
Peer Review Systems 
Development and Support
What type of peer-review system support has RCP provided? 
RCP provides peer-review for more than 1,000 proposals each year, and we develop funding 
organization policy and process and train program officers. RCP has worked with more than 
thirty governments, foundations, and universities, in the U.S. and internationally, that fund 
basic and applied STEM research and technology commercialization. 

Does RCP specialize in specific areas of STEM?  
As part of the American Association for the Advancement of Science (AAAS), the 
largest general scientific society in the world, RCP supports peer-review systems for 
grant competitions across the disciplines of science and technology: the natural and 
health sciences, social sciences, engineering, mathematics, environmental science, and 
interdisciplinary projects that combine expertise from the humanities and the sciences.

What is RCP’s peer review approach for proposals? 
RCP’s preferred and most frequently used approach to peer review is consensus review. 
However, we work with our partners to tailor our approach for each competition. The types 
of peer-review that we have designed and supported include
• Individual reviews by experts; 
• Consensus review by a panel of experts;
• Proposal evaluation with follow-on mentorship; and
• Technical evaluation of the STEM aspects of commercialization proposals

What is the AAAS RCP Consensus Review Process? 
The RCP consensus review process provides a single, detailed proposal review that 
integrates the insights of three experts. Consensus review resolves the discrepancies in 
opinion and differential weighting of strengths and weaknesses that frequently occur in 
individual reviews. The outcome of this process is a polished consensus review for each 
proposal. This approach has proven valuable and essential to our partners when making 
funding decisions and to applicants when working to strengthen their proposals and 
implement their projects.

How many proposals does RCP review in a single competition? 
RCP regularly provides review for small competitions with just a handful of proposals and 
national funding competitions receiving more than 1,000 proposals in one call.
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Drawing from more than twenty years of experience developing and implementing peer-
review, the AAAS Research Competitiveness Program supports STEM-related grant 
competitions held by university, state, federal, and national funding organizations. RCP 
plans, develops, and oversees essential competition processes and materials to provide 
high-quality, independent peer reviews of proposals to these programs.

RCP Consensus-building
Peer Review Process

INITIAL INDIVIDUAL REVIEWS

• External reviewers are recruited from across the academic community to 
find the right scientific and technical expertise.

• Reviewers agree to confidentiality and work via our secure review portal. 
Any potential conflicts of interest are assessed and mitigated.

• Each proposal is reviewed independently by its reviewers.

REVIEW PANEL CONFERENCE CALL

• RCP convenes the review panel on a conference call.

• Panel discusses the merit of each proposal in reference to the review 
criteria.

• Panel arrives at a consensus on the review comments, resolves 
differences of opinion, assigns final scores, and agrees on the overall 
rating of each proposal.

CONSENSUS REVIEW DEVELOPMENT

• Panel develops one Consensus Review for each proposal.

• Consensus Review narrative represents the panel’s collective opinion 
about the scientific and technical merits of each proposal.

• Reviewers remain anonymous when RCP provides Consensus Reviews to 
the funders and applicants.


