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Adviser’s Comments Checklist
Your comments in this section may be fed back (unattributed) to the applicant(s)

The reviewers have been asked to assess the grant application and give their score and comments based on the checklist below.  

As adviser, we would ask that you not only consider the points on the checklist in relation to the application, but also use your judgement to moderate the comments of the referees and provide us with an overall score using the three-part scoring system outlined on the enclosed rating scheme.  Please make your comments as full as possible and give extra justification for exceptionally high or low scores.
The Area of Research

Level of activity in the area internationally
Level of UK activity in the area and its international standing

The importance of the application to the advancement of biomedical science/clinical practice and to wealth creation or quality of life

Scientific Merit of the Proposals

Are the objectives clear and sound?

Is the plan of investigation likely to yield decisive results and, if so, on what time scale?

Is the proposal novel, timely and original?

What is the likely significance to the field?

Comment on the suitability of method/ techniques proposed.

Other comments.
applicability

How applicable is the work likely to be to deaf and hard of hearing people, now or in the future?

Special Considerations
Referees should feel free to mention any crucial considerations that argue for or against support

Scoring
Please indicate how you would score this proposal using the three-part scoring system outlined on the enclosed rating scheme.  Please use whole numbers only (i.e. 3 A -, not 3½ A/B etc.).  Please also add extra justification if an exceptionally high or low score is given.

Strategic Considerations

Referees should also comment on how the work fits in with the strategic aims and needs of the charity.  These could include the likelihood of high impact publications arising from the work, the possible appeal of the work to the general public and potential donors and other PR issues relevant to the type of work or the subject area.  

Funding from the charity is guided by the following principles:

•
Excellence and originality of science 

•
Relevance to those affected by hearing problems

•
Clearly defined short, medium and long term impact on those affected by hearing 
problems

•
Financial need – no other obvious or more appropriate source of funding
Our full research strategy is available from our website.

Resources

Are the resources requested justified and appropriate in terms of:


(a) Staff 

(b) Running Expenses          

(c) Equipment     

For UK reviewers only (overseas reviewers may comment if they feel it is appropriate) 
Resubmission

If the application is not considered worthy of funding at this time, would resubmission of a revised application be appropriate?
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