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Disclaimer

* All NIH instructions are presented accurately

* All interpretations and opinions are based on past
experience and educated guesses

* This is truly unchartered territory; Reviewer opinion is
subject to change as this new biosketch is actually put
into practice

e Stay tuned for perhaps more refined suggestions and
input, but for now...Thank you to our panelists for
providing their best, educated guesses on how this
New Biosketch can best be utilized!



Panelists

 Saul Karpen, MD, PhD Professor of Pediatrics, (Gl)

* Nael McCarty PhD, Associate Professor of Pediatrics
(PACS)

e Gary Miller, PhD Professor of Environmental Health
* Russ Price, PhD, Professor of Medicine, (Nephrology)

* Paul Spearman, MD, Professor of Pediatrics (ID)



What is an NIH Biosketch?

Highly formatted component of a grant proposal that enables
reviewers to evaluate the gualifications of the Pl and scientific
team that will be executing the research project.

OMB No. 0925-0001/0002 (Rev. 08/12 Approved Through 8/31/2015)
BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH

Provide the following informaton for the Seniorkey personnel and other significant contribirtors.
Follow this format for each person. DO NOT EXCEED FIVE PAGES.

NAME: Hunt, Morgan Casey

&RA COMMONS USER NAME (credential, e.g., agency login): huntme
POSITION TITLE: A iate Professor of F

EDUCATION/TRAINING (Begin wnh baccalaureate or other initial professional education, such as nursing,

- include training and y training if applicable. Add/delete rows as necessary.)
DEGREE Completion
fif Date FIELD OF STUDY
INSTITUTION AND LOCATION applicable) | MMAYYYY
University of California, Berkeley B.S. 05/1990 Psychology
University of Vermont Ph.D. 05/1996 Experimental
Psychology
University of California, Berkeley Postdoctoral | 08/1998 Public Health and
Epidemiology

A. Personal Statement

| have the expertise, leadership, training, expertise and motivation necessary to successfully carry out the
proposed research project. | have a broad background in psychology, with specific training and expertise in
ethnographic and survey research and secondary data analysis on psychologlcal aspects of drug addiction.
My research includes ical changes iated with As Pl or co- igator on
several university- and NIH-funded grants, | laid the groundwork for the proposed research by developing
effective measures of disability, depression, and other psychosocial factors relevant to the aging substance
abuser, and by establishing strong ties with community providers that will make it possible o recruit and track

over time as d d in the following publications. In addition, | successfully administered the
projects (e.g. staffing, research budget), cc i with other s, and
several peer-reviewed publications imm each project. As a result of these previous experiences, | am aware
of the of frequent among project members and of constructing a realistic research
plan, timeline, and budget. The current application builds logically on my prior work. During 2005-2008 my
career was disrupted due to famxly- However, upon returning to the field | immediately resumed my
research projects and and for NIH support.

1. Merryle. R.J. & Hunt, M.C. (2004). Independent living, physical disability and substance abuse among the
elderly. Psychology and Aging, 23(4), 10-22.

2. Hunt, M.C., Jensen, J.L. & Crenshaw, W. (2007). Substance abuse and mental health among community-
dwelling elderly. International Journal of Geriatric Psychiatry, 24(9), 1124-1135.

3. Hunt, M.C., Wiechelt. S.A. & Merryle, R. (2008). Predicting the substance-abuse treatment needs of an
aging popu!allun Amencan Journal of Public Health, 45(2), 236-245. PMCID: PMC9162292 Hunt, M.C.,
Newlin, D. D. (2009). Brain imaging in methamphetamine abusers across the life-span.
Gemntnlogy 46(3} 122 145

B. Positions and Honors

Positions and Employment
1998-2000  Fellow, Division of Intramural Research, National Institute of Drug Abuse, Bethesda, MD
2000-2002  Lecturer, Department of Psychology, Middlebury College, Middlebury, VT



Sections of the NIH Biosketch —
Only until May 25, 2015

Heading:

Name, eRA commons, Position, Education & Training

After 5/25/15: The new revised
A. Personal Statement 4= ;. octions allow for inclusion of

B Positions and Honors citations in this section

X

D. Research Support I

After 5/25/15: Section C
replaced with
Contributions to Science
Section



Sections of the NEW NIH Biosketch
Required Starting May 25, 2015

Heading:

Name, eRA commons, Position, Education &
Training

A. Personal Statement —including new
allowance for citations

B. Positions and Honors
C. Contributions to Science
D. Research Support



New Biosketch: Why?

