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News & Notes 
 

The OER is moving back!  

 

We are in the process of moving into 

our newly renovated suite in 125 

Norman. This has us very excited and 

busy! We hope you will visit with us in 

the near future and continue to avail 

yourselves of our services.  

 

In the meantime, we are revisiting an 

interesting article we featured in a 

previous ORB: The Art of Writing 

Proposals from the Social Science 

Research Council website 

(http://www.ssrc.org/).  

 

Here are the highlights: 

 

Capture the Reviewer's Attention 

While the form and the organization 

of a proposal are matters of taste, you 

should choose your form bearing in 

mind that every proposal reader 

constantly scans for clear answers to 

three questions: (1) What are we going 

to learn as the result of the proposed 

project that we do not know now? (2) 

Why is it worth knowing? (3) How will 

we know that the conclusions are valid?  

Working through a tall stack of 

proposals on voluntarily-donated time, 

a committee member rarely has time to  

 

 

 

comb proposals for hidden answers. So, 

say what you have to say immediately, 

crisply, and forcefully. 

The opening paragraph or the first 

page at most, is your chance to grab the 

reviewer's attention. Use it. 

Clearly posed questions are an 

excellent way to begin a proposal. 

Stating your central point, hypothesis, 

or interpretation is also a good way to 

begin. 

Do not fail to leave the reviewer with 

something to remember: some message 

that will remain after reading many 

other proposals and discussing them for 

hours and hours. 

 

Aim for Clarity 

Remember that most proposals are 

reviewed by multidisciplinary 

committees. A reviewer studying a 

proposal from another field expects the 

proposer to meet her halfway. 

You should avoid jargon as much as 

you can, and when technical language is 

truly needed, restrict yourself to those 

new words and technical terms that lack 

equivalents in common language. 

Keep the spotlight on ideas.  

 

Establish the Context 

It is essential that the proposal 

summarize the current state of 
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knowledge and provide an up-to-date, 

comprehensive bibliography. Both 

should be precise and succinct.  

Committees often treat 

bibliographies as a sign of seriousness 

on the part of the applicant, and some 

members will put considerable effort 

into evaluating them. 

Many proposals fail because the 

references are incomplete or outdated. 

Missing even a single reference can be 

very costly if it shows failure to connect 

with research directly relevant to one's 

own. 

Research Bulletin (ORB) 

What's the Payoff? 

Help your reader understand where 

the problem intersects the main 

theoretical debates in your field and 

show how this inquiry puts established 

ideas to the test or offers new ones. 

Good proposals demonstrate 

awareness of alternative viewpoints and 

argue the author's position in such a 

way as to address the field broadly, 

rather than developing a single sectarian 

tendency indifferent to alternatives.  

 

Use a Fresh Approach 

It pays to remember that topics of 

current salience, both theoretical and 

real world are likely to attract a 

crowded field of applicants.  

Unless you have something original 

to say, you may be well advised to 

avoid topics typically styled of central 

interest to the discipline. Usually these 

are topics about which everyone is 

writing, and in all likelihood somebody 

else has already made the decisive and 

exciting contribution. 

If your instinct leads you to a 

problem far from the course that the 

pack is running, follow it, not the pack: 

Nothing is more valuable than a really 

fresh beginning. 

 

Describe Your Methodology 

Two things can safely be said about 

methodological appeal. First, the 

proposal must specify the research 

operations you will undertake and the 

way you will interpret the results of 

these operations in terms of your central 

problem. Second, a methodology is not 

just a list of research tasks but an 

argument as to why these tasks add up 

to the best attack on the problem. 

Be as specific as you possibly can be 

about the activities you plan to 

undertake. Most proposals fail because 

they leave reviewers wondering what 

the applicant will actually do. Tell them! 

The proposal should prove that the 

researcher either possesses, or 

cooperates with people who possess, 

mastery of all the technical matters the 

project entails. 

 

Specify Your Objectives 

A well-composed proposal, like a 

sonata, usually ends by alluding to the 

original theme. How will research 

procedures and their products finally 

connect with the central question? How 

will you know if your idea was wrong 

or right? 

