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Committee Members Present: 
 
Karl Bridges 
Gerri Foudy 
Kathleen Gallagher 
Brian Hickam (Intern/Secretary) 
Edward Kownslar 
Lynn Lampert 
Beth Lindsay 
Kendra Van Cleave (Chair) 
 
Visitor: Keith Gresham (Executive Committee Liaison) 
 
Minutes from the prior meeting were not read. 
 
Agenda Item: Announcements 
Discussion: Announcements included the notice to committee members that the discussions of 
awards are to be confidential.  This includes the names of the nominated winners, until the 
ACRL Executive Committee formally announces them.  Committee members generally serve 
terms of two years.  Announcements of related activities taking place at the Midwinter 
Conference included:  a Research in Scholarship & Education Committee meeting entitled “How 
Librarians Can Use the National Survey…of Student Engagement”; the brainstorming session 
“Economic, Legal, and Social Issues, Oh, My!- Information Literacy Standard #5 in Practice”, 
presented by the Teaching Methods Committee of the IS Section of ACRL; and “Teachin’ the 
Teachers: Developing Effective Training & Professional Development Programs for Instruction 
Librarians”, hosted by the ACRL-IS Management of Instruction Services Committee.  Also 
announced was the meeting on Sunday of the Merriam Dudley Award Committee to decide upon 
this year’s winner. 
Action taken: None. 
 
Agenda item: Publication Award 
Discussion: We were instructed that we could select two winners (one book and one article), but 
that the selection of single publication was preferred.  The workload and time frame of 
committee members was discussed.  We discussed ways of improving the acquisition by 
committee members of each nominated publication.  (This year, the finalized list of nominees 
included 21 articles and 4 books).  At present, there are six months where we have very little to 
do, and then a rush to get through the readings before the Midwinter Conference.  We discussed 
changes to the cycle of duties and decisions that would allow committee members more time to 
get through the readings.  Posting the articles in an online, copyright-compliant manner, or 



uploading them with “interview software,” was suggested.  To form each year’s committee at the 
end of the Midwinter conference, we’d need to be a “Task Force.”  Perhaps we can have a larger 
committee and then divide reading responsibilities in order to compile a shorter list of the 
recommendations the committee will discuss at the conference.   
Action taken: 
• Kendra will contact the award winner and follow through on publicity. 
• The committee will come up with a list of book nominees throughout the year in an effort to 

give the next committee a rolling start. 
• Kendra will forward suggestions for improving workflow to the incoming chair. 
 
Agenda item:  Innovation Award  
Discussion:  It was noted that we don’t have to select an “Innovation Award” winner each year, 
if the committee feels none of the received applications merits it (which happened at 2004’s 
Midwinter meeting).  We also discussed how we might better promote the awards in order to 
receive more publication and innovation nominees.  A discussion of the nominees for each award 
followed.  Our nominations go to the IS Executive Committee for approval.   
Action taken: 
• Kendra will contact the award winner and follow through on publicity. 
• Kendra will forward suggestions for improving workflow to the incoming chair. 
 
Agenda item: Tip Sheet 
The chair will be creating a tip sheet, similar to that available for the Miriam Dudley Award 
(http://www.ala.org/ala/acrlbucket/is/organizationacrl/tipsacrl/tipsmiriamdudley.htm), which 
mostly addresses the chair and sets a timeline for committee duties. The chair would also like to 
include more general suggestions for committee members.  The committee brainstormed these 
general suggestions, which included:  reminder on confidentiality; committee members need to 
be forthcoming about publications they are having difficulty locating; create a strategy for 
soliciting nominations. 
Action taken: 
• Kendra will create the tip sheet and forward it to committee members for revisions, then to 

Exec. for approval. 
 
Agenda item:  Revising the Innovation Award Description 
The chair has noticed that portions of the award description and instructions seem to be 
confusing to applicants.  How can we improve this?  Suggestions included:  we should more 
specifically address each criterion for consideration:  the instruction component, the information 
literacy component, the listing of project team members and each person’s role, and why the 
project was innovative to the library involved, and to academe as a whole; ask for multiple 
copies of electronic components (as applicable); need to clarify the award description’s phrase 
“information literacy instruction”; create an online archive of past and present IS Innovation 
Award winning projects. 
Action taken: 
• Kendra will rewrite the Innovation Award description and instructions, forward to the 

committee for revisions, and then forward to Exec. for approval. 
• Keith will clarify the phrase “information literacy instruction” with Exec. 



• Kendra will investigate the possibility of creating an online archive of past and present IS 
Innovation Award winning projects. 

 
Respectfully submitted, 
Brian Hickam, 
Secretary 
 
 
ACTION ITEMS 
 
Item         Member Responsible  
1. Contact award winners and follow through on publicity.   Kendra 
2. Forward suggestions for improving workflow to incoming  Kendra 
chair. 
3. Create a plan by which the committee will begin soliciting  Kendra 
book nominations during Spring 2005. 
4. Create tip sheet, forward to committee for revisions, then to  Kendra 
Exec. for approval. 
5. Rewrite Innovation Award description and instructions, forward  Kendra 
to committee for revisions, then to Exec. for approval. 
6. Clarify with Exec. the phrase “information literacy instruction”   Keith 
in Innovation description. 
7. Investigate the possibility of creating an online archive of past  Kendra 
and present Innovation winning projects. 
 


