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Section 1: Membership 
 
Members of the 2006-2007 IS Awards Committee included Les Canterbury, Kathleen 
Gallagher (Chair), Barbara Kenney, Anna Pilston, Melissa Prescott, Emily Rogers (Intern) 
and Carolyn Willis. Lisa Janicke-Hinchliffe served as Executive Liaison and Chair of the 
Dudley Subcommittee and—in accordance with the duties of that position—will submit a 
separate report detailing the Subcommittee’s work.    
 
 
Section 2: Nomination Process 
 
For both the Innovation in Instruction and the Ilene Rockman Publication Awards, the 
Instruction Section invites nominations from the broad college and university library 
community, with the responsibility for solicitation of nominations shared by the Chair of 
Awards and the ACRL Awards Program Coordinator (ACRL). Publicity venues are well-
established. In the fall of 2006—as in previous years—ACRL published calls for nomination 
in C&RL News and American Libraries, while the Awards Chair sent calls through the ILI-L, 
LIBREF, UGLi, COLLIB-L, and ULS-L discussion lists and the fall IS Newsletter. 
Discussion list calls were posted initially in September, followed by deadline reminders in 
November.  
 
The committee received a total of seven nominations for the Innovation Award, which 
represented a 75 percent increase in volume over the previous two years.  Two of the 
nominations were submitted via email with links to online project sites, and the remaining 
five sent through the mail. The nomination pool comprised a diverse range of institutions in 
both the U.S. and Canada, and an equally diverse group of projects—focused variously on 
marketing, pedagogy, use of Web 2.0 technologies and course management systems, 
integration of information literacy within a discipline, and community outreach and 
partnerships.  
 
The committee received three external nominations for the Publication Award, which were 
added to the larger pool of candidates generated by the committee’s own review of the 



literature. The pool reviewed by the full committee totaled eighteen publications, including 
thirteen journal articles and five books.  
 
While the basic outline of the publication review process has been transmitted orally from 
year to year, the process is now documented in detail in a tip sheet prepared by the outgoing 
chair entitled IS Awards Committee: Reviewing the Literature for Publication Award 
Candidates.  New this year, as described in the second section of the tip sheet, is a method for 
identifying potential book candidates that brings the same degree of systematization to the 
process that has long been employed with journals. Proceeding from an initial list of 13 LIS 
publishers, the committee will now actively search using bibliographic tools like BIP, LISA, 
and WorldCat, instead of relying exclusively on word-of-mouth and external nominations. 
Approval of the tip sheet by the Executive Committee is pending.   
 
 
Section 3: Selection Process  
 
Following a period of careful review of both Innovation nomination packages and the wider 
publication pool, committee members arrived at the Midwinter meeting in Seattle prepared 
for deliberation on the relative merits of the projects and publications under consideration. 
Deliberations kicked off with a review and discussion of the selection criteria for the 
Innovation Award. The group reached consensus easily in the first round of elimination, but 
required more extensive discussion of the top three nominees.  
 
With a much larger pool of publication candidates to consider, the publication selection 
process began with each member writing her top three candidates on a sheet of paper and the 
Chair tabulating results. For each title that received only one “vote,” the committee member 
responsible was invited to “make a case” to the group before the title was eliminated. 
Extended discussion of merits and weaknesses ensued, with frequent comparison against the 
selection criteria.  
 
The group reached consensus on the winner of the Innovation Award by the end of the first 
meeting, and on the winner of the Publication award by the conclusion of the second.   
 
 
Section 4: Announcement of Winners and Publicity  
 
The Awards Committee liaison relayed the Committee’s decision at the Monday morning 
meeting of the IS Executive Committee. In accordance with ACRL guidelines, the Chair 
notified both the ACRL Awards Program Coordinator and the award winners themselves 
within a week after Midwinter—making the initial contact with the latter by phone, while 
ACRL followed up with official letters of congratulations. By mid-February, the Chair also 
drafted and mailed letters to non-winning applicants for the Innovation Award (letters were 
addressed to the nominating party, not the nominee, whenever the two were not one and the 
same).  
 



Submitted by Kathleen Gallagher, IS Awards Committee Chair, 2006-2007 | July 31, 2007 

ACRL announced the award winners in press releases posted on the ALA web site in 
February, and in the March 2007 issue of C&RL News. The Awards Committee Chair 
published an article on the award recipients in the Spring IS Newsletter.  
 
 
Section 5: Comments and Recommendations  

While extremely rewarding, the work of the Awards Committee, and especially that of the 
Chair, is substantial; with so much time devoted to the routine duties alone, minimal attention 
has been paid in the past to creating documentation of the group’s processes and procedures. 
While the “oral tradition” of knowledge transmission has ensured some continuity of practice 
over the years, it has also led to needless complication in the work of each incoming Chair, 
and avoidable, redundant expenditure of effort from year to year.  

In an effort to redress this problem, the outgoing Chair has drafted four documents: In 
addition to the IS Awards Committee: Reviewing the Literature for Publication Award 
Candidates mentioned in Section 2, a Chair’s Checklist, Working Timeline, and Awards 
Ceremony Tip Sheet were forwarded for the approval of the Executive Committee and shared 
with the incoming Awards Chair in July, 2007. Since it is apparent that the primary audience 
for the first three of these is the Awards Chair and the Awards Committee, it is worth noting 
that the intended audience for the Awards Ceremony Tip Sheet is not only the Awards chair, 
but also the IS Chair, the Dudley Committee Chair, and the ACRL Awards Program 
Coordinator—all of whom share in the responsibility for the planning of the awards 
ceremony held during the IS Program at Annual.   

This documentation is not exhaustive, and future Chairs will undoubtedly identify other gaps 
in need of filling. A few areas worthy of consideration:  

• A more detailed analytic framework (such as a rubric) to aid committee members in 
their evaluation of publications.  

• A similar tool for use in evaluating Innovation applicants.  
• A document outlining ground rules for committee deliberations and a methodology 

for the selection process at Midwinter. 

 
Section 6: Archival Materials 
  
Awards Committee materials to be sent to the IS Archivist include:  
 

• a copy of this annual report 
• the agenda and meeting minutes from Midwinter (Awards did not meet at Annual) 
• copies of publicity (see Sections 2 and 4) 
• a sample of the letters mailed to non-winning applicants for the Innovation Award 

(see Section 4) 
• copies of each of the four documents still pending Executive approval (Section 5)  

 


