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Introduction

The Computer and Information Sciences Review Panel consisting of Dr. John Gorgone, Bentley
College, and Dr. John Trimble, Howard University, met February 13, 2009 via phone conference to
evaluate twenty (20) proposals submitted to the Louisiana Board of Regents requesting funds
through the Enhancement component of the Board of Regents Support Fund.

The panel received the following materials prior to the visit: (1) all proposals and appropriate rating
forms; (2) a summary of the proposals submitted listing titles, Pls, their institutions, and funds
requested; (3) a copy of the most recent Computer and Information Sciences report (FY 2005-06);
and (4) the FY 2008-09 Traditional and Undergraduate Enhancement Request for Proposals
containing criteria for evaluation. After studying all proposals, the panel reviewed and evaluated
them. During the review each proposal was discussed individually and its merits were evaluated
with respect to criteria detailed in the RFP. Each proposal received a thorough and impartial review.
Subsequent to the individual evaluations, the panel ranked all proposals and recommended funding
levels for those deemed worthy of funding.

The twenty (20) Computer and Information Sciences proposals submitted in FY 2008-09 requested a
total of $2,106,433 in first-year funds. Nine (9) proposals were highly recommended for funding,
seven (7) of those at reduced levels.

Table I contains a rank-order list of proposals highly recommended for funding, together with the
recommended funding levels. Table II contains a list of proposals not recommended for funding. A
detailed review of each proposal follows immediately after the tables. A summary of all proposals
submitted (Appendix A) and a copy of the rating forms used in the evaluations (Appendix B) are
attached at the end of the report.



TABLE |
PROPOSALS HIGHLY RECOMMENDED FOR FUNDING

First Year First Year Second Year| Second Year
Proposal Funds Funds Funds Funds
Rank | Rating Number Institution | Requested | Recommended | Requested | Recommended
1 82 006C/1S-09 LaTech $50,156 $50,156
2 81 007C/1S-09 LaTech $79,625 $79,625
3 78 004C/1S-09 LSU-BR $100,800 $80,800
3 78 005C/1S-09 LSU-S $156,517 $90,300
3 78 015C/1S-09 ULL $83,464 $77,000
6 77 010C/1S-09 SUNO $70,360 $45,000
6 77 013C/1S-09 ULL $90,620 $76,169
6 77 019C/1S-09 UNO $181,944 $112,400
9 75 018C/1S-09 ULL $105,000 $65,000
TOTALS: $918,486 $676,450 $0 $0
TABLE Il
PROPOSALS NOT RECOMMENDED FOR FUNDING
First Year First Year Second Year| Second Year
Proposal Funds Funds Funds Funds
Rank | Rating Number Institution | Requested | Recommended | Requested | Recommended
10 69 016C/1S-09 ULL $120,000 $0
11 68 001C/1S-09 CEN $73,188 $0
11 68 003C/1S-09 Dillard $123,503 $0
11 68 011C/1S-09 SUNO $25,592 $0
11 68 012C/1S-09 SUNO $41,846 $0
15 67 017C/1S-09 ULL $173,413 $0
16 66 014C/1S-09 ULL $87,169 $0
17 64 020C/1S-09 UNO $186,092 $0
18 62 008C/1S-09 MCN $91,740 $0
18 62 009C/1S-09 SUBR $130,587 $0 $118,347* $0
20 51 002C/1S-09 Dillard $134,818 $0
TOTALS: $1,187,948 $0 $118,347 $0

*The RFP restricts Second Year requests to $50,000.




RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 001C/1S-09
INSTITUTION: Centenary College
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Integrating Grid Computing Into Computer Science Courses
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Mark H. Goadrich
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)
A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 10 (of 15 points)
A3 4 (of 5 points) B.3 10 (of 20 points)
B.4 4 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 4 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No
C.2 1 (of 1 point)
C3 3 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 10 (of 12 points)
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 1 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a 6 (For S/E) F.1 1 (of 4 points)
or (of 10 points)
E.2b (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes X No
H. Total Score: 68 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $73,188
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

A parallel grid computing lab of 42 quad-core machines is proposed to provide students with practical
experience of large-scale distributed computing. The proposal could be improved by providing a
clear, compelling argument as to how the machines will be used and why 42 machines are required
for the application of grid-based parallel computing to serve an average class enrollment between 9 to
15 students. The enhancement plan does not present a strong case for how each objective will be
evaluated. There are five faculty involved, but a small number of students will be impacted (including
no majors in Computer Science). The work plan timeline is too general and it is not clear how much
faculty time is committed. The proposal needs a stronger case for how this project will catapult the
department into attaining a high level of eminence. The economic and/or cultural development and
impact sections could be stronger. Funding is not recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 002C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: Dillard University
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancing Faculty and Student Academic Interactions
Through the Use of Technology
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Gloria Love
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points (Total of 52 Points
Al Ye: X No B.1 1 (of 5 points
A.2 3 (of 5 points B.2 8 (of 15 points
A3 4 (of 5 points B.3 10 (of 20 points
B.4 3 (of 5 points
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points
(Total of 10 Points B.6 3 (of 5 points
C.1 2 (of 6 points B.7 Ye: X Nc
C.2 0 (of 1 point
C.2 1 (of 3 points D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 6 (of 12 points
Development and Impact
(Total of 12 Points F. Additional Funding Sources
E.1 1 (of 2 points (Total of 4 Points
E.2¢ 5 (For S/E F.1 3 (of 4 points
or (of 10 points
E.2t (For NS/NE G. Previous Support Fund Awards
(No Points Assigne:
G.1 Ye X No
H. Total Score: 51 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 will not be recommended for funding.)

