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To avoid possible data loss, please use word processing software to
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" _Gram 2005-01556 Institution: University of Delaware Project Director: Mark Parcells
Application #

Conflict of Interest

CRITERION EVALUATION RECOMMENDATION

A. Potential for Advancing Quality of Acceptable?: If you choose FUND A5
Education; Advancing Areas of SUBMITTED, then the
National Need. ves O Matginal O No O points for this section

This criterion i used to assess the r~omments: should be within the

likelihood that the proposed program of range of 25-30

undergraduate or graduate study will result in
the development of outstanding graduates to
meet the future needs of a globally
interconnected, technologically advanced,

If you choose FUND
WITH MINOR REVISIONS,
then the points for this
section shauld be within

rapidly d_iversifyin_g and cansumer dri\_ten food the range of 18-25

and agricultural industry. Elements include:

quality of the chosen academic program, If you choose DO MOT
current and future dermand for graduates in FUND, then the paints for
chosen  disciplinesy, strength of the  wavimum length 2,000 characters this section should be 0-
curriculumn,  instructional  approaches, 17

strategies for developing critical thinking and

problem solving skills and prior success in .

or patential for graduating FellowsiScholars Points A I:l

B. Proposed Approach. Acceptable?; If you choose FUND A5
(a) Recruitment and selection: The SUBMITTED, then the
applicant's strategies and procedures for vag O Marginal O No O paints for this section
identifying and recruiting autstanding Comments: should be within the
students who are committed to careers in range of 21-25.

food and agricultural sciences and who will

increase the multicuitural diversity of the

wirkforce.

(b) Academic acvising, career counseling,

mentoring, and student support services:

The applicant's plans and procedures for
ing. _monitoring.  ouiding. _and If went chnase MO MOT

ill be timed out in 00:59:43 unless there is some activity,

If you choose FUND
WATH MINOR REWISIONS,
then the points for this
section should be within
the range of 15-20
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B. Proposed Approach. acceptable?: If you choose FUND A5
(a) Recruitment and selection: The SUBMITTED, then the
applicant's strategies and procedures for ves O Marainal O Mo O points for this section
identifying and recruiting outstanding Camments: shauld be within the
students who are committed to careers in range of 21-25

food and agricultural sciences and who will

increase the multicultural diversity of the If you choose FUND

VATH MINOR REVISIONS,

workiorce. then the points for this
(b) A - career ' section should be within
mentoring, and student support services: the range of 15-20

The applicant's plans and procedures for

assessing,  monitoring,  guiding,  and It you choose DO MOT
sustaining a ScholarsFellow's continued FUND, then the points for
commitment and pragress toward SBEUNNG  Maximum length 2,000 characters this section should be 0-
an education in preparation for a career in 14

the food and agriculiural sciences, and for

providing  appropriate career counseling, B
mentoring,  and  SuppoR  Serdces o Points B
SeholarsiFellows

(c) Program evaluation and dissemination:
The adequacy and reasonableness of the
applicant's plang, as reflected in the grant
application, for

(1) evaluating project managemeant and
effectiveness,

(2 tracking Scholars'Fellows'
accomplishments after graduation, and

(3) diszeminating project outeornes and
achigverments to a wide audience of
educatars and policy makers, in order to
expand the pipeline of outstanding students
interested in careers infood and agricultural

sciences.

C. Institutional Commitment and scceptable?: If you choose FUND AZ
Resources. SUBMITTED, then the
The degree to which the grant application  es O Marginal O No O points for this section
substantiates clearly: (1) that the facilties ~omments shauld be within the:
and equipment instructional  support range of 17-20.

resources and other academic atfributes are
excellent for providing outstanding teaching
and research at the forefrant of science and
technology related to the chosen discipling;

