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introduction
The February 1968 Semlannual Meeting of the American Soclety of Heatlng,

Refrigerating, and Alr-Conditioning Englneers was the occaston for e study of

sclentiflc and technologlcal information exchange among heating, refrigerating,

2 The study showed that the meeting provided the

and alr-conditioning englneers,
flrst public announcement of much recently completed work (on the average, authors
started thelr work 2 1/3 years prior to the meeting and reached a stage at which
they consldered It reportable 7 months prior to the meeting). The study also
Indicated that at the time of the meeting only 55% of the presentation Authors
definitely planned further written dissemination of their work. The main types
of postmeeting dissemineticn planned were proceedings, transacticns, or symposluin
publications (mentioned by 28% of the Authors) and Journals (mentlioncd by 23%).
This report presents the findings on the actual formal publication of this materla’
durlng the year following the 1968 meeting.
Conduct of the Study

Approximately one year after the 1968 meeting, atl authors of presentations
at the meeting were sent followeup questionnaires (Appendix i), Thcse were
designed to determine how much of the program meterial hud been submitted for
Journal publication during the year following the meeting, what outlets were
selected, what types of revisions were rcquired, what reasons were given for
rejection by the journal or for withdrawal of the manuscript by the author, what
pollcies were encountered regarding page chorges, and what types of further

dissemination were plonned. In addition, data were obtained from those authors

2
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3
who had not yet submitted thelr presentation materlal for journal publication
during the year following the meeting. These data Included 1) the number of
Authors stlll planning to do so and the reasons for the delay, and 2) the number
not planning to do so and the reasons vor thils decislion. Of the 88 authors who
presented papers at the 1968 meeting, 71% (60) resoonded to the follow-up survey
and 58% (5)) returned both the origina) and tha follow-up questlionnalres.

Findings based on the follow-up questionnalres will be discussed first.
Then data from those authors who responded to both the Inltlal and the follow-up
studies will be summarized. These datas when combined allow comparison 1) of
premeating dissemination of program material with postmeeting dlssemination,
and 2) of publication plans reported at the time of the original study with the
status of such plans a year later.
findings of the Follow-Up ;jtudy of Authors

Ouring the year follcwing the February 1968 Semiannaul ASHRAE Meetiry, 57%
(34) of the 60 responding Aithors submitted the maln content of their presentatione

for Journal pub!lcetlon.3

Yhe work of u2% (25) was published during this period;
the work of 7% () was accepted but not yet publlished, and the work of 8% (5)
was submitted to, but not yet accepted by, journals.

The remaining L3% (26) of the Authors had not submitted manuscripts for
Journal publication during the year fuitowing the meeting, Two still planned
to do so. One of these two Authors stated that the delay was due to the need
to collect additional data, and the other, to Insufficient time to prepare the
manuscript,

Forty percent (24) of the Authors, for reasons which appear In Table 1, had
nelther sutmitted thelr work for publication nor intended to do so. Over half (SU3)

Jthroughout this report, ASHRAE Tranyactions wiil be considered & ;surnal.




Table 1}
REASONS FOR NONSUBHMISSION OF PROGRAM MATERIAL TO JOURNALS

Reasons Authors
N=24
Presentation created specifically for meeting and
no further formal dissemination approprlate 5L, 2%
informat{on sufficlently avallable in another format 25.0

Insufficlent time to conform to editorial formalltles
and policles 8.3

Significant Information not worth time § effort to
write up L,2

Would not reach appropriate audience through journal
publication L,2

Other L,2
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of these Authors Indlcated that the presentations were created speclfically for
the meeting and that no further formal dissemination was considered appropriate.
An additional 25% felt that the Informatlion was sufficlently avallable In other
forms, Three Authors mentloned books or parts of !.ooks, two mentioned technical
reports, and one, each, mentloned proceedings, an Informat mimeographed report,
and a premeeting journal article.

The major findings relative to those Authors whose work was published or
accepted appear In Table 2. Only & tenth of the Authurs In these groups Indlicated
that they had incorporated Into thelr manuscripts work which was additional to that
Included in thelr meeting presentaticns,

The work of the 29 published or accepted Authors appeared or will appear
In four different journals, Two of these (ASHRAE Journal ond ASHRAE Transactions)
will have published 90U of this materlial. The distribution of the submission and
publication dates for all published or accepted manuscripts appear In Figqure 1,
which shows a medlien submisslon date of the month of the meeting and a median
publication date of three months after the meeting.

