
NCA 2006 Public Relations Division Business Meeting Minutes 
November 16, 2007, 3:30 - 4:45 p.m. 
Hilton Chicago Lake Michigan Conference Room 
Chicago, Ill. 
 
 
Chair Michael Kent called the meeting to order at 3:35 p.m.  
 
Web Report 
Mihaela Vorvoreanu gave a report about the division’s website.  She stated that the 
website would have a section about the history of the division and as well as an area with 
the division’s bylaws.  She then asked for help in creating a list of former chairs of the 
division.  It was determined the Becky MacDonald was secretary not chair of the 
division.  It was also determined that Dean Kruckeberg had not served as chair of the 
division. 
 
He requested members present to review last year’s minutes.  Jim Benjamin made a 
motion to accept the minutes and Maureen Taylor seconded.  The minutes were 
unanimously approved.   
 
Officer and Committee Reports 
 
Chair’s Report  
Chair Michael Kent reported that he and former-chair Maureen Taylor attended the 
Legislative Assembly meeting.  He relayed to the division that the Assembly had passed 
a resolution to change the organization’s fee structure.  The vote was 75 to 36.  There will 
no longer be a bonus for sustaining or patron members of NCA.  The new structure 
would set the costs the same as regular members.  Members of the Assembly and 
Executive Committee felt the former fee structure was unfair to students.  The Sustaining 
and Patron Memberships will still be available, but those members will see their fees 
increase for the next convention. 
 
Kent then reported that the Executive Committee had also developed another policy that 
states that all presenters for the 2008 convention must be registered by August 10, 2008 
or their names and papers will be dropped from the program.  If a paper is co-authored, 
the first author must register for the conference or the paper will be dropped.  He said that 
the Executive Committee argued that presenters received a benefit by being listed in the 
program and therefore must commit to the convention. 
 
At this point Michael Smith and Jeff Courtright stated that they had been given the date 
of August 6 rather than August 10 for the preregistration deadline at their programmer’s 
meeting. 
 
At this point, Courtright added that everyone should be careful when submitted papers 
and designate a person as the presenter.  If that person has paid, the paper will not be 
dropped. 



 
Then Carl Botan added that the idea of preregistration would be a problem for many 
because of the uncertain of travel budgets.  He also commented that the preregistration 
would actually discriminate most against those people the Assembly’s first policy (fee 
restructuring) was meant to protect. 
 
Vice-Chair’s Report   
Vice-Chair Denise Ferguson reported that there was a continued interest in crisis, theory, 
technology, relationships, values, culture and trust among the division’s members.  She 
said that 17 public relations panels were on the convention’s program, including the 
Business Meeting.  Seventy-nine papers were submitted this year and 42 were accepted, 
which resulted in a 53% acceptance rate; 10 panels were submitted and 5 were accepted, 
which resulted in a 50% acceptance rate.  She said that she had been keeping a record of 
attendance at the nine sessions that had met before the Business meeting.  The average 
audience size was 26, with a low of 15 and high of 44. 
 
She noted that there were some challenges at this convention.  For example, she had little 
control over technology.  Although all requests for technology were submitted, it was 
only available in one room.  In addition, the division’s sessions were not always in the 
same room and some were in strangely configured rooms. 
 
She then mentioned that there had been some discussion about why respondents were not 
assigned to each panel.  She said that this was done to foster more dialogue.  She took a 
straw poll of those in attendance at the Business Meeting to determine preference for 
respondents.  The vote was 25 – 14 in favor of having respondents for all panels rather 
than more time for dialogue. 
 
At this point Bob Heath asked if there was an official announcement of acceptance rates.  
He stated that more university officials required this information of younger faculty. 
 
Taylor said that normally the Legislative Assembly would receive a report of acceptance 
rates, however, that was not the case this year.  However, she said that the information 
was available online and in the division’s minutes. 
 
Vice-Chair Elect’s Report   
Vice-Chair Elect Michael Smith reminded those in attendance about the new 
preregistration rule.  He then noted that the theme for the 2008 NCA convention, to be 
held in San Diego Nov. 21-24, is “unCONVENTIONal.” He noted that programmers 
would be looking for unusual connections that the discipline can make with across 
divisions or with outside organizations.  The deadline for submissions is February 13.  He 
reminded those at the meeting that the convention would run Friday to Monday, with 
preconference on Thursday and possibly a postconference on Tuesday. 
 
At this point, Heath asked if the schedule change was a one-time thing or a new one. 
 
Smith stated that it was his understanding that the change was a one-time thing. 



 
At this point, Vince Hazelton suggested that the change might be due to availability. 
 
