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Geography 743: Research Proposals and Grant Writing

Course Objectives: This course will cover the art and technique of grant proposal writing, and
we will meet weekly during the semester to feview specific aspects of proposal writing. On each

occasion we will review proposals that have

been successful, and examine what is required to

hone a full-length (ten single spaced pages) >roposal. The five components studied are as

follows:

Contextualizing a good idea: framing
Research Significance: embedding y
Objectives and Methods

Silah o

Proposal review and critique

We also will explore the general sources of
especially graduate students. Seminar partici
writing stage, and this course will serve as a|
Therefore, students will be expected to share
final meetings (dependmg upon class size) w
(class internal) reviewer panels, distribute fit
reviewers, and evaluate proposals based upo

Student Learning Objectives: Upon compl
e have a comprehensive understand
Geography;

your work for reviewers.
yur work in the literature

Wrapping up a proposal, reprising mpun themes and data analysis.

ixternal funding available to geographers, and

ants will generally be students at the proposal
orum for (constructively) critical feedback.
their proposals with other seminar participants. The

ill serve as reviewer forums in which we will form

ished proposals to the panelists designated as our
n rating sheets provided.

etion of this course, students should:
ing of the range of funding opportunities in

* be competent in reading and evaljjating research proposals;

e be able to demonstrate the ability

Grading: Students will be graded upon class
successful completion of a grant proposal/in

Readings:
Przeworski A and F Salomon: The Art of Wr,
Applicants to Social Science Research Coun

http://www.ssrc.org/programs/publications_é¢

Sample proposals will be distributed; The lis
updated.

to formulate and execute a research/grant proposal.

participation and attendance (50%) and upon the
class proposal review (50%).

ting Proposals: Some Candid Suggestions for
il Competitions

ditors/publications/art_of writing_proposals.page

of Funding Sources for Graduate Students will be




January 20, 2004

Dear Sung Hee Kim,

Thanks for meeting with me over questions regarding the proposed curriculum changes

for the Geography graduate program.

Please allow me to address your committeg’s concerns. I will do so by: (A) briefly
explicating the context of these changes, before; (B) addressing other, specific questions.

(A) There is a concern that the curriculum|
gaining sufficient methodological training|

changes will mean that our students are not
I note that the primary rationale listed in the

‘Request for Change’ core sheet is “to bro&den our students’ methodological preparation”

and I hasten to add these changes will not,
methodological preparation ‘shallower’ or|
in the air.” I suspect this might not be clear

simultaneously, somehow make our students’
‘narrower’ or will somehow leave students ‘up
in the course change proposal for 2 reasons:

1. The forms do not make clear the breadth of our students’ methodological training, or

the depth of their training through the adv

mced methods course required of them. Our

program is known for its unusual level of methodological training — four courses, more

than our benchmarks. Through these four ¢
ontological and epistemological developm
methodologies since the enlightenment (G

ourses, students: are introduced to the
ent and foundations of geographic thought and
20 707); explore by reading original research

the evolution of a broad range of contempgq
Geography (GEO 702); are given a broad i

rary research methodologies (paradigms) in
troduction to the range of methods presently

used in the discipline (GEO 610); and are required to focus their methodological training
as relevant to their own research in an advgnced methods course approved by the advisor
and the DGS (GEO 700 or some other advanced methods course). The aim of this
sequence is twofold: to provide a critical prspective on methodology over the long
duree (since the Enlightenment) as well as|leading students toward proficiency in
methods for prosecuting their own researchy In this context, GEO 610 simply replaces

GEO 600, which was a rather narrower in
account for other, mainstream epistemolog;
especially over the past twenty years.

2. There is some misunderstanding of the r
program. The Bulletin notes that GEO 710
geographic research, including theoretical
analysis, and writing geographic reports.”
redundant. All of these topics are already ¢

oduction to spatial statistics alone, and did not
es and methods as practiced in Geography

vle GEO 710 previously played in our

is a “... review of methodological issues in
undations, data structures, research design,
e have come to see this course as largely
vered in depth through (required) GEO

702,707,610, and 700/advanced methods requirement. What is left are some elements of




research design and geographic reports. We feel that these are best covered (and our

students best served) by leaving specific
thesis/dissertation proposal (which is req
exams may be taken; and requires a full-¢
course, GEO 743, which will introduce s
proposal design in the context of (externa

esearch design questions to the

hired of our PhD students before qualifying
ommittee defense), and by requiring a new
udents to the increasingly important world of
1) grant writing and submission.

