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1. Design and Objeclives

1.1. Dcfinitions

One of the chatmels of inlormation available to the language scientist is (e
professional meeting. Thie limited study of professional meetings undertaken
by the stall of the Language Information Network and Clearinghouse
System (LINC3) project of the Center for Applicd Linguistics (CAL) is
directed toward the investigation ol this channel of information from the
vicwpoint of thoge wio attend the mectings. )

The term professional meeting designates any formal gathering ol scientific
personnet for the prrpose of discussing some aspect of their field of interest.
To be included within the scope of this study. a meeting must be relevanl to
the languige sciciees and must not be restrieted (o the stalT of personnel of
the sponsoring oreanization, Thew is no westiiction regarding co-sponsorship.
Many meciings are co-sponsored by other organizations such as universitics.

1.2, Significance

Preliminiry swrveys have indicated that meetings are regarded as important
channels of information by Linguage scicntists, The infonnalion ebtained at
a meeling is immediate. Information obtained from printed soirces is often
out-ol-date by the time it appems.

There arc olher means of oblaining immediale informmation, such as the
telephone and correspondence. A mecting, however, offers the possibility of
dircet personal eontact 1o all participants. This contact may be spontancous
requiring neither the Tomality of introduction nor advanee arrangeinent,
Mceetings also Provide a forum to which i speaker may present and by which
he may {esl his findings.

e

-

1.3. Procedures

In ordcr o juvestigate the role meetings play in the dissemination of
information in the lainguage sciences, a questionnaire was deviscd to be senit
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o the participants in sejected mceetings. The lists of participants were (o be
obfained (rom the spensoring bodies as soon as possible afier the meclings
had taken place. The responses from the participants in cach mecting were 1o
be analyzed to obtain a composile picture of (he viewpoinls represented, and
the composites representing each meeting were then to be compared with
cach other. A list of mectings proposcd for study appears in Appendix A.

The questionnaire (see Appendix B) is in two sections. Section A is directed
primarily toward the specific meeting the respondent had attended and
secondarily toward hiis opinions of'meetings in general. Section B is directed
toward obtaining minimal biographic dala (o provide a context in which to
consider the responses (o section A, Three basic questions are asked: What
were the reasons for atfending the mecting? What was 2ecomplished at the
meceting? How do meetings compare with otlier channels and sources of
informatien? Although the questionnaive migit have been desianed to probe
the subject more deeply, the shorter and simpler fornt was belicved likely to
clicit & grealer gesponse. Furthier, an in-depth study of one meeling was
planncd. (See scction 3.)

1.4, Results

It was not possible to carry oul (he study as originally planned, TFirst,
budgelary restrictions necessitated & delay in fmplementation after the
questionnaire “was designed. Second, difficullics arose in ucquiring lists of
participanls at the various meclings. As of June 30, 1969, three lists had
been obluined. One was nol usable, one was used, and the (hird was to be
the subject of a later report. It was planned (o continue this study through
1969, after which a final report on the findings of the study was lo be
published.

2. The Seventeenth Anaual Confrrence

of the Natiomal Sociely for (he
Study of Communication

One of the conventions chosen for study was the Seventeenth Aunual
Conference of the National Socicly for the Study of Communication, which
met in Cleveland, Ohio, from April 24-26, 1969. The analysis of the




responsss (o the questionnaire directed lo participants was intended to serve
. as it pilot stedy and to establish guidelines for future analyses.

In response fo a request for a list of partieipants at the Conferenee, (he
Sucicty sent a list of seheduied speakers and chairnien, a complete list of the
particingnts not being available. Two persons were deleted from the original

) list, as they were fordign residents, and questionnaires were mailed (o the 83
remaining. Of the 83 questionnaires, 4 were returned by (he Post Office as

. undeliverable. Thirty—seven individuals responded to the questionnaire, of
whoin 2 stated (hat, atthough scheduled to attend, they had been unable to
do so.

