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EVALUATION COMPOSITE

Provide the Total number of Participants involved in the project:


___36__  Students – specify academic level and course:

All students were enrolled in “Integrating Educational Technology into the Curriculum” (EDU 3330201), which is taught as a sprint course over the first four weeks of the semester in which a student performs her/his student teaching (i.e., final semester prior to graduation).  The course emphasizes exercises and experiences that the teacher trainee can use in their trainee classroom.  

​__5__ Faculty – specify content area and academic discipline

The number of faculty involved in this project can be summarized as follows:



• Integrating grant project into EDU3330201 [Appendix A]




1 – Educational Technology / Education




1 – Information Technology / Library & Information Science



• Workshop




1 – Early Childhood & Art / Education (School of Education




1 – Middle School Education / Education (school of Education)




1 – Science Education / Education (School of Education)




1 – Mathematics / Mathematics (School of Sciences)




1 – Library Instruction / Library and Information Science (Davis 




Library)




In addition, 8 other workshop attendees came from the ranks of 



administrative and support staff as well as one education student.  



These participants represented a cross section of the academic 



division, including the School of Education, Davis Library, the 



Jenkins Center for Student Success.


___0___ School Library Media Specialists


___0___ K12 Teachers 

BUDGET REPORT

	Date
	Budget Item
	Amount
	Total submitted to ILILE

	8-17-2006
	Development and implementation of Wiki web page and support
	$2500.00
	[To Be Submitted]

	1-04-2007
	Honoraria for faculty workshop presentors
	$300.00
	[To Be Submitted]

	1-04-2007
	Roundtrip mileage for presentors from Bowling Green, OH
	$155.00
	[To Be Submitted]

	1-04-2007
	Catering for faculty workshop refreshments and lunch for 35 people
	$399.00
	[To Be Submitted]

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Project Total:
	$3,354.00
	[To Be Submitted]


NARRATIVE REPORT   

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


This project seeks to enhance information literacy instruction currently provided 
to teacher trainees though an existing course in the College of Education at the 
University of Rio Grande.  Teacher trainees were required to develop a lesson 
plan that uses the Ohio Academic Content Standards for Information Literacy 
(Guideline 5) and related benchmarks for the appropriate grade level for their 
upcoming student teaching experience.  The synergy of this effort resulted in 
teacher trainees receiving additional and enhanced instruction from professional 
librarians in a wider range of information literacy standards as specified by 
NCATE, ISTE, and the Ohio Content Standards as well as being exposed to K-12 
specific databases and content not currently offered.   Additionally, the librarian 
and the instructor collaborated by working together to evaluate the student’s 
Web Quest and assigning a grade.   Librarians were provided with a “testing 
ground” through the course for information literacy efforts that it can then use 
subsequently in other courses in other disciplines across the 
University’s 
curriculum.  
PURPOSE OF PROGRAM- explain why this project was created and implemented

Campus-wide, efforts to develop and implement information literacy as defined by organizations such as the American Library Association and the International Society for Technology in Education are in their early stages.  Davis Library, for example, has been developing an information literacy emphasis for its on-campus and outreach instruction efforts over the past several months.  These efforts have included the production of faculty-focused presentations that are intended to be delivered to faculty members at departmental level meetings through its librarian liaisons.  These liaisons were established several years ago to communicate more effectively with faculty on a less formal and more collegial level on issues such as collection development.  Davis Library feels that its information literacy program can only be effective if it collaborates with faculty.  To this end, these presentations have made a case that information literacy be integrated into existing courses and for student competencies to be evaluated by faculty and librarians.   

Within the College of Education, efforts are more advanced, with one course in particular, Integrating Educational Technology into the Curriculum (EDU 3330201), addressing some of the standards as prescribed by NCATE and the Ohio Academic Content Standards.  This course is taught as a sprint course, given in the first four weeks of the semester in which a student performs her/his student teaching.  In this regard, the course emphasizes exercises and experiences that the teacher trainee can use in their trainee classroom.  The course integrates aspects of information literacy well within the scope and timeframe in which it is confined.

GOALS AND OBJECTIVES –identify the goals and objectives for this program

· Teacher trainees will use technology to enhance their productivity and professional practice by using technology resources to engage in ongoing professional development and lifelong learning.  They will continually evaluate and reflect on professional practice to make informed decisions regarding the use of technology in support of student learning.

· As part of the course, a librarian will present a PowerPoint lecture and accompanying handout instructing students on the INFOhio Website, evaluating online resources, and Copyright Law.  The student will create a Web Quest using educational sources from INFOhio and other quality online resources.  The Librarian and Instructor will collaborate by working together to evaluate the student’s Web Quest [Appendix B] and assigning a grade. The student Web Quests that result from this program will be posted on the web and be available for review by other teacher education programs across the state http://faculty.rio.edu/sgulati/links.htm [Appendix C].   

