Outline for Reviewers Comments

Review of Proposal for …

Documents reviewed: Biomolecular Imaging Program leading to a PhD in 

                                    Medical Biophysics







Summary: The proposal is to revise the current PhD and minor course structure in order to accommodate technological advances and, furthermore, by doing so, bring state of the art thinking and practice to the discipline at IU. This will place the program at the forefront, regionally and nationally.  The revisions are clearly defined and a mechanism for ongoing evaluation has been delineated.

Recommendation:     Accept with discussed revisions 
Discussion:  The discipline of imaging has gained increasing importance in many fields of the physical and biological sciences, and is set to become yet more significant.  IU already has an established cadre of expert scientists working in a collaborative, multi-disciplinary organization.  Part of the remit of this group is to oversee the Interdepartmental PhD program within Medical Biophysics, that is under the overall direction of Dr. Thomas Hurley.  The revision requested would create an option for a PhD track or a minor in Biomolecular Imaging.  The proposal clearly outlines the case for undertaking this revision, identifies the potential student pool and explains how the course modifications and additions will satisfy standing requirements.  There is also a description of procedure that will serve to evaluate the program, thus identifying subsequent areas of further evolution.

The reviewer is satisfied that the revisions meet all conditions and regulations of The University, and commends the authors on their vision.

As a minor criticism, there are several points of syntax and grammar that could be adjusted in order to ensure that the document reflects the high standards of The Department.  These are itemized separately.

One question: on page 26, 3.3, Trainee evaluation.  Is there a mandate for the students to secure funding? If simply encouragement, is there any detriment to progress for any who are unsuccessful? 
Suggested corrections to text: 

1. The Tracking Tool has been used to suggest alterations to that part of the text available in a Word document form. 

2. Suggested changes to other sections of the PDF version are as follows:


In the table of contents, the last item is given page 1019


page 10, B, para 2….few student applications..omit ‘s’


page 17, 4. para 2, line 4…omit ‘by the’


              5. lines 4/5….suggest change to ‘will not qualify as thesis mentors’…


page 18, list of faculty….under specialization, Cellular requires qualification to 

            the uninitiated…..that is, cellular what?


 page 20, 6. Suggest re-order of sentence……‘In support of its educational and 

             research mission, Indiana University has an extensive array of learning resources

             and facilities that will be available to the student’


page 24, para 2, line 2, month


page 26, 2. last sentence, suggest ‘The’ program administrator….


page 30, under ‘Clientele to be served’, suggest ‘group’ or ‘population’ rather


than audience. 

