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Appendix 2 (as supplied by the authors): Examples of provincial activities to streamline research ethics review 

Review Model Description 
Centralized Review 
– Alternating board
of record

Several examples centralized review initiatives exist within Canada. These include  
 Clinical Trials Ontario (CTO) Streamlined Research Ethics Review System (SRERS): An REB that is ‘CTO Qualified’ can provide

ethical review and oversight as a Host REB for multiple research sites participating in the same clinical trial.1 It may also participate
as a Participating Organization, whereby it authorizes [delegates] the Host REB to review the study on its behalf. This is done
through agreements that are part of the CTO participation commitment.

 Quebec Ministry of Health and Social Services (MSSS): The MSSS has developed a framework that coordinates ethics review and
institutional authorization when a project is conducted in more than one MSSS site. In participating institutions, one REB is selected
as Reviewing REB. This REB has sole responsibility for the primary ethics review and the ongoing oversight of the project. Within
MSSS institutions, an individual is mandated by the Board of Directors to make sure a site-specific assessment of the project is
conducted, to recognize the ethics approval provided by the Reviewing REB and to authorize the research to proceed under the
jurisdiction of the institution. It should be noted that the MSSS model ONLY applies to research that involves humans at healthcare
institutions overseen by the Ministry of Health. This system does NOT apply, therefore, to academic institutions conducting health
research, which maintains a separate but parallel ethics governance system under the purview of the Ministry of Education.

Centralized Review 
– Single board of
record (for OCREB)

The Ontario Cancer Research Ethics Board (OCREB): In place since 2004. OCREB serves as the single board of record for multicenter 
oncology trials for 26 of 27 cancer research sites in Ontario.2,3 

Collaborative 
Review  

 Examples of collaborative review include: 
 Maternal Infant Child and Youth Research Network (MICYRN): MICYRN attempted to  develop a ‘federated’ ethics board that

would provide opinions on multi-site study proposals conducted via the network.4 This aimed to generate a network review with
representation from each institution in order to provide a streamlined (and consistent) review at the local level. Of note, this attempt
was based on co-operation as the network has no designated authority to request delegated review.5

 BC Ethics Harmonization Initiative: (BCEHI) has adopted collaborative review models for multi-jurisdictional studies within both
the academic and the health sector. The models require as a first step, collaboration and communication between all potential
institutional sites and agreement between all sites as to the most appropriate REB to act as the primary REB (Board of Record REB)
that will be responsible for the primary review, approval and monitoring of the study.  The models permit, but do not require, the
non-Board of Record sites to provide limited input into the ethical review by the Board of Record.

Consolidation Other provincial jurisdictions have sought to reduce the number of REBs through a process of consolidation. 
 Alberta: The number of authorized REBs in Alberta was reduced from six to the current three.
 Newfoundland and Labrador: the province established the consolidate Health Research Ethics Authority (HREA).6 which has the

mandate to oversee all human health research conducted in Newfoundland and Labrador and which requires clinical studies to be
reviewed and approved by the an HREA-approved REB (with a single REB authorized to review clinical trials and genetics research
projects).
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