(B) Specific questions as communicated o me:

I. Regarding the concern that GEO 610 d
fluency in the methods they will expound
debate (from the 4nnals, AAG) that is par
is not to make our student proficient in sp

case, ecological inference. Rather, the ai

oes not provide our students “any recognizable
...” with an example drawn from the King
t of the syllabus: I note that the aim of GEO 610

atial statistics or statistical analysis or, in this

is to provide students with a broad

introduction to the kinds of methods utilized in the (increasingly methodologically
catholic) discipline of Geography and to gllow them access to the kinds of questions and

debates that might lend themselves to a p
gaining fluency toward methodological pr
epistemological foundations of particular
methods, by reading debates in which tho
possible, to give students the opportunity
which they might employ those methods i
‘methodological literacy,” which prepares
class in our sequence (the next course pro

icular method. GEO 610 is not a course in

actice; but is intended to explore the range and

methods by reading essays employing those

se methods are interrogated, and, when

o work through hypothetical situations in

their own work. GEO 610, then, is a course in
students to choose their next required methods
viding a more in-depth ‘how to’ focus).

2. I note that these changes have earned ¢

nsensus in our department. They (continue to)

place us at the forefront of methodological training in the discipline and will not harm,

but rather will help our students to compe

3. I apologize for the confusion over the a
Multiple drafts and my own lack of proofy
labeled GEO 610, and all references to GH
610.

4. Questions regarding GEO 743:

(a) Course proposal question #13 ‘no resp
there is no response for #12, which should
found in many (or any) other universities.’
(b) More detailed descriptions of course re
requirements are (i) regular attendance ang
proposal and participation in an in-class re
(c) Grading policy: and so each of these tw
grade. We are happy to amend the line “gr
“grant proposal and in class proposal revie

e for jobs and can only enhance our reputation.

rtual course rubric of the new 600-level course.
eading are to blame. The new course should be
0 605/610 should be changed to refer to GEO

nse.” There is a response for #13. However,
be checked in the box labeled ‘not yet to be

quirements: it seems clear to me course
discussion and; (ii) completion of a grant
view of that proposal.

'0 components are worth 50% of the final

ant proposal/in class proposal review” to

w (which will constitute a review and inclass

discussion of each class members’ proposal by a panel made up of other class members

and the professor’ (as in keeping with the

escription 2 paragraphs preceding).




5. Questions regarding GEO 610:

(a) Learning outcomes: I don’t understan
the heading ‘learning objectives’ as oppo
happy to amend the syllabus.

the query, unless we are splitting hairs over
sed to ‘learning outcomes’; in which case we are

(b) Grading Policy: I don’t understand thql nature of the inquiry. Perhaps the committee

member raising the question could contac

Please feel free to have individual commi
questions.

Sincerely Yours,

Rich Schein

f me.

tee members contact me with specific




ARTS AND SCIENCES COLLEGE qOUNCIL/CURRICULUM COMMITTEE
INVESTIGATOR REPORT

INVESTIGATING BODY Behavioral & Social Science
(Area)
DATE FOR COUNCIL REVIEW _Feb. 6, 2004

COURSE: GEO 743
(department or college)
CATEGORY: NEW . CHANGE, DROP

INSTRUCTIONS: This completed form will accompany the|course application to the Graduate/Undergraduate Council(s) in
order to avoid needless repetition of investigation. The folloying questions are included as an outline only. Be as specific

and as brief as possible. Ifthe investigation was routine, ple
course, a series of courses or a program, whichever is in orde:
Patterson Office Tower for forwarding to the Council(s).

¢ indicate this. The term "course" is used to indicate one
. Return the form to David Leep Associate Dean, 231
TACH SUPPLEMENT IF NEEDED.

1. List any modifications made in the course proposal as svlbmitted originally and why.

2.  If no modifications were made, review considerations that arose during the investigation and the resolutions.

Please see the attachments.
3.  List contacts with program units on the proposal and the
Please see the attachments.

4.  Additional information as needed.

considerations discussed therein.

Note that Dr. Rich Schein came to the Feb. 6h A & S Council meeting and answered all the questions

raised by the Council members.

5. A&S Area B Curriculum Committee Recommendatign:

APPROVE, APPROVE WITH RESERV

6. A&S Council Recommendation:

ATION, OR DISAPPROVE

APPROVE, APPROVE WITH RESERVATION, OR DISAPPROVE

The GEO 743 should include (1) Stu

Lent Learning Outcomes and (2) a grading scale

O A&S Council Investigator, Sung Hee Kim

File: \InvestigatorRpt

Date: )// ! ,Md"f
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