Editor’s Report

This was my first year as CCSCNE Editor, and as one would expect some things went well and some not so well. Here is a summary of both the good and the bad. I want to first thank the following individuals for helping make the process easier: Karl Wurst for providing the scripts that made a big difference in getting the camera-ready copies together, Dick Close for a summary of helpful hints from his experience as editor, and Ingrid Russell who somehow made the vital contacts with John Meinke when all my emails had failed to reach him.

Using online submission for the camera-ready copies made the entire process much easier. All I had to do was check that the submissions had been made, were in a valid format, and then tell John Meinke where to find them. I suggest for the future that papers, panels, and posters all be submitted online from the beginning (the students did not use the online form for the camera ready copy, but I think that they would have done so if their original submission had been online).

Authors generally did a good job of following the rules for submission, but I need to do a better job of conforming the format rules for the original submission and the camera-ready submission (such as fonts, file formats, etc.).

A problem area was that of referees. Some people got left off the list of referees that got listed in the proceedings. I’m not sure how that happened, but clearly needs to be corrected for the future.

Another confusing area was the registration process. Authors sent their registrations to me (as should be). But I also got registrations for the programming contest and other random people. I think that the registration process needs to be streamlined (having one person receives the registrations makes sense).

