ISA WORKSHOP GRANT COMMITTEE
2007–2008 REPORT
The Workshop Grant Committee for 2007–2008 consisted of Marijke Breuning, Roger Coate (Chair), Jeffrey Legro, Rose McDermott, Kate O'Neill, and Thomas Volgy [ex-officio]. 
At the annual ISA meeting in Chicago in 2007, the Governing Council substantially expanded and restructured the Workshop Grant Program, more than doubling the total amount of funds available. Two categories of grants were established: Venture Research Workshop Grants of up to $25,000 each and Catalytic Research Workshop Grants of up to $5,000 each. The Council appropriated $100,000 for Venture Grants and $20,000 for Catalytic Grants. Venture Research Workshop Grants are targeted for projects that venture into emerging and potentially transformative research areas or preliminary work on untested and novel and path-breaking ideas. The goal is to support truly innovative research that has the potential to make a significant leap or paradigm shift and move the frontiers of knowledge forward. Catalytic Research Workshop Grants target projects that aim to apply new expertise or new approaches to established research topics and are likely to catalyze rapid and innovative advances. Both types of grants aim to bring together small groups of participants focusing on a significant research problem that stimulates cross-national examination or perspectives and engages the interests of several disciplines. Each workshop is expected to result in significant scholarly outputs, such as a book-length manuscript and scholarly articles.
The committee received twenty-two proposals requesting $327,477 in funding. This figure represented a three-fold increase from 2006–2007. Of these, thirteen were Venture Grant requests, totaling $283,724, and nine were Catalytic Grant requests totaling $43,753. The committee felt that one proposal ["Framing a Research Frontier: Cyberinfrastructure Policy"], which had been submitted as a Catalytic Grant, fit more appropriately in the Venture Grant category, and thus considered the proposal in that category according. It was subsequently award a Venture Grant. 

Proposals were evaluated based on criteria used in previous years, but revised to reflect the new workshop grant format--see Workshops Grants Rating Scheme attached. Each proposal was ranked by each member on a scale from 0 to 10 and then ranked by average ratings. There was a high level of consensus among committee members. U.S. National Science Foundation norms for possible conflicts of interest were carefully observed. The highest overall average ranking in the Venture Grant category was 8.7, and the lowest ranking was 2.7, with the lowest successful ranking being 7.1. In the Catalytic Grant category, the highest overall average ranking was 8.6, and the lowest ranking was 4.4, with the lowest successful ranking being 7.0.  The committee feels that, given the competitive nature of high-quality proposals in the Catalytic grant category, additional funding would be appropriate for next year.
Seven Venture Grants were awarded for a total of $98,490, and four Catalytic Grants for a total of $19, 849. Details of individual grants are presented below. In the Venture Grant category, the average amount requested was $21,824, with eight of the thirteen proposals requesting more than $24,000 each. As specified below, only one grant was awarded more than $24,000; the largest grant received $24,769, followed in second place by an award of $19,497. All other awards were under $14,000. The committee found, that in many cases, funds were requested for items which the ISA Workshop Grants Program does not fund, most especially travel to attend the ISA conference/workshop. In order to avoid such problems in the future and add substantial transparency to the process, the committee revised and expanded the Workshop Grant Proposal Guidelines (attached), which are posted on the Workshop webpage along with the Workshops Grants Rating Scheme. In keeping with the original intent of the revised Workshop Grants Program, the committee hopes next year to award fewer [four] larger--in the $25,000 range--Venture grants. In making the monetary awards, the committee standardized such items as per diems, lodging, and room rental fees.
Action item: The committee proposes that the Governing Council approve an increase of $10,000 for two additional grants for the Catalytic Grant competition for 2008–2009.
The successful proposals are presented below in their respect grant categories: 
VENTURE GRANTS:

Earth System Governance 

Workshop Chair: Michele M. Betsill, Colorado State University
Award:  $19,497       
We propose to hold a workshop to develop a research agenda for the study of earth system governance. This new area of study draws on previous work in the social sciences on the role of institutions in global environmental change and responds to demands from the emerging worldwide earth system science community for an understanding of how governance systems influence the co-evolution of human and natural systems. It draws in particular on research undertaken by the project on the Institutional Dimensions of Global Environmental Change (IDGEC), which ran from 1998 to 2006. The workshop will bring together members of the Scientific Planning Committee for a new long-term international project under the International Human Dimensions Programme on Global Environmental Change (IHDP). The primary goal of the workshop is to finalize the draft Science Plan for this new initiative. Assuming the Science Plan is accepted by the IHDP Scientific Steering Committee (following an external review in April/May 2008), the Earth System Governance project will be formally launched at the October 2008 Open Meeting of the Human Dimensions of Global Environmental Change Research Community in New Delhi, India.

