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RESEARCH in NURSING EDUCATION
2008 GRANTS PROGRAM

Comprehensive Proposal

Title Page (this should be a separate page)

Study title

Research priority(ies) most relevant to the study

Dates on which the study will begin and end 

Total amount of funding requested

Brief description of partnership arrangement with novice researcher, if appropriate
Body of the Proposal (this may not exceed 20 pages, double-spaced, using font size 12 and standard margins)

Study title 

Purpose of the study
Review of relevant literature 
· Background and need for the study

· Significance of the study to nursing education (i.e., outcomes proposed, impact anticipated, potential to improve nursing education) 

· Theoretical/Conceptual basis for the study

Methodology
· Sample size
· Subject selection, recruitment, and retention

· Diversity of sample regarding gender and race/ethnicity
· Research design

· Data collection methods

· Validity and reliability of instruments used

· Plans to maintain consistency among multiple data collection sites, if appropriate
· Protection of human subjects

Data analysis methods and their appropriateness to the study’s purpose
Other

· Feasibility (i.e., completing the study in no more than two years; recruiting and retaining subjects; gaining and sustaining cooperation of individuals at multiple data collection sites; etc.)

· Plans for seeking IRB approval

· Specific timetable for all project activities

· Relationship of study to the NLN’s Priorities for Research in Nursing Education and the specific priorities for the 2008 grants program
· Extent to which findings can be generalized
Budget (this is not part of the 20-page body of the proposal and is to be presented using a columnar, not narrative, format)
Total cost of the project

Funds being requested from the NLN

In-kind contributions from PI’s or others’ institutions

Other funds received to support the project

Allowable Expenses
Staff to assist with data gathering, data processing and/or data analysis  …  


For each individual, list her/his responsibilities during the project, 


indicate the total hours to be worked, and note the per-hour rate

PI stipend up to $2,500

Cost of copyright permission for instruments used

Printing of required documents
Travel to data collection sites
Dissemination of findings  …  Up to $1,000 may be included to cover 


registration fees or other costs related to presenting this study at 

one appropriate conference (specify the conference)
Other similar costs associated with the process of research
Non-allowable Expenses
Durable equipment (e.g., computers, patient simulators)
Salary for the PI or co-investigators

Rent, utilities, maintenance, taxes or other similar costs
Overhead or indirect costs

References (this is not part of the 20-page body of the proposal)

List all resources cited in the proposal narrative and, if appropriate, additional 


resources used 
to develop the proposal and plan the study
Appendices  (these are not part of the 20-page body of the proposal)
Letter of support from the PI’s dean/director

Letters of support from official representatives and on official stationary of all cooperating agencies, if appropriate

IRB approval, if already obtained
Important Points to Remember
Information that identifies the investigator(s) or school(s) in which the study will take place should be included only on the Title Page to allow for a blind review of all proposals.  PIs are expected to check each page to ensure that a blind review of the proposal can be completed.

The appearance of the proposal and supporting documents should reflect planning and vision. Neatness and visual presentation are important in conveying ideas clearly and without distraction.

Each proposal will be reviewed by five (5) individuals, each of whom will rate each of the following criteria as excellent, good, fair, or poor and offer a recommendation about funding the proposal:

· Overall scholarly merit
· Clarity of purpose

· Adequacy of background and need for the study

· Significance to nursing education (i.e., outcomes proposed, impact anticipated, potential to improve nursing education)

· Clarity/Relevance of theoretical/conceptual basis for the study

· Adequacy of sample size

· Feasibility of subject selection, recruitment, and retention

· Diversity of sample regarding gender and race/ethnicity

· Clarity/Adequacy/Feasibility of data collection methods

· Validity and reliability of instruments used for data collection

· Soundness of plan to maintain consistency among multiple study sites (if appropriate)

· Adequacy of protection of human subjects

· Clarity of timetable and reasonableness of completing the study in no more than two years

· Soundness/Appropriateness of data analysis methods

· Adequacy of plan for seeking IRB approval

· Consistency with one or more of the sub-topics of the research priority related to Innovations in Nursing Education:  Creating Reform
· Consistency with the 2008 grants program priority of innovations in clinical teaching and evaluation of clinical performance

· Consistency with the 2008 grants program priority of multi-site data collection

· Extent to which findings can be generalized

· Clarity and adequacy of budget

· Innovativeness/Creativity of the project

· Clarity/Feasibility of any mentoring aspect of the study

· Overall cohesiveness/coherency of the proposal

· Clarity of writing  …  jargon-free syntax
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