Only four (1X) of the published or accepted Authors were required to revise
thelr manuscripts prior to acceptance. For three of these Authors the revisions
involved minor stylistic changes; the fourth was required to make his manuscript
more conclise. None of the published or accepted Authors had submitted thelr
manuscripts to Journals otaer than the ones by which they were published or
accepted. The great majority of Authors (72X) Indicated that page charges were
absorbed by the Journals (see Table ¥).

Almost & fourth (21X) of the pudblished or accepted Authors planned
additional dissemination of the material, Three Authors Indicated they would

produce additional Journal acticles, two would glve colloquis, one would present

Q




Table 2
AUTHORS' RESPONSES IN RELATION TO PRINCIPAL TOPICS IN SURVEY

Toplcs Authorg
N=29
Inclusion In article of work In addition
to that contalned In meeting presentation 10.3%
Qutiets publishing or accepting program material
ASHRAE Journal 58.6%
ASHRAE Transactlions 31.0
Journal of the Acoustical Society of Americs 3.4
Bullatin of ASHRAE 3.4
Unspeclifiad 3.b
Revislon of submitted manuscript necessary prior
to acceptance 13.8
Assumption of page charges
Journai 72.4%
Employing Institutlon 6.9
Self 6.9
Page charge Information not provided 13.8

Planned further dissemination of content of
presentation In addition to postmeeting
Journal erticle 2k,

®the work of 25 Authors was published during the yeer following the meeting
and that of four was accepted for publication
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the materlal at another professional meeting, and one, In a book,

The work of five Authors had been submitted but not yet accepted for journal
publication, One of these Authors Indicated that his manuscript was not currently
belng acted upon., He falled to Indicate whether the manuscript had previously
been rejected or whother he had chosen to withdraw It. The manuscripts of four
of these Authors were in the hands of the edltor of the ASHRAE Journal at the
time of the survay, with submission typlcally having been just before the 1968
meeting (over one year before the survey). None of these Authors had previously
submitted thelr work to other journals,(Glven the short time lag between submission
and publication for the other manuscripts studled, the long delay between submnissio
and publication for these four .manusctipts seems pecullar).

Comparison of the Findings of the initial and the Follow-Up Studies
This section of the report deals with the data from the 51 Authors who

particlpated In both the Initial and the follow-up studles. As Table 3 Indicates,
slightly more than a fourth (27.5%) of these Authors had presented thelr work
In oral or written form prior to the meeting and had elther submitted manuscripts
for journal publication during the year following the meeting (25.5%) or still
plannad to do so (2X), more than a year later. A third (31X) of the Authors
had not reported their work prior to the meeting but had submitted It for journal
pudblication during the following year. A fifth had reported their work prior to
the meeting but d1d not seek further dissemination In Journals. There remains &
rather large portion (22%) of the Authors who nelther reported thelr work prior
to the meeting ncr iIntended to do so (In journals) afterward.

Table & comps_es Authors' publicetion plans at the time of the meeting with
actual postmeeting journal dissemination, and shows that 29% of the Authors had

planned journsl publication at the time of the meeting and elther had made or yet

Q




Table 3
PRE= AND POSTMEETING OISSEMINATION OF PROGRAM MATERIAL

Dissemination Authoss
o N=51|

Work presented In oral and/or written form

prior to meeting and submitted for journal

publication, accepted, or published In year

following meeting 25.5%

Work presented In oral and/or written form

prior to meeting and journal publication planned

though matertal not yet submitted (within year

foliowing meeting) 2,0

Work presented in oral and/or written form prior
to meeting and no further dissemination In Journal
format planned 19.6

Work nci presented In oral or.written form prior to

meet ing but submlitted for Journal publication,

accepted, or published within year following

meeting 31.4

Work : vt presented In oral or written form prior
to mectin) but submission for journal publication
planned more than a year following meeting 0.0

Work ot presented In oral or written form prtor
to meeting and no dissemlination in journal
format :lanned 21.6

