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Committee Report Form

Committee Name:  Eugene Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Award Committee

Report Date:  10/10/2013
Committee Chair (Name, School, Email): Soo Young Rieh, Michigan, rieh@umich.edu (2014)


Members (Name, School, & Email):
1. Gail Dickinson, Old Dominion (2014) GDickins@odu.edu 
2. Danny Wallace, Alabama, dwallace@slis.ua.edu (2015)
3. Ingrid Hsieh-Yee, Catholic, hsiehyee@cua.edu (2015)

4. Eric Meyers, University of British Columbia (2014) emeyers@mail.ubc.ca 
Previous Chairs (Name, School, & Email):

1. Elizabeth Figa, University of North Texas (2013) Elizabeth.figa@unt.edu

2. Clara Chu, UNCG (2012) cmchu@uncg.edu
3. Sam Hastings, South Carolina (2011) shasting@gwm.sc.edu

Terms of Reference:

1. Select the recipient of the ALISE Eugene Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Competition Award based on criteria specified in the ALISE policy manual.
Minimum Expectations for Current Year:

1. Select the recipient of the ALISE/Eugene Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Award

2. Document procedures for guidance of future chairs 

Major Accomplishments: 

1. For the Call, the Committee revised the description of “Proof of university acceptance” in the submission requirements in order to specify what constitutes proof as follows -We accept the following evidence as proof of university acceptance: a university transcript facsimile, official or unofficial, showing doctoral degree awarded or a letter from the advisor indicating university acceptance within the timeframe. Compared to last year, we received less number of emails about what could be accepted as “proof” this year.
2. Chair announced Call for Submission via JESSE and ASIS-L twice (see Appendix A)


3. Chair added Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Award Track as a part of ALISE 2014 Conference Program using EasyChair conference system for the first time. Compared to last year’s review process, using EasyChair was more efficient.  
4. Chair and four members reviewed 37 submissions through two rounds of reviewing process (see Appendix B)
5. The Committee discussed and developed the Evaluation Rating Form (see Appendix C).
6. The Committee selected a winner for this year: Youngseek Kim of Syracuse University for his dissertation on “Institutional and Individual influences on Scientists’ Data Sharing Behaviors.” (see Appendix D for reviewers’ comments).      


Action Areas Pending:

1. Contact winner and announce via JESSE and ALISE website     


2. Grant award at conference      


3.      


Issues of Concern:

1. In the current Call, ALISE provides a 18-month time frame for submission. For example, this year’s competition allowed people who completed their dissertation between December 15, 2011 and June 30, 2013. As a result, the Committee encountered some cases in which people submitted their dissertation in two years in a row. This problem needs to be fixed. The Committee suggests that either change the timeframe from July 1 2013 to June 30 2014 next year or add a new sentence such as: Recent doctoral students can participate in this competition only once for their dissertation.  
2. The Committee received 37 dissertations this year. In the first round, each member had to review 15 dissertations to generate the list of finalists (two reviewers per submission) using a binary scale of “Accept” or “Reject.” Each member also ranked “Reviewer’s confidence” in a scale of Expert, high, medium, low, and none. In the second round, the eight dissertations which received two “Accept” votes were thoroughly reviewed based on the Evaluation Rating Form (Appendix C). Each member had to read five dissertations thoroughly for comments and ratings (3 reviewers per submission). The workload was very heavy for each member. 
3.      


Recommendations to the Board (if any):
1. Increase the number of members for the Eugene Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Award Committee to review increasingly large number of submissions. The Committee recommends that the number of members needs to be doubled: from four to eight given the workload. The number of dissertations submitted for the Competition in the past three years was as follows:  2012 N=29, 2013 N=46, 2014 N=37.  
2. Continue to use a conference system for submissions and reviews. 
(Attach additional sheets as needed.)
Please return to your Board Liaison (Melissa Gross, Florida State, mgross@fsu.edu 2014) 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.
List of Appendices: 

Appendix A: The Call for Submission posted via JESSE and ASIS-L 

Appendix B: The Committee Review Procedures 
Appendix C: ALISE/Garfield Dissertation Award Score Sheet

Appendix D: Reviewers’ Comments for the Award Winning Dissertation 

Appendix A: The Call for Submission posted via JESSE and ASIS-L 
ALISE/The Eugene Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Competition
Deadline: June 30, 2013 
The Association for Library and Information Science Education (ALISE) is now accepting proposals for its 2014 Doctoral Dissertation Award Competition. Dissertations must deal with substantive issues related to library and information science, but applicants may be from within or outside LIS programs.

Up to two outstanding dissertations completed between December 15, 2011 and June 30, 2013 will be selected. Each winner will receive $500, plus 2014 conference registration and personal membership in ALISE for 2014. Winners of the Dissertation Competition will present a summary of their work at the 2014 ALISE annual meeting.

Submission Requirements
Your submission must include: 

(1)  A 200-word-abstract of the dissertation 

(2)  A copy of the dissertation completed between December 15, 2011 and June 30, 2013

(3)  Proof of university acceptance. We accept the following evidence as proof of university acceptance: a university transcript facsimile, official or unofficial, showing doctoral degree awarded or a letter from the advisor indicating university acceptance within the timeframe. 

Please note: You should merge multiple files to make a single PDF file for submission. Please place “Proof of university acceptance” in the first page of your PDF file. 

