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Committee Report Form

Committee Name:  ALISE/Bohdan S. Wynar Research Paper Competition

Report Date:  09/06/2012
Committee Chair (Name, School, Email): Besiki Stvilia, FSU (2013), bstvilia@fsu.edu


Members (Name, School, & Email):

1. Leanne Strum, SJSU (2014) lstrum@regent.edu
2. Ying-Hsang Liu, Charles Stuart University (2014) yingliu@csu.edu.au
3. Miriam Matteson, Kent (2013) mmattes1@fsu.edu 

4. Evelyn Curry, Texas Women’s (2013) 

Previous Chairs (Name, School, & Email):

1. Gary Burnett, Florida State University (2012) gburnett@fsu.edu
2. Claudia Gollop, UNC-CH gollop@ils.unc.edu (2011)

3. Kathryn La Barre, Illinois  klabarre@illinois.edu  (2009-2010)

4. Deb Barreau, UNC Chapel Hill  barreau@email.unc.edu   (2008-2009)

Terms of Reference:

1. Select the recipient of the ALISE Bohdan S. Wynar Research Paper based on criteria specified in the ALISE policy manual.
Minimum Expectations for Current Year:

1. Select the recipient of the ALISE Bohdan S.Wynar Research paper award

The Committee’s nominees for this year’s awards are:

1. Marie Radford, Rutgers University
Paper title: Not dead yet! A longitudinal study of query type and ready reference accuracy in live chat and IM reference
Email: mradford@rutgers.edu
2. Joseph Tennis, University of Washington
Paper title: The strange case of eugenics: A subject’s ontogeny in a long-lived classification scheme and the question of collocative integrity
Email: jtennis@uw.edu
2. Document procedures for guidance of future chairs.

Chair received 14 submissions by the submission deadline (July 15). One submission was later withdrawn by its author. Chair annonymized 13 remaining submissions, assigned numeric identifiers (1-13) and sent to the four members of the committee along with an Excel spreadsheet form for recording rankings. The members were asked to review each submission using  the criteria from the call and rank the 13 submissions from 1 to 13 with 1 designating the highest rank or the best submission and 13 the lowest. They had to use each number from the scale (1-13) only once.

Committee members were also asked to alert Chair if they found any of the submissions completely out of the scope of their expertise, or if they felt very strongly that a particular submission should not be selected as a winner of the competition.

Chair received rankings from all of the members by the September 1 deadline. One committee member, despite the annymization, identified a conflict of interest with the author of one of the submissions. Chair used the average of the rankings submitted by the rest of the reviews for that submission. 

Chair too reviewed all the submissions and assigned rankings.

Two submissions with the highest average rankings were selected as the winners. A spreadsheet with the final tally is attached to this report.

1. Major Accomplishments: 

1. Each committee member reviewed 13 papers


2.      


3.      


Action Areas Pending:

1. The Board to approve the Committee’s nominees and give the awards at the Annual Meeting.     


2.      


3.      


Issues of Concern:

1.      


2.      


3.      


Recommendations to the Board (if any):
1.      


2.      


3.      


(Attach additional sheets as needed.)
Please return to your Board Liaison (Lynn Howarth, Toronto (2013) lynne.howarth@utoronto.ca) and ALISE headquarters (contact@alise.org.)

Note: Annual Reports from previous years will be made available to current committee chairs via the online committee chairs resource page located on ALISE.org.
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