










INSTITUTION: Louisiana State University and A&M College - Shreveport

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancement of Experiential Learning in Environmental 
Science at LSUS

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Dalton Gossett

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 62 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 2 (of 5 points)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 20 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 14 (of 25 points)

B.4 4 (of 5 points)
C.  Faculty and Staff Expertise B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 12 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 9  (of 12 points) B.7   Yes X     No

 
D.  Economic and/or Cultura E.  Additional Funding Sources
Development and Impact (Total of 4 Points)
(Total of 12 Points) E.1 3 (of 4 points)
D.1 2  (of 2 points)
D.2a 6  (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: $18,000
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

COMMENTS:  (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections wher
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

PROPOSAL NUMBER:

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT REQUESTS
OTHER THAN EQUIPMENT PURCHASES

033UG-09

This proposal is a modest request for funds to pay summer semester stipends to LSU-S undergraduate
biology majors in the research concentration of environmental biology. The panel does not recommend
funding this proposal because the section on impact on the department is particularly weak. The panel
wishes it had enough money available to fund more student stipends, but because of limited funds in the
program and pressing needs elsewhere, does not recommend doing so in this case.



INSTITUTION: Louisiana State University and A&M College - Shreveport

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: EMI and Infrared Technology to Enhance Interdisciplinary 
GIS Training 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Gary Joiner

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (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 6  (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 Cultura D.1 10 (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  (For S/E) F.1 4 (of 4 points)
or  (of 10 points)
E.2b 7  (For NS/NE) G.  Previous Support Fund Awards

(No Points Assigned)
G.1   Yes X No

H.  Total Score: 84  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $49,624
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $49,624

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 034UG-09

In order to enhance instruction, research, and service in a variety of social sciences disciplines, this
LSU-S project seeks to update and improve current GIS capabilities with new EMI and infrared
technology. Both the need and justification for these upgrades are demonstrated and significant
institutional matching funds are provided. Full funding of $49,624 is recommended for this well-
crafted proposal that continues this department’s history of successful grantsmanship.



INSTITUTION: Louisiana State University and A&M College - Shreveport

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Student Portfolio Development and Faculty Capability
Enhancement 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Linda Webster

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)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 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 0  (of 1 point)
C.3 2  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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  (For S/E) F.1 4 (of 4 points)
or  (of 10 points)
E.2b 7  (For NS/NE) G.  Previous Support Fund Awards

(No Points Assigned)
G.1   Yes No X

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: $24,253
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $24,253

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 035UG-09

The PI seeks a variety of new technologies for faculty and students, primarily to permit the production
of professional-quality portfolios required of Communications majors and to enhance the overall
instructional process. Equipment limitations, current curricular revisions, and improved student
computers have placed the faculty at a significant disadvantage in their efforts to teach and mentor
students. The requests for equipment for faculty are modest and the benefits are apparent. Given the
strong institutional match, the panel recommends full funding for this project.



INSTITUTION: Louisiana State University and A&M College - Shreveport

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Teaching Enhancement for Exercise Physiology Education 
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Timothy Winter

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 10 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 15 (of 20 points)

B.4 3 (of 5 points)
C.  Equipment B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 5 (of 5 points)
C.1 5  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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 3 (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: 79  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $25,050
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $25,050

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 036UG-09

This is a request for portable equipment to enhance laboratory and field recreational or sport venues.
The new equipment will expand the exposure and opportunities of students to prepare them for real-
world job situations and/or graduate training. Full funding is recommended



INSTITUTION: Nicholls State University 

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Upgrading Microscope Technology for Instructional Needs
in Marine Biology and Invertebrate Zoology 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Earl Melancon, Jr.

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)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 13 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 14 (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)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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 8  (For S/E) F.1 0 (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: 80  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $69,384
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $42,000

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 037UG-09

The PI seeks funds to purchase equipment to enhance marine and environmental courses at Nicholls
State University that require quality microscopes to view small organisms. The reviewers note that
there is no institutional match pledged for this project. Due to budget limitations, the panel recommends
reducing the number of microscopes from 20 to 12 with the $42,000 of partial funding.



INSTITUTION: Nicholls State University 

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancing Biology Laboratories Through e-Learning Tools

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Rajkumar Nathaniel

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (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 3 (of 5 points)
C.1 5  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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 6  (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: 79  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $15,775
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $15,775

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 038UG-09

The PI requests funds for audio-visual equipment to produce DVDs and online video streaming to
reinforce biology laboratory exercises. The Co-PI has experience in this area and believes that the
equipment will also assist students in making up missed labs during periods of severe weather when
Nicholls is closed. The panel recommends full funding despite the lack of pledged institutional match.



INSTITUTION: Northwestern State University 

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Strengthening New Concentration in Film Studies Through a 
Departmental Film Library 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: James Crank

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 14 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 13 (of 20 points)

B.4 5 (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)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 12 (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  (For S/E) F.1 4 (of 4 points)
or  (of 10 points)
E.2b 7  (For NS/NE) G.  Previous Support Fund Awards

(No Points Assigned)
G.1   Yes X No

H.  Total Score: 86  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $5,102
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $5,102

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 039UG-09

This is a well-documented, thoughtful, targeted, inexpensive and useful proposal. The panel 
recommends full funding for it.



INSTITUTION: Northwestern State University 

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancing Career Competitiveness of Science Undergraduates
by Providing Opportunities for Professional Skill Development 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Steven Gabrey

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)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 15 (of 20 points)

B.4 5 (of 5 points)
C.  Equipment B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 5 (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 Cultura D.1 10 (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 0 (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: 79  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $63,684
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $38,500

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 040UG-09

The PI seeks funds to purchase equipment to facilitate both marine and environmental studies for
faculty and students. The equipment requested will enhance both classroom and research activities.
However, due to limited resources in this program, the panel suggests that reducing the quantity of
items should permit the PI to purchase all items with the partial funding recommendation of $38,500.
The institutional match may be reduced proportionally to the reduced award.



