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Abstract

Background: The International Council of Nurses (2012) and the Council for
International Organizations of Medical Sciences (2016) determined and published
ethical standards relevant to nursing researchers and practitioners; based on these
standards, nurses are expected to participate in committees where decisions on
ethical issues are made. While clinical practitioners and nursing educators actively
serve on research ethics committees, their precise role in these platforms has yet to
be elucidated. The purpose of this study was to identify the attributes and current situation
of nursing members and the role of nurses (hereafter referred to as “nursing members”) in
research ethics committees through a literature review and interviews.

Participants and research context: First, we conducted a survey on the actual status of the
assignment of nursing members to research ethics committees in Japan. Second, we
conducted a literature review to determine the extent to which previous studies have clarified
the roles of nursing members in these committees and attempted to summarize the present
condition. Finally, we conducted an interview survey on the role expectations of nursing
members in such committees and their own perceptions of their roles.

Ethical considerations: This study was approved by the institutional review board
of Nagoya University’s Graduate School of Medicine.

Findings and discussion: Our qualitative analysis yielded six themes: share
perspectives and experiences in nursing, protect research participants, evaluate
the research design, represent the voice of research participants, confirm the
informed consent documents and ascertain research participants’ free will. The
analyses revealed a slight difference between what other committee members
expected of the role of nursing members and nursing members’ recognition of their
own role. Nursing members make an important and independent contribution to
ethics committees on deliberations and decision-making regarding research ethics.
Conclusion: The selection and training of committee members is an important issue
for research ethics committees. The results of this study indicate that the role of
nursing members in research ethics committees are high expectations. However,
there was also a discrepancy between the roles recognized by the nurses involved
and the roles of the committee members. When considering the composition of the
research ethics committee, it is necessary to clarify the role of each type of

committee member.



