
R13 EVALUATION FORM

CONFERENCE GRANT APPLICATION
PI NAME: _________________

Title or Application: ______________________

Application Assignment Number: ___________________

Dates of Meeting: ______________________

Location of the Meeting: ________________________

Recommended Overall Score: __________ 
Adjectival Merit Descriptors
Priority Score



Outstanding


1.0‑1.5 
Excellent 


1.5‑2.0

Very Good


2.0‑2.5

Good
 

2.5‑3.5 
Acceptable

 
3.5-5.0
Overall Critique: 

Specific Comments:

1.   Significance of the Meeting:  Does this scientific meeting address an important problem relative to NIDDK’s mission? What is the importance of the proposed conference to the scientific community in the area and to the general biomedical community? Is the meeting timely for the subject matter to be discussed at the conference? Has this subject matter been addressed by other recent conferences? Does the conference address current, cutting edge research topics?
     Score  _______
2.   Scope and Content of the Meeting: Is the format and agenda for the meeting appropriate for achieving the goals of the conference? Are the plans to publish or otherwise disseminate results of the conference appropriate? Does conference bring together investigators that should benefit from cross-talk? 

Score ________
3.  Organizers and Selected Speakers:  Are the organizers well suited for organizing this conference? Are the qualifications of the lead organizer appropriate and is their past performance adequate? Are the key personnel and selected speakers appropriate and well suited for their described roles in the conference?

Score ________
4.   Applicant Organization: Does the applicant organization have the ability to contribute to the probability of success of the conference?  Is there evidence of institutional support?

Score ________
5a. Environment: How appropriate is the meeting site? Do the proposed meetings, exhibits, interactions, etc. take advantage of unique features of the scientific environment or employ useful collaborative arrangements? If the conference is to be held in a foreign country, is there good reason for it to be held at the time and the site proposed?

Score ________
5b. Have the proposed accommodations for people with disabilities been addressed satisfactorily in the application?

Score ________
6.   Inclusion of women, minorities, and persons with disabilities: How well do the plans for inclusion of women, minorities, and persons with disabilities provide for their appropriate representation in the planning, organization, and implementation of the proposed meeting?  
Score ________
7.   Multi- year Applications: If this is a multi-year application, has the applicant addressed all of the issues above for the length of the proposed grant period?
   Score ________
(Continued support past the first year is contingent upon submission of a detailed progress report to the appropriate NIDDK staff, with detailed plans for each subsequent year of support requested).  
Budget:  Is the proposed budget and the requested period of support reasonable and appropriate? provide justification for any budgetary adjustments. 
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