                                    RCG Proposal Review Form (revised 09/17/15)
PI: _________________________      Reviewer:      __________________

Type of seed grant: (RCG,INT,PLA or FCI): 
Please comment on the proposal in the following 3 areas plus rank it using the ratings: 

(1-5, where 1=outstanding, 2=excellent, 3=good, 4=fair, 5=poor; fractions OK)
Comments should clarify the rationale for the rating

Quality of approach or methods:  _______ Comments:

Feasibility including the budget: _______ Comments:

Significance of the work: _______ Comments:

If this proposal involves students, are the activities appropriate for them? Explain.
Is the IAF filled out and in order? ________________

Are there compliance issues?  _________________  If yes, please detail:

Did the PI previously receive ORO seed funds?  ______ 

If yes:  When? ____________Was the project completed?  _________


    Were the studies published? __________


    Did the PI apply for or receive outside funding?_____________

Is there an adequate plan to seek outside funding for the current proposal? 

Critique:  Please provide a 1-3 paragraph critique of the proposal.  This critique will usually not be more than a half page.  It should address the things you feel are particularly credible or significant about the proposal, items that should be changed to be considered for funding, or aspects you think would strengthen the proposal.   Feel free to repeat the comments you made on the first page of this form and to comment on the experience of the PI for the work proposed.  The comments will be conveyed to the PI (you will not be identified), so please use careful but concise wording.  PIs who are not funded in this competition will be asked to “respond” to the critiques for consideration for the next competition.  Finally, please send the critique paragraphs to Anton Mulder at aum28@psu.edu so we can collate all comments for each PI.
