ACES GRADUATE STUDENT RESEARCH GRANT
CALL FOR PROPOSALS 
ONLINE SUBMISSION
2025

Purpose: This call for proposals aims to fund studies that enhance the counseling profession’s understanding of and professional development within Counselor Education and Supervision. The ACES Research Grants Committee and ACES Graduate Student Committee have united to streamline the grant application process. Students, defined by ACES membership type and members who are currently enrolled in a master’s or doctoral program in a Counseling or Counseling-related field, can apply for up to either (a) $1,000 or (b) $2,000 per project. We encourage submissions for both (a) up to $1,000 and (b) up to $2,000 funding levels.

Grants are awarded to individuals who meet the criteria below and whose research directly addresses one or more of the following areas within Counselor Education and Supervision: (a) research, (b) teaching, (c) supervision, (d) professional identity, and (e) counseling leadership. Projects related to diversity, equity, inclusion, and anti-oppression are highly encouraged; however, all projects that fall within the five specified areas will be considered. Projects outside of these five areas will not be eligible for funding.

Who May Apply: The competition is open to all current ACES graduate student members. Individuals may submit (or be part of a submission team) only one proposal. Multiple submissions by any researcher (individually or as part of multiple research teams) will not be accepted. All individuals listed as PI or Co-PI must hold active ACES membership and provide their ACES membership number as part of the application (which is different from the ACA number and can be located in your ACES membership profile).

Award Payment Options: If selected, awardees can choose one of two methods to receive funds. First, they can receive a check written directly to them. Second, they can have the award sent to their institution and dispersed by the institution. In cases involving multiple research team members, the primary investigator or their respective institution will receive the awarded funds. Awardees should explore with their Grants office whether or not the college or university would charge indirect costs against the award if they were to administer it. Awardees will be responsiable for working with their grant office and institution. Indirect costs are not allowed as part of the grant budget.

Proposal Format: Proposals must be submitted online by completing the online application at https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSewrdqPtz9dRYgHEz-YP6upzyzqZnn16X52k-r9T1Y8jaNWkw/viewform?usp=header 
and uploading the Proposal Outline (see below) in a PDF document that adheres to the following: 
· Typed in 12-point font, double-spaced, Times-New Roman Format, with one-inch margins. 
· The Proposal document may be a maximum of four pages. 
-References should be added in addition to the 4-page limit.
- Attachments submitted as part of the proposal beyond the 4-page limit will not be reviewed by the committee.
-The Application Form must be completed online.  
· The online submission of the Proposal Outline must be in PDF format. 
· Upload one “de-identified” copy of the proposal (i.e., remove or de-identify all identifying information about the author(s) or their location(s) on the title pages, page headers, citations/references, or text of the proposal.) and; 
· Upload one copy of the proposal with student(s) identification must be submitted. The non-de-identified copy should include the name of the PI and Co-PIs, as well as their ACES membership number (which is different from the ACA number and can be found in your ACES membership profile).

The online Application Form must be completed by June 1st, 2025, at 11:59pm PST. Recipients will be notified between August 1st, 2025 and August 15th, 2025. Recipients will be encouraged to present a poster session on their research at the following year’s ACES conference. 

Proposal Outline:
· Title Page  (*does not count towards the page limit)
· Rationale (e.g., literature review, identified problem/need, and significance)
· Methodology (e.g., research question(s), research design, sampling and recruitment, data collection, data anlaysis, and psychometrics/rigor/trustworthiness/methodological integrity)
· Ethical considerations
· Implications for counsleor education and supervision as well as diversity, equity, inclusion, and/or anti-oppression
· Budget
· Plan for Dissemination
· References (*does not count towards the page limit)

