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Faculty Research Grant/Healey Endowment Grant 

Overview 

The University of Massachusetts Amherst Office of Research Development, under the Vice Chancellor 
for Research and Engagement, administers the Faculty Research (FRG)/Healey Endowment Grant (HEG) 
program. This internal grant program promotes research, scholarly, and creative activities in all 
disciplines and fields. The program supports projects that will lead to the production of publications or 
creative works, attract external funding, increase competitiveness for awards, and enhance faculty 
recipients’ reputation and research profile. Projects are encouraged that involve undergraduate and 
graduate students when their involvement is integral to the anticipated outcomes of the proposed 
project. 

Purpose 

The purpose of the FRG/HEG Program is to provide seed funding to fuel innovative research, 
scholarship, and creative endeavors with strong potential for: 

Achievements consistent with the highest standards of accomplishment in the applicant’s field 

Significant extramural funding from federal and state sponsors, corporations, industry partners, and 
foundations 

Recognition for excellence within the applicant’s discipline and beyond 

The FRG/HEG program encourages proposals for projects involving research, scholarship, and creative 
works in all disciplines from:  

Junior faculty members initiating new projects 

Mid-career faculty members in pursuit of new directions 

Mid-career faculty members seeking to re-vitalize an ongoing program after a gap in productivity. 
Gaps may be due to: 

- A period of exceptional commitment to departmental, university, and professional service;  

- Heavy teaching loads in the last three to six years; or 

- Personal or family circumstances 

Proposed projects require a letter of support from the applicant’s department head/chair.  

Eligibility 

Eligible Applicants will be full-time UMass Amherst faculty members whose appointments extend 
beyond the current academic year. Eligible faculty may submit only one proposal per year as lead PI but 
may serve as a collaborator on multiple projects. Faculty members are not eligible if: 
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- They have received two previous FRG/Healey awards 

- They have not submitted a final report or an annual survey for a previous award. Final 
reports and surveys for previous awards must be submitted and accepted prior to 
submission of a new proposal (see below for guidelines). 

- They currently have access to funds in excess of $40,000, unless the proposed project is 
substantially different than currently funded activities. 

Awards  

The maximum award request is $20,000. The award period begins on July 1 of the year the award is 
made and ends the following June 30.  

Awardees will be expected to present on the outcomes of their FRG project at an annual FRG 
Symposium/Reception, to add visibility to the program and foster outreach. 

Awardees will be expected to serve as ad hoc reviewers for future FRG funding cycles.  

The support of the University of Massachusetts Amherst Faculty Research Grant/Healey Endowment 
Grants should be acknowledged in all written and oral presentations that include outcomes from the 
awarded project.  

Final Report 

FRG/HEG recipients must provide a brief final report after the conclusion of the project described in the 
application. Awardees must submit the report to the Office of Research Development within 90 days of 
completion of the budget period. The report will consist of a completed questionnaire assessing 
indicators of scholarly output, a short summary of work done under the FRG/HEG, and copies of 
publications resulting from work done under the FRG/HEG. In addition, awardees will be asked to 
complete an annual survey for two years subsequent to the completion of their grant to report on any 
publications, presentations, creative works, and grant awards which arose, all or in part, from their 
FRG/HEG award. 

Review of Proposals  

Proposals will be evaluated through a two-stage review process, based on the criteria below, and 
administered by the Office of Research Development (ORD). For the initial peer-review, ORD will select 
ad hoc reviewers based on disciplinary areas consistent with the proposal category and, whenever 
possible, expertise consistent with the proposal topic. Designated members of the Research Council will 
then evaluate proposals based on the ad hoc reviews and their own reviews and collectively select 
proposals to recommend to the Vice Chancellor for Research and Engagement for funding, who will 
make the final determination of awards.  

Reviewers will evaluate proposals across six criteria (Significance, Approach/Timeline, 
Innovation/Novelty, Feasibility/Resources, Investigators, and Impacts/Outcomes) using the criteria and 
guiding questions listed for each category.  They will also review the appropriateness of the budget.  

