Graduate Dean’s Distinguished Awards Evaluation Rubrics

Reviewer Note: Evaluation should reflect excellence relative to the expectations of the degree level (e.g., master’s thesis or doctoral dissertation/project) and the norms of the discipline.

A. Thesis and Dissertation Rubric
	Criterion
	4 – Exceptional
	3 – Strong
	2 – Satisfactory
	1 – Limited

	Scholarly Merit & Rigor
	Exceptional rigor and depth appropriate to the degree level; strong command of methods, theory, and literature
	Solid rigor with minor limitations
	Meets degree-level expectations with notable gaps
	Below expected standards for degree level

	Originality & Contribution
	Clear, original, compelling, and meaningful contribution appropriate to the degree level
	Meaningful originality or synthesis
	Modest contribution appropriate for degree completion
	Minimal originality beyond requirements

	Clarity & Quality of Communication
	Exceptionally well written, organized, and clear
	Generally clear and well organized
	Adequate but uneven clarity or organization
	Poor clarity or organization

	Significance & Impact
	Strong potential for dissemination or impact appropriate to degree level
	Clear relevance or potential impact
	Limited broader relevance
	Little or no significance beyond requirements

	Nomination Letter
	Demonstrates the submission is compelling, exemplary, clearly worthy of recognition, original, publishable, and contributes substantially to and advances the field/discipline
	Demonstrates the submission is deserving of recognition, original, and contributes to the field/discipline.
	Demonstrates the submission is minimally deserving of recognition, less than original, and minimally contributes to the field/discipline
	Fails to or very minimally demonstrates the submission is deserving of recognition, original, or contributes to the field.



Overall Assessment:
[bookmark: Check4][bookmark: Check2][bookmark: Check3]|_| Recommend for Dean’s Award    |_| Strong finalist    |_| Not selected
B. Project Rubric
	Criterion
	4 – Exceptional
	3 – Strong
	2 – Satisfactory
	1 – Limited

	Innovation & Creativity
	Highly innovative or creative approach appropriate to degree level
	Some originality or creative elements
	Modestly innovative
	Minimal innovation

	Application & Relevance
	Strong applied relevance; effectively addresses real needs
	Clear applied value with minor limitations
	Moderate relevance
	Little or no applied relevance

	Execution Plan
	Well-developed, feasible, and thoughtfully designed plan
	Solid plan with minor gaps
	Adequate but underdeveloped plan
	Weak or unrealistic plan

	Communication & Professionalism
	Exceptionally clear, polished, and professional
	Generally clear and professional
	Adequate but uneven
	Poor clarity or professionalism

	Nomination Letter
	Demonstrates the submission is compelling, exemplary, clearly worthy of recognition, original, and contributes substantially to and advances the field/profession
	Demonstrates the submission is deserving of recognition, original, and contributes to the field/profession 
	Demonstrates the submission is minimally deserving of recognition, less than original, and minimally contributes to the field/profession
	Fails to or very minimally demonstrates the submission is deserving of recognition, original, or contributes to field/profession



Overall Assessment:
|_| Recommend for Dean’s Award    |_| Strong finalist    |_| Not selected