According to Sally Rockey, NIH Deputy Director for Extramural Research (Posted on May 22, 2014)

“Rock Talk: Helping Connect you with the NIH Perspective”
The new NIH biosketch emphasizes your accomplishments instead of just a list of
publications, which we questioned as the best way to showcase your scientific

contributions.

Hopefully, this change will redirect the focus of reviewers and the scientific
community more generally from widely questioned metrics, like the number of

published papers...

We strongly believe that allowing a researcher to generate an account of his or her
own work will provide a clearer picture of each individual’s contributions and
capabilities. But one might question whether this new biosketch will have a
negative impact on younger investigators whose body of work may not be as
robust as more established investigators. | believe the contrary is true; this new
format will give early career investigators a platform for describing and framing
the significance of their contributions, which should help reviewers better
understand their accomplishments.




But what does the scientific community think?




Rock Talk: Scientific Community Reaction

As a current study section chairperson | am
completely against this change. It only adds to
the subjectivity of the review process and to
the workload of the investigators (and the

reviewers).
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Rock Talk: Scientific Community Reaction

| don’t see it as equalizing. | see it as further stacking

the deck for senior investigators with years to thread

together such a narrative. | see it as an additional level
of review as statements will need to be compared with
publication records and impact. | see a tremendous
waste of time for Pls trying to craft these things to
achieve a delicate balance between hyperbole and
modesty.
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Objections Galore 3’{

Drop the new biosketch idea...

Obijectivity replaced by subjectivity. Facts replaced by boasts. A step in the
wrong direction.

The new guidelines for the biosketch are a huge waste of time both for the
applicant and the reviewer.

The new biosketch is a waste of everyone’s time.

A monumental waste of time. And a replacement of objective information with
subjective fluff. A terrible idea.

The new Biosketch is just another waste of time and should be cancelled.

See many more comment at:
http://nexus.od.nih.gov/all/2014/05 /22 /changes-to-the-biosketch /
http: / /nexus.od.nih.gov/all /2015 /02 /20 /supporting-the-call-to-peer-review-service /

12



Rock Talk: Scientific Community Reaction

As a science fiction and grant writer, this
new NIH biosketch format should generate
lots of new business for me. | specialize in
the sections that nobody wants to write and
fewer folks want to review.

13



The New NIH Biosketch — still a reality...
although now postponed

| Update: New Biographical Sketch Format Required
for NIH and AHRQ Grant Applications Submitted for
Due Dates on or After May 25, 2015

Notice Number:
NOT-OD-15-032

Key Dates

Release Date: December 5, 2014

In Dec 2014, Sally Rockey thanked everyone for their
“lively comments,” and indicated that he new format
would still be used, but with delayed implementation.

14



Rock Talk: Scientific Community Reaction
One last comment...

“Complete and utter rubbish. No one
asked for a delay, everyone clearly
asked for this disastrous plan to be
aborted, full stop. | have no more
words.”

15



Advice [

Once spoken by a wise man:

“Vent appropriately, then get over it!”’

— It is appropriate and reasonable to dislike the
changes. Informing program officers, posting on
websites, etc. are all reasonable actions

— For applications submitted May 25, 2015, and
after, the New NIH Biosketch is the new reality

— Refocus energies into how this can best work to
your advantage and help inform those reviewers
who will read it (may be entire study section)

16



What do Reviewers look for in the Biosketch?

An important evaluation tool

A few important points you should aim to convey:
1. You are qualified to do the job

— Show a good match between your track record (Training +
current activities + publications) and the proposed research
aims

— Show you are you a good match for the type of grant you
are submitting (e.g., F32 vs. K99 /R00 vs. RO1)

2. You have peer-reviewed publications and
accomplishments relevant to the proposal or those that

suggest that you are likely to accomplish & publish good
science in the future



Sections of the NIH Biosketch

Heading:

Name, eRA commons, Position, Education &
Training

A. Personal Statement

B. Positions and Honors

C. Contributions to Science
D. Research Support



What’s New for the Biosketch?

