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Description: 

The Award
 

The Senior Vice Chancellor for Engagement’s Partnerships of Distinction Award annually

recognizes outstanding partnerships that are exemplars of community engagement. Up to five

awardees may be chosen annually. Each award consists of a small $2,000 grant to support

partnership activities. All awardees are honored publicly. In 2020, the award will be conferred

publicly during the University’s Community Engaged Scholarship Forum on March 3rd, 2020.
 

Being selected as a Partnership of Distinction also affords the partnership an opportunity to be

nominated by the University for other national awards such as the Peter C. McGrath

Community Engagement Scholarship Award and W.K. Kellogg Community Engagement

Scholarship award.
 

Last year's Partnership of Distinction Winners were:
 
AIDS Free Pittsburgh 
Black Girls Equity Alliance & Black Girls Leadership and Advocacy Alliance  
Mascaro Center for Sustainable Innovation  
The Just Discipline Project 
Pittsburgh Parks Conservancy
 

Definitions
 

Community engagement describes the collaboration between institutions of higher education

and their larger communities (local, regional/state, national, global) for the mutually beneficial

creation and exchange of knowledge and resources in a context of partnership and reciprocity

(Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching, 2006).
 

Partnerships are ongoing, collaborative relationships between members of the University of
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Pittsburgh and external entities in which the activities of the partnership contribute to social

and community development in the Commonwealth, the nation, and the world. Further

explanation comes from the Carnegie Classification for Community Engagement: "Outreach

and Partnerships has been used to describe two different but related approaches to

community engagement. Outreach has traditionally focused on the application and provision of

institutional resources for community use. Partnerships focus on collaborative interactions with

community and related scholarship for the mutually beneficial exchange, exploration, and

application of knowledge, information, and resources (research, capacity building, economic

development, etc.). The distinction between these two is grounded in the concepts of

reciprocity and mutual benefit, which are explicitly explored and addressed in partnership

activities" (2020 Carnegie Elective Community Engagement Classification First Time

Classification Documentation Framework, p. 19).
 

Partnerships of Distinction are those in which the partnership activities demonstrate

reciprocity, mutual benefit, significant community impact, and contribute to the goals of the

University.
 

Eligibility
 

Partnerships eligible to be nominated include those that were active in the most recent

academic year (2019-2020) in which Pitt faculty, staff, or students (working on behalf of a

University school, department, or recognized student organization) are in a collaborative,

ongoing relationship with an entity or entities external to Pitt for the purposes of contributing to

social and community development.
 

Award Distribution
 

Award-winning partnerships will receive one $2,000 FY 20 operating funds grant, transferred

to the Pitt department of their choosing. We recommend partners proactively discuss how

award funds will be used or shared should the partnership be selected as an awardee.
 

Nominations
 

Any member of the University community and external individuals or institutions may submit a

written nomination. Partnerships nominated for the Partnership of Distinction award should

demonstrate reciprocity, mutual benefit, and significant community impact. Nominations must

provide the following information and be submitted via this platform:
 

1.1. Project/Collaboration Title 

1.2. Community Partner(s) (and contact information for community partners) 

1.3. Institutional Partner(s) (and contact information for institutional partners) 

1.4. Purpose of this collaboration 

1.5. Length of partnership 
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1.6. Number of faculty involved 

1.7. Number of staff involved 

1.8. Number of students involved 

1.9. Grant funding, if relevant 

1.10. Evidence of impact on the institution (e.g. how the work of the partnership enhances

University teaching, research, creative activity, student experiences, ability to provide service,

etc.) 

1.11. Evidence of impact on the community (e.g. how the work of the partnership enhances the

community partners' ability to serve the broader community, such as expanded services,

greater economic development, increased quality of life or broader community goals such as

civic participation, etc.) 

1.12 Listing of resulting products (including but not limited to scholarly products, practice

manuals, policy briefs, artistic performances or exhibits, technical reports, implemented

programs, patents, technologies, etc.) 

