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Sources for Finding Funding Opportunities

• “What’s New in Research Funding” – Faculty of Medicine e-
newsletter

• Research Alerts – Central OVPRI communications tool

• Pivot – 3rd party grant database (ProQuest)

• Federal and provincial websites, colleagues, and Google

https://medicine.utoronto.ca/research/whats-new-research-funding
https://alerts.research.utoronto.ca/index.php/alert/public_alerts
https://pivot.cos.com/funding_main


My Research Applications (MRA)

• Mandatory automated system for tracking, reviewing, and approving grant 
applications from University of Toronto

• Internal web tool – log on with UTORID

• MRA is required in addition to submission to granting agency, e.g. CIHR

• Tracks: co-PI’s, ethics, overhead, location of research, and more…

http://www.research.utoronto.ca/faculty-and-staff/secure-research-funding/apply-for-funding/


OVDRI – Proposal Development Team

• Daniel Harney, PhD, Grants & Awards Editor

• Cindy Faber, Research Services Officer

Funding applications are approved by:

• Dr. Richard Hegele, Vice Dean, Research & Innovation
• Based on approval by Departmental Chair(s)



www.medicine.utoronto.ca/research

Jeremy Knight, Manager, Research Administration & Operations    
jeremy.knight@utoronto.ca

https://medicine.utoronto.ca/research/microscopy-imaging-laboratory
mailto:jeremy.knight@utoronto.ca


GRANT FUNDAMENTALS AND 
PROPOSAL DEVELOPMENT

Daniel Harney, PhD
Grants and Awards Editor
Office of the Vice Dean, Research & Innovation



Pre-Writing Fundamentals



Project

The Proposal Triangle

ResourcesTeam



Scientific Paper Grant Proposal



Backward-facing text vs. Forward-Facing text

TENSE



To inform vs. To persuade

PURPOSE



Dispassionate vs. Conveying Excitement and Urgency

TONE



Jargon/Technical vs. Multidisciplinary/Lay

DICTION



How do Reviewers Read Grant Proposals?

Selective in their Focus

Always Skeptical

Sometimes Distracted

Often Multidisciplinary



Top Five Reviewer Critiques



“The science is hindered by confusing sentence structure. 
The spelling errors are particularly frustrating to encounter.” 

UNCLEAR







INCOHESIVE
“The arguments provided in the translation section don’t align with the activities 

and scope of the proposed projects and requested infrastructure 

enhancements.”



“There was no mention of what will happen if the proposal is 
not funded.”

INSIGNIFICANT





INFEASIBLE
“It’s not clear to me that the PI has the expertise or the 
time to complete the 3 ambitious proposed projects in the 
5-years of the grant.”



LACKING IMPACT 
“The proposed activities don’t 

go beyond what has been 

done and is still fruitlessly 

being done in other 

programs.”



For additional Grant and Award 
resources, visit our website:

http://medicine.utoronto.ca/research

Daniel Harney, PhD
Grants and Awards Editor

Faculty of Medicine, University of Toronto
dan.harney@utoronto.ca


