
These questions are used by CLAHRC East Midlands and appear on a Peer Review Assessment Form. 

The comments help them decide whether the research proposal should be funded.  

 

1. Comments on the justification of the proposed research. 

 Are the research questions clearly identified? 

 Will the research provide new and important knowledge? 

2. Comments on the scientific planning. 

 Is the proposed research likely to generate valid, reliable and generalisable conclusions? 

 Is the research feasible within the timescale and resources specified? 

 Does the research team have all the necessary expertise to deliver the proposed study?  

3. Comments on the expected benefits of the research. 

 Doers the research have clear potential to achieve any of the following? 

o Improve the health of people in the East Midlands? 

o Reduce demand on healthcare services in the East Midlands? 

o Improve the efficiency or reduce costs of healthcare services in the East Midlands? 

o Reduce gaps in health between socially advantaged and disadvantaged groups in the 

East Midlands? 

4. End-user involvement, knowledge dissemination and use of evidence.   

 Is there evidence that the research team have made sufficient provision to: 

o Engage potential end-users of the research, including patients/the public and health 

care professionals and managers, in the design, delivery and/or dissemination of the 

research findings? 

o Share any new knowledge with appropriate people and services regionally and 

nationally? 

o Support NHS or other care services to adopt research findings where they might 

benefit from doing so? 

5. Value for money. 

 Are the costs of the study appropriate and does the study represent good value for money? 

6. Overall opinion. Please say which of the following statements (1,2, or 3) best applies 

1. Is of high value and quality and requires no substantive changes 

2. Will add to understanding and is worthy of support, subject to minor amendment 

3. Is flawed in its scientific or technical approach or is repetitious of other work and so requires 

major amendment.  

If you believe that minor changes are necessary, please indicate how the research could be 

improved. If you believe that major amendments are required, please highlight the flaws in the 

research proposal.  

Please give your name and contact details, including an email address. These details will be removed 

before comments are relayed to the research team.  


