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Title of Project  

Applicant(s) 

 

Principle Investigator (s) Co-investigator (s) 

Project #  

Qualitative reviewer remarks: 

Is the 

application 

complete? 

 Yes 

The application has all parts listed in the 

call for proposals. 

 No 

If no then the project no need to continue with the 

assessment. 

Is the project 

already 

funded in 

some 

capacity? 

 Yes 

  If yes, has the applicant identified how 

the MERF application is 

unique/complementary to the currently 

funded project? 

 No 

 

Do the 

applicant(s) 

have the 

expertise to 

complete the 

project? 

 Yes 

 

 

 No 

 If there is no track record of expertise, have the 

applicants sufficiently addressed their approach to 

a new field?  Have they identified appropriate team 

members or collaborators to enter a new field? 

Is the Budget 

justified? 

 Yes 

 

 No  

Comments: 

Would you 

recommend 

this project 

for funding? 

 Yes 

 

 Not at this time 

 

 

  



Quantitative reviewer matrix: Modified CIHR scale (https://cihr-irsc.gc.ca/e/49564.html#4.2.2) 

 Outstanding 

(4.5-4.9) 

Excellent 

(4.0 to 4.49) 

Good / Very 

Good (room for 

improvement in 

some areas) 

(3.5 to 3.9) 

Low priority 

and/or requires 

major revision 

(3.0 to 3.4) 

Fundamentally 

flawed (<3.0)  

Background/ 

Rationale for the 

work 

     

Objectives / Proposed 

study questions  

     

Methodology (clearly 

explained & 

appropriate) 

     

Research is 

innovative 

     

Expected outcomes       

Evaluation plan      

Dissemination 

strategy 

     

 Overall score 

considering the 

elements above: 

 

Comments:  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