There are (two limitations upon the validity of (he data oblained, As the list
meloded only the active participants, the gronp did nol represent a
cross~ection of those who attended the mecting, Secondly, the response rate
was only fortyawven pereent, below that needed for a valid sample.

In spite of the Hmitstions, the analysis which {ollows is comprehensive, {ar
moic comprebensive than the size ol the sample warrants, This analysis was

intended o serve as a mode Tor Tutm e studics.,

The first data to be eonsidered concerned the reasons for attendance.,

Table 1, Number of Participants by Reason for At{ending

Reason Number
b

e Give a talk 29
, Hear a particvlar talk 19
Broaden knowledge of ficld in general 20
’ Attend business or administrative session 10
See particular colleague 16
. Represent employer ]
’ Scek a2 new position 3
Hire personnel I

The table omits the 2 respondents who did not attend the meeting. Sinee 29
of the 35 active participanis who responded altended to give talks, it was
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asstuned that the remaining 6 chaired some sessions. However, it should be
noted that 2 who had delivered papers did not report this among their
accomplishments at the mecting.

Ay would be expected from the nature of the original mailing list, (he

greatest number of people attended in order to deliver a talk, Excluding this

gencral reason, most attended to hicar a parficular talk or to broaden their

knowledge. Thiese last two reasons plus sceeing a partiolar colleague

represented the most common combination. In terms of the populition

analyzed, it is somewhat surprising to note that 3 were seeking employment.
-

The uuniber of persons who realized their objectives for attending the
ineeting parailels the numbers in table | efosely. The major deviaiion is that
one person who went to seek new employment was unsnceessful. and one
person hired new personnel althongh he evidently had not anlicipated so
doing.

Mosl respondents Jiad at least part of their way paid (15 totally; 11 in part; 9
none), The high number probably again reflects the restricled nature of the
niting It Six indicated that attending such meetings was a doty of their
cmployment {one of the 6, however, had fo pay his own way). Intereslingly,

- only one person reported his employer had sent hin.

Geographie distribmtion is shown in table 2,

_—
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Table 2. Number of Participants by State of Residence

Number of
Stafe Participants

Ohio
Pennsylvania
Wisconsin
Michigun
New York
Mlinois
Kansas
Oregon
Florida
Indiana

fowa
Kenfucky
Maryland
Massachusetls
North Dakola
Utah
Washington

T e — — m— e B D B el Y B PN N

Total 35

The number of participants who had their way paid wis compared with the
mimber {from each state, As no patteriong was discernible, it may be
concluded that having on¢’s way paid had no cffect upon atlendance,
Distance, however, does seem significant, Most of the respondents came
from wilhin 2 500-mile radins. .

Of the 35 who altended the meeting, onc person attcnded none of the
format presentations ind onc person allended all. The rest spent time as
follows: 4: twenty-five percent; 6: thirty percent; 9: fifty percent; 5: sixty
pereeat; 9: seventy-five percent. The average is slightly above fifly percent.

L .

Over the past 3 years attendance was evenly distributed at sessions of this
mecting; 12 having attended 1 previous mecling; 1¢ having aitended 25 and
12 having attended 3 past meetings.
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Twenty-vight reported that they had atiended between 1 and 3 national
professional meetings in the past year: 6 reported between 4 and 55 )
reported 7; and 1 reported that he had attended none. There was |
non-response.

There seems to be no relationship between the mumber of societies to which

the respondents belonged, and the number of inectings they had attended in
the past year.

Table 3. Number of Participants by Number of Socicty Memberships

Number of Memberships Number of Participants

Lo TIEN I o L N N Y N
LTS B WL TV R+ o IR [ o N PV )

ERIC

Considering the number of past sessions of the meeting under analysis, the
total .umber ol professional meetings attended in the past year, and the
number of socicties vach respondent belonged to, it was possible {o conclude
only that tire respondents who attended this partienkar meeting were more
likely to have p*tended other sessions of the same meeting.

