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Ratings Scheme for Grants £5,000 and Over

Scientific Merit

This embraces: the fundamental interest of the problem, the likelihood that the research proposed will yield secure results on which others can build, the novelty and power of the methods relative to those typically applied to the problem in question, the track record of the researcher for the type of work in question, whether all the relevant aspects of the problem have been considered and any exclusions made deliberately on the basis of a scientific need to concentrate.

Scoring scheme:

5 Internationally competitive work 

4 Very good work that will advance the field 

3 Worthy work that Deafness Research UK should try to support

2 Of definite interest but would need substantial further information or change to be novel and successful enough to justify support

1 Of some possible interest but not saveable from the evidence presented

0 Worthless

Applicability

This embraces the importance of the problem in terms of numbers and degree of suffering of the patients and the burden of care, the declared clinical or other applied objective of the research, the likelihood that the research will yield clear results that can be directly applied by others e.g. in clinical procedures or manufacture and the researcher’s access to and previous use of channels to ensure dissemination and application.

Scoring scheme:

A
Highly applicable on several of the above counts

B
Applicable on some of the above counts

C
Average

D
Hard to see how this could be applicable in the near future

X
Not relevant or possible to judge at present, but this judgement not necessarily to override scientific criteria
Special Considerations

These could include the need to start or continue work in the UK in an important area or with an important technique, high quality staff who would be supported by the grant, the ability of the work to feed other groups and the applicant’s past record of collaborating with or assisting other UK researchers. On the negative side, these could include redundant duplication, counterproductive timing, or extreme failure to publish in the past.

Scoring scheme:

++
Strong special reasons to fund

+
Some special reasons to fund

0 No particular reasons to fund
· Some special reasons not to fund

We have provided a checklist for your comments, which you may find helpful. As you can see, your comments may be fed back, unattributed, to the applicants. Should you have additional comments or any remarks which you do not wish to be fed back, please feel free to include these on a separate sheet or a covering letter. 

PAGE  
1
Updated January 2006