.
P -

®sixty-five Authors responded to the initial survey, 60 to the follow-up
survey and 5t (58% of the 88) to both studies, This table presents date on
the 51 for whom Information from both studies was avallable,




Table 4
PLANNED AND ACTUAL DISSEMINATION CF PROGRAM MATERIAL

10

Dissemination Patterns Authors
N=512

Journal publication planned at time of meeting
and materlal submlitted for journal publication,
accepted, or published In the year following 27.4%

Journal publication planned at time of meeting
and still planned though manuscript not yet
submitted (within . a year following meeting) 2,0

Journal publicatlon planned at time of meeting,
but plans changed or abandoned during year
followlng meeting 5.9

Journal publication not planned at time of
meeting, but materlal submlitted for journal
publicatlion, accepted, or published during
year followlng meetling 29.4

Journal publication pot planned at tlme of
meeting but now planned more than 3 year
later 0.0

Journal publication not planned at time of
meeting and no effort toward Journal
publlication made subsequent to it 35.3

®This table presents data on those Authors (58%) who responded to both
the Inltlal study and the follow-up (one year later),
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Intended to make some effort to publish. Only 6% of the Authors had planned
Journal publication and subsequently abandoned these plans. Over a third (35%)
of the presentations made at thes meeting were nelther intended for postmeeting
journal publicatlion nor was any effort made to publish them. A large number (29%)
of the Authors, however, had not planned journal publication at the time of the
meeting and later declded to submit their work.b Thus the postmeeting disseminatiol
activities of only two-thirds of the Authors were consistent with their plans
(stated at the time of tha meeting) for subsequent dissemination of the material.
Summary

A follow=up study of the authors who presented program material at the
February 1968 Semiannual Meeting of the American Soclety of Heatlng, Refrigerating
and Alr-Conditioning Englneers offorded data on the subsequent dissemination of
that material during the year following the meeting. The principal findings are
as follows:

1) During the year following the meeting, 57% of the Authors made efforts
to publish the work they presented, In journals. The work of 42% had been pub-
lished; the work of 7% had been accepted by journals but not yet published; and
the work of 8% had been submitted to, but not yet accepted by,journals. Only 3%
of the Authors still planned publicatlon of thelr work a year after the meeting.
The remalining 40% had nelther submitted thelr work to journals during the year
following the meeting nor Intended to do so. Over half of this latter group
Indicated that their presentatlions were created specifically for the meeting and
were not approprlate for further dissemination.

2) The 29 Authors whose work was accepted or published had submitted manu-

scripts, on the average, during the month of the meeting. The medlan publication

Unsolliclted comments by the respondents Indicate that the editor of ASHRAE
ournal will "plick up'' a number of presentations to be published without having
QO n formally submitted.
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date was three months after the meeting. Ninety percent of this materlal appeared

or will appear In elther ASHRAE Journal or ASHRAE Transactions. A few of .these

Authors (14%) were required to make revisions (all of them minor) prior to
acceptance,

3) Only 10% of the accepted or published Authors had {ncorporated Into
thelr manuscripts work which was not Included In thelr presentations. Almost a
fourth (24%) planned further dissemination of tlie same materlal (after journsl
publication), chiefly In other Jjournal articles or at colioquia.

4) only one of the 34 Authors who had submitted manuscripts during the year
following the meeting had submitted it to a journal which had not accepted it.

5) The over-all dissemination pattern of information presgnted at the
meeting indlcates that within four months of the meeting, 67% of all the material
destined for journal publication will have been published.

6) The findings relative to Authors who particlpated In both the initlal
and the follow-up studies Indicate that a relatively large portlon (22%) of the
work presented at the meeting was nelther disseminated in some form prior to
the meeting nor iIntended for postmeeting journal publication.

7) The Authors' journal publication plan; as reported at the time of the
meeting were not consistent with or good predictors of their actual postmeeting
dissemination activities. Far more actually attempted journal publication after
the meeting than originally Intended to do so.