The average number of soeicties to which the respondents belonged was 4.
The most popular socictics among the respondents were: the Central States
Speech Association (21) and the Speech Association of Ameriea (19). The
sponsoring socicty, the National Society for Ihie Stikly of Communication
accounted for 30. All other socictics represented had a membership of 5 or
less among the respondents. The total number of socictics was 46.

10
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The respondents were asked (0 rate various media of commmmication in their
order of impertance in furnishing " aformation.

Table 4. Media of Communication Runked by hnportance (co. 0osite)

Journal articles

Books

National meetings

Discussion with collcagues outside place of employment
Discussion with colleagnes at place of employinent
Colleagues! manuseripts and preprints

Abstracts and abstract journals

Document dissemination systems

'I‘u:ll{:ical reports not intended for publication
Oral presentations at stalf meetings

1. Coursewuork and lecture notes

Correspandence

= R N N

g

To arrive at a composite picture of the responses. the following technique
was used. The munber of mentions each medium received was multiplied by
its impoiiance rating. Questionnaire instructions indicuted that the number |
was assighed to the most important medium, 2 10 the second most
important, ¢tc. These numbers were totalled for cach medium and the media
were arranged in rank order. Thns, Books were rated as the primary sonree
of information by 11 respondents and assigned a value of 11 (1 x 11 equrils
11); they were rated as the second most important source of information by
7 and assigned the value of 14 (2 x 7 is 14): and so on. The total thus arrived
at was 130, which placed Books after Jonmal articles (109).

National mectings ranked third, with Discussions witl: colleagues ouvtside of
cmployment, as a source of information. Respondents were to suggest ways
of making mectings more useful. The most frequent suggestions were
advance distribution of papers and provision for more informal discussion of
papers.

11




3. The Twenticth Annoal Rowd Table Mecling
on Linguistics and Linguwige Studivs

The Twenticth Annual Roand "Fable Meeting. lield al Georgetown Universily
Marcho 14 and 15, 1969, was selected Tor special anabysis in connection with
the LINCS study, The reasons Tor this choice were as follows:

1. The mceting was, becanse of its location, immiediately zccessible,
2. Its reputatian is such that Jeading figuresin the kinguage
scivnces are attracted Lo it from all parts of the Uniled States.,
3. Since it is held at & university while classes ate in session,
students in e Lingtiaee seienees are also in mtendanee,
4. The cooperation of the host organization, Georgetown Universily,
was sstred.
5. The meeting is rormuilly so organized that controlled obsenvetion
is Tacils® 1ed.

memlwrs were Lo attend it as obwenvers, Second. the regular Professional
Meetings Questionnitire was 10 be sant o the panticipants ales the neting
had adjourned. “The resposmes 10 the guestromuires were 1o be analyzed in
the conteat of the reports ol the obwervers. [ was hoped et this welmigue
wonld provide both an wedepth analysis of this particular nieeting and also 2
means of chieeking the elficiency of the questionnaire, |

Two approaches were o be wed in stodying this meeting, First, 2 swlf 1
J

Severil fucton, however, prevented the realization of thie gels of thia part of
the LINCS study. Firt, a budgetary restriction led to an indefinile .
postponement of the entire study. When this restriction was removed il
the decision made 1o proceed with the study, it was too late 1o train the staff
meimbers who were (o attend tie meeting in the necessary fickl methods
. Although 2 stalt miembers did in faet attend the meeting their obsersations
were limited to the formal aspeets of the meeting.

