

APPLICATION FOR
EDUCATION RESEARCH FUNDING PROGRAMME (ERFP) Tier 1 - 3 FORM
34th Request for Proposals:  2 September 2025
Expressions of Interest:  8 October 2025, 5pm
Submission Deadline: 23 October 2025, 5pm
Endorsement by Reporting Officer: 3 November 2025, 5pm

Note: ERFPO will not accept late or incomplete submissions after 23 October 2025, 5pm.


All Expressions of Interest and Applications for ERFP (Tier 1 to 3) as well as Programmatic Proposal are submitted online via Research Operation Management System (ROMS).

This application form is for reference only. 
Applicants are not required to upload this form to ROMS for submission.

Please refer to the ERFP website for the application form, templates and references.

Please read the Administrative Guidelines found on the ERFP website prior to submitting your applications.









Please refer to the relevant end notes to assist you in the filling up of this form.


PART I: DETAILS OF PROJECT TEAM
	1. PROJECT OVERVIEW

	a) 
	Principal Investigator
	Enter name & appointment
	b) 
	Project Title[endnoteRef:2] [2:  Project Title - Title should be concise. Please capitalise the first letter of main words in your title.
] 

	Enter project title
	c) 
	ERFP Grant Category
		☐  Research[endnoteRef:3]  [3:  Research - ‘Research’ grants have the overarching purpose of producing new knowledge or addressing a theoretical issue/problem which may lead to improvements in classroom practice, enhance student outcomes, and build organizational and teacher capacities. They should be situations within a broader international understanding but have clear, local relevance. 
] 

	☐  Development[endnoteRef:4]  [4:  Development - ‘Development’ grants must have a clear focus on developing, implementing and evaluating deliverables which are generally usable ’products’ (e.g. new curriculum, educational tools, databases, etc.) in the local context. These might be translation projects that build on and evaluate an implementation from a previous grant. Development grants should recognize relevant international work but the focus is on local deliverables. 
] 

	
	
	


 ☐ Programmatic Resarch4

	d) 
	Type of Learner Group[endnoteRef:5] [5:  Learner Group - ERFP supports research into early childhood and general education, to inform policy, improve classroom practice, enhance student outcomes, build organisational and teacher capacities.  Studies of pathways of education and/or lifelong learning which are based in or include participants from higher education are allowed.  Projects that are limited to benefits for higher education are excluded.
] 

	Early Childhood
☐ Yes                       ☐ No 
General Education – Primary, Secondary, JC/CI Education
☐ Yes                       ☐ No 
Higher Education and Adult Learners (only for studies on educational pathways and/or lifelong learning)
☐ Yes                       ☐ No 

	e) 
	MOE-wide Education Research Agenda (MERA)[endnoteRef:6] [6:  MOE-wide Education Research Agenda (MERA) - The MOE-wide education research agenda includes 7 cross-cutting themes to encourage a life-course approach to education research. This research could examine the cross-cutting themes within and/or across learner groups in early childhood, general education, higher education, and adult & skills education.

General Education Research Agenda (GERA) - The General Education Research Agenda includes research areas that can inform and enhance Pri, Sec, and Pre-U education policy, programme, and practice.

Early Childhood Research Agenda (ECRA) - The Early Childhood Research Agenda seeks to generate localised knowledge to guide the design, implementation, and evaluation of Early Childhood policies and programmes.] 

	☐ Learning as a biological, social and cultural process
☐ Technology and how it transforms teaching and learning
☐ Transference of learning and skills across domains and contexts
☐ Progression in education and at work, with a focus on critical transitions and group differences 
☐ Impact of societal contexts and social structures on educational outcomes
☐ Factors that impact education organisations, and their contribution to the education and skills ecosystem
☐ Development of social and emotional well being
☐ Others

Note: Please select one of the seven thematic areas that the project will contribute to.

	f) 
	General Education Research Agenda (GERA)
(to select only for projects involving Gen Ed Learner Group)[endnoteRef:7] [7: ] 

	
☐ Instructional Core
☐ Teacher learning and development
☐ School environment, organisation and leadership
☐ Societal contexts shaping education
☐ Future of learning
☐ Future of teaching
☐ Future of schooling
☐ Others

Note: Please select up to three of the seven areas that the project is focusing on. 

	g) 
	Early Childhood Research Agenda (to select only for projects involving Early Childhood Learner Group)
	☐ Social mobility and support for children from lower-income families
☐ Support for children with developmental needs
☐ Impact of preschool
☐ Quality of preschools
☐ Quality of teaching and interactions in preschools
☐ Language and literacy (including bilingualism)

Note: Please select up to three of the six areas that the project is focusing on. For more information on the above, please refer to ERFP website’s section on MOE research priorities.

