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MS RESEARCH AUSTRALIA 2013 GRANT ROUND: PEER REVIEW REPORT 

How this form will be used

· Your comments both positive and less positive are very useful feedback to the applicant.

· This Peer Review Report, with ratings removed and assessor de-identified, will be passed back the applicant for supply of rebuttal comments.

· The RMC, MS Research Australia’s Scientific Committee, use your comments and ratings to assist in the selection of applications to be funded in 2014.

	Rating Guide. See below or otherwise use “E” excellent  “G” Good “P” Poor. Please follow directions contained within the individual rating cell.

	1= Poor
	4= Good (top 30% internationally)
	6= Excellent (10% internationally)

	2= Marginal 
	5= Very good (25% internationally)
	7= Outstanding (5% internationally)

	3= Fair
	
	


	Completing this form 

1. Please add comments within each section of each evaluation category. Your feedback is invaluable to our researchers. 
2. Add a rating. 

3. Please feel free to add comments in the confidential section. These comments will only be available to the Scientific Committee


	……..
	Application title: ………
Principal applicant ……..
Date peer review required : ……..
	

	Section
	Evaluation categories.  This section will expand as required. 
	Rating

	1
	Relevance of the project to multiple sclerosis? Please add comments in this cell.


	Rating 1-7

	2
	Significance, value and novelty of the hypothesis? Please add comments in this cell.


	Rating 1-7

	3
	Feasibility and completeness of research method? Please add comments in this cell

.

.
	Rating 1-7

	4
	Evidence of preliminary data?  Please add comments in this cell. 


	Rating 1-7

	5.
	a). Comment on strengths of the Research Plan and approach? Please add comments in this cell.


	Rating not required

	
	a). Comment on weakness of the Research Plan and approach? Please add comments in this cell.


	Rating not required

	
	OVERALL RATING of the Research Plan.  summary comments are welcomed explaining the rating 


	Rating 1-7

	6
	Likelihood of completion of the project within the given time?  Please add comments in this cell.


	Excellent/Good/Poor

	7
	Comment on the recent research track record and productivity of the applicants?  Please add comments in this cell.

.


	Excellent/Good/Poor. 

	8
	Feasibility of research proceeding if funding was only partly granted?  Please add comments in this cell.

.
	Excellent/Good/Poor

	9
	Is the budget adequate? Please add comments in this cell. International assessors may omit this section. International assessors need not complete

.


	Excellent/Good/Poor 

	10
	Summarise overall strengths of the application. Please add comments in this cell.

.
	Rating not required

	
	Summarise overall weakness of the application. Please add comments in this cell.


	Rating not required

	
	OVERALL RATING. of the application. Summary comments are welcomed here explaining your rating


	Rating 1-7

	
	CONFIDENTIAL COMMENTS TO RESEARCH MANAGEMENT COUNCIL. These comments will not be passed back to applicant. 
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