If you choose FUND
VWITH MINOR: REVISIONS,
then the points for this
section should be within

and (2) the commitment to support the the range of 1216
Scholars/Fellows education and research
over and beyond the funds provided by If you choose DO NOT
USDA. FUND, then the points for
Maximum length 2,000 characters this section should be 0-
Points C

ill be timed out in 00:58:00 unless there is some activity é



Tonls

it Wiew  Favorites Help

A - A
A > \ﬂ @ ,l\l y. ) search ‘a;:_(Favnr\tes {‘]

3

E:l https:iflocalhostfconflictAction.do

D. Key Personnel.

! Acceptable?:
The gualifications and roles of key staff

It you choose FUND A5
SUBMITTED, then the

assighed 1o the project, particulary the Yes O marginal O Mo O poirts for this section
project director and faculty or staff having the ~gmments should be within the
most frequent or influential contacts with g &) 1298
Scholars J Fellows. Elements include such
attributes as competence andfor experience UWyTU:;&DOU;eHFE%T;ONSI
in research, teaching, community service, then the points for this
working with  diverse cultural groups, sction should be wihin
students at risk of not completing their the range of 912
degree programs, and leading  similar
projects. If you choose DO MOT
FUND, then the paints for
Maximum length 2,000 characters tsh‘s section should be 0-
Points D l:l
E. Innovation. Acceptable?: If you choose FUND AZ
The degree to which the grant application SUBMITTED, then the
describes any innowvative, special features of  Yes o] Marginal (o] No O faoirits: forth\_s §e:t|on
the academic programis) that will be  comments should be within the

available especially to Scholars/Fellows ar
required as a part of their degree programi(s),
including:  an interdisciplinary, — mult-
disciplinary, or cross-disciplinary approach; a
focus  on innovative,  multi-disciplinary

education programs, matetial, or curricula; a
multi-university collaborative approach; an
emphasis on a collateral specialization ar

range of 9-10.

If you choose FUND
WITH MINOR REVISIONS,
then the points for this
section should be within
the range of 6-6.

If you choose DO MOT

minor in & related discipline; research FUND, then the poirts for
opportunities,  internships,  practicum,  waimum length 2,000 characters this gection should be 0-
experiential  learning  opportunities, 3
international researchieducational
experiences, and related work experiences. 5

pomntsE| |

Total Points

Fund as Submitted (F)

o

Fund with Minar Revisions (R}
(see comments ahove) O

Do Mot Fund (M)
(2)

Detailed Justification: Explain your decision if
you choose "Do Mot Fund.”

ill be timed out in 00:56:13 unless there is some activity.
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Points D l:l
E. Innovation. acceptable?: It you choose FUND AS
The degree to which the grant application SUBMITTED, then the
describes any innowative, special features of  ves O Marainal O Mo O points for this section
the academic programis) that will be  ~omments: shaould be within the:
available especially to Gcholars/Fellaws or range of 8-10.

required as a part of their degree programi(s),
including: — an interdisciplinary,  mmulti-
disciplinary, ar cross-disciplinary approach; a
focus  on  innovative, mult-disciplinany
education programs, material, or curricula; a
multi-university collaborative approach; an

It you choose FUND
WITH MINOR REWISIONS,
then the points for this
section should be within
the range of 6-5

erphasis on a collateral specialization ar It you chooss DO NOT
minor in a related discipline; research FUND, then the points for
opportunities,  internshipg,  practicum,  waximum length 2,000 characters this section should be 0-
experiential learning opportunities, )
international researchieducational
experiences, and related wark experiences.

? . poimsE| |

Total Points

Fund as Submitted (F) Fund with Minar Revisions {R) Do Mot Fund (k)
(] (see comments above) (0] ()

Detailed Justification: Explain your decision if
you chooge "Da Mot Fund.”