New Format Changes in a Nutshell:
1.
2.

Extends page limit from four to five pages

Allowance for listing publications both in the
personal statement and contributions to science
section

Allows researchers to describe up to five of their
most significant contributions to science

You may now include a link to full list of published
work

Access to a tool to help build the New Biosketch

19



My NCBI, My Bibliography & SciEncv

NCBI - National Center for Biotechnology Information

* Part of the NIH and the National Library of Medicine, and
the institution that manages PubMed

* For all individuals who apply for, receive or are
associated with research investments from federal
agencies.

* Supports and distributes a variety of databases for the
medical and scientific communities

* Through My NCBI, includes access to other features
including My Bibliography collection & SciENcv
professional profile service

20



My Bibliography

* Found within My NCBI

— Use of My Bibliography helps to report compliance
to eRA Commons and using SciENcv to create
BioSketches

— A reference tool that helps you save your citations
directly from PubMed or, if not found there, to
manually enter citations using My Bibliography
templates

— My Bibliography provides a centralized place
where citations are easily accessed, exported as a
file, and made public to share with others

21



SciENcv: Science Experts Network
Curriculum Vitae

Science Experts Network Curriculum Vitae (SciENcv),

* A system that allows you to enter your biographical
data once and convert it into biosketches that can be
used with both NIH or NSF grant applications and
annual progress reports.

* Need My NCBI account to use
* Use of SciENcv helps with creating Biosketches

* Panelist experiences?

Instructional Video:
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=PRWy-3GXhtU&feature=youtu.be
Tools to build your new Biosketch
NIH Notice: NOT-OD-15-032

FAQ'’s: http://grants.nih.gov/grants/policy/fag biosketches.htm




What’s New for the Biosketch?

New Format Changes in a Nutshell:
1.
2.

Extends page limit from four to five pages

Allowance for listing publications both in the
personal statement and contributions to science
section

Allows researchers to describe up to five of their
most significant contributions to science

You may now include a link to full list of published
work

Access to a tool to help build the New Biosketch
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Sections of the NIH Biosketch

Heading:

Name, eRA commons, Position, Education &
Training

A. Personal Statement

B. Positions and Honors

C. Contributions to Science
D. Research Support



A. Personal Statement

Briefly describe why you are well-suited to receive the award

for which you are applying. The relevd
4 PRIYING Adding own literature

citations to the end of

the personal statement is
collaborators or scientific environment; ( new

aspects of your training; your previous ¢

specific topic or related topics; your tec

in this or related fields (you may mentlcrr—poerrre—orrrroerroro—o
tetice that are not included in Section C).

Also, you
identify up to four peer-reviewed publications that specifically

highlight your experience and qualifications for this project.

ou wish to explain impediments to your past productivi

you may include a descri such as family care

responsibilities, illness, disability, and active duty military service.



Personal Statement

Content and Stylistic suggestions
As before, CUSTOMIZE this for each new grant application
so that it speaks directly to this particular grant proposal

Sell your role in the proposed research & speak to the type
of funding mechanism connecting it to your goals

Be accessible — you may use 1% person writing
Be aspirational. Show excitement/passion for your research

If referencing impediments, be brief and non dramatic

26



More Suggestions for Writing
Personal Statements

* Length — Should aim for 2 page and not exceed 1 page

* As Pl, you are responsible for not just customizing your own
personal statement but also for ensuring the other key
personnel biosketches have personal statements that speak
to their specific role on your project

* Depending on the type of grant, emphasize your role for:

Leadership (Pl of a R grant)

Training potential for you to advance in your field (F32 or K)
Are you a mentor?

Track record and experience to support the proposed aims
Tone should be confident but not arrogant

Don’t just walk us through your accomplishments but speak to the science in this
proposal



Personal Statement Example -
Use of 1% person and aspirational

Excerpt from Sarah Shultz, PhD Biosketch
A. Personal Statement

The goal of my research is to investigate the neural and
behavioral origins of disrupted social engagement in
individuals with Autism Spectrum Disorders (ASD). My
long-term goal is to understand the pathogenesis of ASD,
to improve early detection of ASD, and to inform
treatment and intervention.... [and] to lead an
independently funded research program in developmental
social neuroscience, with a focus on improving the long-term
outcomes of individuals with ASD.