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $134,81:
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount: $0

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and wealkesegsrticularly in those sections wt
significant point deductions have been made. t'kuggestions for resubmission. For prop
recommended for funding, include all applicablpwgations in budgets and scopes of wc

The goal of the project is to increase the number of students majoring in Computer Sciences. The proposal
requests funds for equipment (20 graphic calculators, 40 computers, two lab overhead assemblers) and
supplies to construct a networked laboratory. The proposal language is not consistent with budgeting details.
For example, the project summary mentions 20 graphic calculators, two lab overhead assemblers, and 40
computers, but another section lists 40 computers and 40 calculators. The actual budget does not list the 40
computers and only lists 20 calculators, not 40. The budget lists a digital camera, two servers, and
networking requirements which are not mentioned in the narrative. One of the personnel pages is
incomplete. The enhancement plan is poorly constructed and does not follow guidelines. The workplan is not
explicit. The equipment requested is outdated (why Pentium IV machines?). The type of "state of the art
software" to be purchased is not indicated. The request for $33,000 in the OOtherO category is poorly
explained. No explicit information is given on equipment housing and maintenance, or economic and/or
cultural development and impact. Funding is not recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

INSTITUTION: Dillard University

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 003C/1S-09

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancement of Computer Science Instruction and Research

in Computer Graphics and Geographic Information System

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR:

A. The Current Situation

(Total of 10 Points)

A.1 Yes X No

A2 4 (of 5 points)
A3 4 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment

(Total of 10 Points)

C.1 5 (of 6 points)
C.2 1 (of 1 point)
C3 2 (of 3 points)

E. Economic and/or Cultural
Development and Impac

(Total of 12 Points)

E.1 2 (of 2 points)

E.2a 8 (For S/E)

or (of 10 points)

E.2b (For NS/NE)

H. Total Score: 68 (of 100 points)

Azubike Okpalaeze

B. The Enhancement Pla

(Total of 52 Points)

B.1 2 (of 5 points)
B.2 8 (of 15 points)
B.3 13 (of 20 points)
B.4 4 (of 5 points)
B.5 1 (of 2 points)
B.6 3 (of 5 points)
B.7 Yes X No

D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)

D.1 8 (of 12 points)
F. Additional Funding Source:
(Total of 4 Points)

F.1 3 (of 4 points)
G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)

G.1 Yes X No

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount

$123,503

RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The project's goal is to enhance Computer Science instruction and research. Funding is requested
for equipment ($106,003), software ($13,500), and faculty support ($4,000). Matching funds of
$33,000 are an indication of institutional support. Five faculty/staff are involved and this project
impacts a number of courses. While much detail is given to the project rationale, the enhancement
plan lacks detail and is poorly structured. The proposal needs a stronger case for how this project will
catapult the department into attaining a high level of regional, national, or international eminence.
The project objectives should be stated up front with quantifiable goals. Detail is given regarding the
hardware and software requested. A clear explanation of how this equipment and software will be
used in courses and research is needed. It is not clear how the "killer applications of clusters"
indicated in the enhancement plan will be executed. Funding is not recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 004C/1S-09
INSTITUTION: Louisiana State University and A&M College-Baton Rouge
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: A Facility for GPU and GPGPU Research and Instruction
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: David M. Koppelman
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1 Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 9 (of 15 points)
A3 3 (of 5 points) B.3 16 (of 20 points)
B.4 4 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 3 (of 5 points)
C.1 5 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No
C.2 1 (of 1 point)
C3 3 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 10 (of 12 points)
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 2 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a 9 (For S/E) F.1 4 (of 4 points)
or (of 10 points)
E.2b (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes X No
H. Total Score: 78 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $100,800
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $80,800

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The proposal's goal is to obtain special computer equipment for faculty research in graphic
processing unit design and for student assignments in computer graphics, animation, and GPGPU
programming. Funds are requested for equipment ($47,000), software ($5,000), and supplies
($48,800). There is an institutional match of $78,841. Five faculty are involved and the project will
impact two senior level courses and four graduate courses. This project is an important bridge area
between Computer Sciences and Computer Engineering. That the department takes on such work (it
is the only ABET-accredited Computer Engineering department in Louisiana) makes it one of the
best in the state. The enhancement plan could be strengthened. The goals and measurable
objectives need more details. The objectives and benchmarks do not address the level of usage or
quality of use. Evidence is presented that equipment will benefit instruction and research with details
of potential faculty research. Partial Funding is recommended, with reductions to be made at the
discretion of the PI. The institutional match should be maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 005C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: Louisiana State University and A&M College-Shreveport
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancing Computer Science Education Using CGl
(Computer Generated Imagery) Technology
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Mehemmed Celebi
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points (Total of 52 Points
Al Ye: X No B.1 3 (of 5 points
A.2 5 (of 5 points B.2 10 (of 15 points
A3 4 (of 5 points B.3 15 (of 20 points
B.4 5 (of 5 points
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points
(Total of 10 Points B.6 4 (of 5 points
C.1 4 (of 6 points B.7 Ye: X Nc
C.2 1 (of 1 point
C.2 2 (of 3 points D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 1C (of 12 points
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 2 (of 2 points (Total of 4 Points
E.2¢ 8 (For S/E F.1 4 (of 4 points
or (of 10 points
E.2k (For NS/NE G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigne:
G.1 Ye X No
H. Total Score: 78 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $156,51
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $90,30(

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and wealkeseggrticularly in those sections wt
significant point deductions have been made. tekuggestions for resubmission. For prop
recommended for funding, include all applicablpwgations in budgets and scopes of wc

The Computer Generated Imagery (CGl) technology project involves three faculty and builds on a
new partnership with the Louisiana Department of Economic Development. The goal is to
improve infrastructure and is a "response to widespread student interest and regional employment
opportunities". A large number of students will benefit from the project (400 Computer Science
majors). Funds are requested for equipment & software. The institutional match is quite
impressive, which demonstrates commitment. No details were provided for the $75,000
equipment match consisting of "blade rendering servers and game testing hardware" listed in the
budget justification. A number of undergraduate and graduate courses will be impacted and the
proposed Bioinformatics PhD program would be strengthened. The proposed classroom will
provide opportunities for multidisciplinary ventures. The staff includes senior faculty as well as a
professional in residence with major film experience. A convincing argument is made for
eminence recognition. Requested funding is extremely high given the total funds available and,
therefore, the panel cannot justify full funding. Partial funding is recommended, with reductions to
be made at the discretion of the PI. The institutional match should be maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 006C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: Louisiana Tech University
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: DINER LAB: Distributed Information Discovery Laboratory
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Sumeet Dua
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)
A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A3 3 (of 5 points) B.3 16 (of 20 points)
B.4 5 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 3 (of 5 points)
C.1 5 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No
C.2 1 (of 1 point)
C3 3 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 10 (of 12 points)
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 2 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a 9 (For S/E) F.1 4 (of 4 points)
or (of 10 points)
E.2b (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes X No
H. Total Score: 82 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $50,156
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $50,156

