendations about different technological trajectories.  Discussion will emerge based on what the citizens’ saw and experienced during the 2nd session.
CNS researchers are interested in testing out these innovative practices as instances of public and stakeholder engagement with science and technology, and to study their outcomes. We will use the Futurescape City Tours as an opportunity to study the ways in which deliberation can break free of traditional workshop spaces, like citizen juries, and how it can be anchored in more place-based engagement, like a tour. Taking a focus group and survey-based approach, we will work to understand the nature and feature of innovative tools of public engagement.  
This project will be developed in the context of a School of Sustainability Graduate Studio Workshop. The students will work to recruit the citizens, observe the citizen’s interactions and analyze the results. The project team, including Drs. Selin and Rawlings and researcher de Ridder Vionne, will be responsible for maintaining and securing the data collected.  All of the data (field notes, survey results) will be digitized and stored on secure, private drives and destroyed after five years.


	RECRUITMENT

	2. Describe how you will recruit participants (attach a copy of recruitment materials). 

For the Futurescape City Tours, we will select a group of citizens with attention to representation, controlling for age, education, gender, ethnicity, politics, religion, etc.  We will also map their concerns about and experiences with nanotechnology and will therefore make a multi-pronged attempt to get a diverse group of people.  All those participating in the Futurescape City Tour will be formally informed of the study’s aims and objectives through a short information letter
. In addition to observation of the workshop, participants will be recruited to participate in a short survey at the close of the project. 

We will post flyers (attached) in public spaces (public library, grocery stores) and through the listservs of university and community based organizations.  The flyer will direct interested participants to an online application (attached) that will ask for relevant demographic information. Once selected, the participants will be contacted with dates and times of meetings via email. Each email communication will reiterate the nature and scope of the study (contained here in the informational letter). 

RECRUITMENT MATERIAL- INFO 1-PAGER, FLYER AND THE APPLICATION 


	PROJECT FUNDING

	3. How is the research project funded? (A copy of the grant application(s) must be provided prior to IRB approval. For funded projects, researchers also need to submit a copy of their human subjects training certification: http://researchintegrity.asu.edu/irb/training/)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Research is not funded (Go to question 4 )
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Funding decision is pending
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Research is funded 

a) What is the source of funding or potential funding? (Check all that apply)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Federal                             FORMCHECKBOX 
 Private Foundation        
     FORMCHECKBOX 
 Department Funds

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Subcontract                      FORMCHECKBOX 
 Fellowship                   
     FORMCHECKBOX 
Other      
b) Please list the name(s) of the sponsor(s): Center for Nanotechnology in Society / NSF
c) What is the Project grant number and title (for example NIH grant number)? 0937591, NSEC: Center for Nanotechnology in Society at Arizona State University
d) What is the ASU account number/project number? NPS0038
e) Identify the institution(s) administering the grant(s): Arizona State University

	STUDY POPULATION- If you are doing data analysis only, please write DA.

	4.Indicate the total number of participants that you plan to include or enroll in your study. Approximately 15


	
	Indicate the age range of the participants that you plan to enroll in your study
	18 to
70

	SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

	5.  Attach a copy of the following items as applicable to your study (Please check the ones that are attached):
3.  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Research Methods (Research design, Data Source, Sampling strategy, etc)
4.  FORMCHECKBOX 
 Any Letters (cover letters or information letters), Recruitment Materials, Questionnaires, etc. which will be distributed to participants 
5.  FORMCHECKBOX 
 If the research is conducted off-site, provide a permission letter where applicable
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 If the research is part of a proposal submitted for external funding, submit a copy of the FULL proposal 
Note: The information should be in sufficient detail so IRB can determine if the study can be classified as EXEMPT under Federal Regulations 45CFR46.101(b).