Judging
The members of ALISE Eugene Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Award Committee will judge the dissertations. In cases where the research or methodology warrants it, additional assistance will be obtained from ALISE members outside the committee. Dissertations will be judged according to the following criteria:

A. Significance of the research problem to the overall LIS field

B. Presentation of the relevant literature

C. Design of the study (i.e., appropriateness of methodology, selection of specific techniques and/or tests)

D. Conduct of study (i.e., application of methods of data collection).

E. Analysis and presentation of the data (i.e., quality of analysis, logic of findings)

F. Appropriateness of conclusions

G. Clarity and organization of the writing

Submission Instructions: 
Submissions will be made through the Easy Chair system, at

http://www.easychair.org/conferences/?conf=alise2014.

Follow these steps:

1.     Log on the system (create an EasyChair account if you do not already have one).

2.     Choose ALISE 2014 if you see other conferences in the list.

3.     If you are also a reviewer, please be sure to select "author" as your role for your submission.

4.     Select "New Submission."

5.     Select the “Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Award” track and press “Continue.”

6.     Complete all the entries requested. Enter a title and provide an abstract for your submission. 

7.     Upload your file (Proof of university acceptance and a copy of your dissertation) and press "Submit."

8.     You will receive a confirmation email from the EasyChair system.

Soo Young Rieh, Chair of the Eugene Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Award Committee

Associate Professor, School of Information, University of Michigan

rieh@umich.edu 
Appendix B: The Committee Review Procedures
FIRST ROUND - SCREENING REVIEWING 

Assignment: July 5, 2013
Completion: July 25, 2013 

The first round of screening review will be involved in “quick assessment” of dissertations. At this point, The Committee members do not provide any comments. They “consider” the following criteria that we posted on the Award website: http://www.alise.org/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=436
The Committee were asked to answer the following single question and post your ratings on EasyChair. 

Should this submission be considered for the ALISE Dissertation Award?  

Accept – This dissertation is worthy of reviewing in the second round

Reject – This dissertation is not worthy of reviewing in the second round  

The Committee were also rated their confidence from 1 to 5 scales on EasyChair system. 

5= Expert, 4= high, 3=medium, 2=low, and 1=none.
Two reviewers were assigned to each submission for “quick assessment” in the first round. 

While doing it, if a member feels that he/she had no expertise on this topic, please provide the names of one or two experts who would be very familiar with the topic. The Committee would not pursue “expert opinions” in the First round, but they may need to reach out experts for the Second round. 

SECOND ROUND - SELECTION REVIEWING 

Assignment: July 30, 2013
Completion: August 20, 2013 

The Committee made the short list of “finalists” by including the submissions in which both reviewers rated them as “Accept, this dissertation is worthy of reviewing in the second round.” In the second round, three reviewers were assigned to each submission. The Committee were expected to provide comments as well as score ratings. The Committee initially expected to have about 10 dissertations in the second round. In 2013 competition, the Committee had 8 dissertations to review in the second round. 

The following criteria were used for evaluation. The Committee rated each item using a scale of 1 (very weak) and 10 (very strong). 

1. Significance of the research problem to the overall LIS field 

2. Presentation of the relevant literature 

3. Strengths of theoretical framework 

4. Design of the study 

5. Analysis and results 

6. Discussion and conclusion 

7. Theoretical impact 

8. Practical implications 

9. Clarity and organization of the writing 

10. Overall recommendation for the Award 

Appendix C: ALISE/Garfield Dissertation Award Score Sheet

Submission #
Dissertation Title 
Reviewer Name: 
	Criteria 
	Points (1-10)

	1. Significance of the research problem to the overall LIS field 
	

	2. Presentation of the relevant literature 
	

	3. Strengths of theoretical framework 
	

	4. Design of the study 
	

	5. Analysis and results 
	

	6. Discussion and conclusion 
	

	7. Theoretical impact
	

	8. Practical implications
	

	9. Clarity and organization of the writing 
	

	10.  Overall recommendation for the Award 
	

	Total Score 
	


Appendix D: Reviewers’ Comments for the Award Winning Dissertation 
Committee member #1 wrote: 

This is a very innovative study.  The methodology has substantial potential for replication and extension into other areas of scholarly activities. This is an extremely well developed and skillfully executed study.  

Committee member #2 wrote: 

“A clear winner. The research problem is timely and highly relevant to the field. Impressive use of relevant literature throughout the study. A very strong theoretical framework supports the study design. The study is meticulous in all aspects and the thesis is a pleasure to read even though it covers so many constructs and has many statistical analyses. Outstanding!”

Committee member #3 wrote: 
“This dissertation investigated the factors influencing scientists’ data sharing behaviors in diverse scientific disciplines. This is significant, timely, and yet under-studied research problem in the field of LIS. The research found out how individuals’ beliefs, attitudes, and behaviors were influenced by not only individuals’ characteristics or preferences and but also by institutional contexts. It also demonstrated how these institutional influences can be interpreted differently according to individuals’ motivations. This is ambitious dissertation research, demonstrating a deep understanding of a complicated topic and outstanding insights into the domains of scholarly communication and data curation. The study used a mixed method by conducting interviews and a survey. The strengths of this study included the scale of survey. The author sent out a survey to 16,753 researchers in various STEM fields, and received responses from 2674 researchers. The sampling method was very sophisticated and well explained. The analysis of survey responses demonstrated that the author certainly had high competency in analyzing a very large set of quantitative data. Data analysis was comprehensive, complete, and convincing. I strongly recommend this dissertation for the ALISE Eugene Garfield Doctoral Dissertation Award”    
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