Overseas Bursary Grant Marking Criteria

NOTES:


Please score each question out of the maximum prescribed. Guidance is given at particular levels, but please use the full scale.

1. How clear is the methodology proposed and the research plan. (Maximum 5)

1 Unclear methodology and/or lack of realistic research plan.

3 About average. Methodology and research plan has promise but still needs some development.

5 Very well argued with a clear research plan.

2. How novel or interesting is this proposal (Maximum 5)

1 It’s mundane/has been done before/contributes just another example to a

well-worn concept.

3 It’s safe/it builds on a very solid previous foundation/it pushes the boundaries

out a little but it takes no risks.

4 This proposal is either really quite new or not new but a worthwhile undertaking nevertheless. If novel, it has no apparent previous foundation but my instinct is that it could work and could be quite exciting. 
5 This proposal is either really quite new or a seemingly very worthwhile undertaking. If it is very novel then there is shown to be a well argued basis for it and it is not only exciting but also very convincing.

3. Is the work proposed feasible in terms of budget/likely facilities/necessary

experience and skills of the applicant? (Maximum 5)
1 There are problems of such magnitude that we would be wasting BES funds.

3 Everything looks possible but it might be a bit over ambitious and not everything promised might be delivered, but on balance it will produce something valuable and publishable in a reasonable journal.

5 It is very convincing and barring unpredictable disaster, could produce at least a

couple of extremely good papers for the most competitive ecological journals.

4. Achievements / potential of the applicant? (Maximum 5)
1 Has produced nothing of significance in terms of publications and/or does not show the potential to be a good researcher.

3 Has produced a modicum of papers in a range of the journals in the area of ecology concerned of varying competitiveness, and/or shows potential to be a good researcher.
5 Has produced a comparatively large output entirely in the best journals in the area of ecology concerned and/or shows the potential for excellence in research.
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

Your comments: This section is to be used to raise concerns or points of interest for the Panel Chair. Feedback on the grant scheme in general can also be made here for not of the Panel Chair and Grants Officer.
An 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.


Question 5 and the comments section are there as a safety- net, and you might answer positively or negatively on these, regardless of the scores in questions 1 to 4.








