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ILILE Grant Final Report

EVALUATION COMPOSITE
Provide the Total number of Participants involved in the project:


   17          Students – specify academic level and course:


Two classes participated in this project EDU 2200 Introduction to Reading (11) second  / 
third year  and EDU 4410 Children’s Literature (6) third / fourth year students                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                           

       5         Faculty – specify content area and academic discipline

Hazel Latson – Professor Reading and Graduate Education Program, College of 
Education, Sonya Wallace – Adjunct Professor Reading, College of Education, Janice 
Cuff – Adjunct Professor Reading, College of Education, A. Carolyn Sanders, Media 
Services / Curriculum Librarian, Hallie Q. Brown Memorial Library.


________ School Library Media Specialists


________ K12 Teachers 

BUDGET REPORT
	Date
	Budget Item
	Amount
	Total submitted to ILILE

	4/21/06
	Beginning Allowance
	$3, 500.00
	

	10/13/06
	Fujitsu fi-5220C Image Scanner  
	  1, 231.00
	

	  
	CD and DVD Recordable Media 
	        49.00       @
	

	
	Hazel Latson
	      650.00       @
	

	
	Sonya Wallace
	      450.00       @
	

	
	Janice Cuff
	      400.00       @
	

	
	A. Carolyn Sanders
	      720.00       @
	

	Project Total:
	$3, 500.00       @
	


NARRATIVE REPORT   

Briefly recap your project
DESCRIPTION OF THE PROGRAM- provide narrative summarizing the program


The Central State University Information Literacy in Teacher Education Project was designed to foster collaboration between library reference faculty and college of education faculty to lead teachers in training in becoming lifelong learners who gather information using efficient hard copy and electronic research skills, critically evaluate content, synthesize information to solve problems, and effectively communicate their findings to their intended audience.   

PURPOSE OF PROGRAM- explain why this project was created and implemented
The purpose of the program was to: 


Incorporate information literacy skills and the use of education-specific reference sources to formulate hypotheses and conduct educational research in selected courses within the College of Education program.


Develop a list of skills to be mastered by the teachers in training and organize the list of potential resources in both print and electronic format.


Model librarian / instructor research collaboration in order that the teachers in training can replicate similar collaboration with the library media specialists in the schools where they will work.

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES –identify the goals and objectives for this program
Objectives of the project are:

1.  Select the most appropriate reference source from which to gather information.

2.  Formulate proper research questions or thesis statements.

3.  Create and use efficient research strategies for indexes, periodicals, and other reference tools in hard copy format.

4.  Construct and use efficient research strategies for databases and other reference tools in electronic format.

5.  Use juvenile literature reference tools to locate information about authors, literature reviews, citations, historical children’s literature, and narrative and expository literature.

6.  Review professional journal articles on children’s language learning and reading.

7.  Conduct a literature search on selected topics using both hard copy and electronic sources.

8.  Synthesize reading research and write findings on a problem in a clear manner that supports a research question or thesis statement.

9.  Properly document all sources. 

10.  Store effectively prepared information products in formats such as PDF documents for examination by future education candidates or other students of information literacy.

INFORMATION LITERACY STANDARDS ADDRESSED

The Association of College and Research Libraries (ACRL) Information Literacy Competency Standards for Higher Education Standards for Education that will be addressed through this project are:

o Standard One – The information literate student determines the nature and extent of the information needed.

o Standard Two – The information literate student accesses needed information effectively and efficiently.

o Standard Three – The information literate student evaluates information and its sources critically and incorporates selected information into his or her knowledge base and value system.

o Standard Four – The information literate student, individually or as a member of a group, uses information effectively to accomplish a specific purpose.

o Standard Five – The information literate student understands many of the economic, legal, and social issues surrounding the use of information and accesses and uses information ethically and legally.

ACTIVITIES/METHODS-Summarize the specific activities and methods undertaken to create and implement this project

The project was divided into several stages: planning, pretest, teaching of basic content, teaching of information literacy skills, individual project research, preparation of student products, presentation of products, post test, digitizing of projects and other course materials, evaluation of project, and news articles about the project.  The initial planning occurred during meeting between an initial COE faculty member and the University Librarian. After the skills and objectives for each class were clearly outlined Hazel Latson prepared a pre/post test which correlated with the specifics of each course. The Sonya Wallace and Janice Cuff, began teaching their classes, reviewed the goals, activities, and pretests outlined for their class and clarified expectations for themselves and their students.  Students completed and submitted their designated pretests online. On selected dates, Carolyn Sanders visited each class in the COE or Library computer lab and presented strategies for using the research databases in OhioLINK. During the weeks which followed, the professors brought their classes to the library and perused selected print reference sources and professional journals.  After mid term exams, Mrs. Wallace began teaching her students to compose research questions and thesis statements in preparation for completing their research projects and power point presentations. Carolyn Sanders presented sample research questions, thesis statements, and power point slides to assist students in preparing their projects. Mrs. Cuff reviewed the historical setting for the Harlem Renaissance and shared a collection of books covering that period of history. Students reviewed the books and started the evaluation process to determine which titles would be developmentally appropriate for inclusion in a Unit Plan to be jointly compiled by the class. The EDU 2200 student presented their power point projects to their class, transferred digital copies of both their research papers with references and their slide presentations to a zip drive for a consolidate submission with this grant. Two students from EDU 2200 course wrote an article for the Gold Torch, the University Newspaper.    

