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Criterion 3: Is the scope of the project reasonable and the project itself feasible?
Criterion 4: Is the technical narrative scientifically sound?
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Your specific comments on the proposal’s strengths and weaknesses are critical. Do not share, copy,
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view.

Summary Statement (Include comments on the relative importance of the criteria in assigning your rat-
ing. Continue on additional pages, if necessary):

Overall Rating (check one) :

[ 1 Excellent: Outstanding proposal in all respects; deserves highest priority for support.

[ 1 Very Good: High quality proposal in nearly all respects; should be supported if at all possible.
[ 1 Good: A quality proposal, worthy of support.
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CONFLICTS OF INTEREST
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to the agency requesting your review. Describe those affiliations, collaborations, and financial
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objective, return the proposal without review.

CONFIDENTIALITY OF THE PROPOSAL

Reviewers are expected to protect the confidentiality of proposal contents. For this reason, you
must not copy, quote from, or otherwise use or disclose to anyone, including your graduate stu-
dents or post-doctoral or research associates, any material from any proposal you are asked to
review. Unauthorized disclosure of confidential information could subject you to administrative
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you have acted as a reviewer for a funding agency on your CV, you may not disclose the titles of
the proposals that you reviewed or the names of the investigators. You should not disclose to
any of the investigators that you served as a reviewer on his or her proposal.