The observers noted that. in conlrast to previous Round Table sesstons. the
lopic of thisx mecling (Linguistics and the Teaching of Stamlard English to -_
Speakiers of Other Languiges or Dialects) was very specilie and consequently
did nol have the broad appeal of previous lopics. The cffect of this was to
attract & more homogencous audience than nsual, the great majorily of
whom were from the Washington, D.C. area. 1l seemed that the mudience
represenled, for the most part, fields marginal to the language scicnees, such

as ednculion. The observers also noted that the mecting had more the aura of

ERIC 12 |
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a lecture series wherein the expert informs tie non-s, ecialist, than the usnal
character of past meetings wherein one expert submitied his findings to
other experts for review and diseussion, Thus, it was not possible 1o use the
Georgetown Round Table Mecting Lo test the questionnaire as it did not
provide Lhe anticipaled cross-section of the kmguwage seiences, nor was it 3
typical meeling,

Upon receipt, the list of participants at the meeting was examined in the
lightt of thie observations described above. Unfortunately, (e dist consisted of
names. wilhout addresses or professional affiliations. An eslensive search
through the rather sizable address files available Lo the LINCS project
located] the addresses of only twenty-five percent of the participants. If lifty
percent of these responded to the questionnaire, the stidy of the Ronnd
Table Meeling would have rested npon a basis of thirteen pervent, an
inadequate sample. Of the addresses located, 100, or approximalely
two-thirds, were in the D.C. area, verifying the opinions of the observers, As
they had just been sent a questionnaire in connection with the D.C, Case
Study, it was feared that a potentially serions public relations problem iniein
resilt it they were sent another questionngire so soon. b the light of all
these factors, it was decided to caneel the stndy of the Georgetown Rownd
Table Mccting.

13




APPENDIX A

Professional Mcetings Dusignated for Analysis
in Conjunction with the LINCS Professional Mectings Study
(January to Juine 1969)

Alaska Foreien Language Association

Central States Modern. Lynguage Teachers Association

Grorgetown University Round Table

National Association of Language Laboratory Dircctors
fational Society for the Study of Cominunication

Ohio Modern Languaze Teachers Assocktion

Southeastern Conference on Linguistics

Washingion Associittion of Foieign Language Teachers

14

10




O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

APPENDIX B

Letter of Transinitial

JOHt LOLZ dvrtine CEHTZR FOR APPLILD LINGUISTICS 1717 Massachusetts Aveaue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20036

Toirpivme 12004 Job 13
Co4lee GERTAMUING

Dear Colleague:

The Centar for Applied Lingnistics, under a grant from the MNational Science
Foundation (GN-771), is cmrently designing a Langnage Information Network and
Cleavinghonse Systers (LINCS) whedt is to be a comprelicnsive information system for the
langmage scicnees. The term “langnage sciene s tnclndes 2l studies of langnage and
langange-related phenomens. Thes we are concerngd with information fBow in such fields as
realing, speech, Lnglish and Toweign Langiage teaching, as well as with general and applied
linguidics and  lmguagesrelated aspeets ol psychelogy . information scicnce, computer
scivnee, sociology ., anthropojogy. philosophy. biology, medicinge, iand phyasies,

Onc of the mos! important problenn we fice in designing such a system is to
determine (he information needs, interests. problens, and habits of its poten(ial nsers, so
that the system e be desigaed (o be of muasiowm benefit, relevance, and convenicnee (0
them,

This questionuaire is being sent to people who have reeently atlendud professional
meelings involving Lhe Lingoage scicnces. Its puipose is to delermine the reasons why people
atlend these meetings: what they do at them: and how they regard meetings as an
information source. hr order (o place the responscs in a proper perspective, minimal
biographic infonmation is also requested. We hope that the response thus obtained can be
directed towards the improvenient of professional meetings s a channel of informaftion.

Your response in {illing out this questionnaire would be of considerable help to us in
determining how present and fulure informalion services can be of the grealest benefit Lo
you md your volleagues. We thank you for your interest and cooperation.