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The proposal seeks funding to establish a high performance data mining lab to enhance existing
courses and set up new courses. Funds are requested for equipment ($45,020), software ($4,636), and
supplies ($500). The university is demonstrating commitment to this project by providing over $68,000
in matching funds, though mostly in faculty release time and indirect costs. The proposal is well
written. A persuasive project rationale statement is provided. The enhancement plan describes
specific goals to be achieved and presents detailed explanations of the projects that will be
implemented. Evidence is presented on how the project will impact eight course modules (including
educational outcomes). The proposal indicates that the project will impact 23 undergraduate and
graduate courses. The team of senior and junior faculty seems well equipped to handle this project.
The proposal included four strong letters of support, two from Louisiana Tech, one from LSUOs Health
Science Center and one from private industry (Cyber Innovation Center). The arguments concerning
achieving eminence are reasonable. Full funding is recommended. The institutional match is to be
maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 007C/1S-09
INSTITUTION: Louisiana Tech University
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Information Assurance Mobile Laboratories
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Tom L. Roberts
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)
A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 10 (of 15 points)
A3 4 (of 5 points) B.3 16 (of 20 points)
B.4 5 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 5 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No
C.2 1 (of 1 point)
C3 3 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 10 (of 12 points)
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 2 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a 8 (For S/E) F.1 4 (of 4 points)
or (of 10 points)
E.2b (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes No X
H. Total Score: 81 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $79,625
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $79,625

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The proposal requests funds for equipment, software, and training in order to create two mobile
labs for information assurance and forensics use in teaching and research. The project's main
goal is to enhance deliverability of the information assurance, computer security and forensics
curricula. This project involves five faculty and impacts twelve courses (undergraduate and
graduate). Information assurance and computer security are considered highly important
nationally and regionally. Accreditation is a worthwhile first step in the process. The PI has over
20 years of networking experience and one Co-Pl is a computer forensics expert. The project's
impact extends beyond computer sciences and engineering to accounting, health and law
enforcement. The workplan could use a more detailed timeline-activities schedule. More details
should be provided regarding faculty development. The evidence for achieving eminence is
reasonable but could be strengthened. Some details are missing in the budget justification. The
institutional match is primarily for faculty release time ($45,000) and indirect costs ($30,000). Full
funding is recommended. The institutional match should be maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 008C/1S-09
INSTITUTION: McNeese State Unviersity
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: A Robotics and Sensor Systems Laboratory for McNeese
State University
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: William Denny
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points (Total of 52 Points
Al Ye: X No B.1 3 (of 5 points
A.2 4 (of 5 points B.2 9 (of 15 points
A3 2 (of 5 points B.3 12 (of 20 points
B.4 1 (of 5 points
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points
(Total of 10 Points B.6 4 (of 5 points
C.1 5 (of 6 points B.7 Ye: Nc
C.2 1 (of 1 point
C.2 2 (of 3 points D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 8 (of 12 points
Development and Impact
(Total of 12 Points F. Additional Funding Sources
E.1 1 (of 2 points (Total of 4 Points
E.2¢ Il (For S/E F.1 2 (of 4 points
or (of 10 points
E.2t (For NS/NE G. Previous Support Fund Awards
(No Points Assigne:
G.1l Ye X No
H. Total Score: 62 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 will not be recommended for funding.)

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $91,74(
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount: $C

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and wealkeseggrticularly in those sections wt
significant point deductions have been made. tekuggestions for resubmission. For prop
recommended for funding, include all applicablpwgations in budgets and scopes of wc

The proposal is an equipment request for the teaching of robotics and real-time systems.

Funding is requested for equipment ($89,339), supplies ($1,901), and shipping ($500). Robotics
and sensor systems are popular areas that impact a range of disciplines. The goals and
objectives are not clearly presented and the proposed workplan needs more details. The
enhancement plan of this proposal does not present a strong case and the evidence for achieving
eminence is weak. The proposal needs to make a more forceful and credible case for how the
project will have beneficial impacts on curriculum, students, and faculty development. The
proposal indicates it has a "small impact on curricula" and "impact on existing resources will be
minimal." The Pls have agreed to form a research group in robotics and real-time systems,
indicating this is relatively new to the department. Funding is not recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 009C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: Southern Unviersity and A&M College at Baton Rouge
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Southern University Professional Certifications Academy
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Mathieu Kourouma
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points (Total of 52 Points
Al Ye: X No B.1 3 (of 5 points
A.2 3 (of 5 points B.2 11 (of 15 points
A3 3 (of 5 points B.3 12 (of 20 points
B.4 3 (of 5 points
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points
(Total of 10 Points B.6 3 (of 5 points
C.1 3 (of 6 points B.7 Ye: X Nc
C.2 1 (of 1 point
C.2 2 (of 3 points D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 7 (of 12 points
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 2 (of 2 points (Total of 4 Points
E.2¢ 5 (For S/E F.1 3 (of 4 points
or (of 10 points
E.2k (For NS/NE G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigne:
G.1 Ye X No
H. Total Score: 62 (of 100 points)
(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.
YEAR 1 YEAR 2
SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requestel
RECOMMENDATIONS: Amount: $130,58 $118,347
Recommende!
Amount: $C $C

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and wealkeseggrticularly in those sections wt
significant point deductions have been made. t'kuggestions for resubmission. For prop
recommended for funding, include all applicablpwgations in budgets and scopes of wc

l'unding is requested to establish a training academy for certification in CISCO, Sun,
Microsystems, and Microsoft systems, with an institutional match of $35,000. The goals are very
general. The work plan describes the timeline, activities, responsibilities, and outcomes in a very
readable fashion. It is questionable how much this will enhance the department and university. It is
not clear what will distinguish this certification program. It does not make a resounding case on
how the project will propel the department into national eminence. The proposal needs to make a
more forceful and credible case on how the project will have beneficial impacts on curriculum,
students, and faculty development. The project has limited impact, affecting three courses.
Funding is not recommended.

