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Student name: 
 
Project Name: 
 
Reviewer: 
 
Date: 
 
General Guidelines and Expectations: 

• All Capital University undergraduate students who are in good academic standing are eligible, although preference is 
given to current sophomores and juniors. Students who are graduating in 2020 are not eligible.  

• A current, continuing member of the faculty who will be present on campus during the summer must serve as a mentor for 
the student. Mentors are expected to supervise project development and implementation and to routinely meet with the 
research student (a minimum of 10 meetings over the course of the project in addition to an orientation session and mid-
summer group check-in). Mentors must also participate in the EvaluateUR assessment process. 

• The student must be in residence on campus for the 10-week research experience, although some students may need to 
travel off campus to collect data and resources. Typically such trips should not exceed three weeks of the research 
experience. Trips to collect data and resources should be described in the project proposal, and justification for longer 
times away from campus should be included. Summer Scholars are not permitted to hold jobs or take classes during the 
term of their research. Summer Scholars are expected to devote a full 10 weeks exclusively to their project. 

• In addition to working with their advisors, students will be expected to meet regularly with each other and the Assistant 
Provost for Experiential Learning to share experiences. Academic, social and cultural experiences will be planned 
throughout the summer. Summer Scholars are expected to participate in all of these activities. Mentor participation is 
encouraged. Student-Mentor pairs must participate in the EvaluateUR assessment process. A portion of the student’s 
stipend will be withheld until completion of ALL EvaluateUR assessment steps. 

• All Summer Scholars are expected to present their work to the Capital community at the end of the summer and at the 
Symposium on Undergraduate Scholarship the year following completion of the Summer Scholar experience. Each 
student must also produce a final product that is submitted in electronic form for archiving. The final product is due to the 
Assistant Provost for Experiential Learning by the last day of the Summer Scholar period. 

• No academic credit is awarded for the Summer Scholar experience. 
• The 2020 Summer Scholar term runs from Monday, May 4 to Friday, August 7. Students are expected to conduct and 

complete their projects within this period. Presentations of Summer Scholars projects will take place on August 7. 
• NOTE TO REVIEWERS - Comments and rubrics will be shared with the applicant and mentor with the exception of any 

comments made in the “Additional confidential comments for selection committee” section of the evaluation form. 

Description of the proposed project (not more than 2 pages) 
This section should include the objectives or goals of the project, the question of interest, the scientific/scholarly context or 
background, methods, techniques, or activities used in the project, and expected outcomes. The roles and obligations of the 
student and mentor should be described. A brief description of the student’s past research or relevant experience should also be 
included. 
 

APPLICATION Yes No Not Applicable 
Cover sheet with signatures    

2 page project description     

Literature cited/Bibliography    

Dissemination Plan    

Timeline    

Travel/Trips    
IRB Proposal (included or plan 
for completing described)    



Capital University Undergraduate Summer Scholars Program 
Summer 2020 Evaluation Rubric 

 

 Exceptional 
(4) 

Very Good 
(3) 

Average 
(2) 

Fair 
(1) 

Poor 
(0) 

Project Description Description is clear, 
concise, and easy to 
understand. Even a 
non-specialist can 
understand the purpose 
and/or topic that will be 
studied. 

Description is clear and 
generally easy to understand 
with a few exceptions (e.g. 
uses some jargon). 

The description is adequate 
though the need for greater 
clarity is apparent. Description 
may not explain project 
concisely or with a 
clear general picture of 
proposed activities. 

Description is not clear. It may 
be verbose or utilize a lot of 
field-specific jargon. 

It is unclear what is being 
proposed. 

Research question, 
objectives and/or goals 

The research question, 
objectives and/or goals of the 
project are clearly stated and 
described. 

The research question, 
objectives and/or goals of the 
project are described well but 
could benefit from minor fine-
tuning. 

The research question, 
objectives and/or goals of the 
project are comprehensible but 
need further refinement/ 
clarification. 

The research question, 
objectives and/or goals of the 
project are implied but are not 
explicitly stated. 

The research question, 
objectives and/or goals of the 
project are not clearly stated or 
are nonexistent. 

Methodology and design The proposal 
clearly describes the 
methodology, design, 
research plan, processes, or 
procedures that will be used to 
complete the project. Based on 
their description, the approach 
is appropriate for the project 
and manageable. 

The proposal de- 
scribes the methodology, 
design, research 
plan, processes, or 
procedures that will be used 
to complete the project but 
further fine-
tuning/explanation is 
necessary. Otherwise, the 
approach seems appropriate 
and manageable. 

The proposal outlines the 
methodology, design, research 
plan, processes, or procedures 
that will be used to complete 
the project but further 
clarification is necessary as 
to how these are appropriate or 
manageable. 

The proposal 
does not explicitly describe the 
methodology, design, research 
plan, processes, or procedures 
that will be used to complete 
the project but there are 
statements inferring some kind 
of methodological approach. 

The proposal is lacking any 
explicit or implicit description of 
methodology, design, research 
plan, processes, or procedures 
that will be used to complete the 
project. 

