NSU RESEARCH DAY

STUDENT RESEARCH AWARDS 

INFORMATION, REQUIREMENTS, AND FORMS

I.
NOMINATION PACKET COMPONENTS AND REQUIRED FORMS (Attachments A-D):

A.
Cover Page – Completed and routed for signatures by faculty nominator(s)

B.
Nomination/Recommendation Letter – Developed by faculty nominator(s)

C. Expanded Presentation Proposal – Developed by student(s) nominated

D. Supporting Materials – Developed by student(s) nominated

IMPORTANT NOTE:  

Completed Nomination Packets—which must be comprised of Attachments A, B, C, and D as outlined herein—must be submitted as a single package by the Faculty Nominator(s) and received by Office og the Provost (104 Roy Hall)  no later than noon Monday, March 12, 2012. Incomplete packets will not be considered.

In addition, nominees must register to present their work at Research Day using the electronic submission form at: http://researchday.nsula.edu/research-day-201/.
II.
INSTRUCTIONS TO EVALUATORS; STUDENT-ELIBILILITY CRITERIA; AND OTHER IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT THE SUBMISSION AND EVALUATION PROCESS (Attachment E)

III.
EVALUATION CRITERIA AND CRITIQUE SHEET (Attachment F)
ATTACHMENT A – Nomination Packet SEQ CHAPTER \h \r 1
Student Research Awards

COVER  PAGE
I.
Title:  ________________________________________________________________
II.
Category: (Check one.)    □ Research Project     □ Artistic Performance     □ Creative Work
III.
Type of Nomination and Student Classification:  (Complete either A or B.)

Type of Nomination

Classification of Nominated Student as of 3/20/12
A.
□  Single Student


□  Undergraduate
□  Graduate 

Type of Nomination

Classification of Nominated Students as of 3/20/12
     
B.
□  Team of Students


□  Undergraduates
□  Graduates
IV.
UNDERGRADUATES ONLY:  □  Please consider this presentation for the ULS Undergraduate Research Conference, April 20, in Lake Charles, LA.
V. 
Signatures and Assurances:
(Attach pages for more signatures, if needed.)

A.
Faculty Nominator(s) - My signature below provides assurance that all information in this Nomination Packet is true and valid, to the best of my knowledge and understanding, as of the date and time of its submission. 

______________________________________________________________________________

Typed Faculty-Nominator Name

Typed Department

Signature

______________________________________________________________________________

Typed Faculty-Nominator Name

Typed Department

Signature

B.
Department Head(s) - My signature below provides assurance: (a) of my support for the nominated student(s); and (b) that all information in this Nomination Packet is true and valid, to the best of my understanding and knowledge, as of the date and time of its submission.  

______________________________________________________________________________

Typed Department Head Name

Typed Department

Signature

______________________________________________________________________________

Typed Department Head Name

Typed Department

Signature

C.
Nominated Student(s) - My signature below provides assurance that:  (a) unless otherwise indicated, the attached “Expanded Presentation Proposal” is all my own work; and (b) all information in this Nomination Packet is true and valid, to the best of my understanding and knowledge, as of the date of its submission. 
______________________________________________________________________________

Typed Student Nominee Name

Typed Department

Signature
______________________________________________________________________________

Typed Student Nominee Name

Typed Department

Signature
ATTACHMENT  B – Nomination Packet

Student Research Awards

FACULTY NOMINATION/EVALUATION LETTER
(NOTE - A sample of the type of letter needed by the Review Committee to comprehensively evaluate and compare individual faculty nominations is attached to this document.  We thank Dr. Rick Jensen in the Scholars’ College for permitting us to use his 2007 letter of nomination as a model for other faculty to emulate.)

The Faculty Nominator’s letter of recommendation/nomination must be written in clear, non-technical terms and must contain the Nominator’s assessment of the state-of-the-art nature of the student’s research, artistic performance, or creative work and its significance within the student’s field.  The letter in this section of the Nomination Packet should be on departmental letterhead and preceded by a cover page labeled “ATTACHMENT B:  FACULTY NOMINATION/EVALUATION LETTER.”
Louisiana Scholars' College 
at Northwestern State University 
Natchitoches, Louisiana 71497 
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A Member of the University of Louisiana System
March 22, 2007