Maxitmum length 2,000 characters

o D

Aeconding to the Paperuork Reduction Act of 1995, an agency may net conduct or sponsor, and 3 persen is net required to respend to, @ collection of
information unless it displays a valid OMB control number. The walid OWB control number for this information collection ks 0524-0041. The time required to
complete this information collection is estimated to average § hours per response. including the time for reviewing instructions. searching existing data
sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed. and completing and reviewing the sollection of information
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Reviewer Worksheet

To avoid possible data loss, please use word processing software to

compose and save the text of your review, then copy and paste it info the

Usage tips: review texthoy

Also, please proofread your review carefully on the verification page as
some formatting and special characters may not be preserved

Education, and Extension Service

Reviewer Home | Home | Questionnaire | Change Password | User Guide | Col lentiality | Contact Us | Lt

OB MO.; 0524-0041

EXPIRATION DATE: 06/30/2008

Grant
Application #:

2005-01556 Institution: University of Delaware

Project Director: Mark Parcells

Conflict of Interest

CRITERION EVALUATION ‘OMMENDATION

A. Potential for Advancing Quality Accentable?:
of Education; Significance of the

Problem. ves O
This criterion is used to assess the Comments:

Marginal O Mo O

likelihood that the project will have an impact
upon and advance the guality of food and
agricultural  sciences by strengthening
institutional  capacities to meet clearly
delingated needs. Elements considerad
include institutional long-range  goals,
identification of a problem or opportunity to
be addressed, justification for the project,
innowation, advancing educational equity,

multidisciplinary  andfor  problem-hased
focus, and potential for adoption by other
institutions.

Maximum lenoth 2,000 characters

It you choose FUND A%
SUBMITTED, then the
points for this section
should ke within the
range of 26-30

If yiou choose FUND
WiITH MINOR REVISIONS,
then the points for this
section should be within
the range of 18-25

If you choose DO NOT
FUMD, then the points far
thiz section shauld ke 0-
17.

Points A I:l

B. Proposed Approach and
Cooperative  Linkages.
This criterion relates 1o the soundness ofthe  Yes O
proposed approach including objectives, comments:

Acceptahble?:
Marginal O Mo O

methadalogy, plan of operation, timetable,
expected products and results, evaluation,
and dissemination plans. Emphasis is
placed on the quality of educational or
research support provided to the applicant
institution through its partnerships and
collabarative initiatives, and an the potential
cooperative linkages lkely to evolve as a

It you choose FUND AS
SUBMITTED, then the
paints far this section
should ke within the
range of 21-25.

It yiou choose FUND
WITH MINOR REVISIONS,
then the points for this
section should be within
the range of 13-20.

It wou chooze DO NOT
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B. Proposed Approach and scceptable?: If you choose FUND AS
Cooperative  Linkages. SUBMITTED, then the
This criterion relales 1o the soundness ofthe  ves O Marginal O Mo O poirts for this section
proposed approach including objectives,  commants R R e lin i
methodology, plan of operation, timetable, range of 21-25.
expected products and results, evaluation,

: - P If you chanse FUND
and dissemination plans. Emphasis is VWITH MNOR REVISIONS
placed on the quality of educational or R D s o fis
research support provided to the applicant i S (o e
institution  through its parnerships and the range of 15-20
collaborative initiatives, and on the potential
cooperative linkages likely 1o evolve as a If you choose DO MOT
result of this project FUND, then the points for

Wcimum length 2,000 characters this section should be 0-
14
PoimtsB |
C. Institutional Capability and scceptable?: If you choose FUND AS
Capacity  Building. SUBMITTED, then the:
This criterion relates to the institution's  ves O Marginal (@] No O pmrﬂsfnrthi_ssedinn
capability to perform the project and the  commants R B e lin i
degree towhich the project will strengthen its range of 17-20.
teaching or research capacity. Elements
. o . If you chanse FUND
mc\ud;e thti mst\tdutlons comfmltm??ttto tl?e VWITH MNOR REVISIONS
project, the adeguacy of institutional R D s o fis
resources  (administrative,  facilities, i S (o e
equipment, andior raterials) available to the range of 12-16
carry out the project, potential for academic or
research enhancement, and plans for project If you choose DO MOT
continuation or expansion beyond the period FUND, then the points for
of USDA support Mecimum length 2,000 characters this section should be 0-
11
Poimsc |
D. Key Personnel. scceptable?: If you choose FUND AS
This criterion relates to the adeguacy of the SUBMITTED, then the
number and gualifications of key persons  Tes O Marginal O o O poirts for this section
who will develop and cany out the project, commants R B i i

range of 13-15.

