Applicant |Reviewer Notes Backgro [Benefits: |Composit|Budget: [Total
Student ID und: ion: Points
- Benefits -
- linkedto |-Clear, |Complete
Academ [professio |flows , detailed,
ic nal logically, [reasonabl
interest |growth & [reasonabl|e, logical
s and developmje -
goals ent - Supportin
stated |- Benefits |[Technical|g
- linked to [terms docs/link
Excellent, but needs to be condensed.
Great clarity and flow, but failure to meet word
count harms technical precision, resulting in the
deduction of 4 marks
Citation was not necessary and contributed to the
102057226|exceeding word count 20 40 6 30 96
Great application overall, but applicant does not
provide an explanation for preferring a one-way
flight when applicant will most likely have to return
102057226(to Albuquerque when the conference is over. 20 40 10 29 99




102057226

the word count is 590, but with footnotes the word
countis 672 words.

Completed every section of the application.
Budget completed using budget template.

Activity is a qualifying activity - they specifically
state they will not be presenting anything at the
conference.

Attended a workshop during the AY June 1 -May 31

Background:

The activity is explained with a direct link to this
applicant's academic goals. They state where they
are atin their academic career.

Benefit:

The conference is described in detail with how the
very subject matter of the presentations during the
conference willimpact the applicant's academic
and career trajectory. Well done.

Composition:

This narrative flows very clearly, and there were no
grammatical mistakes, but they used about five or
six terms that I could count without explaining them
at all. These definitely seem like terms that are
commonplace in their field, but would be
completely unknown to a layperson.

20

40

25

91

102026958

19

38

25

90




102026958

Completed every section of the application.
Budget completed using budget template.

* | don't think this activity is a qualifying activity.
They went to a Leadership Conference, but they
state they served as a Life Group Coach while they
were there. They state their role was to mentor
student participants, facilitate leadership
workshops, and supervise group projects and
activities.

Attended a workshop during the AY June 1 -May 31.

Background:
They clearly state what their career goals are and
how their academics will get them there.

Benefits:

They spoke to how this experience directly
supported their career interests. They were able to
tie this activity into their current stage in their
academic program.

Composition:

There weren't any grammatical errors. The ideas
expressed in this document flowed logically. They
explained what their role as a life group coach
entailed.

Budget:

20

40

10

30

100

102026958

This is a strong and compelling proposal that
clearly connects the applicant’s experience to their
academic and professional goals. Itis coherent,
well-composed, and appropriately emphasizes
public service, ethical leadership, and community
impact.

20

40

10

30

100

102025046

20

38

10

30

98

102025046

19

38

28

94

102025046

Supporting document shows airline ticket fares
which does not match the destination of the
conference.

20

40

10

28

98

102014792

Good application overall, but applicant's budget
makes it a bit hard to ascertain how much they
needed from the PDG and how much they were
requesting from other sources.

20

38

26

93




102014792

The document was detailed, provided academic
background, goals, and links to professional
development. The only thing i can advise is at the
end have a section that highlights exactly what the
funds are for (one or two sentences will 'put the
final touch’).

20

40

10

30

100

102014792

Academic interests should be stated in more detail.
Benefits linked to career goals should be explained
in more detail.

In the budget table, the amount from GPSA is $246,
while in the online PDG form, it is mentioned $600.
The budget table is not well organized and
completed, e.g., some rows have only links.

The supporting document doesn’t include receipts
or proofs of all costs mentioned in the budget table.

16

35

10

21

82

101949092

Goals are clearly stated and detailed. Linked to
professional development and a degree program.
Budget researched and completed.

20

40

10

30

100

101949092

This application is well written. The background and
interested were clear. The benefits to personal and
career development were well articulated. There is
logical flow in the proposal. However, the applicant
indicated in the budget that "airfare to Ghana" |
don't know if its a typo error. But the conference is
taking place in Nashville.

20

40

10

25

95

101949092

Applicant's academic interests are clearly stated,
and the benefit of the conference on student's
professional growth are evident. While student
mentions advantages of attendance, there is a brief
mention of sharing knowledge so | am not sure if
student intends to present their research. Without
references, applicant's proposal also falls slightly
below the minimum word count. Their requested
amount from GPSA on the budget is less than the
actual amount they requested, but the request is
still reasonable based on their out-of-pocket costs.
Proposalis written very well.

