
ACRL Instruction Section  
Awards Committee 

Virtual ALA Midwinter Discussion  
Tuesday, December 7, 2010, 10:00-11:30am Central  

 
Members Present: 
Robin Ewing (co-chair, 2010-2011) 
Elizabeth Kocevar-Weidinger (co-chair, 2010-2011) 
Anne Armstrong (member, 2010-2012) 
Polly Boruff-Jones (Liaison, 2010-2011) 
Marissa Ball (member, 2009-2011) 
Melissa Bowles-Terry (member, 2010-2012) 
Lori DuBois (virtual member, 2010-2012) 
Erin Ellis (member, 2009-2011) 
Clara Fowler (member, 2010-2011) 
Robin Kear (member, 2010-2012) 
David Oberhelman (member, 2010-2012) 
Deborah Campbell (intern, 2010-2011) 
Members Absent: 
Megan Griffin (Staff Liaison, 2010-2011) 
Observers: 
This is a closed meeting, so no observers were present. 
 
The meeting was called to order at 10:00am. 
 
MINUTES 
Announcements 
As this is the first time a conference call is being used for the Midwinter meeting, all members were reminded 
to state their name before speaking, and to remember confidentiality when talking about the Rockman award 
discussion today. 
 
Introductions 
 
2. Approval of Agenda 

Motion to approve the agenda was made by David Oberhelman, with Robin Kear seconding. The 
Agenda was approved. 

3. Approval of minutes from Annual 2010 
 Minutes from the 2010 Annual Meeting were already approved via email, and are already posted. 
4. Dudley Award update 
Clara Fowler has been searching for replacement funding for the $3000 Dudley Award.   ALA has approved a 
list of 13 possible companies to ask; Clara has written letters to 10 of those companies and will soon follow up 
with individual phone calls.  While no commitments have been made yet, Elizabeth Kocevar-Weidinger 
mentioned that the ACRL Instruction Section may be asked to consider funding $1000 of the award, with 
another donation from LOEX.    

Clara explained that so far this year there has been 1 new application for the Dudley Award, with 8 total 
candidates for this year (nominations from previous years remain active for three years total).  Elizabeth and 
Clara both mention that the lack of funding is a likely cause for the smaller nomination pool this year.  The 



Dudley committee will soon begin looking through applicants to select the next winner.  [To date, the Miriam 
Dudley Instruction Librarian Award has been awarded 27 times from 1984-2010] 

David Oberhelman asked for a reminder of what the current amounts were for all of the awards.   
 
Since the Dudley Award (which represents lifetime achievement) has inconsistent funding and therefore fewer 
nominations, Clara wondered if it would be possible to move some of the award money from the Innovation 
and Rockman award to the Dudley Award.  Because the funding allocations depend on the 
sponsoring/donating vendor agreements, it is not possible at this time. 
 
Polly Boruff-Jones explained that the acquisition of LexisNexis by ProQuest will not affect the funding for the 
Innovation Award.   
 
Clara will be taking suggestions and questions about the funding for the Dudley Award either via the Awards 
ListServ or by contacting her directly.   

 
5. Innovation Award deliberation date confirmation 
As determined via email poll, the meeting to determine the Innovation Award will be held via teleconference 
on January 4th, 2011.  Members of the Awards committee will be emailed after today with the information 
about the 3-4 nominees; so that they can be familiar with the nominees for the January 4th meeting. 
 
Robin Kear asked if the nominees for the Innovation award carry over from year to year as the Dudley Award 
nominees do, or if they are nominated new each year.  A project may be resubmitted by the author each year, 
but they are not automatically carried forward.  To be eligible for the Innovation Award, the project must have 
happened in last 2 years. 
 
Action Item: Elizabeth Kocevar-Weidinger will send out a reminder email for the January 4th, 2011 meeting 
with a poll to determine the best time. 
 
6. Duties reminder for Annual ALA awards ceremony 
While explaining the duties of the committee during ALA Annual, Robin Ewing explained that since the Awards 
are presented at the beginning of the Instruction Section Program at ALA Annual, the audience is strong.  
During the ceremony, a few committee members took photos. 
 
As ALA Annual is approaching, the committee decides to meet or not to meet.  Lately the committee has been 
meeting in person on Saturday, and as many members as possible attend the awards ceremony on Sunday; 
this helps with logistics & coordination.  There are various meals held by vendors to celebrate the award 
winners. 
 