*The RFP restricts requests for 2nd year fundin§30,00C



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 010C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College at New Orleans
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Design and Implementaiton of an Integrated System for

Business and Education Applications

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR:

A. The Current Situation

David Alijani

B. The Enhancement Pla

(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)

A.l1 Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)

A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 11 (of 15 points)

A3 4 (of 5 points) B.3 16 (of 20 points)
B.4 3 (of 5 points)

C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points)

(Total of 10 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)

C.1 5 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No

C.2 1 (of 1 point)

C3 3 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)

E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 11 (of 12 points)

Development and Impac

(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Source:

E.1 1 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)

E.2a 9 (For S/E) F.1 1 (of 4 points)

or (of 10 points)

E.2b (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes X No

H. Total Score: 77 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $70,360
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $45.,000

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The aim of this project is to facilitate an integrated environment in which faculty can adapt
existing courses and develop new ones through the use of integration information technology,
source-based data collecting and information processing. Funds are requested for equipment
($20,750), software ($11,250), and "other" ($38,359.60). The institutional match of $12,600
consists of existing equipment. The PI has 28 years of experience and the co-Pls also have
research and teaching experience consistent with this project. The project will impact 400
students. The overall goal is broad but the objectives are clear. The budget justification details do
not match the budget. While tasks are specified with timelines, the claim that "an elective will be
designed" is too broad. What will the course cover? It is not clear how the Avacast webcasting
and GIS software will be used. The link between the objectives and equipment is not clearly
made. The industrial links need to be indicated in more detail. Performance measures and the
evaluation process are not clear. Partial funding is recommended. The institutional match is to be
maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 011C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College at New Orleans
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Office Technology Enhancement for Increased Operating
Efficiency Using Management Information System [MIS]
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Adnan Omar
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points (Total of 52 Points
Al Ye: X No B.1 3 (of 5 points
A.2 4 (of 5 points B.2 11 (of 15 points
A3 3 (of 5 points B.3 10 (of 20 points
B.4 3 (of 5 points
C. Equipment B.5 2 (of 2 points
(Total of 10 Points B.6 3 (of 5 points
C.1 4 (of 6 points B.7 Ye: X Nc
C.2 1 (of 1 point
C.2 2 (of 3 points D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 1C (of 12 points
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 1 (of 2 points (Total of 4 Points
E.2¢ Il (For S/E F.1 4 (of 4 points
or (of 10 points
E.2k (For NS/NE G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigne:
G.1 Ye X No
H. Total Score: 68 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $25,59:
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $C

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and wealkesegsrticularly in those sections wt
significant point deductions have been made. t'kuggestions for resubmission. For prop
recommended for funding, include all applicablpwgations in budgets and scopes of wc

The project's goal is to provide hands-on, real-life business efficiency activities using technology.
The proposal requests funds for equipment ($6,508), software ($585), supplies ($399), and student
stipends ($18,000). The institutional match figures for supplies ($50,000) and maintenance
($300,000) could be a typo error, but the panel must assume it is correct and allocate full credit
points in section E of the rating form. The request of $18,000 for student stipends seems very high.
The goals and objectives are too general. The proposal needs a stronger case for how this project
will catapult the department into attaining a high level of regional, national, or international
eminence. The enhancement plan could be strengthened with a stronger case for how the project will
directly impact curriculum, research, students, and faculty. The equipment section is weak. The
economic and/or cultural development and impact sections are not convincing. Funding is not
recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT REQUESTS
OTHER THAN EQUIPMENT PURCHASES

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 012C/1S-09

INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College at New Orleans
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Study of Motivating Factors in Taking Online Courses
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Obyung Kwun
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 62 Points)
A.1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)
A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 15 (of 20 points)
A3 3 (of 5 points) B.3 15 (of 25 points)

B.4 4 (of 5 points)
C. Faculty and Staff Expertise B.5 1 (of 2 points)
(Total of 12 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 10 (of 12 points) B.7 Yes X No
D. Economic and/or Cultural E. Additional Funding Sources
Development and Impact (Total of 4 Points)
(Total of 12 Points) E.1 0 (of 4 points)
D.1 1 (of 2 points)
D.2a 7 (For S/E) F. Previous Support Fund Awards
or (of 10 points) (No Points Assigned)
D.2b (For NS/NE) F.1 Yes X No
G. Total Score: 68 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 will not be recommended for funding.)

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $41,846
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount: $0

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The project's goal is to create a model to explain factors influencing students' attitude and intention to
enroll in online courses at Historically Black Colleges and Universities. The project is requesting funds for
summer support ($39,146), software ($600), supplies ($200), travel ($1,600), and journal submission fees
($300). A poor explanation is provided for the Pl summer salaries which are the bulk of the funding
request. No matching funds are indicated. The relevance of this project to computer science is
guestionable. The rationale for the project needs stronger arguments. The narrative statement on impact
on existing resources is weak. The project goals and objectives are too general. The enhancement plan
could be strengthened by presenting more detailed activities and benchmarks. The proposal needs a
stronger case for how this project will catapult the department into attaining a high level of eminence.
The economic and/or cultural development and impact sections could be stronger. Funding is not
recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 013C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: University of Louisiana at Lafayette
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Laboratory for Interactive Projection-based 3D Visualization
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Christoph W. Borst
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)
A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A3 4 (of 5 points) B.3 14 (of 20 points)
B.4 4 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 6 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No
C.2 1 (of 1 point)
C3 2 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 10 (of 12 points)
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 1 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a 7 (For S/E) F.1 2 (of 4 points)
or (of 10 points)
E.2b (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes X No
H. Total Score: 77 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $90,620
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $76,169

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The goal of the project is to create a 3D visualization laboratory to support new research and
teaching activities in visualization. The proposal is requesting funds for equipment ($86,229),
software ($2,338), supplies ($750), and shipping ($1,303). There is an institutional match of
$62,052, which includes $20,000 in cash for equipment. The goals and objectives of the project are
reasonable but could be improved by providing more specific objectives. The proposal is well
written and the work plan sufficiently describes activities to be undertaken to achieve the goals. The
proposal needs a stronger case for how this project will catapult the department into attaining a high
level of eminence. This project is consistent with the State's support of high-end visualization. It
impacts a number of computing courses as well as courses across other departments. The panel
recommends partial funding, with reductions to be made at the discretion of the PI. The institutional
match should be maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 014C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: University of Louisiana at Lafayette
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Laboratory for Geometry Processing and Analysis
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Miao Jin
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)
A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A3 4 (of 5 points) B.3 10 (of 20 points)
B.4 3 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 2 (of 5 points)
C.1 4 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No
C.2 1 (of 1 point)
C.3 2 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 9 (of 12 points)
Development and Impact
(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Sources
E.1 1 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a 7 (For S/E) F.1 2 (of 4 points)
or (of 10 points)
E.2b (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Awards
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes No X
H. Total Score: 66 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 will not be recommended for funding.)