Workshop Participants:
· Michele Betsill, Colorado State University 

· Frank Biermann, Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam, The Netherlands 

· Ken Conca , University of Maryland 

· Bharat Desai, Jawaharlal Nehru University, India 

· Joyeeta Gupta, Law Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam, The Netherlands 

· Norichika Kanie, Tokyo Institute of Technology, Japan 

· Louis Lebel Di, Unit for Social Chiang Mai University Thailand 

· Diana Liverman, Environmental Change Institute Oxford University UK 

· Andreas Rechkemmer, International Human Dimensions Programme, Germany 

· Agus Sari, Ecosecurities, Indonesia 

· Falk Schmidt, Int’l Human Dimensions Programme, Germany 

· Heike Schröder, Oxford University, UK 

· Bernd Siebenhüner, Ecological Economics University of Oldenberg Germany 

· Simon Tay, Singapore Institute of International Affairs, Singapore 

· Oran Young, University of California-Santa Barbara 

· Ruben Zondervan, Institute Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam, The Netherlands

Complexity Science in IR

Workshop Chair:  David C. Earnest, Old Dominion University
Award:  $9,967        
The purpose of this proposed workshop is to elaborate a research agenda in International Relations for complexity science. The volume of recent scholarship illustrates that complexity science today appeals more broadly to International Relations scholars than ever before. Yet this research reflects both different research traditions and disparate findings. There seems, therefore, to be a genuine need for a forum and subsequent body of work to pull some of this research activity together and provide a core focus to the topic which can stimulate future scholarly investigation.

It has been over a decade since three scholars of international relations separately published influential works that sought to call our discipline’s attention to “complexity” in world politics. Robert Jervis’s System Effects (1997) explored how a new scientific corpus known as “complexity science” might change the ways we think about international politics. That same year Robert Axelrod published The Complexity of Cooperation, in which he applied the new methods of complexity science to his research agenda of understanding dilemmas of interstate cooperation. Prior to these two works, James N. Rosenau published Turbulence in World Politics (1990), one of the earliest works in international relations that highlighted the promise of complexity science for understanding the dynamic changes we witnessed after the Cold War.

Despite these promising beginnings, international relations researchers have still to articulate a coherent research agenda for complexity science in international relations. Yet complexity science clearly has profound ramifications for our understanding of both the physical and social worlds. Through a flurry of concepts, including networks, open systems, distributed agency, non-linearity, feedback loops, self-organisation, and emergence, this new research paradigm has challenged established scientific wisdom and its claims about predictability, control, and the very nature of physical reality. These concepts have been fruitfully applied across a vast range of natural sciences from meteorology, ecology, molecular biology, and neuroscience to chemistry, physics and zoology. Numerous thinkers in a variety of disciplines have either adopted ideas drawn directly from complexity, or connected existing concerns to those concepts and applied them fruitfully in areas as diverse as economics, sociology, architecture, business and art. These ideas have lingered at the very margins of debate in international relations, but have failed to generate a significant groundswell of complimentary research despite a growing interest in their promise (Rosenau 1990; 2003; Axelrod 1997; Cederman 1997; Hoffmann 2005).

Considerable disagreement exists among researchers over whether complexity science offers a new method of inquiry or merely a useful set of metaphors. To date, scholars are yet to systematically elaborate their points of agreement and disagreement, nor have they identified areas of research that might intermediate their disagreements and yield theoretical progress. This workshop is proposed to provide an important forum for delineating and catalyzing a research programme for complexity and International relations.