Likelihood of 
successful completion 
of project 

Project has every reasonable 
expectation of being 
completed. 

High likelihood of success. Moderate likelihood of 
success. 

Likelihood of success is 
questionable. 

The project as designed has 
little chance of being 
successful. 

Originality The proposed project contains 
many significantly original, 
innovative, or creative 
aspect(s). 

Project contains some 
original, innovative, or 
creative aspect(s). 

The project contains no or few 
original, innovative, or 
creative aspect(s). 

It is not clear that the 
project is creative or 
innovative. 

The project is not creative or 
innovative. 



Adapted from University of Wisconsin, Superior: http://www.uwsuper.edu/ursca/events/upload/SURF_Rubric.pdf and Southwestern University: http://www.southwestern.edu/live/files/2215-hhmi-summer-research-proposal-
evaluation 

Scholarly 
Significance 

The proposed activities are 
clearly linked into the broader 
creative or research field. 
The scholarly impact is 
significant. 

The proposed activities are 
clearly linked into the broader 
creative or research field. 
The scholarly impact is 
moderately significant. 

A link is made between the 
proposed work and the 
broader creative or research 
field. 
The scholarly impact is modest. 

A link is made between the 
proposed work and the 
broader creative or research 
field.  It is not clear how the 
proposed activities will further 
the field as a whole, or how the 
scholarly community will 
benefit from the proposed 
activities. 

Contributions of the proposed 
activity to the broader field or 
scholarly community are not 
clearly stated or are 
nonexistent. 

Potential for Learning 
(Academic, career and 
personal development) 

Project will significantly 
enhance all three student 
development aspects. 

Project will enhance at 
least two student 
development aspects. 

Project may enhance one 
student development aspect. 

Enhancement of any 
development aspect is less 
clear or likely. 

Project does not speak to 
student’s development or only 
in the weakest manner. 

Expected Outcomes The expected outcomes of 
project are clearly stated. 
Significant products are 
described, such as 
presentations at regional or 
national conferences, 
publications in peer- 
reviewed journals, 
submission of a grant 
proposal, or projects with 
quantifiable community 
impact 

The expected outcomes of the 
project are clearly stated. 
Products of moderate impact 
are described, such as 
presentations at the 
Symposium on Undergraduate 
Scholarship, other 
presentations at the 
local level, or publications in 
non-peer reviewed sources 

The expected outcomes of the 
project are not clearly stated. 
The proposed products are of 
moderate impact. 

The expected outcomes of the 
project are not clearly stated. 
The proposed products are of 
minimal impact. 

The expected outcomes of the 
project are not clearly stated or 
are nonexistent. 
No products are clearly 
described. 

 Role, Involvement 
and Activities of 
Student and Faculty 
Mentor 

Role, involvement, and 
activities of student and faculty 
mentor are carefully 
presented and explained. It is 
obvious that the 
proposed activities are 
student-focused. Students will 
not be merely observing or 
performing menial tasks—they 
will be actively involved in the 
process of inquiry and/or 
scientific discovery. 

Role, involvement, and 
activities of student and 
faculty mentor are clearly 
presented.  Roles are 
appropriate. Student plays a 
central role in the planned 
activities though their creative 
input is limited. 

Role, involvement, and 
activities of student and 
faculty mentor are clearly 
described but are only 
generally presented. Student 
plays a role in the planned 
activities but is mostly involved 
in the implementation and/or 
dissemination of the project 
and has little or no creative 
input. 

Role, involvement, and 
activities of student and faculty 
mentor may be only 
vaguely presented. 
The plan for involvement of the 
student is not clearly articulated 
and appears to be limited in 
scope. The student is mostly an 
observer. 

Role, involvement, and 
activities of student and 
faculty mentor are only 
vaguely presented or 
absent. 
The student’s role is merely as 
a bystander or the role 
of the faculty mentor is only 
superficially presented. 

Timeline Timeline is clearly 
presented and is suitable for 
and meets all the activities 
described. 

Timeline may not be 
clearly presented but 
appears to be suitable for 
all the activities described. 

Timeline meets most of 
the activities proposed. 
Timeline may not be clearly 
presented. 

Timeline appears to meet less 
than half of the activities 
proposed. Not clearly presented. 

Timeline is not suitable for the 
activities described. 

http://www.uwsuper.edu/ursca/events/upload/SURF_Rubric.pdf
http://www.southwestern.edu/live/files/2215-hhmi-summer-research-proposal-evaluation
http://www.southwestern.edu/live/files/2215-hhmi-summer-research-proposal-evaluation


 

 
TOTAL POINTS (from Rubric)= ____________ 
 
 
Reviewer Comments (to be shared with student and faculty mentor): 
 Strengths: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 Weaknesses 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
What is your overall recommendation of the project for the Summer Scholars Program? (circle 
one) 
 

Highly 
recommend Recommend 

Recommend with 
reservations 

(explain below) 

Do not 
recommend 

 
 
 
 
Additional confidential comments for selection committee (not required): 


