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I.

BACKGROUND
The purpose of this policy is to describe the process by which the OHSU IACUCs ensure that
the research described in grants is congruent with any corresponding protocols at initial
review.

II.

SCOPE
This policy applies to all OHSU IACUC protocols.

III.

POLICY
a. The OHSU IACUCs will verify that grants supporting a submitted protocol are congruent
with the protocols via Principal Investigator (PI) self-certification and IACUC analyst
review. Verification will be done by:
i. At initial review or at the time of adding a newly funded grant, the PI will selfcertify on a form provided by the OHSU Research Integrity Office (ORIO) that the
objectives, hypotheses, aims, and species of animals are reasonably congruent
between the grant (s) and the protocol.
ii. The IACUC analyst will perform a general congruency check using the criteria
specified in the NIH Vertebrate Animal Section (VAS).
b. Since protocols may change rapidly as science proceeds, changes to an approved
protocol may be submitted and reviewed via the normal modification process.

IV.

PROCEDURES
a. The PI will complete the self-certification checklist and submit it with any new application
or when adding a newly funded grant to an existing protocol
b. The IACUC analyst will complete the analyst checklist for congruency. If any
inconsistencies between the grants and protocol are identified, the analyst will notify PIs
so that resolution can be achieved prior to IACUC review.
c. Both the PI and IACUC analyst checklists will be based upon the following five areas
included in the NIH VAS:
i. Animal species and approximate numbers of animals to be used;
ii. Rationale and appropriateness of the species and number;
iii. Proposed animal use;
iv. Procedures to minimize pain and distress; and
v. Method of euthanasia.

V.

AUTHORITY
a. PHS Policy IV.C.1: “Review of PHS-Conducted or Supported Research Projects.” In
order to approve proposed research projects or proposed significant changes in ongoing
research projects, the IACUC shall conduct a review of those components related to the

care and use of animals and determine that the proposed research projects are in
accordance with this Policy. In making this determination, the IACUC shall confirm that
the research project will be conducted in accordance with the Animal Welfare Act insofar
as it applies to the research project, and that the research project is consistent with the
Guide unless acceptable justification for a departure is presented.
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/olaw/references/phspol.htm#FunctionsoftheInstitutionalAnimal
CareandUseCommittee
b. NIH NOT-OD-10-049: “III. Role of the IACUC and [sic] in the Oversight of Animal Care &
Use Protocols.” A fundamental component of the Assurance is the IACUC, which is
responsible for the review of proposed research and oversight of individual animal
care and use protocols at each organization. IACUC approval indicates that the
proposed protocol has been determined by the organization’s IACUC to conform to
PHS Policy. While the IACUC considers the appropriateness of the proposed protocol
to the investigator’s scientific goals, the primary goal of the IACUC’s detailed
evaluation and oversight of the protocol, is to assure that the procedures involving
animals conform to all federal animal welfare requirements and PHS Policy.
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/guide/notice-files/NOT-OD-10-049.html
VI.

GUIDANCE
a. OLAW FAQs: “Is the IACUC required to review the grant application?” PHS Policy and
the NIH Grants Policy Statement (Part II, Terms and Conditions) require the institution to
verify, before award, that the IACUC has reviewed and approved those components of
grant applications and contract proposals related to the care and use of animals. This is
not an explicit requirement for the IACUC to do a side-by-side comparison of an
application/proposal and the IACUC protocol. However, institutions are responsible for
ensuring that the information the IACUC reviews and approves is congruent with what is
in the application/proposal. Institutions are free to devise a workable mechanism to
accomplish this end.
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/olaw/faqs.htm#d10