1.13. Evidence of reciprocity and mutual benefit 

1.14 Letter of support from community partner that affirms community impact 

1.15 Pitt department to which funds should be transferred if selected as an awardee 

1.16 Name of primary contact for award notification (email & phone number) 
 

Nominations are due December 15, 2020 and should be uploaded via Competition Space.
 

The Awards Committee is appointed by the Associate Vice Chancellor for Community

Engagement.
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2020 Partnerships of Distinction Nomination Review Rubric

Title of Partnership:

Outreach Partnership
Outreach  
Partnership

1. Does this partnership involve community collaborators

0 1 3 5
Yes 
No

"Outreach and Partnerships has been used to describe two different but related approaches to community engagement. Outreach has traditionally focused on the application and 
provision of institutional resources for community use. Partnerships focus on collaborative interactions with community and related scholarship for the mutually beneficial 
exchange, exploration, and application of knowledge, information, and resources (research, capacity building, economic development, etc.). The distinction between these two is 
grounded in the concepts of reciprocity and mutual benefit, which are explicitly explored and addressed in partnership activities" (2020 Carnegie Elective Community Engagement 
Classification First Time Classification Documentation Framework, p. 19).

The initiative is primarily 
outreach: Institutional 
resources (money, 
facilities, services) are 
being provided for 
community use, but there 
few aspects of 
collaboration between 
Pitt and non-Pitt 
entity(ies).

The initiative is a 
partnerhsip between Pitt 
and non-Pitt entity(ies): 
partners collaboratively 
work together to design 
and deliver the activities 
of the partnership 
(mutually beneficial 
exchange).

Note: only partnerships will be considered 
for the Partnerships of Distinction Award; 
nominations will be screened for this 
question prior to being passed to the 
Awards Committee.
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2. Does this partnership involve University collaborators

0 1 3 5
Yes 
No

No discernable 
community collaborators 
are involved in the 
initiative.

There is a non-Pitt 
person(s) named in the 
application, but there is 
no description of how 
they are involved in the 
develoment or delivery of 
partnership activities. 
Their involvement may be 
advisory or consultative in 
nature, or they help to 
disseminate University 
work.   

There is community 
participation: there is a 
non-Pitt entity or non-Pitt 
people that are involved 
in the initiative as 
participants in deciding 
the goals and activities of 
the initiative. 

There is ongoing, 
collaborative community 
participation in that a 
non-Pitt entity or non-Pitt 
people are involved as full 
partners in designing and 
delivering the initiative. 
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3. Impact on the institution Score:
0 1 3 5

No discernable University 
collaborators are involved 
in the initiative on a 
regular basis (e.g. the 
initiative involved a class 
project once, some years 
ago; a staff was involved 
as a consultant every 
once in a while).

There is a Pitt person(s) 
involved in the initiative, 
but it doesn't appear they 
are working on behalf of 
the University for the 
purposes of community 
engagement (e.g. a 
faculty serves on the 
board of a community 
organization independent 
of her role as Pitt faculty). 
Their involvement is 
largely advisory or 
consultative in nature. 

There is Pitt participation: 
Pitt persons(s), as part of 
their work at the 
University and in 
connection to a University 
unit, department, 
initiative, have been 
involved in the initiative 
as participants in deciding 
the goals and activities of 
the initiative. 

There is ongoing, 
collaborative Pitt 
participation in the 
initiative in that faculty, 
staff, or students are full 
partners in designing and 
delivering the initiative. 

6 of 21



University Impact Comments: 

5. Impact on the community (Please consider support letters to verify/expand what is written within the nomination) Score:
0 1 3 5

The initiative doesn't 
appear to provide any 
demonstrable impact on 
or improvement to the 
University.

The initiative has 
maintained the status 
quo: it hasn't enhanced 
the work of the University 
or the expereince of its 
members, but it hasn't 
detracted from that work 
or those experiences. 