NSU Research Council
Ad Hoc Committee on Student Research Awards
Dear NRC Ad Hoc Committee:
I wish to nominate Nicholas Reves for on his senior thesis research on the perceptions of the British regarding the conflict between the British and the Iraqis that broke out in 1920.
1.
CONCEPTUAL ORIGINALITY
The idea for the project was entirely Nick's. (My own expertise is on modern European history and the history of terrorism.) In terms of the published literature, Mr. Reves's work is quite original in the sense that no single book in English systematically analyzes the perceptions of the British administration, military, foreign office, and the'press regarding the Iraq uprising of 1920. Other published works deal with broader subjects (e.g., histories of Iraq and histories, of British-Iraqi relations over a period of several decades). Especially noteworthy is Nick's analysis of the contemporary British press (through, for example, reading the London Times on microfilm) and its impact on British decision-making (determined through reading memoirs, documents, and contemporary articles). No published work has attempted this.
Equally noteworthy is Mr. Reves's extraordinary efforts to carryout some archival research in Britain and contact leading scholars in the field regarding the British response to the Iraq uprising. Last November he traveled to England for a week to attend a conference and also to work at the British national archives and the Imperial War Museum archives. It is extremely unusual for an undergraduate to carry out archival research, even if it could not be exhaustive given the limited amount of time Nick spent in England. Moreover, he has contacted and received help and information from leading scholars in the field, such as Prof. Sluglett, who has written an important book on Britain and Iraq.
I have encouraged Mr. Reves to rely on primary sources for his study, and he has more than fulfilled my expectations. For examples, he has relied heavily on a huge documentary series published by the British foreign office that prints contemporary dispatches regarding British foreign policy, including Iraq.
2.
DESIGN AND METHODOLOGY.
What is distinctive about Nick's work is that he has chosen an analytical, rather than a simple narrative design for his thesis. Thus, while interweaving his thesis throughout the work, he has devoted separate chapters to the press, the British civil administration of Iraq, the central authorities in London), and the military. Most undergraduates have difficulty analyzing historical events as opposed simply to recounting them, but Nick has successfully avoided this pitfall.
His critical assessment of the different sources he has used, be they diplomatic documents, newspapers, letters, contemporary memoirs or regimental histories, is extremely sophisticated for a scholar of his age.
3.
IMPACT ON AND/OR CONTRIBUTION TO STUDENT'S ACADEMIC FIELD
Under this category or elsewhere, I need to point out that Nick is a splendid writer, one of the best I have been associated with in twenty- five years of teaching. It has been a sheer pleasure to read the first draft of his thesis (which is about three-fourths completed). The quality of the writing is bound to increase the impact of his research and writing. I know that Nick is going to give a public presentation of his research to an audience at the upcoming (March 23-24) session of the Louisiana section of the history honorary society, Phi Alpha Theta. I have encouraged him to think of possibly publishing an article based on his research.
4.
POTENTIAL LARGER IMPACT
Given the current crisis in Iraq, it certainly behooves policy makers to look back on past western involvement in Iraq, particularly the British experience there, during which comparable problems developed, including a widespread insurgency. Nick wishes to learn Arabic and I have written a letter on his behalf for a State Department program to study that language. His present thesis may therefore be a springboard for future study, research, and publication with relevance for understanding one of the contemporary world's great international problems.

Most sincerely,
' Richard B. Jensen 

Associate Professor
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ATTACHMENT C – Nomination Packet
Student Research Awards

Format for Expanded Presentation Proposals

(To Be Completed ONLY by Students Nominated for the “Student Research Award”)

When completed, the Student Nominee must provide the original of this form to the Faculty Nominator(s) for inclusion with other required Nomination-Packet documents.

CATEGORY OF ENTRY (check one):      ____ Research     _____  Artistic Performance     _____ Creative Work

CLASSIFICATION OF STUDENT (check one):     _____ Undergraduate Student     _____ Graduate Student
Expanded Presentation Proposal Title: 

Lead Presenter: 

Email Address:

Faculty Nominator:

Co-Presenter:
Co-Presenter:
Department: 

Contact Phone Number: 

Department:
Department: 

Department: 

Detailed Description of Expanded Presentation Proposal: (500 word maximum)

Abstract of Presentation for Research Day Program (50 words or less in layperson’s language):

My signature on the cover page of this Nomination Packet constitutes my assurance that the work presented in this Expanded Presentation Proposal is my own, except where indicated otherwise.
ATTACHMENT  D – Nomination Packet

Student Research Awards

SUPPORTING  MATERIALS/DOCUMENTS

It is the nominated student’s responsibility to attach sufficient, pertinent supporting materials to enable the Review Committee to render an informed judgment regarding the value of the research project, artistic performance, or creative work.  If human subjects were used in the project, the appropriate “Institutional Review Board” (IRB) approval form must be one of the documents included in this section of the Nomination Packet.  Materials in this section of the Nomination Packet should be preceded by a cover page labeled “ATTACHMENT D:  SUPPORTING MATERIALS”

ATTACHMENT E

STUDENT RESEARCH AWARDS

INSTRUCTIONS TO EVALUATORS; STUDENT-ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA; AND OTHER IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT THE SUBMISSION AND EVALUATION PROCESSES

Nominations for the two Phi Kappa Phi /NSU Research Council (PKP/NRC) “Student Research Awards” (SRA) are requested in the spring semester of each year, and the awards are presented at NSU’s annual Research Day event, this year to be held on March 29.  Each award consists of a $500 cash prize and commemorative plaque.  

If nominations of equal merit are received for both undergraduate and graduate students, one prize will be awarded to the best undergraduate student nominee and the other will be awarded to the best graduate-student nominee.  Whether awarded to two undergraduate students, two graduate students, or to one undergraduate and one graduate student, the primary purpose of these awards is to recognize outstanding research, distinguished artistic performance, or creative work completed by a student, or team of students, while enrolled at NSU.  Sponsored by the NSU Chapter of Phi Kappa Phi and NSU Research Council
, these awards are also designed to increase student participation in Research Day.