· Students will also use a Wiki to acquaint them with the technology as a means to demonstrate, educate, and collaborate to learn about information literacy and how it relates to the Ohio Academic Content Standards. This assignment asks that students learn concepts and utilize evaluation skills that will help them design meaningful instruction that applies appropriate content standards during your student teaching experience.

After being given a presentation by a librarian that covers a wealth of information literacy resources, student teams will research two web sites that pertain to one or two of the topics listed relating to information literacy. Under the "Links/Topics" section that will appear on the Wiki page, web sites that are of high quality based on what you have learned about evaluating web sites will be posted by the students. Students will evaluate each of these web sites and justify their quality as to why they should be included in the Wiki and then post their selections under appropriate topics on the Wiki page.

The result of this exercise, over time, will be a compilation of useful web sites and resources, contributed semester by semester, by fellow students for the benefit of future classes.
· Additionally, the Project will require that teacher trainees develop a lesson plan that uses the Ohio Academic Content Standards for Information Literacy (Guideline 5) and related benchmarks for the appropriate grade level for their upcoming student teaching experience, as well showing evidence of their understanding that these guidelines align with benchmarks in specific subjects (e.g., as represented in the “Library Guidelines ACS Alignment and Correlation Chart” Ohio Department of Education. Library K-12 Guidelines, 2003, p.205).

· This Project will lead to building and following information literacy skills by the teacher trainees: developing and using successful search strategies; accessing information through print and electronic media; evaluating sources of information. 

· The faculty workshop will provide participants with useful information as to how information literacy can be integrated into the University’s curriculum. This workshop is intended primarily for members of the Education Faculty, although it is open to other faculty as well as to other members of the academic community.  The workshop will be presented as professional development activity for faculty.

INFORMATION LITERACY STANDARDS ADDRESSED

The information literacy standards addressed in this project are from the following sources:

· Ohio Academic Content Standards:  Teacher trainees are asked to research relevant web sites relating to one or two information literacy topics of their choosing.  Because these trainees are about to embark on their student teaching experience, they are not only limited to researching the Ohio Academic Content Standards for Information Literacy (Guideline 5) but also related benchmarks for the appropriate grade level for their upcoming student teaching experience.  These same standards are also appropriately addressed in the courses’ Web Quest assignment where students are designing a Web Quest specific to the grade and subject area of their impending student teacher experience.
· NCATE Integrated Essential Outcome 2.2:  Teachers of mathematics use appropriate technology to support the learning of mathematics. This technology includes, but is not limited to, computers and computer software, calculators, interactive television, distance learning, electronic information resources, and a variety of relevant multimedia.

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

March 1 - May 4, 2006:

· Librarians plan and develop a 50-minute presentation to teacher trainees stressing evaluation of online resources and intellectual property issues.

Timothy Snow, Reference Librarian at Davis Library, prepared a 50-minute PowerPoint presentation entitled “Ohio Teacher Standards & Information Literacy” [Appendix D] prior to summer break.  In conjunction with the other 

Team members, Mr. Snow revised the presentation over the summer and completed it in mid-August, 2006, prior to the beginning of Fall Semester.   Mr. Snow also produced a library guide “Ohio Teacher Standards & Information Literacy -  including INFOhio, Copyright Law and Evaluating Internet Resources”, which is available from Davis Library’s Reference website (http://library.rio.edu/pdf/guide_ohiocontentinfolit.pdf). [Appendix E]

· Principal investigator revises syllabus of the course “Integrating Educational Technology into the Curriculum” (EDU 3330201)

Dr. Sangeeta Gulati revised her course syllabus for “Integrating Educational Technology into the Curriculum throughout the summer 
as plans for the website took shape.  Her revised syllabus appears as a link from the website (http://infolitwiki.rio.edu/index.php/Image:EDU33302.pdf).

· Identify and retain website designer.

As funding to retain a web designer was not readily available to the Project until later in the summer, the Project Team decided that it would be impossible to create the originally proposed, self-paced instructional tutorial within the time frame available.  After some research and some advice from colleagues and a professional web designer, the Project Team decided to investigate creating a site using Wiki technology that focused on Information Literacy.  Development and implementation of the Wiki site turned out to be more reasonable in terms of time and financial constraints.  Furthermore, the technical expertise to create and support the Wiki site could be readily contracted by University personnel through the Campus Computing and Networking Office.

May 5 – June 16, 2006

· Work with web site designer to develop overall design strategy for website; specifically, how to best deliver the self-paced instruction elements of the site.