	

	h) 
	Does the research question address a specific MOE Problem of Practice / Policy[endnoteRef:8]? [8:  These problems express the gaps or challenges that are integral to improving programs, policies within MOE, and have been articulated by MOE Divisions to be areas requiring research.  
] 

	☐ Yes                       ☐ No 


	i) 
	Total Project Budget[endnoteRef:9] [9:  Project Budget - Indicate the total research budget.
] 

	$ Indicate project budget here
	Tier[endnoteRef:10]: Select Tier [10:  Indication of Tier 
] 


	j) 
	Estimated Project Duration
	Enter duration

	k) 
	Estimated Start Date and End Date
	Start Date:       Enter date

	l) 
	
	End Date:         Enter date

	m) 
	Contract Type of PI
	Contract type Enter contract end date

	n) 
	Endorser
	Choose endorsing department
	o) 
	Does this project arise from or is linked to a prior ERFP funded project (including SUG/PG)[endnoteRef:11]? [11:  “arise from or linked to” indicate that the current project follows up on findings from a previously project, makes use of instruments developed as a previously project or is conceptually linked to a previous project. 
] 

	☐
  Yes / No 

	p) 
	
	Select No. of projects (up to 3)
	q) 
	
	Please indicate the project no.

	r) 
	
	Please indicate the project title

	s) 
	Type of Application[endnoteRef:12] [12:  Type of Application - There should be two types of application, namely “New” and “Resubmission”. 
] 


		
☐	New  

	
☐	
Resubmission[endnoteRef:13] [13:  Resubmission - For resubmission cases, please upload the response to committee template that describes and explains the changes made to the proposal in direct response to the comments made in the previous round. This can be done in a table or numbered list. Please be detailed and explicit. 
] 

Enter Title of Previous Application


Note: If there is a substantial change to the resubmitted proposal, for example, a change in methodology and research questions, PI may wish to consider submitting the proposal as a new application.


For resubmission, please upload the response to committee template that describes and explains the changes made to the proposal in direct response to the review committee’s comments from the previous round. 
	Confidential
	2025




6
Version: 2 September 2025, ERFPO
Confidential
	2a.   
1. PROJECT TEAM 
A CV of each of the Project Team Members, outlining education, work experience, track records in managing research projects and relevant publications (maximum - 10) must be included in the application package to be submitted (refer to CV Template). 
Attach a brief CV, outlining education, work experience, track records in managing research projects and list (maximum - 10) relevant publications.

	i. Details and Project Commitment

Internal Team Members refer to members of the team internal to (within) the PI's Institution. The inclusion of an internal Co-PI is mandatory for all proposals so as to ensure continuity of the project should the PI be unable to continue. 

External Team Members refer to members of the team external to (outside of) the PI's Institution. For example, MOE officers from Divisions which have an interest in the research projects are external team members (as Co-PIs or Collaborators).

Project-funded Research Fellows (RFs), Research Associates and Research Assistants (RAs) are not considered as team members for ERFP project applications as they are hired by the project. Please note that terminology may be different on institutional ethics review applications.

Please use the CV template provided to indicate the total number of hours committed to projects.

Internal Co-PIs/ Collaborators 

	Role
	Title
	Name
	Organisation  
	Appointment 
	Email 
	Hours Per Week on Project
	Contribution o to Project

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	








External Co-PIs/ Collaborators 

	Role 
	Title
	Name
	Appt 
	Email 
	Organisation 
	MOE Division
	Name of Organisation / School 
	Hours Per Week on Project
	Contribution to Project

	Choose an item.	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	






ii. Funded Research Undertaken by the PI in the last 5 Years 
‘Hours Per Week on Project’ refers to the number of hours undertaken by the PI during the course of the project.