INSTITUTION: Northwestern State University 

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Establishment of a Forensic Science Lab in the 
Department of Biological Sciences 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Zafer Hatahet

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 9 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 18 (of 20 points)

B.4 4 (of 5 points)
C.  Equipment B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 5 (of 5 points)
C.1 6  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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 8  (For S/E) F.1 0 (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: 83  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $100,000
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $71,500

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 041UG-09

In an effort to develop separate curricula in Forensics and Clinical Laboratory Sciences,
Northwestern’s Biological Sciences Department faculty requests equipment to enhance the ability to
sequence DNA and process slides for light microscopic observations. The project’s work plan could
have been stronger. Because of very limited Undergraduate Enhancement funds, the panel
recommends partial funding of $71,500 with which the PI may select and purchase the most needed
items. The institutional match for equipment may be reduced proportionally with the reduced award. 



INSTITUTION: Northwestern State University 

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Establishment of a Bioinformatics Lab Facility in the 
Department of Biological Sciences 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Zafer Hatahet

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 10 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 18 (of 20 points)

B.4 5 (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)
C.3 0  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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 0 (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: 80  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $60,000
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $50,000

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 042UG-09

In an effort to implement a new concentration in Bioinformatics in conjunction with the Department of
Math and Computer Science, the PI requests a dedicated computer lab with common computational
tools and a local server. Limited available funds will allow only partial funding of $50,000 for the
project, but if the PI reduces the number of computers from 30 to 20, all other necessary items should
be able to be purchased. The institutional match of $15,000 for equipment should fully maintained.



INSTITUTION: Northwestern State University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancement of Biological Sciences Laboratory for the 
Louisiana Scholars' College 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Curtis Phifer

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 4  (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     No X
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura 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: 78  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $47,794
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $47,794

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 043UG-09

This request seeks funds to develop and equip a second life sciences laboratory for Louisiana Scholars
College on the NSU campus. The PI states that the lab will be used for teaching and research not only
by Scholars College students, but also by undergraduate majors and faculty. The panel questions the
impact of the program in terms of student numbers; nevertheless, we recommend full funding for the
project.



INSTITUTION: Nunez Community College

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Biological Science Enhancements in the Community College 
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Stephen Waddell

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 3  (of 5 points) B.2 8 (of 15 points)
A.3 3  (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   Yes     No X
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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 6  (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: 65  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $165,741
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 044UG-09

A Nunez Community College faculty member requests multimedia equipment, supplies, a greenhouse,
and an ecology pond to be used in Botany, Ecology and General Biology courses. The PI states that
other disciplines in the division would also benefit from the equipment. However, the timeline for
implementation and performance measures sections of the proposal are incomplete. The panel is
uncertain about the number of students to be impacted by the project. The justification for each budget
item is missing, funds for PI salary are requested without good justification, and matching funds are
very minimal for such a large request. With these shortcomings, the panel does not recommend
funding for the project.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Virtualization of Southeastern Louisiana University for the 
Recruitment and Orientation of Future Students 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Ghassan Alkadi

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A.2 3  (of 5 points) B.2 8 (of 15 points)
A.3 3  (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 6  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 11 (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 5  (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: 63  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $38,881
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 045UG-09

The PI seeks to create a virtual model of the SLU campus as a means for students to tour the campus
and interact with personnel. The PIs indicate that this project would then also expose students to
virtual reality and gaming applications. This is an intriguing concept, and the PIs are well qualified for
such an endeavor. The proposal, however, has significant deficiencies in its present format. Its
presentation is very cryptic and as a result several sections have very limited information. This is
most noticable in the Enhancement Plan, where key information was either not presented or
presented with very little detail or explanation. The budget did not use the standard format, making it
difficult to determine the true level of support from the institution. The PIs are encouraged to
redevelop this interesting concept in a more thoughtful and deliberate manner with all the necessary
information, consistent with the RFP, and resubmit a more competitive proposal for consideration. No
funding is recommended.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Rapid Prototyping for Design, Research and Rapid 
Manufacturing 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: John Bonnette

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 10 (of 15 points)
A.3 4  (of 5 points) B.3 13 (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 5  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 7 (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 6  (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: 68  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $48,900
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 046UG-09

The PI seeks a Z-Corp Spectrum Z 510 3D printer to augment capabilities of an existing series printer. The
vendor indicates that the new machine provides 50% greater resolution than the existing machine. The proposal
indicates several courses that would benefit from the new machine; however, it might be argued that the old
printer, if functional, would suffice to service the needs of some of these courses where design validation and
form are the primary objectives. Courses that focus on fit and function would undoubtedly benefit from the
proposed equipment. The applicability of the machine to some areas and courses is not adequately explained.
Given that the core technology is based on layers of powder bonded using adhesives, and in the absence of
specific information on powder/binder/infiltrant combinations to be acquired, it is difficult to determine how the
machine will be used in strength testing or what the PI means by this. RP machines are relatively expensive to
run. While the quote provides information on a starter kit, the applications detailed in the proposal would entail
the acquisition of several materials. No information is provided regarding how this would be achieved, and no
budget has been allocated or detailed for this purpose. These unanswered questions limit the ability of the panel
to recommend funding for this project.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Digital Applications in Literary Scholarship, Publishing, and 
Teaching of Writing

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: David Hanson

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 62 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 5 (of 5 points)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 17 (of 20 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 20 (of 25 points)

B.4 4 (of 5 points)
C.  Faculty and Staff Expertise B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 12 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 11  (of 12 points) B.7   Yes X     No

 
D.  Economic and/or Cultura E.  Additional Funding Sources
Development and Impact (Total of 4 Points)
(Total of 12 Points) E.1 3 (of 4 points)
D.1 2  (of 2 points)
D.2a   (For S/E) F.  Previous Support Fund Awards
or  (of 10 points) (No Points Assigned)
D.2b 8  (For NS/NE) F.1   Yes X No

G.  Total Score: 86  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $172,452
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $85,455

COMMENTS:  (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections wher
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

PROPOSAL NUMBER:

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT REQUESTS
OTHER THAN EQUIPMENT PURCHASES

047UG-09

This is an ambitious proposal that seeks to align successful initiatives in several areas in a way that would
both support their continued success as independent projects and create a new, promising initiative. The
proposal is thorough and detailed, but would benefit from a stronger explanation of three particulars:
1) the level of administrative assurance that graduate assistant positions will be continued,
2) the need for Dr. Fredell's travel to London, and
3) the need for release time for the entire Task Force.

