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	Applicant name:







	Project number:




	Location:


	Project title:



	PART 1. ELIGIBILITY PRE-SCREENING  
(All applications must pass all three pre-screening criteria to be given further consideration)
	Eligibility
	Comments


	APPLICANT ELIGIBILITY
Is the applicant eligible? Eligible applicants to RKD are:  

1. Co-operatives;

2. Non-profit  organizations;

3. Universities and colleges ;   

4. Individual researchers and co-operative developers, in collaboration with an established entity  


	YES / NO
	

	REFLECTION OF RKD COMPONENT PRIORITIES
To what extent does the project reflect one or more RKD component priorities: 

1. Local community economic development;
2. Changing community demographics;
3. Low-carbon communities
	YES / NO
	

	SHARING OF RESULTS AND LESSONS LEARNED
· Has the applicant provided details about how it plans to:  

(a) report on lessons learned;
(b) share results, and with whom?
· Will the project generate knowledge that is of value to the co‑operative sector and to governments? 


	
YES / NO
	


	PART 2. EVALUATION 
(Only for applications that met all three pre-screening criteria , see Part 1) 
	Score
	Comments


	Project objectives and outcomes
· Are the proposed project objectives concrete, realistic and measurable?      

· Has the applicant demonstrated how the project will contribute to reaching
long-lasting outcomes (enduring effects/results), and which are also connected to the project objectives?

	/ 20 
	

	EXPECTED RESULTS, CONTRIBUTIONS AND SIGNIFICANCE
For research projects, to what extent will the project: 

· rely on existing research projects?
· provide new knowledge about the co‑operative model?
· help advance the operative model and co‑operative development practices in communities?
· meet a need for research on co‑operatives?
For dissemination projects, to what extent will the project: 

· transfer knowledge about  co‑operatives to new stakeholders, groups/sectors, target groups and/or to more Canadians?
· use new means of dissemination to reach various target groups? 


	/ 30


	

	WORK PLAN AND PROPOSED ACTIVITIES
· Is the work plan detailed enough?
· Does the work plan include a realistic schedule of activities?   

· Is there a strong connection between each activity and its immediate outcome?  

· Is there a strong connection between the proposed activities and the project objectives?  


	/ 15  
	

	COMMUNITY AND PARTNER SUPPORT
· To what extent is the project supported by partnerships with researchers and the co‑operative sector?  

· Do the proponent and partners invest their own money in the project?  
· Has the applicant confirmed the most relevant partner or partners for carrying out the project successfully?

· Does the applicant have stakeholders who have appropriate expertise and have demonstrated commitment to the project?


	/ 15  
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	EVALUATION (CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1)
	Score
	Comments


	CONFIDENCE IN PROPONENT’S CAPACITY TO CARRY OUT THE PROJECT
· Does the proponent appear to have the capacity to carry out the project successfully? (See the principal investigator’s background, the applicant organization’s management systems and control mechanisms, and the roles allocated to employees, consultants and partners.)

· Does the proponent appear to have a well‑structured organization? Are all human and financial resources for the project available? 


	/ 10  
	

	BUDGET

· Is the proposed budget realistic, given the project objectives, the work plan and proposed activities, and the contributions by partners? 

· Do the applicant and its partners contribute appropriate resources to the project, and are these contributions confirmed (particularly with other funding sources)?

	/ 10  
	

	TOTAL:
	/ 100  
	


	AMOUNT OF CDI FUNDING (RKD)



	Contribution requested by proponent:
(2009‑2010)                              $

(2010-2011)                                $
(2011‑2012)                              $

(2012‑2013)                                $


	Recommended contribution:
(2009‑2010)                              $

(2010‑2011)                                 $
(2011‑2012)                              $

(2012‑2013)                                 $


	Comments

(Please provide reasons for any recommendation differing from the amount requested by the proponent.)



Evaluated by:
Signature: 
Date (YYYY‑MM‑DD):

