The Unofficial  "EZ-Guide to Reviewing Grants"

(Please use the following format
---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

TITLE  _______________________________________________

INVESTIGATOR _________________________________________________

REVIEWER'S NAME ______________________________________________

Please comment on the following:

Significance  

Does this study address an important problem? If the aims are achieved, how will scientific knowledge or clinical practice be advanced? How will these studies contribute concepts or methods that move the field forward?
Approach 

Please evaluate the proposed approach - DO NOT restate the approach, unless a partial description is necessary for reasons of clarity. Point out the strengths and weaknesses of the proposed approach.  Are the conceptual framework, design, methods, and analyses adequately developed, well integrated, and appropriate to the aims of the project? Does the investigator acknowledge potential problem areas and consider alternative strategies?

Innovation 

Does the project challenge existing paradigms, employ novel technologies, concepts, or methods?  Are the aims original and innovative?  Does the project develop new methods or technologies?
Investigator
Please DO NOT repeat biosketch information - evaluate the capability of the investigator(s).  Does the investigator have the appropriate training and experience to carry out this work? Are they capable of coordinating and managing the proposed project? If some experience is lacking, has the investigator assembled an appropriate team to fill-in any deficiencies?
Environment

Please DO NOT repeat the description of facilities - evaluate the environment, including facilities available for the use of biohazards. Is there appropriate access to resources (equipment, facilities, and capabilities)? Does the scientific and technological environment contribute to the probability of success? Do the proposed experiments take advantage of any unique features of the scientific environment? 

Overall Evaluation 

Here you should reiterate points that you have made elsewhere in the critique.  Summarize the dominant strengths and weaknesses that most profoundly shape your overall score.

Budget Issues

Budget considerations are discussed after the panel has given a score to the application.  This is done to maintain a clear separation between scientific and budgetary issues.   The central concern for a reviewer is, "Do you feel the funds requested are appropriate for the work proposed?"  This is addressed in two different ways depending on whether the budget is modular or detailed.  
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