The combined results of the original siudy of the ASHRAE semlannual meeting
and the author follow-up study indicated that the meeting brought together, on
a single occaslon, a varlety of recently completed work which was announced to
a large grow of engincers for the flrst time at the meeting, and which was then
quickly disseminated via journals to the broader englneering community. It Is of

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI
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special importance to the. field that 90% of tho meeting matetlal which wes or will
be published appeared or will appear in only two journals, Thus the wide varisty
of material which ts hresented at a single ASHRAE meeting is not subsequently
scattered throughout a large number of journals.

There Is, however, a potential rroblem In the over-all communication system
In heating, refrigerating, and alr-conditioning engineering, and it Is Indicated
by the fact that more than 20% of the meetlng presentations were disseminated
neither prlor to the meeting nor afterward. Thus the meeting presentation itself
was the only format In which a rather substantial portion of the meeting materlal
will be disseminated. Most of the Authors who did not or will not make further
dissemination of their meeting materlai Indicated that their presentations were
created specifically for the meeting and that no further dissemination was
appropriate. it might be worthwhile, however, for ASHRAE to review this material
and to determine whether It has, In fact, characteristics which make It worth
presenting at the national meeting but which at the same time render it

inappropriate for further dissemination.




PPENDIX A: FOLLOWUP AUTHOR QUESTIONNAIRE

Attached to the top of this page is the title of your presentation to

HAS THE MAIN CONTENT OF THIS PRESENTATICN BEEN SUBMITTED TO A SCIENTIFIC OR TECHNICAL JOURNAL
FOR PUBLICATION? YES NO

If YES,

[ su

—— If NO, please answer only the questions on the lower half of this page.

please check that one of the three statements below which best describes the current status of the manuscript.

BMITTED AND HAS BEEN PUBLISHED (If you check this category, please answer only the ques-
tions on page 2.)

[C(] SUBMITTED AND ACCEPTED BUT NOT YET PUBLISHED (If you check this category, please ans-

(] su

wer only questions on page 3.)
BMITTED BUT NOT YET ACCEPTED FOR PUBLICATION (if you check this category, please
answer only questions on page 4.)

MANUSCRIPT NOT SUBMITTED FOR PUBLICATION

If you have never submitted the main content of your presentation for journal publication, do you ever expect to do so?

If YES,
(a)

(b)

1f NO,
(a)

Yes No

Which of the following best describes your reasons for not submitting it sooner?
work presented was part of a long-term project and is not yet ready to report in completed form

needed to replicate or verify certain findings

needed to perfect or test further the methodology employed

needed additional data

——— other (Please specify)

What is the present status of your work?
manuscript preparation definitely planned but not yet started

.——— - Manuscript currently in pieparation

—_ _ other (Please specify)

Which o: the following best describes your reason for not publishing the main content of your presentation in a
journal?

—— information sufficiently avaitable in another form

-— — book or part of a book —.__nonscientific or nentechnical publication
proceedings .—dissertation or thesis
technical report ———— informal mimeographed report

insufficient time to conform to editorial formalities and policies

significant information not considered worth the time and effort to prepare it for formal journal publication
presentation was specifically created for this meeting and no further formal dissemination of information
was considered appropriate

l1ost interest in field to which the significant information in the presentation was relevant

significant information superseded

would not reach the appropriate audience through journal publication

. financial support to meet page charges presented a problem

other (Please specify)

A

O
EMC THANK YOU. PLEASE RETURN THIS QUESTIONNAIRE AT YOUR EARLIEST CONVEMIENCE.

IToxt Provided by ERI



PAGE 2
MANUSCRIPT HAS BEEN SUBMITTED AND PUBLISHED

I. (a) In what journal was it published?

(b) When was it published? (month) (year)
(¢) When did you first submit it to this journal? (month) —_ (year)
(d) Does the article report other work in addition to that which you presented at the meeting? Yes No

If YES when was this additional work completed? Before the meeting {:]

After the meeting []
(e) Did the editor suggest any revisions in your manuscript prior to publication?  Yes
If YES, please briefly describe their nature __

No

{STATISTICAL, THEQRETICAL, MAKE TREATMENT MORE CONCISE, £ETC,)

2, Did you submit the manuscript to another journal prior to the one in which it was published? Yes ___ No
If YES,
a. Please name journal(s) and approximate date(s) you first submitted manuscripts to each.
Journal Approximate Date (Month/ Year)

b. Which of the following statements best describes the reason that you did not publish the article in any of the
above journals?

delay in editorial action

suggested revisions considered inappropriate

—_suggested revisions considered too demanding

not accepted by editor (Please indicate below reason for nonacceptance)

subject matter inappropriate

manuscript length inappropriace

statistical or methodological grounds

theoretical or interpietational grounds

controversial findings

other (Please describe in as much detail as you can)

other (Please describe)

3. Do you anticipate any further written or oral dissemination of this work?  Yes
1 YES, in what form (collogquim, book, journal, etc.)?