Workshop Participants:
· Antoine Bousquet, Birkbeck, University of London, UK 

· Simon J. Curtis, London School of Economics, UK 

· David C. Earnest, Old Dominion University 

· James Rosenau, George Washington University 

· Colin Wight, University of Exeter, UK 

· Paul Cilliers, Stellenbosch University, South Africa 

· Neil Harrison,Sustainable Development Institute 

· Patrick Meier, Tufts University 

· Robert Cutler, Carleton University, Canada 

· Christine Brachthäuser, University of Tübingen, Germany 

· Matthew Hoffmann, University of Toronto, Canada 

· Kim Holloman, Science Applications Intl Corporation

Post-Imperial Futures

Workshop Chair: Jacqueline Lasky, University of Hawai’i, Manoa
Award: $12,641    
Although there is a ceaseless proliferation of research on global politics within critical  international relations theory, a considerable gap remains within the areas of indigenism, anarchism and feminism, the intersectional analysis therein, and the praxis of these theories.  By bringing together scholars from diverse intellectual traditions, this workshop will explore an emerging field that builds a more critical analytical framework in international relations.  The significance of this workshop lies in breaking down the hierarchical structures and concepts, “unsettling” state authority within the inter-state system, and being attentive to multiple/plural ways of being in the world.  As an intersection between the academy inquiry and activism (theory and practice), the examination of the legacies of colonial power relations toward the visioning of post-imperial futures and the potentiality for improving global relations are empowering of indigenous nations and cultural and political communities.  This venture research workshop will focus on interdisciplinary examination of transversal feminist, indigenous, and anarchist struggles (relations that transverse the boundaries of, within and between nations and states) and the ways in which they are prefiguring alternative and innovative political practices in their/our global locale(s).

Workshop Participants:
· Jacqueline Lasky, University of Hawai’i, Manoa 

· Richard Day, Queen’s University 

· Todd May, Clemson University 

· Kathy Ferguson, University of Hawai’i, Manoa 

· Nevzat Soguk, University of Hawai’i, Manoa 

· Andrea Smith, University of Michigan 

· Glen Coulthard, University of Victoria 

· Makere Stewart-Harawira, University of Alberta 

· J. Marshall Beier, McMaster University 

· Jason Adams, University of Hawai’i, Manoa 

· Noelani Goodyear-Ka’opua, University of Hawai’i, Manoa 

· Alex Khasnabish, Dalhousie University 

Framing a Research Frontier

Workshop Chair: Nanette Levinson, American University 
Award: $6,692    
Cyberinfrastructure policy is still in its infancy, somewhat similar to where Internet-related policy was a decade ago. There has been very little theoretically grounded social science research on this topic; and scant treatment regarding the role of developing nations or of non-state actors. A review of the last two years’ paper abstracts at the Annual Meetings of the ISA and the APSA indicates no papers using the term ‘Cyberinfrastructure’. The purpose of this Workshop, then, is to contribute to shaping a whole new generation of communication technology policy research— multidisciplinary works that benefit from some of ISA’s most innovative thinkers and theories and from models in related areas such as internet governance, international trade and finance, and international health and environmental issues. Participants will also consider and identify appropriate research methods and levels of analyses. 

Workshop Participants:
· Derrick Cogburn, Syracuse University 

· Maura Conway, Dublin City University, Ireland 

· Elisabeth Hanson, University of Connecticut 

· Nanette Levinson, American University 

· Elena Pavan, University of Trento, Italy 

· Ken Rogerson, Duke University 

· Laura Roselle, Elon University
Explaining IO Performance

Workshop Chair: Tamar Gutner, American University 
Award: $11,437    
International organizations (IOs) are essential but controversial actors in world politics today. They are increasingly relied upon to manage what former UN Secretary General Kofi Annan famously called “problems without passports,” which states cannot easily address on their own. But instead of being praised for their contributions, IOs face relentless attacks from critics who believe they are ineffective - or worse, that they exacerbate the very problems they are supposed to ameliorate.

While it is widely recognized that IOs often produce ineffective results or unintended consequences, the IO literature is underdeveloped in its ability to explain why this occurs. Current scholarship, which focuses on distinct questions of why states create institutions, and how states pursue their interests through institutions, is largely removed from the lively debates in the policy world on the performance of individual IOs. At a time when many argue that major IOs are collapsing under the weight of globalization and new security threats, and therefore require reform, it is critical that scholar are not sitting on the sidelines of these debates.