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $87,169
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount: $0

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The proposal requests funding for equipment ($85,171) and software ($1,998) to create a
Geometry Processing Laboratory for research and education in geometric processing and analysis.
The institutional match of $58,594 includes $20,000 for equipment. The project goals are clear but
too general. The proposal is well written and the work plan sufficiently describes the activities to be
undertaken to achieve the proposalOs goals. The prposal needs a stronger case for how this
project will catapult the department into attaining a high level of regional, national, or international
eminence. The project will have a limited impact on faculty and, with a focus on one new course,
will have limited impact on students. Funding is not recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 015C/1S-09
INSTITUTION: University of Louisiana at Lafayette
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Web 3.0 and Beyond: Enhancement of the Laboratory for
Internet Computing for the Future Web Generation
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Vijay Raghavan
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.l1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)
A2 4 (of 5 points) B.2 13 (of 15 points)
A3 4 (of 5 points) B.3 15 (of 20 points)
B.4 3 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 4 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No
C.2 1 (of 1 point)
C.3 2 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 12 (of 12 points)
Development and Impact
(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Sources
E.1 2 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a 7 (For S/E) F.1 2 (of 4 points)
or (of 10 points)
E.2b (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Awards
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes X No
H. Total Score: 78 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 will not be recommended for funding.)

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $83,464
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount: $77,000

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The project requests equipment to remove resource bottlenecks and enhance the infrastructure
for internet computing. The goals are clearly stated but could be improved by providing more
details. The overall work plan is good and is well thought out. The plan to establish the cloud-
computing environment is described in detail. The research work plan highlights very appropriate
projects in "trust-based computing"”, computational biology and semantic ontology applications. A
reasonably convincing argument is made for eminence recognition. The economic and/or cultural
development and impact sections could be strengthened. Four faculty members are involved.
Three graduate courses are impacted. There is potential for a broader curricular impact, and this
should be elaborated on to strengthen the proposal. The faculty members are highly qualified to
implement the proposal. There is an institutional match of $20,000 in cash. Partial funding is
recommended, with reductions to made at the discretion of the PI. The institutional match should
be maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 016C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: University of Louisiana at Lafayette
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Laboratory Equipment Management Using RFID Gear for
Localization and Usage Logging
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Nian-Feng Tzeng
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points (Total of 52 Points
Al Ye: X No B.1 4 (of 5 points
A.2 3 (of 5 points B.2 11 (of 15 points
A3 3 (of 5 points B.3 15 (of 20 points
B.4 3 (of 5 points
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points
(Total of 10 Points B.6 2 (of 5 points
C.1 4 (of 6 points B.7 Ye: X Nc
C.2 1 (of 1 point
C.2 2 (of 3 points D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 1C (of 12 points
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 1 (of 2 points (Total of 4 Points
E.2¢ Il (For S/E F.1 2 (of 4 points
or (of 10 points
E.2k (For NS/NE G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigne:
G.1 Ye X No
H. Total Score: 69 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $120,00!I
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $C

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and wealkeseggrticularly in those sections wt
significant point deductions have been made. tekuggestions for resubmission. For prop
recommended for funding, include all applicablpwgations in budgets and scopes of wc

This proposal requests funds for equipment, software, supplies, and back-up replacement parts in
order to create an equipment management laboratory using radio frequency identification gear to
locate and track over 2,500 items of three research laboratories. The lab would serve as a test bed
to validate earlier simulation by the researchers and provide an instructional platform for students.
There is an institutional match of $20,000 in cash for equipment. The narrative statement on impact
on existing resources is weak, as is the evidence for achieving eminence. The proposal needs to
make a stronger case for attaining a high level of regional, national, or international eminence, and
an aggressive search for additional funding from the private sector would contribute to this. The
economic and/or cultural development and impact sections are not convincing. While four faculty
members are involved, there appears to be limited impact on curriculum other than some course
projects. Funding is not recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 017C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: University of Louisiana at Lafayette
TITLE OF PROPOSAL.: Educational Video Game Research Infrastructure for Higher Education
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Douglas C. Williams
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)
A2 3 (of 5 points) B.2 15 (of 20 points)
A3 3 (of 5 points) B.3 15 (of 25 points)
B.4 4 (of 5 points)
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 NA (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No
C.2 NA (of 1 point)
C3 NA (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 8 (of 12 points)
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 1 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a (For S/E) F.1 2 (of 4 points)
or (of 10 points)
E.2b 7 (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes X No
H. Total Score: 67 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $173,413
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

The project requests funds for equipment ($16,000), software ($2,400), supplies ($2,000), and
faculty and student support ($153,013) in order to develop infrastructure to support research on
game-based learning in education and attract students. The institutional match includes indirect
costs ($91,975), equipment ($4,000), software ($600), and "other" ($59,283). The narrative on the
impact on existing resources is weak. The enhancement plan of this proposal does not present a
persuasive case for undertaking the project. It does not make a resounding case as to how the
project will propel the department into eminence. A sizeable amount ($65,000) is requested for a
programmer to build the gaming platform. Funding is not recommended.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 018C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: University of Louisiana at Lafayette
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Acquisition of a Mobile Sensor System for Prototyping and

Empirical Evaluation of Delay/Fault-Tolerant Mobile Sensor

Networks (DFT-MSN's)

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Hongyi Wu

A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla

(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)

A.1 Yes X No B.1 4 (of 5 points)

A2 3 (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)

A3 4 (of 5 points) B.3 17 (of 20 points)
B.4 3 (of 5 points)

C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points)

(Total of 10 Points) B.6 3 (of 5 points)

C.1 3 (of 6 points) B.7 Yes X No

C.2 1 (of 1 point)

C3 3 (of 3 points) D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points)

E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 10 (of 12 points)

Development and Impac

(Total of 12 Points) F. Additional Funding Source:

E.1 1 (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)

E.2a (For S/E) F.1 3 (of 4 points)

or (of 10 points)

E.2b 7 (For NS/NE) G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigned)
G.1 Yes X No

H. Total Score: 75 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $105,000
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $65,000

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections where
significant point deductions have been made. Include suggestions for resubmission. For proposals
recommended for funding, include all applicable stipulations in budgets and scopes of work.)