The initiative has enabled  
members of Pitt to 
enhance the ways they 
learn, teach, 
research/create, provide 
service, or conduct 
operational practices. 
Specific, demonstrable 
evidence of University 
impact is provided within 
the application.  

The initiative has enabled 
members of the 
University to enhance the 
way they learn, teach, 
research/create, provide 
service, or conduct 
operational practices in 
exceptional or innovative 
ways. Specific, 
demonstrable evidence of 
innovative University 
impact is provided within 
the application. 
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Community Impact Comments: 

6. Mutuality/Reciprocity: See guidance here: Score:

0 1 3 5 Mutuality/Reciprocity Comments: 

The initiative doesn't 
appear to provide any 
demonstrable impact on 
or improvement to the 
broader community. 

The initiative has 
maintained the status 
quo: it hasn't enhanced 
the work of the non-pitt 
entity or the expereince 
of community members, 
but it hasn't detracted 
from that work or those 
experiences. 

The initiative has enabled 
non-Pitt entities to 
enhance the practices 
used to serve the broader 
community (e.g. 
expanding access to social 
services, spurring 
economic development, 
enhancing the cultural 
arts, growing businesses, 
strengthening civic 
participation etc.). 
Specific, demonstrable 
evidence of community 
impact is provided within 
the application. 

The initiative has enabled 
non-Pitt entities to 
enhance the practices 
used to serve the broader 
community and has 
helped to realize major 
community goals beyond 
those of the specific 
community organization 
or business that is a part 
of the partnership. 
Specific, demonstrable 
evidence of community 
impact is provided within 
the application. 

The qualities of mutuality and reciprocity are applied to the actvities of the partnership in that it demonstrates "mutual respect, 
shared authority, and co-creation of goals and outcomes" (p. 1) in terms of "planning and decision-making related to engagement 
actions" (p. 4). (2020 Carnegie Elective Community Engagement Classification First Time Classification Documentation Framework)
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Mutuality/Reciprocity Comments: 

General Comments:

The initiative's activities 
do not demonstrate 
shared decision-making  
or co-creation of goals 
and outcomes between 
partners.

It is unclear from the 
nomination whether or 
not the initiative's 
activities demonstrate 
shared decision-making 
or co-creation of goals 
and outcomes between 
partners. 

The initiative may have 
been planned (goals and 
design) by only one of the 
partners, but there is 
evidence of 
co-creation/shared 
decision-making within its 
outcomes. 

Both the planning 
(goals/design) and 
outcomes of the 
partnership demonstrate 
shared decision-making 
and co-creation. 
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2020 Partnerships of Distinction Nomination Review Rubric

Cumulative Score /25

Score:

"Outreach and Partnerships has been used to describe two different but related approaches to community engagement. Outreach has traditionally focused on the application and 
provision of institutional resources for community use. Partnerships focus on collaborative interactions with community and related scholarship for the mutually beneficial 
exchange, exploration, and application of knowledge, information, and resources (research, capacity building, economic development, etc.). The distinction between these two is 
grounded in the concepts of reciprocity and mutual benefit, which are explicitly explored and addressed in partnership activities" (2020 Carnegie Elective Community Engagement 

Note: only partnerships will be considered 
for the Partnerships of Distinction Award; 
nominations will be screened for this 
question prior to being passed to the 
Awards Committee.
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Score:
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University Impact Comments: 

13 of 21



Community Impact Comments: 

Mutuality/Reciprocity Comments: 

The qualities of mutuality and reciprocity are applied to the actvities of the partnership in that it demonstrates "mutual respect, 
shared authority, and co-creation of goals and outcomes" (p. 1) in terms of "planning and decision-making related to engagement 
actions" (p. 4). (2020 Carnegie Elective Community Engagement Classification First Time Classification Documentation Framework)
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Mutuality/Reciprocity Comments: Mutuality/Reciprocity Comments: 
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