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Dave Sackett, Chair

1. I contacted 18 journals and learned societies to inform them about the Prize and to ask them to publicize it.  Two Editors-in-Chief of the biggest journals immediately nominated trials from their own journals, and the E-i-C of a third arranged for us to have a flashing notice on its website.


2. I also established an international-multidisciplinary team of 42 “look-outs” to improve our world-wide coverage of the full range of health disciplines. 


3. Nominations for the 2008 Trial of the Year were closed on 31 January 2009.

4. We received 26 nominations.  Five were for the wrong Society, wrong study design, or wrong year.

5. Committee members examined the resulting 21 on the ImpACT/TotY website (thanks to its host, Steve Goodman), along with pdf’s of the original articles and any related editorials.  Special thanks and praise to Allan Grimm for his brilliant, ongoing modifications of the site and its operation, and to Scott Rushing for pointing to it from the Society Home Page.

6. In a series of iterations, we narrowed the nominations to 3 and held a conference call of sorts to pick the tentative winner.  

7. I then made a final search of PubMed and the web to make sure there had been no corrections, rebuttals, withdrawals, lawsuits, raids, or arrests in connection with our choice.  

8. There being none, we unanimously agreed on it.

9. I then contacted the PI of the winning trial, who thanked the Society and accepted our invitation to Atlanta to present the trial and receive the award at the 3:30 – 5:00 Monday afternoon “Trial of the Year and Project ImpACT” plenary.

10. I then briefly frightened the dickens out of Wendy Parulekar, who thought our winner’s travel and accommodation costs were coming out of her beleaguered programme budget.  Taddy saved the day by assigning them elsewhere.  
11. Along the way, I asked, pleaded with, hectored, harassed, bullied, sent thinly veiled threats, and finally offered great thanks to Taddy Dickersin, Steve Goodman, KyungMann Kim, and John Norrie, for their hard work in making our selection.

12. We wonder if we should announce and widely publicize the winner before the annual meeting, and would appreciate the Board’s advice on this.

[image: image1.png]



