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Good 6 The project proposal meets the relevant criteria in all dimensions. The shortcoming is almost 

non-existent. 

5 The project proposal meets the relevant criteria well. However, the proposal has some 
acceptable shortcomings. 

Improvable 4 Although the proposal meets the relevant criteria in general terms, the proposal has points 
open to improvement and development. 

3 The proposal meets the relevant criterion moderately. There are important issues in the 
proposal that need to be improved and developed. 

Inadequate 2 The proposal does not adequately meet the criteria. There are important shortcomings 
in the proposal. 

1 The project proposal does not meet the relevant criteria. There are serious deficiencies / 
shortcomings in the proposal. 

 


