
Numerical Evaluation  Criteria
Outstanding

.9 - 1.0
Above Average

.7 - .8
Average

.5 - .6
Below Average

.3 - .4
Unsatisfactory

0 - .2
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Over 90% of the spaces 
inspected:

Were clean.  

It was evident that assigned 
personnel took pride in their 
spaces.  

Spaces shined.  

80 -  89 % of the spaces 
inspected:

Were clean. 

No trash visible.  

Tools and gear were properly 
secured.  

No trash beneath and behind 
cabinets.

70 - 79 % of the spaces 
inspected:

Were clean.  

Nothing out of the ordinary stood 
out. 

60 - 69% of the spaces inspected:

Were clean; however , most of the 
spaces had trash that had not been 
titivated for some time.  

Loose gear and trash were not 
secured.  

Areas underneath and behind 
cabinets had not been cleaned for 
some time.

At least 40% (1 - 60%) of the 
spaces inspected:

Were dirty. 

Most of the spaces contained 
trash.  

Loose gear and trash were not 
secured.  

Areas underneath and behind 
cabinets appeared  not to have 
been cleaned since the ship was 
built. 
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Over 90% of the spaces 
inspected:

Had no major exfoliation, were 
properly maintained and well 
preserved. 

It was evident that assigned 
personnel took pride in their 
spaces.  

Spaces shined.  

75 - 89% of the spaces inspected:

Had no major exfoliation and were 
properly maintained and well 
preserved. 

Personnel assigned to the space 
had a maintenance plan to address 
areas requiring work.

60 - 74 % of the spaces 
inspected:

Had no major exfoliation.  

Nothing out of the ordinary stood 
out. 

50 - 59% of the spaces inspected:

Had no exfoliation; however , 
most of the spaces had rust.  

Personnel assigned to the space 
did not have a maintenance plan to 
address areas requiring work.

At least 50% of the spaces 
inspected:

Had exfoliation and some form of 
rust build-up.

It was clear that no one had a 
maintenance plan to address areas 
requiring work
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In over 90% of the spaces 
inspected:

Equipment and materials  were 
very well stored. 

It was evident that  assigned 
personnel took pride in their 
spaces.  

In 80 -  89% of the spaces 
inspected:

Equipment and materials  were 
well stored. 

No loose gear adrift in 80 - 90 % 
of the spaces inspected.  

Tools and gear were properly 
secured.  

In 70 - 79 % of the spaces 
inspected:

Equipment and materials  were 
properly stored.  

Nothing out of the ordinary stood 
out. 

In 60 - 69% of the spaces 
inspected equipment and 
materials were stored; however , 
most of the spaces had  gear adrift 
and were not properly secured for 
sea. 

At least 40% (1 - 60%) of the 
spaces inspected contained  gear 
adrift/not secured with potential of 
either equipment damage or 
personnel safety hazzard.
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In over 90% of the spaces 
inspected:

Equipment and materials were 
very well maintained.  

It was evident that assigned  
personnel took pride in their 
spaces.  

In 80 - 89 % of the spaces 
inspected:

Equipment and materials were 
well maintained.

No excessive out of commission 
equipment

The material condition of tools 
and equipment were satisfactory. 

In 70 - 79 % of the spaces 
inspected:

Equipment and materials were 
properly maintained.  

Nothing out of the ordinary stood 
out. 

In 60 - 69% of the spaces 
inspected equipment and 
materials were properly 
maintained; however , most of the 
spaces indicated need for some 
form of maintenance and/or 
preservation.  

In at least 40% (1 -.6) of the 
spaces inspected material 
condition of the space and/or 
equipment required maintenance 
with potential of either equipment 
damage or personnel safety 
hazzard.
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