Instructions to Reviewers

Thank you for reviewing for CSCW 2014. Your job as a reviewer is to help create a quality
technical program for the conference. We request that you review this submission with the
following criteria in mind:

 Is this a contribution that will be interesting to the CSCW audience? Consider both the
relevance to CSCW and the interest of the topic and findings. Is the level of contribution
appropriate given the length of the submission and prestige of the venue?

o Is the work technically sound? Were appropriate methods selected and executed well? Is
the work explained clearly?

o How likely is it that the authors can make any necessary changes during the three-week
revision phase to produce an acceptable paper?

As you review this work, please concentrate on its potential contribution, and on telling the
authors what changes (if any) are required to achieve this potential. This is crucial, as many
authors will have the chance to revise and resubmit their papers.

This round of reviewing must be completed by June 24th, at 5 p.m. PDT. Papers that receive
sufficiently high reviews will advance to the "Revise & Resubmit" phase.

Current Overall Recommendation

Provide your current recommendation as to whether this paper should proceed to the "Revise &
Resubmit™ round of the review process (in which authors will have 3 weeks to revise their paper
based on the reviewer feedback).

= 5- Definitely acceptable (with simple modifications)
4 - Probably acceptable (with some modifications)
¢ 3- Maybe acceptable (significant modifications needed)

¢~ 2 - Probably NOT acceptable
¢~ 1- Definitely NOT acceptable
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Expertise

Provide your expertise in the topic area of this submission.

i~ 4- Expert

v 3- Knowledgeable

¢ 2 - Passing Knowledge
¢~ 1- No Knowledge

The Review

Write your review of the submission here. Indicate what is good in this work and be very specific about
what needs to be fixed or improved. If you believe revisions are needed to make this paper acceptable,
be clear what these revisions are (and whether you believe they are feasible in the 3 weeks provided)!
CSCW is a diverse community, so clarity and a positive tone will help authors understand and act on
your feedback.

Consider for Best Paper Award?

Should the Best Papers Committee include this paper in the set that they consider recognizing as
"Honorable Mention" or "Best" papers? We encourage you to nominate a paper if you think it
should merit consideration.

Yes
No
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