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Purpose

Background
 Starting a research study at an academic institution can be complex. 

Challenges range from poor study design to low enrollment, 
homogeneity of the sample and limited resources. In a competitive 
research environment, it is critical to get a study off the ground 
quickly with a well-designed protocol. 

Purpose
 The University of Minnesota’s Clinical Research Support Center (UMN 

CRSC) designed and implemented a Feasibility Review process that 
helps investigators efficiently get their protocol approved while 
increasing the chance of success in execution. 

Results

Conclusions

 Key Takeaway: The UMN CRSC Feasibility Review results in a robust, polished protocol that is 
ready for IRB submission and successful execution.

 Next Steps: We will continue evaluating how this support service is reducing start-up timelines 
and helping investigators meet enrollment goals. 
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