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Feedback for RDC Major Grants

	RDC No.: 
	Non-primary Reviewer: 

	Investigator:
	Sub-Committee Group #: 

	Priority Score: 
	Full Reviewer: 

	Merit Score: 
	ETSU Telephone Ext.: 

	Research Submitted for funding elsewhere? Y      or        N
	Describe:


The purpose of this form is to provide guidelines for feedback on the major grant proposals.  Your comments need to be specific rather than general.  Avoid general comments as "The methods were confusing." and give specific aspects of the proposal that caused confusion as "The subject description was incomplete and method of analysis of data did not appear to be appropriate for the type of data." Your comments will be used to give feedback to the investigators for future submissions.

Abstract:  Non-technical language used, does not exceed 200 words
Problem statement and Specific Aims: Clearly stated problem statement.  Are the specific aims clear and measurable? The specific aims are the objectives of the research project, what the investigator wishes to accomplish, and the project milestones.
Experimental Design and Methods:  Is the plan or process to achieve the specific aims well explained?  Is there clear delineation of subject characteristics, procedures and analysis of data?

Significance of the Project: Does this project have the potential to increase the University’s prestige in the field?
Expected Benefits or Application of Results/Outcomes:  Statement regarding publication, presentation of data from project performance or exhibit, or submission of grants.

Recommendations for revision:  Give specific recommendations regarding how to fix proposal to make it more competitive.
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