Review Panel Service

Panel A - Integrative, Cellular, and Molecular Biology

Panel B - Ecology and Organismal Biology
Panel C - Ecology and Organismal Biology

You are to prepare a written review of each proposal you received.  Reviews should be no more than 1 page, single-spaced.

You will serve as the primary reviewer for one proposal and as secondary reviewer for two additional proposals (a total of 3 reviews).  You should be prepared to fill in for the primary reviewer in the event this person is prevented from attending (we'll all go his or her funeral afterwards).

Your review should follow the NSF panel criteria:


Please provide detailed comments on the quality of this proposal with respect to each of the two Merit Review Criteria identified below, noting specifically the proposal's strengths and weaknesses. As guidance, a list of potential considerations that you might employ in your evaluation follows each criterion. These considerations are suggestions and not all will apply to any given proposal. While you are expected to separately address each NSF Merit Review Criterion, you are requested to address only those considerations that are relevant to this proposal and for which you are qualified to make judgments. 
What is the intellectual merit of the proposed activity?
Potential considerations: How important is the proposed activity to advancing knowledge and understanding within its own field or across different fields? How well qualified is the proposer (individual or team) to conduct the project? (If appropriate, please comment on the quality of prior work.) To what extent does the proposed activity suggest and explore creative and original concepts? How well conceived and organized is the proposed activity? Is there sufficient access to the necessary resources?

What are the broader impacts of the proposed activity?
Potential considerations: How well does the activity advance discovery and understanding while promoting teaching, training, and learning? How well does the proposed activity broaden the participation of underrepresented groups (e.g., gender, ethnicity, disability, geography, etc.)? To what extent will it enhance the infrastructure for research and education, such as facilities, instrumentation, networks, and partnerships? Will the results be disseminated broadly to enhance scientific and technological understanding? What may be the benefits of the proposed activity to society?

Summary

In addition, please provide an overall rating and summary statement that includes comments on the relative importance of the two criteria in assigning your rating. 
Please note that the criteria need not be weighted equally.

Panel Meeting

Bring to the panel meeting:

1. Your copies of the proposals.

2. ~9 printed copies of your reviews (one for each panel member, plus Mo & Phil).

3. Laptop computer if you have one, otherwise writing materials.

During the Panel class period, the panel will convene to discuss the merit of each proposal and to rank all the proposals.  Assigned ranks and written reviews are normally to be used by the program administrator in direction of imaginary funds.  

When your own proposal is discussed, you will excuse yourself and wait outside in the hall until the panel has finished with your proposal (bring something to read).

Creating the panel summary:

The primary reviewer for a proposal must create a summary of the reviews, comments, and discussion of the proposal.  Your summary is not to exceed one typewritten page, single-spaced.   Do not put your name on your summary.  The summary should be provided to the course instructors at the end of the session, or by email the following day.

ALL DISCUSSION IN THE PANEL IS ABSOLUTELY CONFIDENTIAL and may not be shared or repeated, even after the course is over. If the grantee has any questions about the proceedings, he or she may raise them with the program director.

Afterwards, persons submitting grant proposals will receive 3 anonymous peer reviews, the panel summary.

