
Rubric for Proposals 
 
The McGillicuddy Humanities Center’s Fellowship Selection Committee will use this 

rubric to assess proposals. Use this as a guide as you develop your own proposal. Please 

remember that a Level 1 proposal puts you in the running for funding but does not 

guarantee funding. As with most fellowships, the number of awards is determined by 

our funding, and may change each semester. 

 

**** This rubric was modified from a rubric created by the University of North 

Carolina’s Office for Undergraduate Research (OUR). 

 

Level 1 Proposal (high priority for funding): 

 
• The proposal has a research question that is interesting, fresh, and significant for an 
undergraduate. The student explains their ideas in an organized and compelling way. 

 

• The research question is appropriate for this student. It is feasible in scope, and the 

student gives convincing evidence that she/he can carry out the project successfully: 

excellent grades in relevant courses, independent investigation and background 

knowledge and skills (including artistic skills or language skills when relevant), 

awareness of IRB issues, important contacts established, etc. 

 

• The student describes “research methods” or “theoretical frameworks” that are 

appropriate to the discipline and the project. 

 
• The project is clearly located in the “humanities” and the student has clearly 

framed the ways in which their inquiry is humanistically driven. 

 

• The student’s plan for disseminating their research to the public is well thought out 

and realistic, and includes plans for engagement with his or her peers. 

 

• The faculty research advisor support letter strongly indicates that the research project 

is significant and gives good evidence that the student has the qualifications to carry out 

the project successfully within the time period allotted. The faculty expertise is a good 

match for the proposed project and the mentoring plan is appropriate. 

 

Level 2 Proposal (acceptable for funding, but lower priority): 

 
• The proposal has a research question that is interesting, but may or may not be 

particularly original or significant, and/or the student explains his or her ideas in an 

organized, but not particularly compelling way 



• The research question may or may not be appropriate for this student. It may or may 

not be feasible in scope, and the student may or may not provide enough evidence of 

her/his preparation to carry out the project. 

 

• The student's description of “research methods” or “theoretical frameworks” may be 

incomplete. 

 
• The project is not clearly located in the “humanities” as a set of disciplines 

and/or the student has not clearly framed the ways in which their inquiry is 

humanistically driven. 

 

• The student’s plans for disseminating their research to the public and their peers is 

promising, but is limited in scope or needs clarification. 

 

• The faculty advisor support letter indicates that the research project is interesting and 

but may or may not give good evidence that the student has the qualifications to carry 

out the project successfully within the summer time period. The area of faculty expertise 

may be outside of the main focus of the project. 

 

Level 3 Proposal (unacceptable for funding): 

 
• The proposal does not have a research question or the question is one that has already 

been addressed. The ideas in the student’s proposal are difficult to follow. 

 

• The research question is not appropriate for this student. It may not be feasible in 

scope and/or the student may give no evidence of having done preliminary planning or 

of being prepared to carry out the project successfully. 

 

• The student does not identify a “research method” or describes a method that is not 

appropriate for the research question. 

 
• The project is not located within the humanities as a set of disciplines and/or the 

student fails to frame the project as humanistically driven. 

 

• The student’s plans for sharing their research with the public is missing, unrealistic, or 

lacks connection to their actual proposed thesis and project goals. 

 

• The faculty advisor support letter is general and gives little indication that the research 

project is important or that the student has the specific qualifications to carry out the 

project within the summer time period. 


