
ANLTC SWETS RESEARCH AWARD 2009

The objective of this funding award is to encourage practitioner-based research among librarians in ANLTC member libraries

On a scale of 1 to 5 (1=poor, 5=excellent) please rate each proposal under the following headings

	   CRITERIA
	Antonesa – Information Literacy at fourth level: theory and practice
	Cullen – Staff Development: a case study of the ANLTC Library Assistant Bursary.


	Derven – Evaluating Services and Specifications for Reading List Systems
	Ryan – An exploratory study to define criteria to measure the impact of discipline specific information skills training for PhD students

	Concept
	Refinement of existing IST to another specific level, PhD.

Pedagogical basis underdeveloped

Positivist assumption of IST benefit

3


	Unique

Specific

Focus on non-use

Central to ANLTC remit

4
	Parallel option to existing reading list solutions and implementations

Variant bridging VLE

3
	 Good hypothesis – is IST effective? How specifically?

Variant on longstanding question

4

	Objectives
	Weak and generalised other than the best practice model 

3

	Comprehensive

Specific

4
	 Clear

Comprehensive

4


	Measurable, evidence based

Personal objectives

4

	Methodology, reflective practice, evidence base
	Interview based

Opinion led

Delphi type leader selection  

Not very evidence based

No literature review specified

2

	CONUL Survey

Interview participant, non-participants, management

4
	Literature review

Interviews (UCD only,

UCD School of Nursing only)

CONUL Survey

UK & US survey

Pilot Implementation

5
	Literature review

Weakness: 

issue of competency and assessment metrics underdeveloped

students who sign up – cannot be based on self selection

3



	Financial, funding other
	Unspecified

Why travel to interview some not others?

2
	Detailed

Reasonable

3
	Choice of site visit?
Cost of researcher time to employer

3
	 Low cost

3



	Relevance Applicability


	Relevant for 4th level IST

4 
	 Relevant to ANLTC and CPD in CONUL

4 
	 How compelling is the need?

3
	 Relevant for 4th level IST

4

	Outcomes 
	Develop best practice model?

Share model

No publication?

2 


	 Clear

Detailed

Publication

4

	Survey results

Pilot implementation

Specification of system

4 

	Developing of indicators underdeveloped – significant challenge

3



	Feasibility Timescale


	 Very generalised

2
	 Reasonable

3
	 Seems reasonable but query time investment

3
	Fairly generalised 

3

	COMMENTS  


	Proposal as presented lacks clarity and impact
	Well presented
	Well conceived and presented  


	Important topic difficult to deliver



	OVERALL  -

COMMENTS FROM THE SELECTION PANEL FOR FEEDBACK TO EACH  APPLICANT


	1. I think the Antonesa proposal is underdeveloped and not specific enough. It lacks discussion of current research issues around 4th level IST and supporting investigative methods derived from recent research. Lack specifics of evaluative frameworks applied to IST design, delivery and assessment. 

2. I think the Cullen proposal is well considered, relevant with clearly specified deliverables.

3. I think the Derven proposal is well presented, well judged and deliverable.

4. I think the Ryan proposal is important but challenging to deliver giving the range of variables in population, setting, and evaluation metrics
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