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BIA NITCAR Grant Application Form

Please complete within the space provided - The form should be submitted electronically by MS word or .pdf document to the NITCAR committee at nitcar.contact@gmail.com	Comment by HARRISON, Thomas (SHEFFIELD TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): needs confirming who to send the forms to - the nitcar gmail? 	Comment by CATTRALL, Jonathan (ROYAL FREE LONDON NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): I'd say yes nitcar.contact@gmail.com and the new funding secretary can monitor it? Depends how many we expect to receive...

The BIA and NITCAR are pleased to invite applications for Grant Awards of up to £10,000 to support high-quality clinical audit projects/service evaluations and subsequent quality improvement work. 
This scheme aims to promote excellence in quality improvement, improve patient care, and support the clinician development. 
Purpose of the Award
The NITCAR Grant is designed to:
· Support audits, service evaluations and multi-centre observational studies 
· Quality improvement projects
· National level surveys
· Foster future research and service development
· Support early-career clinicians undertaking a major project
Funding Available
· Up to £10,000 total 	Comment by CATTRALL, Jonathan (ROYAL FREE LONDON NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): Should we put a bullet point saying awards may be made to multiple applicants within one funding round, and budgeted applications for less than 10,000 will therefore be considered?	Comment by KIRBY, Andrew (LEEDS TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS TRUST): I think we can think about that if it comes up, but probably we just want one one to fund. We have to monitor the grants as well, and do paperwork and contracts possibly. So good to keep this to a minimum.	Comment by CATTRALL, Jonathan (ROYAL FREE LONDON NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): Ok works for me
· Funding duration: up to 12 months
· Multiple awards may be made, subject to quality and available funds
· Funds may be used for:
· Data collection and management support
· Statistical support
· Administrative assistance
· Multi-site coordination
· Dissemination (e.g. conference presentation, publication fees)
· Salary support for the lead applicant
· Subsequent quality improvement work (eg guideline writing) 
· Funds may not be used for:
· Purchases unrelated to the audit
· Activities outside the scope of the approved proposal
Eligibility -Applicants must:
· Be a clinician(s) or healthcare professional(s) working within the UK
· Be a member of the BIA
· Be the named lead applicant
· Confirm necessary governance approvals will be obtained
Application scoring
Applications will be reviewed by at least 3 independent reviewers from the NITCAR team and BIA research committee based on the criteria below, and a mean score calculated. The NITCAR committee will review scores before making a funding decision.
 




Applicant Details:
 
	 
	Applicant (details of current work)
	UK Sponsor / Supervisor

	Surname
	 
	 

	Forename(s)
	 
	 

	Title
	 
	 

	Post Held
	 
	 

	Department:
	 
	 

	Institution:
	 
	 

	Address:
 
 
	 
	 

	
	 
	 

	Email:
  
	 
	 


 

Institution/Authority (administering grant if approved):
 

Address at which work is to be done:
 
 
Proposed starting date:
 
 
 













Breakdown of costs by financial year (1 April to 31 March):
 
	 
	Total Year 1
£
	 
Total Year 2 
£

	Consumables
	 
	 

	Travel
	 
	 

	Equipment
	 
	 

	Salary (inc
superannuation)
	 
	 

	Grand Total
	 
	 



 
Other grant applications
a) Is this application currently being submitted elsewhere?	Yes   No 
      If yes, to which organisation, and by what date is a decision expected?
       
 
 
 
 
b) Has this, or a similar application been submitted elsewhere over the past year? Yes  No 
 	If yes, to which organisation, and what was the result?
















Declaration:
 
Applicant:
 
If an award is made, I 
 
i. will take all reasonable actions to ensure that the Society’s contribution to funding the research is suitably acknowledged in all publications arising from it, and ensure that copies of any such publications are forwarded to the Society.
ii. will inform the BIA of any major changes to details set out in the application
 
 
	To be signed by:
	Signature
	Name in block capitals
	Date

	Applicant
	 
	 
	 

	Sponsor
	 
	 
	 


 
 
10.  This application should be submitted by/through (1) the Head of Department and (2) the Officer who will be responsible for administering any grant that may be awarded.  Each should sign the following declaration:
 
I confirm that I have read this application and that, if granted, the work will be accommodated and administered in the Department/Institution.  The salaries and other costs quoted are correct and in accordance with the normal practice of this institution.  I confirm also that this institution is subject to external audit.
 
	 
	Head of Department
	Administrative Authority

	Signature:
	 
 
 
	 

	Title:     
	 
	 

	Name and Initials 
(Block Capitals):
	 
	 

	Institution:
 
	 
	 

	Address:	Comment by KIRBY, Andrew (LEEDS TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS TRUST): i deleted tel number. we never call anyone	Comment by KIRBY, Andrew (LEEDS TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS TRUST): could probably delete date as well
 
 
 
 
	 
	 



 

 
Proposed Investigation: should not exceed 700 words plus references
 
Required format:
1. Title
2. Background and rationale
3. Aim(s) and objectives
4. Methods -Project design, standards/comparator, data collection and analysis
5. Expected outcomes and service impact
6. Dissemination and implementation
7. Governance- Audit registration, service evaluation approval or ethics if applicable. If no approvals required, explain why, with evidence if applicable (e.g. HRA decision tool).
8. References



Career Intentions - please give your reasons for applying for this grant and your long-term career aims (should not exceed 300 words).




