
NYNJPTCEC Research Funding Criteria for Evaluation of Requests
The NYNJPTCEC will consider applications for support of research projects conducted by member(s) when the project has a clinical education focus. 
Applications are due electronically to the Chair of the Research Committee as follows:

July 1 deadline for September Board meeting

November 1 deadline for January Board meeting

April 1deadline for June Board meeting.

Completed submissions will be reviewed by the Research Committee and recommendations submitted to the Board three times per year (fall, winter and spring meeting). 
The Board will make decisions on a rolling basis, every four months and will inform the Primary Investigator regarding the amount awarded. Three awards totaling a maximum of $1500.00 (no more than $500.00/project) will be awarded annually (July 1-June 30). The Board will provide the NYNJPTCEC treasurer the following information: name of recipients, amount of the award, what the funding is intended to cover (travel, equipment, mailing costs etc.)
All requests from members should be approved by the institutional review board of the university or college of the primary investigator and proof of approval submitted with their application to the NYNJPTCEC. The application must include a budget that details other funding sources.
Priority will be given to projects that:
· Are consistent with the Consortium’s Mission statement and goals and objectives.
· Involve more than one consortia member

· Involve both clinical and academic members

· Respond to a compelling need and have the potential to create a significant and long-lasting impact 

The following guiding questions will be considered when determining whether or not a project is recommended for funding:
· Is the project consistent with the NYNJPTCEC Mission statement and goals/objectives?
· Is there demonstrated need and demand for the proposed project?

· Will the proposed project have a meaningful benefit to clinical education?
· Does the project establish new directions or utilize creative approaches to clinical education?

· Does the project focus on emerging areas of research at the forefront of clinical education, or have the potential to lead to breakthroughs in clinical education?

· Has the proposed project been thoroughly developed and carefully planned?

· Has the budget for the proposed project detailed, realistic, and cost-effective?

   Have provisions been made for the evaluation of the proposed project?

   Is the Consortium the most appropriate source of funding?
   Have other sources of support have been requested?

   Has a long-term funding plan been developed to support the proposed project beyond the term of the NYNJPTCEC’s support?
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The following NIH Criteria may also guide the reviewers:
1. Significance. Does this study address an important problem? If the aims of the application are achieved, how will scientific knowledge or clinical practice be advanced? What will be the effect of these studies on the concepts, methods, technologies, treatments, services, or preventative interventions that drive this field? 

2. Approach. Are the conceptual or clinical framework, design, methods, and analyses adequately developed, well integrated, well reasoned, and appropriate to the aims of the project? Does the applicant acknowledge potential problem areas and consider alternative tactics? 

3. Innovation. Is the project original and innovative? For example: Does the project challenge existing paradigms or clinical practice; address an innovative hypothesis or critical barrier to progress in the field? Does the project develop or employ novel concepts, approaches, methodologies, tools, or technologies for this area? 

4. Investigators. Are the investigators appropriately trained and well suited to carry out this work? Is the work proposed appropriate to the experience level of the principal investigator and other researchers? Does the investigative team bring complementary and integrated expertise to the project (if applicable)? 

5. Environment. Does the scientific environment in which the work will be done contribute to the probability of success? Do the proposed studies benefit from unique features of the scientific environment, or subject populations, or employ useful collaborative arrangements? Is there evidence of institutional support? 

