Sabbatical Proposal Review Sheet
Faculty Development Committee
Wilkes University

Reviewer Name: Reviewer Title:

Instructions to Reviewer: Please provide comments as brief or thorough as you deem appropriate. Please

write N/A for categories that you do not feel you can judge for any reason. Provide scores on the right no
higher than the maximum indicated value. Space is designated at the end for additional/miscellaneous
feedback. Thank you for your time and effort!

Intellectual Merit
e Significance to Society Score out of 10:

Reviewer Comments:

e Originality Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Feasibility of the activity Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Quality of design Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Choice of venue (if applicable) Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Track record of the applicant Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Intellectual development from proposed activity Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Professional development from proposed activity Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Strength of Supporting letters/collaborations (if applicable) Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:



Merit to Wilkes Universi

e Value to students Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Value to department Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

e Value to institution Score out of 10:
Reviewer Comments:

Total Score:

Other considerations/comments:

The Faculty Development Committee will also consider the following factors when evaluating the sabbatical proposal.
The external reviewer may optionally provide comments if he/she feels able to, but it is understood that the reviewer may
not be familiar with these items. Please leave blank if unable to comment.

- Time since last sabbatical

- Value of previous sabbatical(s) to applicant, department, and institution

- Other comments