Workshop Participants:
· Alexander Thompson, Ohio State University 

· Tamar Gutner, American University 

· Karen Alter, Northwestern University 

· Debra Avant, University of CA, Irvine 

· Manfred Elsig, Graduate Institute International Studies, Geneva 

· Susan Hyde, Yale University 

· Michael Lipson, Concordia University, Canada 

· Ronald Mitchell, University of Oregon 

· Mark Pollack, Temple University 

· Duncan Snidal, University of Chicago 

· Erik Voeten, Georgetown University 

· Katherine Weaver, University of Kansas 

· Rorden Wilkinson, University of Manchester 

Discussants:
· Robert Keohane, Princeton University 

· Miles Kahler, University of CA, San Diego 

· Thomas Weiss, City University of New York

 Who Governs The Globe?

Workshop Chair: Susan Sell, George Washington University
Award: $24,769        
Academics and policy makers speak frequently about global governance but do so in the passive voice. Global governance is something that happens; no one, apparently, actually does it. The literature generally treats governance as structure or process. In this project, we focus on agents. We identify them, explain what they do, and introduce a framework for theorizing about them. Our goal is to animate a new research trajectory focusing on global governors.

For purposes of this inquiry, we define global governors as actors who exercise power across borders with some degree of legitimacy and continuity, for purposes of affecting policy in an issue area. Governors thus: create issues, set agendas, establish and implement rules or programs, and evaluate and/or adjudicate outcomes. Focusing on the agents that govern global issues requires rethinking common assumptions in international relations theorizing – including statism, instrumentalism and functionalism. 

To the extent that international relations (IR) scholars speak of “governors” they mean states and thus IR theory is designed to understand states. Little theoretical guidance exists about the powers, interests, and behavioral proclivities of the variety of other actors governing on the global stage: multinational corporations harmonizing markets, activist networks changing rules to promote their causes, professional associations codifying international standards, or international organizations implementing new programs to alleviate poverty. Without conceptual equipment, it is hard to anticipate the effects these various actors might create in the world and why.

Workshop Participants:
· Deborah Avant, UC Irvine 

· Clifford Bob, Duquesne University 

· Tim Buthe, Duke University 

· R. Charli Carpenter, University Pittsburgh 

· Alex Cooley, Barnard College/Columbia University 

· Dan Drezner, Tufts University 

· Henry Farrell, George Washington University 

· Martha Finnemore, George Washington University 

· Tamar Gutner, American University 

· Virginia Haufler, University of Maryland 

· Matt Hoffman, University of Toronto, Canada 

· Margaret Keck, Johns Hopkins University 

· Loren Landau, University of Witwatersrand, South Africa 

· Duncan Matthews, University of London, UK 

· Kathleen McNamara, Georgetown University 

· Abraham Newman, Georgetown University 

· Louis Pauly, University Toronto, Canada 

· Aseem Prakash, University of Washington 

· Anitha Ramanna, University of Pune, India 

· Susan Sell, George Washington University 

· J.P. Singh, Georgetown University 

· Erik Voeten, Georgetown University USA 

· Geoffrey Underhill, University of Amsterdam, Netherlands 

· Paul Wapner, American University

Long-term Environmental Policy

Workshop Chair: Detlef Sprinz,  University of Michigan 
Award: $13,487    
Academic as well as policy studies often conclude that transboundary and global environmental problems merit a long-term response and offer case-specific guidance for potential strategies to cope with such challenges. Surprisingly, there is little research on long-term policy problems as a class of problems. In this proposal, we wish to break ground in a series of related articles by highlighting the theoretical, methodological, and empirical challenges involved in long-term environmental problems. More generally, we aspire to advance potentially generalizable knowledge across the subfields of international studies. The journal Global Environmental Politics has agreed to dedicate its August 2009 issue to the topic of long-term environmental policy with the workshop proposer serving as guest editor.

Long-term policy problems can be generally characterized as being (i) surrounded by considerable degrees of uncertainty, (ii) will persist for at least a generation if the causes operate unabated, (iii) the option of “solving” the issue in one or two legislative periods is not politically feasible, and (iv) maximum political effort offers the chance to substantially ameliorate the welfare of most actors. Curbing transboundary air pollution, global climate change, or the preserving biodiversity over longer periods of time are good examples of the strategic challenge we face in the environmental field. While we have a range of specialized studies of specific long-term environmental problems, we do – surprisingly – not yet find research and publications on long-term environmental problems as a specific class of environmental problems.  The aim of this workshop proposal and its related stream of publications is to remedy the situation by proposing a feasible set of contributions that cover theoretical, methodological, and empirical aspects of long-term environmental problems from a purposefully diverse set of perspectives. Each of the papers aims to speak to the larger class of long-term environmental problems, i.e., the contributions are overwhelmingly conceptually driven, thereby providing guidance for future research across the diverse spectrum of long-term environmental policy challenges.

