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Assessment Scoring and Framework

Scoring guide

This scoring framework provides a guide for developing each applicant’s score against a merit criterion. Using the table below, scores are to be allocated
on a scale of Excellent to Unacceptable Quality for Criterion 1 and 2. Choose the score that best matches the applicant’s response. Supporting information
required to be provided with the application can be taken into consideration when determining each score for each Criterion.

When scoring applicants, consider whether the amount of detail provided by the applicant is relative to a PhD or post-doctoral project and complexity.

Criterion Weighting
1. Personal statement (25%) and CV (25%) 50%
2. Research plan 50%
Total 100%
a Should fund Belo andards fo dino
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2
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Quality Quality Quality Quality Quality Quality Quality
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