OHIO DEVELOPMENTAL DISABILITIES COUNCIL

Grant Reviewer Fact Sheet 

For

Competitive Applications

1. 
The proposals will be screened for compliance by ODDC staff for completeness and accuracy.

2. 
The proposal evaluations must be scored and signed to be valid.


A.
The screening score gives direction towards the better proposals to be discussed during the grant review.   


B.
Guidelines for assigning points:

Points Awarded
Weak
Adequate
Outstanding


up to:



50
0-19
20-39 
40-50


40
0-10
11-29
30-40


20 
0-5 
6-14 
15-20

 
10 
0-2 
3-8 
9-10

3.
The proposal evaluations will be distributed to any applicant upon request with the individual reviewer's name removed.

4. 
If an applicant believes there has been fraud, conflict of interest or substantive violation of procedure, the applicant has the right to appeal.

5.
If a reviewer is unable to attend a grant review panel meeting, the Grants Administrator should be notified (614/752-5002) as soon as possible.

NO PROPOSAL WILL BE APPROVED UNTIL ALL ETHICS STATEMENTS AND GRANT PROPOSAL EVALUATIONS ARE RECEIVED IN THE COUNCIL OFFICE.

6.
REVIEWER RESPONSIBILITIES:


A review panelist has two primary responsibilities:


A.
to read the proposal and determine if the proposal submitted is consistent with the goals, objectives, required activities, and expected outcomes as stated in the Ohio State Plan for Developmental Disabilities; and


B.
to make recommendations to the applicant and/or to require modifications of the original proposal as conditions for approval.


Reviewers are advised that modifications and recommendations should be limited in scope.  Any recommendation or modification the panel wishes to make should not be so extensive that the State Plan is fundamentally changed.  (Council's motion of December 4, 1992, viz: "Grant Review Panels are not to make changes in State Plan language.")


In the event the panel should conclude that the proposal does not satisfy the requirements of the Ohio State Plan for Developmental Disabilities and should not be funded, the reasons for this conclusion will be compiled by Council staff and formally presented to the Council.


In the event a prospective panel member, upon reviewing the Ohio State Plan section authorizing the proposal, finds that he or she disagrees with the required activities, expected outcomes, goals, and objectives as specified in the Plan, the panel member should notify the Grants Administrator.  Under these circumstances the prospective panelist would be relieved of any obligation to serve as a reviewer.

If you have any questions, please call Alea Jones, Grants Administrator, at 614/752-5002 
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