This project creates a sensing and networking laboratory for research to focus on prototyping,
experimenting, and evaluating delay/fault-tolerant mobile sensor networks. The proposal is
requesting funds for equipment ($100,000), supplies ($4,500), and shipping ($500). There is an
institutional cash match for the equipment ($20,000), faculty release time ($35,274), and for
indirect costs ($17,318). The enhancement plan is well written and presents detailed explanations
of the research project that will be implemented using the equipment. A reasonable and
convincing argument is made for eminence recognition. The description of impact on curriculum,
instruction, students, and faculty seems appropriate. Two faculty members are involved and their
expertise is solid. The panel recommends partial funding, with reductions to be implemented at
the discretion of the PI. The institutional match is to be maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 019C/1S-09
INSTITUTION: University of New Orleans
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: A Laboratory for Next-Generation Information Assurance
Instruction and Research
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Richard G. Golden
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points (Total of 52 Points
Al Ye: X No B.1 4 (of 5 points
A.2 4 (of 5 points B.2 12 (of 15 points
A3 4 (of 5 points B.3 16 (of 20 points
B.4 4 (of 5 points
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points
(Total of 10 Points B.6 4 (of 5 points
C.1 5 (of 6 points B.7 Ye: X Nc
C.2 1 (of 1 point
C.2 1 (of 3 points D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 11 (of 12 points
Development and Impact
(Total of 12 Points F. Additional Funding Sources
E.1 1 (of 2 points (Total of 4 Points
E.2¢ (For S/E F.1 1 (of 4 points
or (of 10 points
E.2t 8 (For NS/NE G. Previous Support Fund Awards
(No Points Assigne:
G.1 Ye X No
H. Total Score: 77 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 will not be recommended for funding.)

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $181,94.
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount: $112,40I

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and wealkeseggrticularly in those sections wt
significant point deductions have been made. t'kuggestions for resubmission. For prop
recommended for funding, include all applicablpwgations in budgets and scopes of wc

This proposal establishes an advanced laboratory for computer security teaching and research.
The goal is to expand the current information assurance curriculum to address the next-
generation digital forensics tools. The project requests funds for equipment ($131,300), software
($48,144), and supplies ($2,500). There is an institutional match of $22,283 for indirect costs. The
project impacts three new courses. It is not clear that it will affect in existing courses. ABET
accreditation is an important achievement and is evidence of meeting quality program standards.
A reasonable and convincing argument is made for regional eminence recognition. The Pls have
established a research record in computer security, digital forensics, and analysis of malware.
The laboratory should permit the faculty to significantly increase their research competitiveness,
quality of curricular offerings, and teaching efforts. The project will enhance the students’
opportunities for post-graduate work and quality employment. The requested funding is extremely
high relative to the total funds available and the overall impact of the project. Therefore the panel
recommends partial funding, with reductions to be made at the discretion of the PIl. The panel
expects the institutional match to be maintained in full.



RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 020C/IS-09
INSTITUTION: University of New Orleans
TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Genomics Data Mining and Visualization Laboratory for
Research and Education
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Dongxiou Zhu
A. The Current Situation B. The Enhancement Pla
(Total of 10 Points (Total of 52 Points
Al Ye: X No B.1 3 (of 5 points
A.2 4 (of 5 points B.2 10 (of 15 points
A3 4 (of 5 points B.3 10 (of 20 points
B.4 4 (of 5 points
C. Equipment B.5 1 (of 2 points
(Total of 10 Points B.6 3 (of 5 points
C.1 4 (of 6 points B.7 Ye: X Nc
C.2 1 (of 1 point
C.2 1 (of 3 points D. Faculty and Staff Expertise
(Total of 12 Points
E. Economic and/or Cultural D.1 8 (of 12 points
Development and Impac
(Total of 12 Points F. Additional Funding Source:
E.1 1 (of 2 points (Total of 4 Points
E.2¢ (For S/E F.1 3 (of 4 points
or (of 10 points
E.2k 7 (For NS/NE G. Previous Support Fund Award:
(No Points Assigne:
G.1l Ye X No
H. Total Score: 64 (of 100 points)

(Note: Proposals with a total score below 70 wifiot be recommended for funding.

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount $186,09:
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

COMMENTS: (Discuss proposal strengths and wealkeseggrticularly in those sections wt
significant point deductions have been made. t'kuggestions for resubmission. For prop
recommended for funding, include all applicablpwgations in budgets and scopes of wc

The primary goals of the proposal are to establish a genomics data mining and visualization
laboratory, off-campus satellite site, and instructional program to enhance studentsO research and
learning experiences. The project requests funds for equipment ($135,195), software ($3,897),
graduate assistants ($40,000), and a research seminar ($7,000). There is an institutional match
for graduate assistant stipends ($40,000), graduate assistant tuition ($18,704), and indirect costs
($42,895). The narrative statement on impact on existing resources is weak. The goals are weak
and too general. The enhancement plan lacks evaluative detail. The evidence for achieving
eminence is weak. A much stronger case for how the project will directly impact and benefit the
computing curriculum, instruction, and students should be made. The panel does not recommend
funding.



Appendix A

Summary List of Proposals



Complete List: Enhancement Program: TR Proposals: CIS

Number

001C/1S-09

002C/1S-09

003C/1IS-09

004C/1S-09

005C/IS-09

006C/IS-09

007C/1S-09

008C/IS-09

009C/1IS-09

PI Name

Goadrich, Mark

Love, Gloria

Okpalaeze, Azubike

Koppelman, David

Celebi, Mehemmed

Dua, Sumeet
Roberts, Tom

Denny, William

Kourouma, Mathieu

Project Title

Integrating Grid Computing Into Computer
Science Courses

Enhancing Faculty and Student Academic
Interactions Through the Use of Technology

Enhancement of Computer Science Instruction
and Research in Computer Graphics and
Geographic Information System (CGGIS-1)

A Facility for GPU and GPGPU Research and
Instruction

Enhancing Computer Science Education Using
CGI (Computer Generated Imagery)
Technology

DINER LAB: Distributed Information
Discovery Laboratory

Information Assurance Mobile Laboratories

A Robotics and Sensor Systems Laboratory for
McNeese State University

Southern University Professional
Certifications Academy

Amount Requested
Year2 Total

Year 1

$73,188

$134,818

$123,503

$100,800

$156,517

$50,156

$79,625

$91,740

$130,587

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$118,347

$73,188

$134,818

$123,503

$100,800

$156,517

$50,156

$79,625

$91,74

Institution

Centenary College

Dillard University

Dillard University

Louisiana State

University And

A&M College -
Baton Rouge

Louisiana State

University And

A&M College -
Shreveport

Louisiana Tech
University

Louisiana Tech
University

McNeese State
University

Southern University
$248,934 and A&M College at

Baton Rouge



010C/1S-09

011C/1S-09

012C/1S-09

013C/1S-09

014C/1S-09

015C/1S-09

016C/IS-09

017C/1S-09

018C/1S-09

Alijani, David

Omar, Adnan

Kwun, Obyung

Borst, Christoph

Jin, Miao

Raghavan, Vijay

Tzeng, Nian-Feng

Williams, Douglas

Wu, Hongyi

Design and Implementation of an Integrated
System for Business and Educational
Applications

