
SCALE TO BE USED FROM 1 DECEMBER 2011 

Grade Descriptor 

6 

An outstanding proposal that is world-leading in all of the following: 
scholarship; originality; quality; and significance.  It fully meets all the 
assessment criteria for the scheme and excels in many or all of these. It 
provides full and consistent evidence and justification for the proposal and 
management arrangements are clear and convincing.    
 
It should be funded as a matter of the very highest priority. 

5 

A proposal that is internationally excellent in all of the following: scholarship, 
originality quality and significance.  It fully meets or surpasses all the 
assessment criteria for the scheme. It provides full and consistent evidence 
and justification for the proposal and management arrangements are clear 
and convincing.   
 
It should be funded as a matter of priority, but does not merit the very 
highest priority rating. 

4 

A very good proposal demonstrating high international standards of 
scholarship, originality, quality and significance.  It meets all the assessment 
criteria for the scheme. It provides good evidence and justification for the 
proposal and management arrangements are clear and sound. 
 
It is worthy of consideration for funding. 

3 

A satisfactory proposal in terms of the overall standard of scholarship and 
quality but which is not internationally competitive and/or which is more 
limited in terms of originality/innovation, significance and/or its contribution 
to the research field. It satisfies at least minimum requirements in relation to 
the assessment criteria for the scheme, provides reasonable evidence and 
justification for the proposal and management arrangements are adequate 
overall.   
 
In a competitive context, the proposal is not considered of sufficient priority 
to recommend for funding. 

2 

A proposal of inconsistent quality which has some strengths, innovative ideas 
and/or good components or dimensions, but also has significant weaknesses 
or flaws in one or more of the following:  conceptualisation; design; 
methodology; and/or management. As a result of the flaws or weaknesses 
identified the proposal is not considered to be of fundable quality. A proposal 
should also be graded 2 if it does not meet all the assessment criteria for the 
scheme. 
 
It is not recommended for funding. 

1 

A proposal which falls into one or more of the following categories:  
• has unsatisfactory levels of originality, quality and/or significance  
• falls significantly short of meeting the assessment criteria for the 

scheme  
• contains insufficient evidence and justification for the proposal  
• displays limited potential to advance the research field 
• the  potential outcomes or outputs do not merit the levels of funding 

sought 
• is unconvincing in terms of its management arrangements or capacity 

to deliver the proposed activities.   
 
It is not suitable for funding. 

 


