CPMS PROPOSAL REVIEW WORKSHEET

This worksheet is intended to help reviewers evaluating Community Program Medical Scholars proposals to

identify relevant strengths and weaknesses.

Very Very
Review Criteria Weak Weak Average | Strong Strong
SCIENTIFIC MERIT
1. New or original ideas
2. Relevance/significance of proposed research
for advancing health policy or practice
3. Rationale/justification of project
4. Description of hypotheses
5. Fit of hypotheses with proposed project
6. Feasibility of proposed project
7. Experimental design and methodology
8. Probability of meaningful results
9. Feasibility of project timeline
10. Logical organization; clarity of writing
QUALITY OF COMMUNITY PARTNERSHIP
1. Significance of project for promoting efficacy
of organization and/or improve community
health policy
2. Description of community organization
3. Background on partnership development
4. Description of community partner’s role on
project
LEARNING EXPERIENCE
1. Potential for learning research skills related to
community-based research
2. Potential for learning “partnership” skills
related to community-based research
APPLICANT QUALIFICATIONS
1. Relevant training skills and experience for
project completion
2. Rationale for choice of project and community
partner
PROGRAM EVALUATION
[1.
DISSEMINATION OF RESULTS
1. Description of dissemination in academic
arena
2. Description of dissemination with community
ADVISORS
1. Description of how advisor's background and
expertise will facilitate project completion
2. Adequacy of available resources
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