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Your comments should reflect the scores for each content category. Use as many pages as necessary. Do provide comments on each category.
Feedback is to be constructive and should not contain inappropriate language or comments/questions inconsistent with fair and unbiased
assessment.

Note that as per ASA SPARC bylaws, applicants do not have an opportunity for rebuttal; therefore do not include questions to the applicant.
Refer to the attached ASA Grant/Award Reviewer’s Guideline for advice based on NHMRC recommendations for scoring research projects.
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