
Applications for funding will be evaluated using the following criteria. Each section will be 
assigned a value ranging from zero to the number indicated in the brackets. Scores will be 
totalled (maximum of 45 points for long-term applications and 40 points for short-term 
applications) to give a numerical basis for comparing the projects. Scores are used as a 
guideline and the allocation of funds will be determined at the Board of Directors Meeting. 
Long-term and short-term projects will be evaluated separately. All decisions are final. 

Evaluation Criteria: (45 point maximum) 

Pass/Fail: Under the discretion of the SIF selection committee, projects that do not 
contribute to the vision of the fund will receive a fail, and will not be evaluated using the 
below criteria. These projects will be assigned a score of 0, and will not receive funding 
from the SIF.  

1. Feasibility (10): Projects that are deemed capable of being carried out successfully will 
receive a high score. 

Feasibility is a measure of the perceived likelihood of a successful project. 
Practicality, preparedness and proactive planning will all impact feasibility. 
Applications that demonstrate a robust understanding of the project goals, 
requirements and limitations will score well in feasibility. This will be graded mainly 
based on the Summary of Proposal and Project Implementation Plan sections, and 
any other sections that are deemed relevant by the reviewer. 

 

2. Previous funding (5): Applicants who have received funding from the Science Initiative 
Fund for previous projects will be awarded a low score.  

Please note projects are only eligible to receive funding a maximum of 3 times.  

Points  Explanation 

0 - 2  The application does not describe a clear plan with careful consideration 
of project goals, requirements and limitations. This project will likely not 

be successful and does not describe a plan for success. 

2 - 4  The application attempts to describe a plan for success, but is lacking in 
several key areas. The described plan to success is vague. 

4 - 6  The application describes a plan for success, but some aspects of the 
application (project goals, requirements, and/or limitations) have not been 

considered at all. The described plan to success has some merit, but 
requires more explanation. 

6 - 8  The application has a well-thought plan, but the goals, requirements and 
limitations have not been fully considered. The plan to success is laid out 

well, but some aspects could be expanded upon. 

8 - 10  The application describes a well prepared and proactive plan that is likely 
to be successful.  

Points  Explanation 



 
3. Value to students (15): Projects that are deemed to advance the academic studies or that 
will be beneficial to student life initiatives (inside or outside the classroom) for the Faculty of 
Science will receive a high score. 

 

4. Number of students impacted (5): Projects that impact a large number of students and/or 
will provide repeated benefits to a group of students will be awarded more points than 
those impacting few students. Applicants should include a rough estimate of student 
participation in their proposal along with their rationale for the estimate. 

0  Projects that have received funding 3 times will not receive any funding. 

1 - 2  Projects that have received funding twice or more; evaluated based on 
context of applications, ex. whether the funds will be used in a novel 

way/the perceived impact on students. 

3  Project has received funding once before. 

5  Project has never received funding. 

Points  Explanation 

0 - 3  The project will not benefit student life initiatives and/or academic studies. 

3 - 6  The project appears to have some benefit to student life initiatives and/or 
academic studies, but lacks an explanation for the expected impact. 

6 - 9  The project will have an impact on student life initiatives and/or academic 
studies, but the explanation for the expected impact is vague and unclear. 

9 - 12  The project will have an impact on student life initiatives and/or academic 
studies.  

The impact of the project is somewhat detailed, but requires more 
information and thought overall. 

12 - 15  The project will have a major impact on student life initiatives and/or 
academic studies. The impact of the project is thoroughly thought out and 

explained well.  

Points  Explanation 

0   <10 Students Impacted 

1  10 - 30 Students Impacted 

2   30 - 50 Students Impacted 

3  50 - 100 Students Impacted 

4  100 - 150 Students Impacted 

5  150+ Students Impacted 



 

5. Contribution to Faculty (5): This criterion is evaluated after the entire application is 
reviewed (there is no separate section for this criterion on the application form). Projects 
improving or contributing to the overall profile of the Faculty of Science will be rated highly.  

 

6. Sustainability (5): Projects with a longer lifespan and sustainable growth plans will be 
rated more favourably. 

 

7. Budget Justification (5): Projects that have a thorough justification of each item in the 
budget will be evaluated more favourably. 

Points  Explanation 

0  The project does not contribute to the Faculty of Science. 

1  The project may contribute to the Faculty of Science, but the application 
information lacks explanation and important details. 

2   The project could contribute to the Faculty of Science, but the application 
information is vague and not well described overall. 

3  The project does contribute to the Faculty of Science. The application 
information shows some level of thought, but is vague in some parts. 

4  The project contributes to the Faculty of Science. The application 
information shows a depth of explanation, though some parts could have 

been developed more thoroughly. 

5  The project significantly contributes to the Faculty of Science. The 
application over all is well-explained and well thought-out. 

Points  Explanation 

0  <1 Year Lifespan 

1  1 Year Lifespan 

2   2 Years Lifespan 

3  3 Years Lifespan 

4  4 Years Lifespan 

5  5+ Years Lifespan 

Points  Explanation 

0  There is no explanation or justification of the budget.  

1  There is very little explanation or justification of the budget.  



 

2   There is some explanation of the budget, but it is not explained. 

3  There is some explanation of the budget, but only some aspects are 
explained. 

4  The budget is justified and most items on the budget are explained. 

5  The budget is fully justified and each item on the budget is explained in 
detail. 


