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Committee Report Form

Committee Name: ALISE/ProQuest Methodology Paper Competition

Report Date:  22/08/2013
Committee Chair (Name, School, Email): Lynne McKechnie, Western, emckech1@uwo.ca (2014)
Members (Name, School, & Email): 

1. Rachel Applegate, Indiana (2014) rapplega@iupui.edu
2. Tami Oliphant, Alberta, tami.oliphant@ualberta.ca (2015)
3. Danilo Baylen, Alabama, dbaylen1@yahoo.com (2015)

Previous Chairs (Name, School, & Email):

1. Lisa Given, Charles Sturt University (2013) lgiven@csu.edu.au

2. Pamela Mackenzie, Western Ontario (2012)
3. Paul Solomon, South Carolina (2009-2010) nasijarvi@gmail.com
Terms of Reference:

1. Select the recipient of the ALISE ProQuest Methodology Paper Competition based on criteria specified in the ALISE policy manual.
Minimum Expectations for Current Year:

1. Select the recipient of the ALISE/ProQuest Methodology Paper Award

2. Document procedures for guidance of future chairs

Major Accomplishments: 

1. Advertised the award


2. Reviewed 8 submissions and selected a winner: Visual methods primer: Complementary and alternative sources of data in LIS research. Angela Pollak, Doctoral candidate, Faculty of Information & Media Studies, Western University, London, Ontario


3.      


Action Areas Pending:

1. Notify the winner (and those who did not win) after approval of the winner by the ALISE Board


2.      


3.      


Issues of Concern:

1. We received a query from one author regarding submission of a paper which was under review with another venue. The criteria for the award state “Authors may not submit papers that have been published or have been accepted for publication.” After consultation with Board liaison Melissa Gross, we determined this paper would not meet this expectation as being under review is closely related to having been accepted for publication or published as the manuscript.      


2. The Chair of the Committee had a conflict of interest with the author of one of the submissions. Dr. McKechnie supervises Angela Pollak, the eventual winner of the competition. We dealt with this using procedures that would be common in other review processes. Dr. McKechnie did not read Ms. Pollak’s paper. Nor did she include it in her original first ranking of all the submissions. Dr. McKechnie completely withdrew from the final assessment process when the short list, the three most highly ranked papers overall, included her student’s paper.  The final assessment and choice of winner was made by majority decision of the other three committee members.


3.      


Recommendations to the Board (if any):
1. We recommend (see issue #1) that the requirements for the award be amended to read “Authors may not submit papers that have been submitted, are under review, have been accepted for publication or have been published.”     


2. It might be useful to consider developing procedures for conflict-of-interest situations (see issue #2).


3.      


(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.
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