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1. Project
	Project code
	

	Project title
	

	Acronym (optional)
	

	Applicant name
	






2. Project Leader. Please give a score and review (in text) the performance of the project leader.

	
	poor
	fair
	good
	very good
	excellent

	Performance 
What is your assessment of the project leader’s performance on this project?
	
	
	
	
	





























3. Final results. Please give a score and review (in text) the output of the project along the criteria listed here below. If the results justify pursuing a follow-up plan, what kind of follow-up?

	Criteria
	poor
	fair
	good
	very good
	excellent

	Research questions
Were the research questions answered?
	
	
	
	
	

	Deliverables
Has the project delivered what was promised?
	
	
	
	
	

	Publications 
What is your assessment of number and quality of (non-)scientific publications?
	
	
	
	
	

	Dissemination
How do you consider the project results to have been disseminated (to the scientific community and/or specific target groups and/or general public)?
	
	
	
	
	

	Products
Has the project delivered research and/or healthcare products that were promised?
	
	
	
	
	






4. The creative idea. Please give your opinion on the statements here below and motivate your choices in text. 

	Idea short description:


	I do not agree at all
	I do not agree
	I am neutral
	I agree  
	I agree entirely 

	The project showed that the idea is (likely) correct
	
	
	
	
	

	The project showed that the idea is not correct
	
	
	
	
	

	The results are insufficient to form an opinion about the idea
	
	
	
	
	

	The project justifies further development of the idea
	
	
	
	
	

	The project generated (a) new idea(s) that deserve follow- up
	
	
	
	
	

	The project has strengthened the idea’s potential for impact to patients or prevention of disease
	
	
	
	
	
















5. Path to impact for patients. Please give a score and motivate your choices in text. 

	
	poor
	fair
	good
	very good
	excellent

	Impact potential
What is the potential for impact on (future) kidney patients and prevention of kidney disease?
	
	
	
	
	







6. Conclusions. Please provide your overall score and summarize (in text) the final results of the project and include your opinion about the following statements: 
· I agree/disagree with the project leader about what we can learn from the project.
· I support/do not support (or have additional remarks regarding) the follow up plans proposed by the project leader.


	
	poor
	fair
	good
	very good
	excellent

	Overall
	
	
	
	
	








































7. Recommendation for the Dutch Kidney Foundation (choose one option). Please choose one of the options and motivate your recommendation/ other comments.

	Approve the report, no questions
	

	Approve the report, with questions to be answered by project leader
	

	Do not yet approve the report. A couple of specific questions should be answered first
	

	Request additional information, to be reviewed. The report does not provide sufficient information for review [important components, e.g. data(analyses), are lacking]
	

	Reject the report, and request a revised report, to be reviewed
	

	Reject the report, because e.g. it is clear that the project has not delivered enough results and there is no convincing evidence that the project leader has taken the right steps to overcome problems
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