Curriculum development is a normal responsibility of faculty, and the case for "compelling and unusual
circumstances" (see section of G of the RFP guidelines) has been made only for Dr. Hanson, who will be
organizing the conferences. Partial funding of $82,455 is recommended for supplies ($15,315); personnel
training ($18,023); G.1, students costs ($6,750, $13,500, $13,500, $10,875); and G.2, release time for the
PI ($7,492). The institutional match for those lines items should be fully maintained.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Universal Testing System (UTS) for Interdisciplinary Materials
Research and Undergraduate Education 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Junkun Ma

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 9 (of 15 points)
A.3 4  (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 6  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura 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.2a 6  (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: 68  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $111,321
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 048UG-09

Acquisition of a Universal Testing System to conduct research on the performance of metal structural
connectors in order to improve their resistance to strong winds is this project's goal. The proposal
indicates the utilization of the equipment for educational purposes. The objectives, the work plan, and
the section on curricular impact do not provide sufficient information on the educational component of
this project. While the PI has listed several courses and alluded to future accreditation of a new ET
program that is being launched in spring 2009, the opportunity to integrate all of these pieces into a
logical and compelling experience for the students, research for the PI, and value-added to the
community and beyond is missed. The section on prominence beyond the campus needs to be
significantly strengthened. If the PI's work is successful, it is logical that the results and methods
would be widely sought by organizations and industry serving areas of the country prone to inclement
weather --- this would also be true in the global arena. However, this has not been addressed in the
proposal. The PI is encouraged to develop a more competitive proposal by addressing the missing
components and resbumit it for consideration. No funding is recommended for this project.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Lighting Grid and Editing Equipment for Southeastern 
Television Teaching Classroom/Studio 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Amber Narro

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)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 4  (of 5 points) B.3 15 (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     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura 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.2a  (For S/E) F.1 2 (of 4 points)
or  (of 10 points)
E.2b 7  (For NS/NE) G.  Previous Support Fund Awards

(No Points Assigned)
G.1   Yes No X

H.  Total Score: 75  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $65,850
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $8,385

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 049UG-09

The request for funds for a lighting grid to enhance SLU Communications students’ skills needed in
modern studios and provide a safer environment has merit, but it is very costly and marred by several
omissions. There is no biographical sketch or reference to the role of the lead PI. An itemized
accounting of the $65,000 for the lighting grid is essential in order to seriously consider fully or partially
funding this proposal. A tighter project summary that conforms to guidelines and a more specific, larger
institutional match would improve a resubmitted proposal. The panel recommends partial funding of
$8,385 for the editing system only, with maintenance of the institutional match for equipment.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Acquistion of an Atomic Force Microscope for the Establish-
ment of Nanoscience in Several Academic and Research 
Programs 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: William Norton

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)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 4  (of 5 points) B.3 16 (of 20 points)

B.4 3 (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)
C.3 3  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 11 (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 9  (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: 84  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $110,500
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $110,500

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 050UG-09

The PI seeks to acquire and integrate an Atomic Force Microscope into several departments and
programs within the College of Science & Technology. It is noteworthy that the project reaches into
both the K-12 system and the employer community. The proposal would be strengthened by greater
specificity in identifying the courses that are being targeted for enhancement as opposed to listing the
number of courses that would be impacted. Additional external funding and commitments of release
time for the faculty to achieve a degree of mastery in the usage of the AFM would also strengthen this
worthy proposal. Full funding is recommended. When a contract is formulated with SLU, the BoR
should receive written verification from the PI and SLU that the PIs will indeed have enough time to
implement the project. In the absence of any letter of commitment from the College or the University
in the proposal, this point was unclear to the reviewers.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancement of Electrophysiology and Molecular Biology
Teaching and Research Laboratories 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: John P. O'Reilly

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)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 7 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (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 2 (of 5 points)
C.1 5  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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 6  (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: $42,579
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 051UG-09

Southeastern Louisiana University requests a NanoDrop spectrophotometer, an inverted microscope,
an isolation table, and supplies to expand the research capabilities of the Biology Department. They
will be used in several research projects and in upper-level courses. However, the proposal’s
implementation plan contains no dates and focuses almost solely on research projects. The PI should
strengthen the impact on courses and impact on students sections of the proposal and submit a
stronger, more competitive, proposal. The panel does not recommend funding for this project.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Development of a Mechatronics Laboratory for Engineering 
Technology

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Shunmugham R. Pandian

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)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 16 (of 20 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 18 (of 25 points)

B.4 5 (of 5 points)
C.  Faculty and Staff Expertise B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 12 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 12  (of 12 points) B.7   Yes X     No

 
D.  Economic and/or Cultura E.  Additional Funding Sources
Development and Impact (Total of 4 Points)
(Total of 12 Points) E.1 2 (of 4 points)
D.1 2  (of 2 points)
D.2a 9  (For S/E) F.  Previous Support Fund Awards
or  (of 10 points) (No Points Assigned)
D.2b  (For NS/NE) F.1   Yes No X

G.  Total Score: 84  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $39,000
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $39,000

COMMENTS:  (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections wher
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

PROPOSAL NUMBER:

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT REQUESTS
OTHER THAN EQUIPMENT PURCHASES

052UG-09

This project is about developing a mechatronics laboratory and integrating it in the emerging Engineering
Technology program. The proposal has been thoughtfully presented and the PI proposes activities for the
specialty areas of the program. However, the adequacy of the existing and proposed hardware/software to
service multiple laboratory sections of 10-20 students has not been established clearly, and the proposal
would be further strengthened by additional release time for the PI and the Co-PI. Nevertheless, the
panel recommends full funding. This project could serve as a reasonable test bed toward an NSF (CCLI)
grant proposal in addition to the core objective of enhancing the facilities and program at the institution.



