
Graduate	  Research	  Development	  Grant	  Scoring	  Rubric

OUTSTANDING (4) PROFICIENT (3) DEVELOPING (2) BEGINNING (1)

Writing & 
Language

Articulates a clear and concise 
objective. Structures the writing well 
with no grammatical/spelling errors.  
Uses engaging language.

Articulates a clear and concise 
objective. Writing is structured well 
with minimal grammatical /spelling 
errors.

Objective is clear. Writing has 
structure but contains few 
grammatical /spelling errors.

States an objective but could be more 
concise or clear. Writing has structure 
but contains multiple grammatical 
/spelling errors.

Research & 
Content

Proposal is well researched, 
evaluating multiple sources to 
demonstrate a clear relationship 
between current work and the 
advancement of the applicant's 
practice. Ideas/projects represent new 
territory for the student that holds 
promise for innovation in the 
represented field. Proposal includes 
supplementary materials that 
demonstrate in-depth 
research/preparation and that inform 
the proposal. 

Proposal is well researched, analyzes 
multiple sources to demonstrate an 
emerging relationship between current 
work and the advancement of the 
applicant's practice.  Ideas/projects 
represent new territory for the student. 
Included supplementary materials 
inform the proposal.

Proposal suggests a weak connection 
between applicants current work and 
the advancement of the applicant’s 
practice. Supplementary materials, if 
included, are relevant to the proposal.

Connection between applicants 
current work and/or advancement of 
the applicant’s practice is unclear. 
Supplementary materials, if included, 
do not strengthen the feasibility of 
proposal or aid in visualization of the 
project. 

Feasibility

Applicant has provided all of the 
elements needed to complete the 
proposal objective, including a 
detailed budget, clear timeline, and 
additional resources (such as 
receipts, other funding sources, letters 
of endorsement or acceptance, as 
relevant). 

Applicant has provided a timeline and 
budget appropriately scaled for the 
objective.

Applicant has provided a timeline and 
budget that is appropriate but may be 
missing elements proposed in the 
application.

Applicant has provided a timeline and 
budget that may not  be appropriately 
scaled for the objective. Feasibility of 
the project is questionable.

Presentation

Proposal design is engaging and 
memorable. Design choices greatly 
enhance in visualizing and 
comprehending the project.  

Proposal design is attractive and 
effective. Text and layout are easy to 
follow and aid in comprehension of 
proposal. 

basic section requirements for the 
grant are met, design neither 
enhances nor detracts from 
comprehension of proposal.

Though basic section requirements for 
the grant are met, the design does not 
aid in comprehension of the project.

(15%) Writing/Language:  Covers both technical execution of grammar and structure as well as the use of language to clearly convey 
their vision and engage the reviewer.

(60%) Research/Content:  Focuses on the core idea behind the proposal and how it adheres to the Graduate Research Development 
Grant mission. 
(20%) Feasibility:  Has the student demonstrated that they will be able to execute their plan in the timeframe given with the available 
resources?

(5%) Presentation:  How do layout and design choices aid or detract from the proposal?