Workshop Participants:
· Jon Hovi, The University of Oslo Norway 

· D. Marc Kilgour, Wilfrid Laurier University Canada 

· Robert Lempert, RAND 

· Thomas Princen, University of Michigan 

· Jürgen Scheffran, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign 

· Detlef Sprinz, University of Michigan 

· Paul F. Steinberg, Harvey Mudd College 

· Randall W. Stone, University of Rochester 

· Arild Underdal, University of Oslo Norway 

· Oran Young, UC Santa Barbara 

· Elinor Ostrom, University of Indian

 CATALYTIC GRANTS:

Communication, Culture, Psychology: Approaches to Understanding Violent Conflicts

Workshop Chair: Stuart Kaufman, University of Delaware

Award: $5,000

While violent identity-based conflict is an established research topic, approaches to its study have tended to form separate and competing research programs, rather than mutually supporting ones. These research programs include those based on rational choice theory, psychocultural approaches, social movement and contentious politics approaches, media studies approaches, and studies of U.S. public opinion and its effects. Rarely does research draw fruitfully on findings from across these different approaches.

The purpose of this workshop is to bring together a group of established scholars and promising junior scholars representing most of these distinct research programs to work on bridging them. We start variously with the contentious politics approach of McAdam, Tarrow and Tilly; the social psychology and political psychology of Tajfel, Turner and Horowitz; the cultural anthropology of Geertz and the cultural diplomacy of Avruch; Goffman’s ideas about framing; the media effects work of Gibson and Zillmann and of Entman; and the foreign policy effects work of Mueller and of Feaver and Gelpi. Our ultimate goal is to develop a broad synthesis that would render these differing approaches mutually reinforcing. The substantive issue to be addressed is why people support or take part in violent identity-based conflicts, or why they choose not to. Conceptually, the focus is on two sub-themes: framing (how politicians and cultural organizations present the issues to build support for aggressive policies, and when and why these appeals are popular), and myths or narratives (considered from a psychocultural perspective). Theoretically, framing focuses on cognitive factors in decisionmaking, while the myths or narratives approach includes emotional or affective factors. Each of us will contribute a paper presenting evidence from our research on cases ranging from Iraq, France, Greece-Turkey, Israel-Palestine, Philippines, Russia, Rwanda, Sri Lanka, and the U.S. We will organize our discussion into three panels—on framing, on myths and narratives, and on theory and methods across all approaches.

Workshop Participants:
· Sean Aday, George Washington University

· Mikhail Alexseev, San Diego State University

· Marie-Eve Desrosiers, University of Toronto

· Kelly M. Greenhill, Tufts University

· Stuart J. Kaufman, University of Delaware

· Neophytos Loizides, Queen’s University, Belfast

· Omar McDoom, London School of Economics

· Marc Howard Ross, Bryn Mawr College
The Relational Turn in the Study of World Politics 

Workshop Chair: Daniel Nexon, Georgetown University

Award: $4,977

This workshop aims to forward the awareness and use of relational modes of analysis in the field of international relations. Relational approaches, which treat processes and transactions as the primary focus of social-scientific theorizing, play an important role in cognate disciplines such as sociology, subfields such as comparative politics, and the study of political contention. In International Relations scholarship, however, self-consciously relationalist work remains limited to a handful of meta-theoretical articles and a small, if growing, number of empirical studies of such phenomena as the social construction of indivisible conflicts, the dynamics of empires, identity-based conflict, and the strategic impact of rhetoric on foreign-policy making. Instead, scholars often import findings and analytical techniques associated with relational approaches without sustained attention to how embracing a “relational turn” alters some of the basic premises through which we approach political and economic life, and without recognizing the rich potential of relationalism to reconfigure the intellectual divisions in our field. 

This is an unfortunate state of affairs. First, privileging processes and transactions over actor-centric and structure-centric forms of analysis changes the way we think about causal generalization, collect and interpret data, and operationalize basic concepts in International Relations. Second, relationalism cuts across the normal ways that we categorize different forms of scholarship in the field, such as the quantitative-qualitative, idealist-materialist, and rationalist-reflectivist divides. Relational sensibilities can be found in such apparently diverse intellectual traditions such as post-structuralism, social-network analysis, mainline constructivism, and political realism. In sum, explicit engagement with the relational turn highlights novel points of agreement and disagreement in International Relations while building important linkages across different social-scientific disciplines.

