Purpose: Relative to Oregon Sea Grant (ORSG) research, societal relevance encompasses how the proposed activity addresses an important issue, problem, or opportunity in development, use, or management of marine or coastal resources. The categories and criteria included below are meant to provide guidance for reviewers (typically the ORSG Advisory Council) and potential investigators for assessing the clarity with which the proposed activity addresses societal relevance, and to complement the existing Societal Relevance Rubric. 

The best proposals will demonstrate high societal relevance in one or more of these areas; is rare to see a proposal that addresses every element. All proposals will need to address Societal Value, as this category encompasses all others. Including details of how the proposed activities address other societal relevance categories is strongly encouraged. 

Other areas of proposal evaluation (and who typically conducts the review) include Scientific and Technical Merit (peer reviewers; panelists) and Outreach and Engagement (ORSG leadership; Peer reviewers and panelists). All review criteria are included in the specific request for proposals (RFP) for each competition.

Societal Value Category:
Every successful proposal will address the Societal Value category. Proposal authors should ensure that the content is placed within the societal context for Oregon coastal communities. Further, reviewers will verify that the work recognizes bias and acknowledges different viewpoints pertaining to the societal context of the proposed activities.

Use-Inspired or Community-Engaged Research Category: 
The most effective science that ORSG can support addresses community need. When drafting a proposal, investigators should frame the research question or problem in the context of local community need and link content/objectives to end-users. Also, reviewers will assess whether investigators demonstrate a clear understanding of relevant communities and detail how information will be shared between end-users and the investigators (two-way communication).

Public Understanding Category:
Sharing research results with a broad audience is a goal for all ORSG supported projects. Proposal investigators should identify relevant audience(s) for receiving information about the work through planned outreach (one-way communication). Reviewers will note whether the investigators articulate why the topic might be challenging; stating possible sources of bias, misinformation, and where values may differ within the community; and note how the project might improve public understanding.

Economic Assessment Category:
Depending on the scope and stage of the proposed work, there may be measurable impacts to Oregon’s economy because of project results. Reviewers will want to see that the investigators address the possible economic benefits or return on investment for the work. And, if there is an economic benefit, the investigators should ensure that there is community support for the economic value or the value-add of the project.

Real-World Application Category:
What is the bigger picture for the proposed project? Might there be impacts beyond Oregon or the local scale? If this could be the case, reviewers will assess whether the investigators articulate real solutions to real problems that are grounded in rigorous evidence. Reviewers will also look to see that the work will have actionable outcomes beyond the local scale (i.e. a focus on prediction) and the practical application of the results is presented in formats useful to broader communities.
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	Measurement
AC Ideas/Terms
	Exemplary
	Substantially Developed
	Somewhat Developed
	Not Developed

	Social assessment
Link to high societal value
	· Demonstrates full understanding of the content information and its significance within a societal context, including a recognition of source bias.
· Letters of support address the societal value of the research problem being addressed.
	· Information accurate, complete, and appropriately detailed.
· Demonstrates understanding of the content material. May attempt to place the material in societal context.
	· Information accurate, but not always complete.
· Information too simplistic.
· Demonstrates only limited understanding of content material in societal context.
	· Information outdated, inappropriate, inaccurate, etc.

	Use-inspired/ community-engaged research
Clear problem being addressed; Makes a difference to users; Clear link to a communityi
	· Research problem and goals clearly stated.
· Demonstrates comprehensive understanding of community information/collaboration/priorities in developing res. goals & objectives.
· Letters of support address the value of the research problem being addressed.
	· Research problem and goals clearly stated.
· Demonstrates understanding of the community information/collaboration/ priorities and relates them to research goals & objectives.
	· Research problem and goals stated but demonstrate only limited understanding of connections to the community information/ collaboration/priorities.
	· Information outdated, inappropriate, inaccurate, etc.

	Broader dissemination to enhance understanding Public understanding & education is necessary but not sufficient; Public engagement in science and awareness raising (of researchers and public) is also necessary.

	· Demonstrates full understanding of content information, significance of broader understanding, including source bias, misinformation.
· Values/understands practice of public engagement w/ a range of audiences.
· Letters of support address the value of the research results presented in formats useful to broader communities.
	· Information accurate, complete, and appropriately detailed.
· Demonstrates understanding of the content material. May attempt to present results of research project in formats useful to broader communities.
	· Information accurate, but not always complete.
· Information too simplistic.
· Demonstrates only limited understanding of content material being presented in formats useful to broader communities.
	· Information outdated, inappropriate, inaccurate, etc.

	Economic assessment Economic promise; Supports private sector economy; Adding value to products (food, etc.)
	· Demonstrates full understanding of the content information and its significance within an economic benefit context, including a recognition of source bias.
· Letters of support address the economic value of the research problem being addressed.
	· Information accurate, complete, and appropriately detailed.
· Demonstrates understanding of the content material. May attempt to place the material in an economic benefit context.
	· Information accurate, but not always complete.
· Information too simplistic.
· Demonstrates only limited understanding of content material in an economic benefit context.
	· Information outdated, inappropriate, inaccurate, etc.

	Conclusions & theory application in the real world
Agency/Mgmt Use; Leads to real solutions to real problems; Applicability beyond a local community; Prediction
	· Conclusions show great insight into the problem.
· Theory and its application discussed in some detail.
	· Discusses application of theory.
· Demonstrates understanding of the significance of the content.
· Attempts to address the real world application.
	· Theory mentioned.
· Information applied in limited fashion.
	· Theory or application is outdated, inappropriate, inaccurate, etc.


i The notion of community refers to a group of people united by at least one common characteristic.