$70,360

Office Technology Enhancement for Increased
Operating Efficiency Using Management
Information System (MIS)

$25,592

Study of Motivating Factors in Taking Online

Courses $41,846

Laboratory for Interactive Projection-based 3D

Visualization $90,620

Laboratory for Geometry Processing and

Analysis $87.169

Web 3.0 and Beyond: Enhancement of the
Laboratory for Internet Computing for the
Future Web Generations

$83,464

Laboratory Equipment Management Using
RFID Gear for Localization and Usage

Logging

$120,000

Educational Video Game Research

Infrastructure for Higher Education $173,413

Acquisition of a Mobile Sensor System for
Prototyping and Empirical Evaluation of
Delay/Fault-Tolerant Mobile Sensor Networks
(DFT-MSN’s)

$105,000

$0.00

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$70,360

$25,592

$41,846

$90,620

$87,169

$83,464

$120,000

$173,413

$105,000

Southern University
and A&M College at

New Orleans

Southern University
and A&M College at

New Orleans

Southern University
and A&M College at

New Orleans

University of
Louisiana at
Lafayette

University of
Louisiana at
Lafayette

University of
Louisiana at
Lafayette

University of
Louisiana at
Lafayette

University of
Louisiana at
Lafayette

University of
Louisiana at
Lafayette



A Laboratory for Next-Generation Informatio University of New

019C/IS-0¢  Richard, Golden $181,944 $0 $181,944

Assurance Instruction and Research Orleans
: Genomics Data Mining and Visualization - University of New
-0C )
020C/IS-09  Zhu, Dongxiao Laboratory for Research and Education $186,09z $0 $186,092 Orleans

Total Number of Proposals submitted 20
Total Money Requested for First Year $2,106,43

Total Money Requested for Second Ye$ft 18,347
Total Money Requested $2,224,780
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BOARD OF REGENTS SUPPORT FUND ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM, FISCAL YEAR 2008-09

RATING FORM FOR TRADITIONAL AND UNDERGRADUATE ENHANCEMENT PROPOSALS
PURCHASE OF INSTRUCTIONAL AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT

INSTRUCTIONS: The completed evaluation form should represent the consensus of the expert members of the review panel and, as such, must reflect the
final decisions of that panel. Review this form and the program guidelines prior to reading the proposal. The higher the score, the more clearly the proposal
satisfies the criterion under consideration. Guidelines should not be interpreted to exclude from eligibility departments and/or units engaged solely in
instruction. Use the white space provided to explain the panel's ratings, especially on items given low scores. Attach additional pages, as necessary.

A. THE CURRENT SITUATION--Total of 10 points

YES NO AA1 Has the applicant adequately described the institution and unit(s)/department(s) that will
benefit from the proposed project, especially in terms of mission, faculty, students, and
relevant institutional or departmental resources?

of 5 pts. A2 To what extent will the proposed project enhance the affected department(s) or unit(s)?

of 5 pts. A3 To what extent will the project complement and improve upon existing resources of the
department(s) or unit(s)?

COMMENTS:

B. THE ENHANCEMENT PLAN--Total of 52 points

of 5 pts. B.1 Are the goals and objectives clearly stated? Can the objectives be completed within the
timeframe detailed in the proposal?

of 15 pts. B.2 Does the work plan sufficiently describe the activities that will be undertaken to achieve the
goals and objectives of the proposal with responsible individuals listed for each activity, a
schedule of activities with benchmarks to be accomplished, and a description detailing how
each objective will be evaluated?

of 20 pts. B.3 To what extent will the proposed project catapult the department(s) or unit(s) into attaining
a high level of regional, national, or international eminence--or maintaining a current high
level of eminence--commensurate with degree offerings and/or functions?

of 5 pts. B.4 To what extent will the proposed project have an impact on the variety and quality of
curricular offerings and instructional methods within the affected department(s) or unit(s)?
Appropriate to current thinking in the specific field(s) or discipline(s) of the proposed
project, is reform of undergraduate education and/or teacher preparation encouraged?

of 2 pts. B.5 To what extent will the proposed project enhance the ability of the department(s) or unit(s)
to attract and/or retain students of high quality, particularly high quality students from
Louisiana?

of 5 pts. B.6 To what extent will the project contribute to improving the quality and effectiveness of

faculty teaching and improve faculty pedagogical practices within the context of current
thinking on reform of undergraduate education and teacher preparation, specific to field(s)
or discipline(s) of the proposed project?

No Points Given, but B.7 Does the proposal indicate how the Board of Regents or other entity will determine
this is a required whether or not the project has been a success and the degree to
component. which it has achieved its goals?
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Proposal Number: Principal Investigator:
Page 2 of 3
COMMENTS:
C. EQUIPMENT--Total of 10 points
of 6 pts. Cl1 To what extent has the proposal established a relationship between the enhancement

plan and the items of equipment requested? Is the equipment well-justified? Will it
significantly enhance the existing technological capability of the department? Does it
reflect current and projected trends in technology?

of 1 pt. C.2 Has there been a thorough survey of the current equipment inventory and does the
proposal plan to make full use of it?

of 3 pts. C3 To what extent does the proposal present a reasonable plan to ensure a maximum
usable lifetime for the equipment? Are housing and maintenance arrangements for
equipment adequate?

COMMENTS:

D. FACULTY AND STAFF EXPERTISE--Total of 12 points

of 12 pts D.1 Are the faculty and support personnel appropriately qualified to implement this
project? If special training will be required for faculty and/or other personnel, has an
appropriate plan been developed?

COMMENTS:

E. ECONOMIC AND/OR CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT AND IMPACT--Total of 12 points

of 2 pts. E.1 To what extent will the project assist in establishing a new relationship, or strengthen
an existing relationship, with one or more industrial/institutional sponsors (e.g., private
business, trade organization, professional organization, non-profit or community
organization, another university or consortium of universities, federal government

agency)?
NOTE TO REVIEWER: Depending on the discipline of the submitting department or unit, provide rating points for either
E.2a OR E.2b:
of 10 pts. E.2a For science/engineering proposals only: To what extent will the project assist the

submitting department(s)/unit(s) in promoting or enhancing the economic development
of the State of Louisiana?