Workshop Participants:
· Tarak Barkawi, Cambridge University 

· Chris Brown, London School of Economics 

· Marion Fourcade, University of California Berkeley 

· Patrick Jackson, American University 

· Stacie Goddard, Wellesley College 

· Ron Krebs, University of Minnesota 

· George Lawson, London School of Economics 

· Janice Bially Mattern, Lehigh University 

· Alexander Montgomery, Reed College 

· Daniel Nexon, Georgetown University 

· Vincent Pouliot, McGill University

· Sherrill Stroschein, University College

· Charles Tilly, Columbia University 

International Organizations as Principals and Agents

Workshop Chair: Joel Oestreich, Drexel University

Award: $4,862

The goal of this project is to produce a volume on the capacity, determinants, and extent of independent agency in International Organizations. It is intended to push forward the still-nascent research on the internal workings of IOs, and how their bureaucratic structure and place within the international system affords them more independence than is usually assumed by mainstream IR theory (Barnett and Finnemore 2004; Dijkzeul and Beigbeder 2003; Hawkins et al. 2006; Reinalda and Verbeek 2004; Weaver and Leiteritz 2005). The project will break new ground through its focus on linking theory to practice: it will synthesize the currently fragmented theoretical approaches to IO agency and use them as a framework to look at actual cases of IOs acting as agents in the international system. It will thus both build theoretical and methodological bridges between various approaches to IO agency which have thus far been kept separate, and deepen our understanding of them through rigorous empirical research. The collection of case studies and their theoretical synthesis will provide by far the most useful, comprehensive, and theoretically rigorous account yet of how IOs help shape the international system.

The workshop will enable the creation of an edited volume aimed at finally connecting theory to practice in a comprehensive way, spanning theoretical models and approaches to create a new synthesis grounded in firm empirical evidence. 

Workshop Participants:
· Charli Carpenter, University of Pittsburgh

· David Ellis, University of Miami

· Dennis Dijkzeul, Ruhr-Universitat (Germany)/Columbia University

· Maria Ivanova, William & Mary

· James Muldoon, Rutgers-Newark

· Joel E. Oestreich, Drexel University

· Bob Reinalda, Nijmegen School of Management (Netherlands)

· Kendall Stiles, Brigham Young University

· Kate Weaver, University of Kansas

· Margaret Karns, University of Dayton

· Karen Mingst, University of Kentucky

· Thomas Zweifel, Columbia University

Owning Development: Creating Global Policy Norms in the IMF and the World Bank

Workshop Chair: Antje Vetterlein, University of Essex

Award: $5,010

This workshop aims to bring together junior international relations scholars that embody constructivist research on international organizations. Specifically the workshop will showcase work currently being undertaken that examines where the ideas that both the International Monetary Fund (IMF) and the World Bank disseminate come from. Both institutions have profound impact on international economic development across the developing and transition world, and while their effectiveness and the need for their existence are increasingly being questioned, there is no doubt that they will continue to dominate discussions of how to do development. How and why they come to advocate specific ideas, embodied in policies that are used throughout the world, is therefore of key concern.

Workshop Participants:
· Steven Bernstain, University of Toronto

· Andre Broome, Birmingham University

· Martin Lardone, FLACSO/Institut d'Etudes Politiques de Paris

· Ralf Leiteritz, Universidad de los Ander/LSE

· Manuela Mochella, University of Trento

· Bessma Momani, University of Waterloo

· Susan Park, Deakin University

· Len Seabrooke, Copenhagen Business School

· Antje Vetterlein, Essex University

· Catherine Weaver, Kansas University

· Antje Wiener, Bath University

· Veronika Wodsak, Bielefeld University


Rating Scheme for Evaluation of ISA Workshop Proposals
Intellectual Merit (25 percent)
Venture Research Workshop:

Potential to venture creatively into emerging and potentially transformative research areas or preliminary work on untested and novel and path-breaking ideas 

Catalytic Research Workshop:

Potential to apply new expertise or new approaches to establish research topics catalyzing rapid and innovative advances

Qualifications of proposer s and participants  (25 percent)
Proposers( understanding of the research community(ies) they wish to engage

Qualifications of the proposer(s) to lead the workshop and follow-up activities

Qualifications of participants to contribute to the workshop and possible publication

Value of Proposed Output (20 percent)
Potential to produce a significant scholarly output, such as a book-length manuscript and scholarly articles, sharing results with the larger scholarly community and making a contribution to the field 

Organizational effectiveness (10 percent)

Topic sufficiently well focused and workshop format sufficiently well designed to allow in-depth exploration by a small group during the time proposed for the workshop with follow-up plans sufficiently well designed to ensure effective follow-through.

