
  

Applicant Reviewer Date reviewed 
   
 
CRITERION 1 – UNSATISFACTORY 2 – POOR 3 – GOOD 4 – VERY 

GOOD 
5 - EXCELLENT SCORE 

Scientific merit 
of applicant 

Either premature in applicant’s 
training or applicant has 
demonstrated sustained means of 
attending scientific meetings such 
that need is low. 

 Perhaps a little early in applicant’s 
training or applicant has already 
attended several meetings such that 
need is moderate. 

 Excellent timing within applicant’s 
training. Applicant shows much 
promise such that need is high. 

 

Scientific merit 
of proposed 
research 

Reasonable research question. 
Inadequate methodology. Research 
is not within biochemistry or 
molecular biology. 

 Reasonable research question. 
Adequate methodology. Research is 
within biochemistry or molecular 
biology. 

 Intriguing research question. 
Exceptional methodology. 
Research is within biochemistry or 
molecular biology. 

 

Impact of 
meeting 

Meeting is a poor match for the 
applicant’s training and project. 
Little direct evidence of relevance to 
applicant’s training. 

 Meeting is directly related to 
applicant’s training. May be broad, 
but relevant. Evidence of potential 
for opportunities for professional 
development. 

 Meeting is perfectly matched to 
applicant’s training and project. 
Applicant provides a clear plan for 
how this will lead to their 
professional development. 

 

Strength of 
reference letter 

Referee describes applicant as 
being good. Letter does not speak 
to impact of meeting. 

 Referee describes applicant as 
being strong. Letter suggests 
moderate impact of meeting. 

 Referee describes applicant as 
being exceptional. Letter suggests 
high impact of meeting. 

 

Should this fellowship be granted? (Circle one) YES UNSURE NO TOTAL SCORE (out of 20)  
       
Feedback to be given to applicant:      
Two strengths 1. 

 
2. 
 
 

Two areas for improvement 1. 
 
2. 
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