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Spring 2012 Graduate Student Assessment Grant


The University Assessment Steering Committee (UASC) Graduate Student Assessment Grant (GSAG) reflects many of the values inherent in the University and the UASC missions. This new award furthers academic excellence and intellectual inquiry as well as provides a rare opportunity for students and faculty to engage in assessment scholarship that benefits the institution and the wider academic community. The award also encourages an interdisciplinary dialogue through a scholarly exchange of ideas. 

The value of the WMU degree will be enhanced via the addition of this special award that signals the importance of assessment as an activity that the University and its students value. The award raises the importance of the assessment of student learning and student learning outcomes to an entirely new level, one that enfolds graduate students into the research assessment conversation and prepares them for the role that assessment is likely to play in their careers as future faculty members and administrators. It is the hope that one result of this grant is the publication of assessment results in peer-reviewed journals. This will potentially open up additional career possibilities for students by adding yet another significant dimension to their CVs, thereby making them more attractive in today's highly competitive job market.

Award and Eligibility: The GSAG will be given once a year, with grants of up to $1,000 available. Graduate students in any field who are conducting research related to assessment are invited to submit a proposal. 

The award focuses on a “work in progress” and not a completed project. The Graduate College will offer a quality circle review or, in future, a preparatory course for interested students to inspire competitive applications.

Application Deadline: Submit two copies of the attached application, including the advisor’s evaluation/endorsement, to the Graduate College, 260-W Walwood Hall, by 5 p.m. on Wednesday, February 1, 2012.

Selection Process: Applications will be assessed through the Graduate College dean's office by representatives from the University Assessment Steering Committee and the Graduate Student Advisory Committee. See the rubric on the back of this cover sheet for information on selection criteria.


RUBRIC—Graduate Student Assessment Grants

	Element
	Excellent (3 pts)
	Satisfactory (2 pts)
	Poor (1 pts)
	Missing (0 pts)

	Objective, goals, justification (Where is this project going?)
	Clearly stated project objectives that are directly linked to an assessment question or issue.
	Project objective(s) stated and linked to assessment question or issue.  
	Project objective(s) framed poorly and/or not linked to larger assessment question or issue
	Project objectives are missing or are not directly linked to an assessment question or issue.

	Project Description (How are we going to get there?)
	Action steps and methodology are detailed, specific timeline is included. 
	Action steps and methodology are identified and timeline is included.
	Action steps and methodology included are vague and/or not connected to timeline.
	No actions steps or methodology are provided and/or no timeline is included.

	Feasibility (How likely is it that this project will meet its objectives?)
	Project will meet its objectives given the allotted time and resources available. 
	Project will probably meet its objectives given the allotted time and resources available.
	Project is possible, but not probable to complete, given the allotted time and resources.
	Project is unreasonable for the time allotted and resources available.

	Value of project/
Applicability
(So what if we DO get where we intend to go?)
	Potential results will inform the field of assessment and/or provide clear direction for a program or department.
	Potential results may offer insight to the field of assessment and/or provide clear direction for a program or department.
	Potential results will have limited, if any, impact on the field of assessment and the direction of the targeted program/
department.
	Potential results will not inform the field of assessment nor provide clear direction for a program or department.

	Budget Justification
	The budget is detailed, demonstrates responsible use of University funds and fits the budget guidelines provided.
	The budget demonstrates responsible use of University funds and fits the budget guidelines provided.
	The budget is vague and does not align with program goals. 
	The budget does not demonstrate responsible use of University funds and/or does not fit the budget guidelines provided.

	Clarity of application/ Overall impressions
	Application adheres to proposal requirements, demonstrates accurate use of standard English.
	Application adheres to proposal requirements, demonstrates acceptable use of standard English.
	Application adheres to some proposal requirements and standard English is inconsistent.
	Application does not adhere to proposal requirements or demonstrate accurate use of standard English.
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Spring 2012 Graduate Student Assessment Grant Application
Grant Application Deadline: Wednesday, February 1, 2012

Please fill in all information requested (do not hand-write responses). To fill in check boxes, right-click on box, select “Properties,” select “Checked,” click “OK.”

[bookmark: Text2]     	     
Name (Last, First)							WMU WIN Number

[bookmark: Text4][bookmark: Text5][bookmark: Text6]     	     	     	     
Local Mailing Address				     	City			State        Zip Code

[bookmark: Check1][bookmark: Check2][bookmark: Check3]     	Degree level:	 |_| master’s 	|_| specialist 	|_| doctoral
Email Address

[bookmark: Text9]Graduate Program (Curriculum):        

[bookmark: Text10]Department:        

[bookmark: Text11]Title of Assessment Project:       

•	Has this project been submitted for review for research compliance to HSIRB, IACUC, the Recombinant DNA Safety Committee, the Radiation Safety Committee, or the Export Control Committee?
	|_| Yes	(If so, check below which body reviewed the project and attach a copy of your approval or “approval not needed” letter from the Research Compliance Office. This documentation is absolutely required.)
		|_| HSIRB       |_| IACUC      |_| RDSC	|_| RSC      |_| EC
	|_| No