No

4. By which of the following were page charges assumed?
—_your institution
——your specific research project
—__the journal

——yourself

Qo THANK YOU. PLEASE RETURN THIS QUESTIONNAIRE AT YOUR EARLIEST CONVENIENCE.

ERIC
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PAGE 3
MANUSCRIPT HAS BEEN SUBMITTED AND ACCEPTED BUT NOT PUBLISHED

I. {a) In what journat will it be published?

(b) Approximately when will it be published? (month) (year)

(c) When did you first submit it to this journal? (month) (year)

(d) Will the article report other work in addition to that which you presented at the meeting?

Yes No__
If YES, when was this additional work completed? Before the meeting []
After the meeting [}
(e) Did the editor suggest any revisions in your manuscript? Yes No

If YES, please briefly describe their nature

(STATISTICAL, THEOCRETICAL, MAKING TREATMENT MORE CONCISE, ETC.}

2. Did you submit the manuscript to another journal prior to the one in which it witl be published?

Yes _ No
If YES,
a., Please name journal(s) and approximate date(s) you first submitted manuscripts to each.
Journat Approximate Date (Month/Year)

b. Which of the following statements best describes the reason that you did not publish the article in any of the
above journals?

___delay in editorial action
suggested revisions considered inappropriate

suggested revisions considered too demanding
not accepted by editor (Please indicate below reason for nonacceptance)

subject matter inappropriate

manuscript length inappropriate

statistical or methodological grounds

theoretical or interpretational grounds

controversial findings

other (Please describe in as much detail as you can}

other (Please describe)

3. Do you anticipate any further written or oral dissemination cf this work?
Yes No

If YES, in what form (colloquium, book, journal, etc.)?

4. Which of the following will assume page charges?

the journal
yourself

— —your institution
your specific research preject

Q THANK YOU, PLEASE RETURN THIS QUESTIONNAIRE AT YOUR EARLIEST CONVENIENCE.

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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MANUSCRIPT SUBMITTED BUT HAS NOT BEEN ACCEPTED FOR PUBLICATION

. Did the manuscript which you submitted report other work in addition to that which you presented at the meeting?
Yes No

If YES, when was this additional work completed? Before themeeting [_]
After the meeting [ |
2. s your manuscript currently being acted upon by an editor of a journal? Yes No
If YES,

(a) What is thename of journal?

(b) When gid you submit it to this journal? {month) (year)

(c) Did you submit the manuscript to any other journal{s) prior to this one which is presently considering it?
Yes No . (If NO, skip to question H4).
If YES, please name journal(s) and give approximate date{s) you first submitted manuscripts to each.
Journal Approximate Date (Month/Year)

If NO,
{a) Please name journal(s} to which you ha.e submitted your manuscript and give approximate date(s) of submission,
Journal Approximate Date (Month/Year)

3. if editorial action was taken when you submitted your manuscript to any of the above journals, which of the following statements
best describes the reason that you did not putlish it in them?

delay in editorial action

suggested revisions considered inappropriate

suggested revisions considered too demanding

not accepted by editor (Please indicate below reason for nonacceptance)

subject matter inappropriate
manuscript length inappropriate
statistical or methodological grounds

- _theoretical or interpretational grounds
controversial findings

other (Please describe in as much detail as you can)

other (Please describe)

4. Do you anticipate any further written or oral dissemination of this work?
Yes No
If YES, in what form (colloquium, book, journal, etc.)?

5. If accepted for publication, which of the following will assume page charges?

——_ Yyour institution your specific research project the journal yourseif

Q
EMC THANK YOU. PLEASE RETURN THIS QUESTIONNAIRE AT YOUR EARLIEST CONVENIENCE.