7. Updates of Old Business 

a. Award sponsorship: Robin Ewing explained that this topic point was covered in the above discussion 
for the Dudley Award (minutes point #4).  

 
b. Separating books/journals, long/short documents: Liz Kocevar-Weidinger explained that until we 
have funding issues settled for the Dudley Award, we will postpone the discussion of separating the 
Rockman Award into different categories for Books/Edited Books/Journals/etc. because it is hard to 
compare a book to an article.  This point will be kept a live point for future discussion.  

 



c. Website update: The website was updated this past semester to reflect the new procedures for the 
Rockman Award.  In the past, the Rockman Award originally considered only articles published in 10 
specific journals; this is the third year of using a literature search of relevant databases to collect 
nominations.  This change has been approved by the IS Executive Committee, and the website now 
reflects those changes. 

 
8. Rockman Award deliberation 
After discussion and deliberation, a decision was reached. The decision is to remain confidential until ALA 
publically announces the award winners.   
  
9. Rockman procedures input 
The procedures used for deciding the Awards are constantly being checked, improved, & updated.  Recent 
changes include 1) narrowing down the number of articles to the top 10 choices before the Midwinter virtual 
meeting, 2) Holding the Midwinter Meeting virtually and using email, Connect, and the listserv to facilitate the 
narrowing discussion, and 3) moving from a search of only 10 specific journals to a literature search in relevant 
databases.   
The following comments/questions/suggestions add to the procedures discussion. 
  

a. David Oberhelman explained that with external nominations coming in so close to the wire (and after 
the first few narrowing steps have already been taken), it makes it hard to equally consider the 
external nominations. David mentioned the option of moving up the deadline for External Nominations 
so that they could be considered more equally.  Both Elizabeth Kocevar-Weidinger and Robin Ewing 
will look into it along with a way to better highlight external nominations in Connect. 

 
In relation, Lori DuBois mentioned that the IS Executive Committee has a set time frame for when the 
ALA Midwinter Meetings should be held, but due to our differing task, perhaps we could be excused 
from those expectations and hold our meeting later.  
 
For the next few years, Midwinter is later than this year.  For example, Midwinter 2012 in Dallas will be 
held on January 20th, and Seattle 2013 on January 25th.  The committee can discuss whether holding 
the Midwinter Meeting later in January will help with the External Nominations for Rockman. 

 
 

b. Robin Kear expressed some confusion with Connect in that it was difficult to tell when a list was 
complete/ which posting was the newest.  Marissa Ball agreed that PBwiki (used in past years) was 
more intuitive and that Connect seemed jumbled.  Both Elizabeth Kocevar-Weidinger and Anne 
Armstrong expressed agreement.  David suggested if we continue to use Connect, perhaps we could 
use the Discussion posts differently.  The committee will continue to search for better ways to hold the 
online narrowing discussions. 

 
These above items lead to the Action Item to continue the discussion on the Rockman selection procedures at 
ALA annual. 
 
10. New Business 

a. Robin Ewing and Elizabeth Kocevar-Weidinger explained that since the wording for the Innovation 
Award is unclear (stating that the applicant must be from an “Academic” library), this year the 
committee has received an application packet from a K-12 library.  The intended recipient of the 
Innovation award is a library in Postsecondary or Higher Education. The word “Academic” in the award 
description is problematic, because the work of K-12 librarians can be considered to be “academic.”   



 
Polly Boruff-Jones and Lori DuBois are in agreement that the intended recipient of the award would be 
a higher education/post secondary institution.   
 
As a result of the discussion, an action item was created to change the verbiage in the application to 
reflect the intended “post secondary” audience and to also refer future K-12 applicants towards more 
appropriate AASL award opportunities. 

 
b. Melissa Bowles-Terry inquired if the committee was meeting at ACRL in Philadelphia.  Lori DuBois 
explained that at ACRL National no business meetings will be held. 

 
c. After the Rockman Award is officially announced, both Robin Ewing and Elizabeth Kocevar-Weidinger 
will notify those who nominated books/articles for the Award.   

 
Adjournment 
David Oberhelman made the motion to Adjourn, seconded by Anne Armstrong at 11:30am central. 
 
 
Action Items: 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Item  Member Responsible  Due Date 

1. Send out a reminder email for the January 4th, 2011 
meeting with a poll to determine the best time  

1. Elizabeth Kocevar-
Weidinger 

Before 
Jan. 4th. 

2. The discussion on the procedures for 
selection/nomination of the Rockman Award will continue 
at the ALA Annual Convention. 

2. all ALA Annual 
Convention 

3.  Change the verbiage in the application of the Innovation 
Award to reflect the intended “post secondary” audience, 
and to also refer future K-12 applicants towards more 
appropriate AASL award opportunities. 
 

3.  Elizabeth Kocevar-
Weidinger & Robin Ewing 

? 