It you choose FUND
WITH MINOR: REVISIONS,
then the points for this
section should be within
the range of 9-12

If you choose DO NOT
FUMD, then the points for
thiz section should be 0-
8

ill be timed out in 00:57:47 unless there is some activity.
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D. Key Personnel.
This criterion relates to the adequacy of the

Acceptable?:

If you choose FUND A5
SUBMITTED, then the

nurmber and gualifications of key persons  ves O Marginal O Mo © poirts for this section
who will develop and carry out the project, comments: should be within the
and the qualifications of project personnel range of 13-15.
who will provide for the assessment of
If you choose FUND
E_rmect_ r;ﬂjesultsrth anc:- dlmpacls and YMITH MINOR REVISIONS,
issemination ofthese findings. thenthe poirts for this
section should be within
the range of 9-12
If you choose DO NOT
FUND | then the points for
Maximum length 2,000 characters this section should ke 0-
&
Points D l:l
E. Budget and Cost-Effectiveness. Acceptable?: If you choose FUND A5
This criterion relates to the extent to which SUBMITTED, then the
the total budget adequately suppors the Yes O Marginal O Mo O poirts for this section
project and is cost efective. Elements  comments: shauld be within the

considered include the 7 ity and
reasonableness of costs to carry out project
activities and achieve project objectives; the
appropiateness  of  budget  allocations

between the applicant and any collaborating
institution(s); the adeguacy of time

cornmitted to the project by key project
personnel; and the degree to which the
project maximizes the use of limited

resources, opfimizes educational value for
the dollar, achieves economies of scale,
leverages additional funds, and focuses
expettise  and  actvity on  high-priotity

educational or research need areas

Maximum length 2,000 characters

range of 9-10.

If you choose FUND
VATH MINOR: REYISIONS,
then the poirts for this
zection should be within
the range of 6-8

If you choose DO KNOT

FUND, then the points for
this section shauld be 0-
B

points| |

Fund as Submitted (F)

Fund with Minor Revisians (R)

Do Mot Fund (N}

(@] {see comments abave) O o}
Detailed Justification: Explain your decision if
you choose "Do Mot Fund.”

Total Points

ill be tirmed out in 00:56:48 unless there is some ackivity.
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E. Budget and Cost-Effectiveness. Acceptable? If you choose FUND AS
This criterion relates 1o the extent to which SUBMTTTED, thenthe
the tolal budget adeguately supports the Yes O Marginal O Mo O points for this section
praject and is cost effective. Elemerts  comments should be within the
considered include the and tange of 9-10

reasonakleness of costs to cary out project
activities and achieve project objectives; the
appropriateness  of budget  allocations

between the applicant and any callaborating

If you choose FLUND
WITH MINOR REYISIONS,
then the points for this
zection should be within

institution{s); the adeguacy of time the range of 6-8
committed to the project by key project

personnel; and the degree to which the If you choose DO HOT
project maximizes the use of limited FUND, then the points for
resources, optimizes educational value for  exmum length 2,000 characters this section should be O-
the dollar, achieves economies of scale, 5.

leverages additional funds, and focuses

expertise  and activity on  high-priority .

educational or research need areas Points El:l

Total Points

Fund as Submitted (F) Fund with Minor Revisions (R) Do Mot Fund (M)

(] (see comments above) O O
Detailed Justification: Explain your decision if
you choose "Do Mot Fund.”

Mazimum length 2,000 characters

T D

#evonding to the Papemwork Reduction Act of 1895, an agency may not conduct or sponsor, and a person is not required to respond to, @ collection of
information unless it displays a valid OMB control number. The valid OB control number for this information collection s 0520041 . The time required to
complete this information collection is estimated to average 5 hours per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data
sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of information.
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