 
Curriculum Vitae of applicant
 
Name:
Degree etc. (subject, class, university, and date):
Posts held (with dates):
All Publications; also papers in press:
Current grant support:
 



Curriculum Vitae of Supervisor 
 
Name: 
Degree etc. (subject, class, university, and date):
Posts held (with dates):		
Up to 10 Recent Publications; also papers in press:
Current grant support: 


Statement of support from Supervisor (not more than 400 words).	Comment by KIRBY, Andrew (LEEDS TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS TRUST): Do we really need this? Lots of work.	Comment by HARRISON, Thomas (SHEFFIELD TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): not sure, this was in the research grant. My thoughts were that £10,000 is a lot of money and we need people who are invested and have invested sponsors, but I'm not strongly in favour 	Comment by CATTRALL, Jonathan (ROYAL FREE LONDON NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): I'd be in favour of keeping it (for Tom's reasoning).	Comment by KIRBY, Andrew (LEEDS TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS TRUST): 10k is not really much money in the research world. What you end up is having to chase some head of department for a letter. They don't know what to write so you write it for them and they sign it. Also, by sponsor who are we suggesting? Are we suggesting the organisation as sponsor, as they do the governance e.g. insurance. Maybe we could just as for confirmation of institutional sponsorship for the awarded grant i.e we say this will need to be provided by the awarded grant holder before the grant can start.	Comment by CATTRALL, Jonathan (ROYAL FREE LONDON NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): I was thinking organisation as sponsor yes. We could ask for the letter before they can start yes.	Comment by CATTRALL, Jonathan (ROYAL FREE LONDON NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): Only risk is if they don't get it once we have already done all the work...
	Comment by HARRISON, Thomas (SHEFFIELD TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): i think i had a different idea of what the sponsor meant, i saw this as a check that that they had a decent and invested supervisor rather than 'institutional sponsorship'. Have i got this wrong?	Comment by HARRISON, Thomas (SHEFFIELD TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): shall we change from sponsor to supervisor? 	Comment by KIRBY, Andrew (LEEDS TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS TRUST): Yep, sounds good. We would still want confirmation from the sponsor after the award before they start.	Comment by KIRBY, Andrew (LEEDS TEACHING HOSPITALS NHS TRUST): And we can do a common sense there won;t be any sponsorship problems. Normally not a problem but a formality that needs sorting. We could say they they are able to provide evidence of sponsorship, but for standard projects this will not be needed at the time of submission.	Comment by CATTRALL, Jonathan (ROYAL FREE LONDON NHS FOUNDATION TRUST): So we could put:
Statement of support from supervisor (Consultant or Senior Academic in UK institution)

Please note:
Evidence of institutional sponsorship will be required prior to receipt of the grant, however is not needed at the time of submission.


Please note:
Evidence of institutional sponsorship will be required prior to receipt of the grant, however is not needed at the time of submission.


BIA NITCAR grant scoring sheet

Applicant Name: 
Project Title: 
Reviewer Names: 
Date: 
Score:
	Domain Score 

	Score (1-5)
	Weighting
	Total

	Scientific Quality 

	
	x5
	

	Budget & Deliverability 

	
	x3
	

	Candidate Benefit

	
	x2
	

	
	
	
	Total Score out of 50:




Strengths: 


Weaknesses: 



Funding Recommendation (circle): Fund / Reserve / Revise / Do Not Fund








	Domain
(weighting)
	Score
	Descriptor

	Scientific Quality (50%)
	5
	Addresses a clear need
Strongly informed by current literature and guidelines 
Question(s) are specific, relevant and measurable 
Objectives, methodology and audit standards (if applicable) clearly defined 
Design appropriate and feasible 
High potential impact (presentation, publication, service change, future work) 
Pilot work completed successfully

	 
	4
	Clear question; good evidence base; appropriate design; strong impact potential

	 
	3
	Relevant topic; adequate design; moderate impact potential

	 
	2
	Limited justification; unclear question; methodological concerns

	 
	1
	No clear gap; flawed design; unlikely meaningful impact

	Budget & Deliverability (30%)
	5
	Clear, detailed and fully justified budget
Excellent value for money 
Costs aligned directly with project aims 
Lead applicant appropriately qualified OR clear mentoring in place 
Feasible within timeframe 
Robust plan for communication with participating sites (newsletters, email chains, social media) 
Governance and approvals considered

	 
	4
	Mostly clear budget; minor gaps; feasible; good leadership

	 
	3
	Adequate budget; some feasibility concerns; basic communication plan

	 
	2
	Poorly justified budget; leadership or feasibility concerns

	 
	1
	Inadequate budget; major feasibility concerns

	Benefit to Candidate  
(20%)
	5
	Early-stage clinician, first substantial project
Clear statement of how funding would enable career development

	 
	4
	Early–mid career; limited funding history; clear benefit

	 
	3
	Some prior experience; moderate developmental gain

	 
	2
	Well-supported environment; limited additional benefit

	 
	1
	Senior applicant; minimal developmental impact



	
	
	



	Applicant name:
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