•	Are you the sole or principal investigator in this assessment project?
[bookmark: Check8]	|_| Yes	
|_| Yes, but for purposes of HSIRB application listed as student investigator.
[bookmark: Check9]	|_| No (If no, explain below your role in this project.)
[bookmark: Text12]•	What amount of grant support are you requesting?   	$       ($1,000 maximum)
•	Please list all other financial support you are receiving for this project, including any pending support for which you have applied:
[bookmark: Text13]	     	
•	Identify the semester(s)/sessions(s) in which the assessment will take place. 
[bookmark: Text14]	     
•	List here the number of credits for which you are enrolled during the semester of application:  
     

PAYMENT OF AWARD

The department or unit of the recipient will initially pay for the research expenses. Receipts for the expenses will then be sent to the Office of Assessment and Undergraduate Studies for reimbursement to the department or unit. 

SIGNATURE OF AGREEMENT

By my signature in the space below, I affirm that I have truthfully completed this application as accurately as possible. I also accept and acknowledge all conditions of the grant for which I am applying, and acknowledge that I must meet all conditions of eligibility, including required enrollment, in order to receive this grant. I also agree to supply a report at the conclusion of my project should I receive a grant.



_________________________________                                       __________________________
Signature of Applicant						Date



ATTACHMENTS
In order to complete your application, please include and label (e.g., A, B, etc.) the following required attachments. Narrative material may be single- or double-spaced but should not exceed the stated page limitations.

A:	Project Description (6 pages maximum for this section)

The description should include the following:  

(1) a brief description of your assessment project, including a statement of your primary objectives, 
(2) a background statement that places your project in context within the field of assessment, including a succinct summary of relevant works by others in the field and bibliographical references if appropriate (please provide references for all works cited),
(3) the methods, procedures, or techniques to be used to accomplish the research, 
(4) the significance of your assessment project and the results expected upon completion,
(5) any peer-reviewed publications to which the assessment project is expected to be submitted. 

Please target your description to a general scholarly audience rather than a specialist in your field. The selection committee is composed of faculty and students from different fields. While the committee’s collective wisdom is extensive, it is not comprehensive regarding research assessment processes within each of the disciplines represented in the University. Thus, the committee relies upon the information contained in your description in making its funding determinations.
B:	Resources Required to Complete Project (1 page maximum)

Describe staff, equipment, and software needs, as well as any other required services or resources. With regard to equipment, distinguish between new equipment being requested for the project and those resources available from other sources. Note that Graduate Student Assessment Grants cannot be spent to build college or departmental infrastructures.

C:	Project Budget (1 page maximum)
Detail the entire cost of the project even if it exceeds the amount of funding requested. List all applicable resource costs that could be incurred by the project and indicate which items are being requested through the Graduate Student Assessment Grant.

D:	Timeline to Completion (1 page maximum)

Describe in detail the timeline to complete the activities detailed in the project description.

E:	Advisor’s Evaluation/Endorsement

Please have your advisor complete the evaluation/endorsement form and either give it to you or send it to the Graduate College by the application deadline date. Make sure your name is filled in at the top of the form.


[image: D_ONE_LINE_OPEN]
THE GRADUATE COLLEGE

ADVISOR’S EVALUATION/ENDORSEMENT FORM
Spring 2012 Graduate Student Assessment Grant

 (
Be sure the applicant’s name is filled in here!
)
[bookmark: Text16]Name of Graduate Student Applicant 	student name

Please rank the applicant and project in the following categories by placing a score in the appropriate space. (1 = low, 5 = high) NOTE: USE WHOLE NUMBERS ONLY 
[bookmark: Text17]	Significance of the project in the area of assessment						 rating
	Significance of the project to the student’s professional development				 rating
	Role of the student in conducting the project							 rating
Student’s qualifications to conduct the assessment project					 rating
	Likelihood of project resulting in peer-reviewed publication					 rating
	Overall support for the project								 rating
Is the student the principal investigator of the assessment project?   |_| Yes    |_| No

Is this project part of the faculty mentor’s research line? 	|_| Yes    |_| No
If part of the faculty mentor’s research line, please specify in the space below:
[bookmark: Text25]	     

Please indicate the comparison group for the ratings above (examples: “Best 10% of all grad students in my program over past 20 years [N = 70]”; “One of two best doctoral students in my program [2000–11], N = 20”; “Compares favorably to all students who succeeded on state licensing exams in my field [1990–2010]”). We welcome additional comments relevant to the committee’s deliberations.
     


[bookmark: Text45]     							     
Advisor’s Name (please type or print)	Advisor’s Signature				Date
Advisor’s Faculty Rank:	|_| Professor	|_| Assoc. Professor	|_| Asst. Professor	|_| Instructor/Other

The selection committee is composed of faculty and students from different fields. While the committee’s collective wisdom is extensive, it is not comprehensive regarding research processes within each of the disciplines represented in the University. Thus, the committee relies upon the information contained in the advisor’s evaluation in making its funding determinations. The selection committee appreciates a concrete and comparative assessment; quantitative measures are welcome.  
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