EVALUATION OUTCOMES
Describe the changes (if any) in the teacher education curriculum that resulted from this grant.

Dr. Hazel Latson made changes to the EDU 2200 and EDU 4410 syllabi which were a part of the 2006 Information Literacy Research Grant Program. The changes included guidelines for class research and rubrics to evaluate the final projects created by students. Sonya Wallace revised the EDU 2200 rubric after the fall class and will use the revised document in her spring class. Carolyn Sanders provided bibliographic instruction sessions during the EDU 2200 and 4410 class times.  Copies of the syllabi, original rubrics, and the revised rubric are enclosed in the appendix.


Quantitative information from Pre and Post Tests      


Averaged scores from all students who completed both the pre and post tests showed improvement on 22 of the 23 test items.

	% of correct answer
	EDU 2200

Pre tests and Post tests

	Improvement
	Item #

	50-66%
	1A, 1B, 6A, 6-1A

	28-40.1%.
	2, 3A, 3B, 4C, 5A, 5B, 6B, 6-1B,

	15-25%
	4A, 4D, 5D, 7A, 8A, and 9

	1-10%
	4E, 5C, 7B, and 8B

	-15.23%
	4B

	See Appendix for a copy of test questions and itemized evaluation of each students responses.


Average scores for one item showed a decrease in the number of correct responses. Four test items, 1A, 1B, 6A, and 6-1A, requested the names of academic databases and the specific information which can be found in the named data bases.  The percentage of correct responses submitted on the post test increased between 50% - 66% above the responses provided on the pre test.  Test items 2, 3A, 3B, 4C, 5A, 5B, 6B, and 6-1B, respectively request the names of resources which contain information on reading research, cultural background, linguistic diversity,  writing research questions, electronic indexes, the names of print indexes, the names of electronic indexes, additional names of databases, and the specific information which can be found in the named data bases.  The percentage of correct student responses on these eight reference resource questions increased 28% - 40.1%. The next ten test items may be grouped into five broad areas – 4A, 4D, and 4E, formulating research questions; 5C and 5D, listing examples of print and electronic resources, 7A and 7B, naming journals which contain information on language learning and reading instruction, 8A and 8B, conducting literature search of hardcopy and electronic resources; and 9, writing reference sources in APA style. The percentage of correct student responses on these items increased 1% to 25%. Item 4B states, “Formulate a research question that will help you find information on the reading component “cultural background.”  The percentage of students who submitted acceptable responses to this prompt decreased nearly 16%. 

DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCES DEVELOPED
            
The resources developed by faculty were: 

            Lists of print and electronic resources to be used in course research

            Summary sample sheet of APA style manual

            Research guides from OhioLINK

            Pre / Post Tests for EDU 2200 and EDU 4410

            Rubric for research paper and power point project (EDU 2200)

            Rubric for research / lesson plan (EDU 4410)

            Revised rubric (EDU 2200)

ANECDOTAL INFORMATION

Provide relevant personal reflections on the project and its process


The guideline which states that collaborative preplanning should be done by the 
librarian and education professor are absolutely vital. Unforeseen personnel shifts at 
Central State University caused major difficulty in completing our project. The course 
curricula must 
be interfaced with the information literacy and jointly advocated by both 
the librarian and professor of education. The adjunct professor assigned to EDU 4410 
course gave partial commitment to the project but did not make all the requirements of 
the grant mandatory for the students in that class. 

Give any recommendations for improvement the next time the class is taught.

Recommendations 



Review the goals, activities, and timeline for projects with faculty and librarians 
often.




Provide more opportunities for students to use resources in meaningful research 
activities.



Require APA Style documentation of all resources with each activity and review 
the correct format for all types of references given.  
APPENDICES


Include products created through grant activities; handouts, assignment 
descriptions, link to website, survey forms and results, evaluation tools and results, etc.

Resource lists


APA Style sampler

Search guides



Searching the OhioLINK OSearch Databases



Searching EBSCO Databases


Pre and Post Test


Rubrics


Revised Rubric


Student Research Papers


Unit Plan for EDU4410