	Project Title
	Role
(e.g. PI, Co-PI, Collaborators)
	Funding Agency
	Project Number
	Hours Per Week on Project
	Start Date
	End Date
	Amount in S$

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	





	Reference Number: ___________________                                                                                                                          
	2024




	2b.   
2. CONSULTANT 

The consultant must be identified and his/her contribution to the project must be clearly defined and described in the proposal.

Formal appointment of consultant following PI’s prevailing institutional guidelines is required. 

Please provide strong justification if more than one consultant is engaged.

Subsequently, requests can be raised to change the name of the consultants with compelling justification.


	Title, 
Name and Appointment of Consultant(s)
	Department, Institute & Email
Please include the name of their university & country. 
	Days on Project 
	Contribution to Project

	 
	
	
	

	 
	
	
	

	


3.   ABSTRACT & KEYWORDS 




	Abstract[endnoteRef:14]  (2500 characters) [14:  Abstract - Describe the project in the context of previous work done or in progress at NIE or at other institutions, and explain the significance and uniqueness of this project. Please also elaborate the project’s contributions to practices and/or new knowledge construction. (Maximum 2500 characters) 
] 






	
Keywords[endnoteRef:15] (list no more than 5) [15:  Keywords and Description






] 

You can choose 3 keywords from the drop down menus, with the 1st keyword selection mandatory. These keywords are based on the Education Resource Information Center (ERIC) thesaurus and identifiers. ERIC maintains a large-scale database which allows for indexing research across disciplines, themes and, most importantly, over time. These keywords are used by ERFPO to categorise PI’s study for ERFP reports and to support ERFP synthesis efforts. The keywords you use for publication and dissemination of your work (e.g. journal articles, book chapters, conference presentations) may be different.

To choose the keywords, please click on [[image: ]] to select the keyword you would like to use.

[image: ]
  Keyword 2:
[image: ]
  Keyword 3:
[image: ]

You can also write in 2 keywords of your own choice as descriptors for your study.

Keyword 4:
[image: ]
Keyword 5:
[image: ]







	                                                                                                                                                 
	2025




PART II: DETAILS OF THE PROJECT
If you have indicated that your project is a
a. RESEARCH project in (1c), please fill in Section 4a.  
b. DEVELOPMENT project in (1c), please skip Section 4a, and fill in Section 4b.  
	SECTION 4a: APPLICABLE FOR RESEARCH PROJECT ONLY



	4a.i. OBJECTIVES OF THE RESEARCH PROJECT



		List the main objectives (no more than 5) of the project.


	
	Objectives

	1. 
	

	2. 
	

	3. 
	

	4. 
	

	5. 
	






	4a.ii. RESEARCH QUESTIONS  



	List the research questions (no more than 5) that the project seeks to address (in order of priority).


	
	Research Questions

	1. 
	

	2. 
	

	3. 
	

	4. 
	

	5. 
	



	4a.iii.   
MAIN DELIVERABLES/RESEARCH OUTCOMES



List the final deliverables/outcomes expected of the project on completion (maximum – five), demonstrating how they address the Research Questions/Objectives stated in the proposal and how they align to ERFP goals. Explicitly indicate how your project will contribute to improving existing practices or policy in MOE and/or your school. State how the proposed research is aligned with the selected research priorities (in MERA, GERA and ECRA) including, if applicable, how the research addresses specific Problems of Practice/Policy. For intervention and scaling/translation projects, state the expected deliverable.
	

	
	Deliverables/ Research Outcomes 

	1.
	

	2.
	

	3.
	

	4.
	

	5.
	



	4a.iv.   RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

	i. 1.
	Research Method
	☐  Qualitative      
	☐  Quantitative
☐  Mixed 

	ii. 3.
	
Type of Study[endnoteRef:16]  [16:   Type of Study

Foundational/Baseline/Exploratory: These studies contribute to core/basic knowledge in education including understanding teaching/learning, components and processes in learning and instruction; education systems and models. They explore or uncover fundamental knowledge that may contribute to learning or provide other learning outcomes. These studies seek to test, develop or refine theories and may develop innovations in methodologies or technologies to influence and inform education research. Theses studies might also examine relationships among constructs to establish logical connections for future interventions or potential strategies to improve education outcomes. 

