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Scoring Applications for Clinical Program Awards Under CIRM 2.0 

CIRM is considering a new scoring system for applications for clinical program awards under CIRM 2.0.  

Rather than asking scientific reviewers to assign a score from 1 to 100, calculating the average score, 

and assigning applications to one of three tiers based on their average score, CIRM intends to ask 

reviewers to assign a score of 1, 2, or 3, as described below: 

� A score of “1” (Tier 1) means that the application has exceptional merit and warrants 

funding; 

� A score of “2” (Tier 2) means that the application shows promise but could be improved in 

one or more areas to accelerate the project or enhance its likelihood of success and that the 

application does not warrant funding at this time but could be resubmitted to address areas 

for improvement; and 

� A score of “3” (Tier 3) means that the application is sufficiently flawed that it does not 

warrant funding, and the same project should not be resubmitted. 

This new scoring system reflects the opportunity for applicants to apply on a monthly basis and the 

GWG’s option, under CIRM 2.0, to recommend that an application be revised and resubmitted to 

address reviewers’ concerns.  It is also consistent with CIRM’s desire to fund the strongest possible 

projects and to obtain clear guidance from the GWG. 

Under the existing scoring system, the CIRM team calculated the average score for each application, and 

based on the average score, assigned the applications to Tier 1 (75 and above, recommended for 

funding), Tier 2 (65-74, may be suitable for programmatic consideration), or Tier 3 (64 and below, not 

recommended for funding).  The CIRM team then presented the average score and tier to the Board as 

the recommendation of the GWG.  Under the new scoring system, the CIRM team will tally the numbers 

of scientific members who assigned a score of 1, 2 and 3, respectively, and will present that information 

for each application to the entire GWG.   

� If a plurality of members has assigned a score of 1 or 2, then that score will constitute the 

recommendation of the GWG, e.g., if eight members assign a score of 1, six members assign a 

score of 2, and one member assigns a score of 3, then the application will be placed in Tier 1 

(recommended for funding).  

� If eight or more members have assigned a score of 3, then that score will constitute the 

recommendation of the GWG, e.g., if six members assign a score of 2 and nine members assign a 

score of 3, then the application will be placed in Tier 3 (not recommended for funding).   

� However, if there is no plurality and there is a numerical tie between two or more scores, then 

any member of the GWG may make a motion to break the tie by assigning the application to 

Tier 1, 2, or 3, e.g., if seven members assign a score of 1, seven members assign a score of 2, and 

one member assigns a score of 3, then the floor will be open for motions to assign the 

application to one of the three funding tiers.  If a member moves that the application be 

Agenda Item #10 
ICOC Board Meeting 

March 26, 2015



 

 

assigned to Tier 2 and a majority of the GWG members (including Patient Advocates) approve 

the motion, then the application will be assigned to Tier 2 (not recommended for funding at this 

time but may be resubmitted).  All members of the GWG may make and vote on these motions.    

� In addition, if a plurality of scientific members, but fewer than eight, have assigned a score of 3, 

then any member of the GWG may make a motion to assign the application to Tier 2 or 3, e.g., if 

two members assigns a score of 1, six members assign a score of 2, and seven members assign a 

score of 3, then then the floor will be open for motions to assign the application to Tier 2 or 3.  If 

a member moves that the application be assigned to Tier 2 and a majority of the GWG members 

(including Patient Advocates) approve the motion, then the application will be assigned to Tier 2 

(not recommended for funding at this time but may be resubmitted). 

The CIRM team will present the GWG recommendations to the Board, along with the distribution of 

scores among the three tiers.   
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