Example 1 Mark: 70% 
Confident introduction of yourself and the project. You have provided  a critical analysis of the issues covered by current research on the  issue including the study undertaken by the host institution. Your  research objectives offer a clear triangulation of the respondents’  perspectives on self-service facilities and the concept map clearly  indicates the link between these and the methods employed by the  proposed study.  The panel was impressed by your awareness of the  diverse users you aim to examine and commends your strategy of  incentives employed to ensure a good response rate. You also made  effective use of research jargon. The panel expects you to elaborate  further on these sections in your proposal. There is however some  editing to do in the dissemination strategy you have presented and  the panel will expect you to make the appropriate modifications in  the written proposal. First of all presenting the research findings  to the managers should be classified as dissemination for awareness  and not action (read the handout on dissemination found in AIR week  7), secondly you need to specify the journal or conference you intend  to publish/disseminate your findings in (NB also on your slide these  are referred to in plural and the panel felt that you should identify  one of each as anything more than this would be over-ambitious and  outside the scope of a small grant).

Example 2: Mark: 64% 
You presented the project but not yourself and maintained good eye  contact throughout. The panel feels that this is an interesting  project although you are advised to edit the title in order to make  this more informative of the project. Similarly the panel expects you  to edit the following: 

1. The issues generated by the literature must be analysed and not  just described as you did during the presentation. Also you must use  the appropriate referencing details when citing specific sources in a  literature review (eg in the content slide the reference for  preservation is not correct and you should not include the author’s  initial on the slide. As an information professional you should know  these basic referencing practices and will be expected to apply  referencing correctly in the written proposal –see referencing guides  on the AIR page) 

2. Whilst your objectives are appropriate you did not provide a  rationale for your design and did not specify the size of your  samples. These omissions must be rectified in the proposal and the  objectives must be fully mapped onto the methods adopted. 

3. You have correctly identified dissemination for action and  awareness  reaching the relevant communities, however the panel was  wondering why the seminars/workshops are targeting only  the internal  audience and also why you intend to run more than one of each. A full  justification of this is needed in the written proposal.

Example 3: Mark: 59% 
You presented yourself and emphasised your personal as well as  professional interest in this area of research but did not clearly  introduce the project itself. You gave a detailed account of the  context and the literature on ESOL making original links between this  and the social inclusion initiative where the ultimate aim of a  public library (PL) is to improve the links with its multicultural  community at large. The panel expects you to address the following  points in your written proposal: 

1. Edit your objectives so  that the role of a PL in the provision of  ESOL courses is clear and the focus of the research is explicit (ie  are you looking at the impact of this? or a piloting of such a course?). 

2. You also need to map these onto the methods selected and must  describe your data gathering methods using appropriate research  language, eg in the presentation the interview with college staff was  referred to as ‘a talk’. 

3. You have devised a clear dissemination strategy reaching all the  relevant audiences, however the panel felt that you could make  greater use of mailing lists to ensure an even wider dissemination of  your findings.

