
 

 
 

The purpose of the Research Excellence Program is to support the research, scholarship, and creative production of Bradley 
faculty members that promote their professional success as meaningful contributors to their fields or to society at large. The 
OSP Faculty Advisory Board will use this rubric to evaluate proposals and guide award decisions. Applicants are encouraged 
to be mindful of this rubric when preparing their proposals. 

Criteria Very Strong (3) Strong (2) Adequate (1)  Weak (0) 
Abstract The abstract concisely 

summarizes the purpose, 
primary goals/objectives, 
and potential contributions 
to the field and/or society. 

A few questions remain 
regarding the purpose, 
goals, or contributions of 
the project, but these  
could be resolved easily 
through follow-up 

While complete, the 
abstract leaves the 
reviewer wondering 
about the project’s 
purpose, goals, or 
contributions  

The abstract does not 
adequately address the 
purpose, goals, or 
potential contributions of 
the project. 

Goals/ 
Objectives 

The goals and/or 
objectives are clearly 
stated and well connected 
to the project’s overall 
purpose and potential 
contributions. 

Only a few questions 
remain as to how the 
goals/objectives connect 
to the project’s 
purpose/contributions 

While stated, the 
reviewer is left 
wondering how the 
goals/objectives connect 
to the project’s purpose/ 
contributions.  

The goals/objectives are 
not clear, nor do they 
seem to connect to the 
project’s purpose or 
potential contributions. 

Background/ 
Significance 

The project clearly builds 
upon or responds to work 
already done in the area, 
and the significance of the 
project to others in the 
field or society at large is 
well described. 

Only a few questions 
remain as to the 
background/significance 
of the project.  

Larger questions remain 
as to how the project 
builds upon/responds to 
previous work in the 
field and/or why it has 
significance to others 

Little to no reference to 
other work in the field is 
made, or is its 
significance to others 
adequately described or 
justified. 

Qualifications/ 
Expertise 

There is no doubt that the 
PI and team-members are 
well qualified to conduct 
the project.  

Few questions remain 
regarding the PI’s or 
team-members 
qualifications  

The proposal 
adequately, but weakly 
addresses team 
qualifications/expertise. 

The proposal does not 
directly address the 
qualifications or expertise 
of the project team. 

Methodology/ 
Workplan 

The methodology/ work 
plan is well described and 
justified to a generalist 
audience, and is well 
matched to project goals 
and outcomes. 

Some questions remain, 
but may be due to 
unfamiliarity with the 
field, or could be resolved 
easily with follow-up from 
the applicant. 

The plan is laid out, but 
larger questions remain 
as to how the 
methodology/work plan 
aligns with goals and 
outcomes. 

The methodology/work 
plan is not clearly 
described – leaving the 
reviewer wondering what 
work will occur during the 
project period.  

Timeline The timeline clearly 
demonstrates how the 
project will progress and 
be completed within the 
project period.  

Only a few questions 
remain as to whether the 
project can be conducted/ 
completed within the 
project period. 

The timeline is a bit 
vague, leaving some 
uncertainty as to 
whether the project can 
be completed in time. 

The timeline is weak and 
does little to assure the 
reviewer that the project 
can be conducted/ 
completed in time.  

Outcomes/ 
Results 
If applicable, this 
can include a 
review of the 
outcomes/results 
of past RE awards 
to the applicant 

The outcomes or results of 
the project are well 
described, stem directly 
from the project purpose, 
objectives, and work plan, 
and there is no question 
that they will contribute 
meaningfully to the field 
or society at large 

Only a few questions 
remain concerning the 
project outcomes/results, 
and most likely these 
could be resolved easily 
with some follow-up with 
the applicant. 

Larger questions remain 
as to how well the 
outcomes/results stem 
from the project’s 
purpose, objectives, and 
work plan, or as to how 
they will contribute to 
the field or others. 

The relevance of the 
outcomes/results to the 
project’s purpose, 
objectives, or work plan is 
not clear, nor is it clear 
how they will contribute 
to the field or society.  

Budget and 
Justification 

Costs are well-justified as 
reasonable and necessary 
to conduct the project.  

Only a few questions 
remain regarding the 
budget, which could be 
easily resolved with 
follow-up from the 
applicant.  

The budget and 
justification are 
complete, but questions 
remain as to how 
reasonable or necessary 
they are to the project. 

The budget and 
justification lack 
information or detail to 
ascertain whether costs 
are reasonable or 
necessary to the project. 

○ Yes   ○No:  RE PRIORITY AREA (worth three additional points. points): Does the project clearly fit within  
one or more of the RE priority areas for funding? (Early Career, Sponsored Programs, or Collaborations). 
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