Personal Statement Example
Inclusion of peer reviewed citations

Excerpt from Sarah Shultz, PhD Biosketch
A. Personal Statement
|dentify up to four peer-reviewed publications that specifically highlight your

experience and qualifications for this project.

My previous eye-tracking work resultedin the discovery of a novel method of quantifying viewers’ moment-
by-moment implicit assessment of perceived stimulus sal during free-viewing of naturalistic social scenes
(e.g children at play) in toddlers with and without AS f particular relevance to the proposed K01, |
conducted behavioral and fMRI studies of infants between 1- and 4-months of age to investigate an
experience-expectant process whereby cortical circuitry and behavioral listening preferences for biological
sounds that are iy' broadly tuned become increasingly refined with exposure to human speech. The
resulting publicatiog” #presents one ofthe first fMRI studies in infancy to examine cortical specialization for
soclal processing during a deuelnal period characternzed by a rapid behavioral transition. In addition, my
mentors and | co-authored a review’ #hat advances a novel model of autism pathogenesis, providing the
framework for the hypotheses to be tested in the proposed K01,

Shultz, 5., Klin, A, & Jones, W. (2011). Inhibition of eye blinking reveals subjective perceptions of
stimulus salience. Proceedings of the MNational Academy of Scences, 108(52), 21270-21275. PMCID:

PMC3248473

Shultz, 5., Vouloumanos, A., Bennett, R.H., & Pelphrey, K.A (2014). Neural specialization for speech
In the first months of life. Developmental Science, 17(3), 766-774. PMCID: PMC4232661

Klin, A., Shultz, 5., & Jones, W. (2014). Social visual engagement in infants and toddlers with autism:

Earhf deuelnpmental transitions and a model of pathogenesis. Neuroscence and Biobehavioral
Reviews. PMID: 25445180



Personal Statement Example
Inclusion of peer reviewed citations & other highlights

Excerpt from Gary Miller, PhD Biosketch
A. Personal Statement —Identify up to four peer-reviewed publications that
specifically highlight your experience and qualifications for this project.

| have also been helping lead an initiative on the concept of the exposome, the environmental equivalent of
the human genome. The exposome has been prominently featured in the strategic plan of NIEHS and | lead
the first NIH-funded center on the topic. Our center has been providing key scientific leadership to this

emerging concept through a variety of mechanisms.

a. Miller GW, Jones DP. The nature of nurture: refining the definition of the exposome. Toxicological

sciences, 2014
b. Miller GW. The Exposome: A Primer. 2014. Academic Press, Elsevier (first book on the exposome)

c. An Introduction to the Exposome, Continuing Education Workshop presented at the 2015 Society of
Toxicology Annual Meeting. Miller GW, Chair
d. | develop and maintain the website for the Human Exposome Project

Creative liberty listing highlights that aren’t publications

30



Inclusion of Citations in Personal Statement

Panelist thoughts?

* Instructions say: “You may identify up to four peer-
reviewed publications that specifically highlight your
experience and qualifications for this project.”

* How to pick?

e Should people do their Contributions of Science first
and come back to this?

* Can there be repetition between the personal
statement and contributions of science sections?

Should we revisit these questions after we review the
Contributions to Science section?

31



Sections of the NIH Biosketch

Heading:

Name, eRA commons, Position, Education &
Training

A. Personal Statement

B. Positions and Honors

C. Contributions to Science
D. Research Support



Section C. Contributions to Science

Describe up to 5 of your most significant contributions to
science, and for each of these:

* indicate the historical background that frames the
scientific problem;

* the central finding(s);

* the influence of the finding(s) on the progress of
science or the application of those finding(s) to health
or technology; and

* your specific role in the described work



Within Each of the Contributions

* Each of the 5 ‘contributions’ can be no more than V2 page
each including figures and citations

* List up to 4 four peer-reviewed publications or other non-
publication research products

* Provide a URL to a full list of your published work as found
in a publicly available digital database such as SciENcv or
My Bibliography, which are maintained by the US National
Library of Medicine

Complete List of Published Work in My Bibliography:
http: / /www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/myncbi/gary.miller.1 /bibliogr
aphy /43347923 /public/2sort=date&direction=ascending




Thinking about my
“Contributions to Science”

* What goes here?
* How do | organize this?