INSTITUTION: Southeastern Louisiana University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Technology as an Educational Enhancement Tool in the Fields
of Microbial and Human Genetics: Impacting Students from 
High School Through the Undergraduate Years

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Tara Stoulig

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)
A.2 5  (of 5 points) B.2 6 (of 15 points)
A.3 5  (of 5 points) B.3 11 (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 5  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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 6  (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: $64,067
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 053UG-09

This project is focused on the genetics discipline and will include students from high school to the
undergraduate level. The panel has several concerns regarding the work plan. How will SLU’s
relationships with area high schools be sustained? Will the modules be cost effective? How many
students will be impacted? With no answers to these questions, the panel does not recommend funding
for this proposal.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancement of Genomics Education at Southern University
at New Orleans 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Solomon Adekunle

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)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 9 (of 15 points)
A.3 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 4  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes     No X
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 9 (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 0 (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: 62  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $169,625
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 054UG-09

The investigator requests funds for equipment to enhance genetics courses at SUNO. The description
of currently available equipment is missing from the proposal. Likewise, it lacks three other important
elements: (1) justification for the equipment requested, (2) an explanation of how the equipment will be
incorporated into existing courses (no examples are described), and (3) pledged matching funds. The
panel does not recommend funding for the proposal.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: SUNO Restorative Justice Research Project 
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Wesley T. Bishop

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A.2 3  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 3  (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 3 (of 5 points)
C.1 3  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes     No X
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 4 (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  (For S/E) F.1 0 (of 4 points)
or  (of 10 points)
E.2b 0  (For NS/NE) G.  Previous Support Fund Awards

(No Points Assigned)
G.1   Yes No X

H.  Total Score: 55  (of 100 points)

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

YEAR 1 YEAR 2
SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested
RECOMMENDATIONS: Amount: $156,000 $110,000 *

Recommended
Amount: $0 $0

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

*The RFP restricts requests for 2nd-year funding to no more than $50,000

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 055UG-09

From front to back and in between, this proposal involving SUNO’s Restorative Justice Program is
sloppily and very poorly presented. The budget pages cite incorrect monetary amounts and the second
year request ($110,000) drastically exceeds the maximum allowed in program guidelines. The project
summary contains numerous objectives but none of them are specific to the request. The PI does not
attempt to relate equipment and software requests or the large sums of money sought for personnel
training ($100,000) and other costs directly to precise activities. A biographical sketch for the lead PI is
missing, and the only sketch provided for a Co-PI is five pages long (it should be two pages). A fuller
and better explained, less costly project could warrant serious consideration by this panel, but we
cannot recommend funding the project as it stands.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Proposal for American Literature Grant, Department of English,
Southern University at New Orleans 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Raj Chandarlapaty

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 1 (of 5 points)
A.2 1  (of 5 points) B.2 2 (of 15 points)
A.3 3  (of 5 points) B.3 0 (of 20 points)

B.4 2 (of 5 points)
C.  Equipment B.5 0 (of 2 points)
(Total of 10 Points) B.6 2 (of 5 points)
C.1 1  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 0  (of 1 point)
C.3 2  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 2 (of 12 points)
Development and Impact
(Total of 12 Points) F.  Additional Funding Sources
E.1 0  (of 2 points) (Total of 4 Points)
E.2a  (For S/E) F.1 0 (of 4 points)
or  (of 10 points)
E.2b 1  (For NS/NE) G.  Previous Support Fund Awards

(No Points Assigned)
G.1   Yes No X

H.  Total Score: 17  (of 100 points)

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

YEAR 1 YEAR 2
SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested
RECOMMENDATIONS: Amount: $22,700 $0

Recommended
Amount: $0 $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 056UG-09

This proposal establishes no link between the purpose of the project, as reflected in the outcomes to be
assessed, and the plan of action and equipment requested. That is, no evidence is offered that teaching
American Literature, as opposed to World or British or African Literature, will increase GRE scores or
lead students to pursue graduate studies. There is also no evidence cited that the department is willing
or able to teach American Literature. The budget is poorly researched, with the cost of extension cords
estimated at $100 in one place and $500 in another. No funding is recommended for the proposal.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancing Curricular Delivery in the Humanities Disciplines by
Providing Technology in Classroom Instruction 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Sudipta Das

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A.2 2  (of 5 points) B.2 11 (of 15 points)
A.3 3  (of 5 points) B.3 8 (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 1  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes X     No
C.2 0  (of 1 point)
C.3 2  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura 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  (For S/E) F.1 0 (of 4 points)
or  (of 10 points)
E.2b 3  (For NS/NE) G.  Previous Support Fund Awards

(No Points Assigned)
G.1   Yes X No

H.  Total Score: 49  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $63,926
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 057UG-09

The fundamental problem with this proposal is that the PI wishes to initiate a review of a wide variety
of courses to determine whether they would benefit from the addition of various types of technology,
yet prior to the technology review, the PI requests purchase of specific equipment. This topsy-turvy
arrangement seems to anticipate that the outcome of the review will not only find that technology is
needed in general, but that specific technologies are called for. The PI appears capable and
determined, but because the needs survey has not yet begun, it is simply impossible for her to link
requested equipment to specific uses or to establish the need for it at all. It is therefore impossible to
know what impact its use would have, and this uncertainty is reflected by the panel in several scoring
items. We recommend that the PI seek input from faculty on the kinds of technology they would like to
use, and resubmit this proposal after doing so. The panel does not recommend funding for the
proposal.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Anatomy and Physiology Teaching Enhancement  
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Ibrahim Ekaidi

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)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 9 (of 15 points)
A.3 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 4  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes     No X
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 9 (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 0 (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: 62  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $43,795
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 058UG-09

Southern University at New Orleans Department of Biology faculty need microscopes, models, and
software to enhance the curriculum and infrastructure of their anatomy and physiology courses, with
the ultimate goal of recruiting more students to careers in A&P. The proposal is not well organized; the
panel notes that the objectives change from one section to another. No budget justification is included,
and the evaluation process is inadequately described. In its current form the proposal does not merit a
recommendation for funding.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Black Diasporic Summer Studies Institute Proposal

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Melonee Griggs

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 62 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A.2 3  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 20 points)
A.3 1  (of 5 points) B.3 6 (of 25 points)

B.4 2 (of 5 points)
C.  Faculty and Staff Expertise B.5 1 (of 2 points)
(Total of 12 Points) B.6 3 (of 5 points)
C.1 8  (of 12 points) B.7   Yes X     No

 
D.  Economic and/or Cultura 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   (For S/E) F.  Previous Support Fund Awards
or  (of 10 points) (No Points Assigned)
D.2b 4  (For NS/NE) F.1   Yes X No