At this point, Courtright suggested that the change was due to cost. 
 
Smith said that the division will have 17 slots. He also said that the division was required 
to have Scholar-to Scholar sessions, and that the division would get two extra sessions 
with those Scholar-to Scholar sessions, bringing the total number of sessions to 19. 
 
He said that although Scholar-to-Scholar sessions often have a bad reputation, NCA does 
not see them that way.  Instead, the organization sees them as a way to interact.  In 
addition, NCA wants divisions to strongly consider having top papers scheduled as a 
Scholar-to Scholar session to generate more interaction.  He said that when someone 
submits a paper, he/she will be able to mark whether or not he/she would like to have it 
considered for a scholar-to-scholar sessions.  He also said that we could have the top 
papers in two slots --- one traditional and one scholar-to-scholar. 
 
At this point, Taylor asked if that meant we’d lose a slot. 
 
Smith, said, that yes, we would lose a slot, but that it would be worthwhile to do so for 
recognition. 
 
At this point, Heath asked if the Scholar-to Scholar sessions were held in smaller 
conference rooms or in ballrooms. 
 
Nilanjana Bardhan stated that the Scholar-to-Scholar sessions had been in smaller 
conference rooms at the 2007 convention and that they had been nicely done. 
 
Smith then reported that the Scholar-to-Scholar sessions were longer (1 ½ hours) and the 
plan was to have pods with similar lines of research to help them to work better. 
 
At this point, Ferguson added that four of the 43 papers accepted by the division for the 
2007 Convention had been forwarded on to the Scholar-to-Scholar program and were 
presented.  She also mentioned that once items were submitted to the Scholar-to-Scholar 
session she lost control over them. 
 
At this point, Chris Caldiero stated that it seemed like a paradox to schedule the top 
papers as a Scholar-to-Scholar session to foster discussion. 
 
Smith said that it was double booking, but that it would lead to more exposure. 
 
Bonnie Neff added that the Scholar-to-Scholar sessions do recognize Top Papers within 
the program. 
 
Smith said that he would look into whether or not the Scholar-to Scholar sessions do 
recognize top papers in the program. 



At this point, Botan noted that having the top papers as a Scholar-to-Scholar session was 
a contradiction in terms of documenting the quality of the paper.  He suggested looking at 
this situation on a yearly basis. 
 
Taylor noted that usually the Top Paper Panel is scheduled before the Business Meeting 
and that it was a good way to bring everyone together. 
 
Smith clarified that he did not mean to get rid of the Top Paper Panel.  Instead, he was 
looking for an additional way for the scholars to receive feedback. 
 
He then went on to explain that NCA is interested in reaching out to external 
organizations at the next convention.  To help to build interest, the organization has set 
aside a $5,000 budget to help get top professionals to the conference by paying their way 
and also for their registration for a day at NCA. 
 
The division’s top student paper will be forwarded to NCA for consideration for the 
Cushman Award. 
 
He then reminded everyone to read the ethics policy before submitting papers for the 
2008 Convention since the rules had changed since 2007.   
 
He then asked that we be mindful of what is appropriate as a submission.  For example, 
some students seem to be sending parts of their theses and dissertations but are not 
mindful of the paper length requirements.  He asked that mentors remind students of 
these requirements to that their work is not outright rejected. 
 
He ended by stating that he would like to put the abstracts of all accepted papers on the 
website before the convention to foster discussion. 
 
Nominating Committee Report 
Bardhan thanked everyone for their help with the process.  Corey Hickerson then read the 
list of nominees and asked for nominations from the floor. 
 
Division Elections 

Vice-Chair Elect:  The two nominees were Jae-Hwa Shin and Susan Waters. Both 
made a short speech.  Nominations were opened to the floor and closed.  Members voted 
and Susan Waters was elected. 
 
 Webmaster:  Mihaela Vorvoreanu was the only nominee and was voted in by 
acclamation. 
 

PRIDE Committee:  The nominees were Michael Palenchar, John Fisher, Chiara 
Valentini, and Jae-Hwa Shin.  They nominees were voted in by acclamation. 
 

Nominating Committee:  The three nominees were Corey Hickerson, Jae-Hwa 
Shin and Chuck Lubbers.  Since Shin was named to the PRIDE committee, she was 



removed from consideration.  The remaining nominees were then voted in by 
acclamation. 

   
Paper reviewers:  The following list of paper reviewers for the 2008 San Diego 

conference was approved by acclamation.   
  