Design and development: These studies develop solutions to achieve goals related to education, learning, teaching. These studies draw on existing theory and evident to design and develop interventions or strategies to improve educational outcomes. These might include pilot tests of fully developed interventions to determine achievement of outcomes under various conditions. Results from these studies could lead to addition work to understand foundational theory or indicate subsequent interventions for more advanced testing or lead to translations (if warranted).

Efficacy: These studies estimate impact under ‘ideal’ circumstances. They include a higher level of support or developer/researcher involvement than would be the case under normal circumstances. 

Effectiveness: These studies examine the effectiveness of strategies under typical (or near typical) conditions in the target context. This would likely mean less developer/researcher support and more use of ‘normal’ supports offered in the system.

Scale-up: These studies examine effectiveness in a wide range of circumstances (e.g., populations, conditions, contexts).  Developers/researchers are usually involved in the planning and evaluation of scale-up research and the day-to-day implementation will extensively involve the policy makers/practitioners. 

Guidelines direct link: https://www.nsf.gov/pubs/2013/nsf13126/nsf13126.pdf 
] 


	☐  Foundational/Baseline/
Exploratory          
☐  Efficacy
☐  Scale-up
	☐  Design and Development
☐  Effectiveness


	iii. 
	Data Collection Method
	☐ Achievement Test
☐ Classroom Observations 
☐ Document Analysis 
☐ Focus Group 
☐ Interviews 
☐ Log File Data (e.g. Online forums, Tasks)
☐ Survey / Questionnaires 
☐ Teaching / Learning Artefacts 
☐ Video Recordings 
☐ Others, please state:
__________________________________

	iv. 5.
	
Research Site

	Schools / Organisations
	Number
	Remarks / Additional Information

	Choose an item.

	
	

	Choose an item.

	
	

	Choose an item.

	
	




	v. 6.
	
Participants  

	Participants Type
	Upper Limit Number
	Lower Limit Number
	Remarks / Additional Information

	Choose an item.

	
	
	

	Choose an item.

	
	
	

	Choose an item.

	
	
	




	xi.
	Provide additional details of the research methodology which have not been captured in the above fields, if any.
	



	



	4a.v.   ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS


☐ I hereby acknowledge that this project will follow the general ethical requirements of my institution.

Please elaborate if you foresee any special ethical considerations (e.g. microethics, see Komersaroff, 1995; Kubanyiova, 2008) that should be considered for this project, i.e. what they are and how you will manage them within the research design”









	


SECTION 4b: APPLICABLE FOR DEVELOPMENT PROJECT ONLY



Note: Development projects aim to implement tested ideas or create useable, functional products or processes that can directly improve the education system through their tangible impact on learning, teaching and the well-being of the students and teachers.  

	4b.i.   MAIN DELIVERABLES/DEVELOPMENT OUTCOMES



	List the outcome(s) expected of the project on completion (maximum – five deliverables), demonstrating how they align to MOE’s and/or school needs. Explicitly indicate how your project will contribute to improving existing practices or policy in MOE and/or your school. 

These may refer to deliverables such as framework, IT systems, materials, or devices.


	
	State what the final outcomes are, including what will be developed. 

	1.
	

	2.
	

	3.
	

	
	

	
	

	
	




	4b.ii.   DESCRIPTION OF THE DEVELOPMENT

	i. 1.
	Type of Study
	☐  Foundational/Baseline/Exploratory         
☐  Efficacy
☐  Scale-up
	☐  Design and Development
☐  Effectiveness


	ii. 2.
	Type of Development 

	☐  Assessment Materials 

☐  Classroom Management Tool 

☐  Curriculum Materials

☐  IT Hardware 

☐  IT Software

☐  Pedagogical Framework 

☐ Professional Development Framework/Materials

☐ Student Well-being Framework/Programme/Materials 

☐ Student Leadership Framework/Programme/Materials

☐ Others, please state:
	




	iii. 3.
	
Development / Evaluation Site

	Schools / Organisations
	Number
	Remarks / Additional Information

	Choose an item.
	
	

	Choose an item.