G.  Total Score: 44  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $121,900
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

COMMENTS:  (Discuss proposal strengths and weaknesses, particularly in those sections wher
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

PROPOSAL NUMBER:

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT REQUESTS
OTHER THAN EQUIPMENT PURCHASES

059UG-09

This proposal requests funds for a week-long institute that has multiple goals. There is little evidence
presented that there is enough infrastructure in place, in terms of existing faculty or course offerings at the
University or ongoing relationships with area K-12 schools, for a one-time event to have a galvanizing
effect. Also, no real plan to extend the impact of the Institute into future programs is described. The list of
speakers and targeted audience are all sensible, but there is simply not enough evidence to suggest that
this relatively expensive event would have sufficient benefits to justify its cost. If resubmitted, the PI
should provide far more links to ongoing curricular and faculty development efforts at Southern University
at New Orleans and other schools that might benefit from such an institute. The panel does not
recommend funding.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Presentational Technology and Public Speaking Learning 
Outcomes 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Lora Helvie-Mason

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 52 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A.2 3  (of 5 points) B.2 12 (of 15 points)
A.3 4  (of 5 points) B.3 12 (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)
C.3 2  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 10 (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  (For S/E) F.1 3 (of 4 points)
or  (of 10 points)
E.2b 6  (For NS/NE) G.  Previous Support Fund Awards

(No Points Assigned)
G.1   Yes X No

H.  Total Score: 71  (of 100 points)

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

YEAR 1 YEAR 2
SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested
RECOMMENDATIONS: Amount: $73,973 $31,746

Recommended
Amount: $29,000 $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 060UG-09

This proposal has several specific goals centered upon instruction provided in Communications
courses, primarily the introductory course. Project goals that involve the use of technology to provide
students with feedback on their oral performances appear solid, as does the general goal of acquainting
students with new media presentation environments and the technology necessary to participate in
them. Some of the specific goals involving more advanced pedagogical methods like Webinars and
advanced Blackboard applications are promising, but appear more speculative and not very well
worked out. This is reflected in the implementation schedule, which indicates the investigator will spend
almost a year learning the software before implementing the project. Because of budget constraints the
panel only recommends funding part of the proposal. We recommend $29,000 for much of the
equipment necessary for the goals that the PI feels are most immediately realizable, and suggest that
after implementing these and doing some more research, the PI reapply for funding, if necessary, for
the software needed for the more advanced goals. However, we do not recommend any funding for
travel or research time, and no funding in year 2. The institutional match for equipment should be
maintained since it is primarily previously existing equipment in the department.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancement of Biology Course(s) Instruction at Southern
University in New Orleans with Walk and Talk White-Board
Technology 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Lisa Mims-Devezin

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)
A.2 3  (of 5 points) B.2 9 (of 15 points)
A.3 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 4  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes     No X
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 8 (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 0 (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: 60  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $146,242
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 061UG-09

The PI requests funds to purchase Walk and Talk whiteboard technology to enhance instruction and
research activities in the Department of Biology at SUNO. The panel notes the proposal’s lack of focus
regarding applications of the new technology, how existing facilities would be enhanced, and the
specific new activities that would be possible with acquisition of whiteboard technology. There is no
formal budget page or budget justification information in the proposal, as required by the RFP. The
panel cannot recommend funding the proposal in its current form, but encourages the PIs to submit
the proposal in another cycle and include clear descriptions of specific applications of the requested
equipment and a detailed budget and justification.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancement of Biology Curriculum at SUNO Through 
Technology Based Laboratories 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Lisa Mims-Devezin

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)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 9 (of 15 points)
A.3 3  (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 4  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes     No X
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 9 (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 8  (For S/E) F.1 0 (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: 62  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $147,208
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 062UG-09

The panel recognizes the importance of a working autoclave and ultracentrifuge to courses like
microbiology, cell biology, etc. This proposal, however, lacks the current equipment inventory and
plans for maintenance and upkeep of the requested equipment. It also lacks a viable institutional
match because the equipment match that is listed is previously existing equipment in the department.
The budget justification is poorly presented. No funding is recommended for the project. The panel
suggests that the PI restructure the proposal to address the weaknesses identified above, and then
submit it in another funding cycle.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancment of Undergraduate Management Information
Systems Program via Student and Faculty Research

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Dayanand Thangada

A.  The Current Situation B.  The Enhancement Plan
(Total of 10 Points) (Total of 62 Points)
A.1   Yes X No B.1 3 (of 5 points)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 15 (of 20 points)
A.3 3  (of 5 points) B.3 16 (of 25 points)

B.4 3 (of 5 points)
C.  Faculty and Staff Expertise B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 12 Points) B.6 4 (of 5 points)
C.1 9  (of 12 points) B.7   Yes X     No

 
D.  Economic and/or Cultura E.  Additional Funding Sources
Development and Impact (Total of 4 Points)
(Total of 12 Points) E.1 0 (of 4 points)
D.1 2  (of 2 points)
D.2a   (For S/E) F.  Previous Support Fund Awards
or  (of 10 points) (No Points Assigned)
D.2b 7  (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.)

YEAR 1 YEAR 2
SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested
RECOMMENDATIONS: Amount: $87,529 $84,360 *

Recommended
Amount: $0 $0

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

*The RFP restricts requests for 2nd-year funding to no more than $50,000

PROPOSAL NUMBER:

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT REQUESTS
OTHER THAN EQUIPMENT PURCHASES

063UG-09

The PIs seek enhancement of SUNO's MIS Department through research opportunities for faculty and
students in the area of GIS as it applies to the study of small businesses both pre- and post-Katrina and
Rita. The proposal would be significantly strengthened through the inclusion of additional detail in the
Enhancement Plan section, with specific attention to the work plan and the potential for recognized
eminence. The section on faculty expertise needs to be strengthened to demonstrate the ability of the
team to successfully execute this project. There is no commitment of any kind on the part of the
University toward this project -- a deficiency that needs to be rectified. The panel advises the PIs to
strengthen their proposal, secure commitments from the institution and the community where possible,
and resubmit a more competitive proposal for consideration. No funding is recommended.