E.2b For non-science/non-engineering proposals only: To what extent will the project
contribute to the academic and/or cultural resources of the State of Louisiana?

COMMENTS:
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F. ADDITIONAL FUNDING SOURCES--Total of 4 points
_____of4pts. F.1 To what extent will the costs associated with this project be shared through contributions
from the institution(s) involved and/or external organizations?
COMMENTS:
G. PREVIOUS SUPPORT FUND AWARDS--No points assigned
YES_ NO__  G.1 If the Project Director or Co-Project Director has received previous Support Fund support,

has it been adequately documented?

COMMENTS:

H. TOTAL SCORE (NOTE: Proposals with a total score below 70 will not be recommended for funding.)

of 100 points
SPECIFIC BUDGETARY RECOMMENDATIONS

Requested Amount $ Recommended Amount $

COMMENTS:

| agree to maintain in confidence any information, documentation and material of any kind (hereinafter referred to as "Material") included in this proposal; |
further agree not to disclose, divulge, publish, file patent application on, claim ownership of, exploit or make any other use whatsoever of said "Material"
without the written permission of the principal investigator. To the best of my knowledge, no conflict of interest is created as a result of my reviewing this
proposal.

Reviewer's Name and Institution:

Reviewer's Signature: Date:

(Form 6.11, rev 2008)
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BOARD OF REGENTS SUPPORT FUND ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM, FISCAL YEAR 2008-09
RATING FORM FOR TRADITIONAL AND UNDERGRADUATE ENHANCEMENT PROPOSALS
REQUESTS OTHER THAN EQUIPMENT PURCHASES (e.g., Colloquia, Curricular Revisions, etc.)

INSTRUCTIONS: The completed evaluation form should represent the consensus of the expert members of the review panel and, as such, must reflect the
final decisions of that panel. Review this form and the program guidelines prior to reading the proposal. The higher the score, the more clearly the proposal
satisfies the criterion under consideration. Guidelines should not be interpreted to exclude from eligibility departments and/or units engaged solely in
instruction. Use the white space provided to explain the panel's ratings, especially on items given low scores. Attach additional pages, as necessary.

A. THE CURRENT SITUATION--Total of 10 points

YES NO Al Has the applicant adequately described the institution and unit(s)/department(s) that
will benefit from the proposed project, especially in terms of mission, faculty, students,
and relevant institutional or departmental resources?

of 5 pts. A.2 To what extent will the proposed project enhance the affected department(s) or
unit(s)?
of 5 pts. A3 To what extent will the project complement and improve upon existing resources of the

department(s) or unit(s)?
COMMENTS:

B. THE ENHANCEMENT PLAN--Total of 62 points
of 5 pts. B.1 Are the goals and objectives clearly stated?

of 20 pts. B.2 Does the work plan sufficiently describe the activities that will be undertaken to
achieve the goals and objectives of the proposal with responsible individuals listed for
each activity, a schedule of activities with benchmarks to be accomplished, and a
description detailing how each objective will be evaluated?

of 25 pts. B.3 To what extent will the proposed project catapult the department(s) or unit(s) into
attaining a high level of regional, national, or international eminence--or maintaining a
current high level of eminence--commensurate with degree offerings and/or functions?

of 5 pts. B.4 To what extent will the proposed project have an impact on the variety and quality of
curricular offerings and instructional methods within the affected department(s) or
unit(s)? Appropriate to current thinking in the specific field(s) or discipline(s) of the
proposed project, is reform of undergraduate education and/or teacher preparation
encouraged?

of 2 pts. B.5 To what extent will the proposed project enhance the ability of the department(s) or
unit(s) to attract and/or retain students of high quality, particularly high quality students
from Louisiana?

of 5 pts. B.6 To what extent will the project contribute to improving the quality and effectiveness of
faculty teaching and improve faculty pedagogical practices within the context of
current thinking on reform of undergraduate education and teacher preparation,
specific to field(s) or discipline(s) of the proposed project?
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No Points Given, B.7 Does the proposal indicate how the Board of Regents or other entity will determine
But this is a required whether or not the project has been a success and the degree to
component which it has achieved its goals?
COMMENTS:
B. FACULTY AND STAFF EXPERTISE--Total of 12 points
of 12 pts CA1 Are the faculty and support personnel appropriately qualified to implement this

project? If special training will be required for faculty and/or other personnel, has an
appropriate plan been developed?

COMMENTS:

D. ECONOMIC AND/OR CULTURAL DEVELOPMENT AND IMPACT--Total of 12 points

of 2 pts. D.1 To what extent will the project assist in establishing a new relationship, or strengthen an
existing relationship, with one or more industrial/institutional sponsors (e.g., private
business, trade organization, professional organization, non-profit or community
organization, another university or consortium of universities, federal government

agency)?
NOTE TO REVIEWER: Depending on the discipline of the submitting department or unit, provide rating points for either
D.2a OR D.2b:
of 10 pts. D.2a For science/engineering proposals only: To what extent will the project assist the

submitting department(s)/unit(s) in promoting or enhancing the economic
development of the State of Louisiana?

D.2b For non-science/non-engineering proposals only: To what extent will the project
contribute to the academic and/or cultural resources of the State of Louisiana?

COMMENTS:

E. ADDITIONAL FUNDING SOURCES--Total of 4 points

of 4 pts. E.1 To what extent will the costs associated with this project be shared through contributions
from the institution(s) involved and/or external organizations?
COMMENTS:

F. PREVIOUS SUPPORT FUND AWARDS--No points assigned

YES__ NO__ F.1 If the Project Director or Co-Project Director has received previous Support Fund support,
has it been adequately documented?

COMMENTS:
G. TOTAL SCORE (NOTE: Proposals with a total score below 70 will not be recommended for funding.)
of 100 points

Proposal Number: Principal Investigator:

Page 3 of 3



SPECIFIC BUDGETARY RECOMMENDATIONS

Requested Amount:$ Recommended Amount:$

COMMENTS:

| agree to maintain in confidence any information, documentation and material of any kind (hereinafter referred to as "Material") included in this proposal; |
further agree not to disclose, divulge, publish, file patent application on, claim ownership of, exploit or make any other use whatsoever of said "Material"
without the written permission of the principal investigator. To the best of my knowledge, no conflict of interest is created as a result of my reviewing this
proposal.

Reviewer's Name and
Institution:

Reviewer's Signature: Date:

(Form 6.12, rev.2008)



