Criteria for Translation Proposal Review
Definitions of Criteria for Review
Overall Assessment. Reviewers will provide an overall assessment of the project in consideration of the
following review criteria.
1) Significance. Objectives need to be clear. a) Does the project address an important clinical problem
or a critical barrier? b) If the objectives of the project are achieved, how will patient care be
improved, and/or clinical practice be improved or transformed? c) How will successful completion
of the objectives change the methods, technologies, treatments, services, or interventions that drive
patient care, i.e. quality, patient engagement, safety, cost, outcomes? Is strength of the evidence
articulated clearly?
2) Investigator(s). a) Are the PD/PIs, collaborators, and other researchers well suited to the project?
Does the project include involved investigators from MSU and Sparrow? Do they have appropriate
experience to carry out the project? b) If the project is collaborative, do the investigators have
complementary and integrated expertise as team members?
3) Innovation. a) Does the application challenge and seek to shift current or existing clinical practice at
Sparrow paradigms by utilizing novel concepts, approaches or methodologies, or interventions? b)
Is a refinement, improvement, or new application of approaches or methodologies, or interventions
proposed? Is it built on strong research evidence? Is evidence provided for translation? We need
strong evidence of benefit and a clear, detailed protocol of what will be done.
4) Approach. a) Are the overall strategy, methodology, and analyses well-reasoned and appropriate to
accomplish the specific objectives of the project? b) Is there a clear action plan? c) Are potential
problems, alternative strategies, and benchmarks for success presented? d) Will particularly risky
aspects be managed? Is there an analysis plan? Are milestones clear? Metrics to measure the
outcome exist and are applied and are well developed already tested for validity and reliability?
Include patient outcomes, practices, and system outcomes. Barriers are addressed. There is clear
articulation of the criteria and measureable goals to ensure that success will be evaluated, and how
will you know it is an improvement from current practice?
5) Environment. a) Are the institutional support, equipment and other physical resources available for
the project proposed?
6) Clear Evaluation Plan to determine effectiveness on cost, quality, safety, and patient outcomes.
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7) Protections for Human Subjects. The committee will evaluate the justification for involvement of
human subjects and the proposed protections from research risk relating to their participation
according to the following five review criteria: 1) risk to subjects, 2) adequacy of protection against
risks, 3) potential benefits to the subjects and others, 4) importance of the knowledge to be gained,
5) data and safety monitoring for clinical trials, 6) If the project involves clinical research, are the
plans for 1) protection of human subjects from research risks, and 2) inclusion of minorities and
members of both sexes/genders, as well as the inclusion of children, justified in terms of the
scientific goals and research strategy proposed?
Budget and Timeline. Reviewers will consider whether the budget and the requested period of support
are fully justified and reasonable in relation to the proposed research. See exclusions for budget
support.
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