While planning and drafting your 

proposal, you should keep in mind the 

program guidelines and application 

procedures outlined in the brochure 

specific to the program to which you are 

applying.  archulletin (ORB) 
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Final Notes 

Start early! Write a first draft at least 

three months in advance, revise it, and 

show it to colleagues. 

Let it gather a little dust, collect 

colleagues' comments, revise it again.  

If you have a chance, share it with a 

seminar or similar group; the debate 

should help you anticipate what 

reviewers will eventually think. 

Re-sharpen your opening paragraph 

or first page so that it drives home 

exactly what you mean as effectively as 

possible. 

 

For a copy of the full article go to:  

http://fellowships.ssrc.org/art_of_writin

g_proposals/ 

 
 

 

Congratulations are in order for 

Elizabeth Washington (School of 

Teaching and Learning) for her award 

from the University of Central Florida.  

Best wishes to Jeanne Repetto (School 

of Special Education, School 

Psychology, & Early Childhood Studies) 

and Susan McGorray (Epidemiology & 

Health Policy Research) for their 

subcontract submission to the 

University of South Florida; Alyson 

Adams (School of Teaching and 

Learning) for her proposals to the 

Collier County School District and to the 

Miami-Dade County School District; 

Catherine Cavanaugh (School of 

Teaching and Learning) for her 

submission to the National Science 

Foundation and her subcontract 

submission to Kent State University; 

Cynthia Griffin (School of Special 

Education, School Psychology, & Early 

Childhood Studies), Stephen Pape 

(School of Teaching and Learning) and 

Nancy Dana (Center for School 

Improvement) for their proposal to the 

US Department of Education/IES; and to 

Stephen Smith and Ann Daunic 

(School of Special Education, School 

Psychology, & Early Childhood Studies) 

for their submission to the US 

Department of Education/IES. 

 

For more details about this award and 

submissions, see the table on the next 

page.  

 

Ana & John 
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College of Education – Funded Projects – September 2009 
 

Principal Investigator:  Elizabeth Washington                                                       Co-PI:  N/A 

Funding Agency:  University of Central Florida    

Project Title:  Florida Joint Center for Citizenship Teacher Quality Grants Program 

Project Period:  7/6/2009—9/30/2009 

Award Amount:  $13,193.00 

 

 

College of Education – Submitted Projects – September 2009 
 

Principal Investigator:  Jeanne Repetto                                                    Co-PI:  Susan McGorray  
Funding Agency:  University of South Florida (subcontract) 

Proposal Title:  High School Exit Survey for General Education Students 

Requested Amount:   $12,902.00  

 

Principal Investigator:  Alyson Adams                                                                              Co-PI:  N/A 

Funding Agency:  Collier County School District 

Proposal Title:  Collier Counts: Master Teacher Initiative 2009-10 

Requested Amount:  $300,000.00 

 

Principal Investigator:  Alyson Adams                                                                    Co-PI: N/A 

Funding Agency:  Miami-Dade County School District 

Proposal Title:  Miami Counts: Master Teacher Initiative 2009-10 

Requested Amount:  $450,000.00 

 

Principal Investigator:  Catherine Cavanaugh                                                         Co-PI:  N/A 

Funding Agency:  National Science Foundation 

Proposal Title:  U.S. – Singapore Workshop on 21s t Century Learning Environments 

Requested Amount: $59,950.00 

 

Principal Investigator:  Catherine Cavanaugh                                                         Co-PI:  N/A   

Funding Agency:  Kent State University (Subcontract) 

Proposal Title:  E-TVS (Exemplary Teaching in Virtual Schooling)  

Requested Amount:  $213,258.00 

 

Principal Investigator Cynthia Griffin                                  Co-PIs:  Stephen Pape, Nancy Dana  

Funding Agency:  US Department of Education/IES  

Proposal Title:  Prime Online: Teacher Pedagogical Content Knowledge and Research-based 

Practice in Inclusive Elementary Mathematics Classrooms  

Requested Amount:  $1,457,085.00 

 

Principal Investigator:  Stephen Smith                                                         Co-PI: Ann Daunic 

Funding Agency:  US Department of Education/IES  

Proposal Title:  Development of I Control: An executive function skill intervention for middle 

school students with Emotional and Behavioral Disorders  

Requested Amount:  $1,492,089 

 

 