* What do | report?




* Most of us get into this field so that we can make o
contribution to science.

* Make a list. Reflect upon what you have actually
accomplished.

e Some ideas

v In your previous research experiences, what did the team
do and what exactly did you do?

v What did you learn from what you did?

v’ Reflect on what you found and how it may have led to the
current proposal.



Contribution to Science Example

Excerpt from Gary Miller, Ph.D. Biosketch

2) Role of plasma membrane monocamine transporters response to psychostimulants

During postdoctoral training in the Caron laboratory | was able to contribute (as co-author) to several
important papers on monoamine fransporters, which were based on novel mouse gene knockout models
including, dopamine transporter, the norepinephrine transporter, and the vesicular monoamine transporter.
These papers have been very influential in our understanding of the function of these transporters.

a. Wang YM, Gainetdinov RR, Jones SR, Fumagalli F, Xu F, Bock CB, Miller GW, and Wightman RM,
Caron MG. (1997) Knockout of VMATZ results in neonatal death and hypersensitivity to cocaine and
amphetamine. Neuron. 19 1285-1296. PMID: 9427251

b. Rocha B, Fumagalli F, Gainetdinov RR, Jones S, Miller GW, Caron MG. (1998) Cocaine self-
administration in mice lacking the dopamine transporter. Nature Neuroscience, 1:132-137. PMID:
10195128.

c. Xu F, Gainetdinov RR, Wang YM, Jones SR, Miller GW, Wetsel W, and Caron MG. (2000) Mice
lacking the noradrenergic ftransporter (MET) are supersensitive to psychostimulants. Nature

MNeuroscience, 3:465-471. PMID: 107693862.
d. Miller GW, Gainetdinov RR, Levey Al, and Caron MG. (1999) Dopamine transporters and neuronal

injury. Trends. in Pharmacological Sciences. 20: 424-429 PMID: 10498956.



Contribution to Science Example

Excerpt from Sarah Schultz, Ph.D. Biosketch

3. A third theme of my research, conducted with the mentors of this K01 application, is focused on quantifying
and understanding atypical development of brain and behavior in ASD. Although reduced interest in and
engagement with social stimuli is both a defining feature of ASD and a likely contributor to atypical brain
development, little is know about what individuals with ASD perceive as being important or salient as they
navigate the social world. To address this important need in autism research, | developed a novel method for
quantifying viewers' moment-by-moment implicit assessments of perceived stimulus salience. This method
capitalizes on the fact that people spontaneously inhibit eye-blinks when processing salient visual information
In order to minimize the loss of visual information that occurs during a blink. Thus, by measurning the precise
timing of when individuals inhibit their blinking we were able to gain insight into a critical aspect of atypical
social experience in ASD: not only what a child is looking at but also how engaged he or she is with what he or
she i1s looking at. Our findings showed that toddlers with ASD are more engaged by physical, rather than
social, events in the environment. This methodological discovery not only provides new inroads into quantifying
the unique perspectives and experiences of individuals with ASD, but also has far-reaching applications for any
field of research where an individual's subjective assessment of perceived stimulus salience is an important
area of investigation.

a. Shultz, 5., Klin, A_, & Jones, W. (2011). Inhibition of eye blinking reveals subjective perceptions of
stimulus salience. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 108(52), 21270-21275.
PMC3248475.

b. US Patent App # 00006063 (Pending). Blink Inhibition as a Marker of Engagement and Perceived
Stimulus Salience. Inventors: Sarah Shultz, Ami Klin, and Warren Jones.



Contribution to Science Example

Excerpt from J. Lucas McKay, Ph.D. Biosketch

C3. Researchtools: | have applied engineering tools and approaches to all aspects of my work. Recently, |
developed a new method of time series data analysis that addresses the common problem of how to compare
“curves” of neurophvsiological or other data. The paper and accompanying dataset and software allows scien-
tific audiences to address this problem in a general way, identifying differences between curves without intro-
ducing bias or reducing power by assuming timewindows (Figure 3). Based on interestfrom researchers in the
LInited Kingdom, Belgium, and France who have already successfully appliedthe software to their own data, |
believeithas the potential to be incorporated into statistical packages or other software.

d.

