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Application for Peer Review of a Research Project
	Research Title:


	Chief Investigator:
	Status:



	Applicant (if not CI):


	Status:


	Reviewer Details:

	Name:
	

	Employer:
	

	Position:
	

	Specialist area (if relevant):
	


You have been provided with study documentation for the aforementioned research and are invited to provide written comments on particular aspects of the proposal.
	1.
	Novelty of Research


	Is the proposed research original? Does it involve novel or innovative concepts or methods? Does it provide a relevant contribution to the existing knowledge base?




	2.
	Significance of Research



	How significant is the proposal in terms of impact? Will it extend the knowledge base?



	3.
	Knowledge and Understanding



	Does the applicant(s) demonstrate adequate knowledge of their chosen area? Do they demonstrate adequate understanding of key issues?



	4.
	Study Design



	Are the aims and objectives clearly stated and feasible? Is the methodology adequate and appropriate? Is it effective and economical? Is the project planning adequate? Have the dissemination and implementation results been addressed? Have all the relevant ethical issues been identified and resolved?



	5.
	Research Team and Facilities



	Do the applicants have the relevant experience to conduct the proposed research? Do they have a suitable track record in the field? Are the roles and responsibilities of all applicants and collaborators clearly defined? Are there adequate resources to support the research adequately?




	6.
	Value for Money



	Does the proposed research represent value for money? Are the services/resources requested justified in terms of the proposed methodology?


	7.
	Any other comments



	


	8.
	Decision: The project is considered to be: (please tick one):



	8.1


	Appropriate and should proceed to the initial governance consideration stage.

	

	8.2
	Requires minor amendments as per comments above and should then proceed to the initial governance consideration stage.

	

	8.3
	Requires major amendments as per comments above and should be returned to the Chief Investigator for revision and resubmission for peer review.

	

	8.4
	Is inappropriate and should not proceed.

	


	9.
	Signature


	Date
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