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MACARTHUR FOUNDATION 

March 15, 1991 

Prof. Matt Meselson 
Harvard University 
Biochemical & Molecular 
Seven Divinity Avenue 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 

Dear Mr. Meselson: 

Biology 

02138 

We write to follow up on our phone conversation requesting your 
assistance in the important process of reviewing proposals to Round 
X of the program of grants for Research & Writing in Peace, 
Security, and International Cooperation of the MacArthur 
Foundation. 

As you may know, since the Foundation functions with a relatively 
small staff, a good deal of proposal, evaluation is dependent on 
peer and expert review. Therefore, we would ask you to take the 
time to review the enclosed proposal (s) which we have assigned 
based on your own work in the field. To assist you in this matter, 
we also enclose "Notes for Reviewing Proposals to the Program in 
Research & Writing in Peace, Security, and International 
Cooperation." 

The Foundation would appreciate receiving your completed review(s) 
and the proposal(s) as soon as possible, but ideally no later than 
April 8. To assist in the organization of reviews and ptoposais,• 

I Ue liav@•~nclosed a review form created for the use of the Screening 
Committee. 

I have also enclosed a consultant form that will allow the 
Foundation to pay you upon receipt of the returned proposal(s), a 
signed copy of the form, and your completed review(s). 
Compensation is set at a level of $100 per proposal. Reviewers 
should keep confidential their role in this program and the 
substance of any proposals. Unless you indicate otherwise in.a 
specific case, the Foundation will similarly endeavor to keep 
applicants from learning of your role in evaluating proposals. 

To insure timely return of your review(s) and proposal(s), please 
feel free to use an express mail service, including ~~cost of 

--2hi_pping in your consultant _f..o.rn....__ Please retUrn them to the 
atten-t:Ioncff""'"Kafe-"Earryat the Foundation address. 
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Please call Kate Early, Program Assistant, at the Foundation or 
George Lopez at his Notre Dame office if you have any problems or 
questions. In certain cases you may feel that seeing a publication 
by an applicant, or obtaining comments from references, or similar 
information is essential to a fair evaluation of a proposal. We 
will try to assist you by securing such information, if possible. 

Thank you for taking time from your other endeavors; your review(s) 
will be a major element in the Foundation consideration of grant 
decisions within the program of Grants for Research & Writing in 
Peace, Security, and International Cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

,/} "l·. ,..., 
C{~ ,,,,"""'. . _,d.. ~"C 

,,,/ v; 7e- -?'/ I ~ 
~eorge A. Lopez , 
Chair 
Selection Committee 
(at Notre Dame, 219/239-6970) 

Enclosures: proposal(s) 

l /#," / 
;2',~~~~o/ ' . ..-r--o f 

Ruth Adams / ~· · /C.c_ .. 
Director 
Program on Peace 

& International 
Cooperation 

"Notes for Reviewing Proposals'' 
consultant expense form 

FAX: 312/917-0200 
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SCREENING COMMITTEE REVIEW FORM 
Round X R & w Competition 

REVIEWER !M. ' VV\.te,-e, ~ f'-. 

APPLICANT NAME -~-e_-rw....;___ __ W _ _,___\..!,_~\-<--=.~--'----b----43----
1. The value of the proposed project. How might issues of 

international security be reformulated as a result of the 
proposed research? How might the work affect policy 
discussions? 
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2. The project in context. Does the applicant's proposal ref le ct 
an appropriate recognition of pre-existing w6rk in the area of 
the proposed research and writing? 

3 . 

4. 

The ability of the applicant. Please discuss the ability of 
the applicant, as reflected in t~e proposal and in any other 
knowledge you may have, to· car~y out the proposed work. 
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Other comments. Do you have any other comments that might ·be 
relevant in consideration of this proposal? 
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5. Ways to improve the project. Are there ways in which any key 
defects in ~he project could be remedied? 
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6. Possible sources of bias. Please disclose the nature of any 
previous relationship to the applicant. 

7. overall assessment of the project (check one) : 

~ the project should be funded 

the project is fundable but is a lower 
priority 

the project should not be funded 