INSTITUTION: Southern University and A&M College - New Orleans

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Enhancing Teaching and Learning with Real-Time DNA 
Analysis in the Biology Curriculum 

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Illya Tietzel

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)
A.2 3  (of 5 points) B.2 9 (of 15 points)
A.3 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 4  (of 6 points) B.7   Yes     No X
C.2 1  (of 1 point)
C.3 1  (of 3 points) D.  Faculty and Staff Expertise

(Total of 12 Points)
E.  Economic and/or Cultura D.1 8 (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 0 (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: 60  (of 100 points)

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

SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested Amount: $32,536
RECOMMENDATIONS: Recommended Amount $0

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

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT INSTRUCTIONAL
AND RESEARCH EQUIPMENT REQUESTS

PROPOSAL NUMBER: 064UG-09

The proposal’s title indicates that the Real-Time PCR system requested will enhance teaching and
learning in SUNO’s biology curriculum. The evidence regarding how traditional academic goals would
be enhanced is weak. However, the proposal contains adequate documentation that defines how the
requested equipment will be used in faculty research. Other weak sections include those on faculty
development and performance measures. Plans for developing modules and implementing the
equipment in several courses in the curriculum are described, but no specific benefits to students and
the curriculum are presented. The long-term maintenance plan is weak and there are no matching
funds. The panel does not recommend funding for this project.



INSTITUTION: Xavier University

TITLE OF PROPOSAL: Xavier Mass Communication Education Enhancement
Collaborative Project

PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR: Janice Haynes

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)
A.2 4  (of 5 points) B.2 15 (of 20 points)
A.3 3  (of 5 points) B.3 16 (of 25 points)

B.4 2 (of 5 points)
C.  Faculty and Staff Expertise B.5 2 (of 2 points)
(Total of 12 Points) B.6 3 (of 5 points)
C.1 10  (of 12 points) B.7   Yes X     No

 
D.  Economic and/or Cultura 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   (For S/E) F.  Previous Support Fund Awards
or  (of 10 points) (No Points Assigned)
D.2b 5  (For NS/NE) F.1   Yes No X

G.  Total Score: 65  (of 100 points)

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

YEAR 1 YEAR 2
SPECIFIC BUDGETARY Requested
RECOMMENDATIONS: Amount: $135,178 $48,680

Recommended
Amount: $0 $0

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

PROPOSAL NUMBER:

RATING FORM FOR ENHANCEMENT REQUESTS
OTHER THAN EQUIPMENT PURCHASES

065UG-09

The applicants seek funds to enhance Xavier’s Mass Communications education and research, as well as
help to promote diversity in the media industry. They propose to accomplish these goals through lectures,
workshops, institutes, mentoring and undergraduate research projects, along with some equipment
requests. Although a two-year work plan is laid out in the proposal, this is an overly ambitious, extremely
costly project, one whose potential benefits are questionable and do not appear to justify the costs. The
initial focus on preparing only five students for the GRE, the major emphasis on out-of-class instructional
help, and the high school mentoring plans are also problematic. The panel does not recommend funding
for this project.
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Summary of Proposals 



Proposals Submitted to the

Undergraduate Enhancement Program

for the FY 2008-09 Review Cycle

Proposal

Number
PI Name Institution Categories

Type of

Proposal
New/Continuation Duration Project Title

Amount Requested

Year 1 ----------- Year2 ---------Total

001UG-09 Goadrich,Laura

Bossier Parish

Community

College

Computer

and

Information

Sciences

E N 1

Equipment and

Resources for Cyber IT

Program at Bossier

Parish Community

College

$91,140.00 $0.00 $91,140.00

002UG-09 Powell,Larry

Bossier Parish

Community

College

Social

Sciences
E N 1

The Addition of a

Computer Lab for

Students in

Telecommunications

$74,818.00 $0.00 $74,818.00

003UG-09 Powell,Larry

Bossier Parish

Community

College

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Compressed Video

Delivery Between

Bossier Parish

Community College

and Grambling State

University

$119,975.00 $0.00 $119,975.00

004UG-09 Brame,Cynthia
Centenary

College

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Learning to think like a

scientist: Using

differential

centrifugation and

phase contrast

microscopy in a

multi-week,

inquiry-based project

$40,011.00 $0.00 $40,011.00

005UG-09 Hammond,Amy
Centenary

College

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancing the

Multimedia Experience

and Incorporating

Interactive

Technologies in

Psychology Classes

$42,676.00 $0.00 $42,676.00

006UG-09 Henderson,Daniel
Centenary

College

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

The Critical Impact of

Enhanced Metabolic

Measurement
$60,769.95 $0.00 $60,769.95

Louisiana Enhancement: Grant Approval

1 of 10



Capability on Inquiry

Based Learning,

Student Research and

Community Service

Opportunities

007UG-09 Walker,Gloria
Centenary

College

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancing Teaching

and Learning through

Technology and

Multi-Media

Capabilities in the

Political Science and

History Classroom

$51,100.00 $0.00 $51,100.00

008UG-09 Broadway,Ruby
Dillard

University

Biological

Sciences
NE N 1

Enhancement of

Instruction in the

Biological Sciences

$95,971.00 $0.00 $95,971.00

009UG-09 Broadway,Ruby
Dillard

University

Biological

Sciences

Engineering

B

(Industrial,

Materials,

Mechanical,

etc.)

E N 1

Enhancement of

Instruction in

Pre-Engineering

$99,071.00 $0.00 $99,071.00

010UG-09 Broadway,Ruby
Dillard

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Intereation of

Technology and Virtual

Laboratories into the

Biology Curriculum at

Dillard University:

Impact on Attitude in

Learning Biology for

majors and non-majors.

