EQUIPES FRM 2021 CALL FOR
PROPOSALS Review procedure
1. Go to https://frm-ng.evision.ca/en

2. Enter your username (email address) and password
3. Click on Self Assessment / Evaluation
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4. Click on Committee ID “92

-

If you wish to fill an expertise form in French, please click on “FR” at the right top corner of the screen
When you connect for the first time, you have to read and accept the Confidentiality and disclosure agreement
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-

The worklist (= a list of a assigned applications) appears:

Do not take into account the column “TOP” and “Your selection” notification.
5. To start the review, click on the application number. The worksheet of application appears including 3 tabs : Committee details, Application details and
Review
6.

Application details tab: click on “Application Form and attachment (Full version)“ to preview an application.
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7. Review tab:
Declare if you have a conflict of interest or not with the applicant
If you click on “Conflict”, an alert message appears. If you continue, you will no longer have access to this application.
3 evaluation criteria, total Score 50 points including:
• Applicant team criterion (Score : 20 points) ;
• Research Programme criterion (Score : 20 points)
• Funding criterion (Score : 10 points)
Rating with a Score of 10:
0 = Proposal fails to address the criterion or cannot be assessed due to missing or incomplete information.
1-2 = Poor. The criterion is inadequately addressed or there are serious inherent weaknesses.
3-4 = Fair. The proposal broadly addresses the criterion, but there are significant weaknesses.
5-6 = Good. The proposal addresses the criterion well, but a number of shortcomings are present.
7-8 = Very good. The proposal addresses the criterion very well, but a small number of shortcomings are present.
9-10 = Excellent. The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of the criterion. Any shortcomings are minor.
Rating with a Score of 20:
0 = Proposal fails to address the criterion or cannot be assessed due to missing or incomplete information.
1-4 = Poor. The criterion is inadequately addressed or there are serious inherent weaknesses.
5-8 = Fair. The proposal broadly addresses the criterion, but there are significant weaknesses.
9-12 = Good. The proposal addresses the criterion well, but a number of shortcomings are present.
13-16 = Very good. The proposal addresses the criterion very well, but a small number of shortcomings are present.
16-20 = Excellent. The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of the criterion. Any shortcomings are minor.
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Other required fields are: “overall comments” and “Score”
Save your review form
An alert message “You must SUBMIT your review and complete your selection (TOP) in the working list” appears. Please do not consider a mention
“selection TOP”, this option is not relevant for extern reviewers.
Submit your review form. Attention: Once submitted, you will not be able to change scores and comments.
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