	
	

	Choose an item.

	
	




	iv. 5.
	

Participants
	Participants Type
	Upper Limit Number
	Lower Limit Number
	Remarks / Additional Information

	Choose an item.

	
	
	

	Choose an item.

	
	
	

	Choose an item.

	
	
	




	
4b.iv.   EVALUATION METHOD OF THE DEVELOPMENT OUTCOMES 

	Development Method
	☐  Qualitative      
	☐ Quantitative
☐ Mixed

	Mode(s) of Data Collection:
	☐ Achievement Test
☐ Classroom Observations 
☐ Document Analysis 
☐ Focus Group 
☐ Interviews 
☐ Log File Data (e.g. Online forums, Tasks)
☐ Survey / Questionnaires 
☐ Teaching / Learning Artefacts 
☐ Video Recordings 
☐ Others – please specify:  
	




		4b. iii ETHICAL CONSIDERATIONS


☐ I hereby acknowledge that this project will follow the general ethical requirements of my institution.

Please elaborate if you foresee any special ethical considerations (e.g. microethics, see Komersaroff, 1995; Kubanyiova, 2008) that should be considered for this project, i.e. what they are and how you will manage them within the research design”
	













	5.   NOMINATION OF REVIEWERS 



Please propose minimally the following number of external reviewers:


(a)	Tier 1 – two reviewers
(b)	Tier 2 – three reviewers
(c)	Tier 3 – three reviewers

The nominated reviewers should be experts in the area of this research and hold a PhD and the rank of Associate Professor at a minimum. They should not be employed by PI and co-PIs’ institution(s).

It is the prerogative of the review committee to select the most suitable reviewer to evaluate this proposal. PI is advised to avoid nominating reviewers who are closely associated with them, for example:

· PhD supervisor where the reviewer was the PHD supervisor of the PI.
· Publication relationship where the reviewer has co-published with the PI.
· Research relationship where the reviewer has collaborated in a research project with the PI.
· Former colleague where the reviewer was a former colleague of the PI.

If PI has any type of relationship to reviewer, please specify, below. If PI does not have any kind of relationship to reviewer, please indicate ‘No relationship,’ below.

	Title, Name and Appointment of Reviewer 
	

Institution & Email 
	Area of Specialization 
	Relationship to Reviewer

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	



	6.  VALUE / BENEFIT 
	i. Value/ Benefit
In the appropriate level below, list the possible value(s) / benefit(s) of the project and potential application(s) on completion. These include potential academic, policy and practice related output (e.g. translation of research findings into pedagogical practice). 

Mandatory Deliverables/Dissemination
a) Final Report
b) Evidence of outputs/deliverables
c) Research Brief
d) Sharing with Stakeholders

Academic Related Output
At least one conference paper and one academic publication is expected for lower tier grants with a commensurate increase in output for higher tier grants. 

Examples include:
1. International journal publications
2. Book chapters
3. Monographs or edited volumes
4. Practitioner-oriented publications (e.g. SingTeach, Knowledge Resource Bank)
5. Project specific publications (e.g. infographics, posters, podcasts)

Policy and Practice Output 

It is recommended that researchers plan for policy and/or practice related deliverables (as described in Section 4/5) to be achieved at suitable milestone points (through consultation with MOE where relevant).  

Some examples include: 
1. Sharing with stakeholders (e.g., presentation to schools, AST, MOE Divisions, committees and platforms);
2. MOE HQ policy, translation platforms (e.g., Education Research Steering Committee, CORE Steering Committee, Research Translation Standing Committee; discussions with specific MOE Divisions to review programmes, develop resources, interventions);
3. Communication to practitioner audiences beyond MOE HQ (e.g., Teachers’ Conference, Excel Fest)
4. Offering courses or workshops 
5. Inclusion in pre-service teacher training/professional development

Where the project addresses specific MOE Problems of Practice/Policy, it will be mandatory for the relevant MOE Divisions to be consulted about the deliverables.