Application Evaluation

Evaluation Criteria: Research proposals will be evaluated by a panel of reviewers using the following criteria:
a.    Qualifications of the Researcher: 
· The researcher is a current member of ACES and has submitted only one proposal for funding in this year’s grant program. ACES grant awardees from the previous year are ineligible to apply for the current application cycle. 
b. 	Quality of the Proposed Research:
· The proposed topic is within the specified scope of Counselor Education and Supervision (i.e., teaching, supervision, research, counseling leadership, professional identity, or a combination of two or more categories)
· Relevance of research to Counselor Education & Supervision as evidenced by the literature review 
· Research Methodology (i.e., the methodology proposed follows accepted practice for research of that kind)
· Applicable ethical standards for research with human subjects 
· Focus on Equity, Diversity, Inclusion, and/or Anti-Oppression  
c.	Financial Need:
· Clear, itemized, and research-focused budget): The budget for the research project seems sound given the nature and scope of the proposed project (only the expenses budgeted for the actual conducting of the study will be considered; travel, presentation expenses, and indirect costs will not be considered), and the project is not substantially supported by any other funding source.  
· Funds may not be used for time compensation, including GA work unless you provide the “employee” with a 1099 Form submitted to the IRS so they are taxed appropriately. The budget may include payment for time if the recipient (e.g., transcription company, statistical consultant) accounts for the self-employment or business income and provides a receipt. Receipts must be maintained by the Primary Researcher and made available should ACES request the records.
d.	Plan for Distribution or Publication: A clear, feasible, and appropriate plan for distributing or publishing research findings such as conference presentations and journal manuscripts. As a condition of the acceptance of the grant award, the researcher is required to complete the following after receiving notification of your award:
· At the completion of the study, you must do the following: 
1. Submit a 1-page white paper suitable for dissemination by ACES of your findings within 12 months 
2. Provide a copy of the proposal to present the research results as a poster or education session at the ACES National or Regional Conference;
3. If published, provide to the Research Committee a copy of the manuscript of the research results.
e. “Acknowledgment of Support” Agreement: The researcher will include an acknowledgment of ACES financial support of the project in all reports, presentations, or publications related to the supported project.

Evaluation Rubric

	Category
	Exceeds Expectations  (5)
	Meets Expectations     (3)
	Does Not Meet Expectations               (1)
	Score

	Statement of Problem and Need

	Clearly defines the problem with a thorough and empirically-based explanation of the need, using robust contextual details and directly linking the significance of the problem to the proposed project.
	Provides a clear description of the problem and the need, though the explanation may include fewer supporting details or less context than desired.
	Fails to adequately define the problem or articulate the need, making the significance of the project ambiguous or unsupported.
	

	Brief summary of extant research

	Offers a comprehensive, integrated review of existing literature that demonstrates deep knowledge of the field and clearly shows how the current research builds on or challenges previous findings.
	Summarizes key aspects of the existing research, indicating awareness of the literature; however, the synthesis or depth of analysis may be somewhat limited.
	Provides a superficial or incomplete review of the literature, lacking depth or clear integration with the proposed research focus.
	

	Research Methodology 
(a) research design, description, and rationale, 
(b) sampling and recruitment procedures,
(c) description of key constructs, measures, and data sources,
(d) data collection procedures,
(e) data analysis procedures, and 
(f) psychometrics, rigor, trustworthiness, and/or methodological integrity

	Presents a highly detailed, rigorous, and well-justified methodology. Each component is methodologically sound and clearly explained with a strong rationale. The proposal demonstrates that the chosen design, sampling strategies, measures, data collection techniques, analysis procedures, and ethical safeguards are both feasible and aligned with established research practices. The methodology is robustly grounded, innovative, and strongly positioned to produce rigorous and impactful results. Cultural responsivity and anti-oppressive principles are meaningfully embedded throughout, demonstrating alignment with the population, methodological decisions, and study context.
	Describes all required components with sufficient detail and demonstrates reasonable methodological grounding. The proposed design, sampling, measures, data collection, analysis, and ethical strategies are generally appropriate and feasible. However, the explanation may lack some depth regarding innovation or a comprehensive discussion of why the chosen methods offer the best approach to address the research problem. Some attention is given to cultural responsivity or anti-oppressive principles, though integration into methods or population/context may be underdeveloped.
	Offers a fragmented or superficial description of the methodology. The proposal fails to provide an adequate level of detail or clarity about the design, sampling, measures, data collection, analysis, and ethical strategies. The procedures do not appear to be methodologically grounded or fully feasible, thus undermining confidence in the potential to achieve reliable results. The methodology lacks consideration of cultural responsivity and anti-oppression, missing alignment with the population, context, or equity-informed practices.
	

	Ethical and professional compliance in research
	Clearly articulates a comprehensive plan for ethical and professional compliance, demonstrating deep awareness of relevant ethical codes (e.g., ACA standards, best practices in research, etc. ). The proposal outlines specific safeguards for participant rights, informed consent, confidentiality, risk mitigation, and data integrity. It also addresses researcher positionality and power, evidencing a strong commitment to researcher reflexivity, power, and/or ethical and professional DEI or anti-oppressive considerations throughout the research process.
	Adequately describes procedures for ethical and professional compliance, including IRB review and general protections for participants. While the proposal shows awareness of relevant ethical standards, the discussion may lack specificity or omit deeper considerations of researcher reflexivity, power, and/or ethical and professional DEI or anti-oppressive considerations.
	Provides minimal or unclear description of ethical and professional procedures. The proposal lacks adequate attention to participant protections, informed consent, confidentiality, or IRB processes and does not address broader ethical concerns relevant to the population, the context of the study, as well as researcher reflexivity, power, and/or ethical and professional DEI or anti-oppressive considerations.
	

