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GNSA PhD-DNP Collabora�on Grant 2024-2025 
Scoring Rubric 

 Excellent (4) 
 

Good (3) 
 

Fair (2) 
 

Poor (1) 
 

Demonstrates collabora�ve works that 
has poten�al to advance science or 
influence outcomes related to health 
care, nursing prac�ce, and/or health 
policy. 

The response demonstrates 
complete descrip�on of 

collabora�ve work with details 
demonstra�ng excellence in 

this area. 

The response demonstrates 
collabora�ve work with some 

supplemental details 
included.  

The response indicates some 
collabora�ve work with no 

suppor�ng details. 

The response does not 
demonstrate any 

collabora�ve work.  

Demonstrates scholarly rigor and 
contributes to the profession. 

The response demonstrates 
scholarly rigor with details 

demonstra�ng excellence in 
this area. 

The response demonstrates 
some supplemental details in 

this area.  

The response demonstrates 
litle suppor�ng details in 

this area. 

The response does not 
address these criteria.  

Exemplifies innova�on in PhD-DNP 
collabora�on and leadership in nursing 
prac�ce. 

The response demonstrates an 
innova�ve proposal with 

excellent suppor�ng 
informa�on.  

The response demonstrates 
some innova�ve aspects in 

the proposal with some 
suppor�ng informa�on. 

The response demonstrates 
litle innova�ve aspects in 

the proposal with litle 
suppor�ng informa�on 

The response does not 
demonstrate innova�on.  

The personal statement addresses how 
the PhD-DNP team proposal 
contributes to current and future 
prac�ce and career goals and addresses 
all criteria. 

The response clearly addresses 
all criteria of the writen 

statement with suppor�ng 
informa�on.  

The response addresses 
some criteria of the writen 

statement with some 
suppor�ng informa�on. 

The response addresses few 
of the criteria of the writen 

statement with litle 
suppor�ng informa�on. 

The response does not 
address the criteria of the 

writen statement. 

Well writen  Clearly well writen; no spelling 
or gramma�cal errors. 

Well writen – few technical 
issues or spelling errors. 

Disjointed or poorly writen So poorly writen it is difficult 
to ascertain meaning 

Background & Significance 
Timely, significant, and noteworthy 

Will make a significant 
contribu�on to mul�ple areas 

of academic nursing; �mely 
topic 

Some elements are 
significant and/or 

noteworthy 

Litle significance; will only 
be applicable to a small, 

select audience 

Does not present anything 
new, noteworthy, or 

significant 

Purpose & Conclusion 
Clearly stated purpose and objec�ves of 
the proposal 

Demonstrates a clear purpose, 
objec�ves, and conclusion with 

strong suppor�ng details.  

Demonstrates purpose, 
objec�ves, and conclusion 

with some suppor�ng 
details. 

Demonstrates purpose, 
objec�ves, and conclusion 

with litle suppor�ng details. 

Does not include a clear 
purpose, objec�ves, and 

conclusion. 

 
Total Score: _____ /30 
 


