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r Should be funded in accordance with available resources
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Reviewer Comments:

SUMMARY RECOMMENDATION

Recommendation for funding: Based on the above elements together, the project is likely to achieve its stated goals
for promoting best practices in assessment within the grant period.

____Consider this proposal: Some elements were rated “Strong,” but others were rated “Satisfactory,” indicating some
areas that need further development. With feedback, the proposers could improve the project plan.

____Do not fund this proposal in its current form: The proposal does not align with the assessment grant program’s
goals, or several of the elements above were rated as “Developing.” With feedback, the proposers could revise their
project plan for consideration in future grant cycles.

Feedback to proposers:




