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Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average (1) hours [or 
minutes] per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data 
sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection 
of information.  An agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond 
to, a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number.  Send 
comments regarding this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, 
including suggestions for reducing this burden, to: NIH, Project Clearance Branch, 6705 
Rockledge Drive, MSC 7974, Bethesda, MD 20892-7974, ATTN: PRA (0925- 0648).  Do not 
return the completed form to this address. 
 
 
Reviewer Interview Questions 
 
1. Have you ever participated on a review panel for NIH or CSR? 
2. What do you believe are the benefits of participating?   
3. What do you believe are the negatives of participating?   
4. Could you tell me what the abbreviation CSR stands for? 
            Y: Could you describe what role the Center for Scientific Review plays in the Grants and 
Funding process?  
            N: Center for Scientific Review. Could you describe what role the Center for Scientific 
Review plays in the Grants and Funding process? 
5. Have you ever visited the CSR or OER websites? 
            Y: Were you acting as a reviewer or as an applicant? 
                - Can you recall how you got there? 
                - Do you recall what you were you looking for? Where you able to find it? 
6. Could you describe the role of a Program Officer? 
            a. Have you ever reached out to a Program Officer for guidance? 
7. Could you describe the role of a Scientific Review Officer? 
            a. Have you ever reached out to a Scientific Review Officer for guidance? 
            b. How did you find them? 
8. Is there a part of the reviewing process that can be improved? 
 


