NACADA RESEARCH GRANT EVALUATION

This grant award is presented to support a proposal submitted for the purpose of contributing to field of advising-related research. Up to $5000 may be awarded to support a single proposal. Multiple-year awards may also be granted. 

Note to Reviewer—Please evaluate each of the criteria listed below by using the scale provided below:

Human Subjects Clearance: 
____ Included, no questions
___ Not included, not necessary for this study




____ Included, Questions:

___ Not included, Questions:



5

4

3

2

1


Highly Relevant/
Appropriate/
Inappropriate/ 

Well Developed
Adequate
Inadequate

1.
Background/Preparation of Investigator(s) to 
5
4
3
2
1


conduct this study (extent to which investigator(s) educational background(s), training, and experience(s) qualify 
him/her/them to conduct this research)
2.
First Impressions (Upon a general first reading, 
5
4
3
2
1


provide overall rating of your initial impression of proposal.)
3.
Abstract (Rate extent to which the abstract adequately
5
4
3
2
1


summarizes the entire research proposal.)
4.
Description of the study (Rate how well study is described,
5
4
3
2
1


including purpose, issues, theory or theories involved, research design, data collection and analysis, and expected outcomes.)
5.
Significance of the study (Rate level of significance of the 
5
4
3
2
1


proposed research to both the field of academic advising and the NACADA membership audience.)
6.
Design of the study/procedures (Rate the overall design
5
4
3
2
1

of the study, with emphasis on sampling, methodology, data instrumentation and collection, and analytical procedures.)
7.
Literature review (Rate the appropriateness of the literature
5
4
3
2
1

cited as well as the depth and adequacy of the literature reviewed.)
8.
Schedule of completing the study (Consider and rate the
5
4
3
2
1


feasibility of the proposed timeline to complete the study.)
9.
Projected outcomes of the study (Rate the appropriateness
5
4
3
2
1


of the delineated expected outcomes, including their relevance to the field of academic advising.)
10.
Budget for the study (Rate extent to which the proposed budget
5
4
3
2
1


is appropriately detailed and amounts requested are appropriate given the NACADA Grant Guidelines. Use the spaces below as 
necessary to provide specific information.)

a. If funded, budget items to be denied: 







b. If funded, budget items to be amended: 





11.
Grant Recommendation: 
_____ Single-year Award for $______



_____ Multiple-year Award for $______ per year for ___ years



_____ Contact with questions needing immediate feedback



_____ Revisions needed – encourage to resubmit next year



_____ Reject



_____ Other 








Also included in the online form are areas in which to respond to the following items regarding the proposal. The Chair will assemble a composite of all reviewers to share with authors (excluding the “Confidential Comments”). 

12. 
Comments about the proposal 

13.
Suggestions for Improvement/Revision of the Proposal

