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Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) Clarification and Reapplication
Guidelines
Summary:
BRACE provides minimal feedback to unsuccessful applicants at the end of each funding round. Feedback is not provided after Triage. 

SAC may occasionally seek clarification of points raised in the application or exceptionally suggest a reapplication. A resubmission is not an option.

At the end of each SAC meeting, SAC members will be asked whether the BRACE Board should accept a reapplication request from any unsuccessful applicant(s) whose proposal has been rejected at that funding round and minute this in accordance with the SAC Terms of Reference.

At the end of a meeting SAC can recommend the following for each project:
· Fund
· Fund (with minimal clarification)
· Fund (with clarification/addition)
· Fund (when funds available before next Board see details below “BRACE Board decision”)
· Reapplication 
· Reject
· 
1. BRACE Board: 

1.1 The ultimate decision on funding is made at the BRACE Board. 
1.2 At the March Board funding for the SWDBB is regarded as the top priority for funding. 
1.3 If a project recommended for funding by SAC cannot be funded for financial reasons the Board are able to recommend funding before the next Board should funding become available and providing, there is no risk that at the next funding round there will be insufficient funds to support one PhD as a minimum (~£150k). 
1.4 If this cannot be guaranteed that project can pass to the next SAC for reconsideration where it will be re-presented to SAC, discussed and rescored with other projects. The applicants will be informed of this decision and may wish to withdraw their application. 
1.5 The applicant/s also have the option of requesting a reapplication which will be considered in line with the criteria outlined below. Feedback will be provided to the applicants but once a reapplication has been requested the decision cannot be reversed. The reapplication in this situation will by-pass Triage.
1.6 A formal decision to reject a weaker application will be taken at each SAC meeting.





2 Clarifications:

2.1 Minimal Clarification 
Conditions:
· Applies to top-scoring applications (See Appendix 1) where minimal clarifications (i.e. a few words) are requested by SAC.
Process:
· The applicant must submit brief clarifications to the SAC within 10 working days of SAC meeting
· Approval of these clarifications must be made by the or designated BRACE staff member and Chair of the SAC.
· If approved the application can proceed to the BRACE Board meeting for funding consideration.
2.2 Clarification (with addition)
Conditions:
· For top-scoring application/s where clarifications are requested by SAC.
Process:
· The applicant must submit a clarification document to the SAC no longer than half an A4 page ideally within 10 working days of the SAC meeting.
· Approval that the clarifications have been satisfactorily made is required from the Chair of SAC and 2 SAC members, who will normally be the two SAC members who introduced the proposal to SAC at the meeting and will have discussed the clarification requirement at SAC.
· If approved, the application can proceed to the BRACE Board meeting for funding consideration.
· If not approved or there is lack of clarity the applicant will be asked to resubmit the application in line with the reapplication policy. This reapplication will not go through Triage.
3 Resubmission:
BRACE does not consider resubmissions or resubmission requests

4 Reapplications: 
Conditions:
· For good-scoring applications (typically scoring >3.5) needing modification.
· The SAC will suggest the application can be re-applied for, but the application will go through triage* and full external review.
· * triage is required unless reapplication has come as a result of one of the two decisions outlined above. (1.5; 2.2)
Process for reapplication:

· A synopsis of reviewers and SAC comments will be sent to the PI.
· The PI will be asked to suggest three additional external reviewer names with the reapplication. The original reviewers may also be approached.
· The original reviewers, if able to review again, will be sent anonymised comments from their own and other reviewers from the original application.
· Funding recommendation will only be made at an SAC meeting which has followed a Triage.  In exceptional circumstances the SAC Chair can request to the Board that a project not requiring Triage can be funded at the September Board. 

5 Rejections:
Applicants will be informed by the designated BRACE staff member that the application has been unsuccessful. A few key points made by the reviewers and SAC will be conveyed to the applicant. 
6 Second Reapplication (Exceptional Circumstances):
· Normally not permitted in any circumstances.

7 External Requests:
PI Requests Reapplication
Conditions:
· If an application did not score well at SAC, lacked reviewer support, and the SAC think major modifications are needed and was rejected reapplication will not be accepted. This scenario will usually have been considered at the SAC meeting in line with paragraph 1.6 above. 
· In exceptional circumstances the Chair of SAC with CEO approval can seek additional clarification and opinion from members at the next SAC meeting.  

APPENDIX
Score Guide   
To help reduce the likelihood of applications being awarded identical marks, applications will now be scored out of six. (i.e., 1 – 6)      
SAC members are asked to consider the attached scoring aid:      
1. Poor application badly written with no clear scientific pathway, not supported by referees.     
2. Poor application with some merit but not supported by reviewers.     
3. Application with good scientific outcomes but scientifically flawed or outcomes difficult to achieve within a period without significant support from reviewers.     


4. Good projects well supported by at least one reviewer which could include some minor suggestions the applicant could easily adopt.     
5. Very good project with clear methodology and outcomes, with no more than minor changes being recommended by reviewers and SAC      
6. Excellent project with clear scientific methodology and outcomes achievable within a period in a well-supported centre with positive reviewer and SAC comments.
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