	Congruence with ACES values, mission, and research goals identified in the call

	Clearly articulates, with specific examples, how the project aligns with ACES values, mission, and research goals. Demonstrates a deep and integrated understanding of institutional priorities with evident strategic connection.
	Provides an adequate description of alignment with ACES values and mission. While the overall connection is apparent, the examples may be generic or insufficiently detailed.
	Fails to demonstrate clear alignment with ACES values, mission, or research goals. The connection is vague or missing, leaving the project’s relevance to institutional priorities underdeveloped.
	

	Implications for diversity, equity, inclusion, anti-oppression, and counseling and counselor education 

	Offers a robust, insightful analysis of the implications that directly ties the project outcomes to counselor education and supervision as well as diversity, equity, inclusion, or anti-oppression. The discussion is well-supported and forward-thinking.
	Identifies key implications and provides reasonable connections to counselor education and supervision as well as diversity, equity, inclusion, or anti-oppression. However, the analysis may lack the depth or comprehensive support seen in an exemplary submission.
	Provides minimal or unclear discussion of implications. The analysis fails to convincingly connect project outcomes with counselor education and supervision as well as impacts diversity, equity, inclusion, or anti-oppression.
	

	Plan for dissemination of results 

	Outlines a proactive, detailed dissemination plan that specifies multiple channels, target audiences, and clear timelines. Innovative strategies and stakeholder engagement are well integrated, ensuring broad and effective communication of results.
	Outlines a basic dissemination plan that identifies key channels and timeframes, though some elements may be underdeveloped or lack innovative approaches to engaging stakeholders.
	Lacks a clear or comprehensive dissemination plan. The strategy for communicating results is vague, with poorly defined channels and timelines that do not effectively reach target audiences.
	

	Budget summary and rationale
	Presents a comprehensive and meticulously justified budget that aligns perfectly with project objectives. Each expense is clearly explained and supported by sound rationale, demonstrating strong fiscal responsibility and alignment with institutional financial priorities.
	Provides a clear summary of the budget with a basic rationale for expenses. While most costs are justifiable, some details or connections to project objectives may be missing or less compelling.
	Offers an incomplete or poorly justified budget. The rationale is unclear, with expenses that do not align well with project goals or demonstrate an understanding of institutional financial priorities.
	

	Grammar, use of APA, and scholarly writing 
	Exemplifies superior scholarly writing with precise APA formatting, impeccable grammar, and a clear, concise style that enhances readability and professionalism.
	Demonstrates competent scholarly writing and generally adheres to APA formatting and grammar rules, though minor errors may be present that do not significantly detract from overall quality.
	Contains frequent errors in grammar, APA formatting, or scholarly tone that undermine the clarity, readability, and professional presentation of the work.
	

	Recommendation for Funding
	The proposal consistently scoring “Exceeds Expectations” on most/all criteria is highly recommended for funding.
	The proposal with a mix of “Exceeds” and “Meets Expectations” might be funded with minor revisions or clarifications.
	The proposal largely scoring “Does Not Meet Expectations” should not be funded unless significant improvements are made.
	



Deadline Reminder

Deadline for Submission:  The deadline for submission is June 1st, 2025 at 11:59pm PST.  Your online application must include:

· One “de-identified” copy of the proposal** (uploaded)
· One copy of the proposal with author identification (uploaded)
· One application form is completed online at: https://docs.google.com/forms/d/e/1FAIpQLSewrdqPtz9dRYgHEz-YP6upzyzqZnn16X52k-r9T1Y8jaNWkw/viewform?usp=header

Proposals must be submitted online by the submission deadline. Neither faxed, mailed “hard” copies or emails of proposals will be considered.

NOTE: A “de-identified” copy contains not only no name but no identifying information about the author(s) or their location in the title pages, page headers, citations/references, or text of the proposal. Proposals containing identifying information or submissions that do not include one “de-identified” copy will be disqualified.

Recipients will be notified between August 1st, 2025 and August 15th, 2025


Requests for further information should be directed to:

For Grant Submissions: 
Dr. Harvey Charles Peters, Associate Professor, Montcliar State University 
Chair, ACES Research Grants Committee
Email: acesgrants@acesonline.net 