Contribution to ISA’s mission (10 percent)
Topic shows promise of stimulating cross-national examination of perspectives on the given research problem.
Topic involves collaboration among several disciplines, ISA sections or disciplinary subfields.

The project shows genuine diversity and balance, including significant participation by scholars outside of ISA's North American membership, significant participation by junior scholars, and adequate attention to gender, race, and ethnicity balance.

The workshop is to be held in conjunction with other ISA events.

Adequate provision has been made to involve on a limited basis other interested ISA members (as observers).

Budget (10 percent)
The budget is reasonable and detailed with every expenditure well justified and is in accord with ISA workshop-grant funding requirements—e.g., no lunches, dinners, receptions, social activities, activities during the actual ISA conference, etc. Workshops grants are not in principle to be used to pay for travel to the ISA conference—members are expected to pay for conference attendance, including travel. Funding for travel to the workshop should be provided only in exceptional circumstances where compelling justification is provided. 

ISA parameters and requirements:

The workshop must be held at the ISA 2008 Annual Conference in San Francisco:  ____ yes; ____ no

All proposed participants must be ISA members. [If not, provision must be made in the workshop budget for providing ISA memberships in those exceptional cases with adequate and convincing justification.]:  ____ yes; ____ no

All participants for whom honoraria are being requested must present fully-developed original scholarly papers [that are not the same papers being presented on panels at the ISA conference: ____ yes; ____ no

Proposals must include plans to hold at least one panel at the ISA 2009 Annual Conference: ____ yes; ____ no

Summary evaluation rating scale: 

Rate each proposal on a scale from 1 to 10—1 being the lowest possible rating and 10 being the highest possible rating.

Workshop Grant Proposal Competition

2009 ISA Annual Convention, New York City, NY, February 15-18

General Guidelines

1) Workshop grants are available only for collaborative research that is new and innovative. Funding will not be provided to support on-going research or a part of an established long-term research program. There are two categories of grants: Venture Research Workshop Grants of up to $25,000 each and Catalytic Research Workshop Grants of up to $5,000 each. Venture Research Workshop Grants are targeted for projects that venture into emerging and potentially transformative research areas or preliminary work on untested and novel and path-breaking ideas. The goal is to support truly innovative research that has the potential to make a significant leap or paradigm shift and move the frontiers of knowledge significantly forward. Catalytic Research Workshop Grants target projects that aim to apply new expertise or new approaches to established research topics and are likely to catalyze rapid and innovative advances. 

2) All workshops must be held at the annual meeting of the ISA. It is primarily for those who have been invited to attend, but on a limited basis, it is open also to other ISA members who may be interested in the area (as observers). Therefore, your workshop should be accessible for the general membership as room capacity permits. ISA headquarters will announce the time and location of your workshop to the general membership, and invite applications for attending as observers on a space-available, first-come-first served basis. Workshops for the 2009 ISA conference are to be held on Saturday, February 14, at the ISA convention hotel. Funding should not be requested, either in full or in part--such as matching funds, for holding additional face-to-face meetings among participants outside the ISA annual convention venue.  

3) All participants must be ISA members. If there are proposed participants in your workshop who are currently not members, they should join ISA prior to the submission of the workshop grant proposal. In [and only in] exceptional and well justified cases (such as financial hardship), the cost of ISA membership may be included in the budget for a specific participant[s]. Since the intent of the Workshop Grant Program is to expand the horizons of research beyond the realm of established research foci and agendas, the fact that a scholar is from a discipline that is not traditionally associated with ISA is not adequate justification for including a request for membership. In order to be eligible for reimbursement for otherwise approved expenses, including any honorarium, a participant must have joined ISA and pre-registered for the conference by the close of the conference pre-registration period or by November 30, 2008, at the very latest. 