	
	Level of Impact
	Academic Value
(E.g. Textbook, Journal, Conference)
	Contributions to Policy 
(E.g. Proposes Changes to Policy, Develops New Programmes, Development of Courses [at PI’s institution], Other Courses, Workshop, Professional Development with Teacher)
	Contributions to Practice
(E.g. Proposes Changes to Practice, Derives New Interventions, Development of Courses [at PI’s institution], Other Courses, Workshop, Professional Development with Teacher)

	☐ 
	PI’s Institution
	
	
	

	☐	School
	
	
	     

	☐	Community
	
	
	

	☐	MOE
	
	
	

	☐	International
	
	
	






 





	7.   
CASE FOR SUPPORT [endnoteRef:17] [17:  Case for Support - Please refer to ERFPO’s website for the various guidelines and templates.

Estimated End Date:

Estimated Project Duration:
Please include the task for getting your institution’s Institutional Review Board (IRB)’s approval and approval from MOE for data collection in your Gantt chart (at least 3 months before data collection begins). Also take note that the process of hiring of RAs can take approximately 3 months.

Estimated Project Duration:
The start date is defined as the first date on which the project commits or incurs expenditure. The date included here is an estimate only.
Estimated start dates for this proposal:
For Tier 1 and Tier 2 projects: from June 2026
For Tier 3 and MOE-Contracted (Full Review) projects: from September 2026

Implementation Schedule:
Please refer to the Gantt Chart template in the guidelines.
] 



	 
For Tiers 1 and 2 Applicants:
Include a Case for Support of no more than 20 A4 typewritten pages - full-sized type font (not Arial Narrow), font size 10-12, double-spaced, with a margin of at least 2 cm on all sides. There is a maximum allowance of 4 additional pages for references, appendices and any tables or diagrams. 


For Tier 3 Applicants:
Include a Case for Support of no more than 23 A4 typewritten pages, including a write-up that provides details of the different phases of the proposed project. Descriptions of the aims, milestones and deliverables for each phase should be included, along with clear and compelling justifications for the requested budget in each of these phases. There is a maximum allowance of 4 additional pages including references, appendices and any tables or diagrams.


For Programmatic Research Applicants:
Applicants are to submit a Case for Support of no more than 25 A4 typewritten pages - full-sized type font (not Arial Narrow), font size 10-12, double-spaced, with a margin of at least 2 cm on all sides. Details of the different phases of the proposed project and descriptions of the aims, milestones and deliverables for each phase should be included. The case for support should also state how the projects are linked or in what way they work together for greater synergy.  Information for each sub-project is to be included as Appendices (5 to 7 pages for each sub-project, inclusive of references, appendices and any tables or diagrams). Information should be included so as to facilitate the evaluation of the entire programmatic proposal as a coherent project. For the lead project only, there is a maximum allowance of 4 additional pages including references, appendices and any tables or diagrams.


The Case for Support Template can be found in the ERFPO website. If you have indicated that your project is a “RESEARCH” project in (1c), please refer to Section A of the Case for Support Template for more details.  If you have indicated that your project is a “DEVELOPMENT” project in (1c), please refer to Section B of the Case for Support Template. 

☐ Please check this box to indicate that the Case for Support has been attached in application package. 
Other mandatory attachments to be included:
☐ Gantt Chart
☐ CVs of Principal Investigators, Co-Principal Investigators, Collaborators and Consultants




	8.   DECLARATION & SIGN OFF

	
In accordance with the Singapore Personal Data Protection Act (PDPA): 

The National Institute of Education (NIE) collects, uses, and/or processes your personal data. Your personal data privacy is important to us and we are committed to safeguarding your personal data that we possess.

NIE will take reasonable and appropriate measures to (i) keep your personal data accurate, complete and updated; and (ii) ensure that your personal data is adequately protected and secure. Appropriate security arrangements will be put in place to prevent any unauthorised access or misuse of your personal data. 

We will similarly take reasonable efforts to ensure that the personal data in our possession is destroyed or anonymised as soon as (i) the purpose for which that personal data was collected is no longer being served by the retention of such data and (ii) retention is no longer necessary for any other legal or business purposes.