McKay JL, Welch TDJ, Vidakovic B, Ting LH, 2013. Statistically-significant contrasts between EMG
waveforms revealed using wavelet-based functional ANOVA. Journal of Meurophysiology 109: 591-602.
PMCID: 3545469

McKay JL, Welch TDJ, Vidakovic B, Ting LH, 2013. wfANOVAdemo zip. doi:10.15139/53M11921. This
file includes experimental data and Matlab code to recreate the primary data figure in McKay, et al.,
2013, Archive: hitp:farc.irss.unc.edu/dvni/dvijlucasmckay

McKay JL, 2012. Dataset 51.csv. doi:10.15139/53M11922. This file includes musculoskeletal models
usedin McKay and Ting, 2012. Archive: hitp:ifarc.irss.unc.edu/dvn/dvijlucasmckay

e ol Mty FiQUre 3, Statistically-significant
wilAMOWA conlrasls Experimenial Dala ¥
P — 7 dillerences between EMG
4D emis waveforms from diftenent
vs. 25 &mis | 1BIPR experimental conditions identified
A a1 i automatically with wavebst-based
eI

fumclional ANOVA. Monzers
regicns of fhe red “conirast

YN

curves™ represent statistically-

00 e o significant difterences between
I ﬁﬂwl.r-zraml Ehﬂgl;:lma I:I.‘IITEIEﬂ in
: rent conditions (lop 1o
- 3252’; ""ﬁ‘v‘"‘" _h Wem's  pottom). Note in top lell, nonzero
Vv i difterence during S8 period in
' 5 e the n'rean_dlﬁe'_reme curve
M. representing differences between
averages of each condition does
— 18 PR ; soemis N0 reach statistical significance
" with wiANOWA - consistent with
e an earlier analysis using
T\ h 25emis  traditional statistics. Adapted



Contribution to Science Example

Excerpt from Gary Miller, Ph.D. Biosketch

&) Editor-in-Chief, Toxicological Sciences

In 2013, after a national search | was selected as Editor of Toxicological Sciences. JToxSciis the official
journal of the Society of Toxicology, an organization of over 7000 members. As Editor | oversee all decisions
at the journal including editorial policy, assignment of associate editors and editonal board members, and
meeting with society leadership. During my tenure | have overhauled the journal adding new features, such
as Look Inside JToxSci, Contemporary Reviews in Toxicology, and a newly designed cover that allows
inclusion of artwork from multiple papers. In my role as editor | also helped organize an educational workshop
at the 2015 Society of Toxicology annual meeting on crafting high impact manuscripts. | was able to recruit
influential speakers, including Dr. Marcia McMNutt, Editor-in-Chief of Science. | have also published several
editorials, which are designed to address key issues in the field. These editorials are some of most heavily
downloaded articles in the journal.

a. Miller GW_(2014) Improving Reproducibility in Toxicology. Toxicological Sciences. 139(1): 1-3.
b. Miller GW.(2015) Toxicology at the Speed of Light: an Interview with Dr. Craig Venter. Toxicological

sciences. 144(1). 4-5.

c. Miller GW_(2015) Data Sharing in Toxicology: Beyond Show and Tell. Toxicological Sciences. 143(1):
3-5.

d. Miller GW._(2015) Young Investigators in Toxicology: Is There a Crisis? Toxicological Sciences.
144(1). 3-6.



Contributions to Science

List up to 4 four peer-reviewed publications or other
non-publication research products. Can include audio

or video products; patents; data and research materials;
databases; educational aids or curricula; instruments or
equipment; models; protocols; and software or netware
that are relevant to the described contribution.

 Should applicants be careful about the non
publication liberties they might take in this section?

* What non publication types of accomplishments are
appropriate to cite?

e What will reviewers care about?

41



Contiributions to Science

* The directions say | can describe up to 5 of my
most significant contributions to science, but how

many should | really have?

e |s it better to wow them with substance or

volume & style?