20

40

10

25

95




Academic interests and goals stated: The applicant
clearly expresses interest in gender policies and
political science, particularly related to women
empowerment and diplomacy.

Activity and its significance described: Participation
in the SICSS and interest in attending ISA West is
described thoroughly, with emphasis on
professional development.

rofessional growth & development: The essay
explains how the ISA West convention will enhance
research, grant writing, and networking skills. The
applicant articulates how exposure to discussions
on global diplomacy, gender parity, and policy will
benefit their dissertation and future academic
career.

Career goals linkage: The connection between the
applicant's research on First Lady Diplomacy and
the themes of the conference is well articulated.
Also, there's a clear tie to long-term goals such as
faculty positions and academic contributions.

101945434 20 40 10 30| 100
Goals stated and detailed. Linked to professional
development and state in degree program.
Technical terms like “global ladyship first” could
have been defined. Budget researched and
101945434|completed. 20 40 7 30 97




101945434

Completed every section of the application.

Budget completed using budget template - but a
few columns for the items were left blank.

Activity is a qualifying activity.

Attended a workshop during the AY June 1 - May 31.

Background:
There is a clear link between the student's interests
and the conference material.

Benefits:
The conference material will further the student's
academic and career goals.

Composition:

The wording and ideas were not always clearly
expressed and there were a handful of grammatical
errors.

They explained the conference really well but kept
using this phrase: first ladyship/first lady diplomacy
without ever really explaining this ideology.

They also had 2 points taken off because the
proposal did not contain "Background" and
"Benefits" sections like it is suggested in the Grants
code.

Budget:
There were some missing sections on the budget

20

40

27

92

101889689

Good application essay. Nonetheless, the
applicant could have specified the exact dates of
the conference as well as better clarified in the
budget how much they were expecting from the
PDG versus how much they were expecting from
other sources. Also, applicant doesn't show in the
budget submitted the exact place/neighborhood in
conference city that they'll be commuting from
using rideshare apps so it's hard to verify how much
they actually will be needing for commute during
the conference just from the generic link provided.
Again, supporting documentation provided for the
PDG does not align with the proposed activity
contained in the PDG application essay and
budget.

20

36

10

22

88




101889689

Completed every section of the application.

Budget completed using budget template.

Activity is a qualifying activity.

Attended a workshop during the AY June 1 - May 31.

Background:

There is a clear line drawn between the conference
they would like to attend and their academic
ambitions.

Benefits:

They stated that this conference will be an
excellent place to network which is essential for
their career progression.

Composition:

| found just a few grammatical errors, but what was
lacking was the definition of technical terms.
Laypeople would be lost immediately upon reading
this proposal. The main explanation of their
educationalinterests is far too technical.

Budget:

They had many empty cells in the budget sheet on
rows where they had items. The total from the
amount they were requesting from GPSA well
exceeded $600. The total cost should have the
money they are requesting from other funding

20

40

76

101889689

Academic interests and goals should be stated in
more detail.

The supporting document doesn’t include receipts
or proofs of all costs mentioned in the budget table.

16

40

10

15

81

101852886

There is clarity and logical flow the application.
Academic interest and benefits were clearly
outlined. There was no mention of how unm
community would benefit from this experience.
Your budget is good, however you do not have
enough supporting documents for your application.

20

35

20

83




101852886

Applicant's budget is reasonable and their
academic interest is well defined. They state that
they will not be conducting research of their own,
but assisting another research team, which will
benefit their professional development. Proposal
and budget are clear.

20

40

10

30

100

101852886

20

40

10

28

98

101845153

The academic interest and the background are well
grounded. The professional benefits are well
articulated, however | didn't see how the UNM
community could also potentially benefits. The
links attached to the cost components does not
specifically make it verifiable.

20

35

10

20

85

101845153

Applicant's budget is very organized, detailed, and
reasonable. | enjoyed reading their proposal, which
met the required word count and clearly explained
student's area of interest and how the training will
benefit their career.

20

40

10

30

100

101845153

Proposalis well written and supported. The
supporting documents and budget have been
verified. The training that the applicant proposes to
undertake can have significant benefits to their
future research pursuits.

20

40

10

30

100

101292799

20

36

29

94

101292799

20

40

10

30

100




101292799

clearly stated (PhD in Biology, MPH, working
epidemiologist).