 



FRG/HEG RFP 2019  3 
 

Review Criteria: 

Significance/Importance: The proposal argues effectively that the project has the potential to lead to 
significant contributions to the concepts, theories, methods, technologies, applications, treatments, 
outcomes, services, and/or preventive interventions that drive the field or discipline. 

Does this study address an important scholarly or research problem or gap, or creative endeavor? 

Does the project demonstrate intellectual significance along with a clear and persuasive rationale? Is 
evidence provided to support how the project is expected to lead to advances in the field?  

Are the project’s goals and objectives clearly articulated, well-reasoned, and adequately supported? 
If hypothesis driven, are hypotheses clearly stated? 

For creative projects, is artistic excellence demonstrated by the quality of artists, arts organizations, 
arts education, and works of art and/or services described in the proposal? 

Approach/Timeline: The proposal outlines a clearly-articulated and well-reasoned plan of action. 

Are the conceptual or theoretical frameworks and methods adequately developed and clearly 
articulated?  To what degree are they appropriate to the goals of the project and reflective of 
intellectual rigor or artistic excellence? 

Is there a clear work plan for project activities, including roles and responsibilities of all project 
personnel? 

Where appropriate, does the proposal provide a sound dissemination and/or access plan? 

Is the timeline adequate for achieving goals and meeting the project goals? 

Innovation/Novelty: The proposal demonstrates that the project develops or employs innovative/novel 
theoretical or creative concepts, approaches, methods, instrumentation, technologies, and applications. 

Are the theoretical or creative concepts, approaches, methodologies, applications, technologies 
instrumentation, or interventions innovative or novel to the field and/or more broadly? 

Is a refinement, improvement, or new application of theoretical concepts, approaches, 
methodologies, instrumentation, or interventions proposed? 

For creative or scholarly projects in the arts and humanities, is the project distinctive in offering 
fresh insights and new value for the field(s) and/or the public through innovative approaches, 
theories, discourse, interpretations, and/or methods? 

Feasibility and Resources:  The project, as described in the proposal, is achievable and potential 
concerns about feasibility have been addressed. 

Are the resources and time available for this project adequate to ensure success? 

Does the environment in which the work will be done contribute to the probability of success? 
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Does the proposed project benefit from unique features of the environment, such as archival 
resources, special collections, translation expertise, technical assistance/tools, geography, and/or 
facilities?  

Does the proposed project benefit from unique features of the research environment or subject 
populations, or employ useful collaborative arrangements? 

Is a plan proposed for handling eventualities that might impede the success of the project? 

Investigator: The proposal provides evidence that the applicant is eligible for an FRG/HEG award and is 
well-suited to carry out the project.  

Does the applicant demonstrate an emerging/ongoing record of accomplishments that has 
advanced the field? 

Has the applicant explained how the proposed project represents a new direction for their work, or, 
if revitalizing an on-going program, has the applicant explained their gap in productivity? 

If the applicant has access to funds in excess of $40,000, have they explained how the proposed 
project is substantially different than currently funded activities and why it could not be completed 
without FRG/HEG funding? 

Impact and Outcomes: If the objectives of the project are achieved, the project has high potential for 
leading to further work with value or impact in the field and will lead to disciplinary achievement and/or 
extramural funding. 

Does the proposal adequately describe the project’s future potential value or impact in the field? 

Does the proposal provide a mechanism to assess success and provide an adequate plan for 
evaluation of outcomes? 

Will the proposed work advance the PI’s scholarship, creative productivity, or research program, and 
the likelihood of obtaining an external award or disciplinary recognition? 

Budget Evaluation Criterion: The proposed budget is appropriate and sufficient to carry out the 
proposed work.  

Are the budget requests adequately justified, clearly articulated, and necessary for the scope of 
work and timeline? 

For questions, please contact: 

Mary Fechner, PhD 
Office of Research Development 
mfechner@research.umass.edu 
(413)545-4893 

mailto:mfechner@research.umass.edu
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