4) Either sections or individuals may apply for the workshop grant as long as in the case of the former the sections have designated a key individual to manage the process and a core group of scholars who are willing to collaborate. Applicants are encouraged from outside North America and Europe and from scholars affiliated with institutions that are not (or have not traditionally been) research intensive. 

5) The designated funds can only be used for research purposes and workshop attendance, although funds may be requested for honoraria when justified in the proposal (e.g., the convenor/proposer may provide honoraria for ten people at $500 per person to write papers on the selected topics for the workshop). In order to receive an honorarium the workshop paper must represent new and original research and must be significantly different from any paper that the participant may be presenting on an ISA conference panel. Payment of any honorarium is contingent on receipt of the workshop paper prior to the beginning of the workshop session itself. Short roundtable-type papers are not considered substantial original research papers for the purposes of granting an honorarium. Honoraria for discussants should be requested only in extraordinary cases and must be well justified in terms of the value added by the roles and tasks the discussants will perform. A discussant’s senior status in the discipline is not by itself an adequate justification for receiving an honorarium. Any honorarium for a discussant should be substantially less than honoraria for paper presenters. 

6) Detailed budget justifications are required and form the foundation for financial award considerations, as is the case with any competitive grant competition. It is the responsibility of the proposer[s] to make certain that detailed and complete justification is provided in the original proposal for each item requested in the budget. All moneys, except for workshop room rental charges, are on a reimbursable basis. 

7) Travel for data collection and other research-related travel may be requested. All such requests must be well justified in detail with a specific itemized budget breakdown. Each individual research-travel request within a proposal will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. [Please do not request funds for research travel in general, i.e., "$500 per investigator for research travel."]

8) The goal of Venture Research Workshop Grants is to support truly innovative research that has the potential to make a significant leap or paradigm shift and move the frontiers of knowledge significantly forward. Thus funding for research assistance may be requested as needed on a limited basis. All such requests must be well justified in specific detail with a itemized budget breakdown. Each individual request for research assistance within a proposal will be evaluated on a case-by-case basis. [Please do not request funds for research assistance in general, i.e., "$500 per investigator for research assistance." Such a request will not be funded.]

9) Workshop Grants Program will not pay for manuscript editing or production or administrative or clerical assistance.

10) Workshop Grants will not pay for participant travel to the conference site. It is expected that ISA members will attend the annual conference, and conference travel is the responsibility of the member and her or his home institution. Requests for funds for conference travel fall under another program, the ISA Travel Grant Program. Please make certain that those participants who are in need of funding for travel are aware of this and encourage them to apply for travel grants. Travel grants and workshop grants are not linked however. Only under very exceptional—that is, extraordinary—and well justified cases will the committee even consider requests for participant travel to the workshop. 

11) Per diem and lodging may be included for the period of the workshop only, but no dinners, lunches, coffee breaks, receptions, or social activities will be allowed. In extraordinary circumstances, funding for participant travel may be requested and may be provided when compelling justification is given. Also, it is expected that participants will pay their own expenses for covering costs associated with attending and participating in the ISA conference itself. 

12) ISA will schedule workshop rooms, and the room rental charge is $100, which should be included in the budget.

13) One night's lodging may be budgeted for participants from the United States and Canada, and two nights for those coming from other countries. The lodging rate to use is $196.50/night.

14) A standard per diem rate of $75/day should be used. Per diems for two day's may be budgeted for participants from the United States and Canada, and three days for those coming from other countries.

15) ISA Workshop Grants do not cover catered meals or coffee breaks. These items should come from per diems.

16) A year after the workshop is held at least one panel shall be convened at the annual meeting of the ISA--that is, the 2010 annual meeting--to discuss the relevant papers resulting from the research emerging from the process.

17) Projects that would require more than one year of support to produce quality scholarship would reapply for second-year funding, and there would be a presumption of refunding upon significant progress demonstrated to the committee.

18) Upon completion of the workshop and no later than 30 days afterward, a detail report, including follow-up and publication plans and a detail accounting of budget expenses must be submitted to the Workshop Grant Committee and ISA headquarters. Funds will generally be available for up to eighteen months from the time grants are made, and a proportion of the grant award will be held until a final Workshop Grant Report has been received at ISA headquarters. The amount withheld will normally be the total amount of the honoraria and/or per diems of the workshop proposers/contact persons.

