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	Section A: PROGRAM AND PROJECT

	Programme Leader:  

Title of Programme:

Research Area:

List of Project & Project Leader:

1

Principal Investigator: 

Project Title:

2

Principal Investigator: 

Project Title:

3

Principal Investigator: 

Project Title:

4

Principal Investigator: 

Project Title:



	Section B: SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENT (Please tick appropriate box)

	                                                                                                  Poor  Inadequate Acceptable  Good    Very Good









                 1              2
          3
     4               5

   1.

Completeness of project background …………     

   2.

Research Approach and Technical   

            Objectives   
              i)   Review of the Literature   ……………………..

             ii)   Project Objectives   …………………………….

             iii)  Methodology   …………………………………..

   

  3.       Multi-disciplinary…………………………………….

  4.       Multi-departmental ………………………..………

	5.       Viability of Research  ……………………………….

6.       The experience, qualifications, availability and 

            track record of research team 

  

             i)   Capability of project leader   ………..……………..

             ii)   Capability, appropriateness and availability 

                   of research team  ……………………………….


   7.      Utilisation of existing/available infrastructure …  
   8.
  Time Planning   ………………………………………

   9.      Output target in developing human capital

            Publication, IP and Commercialization…………..            
   10.    Research output target (publication/conference 

          proceeding/ intellectual property)…………………..

   11.      Overall Assessment   ………………………………
   12.      Others: ..................................................................


	Section C: RECOMMENDED FUNDING 

	Projects

YEAR 1

YEAR 2

YEAR 3

TOTAL

                                                                                                     Poor  Inadequate Acceptable  Good    Very Good
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   1.

Appropriateness of cost estimates   

	SECTION D:  PROGRAMME EVALUATION COMMENTS

	Application recommended for submission 

 

 Application to be revise (Please list reasons in below in comment by Panel)



	Comment by Panel

Corrective Action by PL
TO BE VERIFIED BY CHIEF  ASSESSOR

     The programme leader has done the necessary revision to his/her proposal.

 

     The programme leader did not revise his/her proposal



	SECTION E: RECOMMENDATION BY UTASRF PANEL OF ASSESSOR

	Please tick ( √ )  

Recommended:

                             A.     Highly Recommended                                               

                             B.     Recommended                                                              

                             C.      Not Recommended (Please specify reason)                

Comments:

Signature:
Chief Assessor  Name:                                                                                        

Date:




SUMMARY OF ASSESSMENT
1.
Completeness of project background
Is the literature review adequate, current and relevant to the proposal? 
Is the problems statement be addressed sufficiently clear? 
Is the title for the proposal acceptable (Precise and specific; Reflect key ides) ?

2.
Research Approach and Technical Objectives

Is the research approach consistent with the objectives and the scientific and practical aspects of the research methodology? Consider the approach to data collection, data analysis and applicability of the proposed equipment.

3.
Multi-disciplinary and Multi-departmental

Is the program considered multi-disciplinary and multi-departmental ?
4.
Viability of Research
Are the issues to be addressed realistic and narrow for 2-3 year study? Is the methodology (the procedure and the methods to be applied in the study) current, reasonable, adequate and appropriate? Assessor should assess this by taking into consideration the risks of support equipment failure, inadequate technical support, etc.                 

5.
The Experience, Qualifications, Availability and Track Record of Research Team

Assessor should consider the relevant experience and background of the Programme Leder, Princpal Investigator and co-researcher. Have they successfully completed related projects? The assessor evaluation should be based on the evidence contained in the proposal pertaining to their experience, availability and the indicated amount of effort by the principal investigator and team.
6.
Capability of Programme Leader/project leader
Has the applicant conducted related research in the area/field of specializations? Has the applicant published within the proposed area? Are his/her previous works relevant to the current proposal? 

7.
Capability, appropriateness and availability of research team
Are the co-researchers in the relevant area? Are there adequate justification given to justify recruitment of more than one research assistants?


8.
Appropriateness of cost estimates   
Is the proposed budget reasonable and acceptable?
9.
Utilization of existing/available infrastructure
Assessor should ensure that the applicant  utilized the exsisting/available facilitlies of the University. 