 
To be eligible to compete for these awards, students must be nominated by full- or part-time faculty members, adjunct faculty members, and/or professional staff members with faculty status.  Nominators may sponsor more than one student for these awards; however, a single student may only be nominated once.  Students in all academic disciplines are eligible, and the members of the Review Committee that evaluates all nominations are instructed to construe broadly the terms “research,” “artistic performance,” and “creative work” to enable consideration of the greatest number of students.  Research projects, artistic performances, or creative works that are jointly produced by two or more students are considered, but multiple nominees must have shared the work equally. 

To be eligible, undergraduate students who are nominated for an award must be NSU undergraduates at the time the award is made and enrolled at NSU for at least nine hours.  Graduate-students who are nominated must be graduate students at the time the award is made and enrolled at NSU for at least six hours.  Both undergraduate- and graduate-student nominees must submit a presentation proposal that meets the Research Day deadline and must be presenters at NSU Research Day.

The NSU Research Council’s “Ad Hoc Committee on Student Research Awards,” which is broadly representative of all academic colleges within the University, evaluates all nominations using the following criteria:

1.
Conceptual Originality or Significance/Level of Research Contribution;

2.
Design and Methodology;

3.
Impact on and/or Contribution to Student’s Academic Field; and

4.
Potential Larger Impact.

It is important to note that—although Phi Kappa Phi and the NSU Research Council hope to award one prize to an undergraduate and the other to a graduate student—quality considerations will be the most important evaluation criteria in evaluating all nominations submitted and in making the final determination relative to the undergraduate/graduate status of the two students who ultimately receive these awards.

Presentation proposals are evaluated and awards made on a project-specific basis, using the information provided in the Nomination Packet exclusively.  All decisions of the Ad Hoc Committee are final.  The Faculty Nominators of the winners of the preceding year’s Student Research Awards are required to serve on the Ad Hoc Review Committee during the next annual round of competition.  Questions about the awards and/or the nomination/evaluation processes should be directed to Dr. Steve Horton at hortons@nsula.edu.
ATTACHMENT F

EVALUATION CRITERIA AND CRITIQUE SHEET
STUDENT RESEARCH AWARDS

INSTRUCTIONS TO REVIEWERS:

A. Please rate this expanded presentation proposal on the following scale, where “7” is “excellent” and “1” is “very poor,” by circling the one number for each criterion that best indicates your appraisal of that element of the proposal.  If the criterion is not applicable, circle “N/A.”

Criteria



       Excellent




          Poor
Conceptual Originality or 

Significance/Level of Contribution
N/A
7
6
5
4
3
2
1

Design and Methodology

N/A
7
6
5
4
3
2
1

Impact on and/or Contribution

   To Student’s Academic Field
N/A
7
6
5
4
3
2
1

Potential Larger Impact

N/A
7
6
5
4
3
2
1

Overall Rating



N/A
7
6
5
4
3
2
1

B.
Please circle one of the following recommendations:


     CONSIDER FURTHER

REMOVE FROM COMPETITION

C. Please add constructive comments below for the author(s) of this proposal.

__________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________

As a member of the Ad Hoc Committee on Student Research Awards, I hereby agree: (1) to use the materials in this Nomination Packet for evaluative purposes only; (2) to maintain in confidence these same materials; and (3) not to reveal the name of the student(s) selected for the Student Research Award prior to the event.









Expanded Presentation Proposal No. ______			Reader No. _______________





NOMINATION PACKETS





Nomination packets must be received by the Office of the Provost to meet the established deadline and be submitted in the required format.  Each nomination packet must include a cover page and the following, all of which must be submitted as a single package of information:





From the Faculty Sponsor, a Letter of Nomination/Evaluation:


This letter of recommendation must be written in clear, non-technical terms and must contain the Nominator’s assessment of the state-of-the-art nature of the student’s research, artistic performance, or creative work and its significance within the student’s field.  





From the Student Nominated, an Expanded Presentation Proposal:  


An expanded version (500 words) of the presentation proposal submitted to meet the deadline for all other presentation proposals.  The expanded version must summarize the project, performance, or work in such a way that a reader unfamiliar with the student’s field could interpret the research question and/or recognize the significance of the project, performance, or creative work. 





From the Student Nominated, Pertinent Supporting Materials:


It is the student’s responsibility to present sufficient and pertinent supporting materials to enable the Review Committee to render an informed judgment regarding the value of the research project, artistic performance, or creative work.  For example, if a survey or questionnaire was utilized, a copy should be included in this section.  Similarly, tables, charts, and other types of evidence necessary to support the project must be included.  If human subjects were involved, the IRB approval form must be attached.








� Founded in 1897, the Honor Society of Phi Kappa Phi is the oldest, largest, and one of the most respected collegiate honor societies dedicated to the recognition and promotion of academic excellence in all disciplines.  Founded in 2003, the NSU Research Council is ORSP’s planning and advisory body.  Its mission is to nurture the research and sponsored-programs enterprise at NSU.









