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Tier One reviews: will be handled by a subcommittee of at least two members of the AWRC, appointed by the Chair. In many cases this subcommittee will be made up of the Chair and the attending veterinarian. Tier one reviews will be done this way on a routine basis, but either reviewer can redirect the review to the full committee. If a determination for approval has been made, the protocol or modification will be put on the consent section of the agenda for the next regularly scheduled AWRC meeting. If the modification cannot be approved by the subcommittee, it may be referred to full committee review.
Items eligible for Tier 1 review:
a) Shipping animals to an NIH assured institution 
b) Adding personnel to an approved protocol, neither of which is the protocol coordinator or co-PI
c) Switch in source of animals (a list of approved vendors is available upon request from the veterinarian)

d) Transferring animals from one LBNL approved protocol to another in cases where a relationship has not already been set up, for example when a breeding protocol is supplying animals for an experimental protocol, and the experimental protocol lists the breeding protocol as the source of animals.
e) Collaborative protocols for antibody production by a PHS assured or AAALAC accredited lab

Tier Two reviews: these reviews will be handled routinely by designated member review (DMR). Once a protocol or modification has been submitted through the HARP system, the Chair, and attending Veterinarian, and the AWRC administrator will consider if this matter may be handled via the DMR process. If consent is reached that DMR is appropriate, notice of these proposed protocols or modifications will be sent to AWRC members, with a three business day (72 hours) response time, asking if there is any objection to the protocol or modification being reviewed via DMR. Committee members will be requested to respond, typically via email, to the HARC office. Any one committee member who wants the modification to be discussed at the regular convened meeting may make a request for full review to the HARC office. In doing so, the committee member will not be identified to other members of the AWRC committee. If a request for full committee review is made, the modification will be put on the agenda for the next meeting to be discussed by the full committee. If no such call for full committee review is made, then after 72 business hours, the Chair will designate at least two members of the AWRC to conduct the review. If a determination for approval is made, the protocol or modification will be put on the consent section of the agenda for the next regularly scheduled AWRC meeting. If the review cannot be approved by the subcommittee, it will be referred to full committee review at the next convened meeting.
Items eligible for Tier 2 review:
a) New strain of mice with no change in study objectives or animal welfare implications
b) Shipment from LBNL to a recipient without an NIH Assurance
c) Increase in the purchase of animal numbers less than 10%
d) Animal transportation outside of AWRC approved guidelines (for example, lab-staff transportation of animals)
e) Modification/refinement within the guidelines (for example, change from one AWRC approved anesthetic to another)
f) Adding a new co-PI or Protocol Coordinator to an approved protocol.
g) Collaborative protocol for antibody production by a non-PHS assured lab

Tier Three reviews: All new full protocols, triennial renewals, and major modifications must be reviewed at a convened meeting of a duly constituted quorum of the AWRC committee. The AWRC shall determine that the research project conforms with the Laboratory’s Assurance policies. Prior to a meeting, each AWRC member is provided with a set of protocols for review.  Approval of research protocols is granted only after review by a quorum of the AWRC and with the approval vote of a majority of the quorum.  No member may participate in the AWRC review or approval of a research protocol in which the member has a conflicting interest (e.g., is personally involved in the project) nor may they form part of the quorum for the review.  The AWRC has defined personal involvement as including being the lead investigator, or authoring the protocol for another investigator, or being listed on the protocol as alternate responsible investigator, or being listed as personnel on the protocol.
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