	DATA USE

	6. How will the data be used? (Check all that apply)
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Dissertation                                                      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Publication/journal article 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Thesis                                                              
 
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Undergraduate honors project

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Results released to participants/parents          
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Results released to employer or school 

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Results released to agency or organization     
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Conferences/presentations               

 FORMCHECKBOX 
Other (please describe):      


	EXEMPT STATUS

	7. Identify which of the 6 federal exemption categories below applies to your research proposal and explain

why the proposed research meets the category.  Federal law 45 CFR 46.101(b) identifies the following EXEMPT categories. Check all that apply to your research and provide comments as to how your research falls into the category.

SPECIAL NOTE: The exemptions at 45 CFR 46.101(b) do not apply to research involving prisoners. The exemption at 45 CFR 46.101(b)(2), for research involving survey or interview procedures or observation of public behavior, does not apply to research with children, except for research involving observations of public behavior when the investigator(s) do not participate in the activities being observed.

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (7.1) 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, curricula, or classroom management methods.

Please provide an explanation as to how your research falls into this category:       


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (7.2) 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, employability, or reputation.
Please provide an explanation as to how your research falls into this category:  

This research will involve the observation of public interactions. As a focus group, there is no expectation of privacy. All Futurescape City Tour participants will be informed of the research in advance and have the opportunity to discuss any concerns. Data will be kept confidential, and anonymised within reporting. The research concerns fully legal activities that do not involve any risk to participants’ financial standing, employability or reputation. The study population is of adults, and the research will not probe any matters which are sensitive or which are likely to make participants vulnerable psychologically, financially, or socially.


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (7.3) 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 statute(s) require(s) without exception that the confidentiality of the personally identifiable information will be maintained throughout the research and thereafter.

Please provide an explanation as to how your research falls into this category:       


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (7.4) Research, involving the collection or study of existing 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.
Note-Please review the OHRP Guidance on Research Involving Coded Private Information or Biological Specimens: http://www.hhs.gov/ohrp/humansubjects/guidance/cdebiol.pdf
Please provide an explanation as to how your research falls into this category:       


	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (7.5) Research and demonstration projects which are conducted by or subject to the approval of 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. (Generally does not apply to the university setting)

	 FORMCHECKBOX 
 (7.6) 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 Food and Drug Administration or approved by the Environmental Protection Agency or the Food Safety and Inspection Service of the U.S. Department of Agriculture.

Please provide an explanation as to how your research falls into this category:       


	TRTRAINING

	8. The research team must verify completion of human subjects training within the last 3 years. (http://researchintegrity.asu.edu/training/humans) 
CITI training – Provide the date that the PI and Co-I’s completed the training: Selin: 02/09/10; Rawlings: 05/29/2012
; 
If you completed NIH training prior to 9/15/10 this will be accepted. Provide a copy of the certificate.



	PPRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR

	In making this application, I certify that I have read and understand the ASU Procedures for the Review of Human Subjects Research and that I intend to comply with the letter and spirit of the University Policy.  I may begin research when the Institutional Review Board gives notice of its approval.  I must inform the IRB of ANY changes in method or procedure that may conceivably alter the exempt status of the project.  I also agree and understand that records of the participants will be kept for at least three (3) years after the completion of the research
Name (first, middle initial, last):  

Cynthia L. Selin
Signature:  [image: image2.png]Coptions. Jobo



                                                    Date:  September 18, 2012



	FOR OFFICE USE:
	This application has been reviewed by the Arizona State University IRB:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Exempt    Category/Categories:      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 FULL REVIEW BOARD   FORMCHECKBOX 
 EXEMPT   FORMCHECKBOX 
    (  )
              FORMCHECKBOX 
 Approved  
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Deferred to other review     

                      
 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Recommended that investigator submit for expedited or Full Board review.




           

	
	

	
	Authorizing Signature:                                                 Date:      
X




�Add students. Then where else will we need to add them?


�I don’t think we have this yet…this would be for the selected participants


�Kathryn- add your citi number here, and the students if we add them to the grant…
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