All grant applicants’ personal information are collected, used and disclosed to the evaluation committees (including reviewers) for the purpose of evaluation of proposals. We will seek your prior consent should there be a need to use or disclose your personal data for purposes other than this. NIE will not disclose personal data to a third party without obtaining your consent.
☐    I, as the PI of this proposed study, agree to NIE to use our personal data in accordance with the stated PDPA.      
☐   I, on behalf of the 3rd Party Individual, hereby declare that their personal data which are provided in this application, is legitimate and accurate, that we are validly acting on behalf of the 3rd Party Individual and that we have the authority of the 3rd Party Individual to provide the 3rd Party Individual’s personal data to NIE and for NIE to collect, use, disclosure and process such personal data for the purpose of evaluation of proposals.






















Undertaking Statements by PI 

In acknowledging this Research Grant Application, the PI UNDERTAKE, on any Research Grant Award to:

1. Declare that all information is accurate and true;
2. Ensure that approval from the funding agency has been obtained before engaging any commercial activity that will exploit the findings of the research funded by the funding agency;
3. Read, support and agree to this proposal being carried out in the Institution;
4. Be actively engaged in the execution of the research and ensure that the study complies with all laws, rules and regulations pertaining to animal and human ethics, including the Singapore Good Clinical Practice Guidelines;
5. Not send similar version or part(s) of this proposal to other agencies for funding;
6. For Biomedical Science proposal, submit supporting documents of ethics approval obtained from the relevant Institutional Review Board (IRB) and Animal Ethics Committee for studies involving human subjects/human tissues or cells, and animal/animal tissues or cells respectively;
7. Ensure that all necessary licenses and approvals have been obtained or are being sought;
8. Ensure that funding agency is acknowledged in all publications;
9. Ensure that all publications arising from the research are deposited in the Institution's open access, or other institutional/subject open access repository, in accordance to the Institution's open access policy. Publications should be made available to MOE upon request;
10. Ensure that the requested equipment/resources are not funded by other agency or research proposal;
11. Ensure that there is a reasonable effort in accessing available equipment/resources within the Institution or elsewhere within Singapore;
12. Ensure that there is no financial conflict of interest;
13. Adhere to the funding agency's Grants Terms and Conditions (T&Cs) and Funding Guidelines;
14. Agree to hold primary responsibility for the responsible conduct of research, and shall abide and comply with the ethical, legal and professional standards relevant to research, in accordance to the research integrity policy of the Institution.

☐    Yes, I acknowledge the Undertaking Statements.      




Your application will be considered complete only after successful endorsement. In the case of misrepresentation, ERFPO has the right to cancel your application.

	Name:
PI
Co-PI(s)
Collaborator(s)
	Signatures
	Dates

	













	
	







Undertaking by the Director of Research (DoR) of the PI
In acknowledging this Research Grant Application, the Director of Research (DoR) of the PI UNDERTAKE, on any Research Grant Award, to:


1. Ensure that approval from the funding agency has been obtained before engaging in any commercial activity that will exploit the findings of the research funded by the funding agency;
2. Read, support and agree to this proposal being carried out in the Institution;
3. Provide appropriate support and resources during the grant period;
4. Ensure that the study complies with all laws, rules and regulations pertaining to animal and human ethics, including the Singapore Good Clinical Practice guidelines;
5. Ensure that all necessary licenses and approvals have been obtained or are being sought;
6. Ensure that the funds provided are used for the stated purposes in the proposal;
7. Ensure that all budget requests are clear (e.g. no double funding/ excessive purchase of equipment) and are in accordance with the Institution's prevailing HR policies and financial guidelines;
8. Provide the funding agency with data and statistics of indicators pertaining to the research activity when requested;
9. Ensure that there is no financial conflict of interest;
10. Confirm the accuracy and completeness of information submitted, including budget, ethics, other funding sources, etc.;
11. Confirm that the applicant is independently salaried by the institution for the entire period of the grant;
12. Adhere to the funding agency's Grants Terms and Conditions (T&Cs) and Funding Guidelines.

The Institution supports this version of the research proposal.

☐    Yes, I acknowledge the Undertaking Statement 
Should you wish to withdraw your consent, please email grants@erfp.edu.sg. You may also email us if you have concerns, or if you need to provide corrections/updates to your data.

	Endorsement by Reporting Officer, Director of Research (DoR) or equivalent and the Institution

	



	Name
	
	
	

	
Designation
	
	
	

	
Signature
	
	
  Date
	




	Comments
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