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P20 Pilot Project Grant  PI_____________________________________ Reviewer ________________
The purpose of this P20 UManage Pilot Project funding is to provide initial funding for pilot project data collection or other preliminary studies intended to collect data that will subsequently lead to a NIH research grant application (R01, R03, R21) that will launch a program of career research.  

Does this proposal meet the Eligibility Criteria? Proposal must meet all:
All tenure track, tenured, or clinical track faculty are eligible to apply for the Research Focus Grant. The PI must be a nurse  
Eligible 
( Yes

 No

Exclusion Criteria Any faculty member who has received a P20 Pilot Project grant  the last time is not eligible to apply for the grant this year.   
Eligible    Yes
            No      Comments:_______________________________________________
Funding Period is May 1, 2017 to April 30, 2018 and Maximum Amount of Award is $ 50,000  Yes
 No
	Rating: 0 = Not present; 1 = Needs Work; 2 = Satisfactory; 3 = Very Good; 4 = Excellent; 5 = Outstanding 
	0
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	1. Overall Impact: Reviewers will provide an overall impact/priority score to reflect their assessment of the likelihood for the project to exert a sustained, powerful influence on the research field(s) involved, in consideration of the following review criteria, and additional review criteria (as applicable for the project proposed).
Strengths:

Weaknesses:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2. Significance: Does the project address an important problem or a critical barrier to progress in the field? If the aims of the project are achieved, how will scientific knowledge, technical capability, and/or clinical practice be improved? How will successful completion of the aims change the concepts, methods, technologies, treatments, services, or preventative interventions that drive this field?
Strengths:

Weaknesses:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3. Investigator(s): Are the PD/PIs, collaborators, and other researchers well suited to the project? Is the PI/PD a nurse? If Early Stage Investigators or New Investigators, or in the early stages of independent careers, do they have appropriate experience and training? If established, have they demonstrated an ongoing record of accomplishments that have advanced their field(s)? If the project is collaborative or multi-PD/PI, do the investigators have complementary and integrated expertise; are their leadership approach, governance and organizational structure appropriate for the project?
Strengths

Weaknesses:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	4. Innovation: Does the application challenge and seek to shift current research or clinical practice paradigms by utilizing novel theoretical concepts, approaches or methodologies, instrumentation, or interventions? Are the concepts, approaches or methodologies, instrumentation, or interventions novel to one field of research or novel in a broad sense? Is a refinement, improvement, or new application of theoretical concepts, approaches or methodologies, instrumentation, or interventions proposed?
Strengths:
Weaknesses:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	5. Research Approach: Are the overall strategy, methodology, and analyses well-reasoned and appropriate to accomplish the specific aims of the project? Are potential problems, alternative strategies, and benchmarks for success presented? If the project is in the early stages of development, will the strategy establish feasibility and will particularly risky aspects be managed? Does the approach include a multidisciplinary team? Does the approach address symptom self-management directed at fatigue or sleep? Does the proposal use sensors or hand-held or innovative technologies? Was or is there evidence that a human factors consultation was obtained? If the project involves clinical research, are the plans for 1) protection of human subjects from research risks, and 2) inclusion of minorities and members of both sexes/genders, as well as the inclusion of children, justified in terms of the scientific goals and research strategy proposed?
Strengths:
Weaknesses
	
	
	
	
	
	

	6. Environment: Will the scientific environment in which the work will be done contribute to the probability of success? Is the institutional support, equipment and other physical resources available to the investigators adequate for the project proposed? Will the project benefit from unique features of the scientific environment, subject populations, or collaborative arrangements?
Strengths:
Weaknesses:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	7. Potential for Future Funding:  What is the likelihood that this proposal will receive major federal or foundation funding in the future?
Additional comments:
	
	
	
	
	
	

	8. Budget:  Is the budget reasonable for the scope of work proposed and the amount of the focus grant award?
Additional comments:
	YES
	NO

	9. Additional Review Criteria: Are Protections for Human Subjects Inclusion of Women, Minorities, and Children; Vertebrate Animals; and Biohazards addressed if applicable.  Are these adequate?
Additional comments:
	YES
	NO

	10. Format: Specific aims 1 page; Research plan 4 pages maximum; Biosketch using NIH format – 5 page limit; 1” margins excluding reference pages; font size 10-12.
Additional comments:
	YES
	NO


Please provide comments to the Applicant and to the Review Panel in the section below (use additional pages if necessary).

Comments to the Applicant (use additional pages if necessary):
Comments to the Review Panel (use additional pages if necessary):
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