Sincerely yours,

A. Hood Roberts
Bircctor
Linguistic Doctnnentation Program

15
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QUESTIONNAIRE

A, CONVENTION INFORMATION ‘The purpose of e following questions is to
gafher intormation about national professional meetings in the Linguage arts and
sciences and their role as an elfective means for the cxchimge ol inlormation.
“This meeting”, as used below, pefers Lo
the Ohio Modern Lunguage Teachers Association Anunal Meeting
which met on April 11-12, 1969.

1. Name 2. Date prepared

3. For which of the following resons did you attend this meeting? Check which-
ever are applicable.

a. To give a paper or talk c. To sce particular colleague(s)
b.—To hear particular papei(s) (. _Sent by employcr

or talk(») £. To seck a new position
c.__To broaden knowledge of he—__Other (please speeify)

field in geneny)
d.__To altend business or
adniinisiralive session

4. Considering the reasons ciied abuve. which wouki you say were aclually accoinplished
by your attendance at this necting?,

5. What pereentage (roughly) of your time at this mecting would you estimate Lo have
been spent i actodl attembinee at fornml presentations associated with this meeting?

— 25 307 B 1 ¢ /2 075 —75% 1007%

6. I this mectiag is one (hat i held at regular intervals, how any of theni have you
atlended m the past three yomrs?

Did you come to this mecting ot your own cxpense? Yes No In part

8. Is allending mectings such as this one part of (he duties of your employment?_____..

9. DPlease list ALL profuessional socicties of which you arc 2 member.

10. 1fow muany NATIONAL profussional and scientific meetings involving the linguage
arts and sciences have you allended in the past year?

Y
11. In the bianks below, please mle vach of the media of communiciation listed in terms
of how import.mt iU i in furnishing information you need. Rate by using mumbers
with [ for the most important, 2 for (he sceond 1nost importanl, cte. If a given
medium is NOT available to you, write ng in the blank next to it.

A.._Books Z2...0ral presentations al staff
b.—._Joumal articles mcelings
¢.—_Document dissemination systems h.____Colleagues® manuscripts or preprinls
¢.g.. ERIC i. Correspondence
d. Technical reports, other papers . Discussion with colleugues 2l pjace
nol intended for pnblication of employmenl
e...—.Abstracts, Abstract journals k.. Discussion willt colleagues outside
f...__Mational meelings plice of employment
L. Courscwork andfor lccture notes

12
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12, Wint suegestions do you have for improving the function of meetings as a
source of information in the kagnage arts or sciences? Please use a separate
sheet of paper il necesiary,

B. BIOGRAPHIC INFORMATION I you have already completed a Natiouad
Register of Scientific and Techuical Personne] or 2 Roster of Linguists
questionnaire {or the Center for Applicd Linguistics, you may omit the
starred H{ens unless there has been some chaige,

I. Mailing address

2, Date ol birth 3. Sexs male female

*4 . Place of birth

*5,  College and post-graduafe training

Colleye or Years Major ' Minor Degree &
University attended _subieet subject Date _awarded

*6. List below those fields in which you feel yon have especial competence or
greatest Birterest (e.g., structural analysis). Include lanpoages, il pertinent.

a d
. b c.
c I

7. Arc yon actively engaged in research or scholarship in any of these specialtics?

Ir yes, please list:

*8. List below those langnages in which you are able to READ matenial about your
field,

H] ¢ ¢
() d. )

Q 17
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*Q, Please indicate what you coisider vourselt 10 be professionzlly (e.g.,
dialectologist; Fanguage teacher). Do not use a job description

*10.  Employinent status (check whichever are applicable).

A ull-time cmployed

b. Part-time employed

CoeeerJull-time suudents where?

d.___Pari-time student; where?

C...—_ Retired

f.———_Not employcd and not secking employment

g Seeking cmployment
*11. If you are full- or part-tiine employed, please supply the following:

Name ol cmployer

Place of employinent

Title of position (il teaching, please give subject)

Section or department

#12, Please Jist your publications, by ttie and date (if article, cite publication); or
atlach a personal bibliography.

14

18




