Myths X

The availability and
frequency of grant
opportunities is shrinking.

Competition is too great
for available grants—it's not
worth the effort to apply.

To win, apply often.

Grant strategy is the
responsibility of the proposal
writer or project owner.

Grant reviewers tend to favor
select institutions.

Institutional need is the
greatest factor in the
review process.

Funders give only to
organizations they know.

MYTHS

About Winning
Institutional Grants

Truths

The availability of grant opportunities is
growing outside of traditionally known
and established government sources,
in private, corporate, and regional
consortiums and partnerships.

The level of competition is smaller
than many may think due to priority
mismatches and guideline errors.

To win, apply what you know from
previously funded requests, current
grantees, and grant research. Follow
your mission, not the money!

Grant strategy must be set at the
institutional level to ensure a college
has carefully assessed grant readiness,
availability of resources, appropriate data
collection efforts, and sustainability.

Reviewers favor colleges that clearly
show a match between the stated
objectives of the grant program and
the institutional proposal.

Institutional grant funding can be an important ingredient in
transformative student success efforts. But many colleges

and universities miss out on grant opportunities because they
don't understand how to take advantage of them. In service to
Student Success Collaborative partners, EAB has done in-depth
research on the drivers of institutional grant success and found
seven persistent myths about grants that need to be dispelled.
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Top Grant Rubric Areas
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