The applicant submitted a good application, but
failed to mention the exact location and date on
which the conference would take place in his
essay.

The applicant did not explain the activity
“Molecular Mycology: Current Approaches to
Fungal Pathogenesis. very well, but rather attached
a link to the course website, which makes the
review time-consuming.

The applicant missed an opportunity to briefly
summarize the content or structure of the course.

While the inclusion of a URL is helpful for
verification, relying solely on it places the burden
on the reviewer to search for and extract key
information.

Since the course is central to the proposal,
summarizing the course content in 1-2 sentences
would have:

Improved clarity.

Demonstrated understanding of how the course

16

40

10

30

96

101975751

Academic interests should be stated in more detail.
Benefits linked to career goals should be explained
in more detail.

Supporting document doesn’t include receipts or
proofs of all costs mentioned in the budget table,
e.g., Ground transportation and Conference
registration Fee.

16

36

10

27

89

101975751

The applicant’s academic interest should be
explained more clearly.

Benefits linked to career goals should be stated
more clearly.

supporting documents for registration fee and
ground transportation do not confirm these costs in
budget.

17

35

10

26

88




101975751

Proposal seems to hint at more research related
activities than professional development reason.
However, it does point out professional
development goals and benefits.

Might be a better application to SRG

20

30

10

30

90

102043845

20

40

25

93

102043845

20

40

10

30

100

102043845

20

40

10

30

100

Disqualified

101796832

Academic interests and goals should be stated in
more detail.

The budget table is not accurately completed, e.g.,
the summation of all costs in each row should be
equal to the total cost of that row.

The supporting document lacks receipts or proofs
for all costs listed in the budget table. For instance,
the hotel cost is $679.28, whereas the budget table
only mentions $339.

16

40

10

24

90

101796832

The applicant’s academic interest should be
explained more clearly.

Budget is not completed very well. For example,
AMOUNT REQUESTED FROM GPSA for flight cost is
230 but total cost is 317. Also, supporting
document for hotel doesn't confirm hotel costin
budget.

17

40

10

25

92

101796832

Nicely written.

One thing that would help round out the application
is to put a section on intended use of funds and
state in a one or two liner.

20

40

10

30

100

102057237

Presenting, does not apply for PDG. Missing
supporting documents for flight and hotel. linked to
to professional growth & development, career
goals. Academic interests stated.

20

40

10

20

90

102057237

The academic interest and goals were well
describe. The benefits to professional development
are well explained. There is logical flow of your
application. However the supporting documents
were not enough. The verification links were not
verifiable.

20

34

10

20

84




102057237

Cannot open one of the budget links. Supporting
material has applicant's name and personalinfo.
Budget is otherwise reasonable. Proposal s over
word limit, and PDG proposal includes language

about student presenting their research.

20

40

10

25

95

101784302

The research is an interesting area. The research
and interest are well expressed. The link attached
to the budget are not verifiable, however the
supporting documents are very strong and great.
How the grant will benefit the professional
development are well expressed.

20

35

10

25

90

101784302

18

40

10

30

98

101784302

20

40

10

30

100

101922963

The Proposalis less than 500 words and not strong
enough of explaining background and benefits.

10

30

20

67

101922963

16

38

25

88

101922963

guideline questions" rather than writing a flowing

20

40

30

98

101598526

The application seems to hint at research related
activities and this application might be better
suited as an SRG. In any case, the porposal does
make the key element of the participation in the
event professional development.

20

30

10

30

90

101598526

Goals clearly stated and detailed. Linked to
professional development and state in degree
program. Budget researched and completed. Well
done!

20

40

10

30

100

101598526

Benefits linked to professional growth &
development should be explained more.

20

36

10

30

96

The applicant’s academic interest should be
explained more clearly.

Supporting documents do not confirm budget costs
for airfare, hotel, etc.

total cost for lodging is 100 while the amount
requested from GPSA is 257!

17

40

10

10

77

Great budget with detailed links and supporting
materials. Proposal meets word count and features
information on student's field and the benefits of
the conference on their professional development.
Afew technical terms were hard to follow.

20

40

30

98




Goals are clearly stated and detailed. Linked to
professional development and degree program.
Budget researched and completed. Well done and
good luck!

20

40

10

30

100




