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1. Screening of applications

In Conference screened applications for eligibility against the published criteria.

2. Checks of the screening process and assessment
The Chairman examined all applications that were potentially eligible (scoring them using agreed criteria), and a sample of 20 that were considered ineligible.  This process led to both a change in the applications under consideration, and a quest for further information from some applicants particularly about early career researcher status (ECR).  The other members of the Bursary Subcommittee read eligible applications, scoring them from 0-5.  Over 150 applications met eligibility criteria.  

The goal of the Committee was to shortlist 100.  Each application was discussed.  The Committee was extremely impressed by the quality of applications but were only in a position to fund 44 international bursaries (average £1,000 each) and 8 Scotland bursaries.  

3. The Committee created 6 lists as follows regarding overseas bursaries:

a. List 1: 44 applications from people who had an abstract accepted and whose applications were of the highest quality, and whose involvement in epidemiology/public health and financial needs were evident.  Emphasis was given to younger researchers who would otherwise find it very difficult to raise funding.  The corollary was that well established applicants, even though relatively young, were less likely to be funded.  We prioritised those who had not had this kind of academic opportunity before.  We paid attention to ensuring the geographic spread of bursaries.

b. List 2: 26 applications that were of good quality and had an abstract accepted were prioritised should extra funds become available.  These were listed according to date of receipt.
c. List 3: 4 good quality applications from countries that were not represented in the above lists, where there was no abstract accepted, were prioritised should extra funds become available.  These were listed by date of receipt.
d. List 4: 4 applications where an abstract was accepted but the applications were otherwise less strong than list 2 were prioritised should extra funds become available.  These were listed by date of receipt.

e. List 5: others worthy of consideration but there was no acceptance of an abstract or other particular features for prioritisation.  Since separating these would be nigh impossible the first 22 received were taken to complete a short list of 100 (44 funded and 56 reserves).  The ones that are not chosen are not on the list of 100.

f. List 6: All other applications.  These applications were mostly judged ineligible (not ECRs or ineligible countries) although a few were judged as putting forward an unconvincing case.
4. Scotland bursaries
The ten applicants having abstracts accepted were approved.  

5. Likelihood of further funding
The Fundraising Committee is working hard to raise more funds.  At this point we are confident that further bursaries will become available, but cannot guarantee that all those on the shortlist will get one.  
