
SEED most common constructive criticism 
For each of our internal funding competitions, faculty whose proposals were not funded receive 
feedback in an effort to help strengthen their future submissions.  The following are the most 
common constructive criticisms for the SEED grant competition over the last two years.   
 
Action Plan/Methods 
- For the purposes of funding the application, however, they would have liked to see more 

detail in the methods section about which groups or individuals would be interviewed, given 
the wide variety of communities within the area and more information about your sampling 
strategy.   

- The committee would liked to have seen more detail in the methods section on what is being 
measured and how, as well as the method for analysis.   

- They felt that the proposal could be strengthened by clarifying the research objectives and 
including information about who the participants in the study would be and how they would 
be approached.  What kinds of data will be collected, how will it be compiled and what 
methods will be used to collect and analyze it? 

- The committee felt that the action plan would be strengthened by a discussion of the 
methodology to be used in assuring quality samples for analysis. 

- The “action plan/methods” (research design) section was quite brief and would be 
strengthened by adding more detail.   
 

 Format 
- The CV should be the same font size as the proposal.   
- The proposal did not meet the formatting requirements; there is a 2 page limit (one-sided or 

one duplexed page) for curriculum vitae.   
- The proposal did not meet the formatting requirements; there is a 5 page limit for the 

proposal and a 2 page limit for curriculum vitae.   
- The abstract was not clearly identified.   

 
 Scholarly Context/Significance 
- The scholarly contextualization could be discussed in terms of what it will contribute that is 

new.   
- The committee felt that the scholarly significance section could be strengthened; for 

example, what is the scholarly significance of the objectives you hope to achieve in relation 
to the larger issues in the discipline.   
 