$56,039.00 $0.00 $56,039.00

011UG-09 Buckles,Eric
Dillard

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Strategies to Enhance

the Optical

Instrumentation in

Biology

$144,552.00 $0.00 $144,552.00

012UG-09 Coleman,Kim
Dillard

University

Social

Sciences
E N 1

ABLE Economics

Laboratory
$49,875.00 $0.00 $49,875.00

013UG-09 Coleman,Kim
Dillard

University

Social

Sciences
NE N 1

Summer Institute of

Teaching Economics

(SITE) for Academic

Excellence

$38,675.00 $0.00 $38,675.00

Louisiana Enhancement: Grant Approval

2 of 10



014UG-09 Collins,Robert
Dillard

University

Social

Sciences
E N 1

New Orleans and

Louisiana Gulf Coast

Research Project to

Enhance the Use of

Community Survey

Research

$87,572.00 $0.00 $87,572.00

015UG-09 Fugar,Christian
Dillard

University

Social

Sciences
NE N 1

Internationalizing

Economics Curriculum

at Dillard University -

Strategy for Building

Global Partnership

$70,000.00 $0.00 $70,000.00

016UG-09
Hammonds-

Odie,Latanya

Dillard

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Instrumentation for

Enhancing the

Laboratory Experiences

in Cellular Biology and

Physiology

$92,772.00 $0.00 $92,772.00

017UG-09 Igwike,Richard
Dillard

University

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Reengineering the

Teaching of Global

Trade and International

Economics through

Technology Enhanced

International

Collaborations and

Agency Relations

$61,727.26 $0.00 $61,727.26

018UG-09 Lesen,Amy
Dillard

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

A Course Module on

Southeastern Louisiana

Ecosystems: Enhancing

Ecology Education in

Louisiana for

Underrepresented

Minority Undergraduate

Students

$16,726.35 $0.00 $16,726.35

019UG-09 Lozano,Joanne
Dillard

University
Humanities E N 1

World Languages

Technology

Enhancement Project

(WLTEP)

$53,621.34 $0.00 $53,621.34

020UG-09 Mountain,Chandra
Dillard

University
Humanities E N 1

The Writing Project:

Writing to Learn at

Dillard University

$174,476.00 $0.00 $174,476.00

021UG-09 Saloy,Mona Lisa
Dillard

University
Humanities E

C

5043430689
1

Creative Writing and

Media Lab
$193,794.23 $0.00 $193,794.23

Louisiana Enhancement: Grant Approval

3 of 10



022UG-09 Somervill,Winona
Dillard

University

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancement of

Undergraduate

Instruction and

Research in Sociology

$51,700.00 $0.00 $51,700.00

023UG-09 Wismar,Keith
Dillard

University

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancing the

Assessment of Student

Learning Outcomes in

the Psychology

Department at Dillard

University

$20,500.00 $0.00 $20,500.00

024UG-09 Wismar,Keith
Dillard

University

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancing Strategies of

Instruction in

Psychology (ESIP) at

Dillard University

$58,406.00 $0.00 $58,406.00

025UG-09 Zujia,Xu
Dillard

University

Computer

and

Information

Sciences

E N 1

Establishing a

Computing Laboratory

for Multi-Discipline

Instruction and

Research

$101,094.00 $0.00 $101,094.00

026UG-09 Ifeanyi,Felix

Grambling

State

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

ACQUISITION OF

LABORATORY

EQUIPMENT ITEMS

TO ENHANCE

TEACHING AND

RESEARCH

CAPABILITIES OF

THE DEPARTMENT

OF BIOLOGICAL

SCIENCES

$116,876.00 $0.00 $116,876.00

027UG-09 Whittington,Beth

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Alexandria

Social

Sciences
E N 2

Enhancement of

Criminal Justice

Program

$53,614.00 $0.00 $53,614.00

028UG-09 Aamodt,Stephanie

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Shreveport

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Strengthening of

Student Preparation in

the Biological Sciences

through Training in

Inquiry and

Computational Biology

$36,400.00 $0.00 $36,400.00
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029UG-09 Banks,Stephen

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Shreveport

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

ENHANCEMENT OF

DUAL ENROLLMENT

FOR BIOLOGY

LABORATORY

CLASS (BIOS 120L)

$40,126.00 $0.00 $40,126.00

030UG-09 Boucher,Gary

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Shreveport

Engineering

B

(Industrial,

Materials,

Mechanical,

etc.)

E N 1

Technology

Enhancement for

Integrating Education &

Research

$12,138.00 $0.00 $12,138.00

031UG-09 Buzgo,Matyas

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Shreveport

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Histology and DNA

laboratory equipment

for anatomy and

developmental biology

$20,334.00 $0.00 $20,334.00

032UG-09 Fife,Leslie

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Shreveport

Computer

and

Information

Sciences

E N 1

Classrooms ready for

modern traditional and

on-line collaborative

computer science

courses

$117,118.00 $0.00 $117,118.00

033UG-09 Gossett,Dalton

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Shreveport

Biological

Sciences
NE N 1

Enhancement of

Experiential Learning in

Environmental Science

at LSUS

$18,000.00 $0.00 $18,000.00

034UG-09 Joiner,Gary

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Shreveport

Social

Sciences
E N 1

EMI and Infrared

Technology to Enhance

Interdisciplinary GIS

Training

$49,624.00 $0.00 $49,624.00

035UG-09 Webster,Linda

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Student Portfolio

Development and

Faculty Capability

Enhancement

$24,253.00 $0.00 $24,253.00
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Shreveport

036UG-09 Winter,Timothy

Louisiana

State

University

And A&M

College -

Shreveport

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Teaching Enhancement

for Exercise Physiology

Education

$25,050.00 $0.00 $25,050.00

037UG-09 Melancon, Jr.,Earl
Nicholls State

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Upgrading Microscope

Technology for

Instructional Needs in

Marine Biology and

Invertebrate Zoology

$69,384.00 $0.00 $69,384.00

038UG-09 Nathaniel,Rajkumar
Nicholls State

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancing Biology

Laboratories Through

E-Learning Tools

$15,775.00 $0.00 $15,775.00

039UG-09 Crank,James

Northwestern

State

University

Humanities E N 1

Stregthening New

Concentration in Film

Studies Through a

Departmental Film

Library

$5,102.36 $0.00 $5,102.36

040UG-09 Gabrey,Steven

Northwestern

State

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancing Career

Competitiveness of

Science Undergraduates

by Providing

Opportunities for

Professional Skill

Development

$63,684.00 $0.00 $63,684.00

041UG-09 Hatahet,Zafer

Northwestern

State

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Establishment of a

forensic science lab in

the department of

biological sciences

$100,000.00 $0.00 $100,000.00

042UG-09 Hatahet,Zafer

Northwestern

State

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Establishment of

bioinformatics lab

facility in the

department of

biological sciences

$60,000.00 $0.00 $60,000.00

043UG-09 Phifer,Curtis

Northwestern

State

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancement of

Biological Sciences

Laboratory for the

Louisiana Scholars'

$47,794.45 $0.00 $47,794.45
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College

044UG-09 Waddell,Stephen

Nunez

Community

College

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Biological Science

Enhancements in the

Community College

$165,741.45 $0.00 $165,741.45

045UG-09 Alkadi,Ghassan

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Computer

and

Information

Sciences

E N 1

Virtualization of

Southeastern Louisiana

University for the

Recruitment and

Orientation of Future

Students

$38,881.00 $0.00 $38,881.00

046UG-09 Bonnette,John

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Engineering

B

(Industrial,

Materials,

Mechanical,

etc.)

