Early Career Project Grants

NOTES: 

The objective for these grants is to enable promising ecologists who are still at an early stage in their careers, to undertake research that would otherwise be unlikely to be funded. The questions below are intended to help us highlight the most deserving projects for further review.

Assessors are asked not to consider how ecological the project is in their scoring as this will be decided on by the chair after the scores have been collated and ranked.

Question 5 is a safety- net question, and you might answer positively on this one, even if the candidate has not scored particularly highly on 1 to 4. 

Applicants should not be marked down for projects where a large part of the work is carried out by a third party (i.e employed post-doc)
Please score each question from 0 to 5. Please do not use negative scores.
1. 
For his/her career length and available evidence of personal circumstances, how productive has the applicant been?  - Applicants who are less than one year out of their PhD should be rated automatically at 5 so that they are not penalised here for being very early in their career.

0 = has produced nothing of significance 
5= comparatively large output in predominantly highly competitive journals
2. Significance of the Proposed Science (novelty and importance)? 
0 = non significant science 
5= very significant science
3. Quality of the proposal (i.e is the case clear and well argued, with well defined investigative structure). 
0 = very poor quality  
5= very impressive
4. Risk - is the proposal feasible? (assessors are asked to increase their score by one point for applications that require this grant to pump-prime future research work and whose overall success will depend on securing additional resource in the future). 

0 = not feasible 
5= very feasible
5. Overall, and notwithstanding your scores above, how would you grade this proposal: 

A.
essential to shortlist: outstanding

B.
good quality

C.
acceptable

D.
below an acceptable standard 
