[Peer Review Event Name, Date, Location]
DOE Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy

Questionnaire for Evaluating the Peer Review Process


INSTRUCTIONS

Please take a few moments to fill out the questionnaire and return it to the registration desk.

Your answers to the questions below and any additional comments you may wish to provide will be very useful in this quality enhancement process.  We will be able to pay full attention to all responses and comments.  Any opinions expressed will not be attributed to specific individuals.  You should feel free to add written comments to any of the questions.  

Thank you in advance for taking a few minutes to provide your feedback.
Sincerely, 

[Signature of Program Manager]

Printed Name of Program Manager, DOE [Name of Program] 

A.  Demographic Questions
A-1. What was your role in the review?
__  Peer Reviewer 

[ANSWER ONLY SECTIONS B & C]
__
Presenter of a program activity or project under review (non-program office presenter) 
[ANSWER ONLY SECTIONS B & D]
__
Presenter of a program activity or project under review (program office staff) 

[ANSWER ONLY SECTIONS B & D]
__  Attendee, neither Reviewer nor Presenter
[ANSWER ONLY SECTION B]
A-2. What is your affiliation?  

__ Government agency directly sponsoring the program under review

__ National /government lab, private-sector or university researcher whose project is under review

__ In an industry directly involved in the program under review

__ In an industry with interest in the work under review

__ Government agency with interest in the work

__ National /government lab, private-sector or university researcher not being reviewed, but who has an

     interest in the work
__ Other (please specify, e.g., consultant, retired employee, public, etc.) ____________ 

B.  Questions B-1 Through B-14 For ALL Attendees

	B-1
	Purpose and scope of review were well defined.


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	B-2
	The quality, breadth, and depth of the following were sufficient
 to contribute to a well-considered review:

1. Presentations

2. Question & Answer periods

3. Answers provided concerning programmatic questions

4. Answers provided concerning technical questions 


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5



	B-3
	Enough time was allocated for presentations.


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	B-4
	Time allowed for the Question & Answer period following the presentations was adequate for a rigorous exchange.


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	B-5
	The questions asked by reviewers were sufficiently rigorous and detailed.
	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5




B-6       What questions should have been asked but were not?

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	


	
	
	

	B-7
	There were no problems with:

1.   Classification of projects (project groupings)

2.   Quality/level of the information presented 

3.   Proprietary data

 
	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5
1     2     3     4     5
____   N/A



	B-8
	The frequency (insert the planned frequency of review – e.g., annual, biennial, etc. ) of this kind of formal review process for this program/subprogram is:

___ about right

___ too frequent

___ not frequent enough


	

	B-9
	The review was conducted smoothly.
	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5




B-10       What was the most useful part of the review process?

	

	

	

	


B-11       What could have been done better?

	

	

	

	



	B-12
	Overall, how satisfied are you with the review process?
	1     2     3     4     5



	B-13
	Would you recommend this review process to others and should it be applied to similar DOE programs?


	      (  yes                (  no


B-14.
Please provide comments and recommendations on the overall review process. 

	

	

	

	

	


C.  Questions C-1 through C-12 for Peer Reviewers ONLY

	
	
	

	C-1
	Information about the program/subprogram /projects under review was provided sufficiently prior to the review session. 


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	C-2
	Review instructions were provided in a timely manner. 


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	C-3
	The information provided in the presentations was adequate for a meaningful review of the projects.


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	C-4
	The evaluation criteria upon which the review was organized were clearly defined and used appropriately.
1. Quality, Productivity, Accomplishments

2. Relevance
3. Management
4. Other (1):________________________

5. Other (2):________________________


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5



	C-5
	Explanation of the questions within the criteria was clear and sufficient.

1. Quality, Productivity, Accomplishments

2. Relevance

3. Management

4. Other (1):________________________

5. Other (2):________________________


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5



	C-6
	The right criteria were used to evaluate the project(s)/program. 

1. Quality, Productivity, Accomplishments

2. Relevance

3. Management

4. Other (1):________________________

5. Other (2):________________________


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5



	C-7
	During the review process, reviewers had adequate access to principle investigators, research staff, or requested sources of additional data.


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	C-8
	The number of projects I was expected to review was

a. Too many

b. Too few

c. About right


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5




	C-9
	The reviewers in my session had the proper mix and depth of credentials for the purpose of the review.
	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

____   Don’t know their

           credentials



	C-10
	There were no problems with the numerical rating schemes used.

	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5
____   N/A



	C-11
	Altogether, the preparatory materials, presentations, and the Question & Answer period provided sufficient depth of review.

	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	C-12
	When considering the final reporting of recommendations:

1. Process for developing final reporting was appropriate. 

2. Enough time was allocated for reviewers to deliberate before recording review comments.

	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5
____   N/A



D.   Questions D-1 Thru D-9 for Presenters Only
	
	
	

	D-1
	The request to provide a presentation for the review was made sufficiently prior to the deadline for submission. 


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	D-2
	Instructions for preparing the presentation were sufficient. 


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	D-3
	The evaluation criteria upon which the review was organized were clearly defined and used appropriately.
1. Quality, Productivity, Accomplishments

2. Relevance

3. Management

4. Other (1):________________________

5. Other (2):________________________


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5



	D-4
	Explanation of the questions within the criteria was clear and sufficient.

1. Quality, Productivity, Accomplishments
2. Relevance
3. Management
4. Other (1):________________________
5. Other (2):________________________


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5



	D-5
	The right criteria were used to evaluate the project(s)/program. 

1. Quality, Productivity, Accomplishments
2. Relevance
3. Management
4. Other (1):________________________
5. Other (2):________________________


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5

1     2     3     4     5



	D-6
	During the review process, reviewers had adequate access to principle investigators, research staff, or requested sources of additional data.


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5



	D-7
	The reviewers in my session had the proper mix and depth of credentials for the purpose of the review.
	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     55

____   Don’t know their

           credentials



	D-8
	There were no problems with the numerical rating schemes used.


	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     55

____   N/A



	D-9
	Altogether, the preparatory materials, presentations, and the Question & Answer period provided sufficient depth of review.

	disagree                 agree

1     2     3     4     5































EERE is committed to continuous improvement in its peer review progress.  This questionnaire to evaluate the peer review process is designed to produce post-review information that can be applied to improve the effectiveness of future reviews.  
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