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EVALUATION CRITERIA & ASSESSMENT FORM
CILASS, University of Sheffield, is pleased to offer funding to other Higher Education Institutions via the HEA Subject Centre network to design inquiry-based learning (IBL) curriculum development projects.
Proposal No.:  ______________________________________________________________________________

Title of proposal:  ______________________________________________________________________________
Assessor name:  ______________________________________________________________________________
Assessor email:  ______________________________________________________________________________
Please indicate your selection for each of the following criteria.  In all cases 4 indicates the best possible selection (and 1 the worst).

Criterion 1: Nature of the IBL Development

1. Is the development relevant to IBL teaching, learning or assessment?
1   2   3   4
2. Is the proposed work feasible and practical?
1   2   3   4
3. Are the objectives clear?
1   2   3   4
4. Does the proposer provide evidence of appropriate expertise to carry
through the proposal? 
1   2   3   4 
5. Is the development feasible within the timeframe available?
1   2   3   4
6. Is the development innovative in nature?
1   2   3   4
7. Does the proposal provide evidence that the voice of students will be
taken on board?
1   2   3   4

Overall score for criterion 1:
________
Comments:  _______________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
Criterion 2: Rationale and evaluation

1. Does the proposal include a rationale for embedding the development
in teaching?
1   2   3   4
2. Is it clear how the development will be evaluated?
1   2   3   4
Overall score for criterion 2:
________
Comments:  _______________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________

Criterion 3:  Dissemination
1. Are the dissemination plans appropriate for the development and use?
1   2   3   4
2. Will dissemination of the development help raise the profile of the
 HE Academy?
1   2   3   4
Overall score for criterion 3:
________
Comments:  _______________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________ 

Criterion 4: Value for Money
1. Is the funding request justified?
1   2   3   4
2. Is there any evidence of commitment form the host department, institution
or other sources?
1   2   3   4
3. Does the proposal represent good value for money?
1   2   3   4
Overall score for criterion 4:
________
Comments:  _______________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________

_______________________________________________________________________________ 
Overall Judgement
Taking all criteria into consideration, how would you rate this proposal overall? 
1   2   3   4

General Comments:  _______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________
_______________________________________________________________________________

Signed:……………………………………………………………………….

Date:…………………………………………………………………….…….
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