ID # OF PROPOSAL REVIEWED: ____________

ID # OF REVIEWER: ____________


I. Please rank the following aspects of the proposal to the best of your ability. Please reserve specific comments on each of these aspects for the space on the reverse side of this page.

· Problem Statement, Objective, or Hypothesis 	
[  ] Excellent	    [  ] Very Good	[  ] Good 	[  ] Fair 	[  ] Poor 

· Feasibility
[  ] Excellent	    [  ] Very Good	[  ] Good 	[  ] Fair 	[  ] Poor

· Background & methodological research/referenced?
[  ] Excellent	    [  ] Very Good	[  ] Good 	[  ] Fair 	[  ] Poor

· Draft Completeness
[  ] Excellent	    [  ] Very Good	[  ] Good 	[  ] Fair 	[  ] Poor

· Poster Quality/Clarity/Organization
	[  ] Excellent	    [  ] Very Good	[  ] Good 	[  ] Fair 	[  ] Poor


II. What is your Overall Rating of this proposal? Check one:

[  ] Excellent: Outstanding proposal in all respects; interesting, clearly important, well-designed, feasible, and deserves highest priority for support.
[  ] Very Good: High quality proposal in nearly all respects; should be supported if at all possible.
[  ] Good: A quality proposal, worthy of support, but perhaps with room for minor revisions/improvement, or not clearly of highest impact to the field or society.
[  ] Fair: Proposal is lacking in one or more critical aspects; key issues or deficiencies need to be addressed before this proposal can be considered for support.
[  ] Poor: Proposal has serious deficiencies (it is incomplete, has faulty assumptions, inadequately researched methodology, or seems unlikely to succeed as a project for various reasons). The proposal should not be considered for support without extensive revisions.
III. Provide a summary statement including specific comments on the relative weight of criteria in your overall rating. Note that the criteria need not be weighted equally. Please write clearly (or retype!). Your specific comments on the poster and proposal’s strengths and weaknesses are essential –these comments will be used by your peers to revise the proposal for final submission. Please consider these questions:
How important is the proposed activity to addressing the question or problem described? 
How relevant to this course is this study? 
How well conceived and organized is the proposed activity? 
How well would the activity advance discovery and understanding? 
Are the benefits of the proposed activity to society addressed in the proposal? Not every project is earth-shattering, but some of very high local importance, which is fine!
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III. Provide a summary statement including specific comments on the relative weight of criteria in your overall rating. Note that the criteria need not be weighted equally. Please write clearly (or retype!). Your specific comments on the poster and proposal’s strengths and weaknesses are essential –these comments will be used by your peers to revise the proposal for final submission. Please consider these questions:
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