												Appendix A
Scientific Initial Review Checklist
for
R&D Committee Review of VA Merit and Non-Merit Research Proposals 

[bookmark: Text7]PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR(S):       

[bookmark: Text6]PROTOCOL TITLE:       

Please review the following elements for this proposal and make comments in #10 below.  If you are reviewing a VA Merit proposal, please reference the standard merit peer-review factors identified on page 2 of this checklist.  Page 2 is not required for review of Non-Merit proposals.  Use additional pages as needed.	
												Yes	No	NA
1.  Scientific Merit/Significance/Feasibility						
Has the PI established the importance of the knowledge expected to result from this research? 	☐	☐
Does the work have scientific merit/validity?							☐	☐
Does the research use procedures consistent with sound research design?			☐	☐
Can the studies be performed within the timeframe described?					☐	☐

2.  Relevance to the VA Mission and NWIHCS Mission 
Is the research relevant to the NWIHCS Mission? 						☐	☐
	The research is valuable to NWIHCS and should participate?					☐	☐				
3.  Investigator’s Qualifications and Role	
Is the research team qualified to perform the studies?						☐	☐
Is the Investigator’s role at this facility appropriate to conduct the research?			☐	☐
If applicable, are the responsibilities of the mentor and applicant clearly described?		☐	☐	☐

4.  Conflict of Interest
Has the Conflict of Interest Statement been appropriately completed?  (not required for JIT merits 
being submitted for funding)								☐	☐	☐
Are there any potential concerns regarding conflict of interest?					☐	☐

	5.  Budget and Resources
Has a budget been provided/addressed?							☐	☐	☐
Are there adequate resources for personnel, equipment and supplies?				☐	☐
Does the PI have adequate space for the study?						☐	☐

6.  Security of VA data, VA Protected Information and VA Sensitive Information
Has the VA data form been appropriately completed and signed off? (not required for JIT)		☐	☐	☐

7.  Security of Laboratories 
If hazardous agents are to be used, is there adequate security?				☐	☐	☐

8.  Safety of Personnel engaged in Research
Has Subcommittee for Research Safety review been conducted?  (not required for JIT merits 
being submitted for funding)								☐	☐	☐

9. Non-Veteran
Does the Research project propose use of Non-Veterans?					 ☐	☐	☐
Are the appropriate justifications in place for use of non-veterans?				 ☐	☐	☐

10.  Review Summary:   (Provide strengths, weaknesses, recommendations, and comments below.)  Please refer to the issues on the checklist above for all Non-Merit proposals.  Please refer to Page 2 as guidance used by VA peer review panels for all Merit submissions.
[bookmark: Text5]          

☐   I recommend approval based on the above criteria.

☐  There are problems/issues remaining with the protocol.  I recommend modifications before final approval by the R&D Committee
[bookmark: _GoBack]

Reviewer:_______________________________________  	Date_______________		Revised 08/19	
THIS SHEET SHOULD BE RETURNED TO THE R&D COORDINATOR WHEN COMPLETED
	
Additional Scientific Review Information for VA Merit Submissions


CRITIQUE:

Significance:


Approach:


Innovation:


Multiple PD/PI Leadership Plan (If applicable):


Environment:


Feasibility:


Overall Evaluation:


Ethical/Safety Issues:


OTHER CONSIDERATIONS:


Clinical Relevance:


Budget:


Other Issues:




If you have any questions about how to complete this scientific review, please contact ACOS, Dr. Frederick Hamel, or R&D Committee Chair, Dr. John Davis.