Ashli Stokes 
Richard D. Waters 
Michael J. Palenchar 
Mihaela Vorvoreanu 
Rise J. Samra 
John Fisher 
Chiara Valentini 
Sherry Holladay 
Jae-Hwa Shin 
Diana L. Tucker 
Corey A. Hickerson 
Elizabeth Avery 
Chris Caldiero 
Bonnie Neff 
Nadine Yehya 
Jim Benjamin 
Bonnie Riecher 
William Roman 
A. Shield 
Isaac Blankson 
Paul Scovell  
 
 
PRIDE Awards 
Maureen thanked last year’s committee members (Mihaela Vorvoreanu, Katerina 
Tsetsura, Debra Worley and Michael Palenchar) for their hard work and announced this 
year’s awards.   
 
Best Book Award 
McKie, D & Munshi, D. (2006). Reconfiguring Public Relations: Ecology, Equity, and 
Enterprise. Routledge. 
(Award was presented by Taylor) 
 
Best Textbook Award 
Coombs, T. & Holladay, S.  (2006). It’s Not Just PR: Public Relations and Society. 
Blackwell Publishing. 
(Award was presented by Taylor) 
 
 
 



Best Article Award: 
Palenchar, M. & Fitzpatrick, K. (2006). Disclosing Special Interest: Constitutional 
Restrictions on Front Groups. Journal of Public Relations Research, 18(3). 203-224. 
(Award was presented by Taylor) 
 
Lifetime Achievement Award: 
Bob Heath 
(Palenchar spoke and the Inaugural Award was presented by him) 
 
Certificates were distributed to the top paper winners: 
“Dialogic Communication and Resource Dependency: Community Colleges as Models 
for Web Site Effectiveness.”  

Sheila M. McAllister-Greve, Rutgers University 
 Michael L. Kent, University of Oklahoma 
 
“Risk Communication and Community Right to Know.” 
 Michael J. Plaenchar, University of Tennessee 
 
“Crisis Communication Effectiveness: The Roles of Relationship History and 
Compassion.” 
 Chris T. Caldiero, Fairleigh Dickinson University 
 
Certificates will be mailed to the top student paper winners: 
“Dialogue as Strategy and Enactment: Tracking Orientations to Dialogue in the Roman 
Catholic Clergy Sex Abuse Crisis: 
 Suzanne Boys, University of Cincinnati 
 
“Studying Crisis Communication from the Subaltern Studies Framework: Grassroots 
Activism in the Wake of Hurricane Katrina.” 
 Induk Kim, Purdue University 
 
“Public Relations Practitioners and Power-Control: How They Make Meaning of Power 
in an Organization.”  
 Katie Reynolds Place, University of Maryland 
 
Action Items 
Taylor stated that the action items were meant to help streamline the process involved 
with recognizing top papers and PRIDE’s Article of the Year and Book of the Year. 
 
Item 1. Begin recognizing the “top paper” was well as the “top three papers” for both 
faculty and students.   
 
Discussion was held and there were no objections to this item.  A vote was taken and the 
item passed with unanimous consent. 
 



Item 2. Designate the dates for PRIDE’s Article of the Year and Book of the Year.  
Proposal: books or articles must be nominated or self-nominated by June.  Books will be 
considered on an “academic year”: 2006-2007, 2007-2008, etc. to allow publishers to 
send books and committee members to review books.  Books cannot be considered twice. 
 
Journals will be considered on a June-June basis schedule. 
Taylor asked that if you have written a book, please ask your publisher to send it to the 
PRIDE committee. 
 
Tim Coombs said that the system would be good to enact. 
 
Heath asked if all the publishers sent the materials to the PRIDE committee. 
 
Taylor responded that yes, they all had. 
 
At this point, Taylor asked if the authors of the articles and books under consideration for 
the PRIDE awards needed to be members of NCA and the division. 
 
Botan suggested not making that limitation so that the division can legitimately say that it 
was the best book and article of the year. 
 
Neff stated that requiring membership to NCA and the division was not the original intent 
of the PRIDE awards. 
 
No one had objections to the dates outlined by Item 2. 
 
Item 3. Create a Lifetime Achievement Award 
 
There were no objections to institutionalizing the award. 
 
Smith suggested that a committee be formed to identify criteria for the award. 
 
There were no objections and the motion passed. 
 
Old Business 
None 
 
New Business 
Kent told those in attendance that the NCA Executive Committee wanted feedback about 
what it means to be a member of NCA.  He suggested using the division’s listserv as a 
way to discuss this matter. 
 
In addition, he suggested that the listserv be used to generate ideas for Preconference. 
 
Various position opening announcements and miscellaneous announcements were then 
made. 



 
The meeting was adjourned at 4:55p.m. 
 
Respectfully submitted by Brigitta R. Brunner, Secretary (2007-2009). 