* What kind of creative liberties and persuasive

language should | be using? o

STYLE

e

\D

—

L

-

T}
SUBSTANCE



A Note about Humility vs. Arrogance

* Extraordinary claims require extraordinary evidence

* The magnitude of your supposed accomplishment must
align with your tangible contributions

* Do not misrepresent any facts
— List all publications as they would appear in any searchable database

e Self-aggrandizing will certainly backfire. Probably
better to lean towards humility to increase likability factor

FALSE ELOQUENCE I5
EXAGGERATION; TRUE
ELOQUENCE IS EMPHASIS.

I don't kn-::f".nr hnm_!-t_:l“ ",
himiki tﬁ-&ihpi_ -F




Rock Talk: Scientist Reaction

* Let’s not ignore the egocentricity that often accompanies
ability and talent... such behavior could be counter-
productive; if | were reviewing the application of someone
whose career | knew something about and considered that
he /she was not being objective (or, worse, dishonest) about
his/her accomplishments, | would be poorly disposed to
that person...

* |f | were a reviewer and detected someone who seriously
triggered my BS-meter, | would feel annoyed, which is not
a good attitude when reviewing grants...

44



Contributions to Science = list how many?
Guidance for Assistant Professors

* |f you have 5 significant accomplishments,
congratulations, you should be awarded tenure
any minute.

* However, it is more likely that you have had time
to make 2 or 3 significant contributions. Better to
have fewer well-documented examples that 4-5
less-documented.

* Focus on research related accomplishments.

Suggestions from Gary Miller, PhD



Contributions to Science = list how many?
Guidance for Associate Professors

e 3-4 Significant accomplishments should be used. If you
have 5 you should probably be a Full Professor.

Suggestions from Gary Miller, PhD



Contributions to Science = list how many?
Guidance for Professors

* One would hope that Full Professors have 4-5
significant contribution backed by 4 strong papers.

* Full professors have had more time to lead initiatives.
They might include one contribution that involves
programmatic development or national /international
leadership if relevant to the application.

(Again, probably better for more junior investigators to
focus on research-oriented accomplishments.)

Suggestions from Gary Miller, PhD



Final Thoughts for New Biosketch

> Read and understand the new guidelines

> Sketch out your accomplishments (dedicate time for
reflection)

> Discuss in mid-size groups within your discipline
> Work with peers and mentors to share, review, and

exchange ideas

> Revise, revise, revise

Continuous

b

Improvement .

|




Questions & Discussion

Children’s Healthcare of Atlanta | Emory University 49



Appendix Materials

Helpful links and resources when creating your New
Biosketch
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NIH Links

* NIH form pages and instructions:

http: //grants.nih.gov/grants /funding /424 /index.htm

* NIH FAQ Page:

http: //grants.nih.gov/grants /policy /faq biosketches.htm
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Important Links

SPH Compilation of New NIH Biosketch Resources

http: / /www.sph.emory.edu/research/grant-writing-
tools /index.html

Pedsresearch.org Compilation of New NIH Biosketch
Relevant Notices/Links

http: / /www.pedsresearch.org /NIHBIOSKETCH/

52



Instructions

 There are 3 sets of Instructions and Samples
— General
— Predoctoral Fellowship
— Postdoctoral Fellowship

 There are 2 new Blank Format Pages
— General biosketch
— Fellowship biosketch
 (predoctoral and postdoctoral use same page)

 All can be found here:
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/funding/424/index.htm




Biosketch Web page
http: //grants.nih.gov/grants /funding /424 /index.htm

Biosketches

Create your biosketch here!

SciENcv

Science Experts Network Curriculum Vitae

I I

Biosketches l l

The following biosketch formats must be used e e " S
ate ank Forma nstructions
for due dates onlaﬂ:-er l:lay 25, 2015 and are Posted Page and Samples
encouraged for applications due on/after
January 25, 2015 NOT-0OD-15-32.

-3 General Biographical Sketch Format Page - Forms
Version C 11/25/2014 | MS Word (29 KB) | MS Word (40 KB)
(use also for Fellowship Sponsor/Co-Sponsors)

-3 Fellowship Applicant Biographical Sketch Format
Page - Forms Version C

(use onlY for |_ndw|du-al predoctoral and postdoctoral 11/25/2014 | Ms word (33 KB)
fellowships, dissertation research grants [R36],and Postdoctoral: MS
Research Supplements to Promote Diversity in Word (47 KB)
Health-Related Research [Admin Suppl])

Predoctoral: MS
Word (43 KB)
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