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	Section A : To Be Completed By Applicant

	This project will be parked under  which RC (i.e the most relevant)
	:
	_______________________________


	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	
	Principal Investigator
	:
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	UTAR KTP Title
	:
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 Section B : To Be Completed By RC Chairperson and Internal Evaluator

	 
	SCORING

1
2
3
4
5
Seriously Inadequate 
Inadequate 
Acceptable 
Good
Very Good
CRITERIA 
RC Chairperson (A)
Internal Evaluator (B)
1. Completeness of Application    

[Guide for Evaluation: Is the application form complete? Does the literature review give adequate, current and relevant background to the proposal? Is the problem statement to be addressed sufficiently clear to the evaluator? Is the title appropriate for the proposal? ]
 

 

2. The capability Programme Leader and Team Members 

[Guide for evaluation: Has the team conducted relevant / similar programme/s in the proposed Area? Are track records relevant to the current proposal? If the Programme leader/team is a beginner, please indicate so]

 
 
3. Commitment of Partner    

[Guide for evaluation: Is the proof of collaboration convincing? * For community this is based solely on letter of acceptance.]          
 

 
4. Knowledge to be Transferred 

[Guide for evaluation: Is the knowledge to be transferred relevant to the title and problem statement?     
 

 
5. Merit and Viability of Programme

[Guide for evaluation: Does the programme show merit according to the Area addressed? Is the programme methodology/approach applicable, appropriate and sufficiently rigorous? Is the programme statement realistic and manageable within the proposed duration?]
 

 
6. Output/ Impact of Programme  

[Guide for evaluation: Are the suggested output measurable and can be quantified? Can the programme be replicated and address sustainability?]
 

 
7. Budget

[Guide for evaluation: Does the proposed budget cost-effective, fully justified and does not exceed the ceiling amount?]
TOTAL
 

 
GRAND TOTAL
[(A) + (B)] /2 =

1

Seriously inadequate

2

Inadequate

3

Acceptable

4

Good

5

Very Good

*Please sign after the PI has made the revision

	 
	Evaluated by RC Chairperson
	:
	 
Application recommended for submission 

Resubmission with minor revision 
Not recommended
Reason:

Comments: 


	

	 
	Signature  
	:
	 
	

	 
	Date           
	:
	 


	

	 
	

	 
	Evaluated by Internal Reviewer
	:
	 
Application recommended for submission

Resubmission with minor revision
Not recommended
Reason:

Comments: 


	

	 
	Signature  
	:
	 
	

	 
	Date           
	:
	 


	

	
	

	 Section C : Recommendation by Faculty

	Recommendation by Faculty
	:
	Application recommended for submission 

Application not recommended.

Reason:

Comments: 



	Signature  
	:
	

	Date      
	:
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