E N 1

Rapid Prototyping for

Design, Research and

Rapid Manufacturing

$48,900.00 $0.00 $48,900.00

047UG-09 Hanson,David

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Humanities NE N 1

Digital Applications in

Literary Scholarship,

Publishing, and

Teaching of Writing

$172,452.00 $0.00 $172,452.00

048UG-09 Ma,Junkun

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Engineering

B

(Industrial,

Materials,

Mechanical,

etc.)

E N 1

Universal Testing

System (UTS) for

Interdisciplinary

Materials Research and

Undergraduate

Education

$111,321.00 $0.00 $111,321.00

049UG-09 Narro,Amber

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Social

Sciences
E N 1

Lighting Grid and

Editing Equipment for

Southeastern Television

Teaching

Classroom/Studio

$65,850.00 $0.00 $65,850.00

050UG-09 Norton,William

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Biological

Sciences

Engineering

B

(Industrial,

Materials,

Mechanical,

etc.)

E N 1

Acquisition of an

Atomic Force

Microscope for the

Establishment of

Nanoscience in Several

Academic and Research

Programs

$110,500.00 $0.00 $110,500.00
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051UG-09 O'Reilly,John

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancement of

Electrophysiology and

Molecular Biology

Teaching and Research

Laboratories

$42,579.00 $0.00 $42,579.00

052UG-09 Pandian,Shunmugham

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Engineering

B

(Industrial,

Materials,

Mechanical,

etc.)

NE N 1

Development of a

Mechatronics

Laboratory for

Engineering

Technologies

$39,000.00 $0.00 $39,000.00

053UG-09 Stoulig,Tara

Southeastern

Louisiana

University

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Technology as an

Educational

Enhancement Tool in

the Fields of Microbial

and Human Genetics:

Impacting Students

from High School

through the

Undergraduate Years

$64,067.00 $0.00 $64,067.00

054UG-09 Adekunle,Solomon

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

ENHANCEMENT OF

GENOMICS

EDUCATION AT

SOUTHERN

UNIVERSITY AT

NEW ORLEANS

$169,625.00 $0.00 $169,625.00

055UG-09 Bishop,Wesley

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Social

Sciences
E N 2

SUNO Restorative

Justice Research Project
$156,000.00

$110,000.00
*

$266,000.00

056UG-09 Chandarlapaty,Raj

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Humanities E N 2

Proposal For American

Literature Grant,

Department of English,

Southern University at

New Orleans

$22,700.00 $0.00 $22,700.00

057UG-09 Das,Sudipta

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Humanities E N 1

Enhancing Curricular

Delivery in the

Humanities Disciplines

by providing

Technology in

$63,926.21 $0.00 $63,926.21
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Classroom Instruction

058UG-09 Ekaidi,Ibrahim

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Anatomy and

Physiology Teaching

Enhancement

$43,795.00 $0.00 $43,795.00

059UG-09 Griggs,Melonee

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Humanities NE N 1

Black Diasporic Studies

Summer Institute

Proposal

$121,900.00 $0.00 $121,900.00

060UG-09 Helvie-Mason,Lora

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Humanities E N 2

Presentational

technology and public

speaking learning

outcomes

$73,973.30 $31,745.80 $105,719.10

061UG-09 Mims-Devezin,Lisa

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancement of

Biology Course(s)

Instruction at Southern

University at New

Orleans with Walk and

Talk White-Board

Technology

$146,242.00 $0.00 $146,242.00

062UG-09 Mims-Devezin,Lisa

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancement of the

Biology Curriculum at

SUNO through

Technology Based

Laboratories

$147,208.20 $0.00 $147,208.20

063UG-09 Thangada,Dayanand

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Computer

and

Information

Sciences

NE N 2

Enhancement of

Undergraduate

Management

Information Systems

Program Via Student

and Faculty Research

$87,529.00
$84,360.00
*

$171,889.00

064UG-09 Tietzel,Illya

Southern

University

and A&M

College at

New Orleans

Biological

Sciences
E N 1

Enhancing Teaching

and Learning with

Real-Time DNA

Analysis in the Biology

Curriculum

$32,536.00 $0.00 $32,536.00
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065UG-09 Haynes,Janice
Xavier

University

Social

Sciences
NE N 2

Xavier Mass

Communication

Education

Enhancement

Collaborative Project

$135,178.00 $48,680.00 $183,858.00

* Second year amount requested is more than the $50,000 limit

Total Number of Proposals submitted 65

Total Money Requested for First Year $4,882,239.10

Total Money Requested for Second Year $274,785.80

Total Money Requested $5,157,024.90
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Rating Forms Used in This Competition 

 

1. Equipment 

2. Non-equipment 



 

 

Proposal Number: _________________    Principal Investigator: ___________________________ 
 Page 1 of 3 
 

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_____ A.1  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.  A.3  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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COMMENTS: 
 
 
 
C. EQUIPMENT--Total of 10 points 
 

_____ of 6 pts.   C.1   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.       C.3   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 
 

_____ of 4 pts.  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: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
==================================================================================================================== 
I agree to maintain in confidence any information, documentation and material of any kind (hereinafter referred to as "Material") included in this proposal; I 
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_____  A.1  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.   A.3  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       C.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: 
 
 
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 
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SPECIFIC BUDGETARY RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
Requested Amount:$_________________________        Recommended Amount:$________________________ 
 
COMMENTS: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
==================================================================================================================== 
I agree to maintain in confidence any information, documentation and material of any kind (hereinafter referred to as "Material") included in this proposal; I 
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) 
  




