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Instructions:

Certain research activities may be exempt from review, if confirmed by the IRB Chair or his/her designee and confirmed in writing to the Investigator.  Research may be exempt from review when the only involvement of human subjects in the research falls into one or more of the categories noted below. The regulations allow for two additional exemption categories that are not currently implemented at Yale. 

Note: 
· The IRB does not exempt studies that involve the Introductory Psychology Subject Pool.
· Exemption categories apply to research involving pregnant women. 
· Exempt categories DO NOT apply to research with prisoners, except for research aimed at involving a broader subject population that only incidentally includes prisoners.
· Exempt categories generally apply to research with minors, except when specifically stated otherwise. 

Choose one of the following exemption categories for consideration and provide the information as requested under the corresponding category.  Delete all other categories that do not apply. Upload the survey(s), instrument, or interview questionnaire/focus group guides to the Supporting Documents section of IRES IRB.

[bookmark: category3]

(Category 3) 45 CFR 46.104(d)(3) Research involving benign behavioral interventions in conjunction with the collection of information from an adult subject through verbal or written responses (including data entry) or audiovisual recording if the subject prospectively agrees to the intervention and information collection and at least one of the following criteria is met: (please indicate which criteria applies-note: it may be more than one)
X (A) The information obtained is recorded by the investigator in such a manner that the identity of the human subjects cannot readily be ascertained, directly or through identifiers linked to the subjects;
X (B) Any disclosure of the human subjects' responses outside the research would not reasonably place the subjects at risk of criminal or civil liability or be damaging to the subjects' financial standing, employability, educational advancement, or reputation; or
X (C) The information obtained is recorded by the investigator in such a manner that the identity of the human subjects can readily be ascertained, directly or through identifiers linked to the subjects, and an IRB conducts a limited IRB review to make the determination.
ALL THREE APPLY
For the purpose of this provision, benign behavioral interventions are brief in duration, harmless, painless, not physically invasive, not likely to have a significant adverse lasting impact on the subjects, and the investigator has no reason to think the subjects will find the interventions offensive or embarrassing. Provided all such criteria are met, examples of such benign behavioral interventions would include having the subjects play an online game, having them solve puzzles under various noise conditions, or having them decide how to allocate a nominal amount of received cash between themselves and someone else.
If the research involves deceiving the subjects regarding the nature or purposes of the research, this exemption is not applicable unless the subject authorizes the deception through a prospective agreement to participate in research in circumstances in which the subject is informed that he or she will be unaware of or misled regarding the nature or purposes of the research.
This category does not apply to research involving minors.
1) Describe the purpose of the study. The point of this experiment is to test whether people can be taught a better way to negotiate. In the experiment, the two parties will be tasked with allocating a nominal amount of cash between themselves. The two parties have an opportunity to invest together and thereby earn a greater amount of interest than if they each invest separately. The question is: how will they split the proceeds? As explained in Nalebuff’s forthcoming book, Split the Pie, there is a typical default solution where parties agree to a proportional split of value created (based on the relative amounts invested). Instead, we believe an equal split of the extra value created better represents a fair solution and one that aligns with the equal contributions of the two parties, even though they may be different in size. The basic idea is explained in this video (https://tinyurl.com/BNYALEIRB) At the big picture level, we want to test the extent to which a new framework for negotiation leads to a different outcome. At the more granular level, we want to see how much coaching is required to achieve this result. This leads us to consider 4 potential interventions: (1) No coaching . (2) General introduction to the pie framework (similar to the video) but no specific information to the case at hand. (3) General introduction to the pie framework (similar to the video) along with a specific application to the case at hand. (4) General introduction to the pie framework (similar to the video) along with a specific application to the case at hand and an example where proportional division hurts the larger player. As a further control, we will provide coaching based on the tenants of the Harvard Negotiation Project.
2) Describe the target population. Adult men and women with some basic numeracy skills.
3) Describe the location of the study.
MTurk and Yale SOM Behavioral Lab. The negotiations will take place via an online platform such as NegotiateUp.
a. Does this study include an international location? ☐ Yes ☒ No
If yes, specify location: Click here to enter text.
4) Describe the procedures that will be used to recruit subjects. Standard flyers on campus and online recruitment at MTurk. If the intervention is sufficient to reduce the fraction of subjects picking proportional division from 90% to 60%, a Chi-Squared test suggests we will have statistically significant findings with 20 negotiation pairs in each group. Our plan is to recruit 25 pairs for each of the four interventions plus control for a total of 5*2*25 = 250 subjects.
5) Describe how subjects will provide consent (and research authorization) to participate in the study. Participants will sign a standard Human Subjects Committee Verbal Consent Form; see attached.
6) [bookmark: _Hlk535907419]Describe the benign behavioral intervention studied in this research. As described above, there are three benign interventions. In one case, one of the negotiation participants will watch a short video about the theory of the pie. In a second case, one of the negotiation participants will read a short discussion of the theory of the pie applied to the specific negotiation at hand. In a third case, one of the negotiation participants will read a short discussion of the theory of the pie applied to the specific negotiation at hand along with an example of how proportional division can hurt the other party under different parameters. 
7) Describe the collection of data following the intervention. Participants will engage in a simple negotiation. Results will be inputted via Qualtrics.
Click here to enter text.
8) If subjects’ identity can be readily ascertained directly or through identifiers linked to them could any disclosure of the participants’ responses outside the research reasonably place them at risk of criminal or civil liability or be damaging to their financial standing, employability, educational advancement, or reputation? ☐ Yes ☒ No

If YES –provide the list of identifiers and describe how data will be secured to protect the privacy of subjects and maintain the confidentiality of the data, and if applicable the coding system:

Note: No names will be kept. We will obtain an audio-only recording of the negotiation. We will use this to make transcripts of the negotiation. We believe an audio recording will preserve the anonymity of the participants.

9) Will the research involve deception regarding the nature or purposes of the research? *Note this may include not fully disclosing the purpose of the study or omitting information in order to achieve unbiased research results* ☐ Yes ☒ No

If YES - how will you inform the subjects of the potential use of deception? 

Note: If such an agreement cannot be obtained, the exemption category will not apply. A non-exempt protocol must be submitted for IRB review.

10) If you are from Yale School of Medicine, School of Nursing, or another HIPAA covered entity and wish to collect PHI without obtaining written HIPAA authorization, HIPAA waiver must be obtained. Describe why it would be impracticable to obtain the subject’s authorization for use/disclosure of this data:
N.A.
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