Department of Medicine
Early career faculty grant review policy 

 

In order to enhance the chances for a successful grant application by junior faculty, the department established a policy that requires all proposals submitted by junior faculty to be reviewed by at least two senior investigators.  SPECIAL NOTE: does not apply to Brown Cancer Center faculty as they use an Internal Study Section for their junior faculty.
1) Proposals submitted by junior faculty should be reviewed by at least two senior investigators.

2) Junior faculty are defined as all instructors or assistant professors of medicine who have not received federal grant support as PIs.  Although more senior investigators who are applying for grant support and who have never been supported by federal funds are not required to follow this policy, it is strongly recommended that they too obtain feedback prior to submission.

3) The senior investigators are expected to provide meaningful and formal feedback (written or verbal) to the author of the proposal prior to its submission, and with sufficient time for the authors to revise their proposal according to the suggestions made.

4) Upon submission of the application to the DOM, the junior investigator will provide the names of the two senior reviewers.  Written feedback is not required, but if written feedback was provided, this should be included in the package.

5) Occasionally, the junior faculty will be asked to provide evidence that the grant application was reviewed by two senior investigators.  The intention is not to create yet another step in the process or an obstacle for submission; the intention is to ensure that junior faculty are receiving meaningful reviews and that this becomes part of our culture.  Thus, the junior faculty may be asked to provide documentation of this review.  The following information should suffice:

a) Email or other written document from the senior investigator that includes the date of the review

b) The email should include a general comment about "fundability"

c) A few comments about the plan

1. The document does not have to be more than a few sentences long.  Some reviewers include their comments on an on-line version of the proposal - a copy of that version would suffice.  An example of proof of review follows:

(Date)

I reviewed the project (title) by  (name of junior investigator).  The hypothesis is sound that the application is well written.  I have made suggestions to the investigator regarding the need for more background information.  Also, I found aim 2 to be descriptive and lacking in detail. Aim 3 is the most exciting, but overambitious.  I have made formal suggestions for improving the application.  If followed, I think the grant has a good chance of receiving a good score. 
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