Global Award for Entrepreneurship Research

1996–2008 Winners in brief

The table below provides a brief presentation of all Award Winners
until 2008.
Twice the Prize was shared between two scholars (Acs/Audretsch
and Beccatini/Sabel) and once the Prize was awarded to a specific
research effort (Diana) involving five scholars (Brush/Carter/Gatewood/Greene/Hart).
Normally, the Prize is awarded to one person only, but in the case
of the Acs/Audretsch shared Prize the contribution that was awarded was inseparably tied to the joint effort of the two scholars.
When the Prize was shared by Beccatini/Sabel it was rather the case
that the analysis of a particular phenomenon, namely the advantages of a geographical agglomeration of specialized small firms
(“Industrial Districts”), was rewarded. A similar reasoning lay behind the Award to the five scholars behind the Diana project.
Regarding where the Winner has his/her main affiliation at the
time of receipt of the Prize there is a heavy US domination. Nine
times out of thirteen the Winners came solely from US institutions.
In two cases single Winners were from other countries (the UK and
Sweden). One of the Winners (Reynolds) held professorships both
in the US and the UK when he received the Award, and Beccatini
from Italy shared the Prize in 2002.
Keeping in mind the difficulties of drawing a sharp demarcation
line between micro and macro oriented research on entrepreneurship and small businesses, we deem that five Prizes have been awarded to research dealing with the macro importance of new and small
firms, two Prizes (Baumol and Kirzner) to research focusing on the
role and aggregate importance of entrepreneurship (viz. the entrepreneurial function) in the economic system, and six Prizes to scholars conducting micro level analyses of entrepreneurship and small
businesses.
Although all Winners have had a profound impact on entrepreneurship and small business research, how this has come about differs considerably. In some cases scholars have posed the right ques-

tions at the right time and also framed their analysis in a way that
has speeded diffusion of their ideas. As a result, they have kept the
research community busy for decades collecting data, testing hypotheses, amassing evidence, and in some cases leveling heavy criticism
against the original work.
Virtually every Winner through 2008 can be labeled a pioneer in
some important respect. In most cases those pioneers have not only
contributed in terms of their own research but they have also been
active in promoting entrepreneurship education and the field itself
in a wider sense by starting journals, organizing conferences and
writing influential surveys setting the agenda for further research
from that point onwards.
Several scholars have been awarded at least partly for their instrumental role in helping entrepreneurship research progress towards
more of a “normal science” using systematically collected and valid
data for hypothesis testing, thereby making the work in the field
more cumulative. David Storey and Paul Reynolds are perhaps the
two most obvious examples of Winners who have contributed to the
field in this way.
There are also examples of Award Winners who were highly renowned scholars in a core scientific discipline, and then ventured
into the study of entrepreneurship using the same well-established
methodological toolbox. Hence, making the study of entrepreneurship an important subfield within a core discipline, and thereby raising the legitimacy of entrepreneurship as a field of research. A prime example is Howard Aldrich, who was a leading organization
sociologist before he began to study entrepreneurship.
In several cases people have been awarded for the study of specific
issues or topics. The Diana group and Beccatini/Sabel are perhaps
the most obvious cases in point. Other examples include Bill Gartner for his extensive studies of new venture creation and entrepreneurial behavior, although he is also rewarded for bridging different
research paradigms and the communities of scholars that represent
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them. Acs/Audretsch can also be said to be largely rewarded for the
study of a specific issue, namely the crucial importance of new and
small firms in innovation.
Finally, we have the Prizes to the two economists William Baumol
and Israel Kirzner. It is well-known that there is no role for the entrepreneur in the basic microeconomic model of the firm, or in the
standard aggregate (exogenous or endogenous) models of economic
growth. Baumol, being a highly reputed mainstream economist forcibly pointed this out back in 1968 and has insisted ever since in
numerous scholarly books and articles that without the entrepreneur economics is incomplete. Kirzner has been a heterodox economist throughout his career working in the Austrian tradition. Building on von Mises’ and Hayek’s analyses of competition and the role
of knowledge he has analyzed the workings of the capitalist system
where the entrepreneur is the lead character.
This brief overview of previous Award Winners shows that there
is great diversity in their work and achievements: both quantitative
and qualitative work, both micro and macro oriented focus, a wide
range of publication outlets from easily accessible books and reports
to highly specialized scholarly articles, from the development of new
datasets to conceptual and methodological improvements, from having great impact on the research community to having impact on
policymaking, and the promotion of education and training in entrepreneurship.
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