
NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20550 

Mr. Don Crabtree 
Route 1 
Box 39 
Kimberly, Idaho 83341 

Dear Mr. Crabtree: 

April 9, 1976 

RE: 7615763, McCoy 

I would like to call on you for assistance in the evaluation of 
research proposals submitted to the National Science Foundation. 

In order to help you in this process, I am outlining some infor­
mation which is important and should be read carefully before you 
start. 

In reviewing, primary emphasis should be placed on the scientific 
merit of the project. The importance of the scientific problems 
addressed in the proposal, the conceptual framework of the project, 
the feasibility of the research strategy, and the competence of 
the investigator are all appropriate criteria for judgment. · Connnents 
of the appropriateness of the budget for carrying out the work pro­
posed are solicited but budget aspects should not influence your 
overall merit rating. Budgets can be adjusted by the NSF staff if 
an award is to be made. 

The Foundation receives proposalsin confidence and is responsible 
for protecting the confidentiality of their contents. For this 
reason, we ask that you refrain from copying, quoting or otherwise 
using material from this proposal. If you believe that a colleague 
can make a substantive contribution to the review, please consult 
me be.fore disclosing either the contents of the proposal or the 
applicant's name. When you have completed your review, please destroy 
the proposal. If, for some reason , you find yourself unable to 
respond to this request, please return it to me as soon as possible 
so I may send it to another reviewer. 



2 

Verbatim copies of reviews, rating, and associated correspondence 
will be sent to the principal investigator/project director on 
request. The copies will not contain your name, the name of your 
institution or names which might constitute an invasion of the 
privacy of others. Subject to this Foundation policy and applicable 
laws, including the Freedom of Information Act, 5 USC 552, your 
participation as a reviewer and the content of your review will be 
given t .he maximum protection from disclosure. Any letter accompanying 
your review will be considered part of it and will be available to 
the investigator also, subject to the limitations mentioned above. 

The Foundation will publish annually a list of the names and addresses 
of persons who have reviewed proposals. Individuals will not, however, 
be identified with specific proposals. In this way the Foundation 
can publicly acknowledge your service as a reviewer and at the same 
time protect: the. confidentiality of your connnents. 

Along with one copy of each proposal are three rating sheets--
two copies to be returned to us in the return, postage-paid envelope 
provided and one copy for your files. The review would be most 
helpful to us if returned by the date indicated. 

As you know, it is only with the help of informed reviewers such as 
yourself that the Foundation can assure that every reasonable con­
sideration is extended to each applicant. Your comments are very 
valuable to me, and I am grateful for your cooperation. 

Enclosures 

Sincerely yours, 

N~~\:J:7:1~ 
Program Director for 
Anthropology 

N 



Reviewer 

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION 

PROPOSAL RATING SHEET 

Proposal No.: 76-15763-A 
Investigator : Patrick C. McCoy 
lnstit1,1tion : Ber nice P . Mis ha p Mus . 
Please return to: 
ff possible by: 

Comments (Continue on additional sheet if necessary) 

OVERALL RATING 

0E X C E LL E N 'I 

OVERY GOOD 

□GOOD 

□ FAIR 

□ POOR 

NSF Form 173 , Jan 1976 

Signature of Reviewer : 

Other suggested reviewers (optional): 

Verbatim but anonymous copies of reviQWs will be sent only to tt,e principal in­
vestigator/project d irector on request. Subject to this NSF policy and applicable laws, 
including the Freedom of Information Act, p USC 5S2. reviewers' comments wlll be given 
maximum protection from disclosure. 
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