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Summer Stipend, Fall Release Award  
Application and Criteria 

Applications are due March 7, 2005.  
Applicants are notified about award status on April 11, 2005. 

(Attach this cover sheet to your application) 
 
 
 
Name: ______________________________    Project Title: ___________________________________ 
 
Check one:  
Summer ’05 stipend ___    OR   Fall ’05 course release award___  
 
Check the one(s) that best describes the intent of your proposal, and enclose this checklist with 
your form.  
_______ Revising teaching delivery, methods or strategies 
_______ Creating or revising learning or course assessments 
_______ Examining generational differences 
_______ Incorporating newer views of learning and/or learning styles 
_______ Other (explain) __________________________________________________________________ 
 
The proposal format is meant to be generally inclusive. Note that it would be rare for one 
proposal to meet all of the review criteria. Completed proposals should be between 200-300 
words. Please be sensitive to the fact that reviewers may be outside of your discipline.  
 
 
Expectations  
At the completion of the project, awardees will be expected to write a reflective article to be 
included in a composite FACETS publication, documenting actions, insights, findings, and/or 
any assessment data resulting from the project. Further, each award winner may be asked to 
present findings to a UWSP January Teaching Summit and/or in a national audience 
(publication or at a conference.  
 
Proposal Elements to Address  

• Focus/objectives of research or project    
• Methodology or processes for achieving stated objectives  
• Anticipated or possible outcomes 
• Projected timeline 
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Proposals will be evaluated on the criteria listed below using a 3 to 0 scale. To 
warrant a rating of: 

3=Idea is concise and succinct, and clearly stated; ideas track from one to the next; 
included jargon is defined. 

2=Lacking in any above. 
1=Stated ideas are unclear based on above. 
0=Not applicable, not relevant to stated project, or not related to FACETS intentions or 

focuses.  
Please note that we understand that the entire array of criteria MAY NOT be applicable to each 
proposal. 

 
 
Criteria 1: Focus/objectives of research or project 

 Ideas are explicit, concise, succinct 
 Objectives were clearly stated and understandable to the reader 
 Objectives clearly reflect a relationship to the focus of the FACETS mission 

Criteria 2: Methodology for achieving possible outcomes 
 Methodology matches stated objectives  
 Proposed methodology appears explicit to the purposes of the project 
 Relevance of methodology was clear  

Criteria 3: Anticipated or possible outcomes of personal investigations 
 Project has potential to impact teaching, student learning, or revised course 

components 
 Project has potential for scholarly impact 

Criteria 4: Projected Timeline 
 Project fits within time allotted 
 Plan for publication or presentation 

 


