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0, 0, 0, 0, 0,
(100%) (85%) (75%) (65%) (50%) (0%)
15 percent 13 percent 11 percent 10 percent 8 percent 0 percent
IAbstract provides a |Abstract provides a JAbstract provides a [Abstract provides |Abstract provides [Abstract was
complete and complete description of the |an adequate an incomplete mi ssing or
informative description of the |proposal, andits  [description of the |description of the [incomplete
description of the |proposal, itsvalue [methods of proposal, andits  [proposal, and its
proposal, itsvalue [and methods of evaluation. methods of methods of
Abstract and mthods of evaluation. I mprovements couldjevaluation. evaluation.
15% Weighti levaluation Improvements couldjbe madein the I mprovements coul dfl mprovements must
(15% Weighting) be made in the structure and be made in the be made in the
structure and icomprehensive structure and structure and
comprehensiveness |nature of the value [comprehensive comprehensive
of the abstract land methods to be |nature of thevalue [nature of the value
utilized in the and methods to be jand methodsto be
project. utilized in the utilized in the
project. project.
25 percent 21 percent 19 percent 16 percent 13 percent 0 percent
Theintroduction  [Theintroduction  [Theintroduction  |Context of the
providesalarger  [providesalarger  [providesacontext |proposal isunclear
context for the work, [context for the work, ffor thework, but  jwith incomplete
explaining why itis |explaining why itis [does not adequately|review of relevant
e e important. It _hasa impqrtant. Ithasa gxplain why itis literature.
2506 Weighti thorough review of [relatively thorough [important. It lacksa
(25% Weighting) the previousrelated [review of the thorough review of
literatureand is previous related the previousrelated
ladequately and literatureand is literatureand isin
correctly cited adequately and adequately or
within the text. correctly cited incorrectly cited
within the text. within the text.
5 percent 4 percent 4 percent 3 percent 3 percent 0 percent
Research ITheintroduction  [Theintroduction  [Theintroduction [Theintroduction [Theresearch Thereisno research
S endswithaclear  |endswitha ends with avague |does not end with a |objectiveis not obj ective stated.
Obj e?“"_e statement of the statement of the statement of the clear statement of  |clearly stated
(5% Weighting) | esearch objectives. |research objectives. [research objectives. [the research
objectives.
20 percent 17 percent 15 percent 13 percent 10 percent 0 percent
Overall desginis  [Thedesign Experimental design [Experimental design [Treatment groups  [Overall designis
clearly outlined. It  jaddresses the needs some needssignificant  [are poorly defined. [lacking, No strategy
laddresses the posed|question posed refinement, but reorganziation. The experiment for datacollectionis
question clearly and |effectively and will |provides detailson |Precisedetailsare |proposed does not |provided.
isscientifically yieldresultsina  [the treatment lacking, but the take into accound
sound. sound data groups and makes it jquestion is sound.  [the current state of
Methods collection strategy. |pretty clear what knowledge on the
(20% Weighting) question is posed. topic and/or is not
evolutionarily
sound. Data
collectionis
rudimentary. Itis
unclear what
precisely will be
measured or how.
0 percent 0 percent 0 percent 0 percent 0 percent 0 percent
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(0% Weighting) [tied to data but needs additional |explained sufficient detail.
collection and clarification. adequately.
experimental design.
5 percent 4 percent 4 percent 3 percent 3 percent 0 percent
Shows reasonable [Shows anticipated [|Showsanticipated |[Either anticipated [research objectives |Broader
o anticipated results  |results but they results but they results or research |or anticipated perspectives and
Anticipated  |eventually backed |seem fairly seem unrealistic or  |objectivesis resultsismissing  [anticipated results
resultsand  |up by some unrealistic. Vaguely |described too missing. and very unrealistic. jare missing.
Broader references). Clearly [tiesresearch \vaguely. Research




Implications tie§re§earch objective_stoa objectives arereally
(5% Weighting) [objectivestoa |larger social or \vague or not really
larger social or scientific need. broad.
scientific need.
10 percent 9 percent 8 percent 7 percent 5 percent 0 percent
Sl IAdequate to incompletely cited [Incompletely cited [Very poorly cited. [Very poorly cited  |Citations arelacking
o support proposal  |or format errors IAND format errors. and formatting or absent.
(10% Weighting) and correctly errors.
formatted.
5 percent 4 percent 4 percent 3 percent 3 percent 0 percent
resume shows resume shows some [resume showslittle |resumeinclude resume does includefresumeis not
Resume (or CV) gidequatg inforn)qti on about inforn)qti on about sci entific fact.s but itj/much scientific factsfpresent
506 Weiohti information about  [the ability of the PI [the ability of the Pl |isnot in relation to
(5% Weighting) the ability of the Pl [to conduct the work [to conduct the work [the proposal
to conduct the work |proposed proposed proposed
proposed
5 percent 4 percent 4 percent 3 percent 3 percent 0 percent
Timelineisprecise, [Timelineisquite  [Timelineistoo Timelineisvery Timelineispresent [timelineismissing
T organi zed and is_ rough and fairly well succinct_. One _short and byt seemsto be
506 Weiohti well thought. It ties [thought. It seemsto [cannot tieit well inadeguate when  [disconnected from
(5% Weighting) well with the ties quite with the methods. |comparedtothe  [the methods.
methods section.  [adequately with the methods (obvious
methods section. missing parts).
5 percent 4 percent 4 percent 3 percent 3 percent 0 percent
Budget iswell Budget seems Budget seemstoo |Budget is definitely [Budget is budget is missing
Budget thought and reflects|adequate when lsmall or too small or inadequate and has
50% Weight \very well the compared to the overestimated. overestimated. large items not
(5% Weighting) methods section.  [methods. included or
suggested in the
methods section.
5 percent 4 percent 4 percent 3 percent 3 percent 0 percent
IThe proposal flows [The proposal is One or more Multiple sections  [Technical writing
clearly and logically.|sequenced logically |sections missing or |missing and/or errors permeate
IAll sections are and provides a nice [significant technical [riddled with writing |paper. Writing
completely and flow from the writing errors. errors. center consultation
appropriately cited. |general to the is expected.
Ove_r al I. specifics of the
(5% Weighting) \work. Some
reorganization or
additions are
needed. The
proposal needs

more citation.