Working with contracted University personnel, the Project Team developed a design for the Wiki site that would meet the educational goal originally intended for the Project.  Additionally, however, teacher trainees would become familiar with new technology through the Wiki site and, by means of an associated course assignment, would be required to learn how to post entries to the Wiki.  The assignment includes researching a topic, identifying two relevant web sites and evaluating those web sites as to quality.  Students are instructed to use “Web Page Evaluation Checklist” provided by the University of California Berkeley Library [Appendix F].  Students are then instructed to post their selections under appropriate topics on the Wiki page [Appendix G]:

· Postings on Wiki Topics

· Intellectual Property-Copyright (General)

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightDMCAct.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-DMC Act

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightFairUse.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-Fair Use

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightPublicDomain.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-Public Domain

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightTEACHAct.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-TEACH Act

· 
Intellectual Property-Plagiarism
· Evaluating Web Resources

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiInformationLiteracyGeneral.pdf" 

Information Literacy-General

· 
Info Lit-Standards-Ohio Academic Content Standards
· Info Lit-Teacher Resources

· 
Info Lit-Standards-National Standards
· Info Lit Assessment



The dual role of providing hands-on experience with Wiki’s, as well as information literacy content instruction, appealed to the Project Team.  Also appealing was the idea that the Wiki would grow in size and scope each semester, allowing future students to benefit from the research of previous classes.

June 19 - August 20, 2006:

· Work with on-campus web master to implement and test proposed web site. 
The Project team met with the Campus Computing and Networking personnel to get the Wiki site up and running on a University server.  Plans were discussed as to how students would be registered to login to the Wiki site.  It was the Project Team’s wish that only students registered for the course would be permitted to post to the Wiki site.  The site would, however, be viewable by anyone linking to the site’s URL -- (http://infolitwiki.rio.edu) [Appendix H].

August 21, 2006 – September 8, 2006:

· Implement proposal as part of course Integrating Educational Technology into the Curriculum (EDU 3330201) as a “test run” during Fall Semester 2006 with the Spring Semester 2007 intended as the actual “project run”, the results of which are being reported in the final report.    
Campus Computing and Networking personnel during the first week of the Fall Semester registered students for the Wiki site.  Students were instructed as to how to post to the Wiki page and provided with tutorial information to help them if they had questions outside of class time pages (Cheatsheet; QuickGuide) [Appendix I].

The Project Team decided to try to use ILILE’s “TRAILS” assessment tool as a pre-test instrument.  This decision was made relatively late in the planning process and the Project Team encountered difficulty in successfully implementing the tool and getting all the students registered, particularly due to the course’s short duration.  The Project Team abandoned this attempt in the Fall Semester but planned to use the TRAILS assessment again in the Spring Semester as both as pre and post test.

Students seemed to adapt to the Wiki assignment very well, although most did not limit themselves to information literacy issues as specified, which was the original intent.  The Project Team decided to change the wording of the Wiki Assignment to make this limitation clearer before the Spring Semester run.  The Project Team decided to add Wiki assessment questions that it developed to ascertain the extent to which students taking the course felt the Wiki assignment helped them understand Wiki technology as well as some of the other concepts that were emphasized in the course.  While the Project Team intended these assessment questions to be posted and answered via the Wiki site, logistical problems prevented many of the students from accessing them through the Wiki site. These problems would be addressed before the Spring Semester run.

November 13 – December 8, 2006

•
After reviewing the results and problems that occurred during the test run during the Fall Semester sessions, the project team met during this period to discuss and redesign project elements.  These changes and revisions included rewriting the Wiki assignment to clarify the selection of websites, what topics are limited to and where and how to post evaluated websites under the appropriate topic.  Rescheduling of the info lit presentation, registering students for the Wiki page, adding and administering the TRAILS assessment for both pre and post test, and revising the Wiki assessment questions.  Revisions to the Wiki site included making the ILILE logo and information about the grant more prominent.  These and other revisions for the Spring Semester run are outlined in the following emails [Appendix J]:



Summary of Revisions for Spring Sessions


Summary of Wiki Site Revisions
September 8, 2006 – January 4, 2007

· Information Literacy Workshop:  The final element specified in the grant proposal was a one-day information literacy workshop for faculty. Planning for this presentation began in early September by sending out queries to appropriate contacts throughout the State. This workshop was intended primarily for members of the Education Faculty, although it was open to other faculty as well as to other members of the academic community.  The workshop was presented as professional development activity for faculty.  


This workshop was presented just prior to the beginning of Spring Semester on January 4, 2007.   The Project Team contacted and made arrangements with Sara Bushong (Head Librarian, Associate Professor, Interim Chair, Archival Collections and Branches, Curriculum Resource Center) and Colleen Boff (Acting Chair, Library Teaching and Learning & First Year Experience Librarian) at the University Libraries, Bowling Green State University, to provide the workshop.  An honorarium was paid to each presenter as well as travel expenses, through the grant funding.  


The workshop was successfully delivered to a cross-section of the academic community on January 4, 2007.  A copy of the workshop agenda and related materials appears in the Appendices and are also available through the following links:



[Appendix K]

· Workshop Agenda
· Workshop PowerPoint Presentation (slides copied)

· Handouts

· Handout 1
· Handout 2
· Handout 3
· Handout 4
· Handout 5
· Handout 6
· Handout 7
· Handout 8


[Appendix L]

· Workshop Evaluations

· Evaluation 1
· Evaluation 2
· Evaluation 3
· Evaluation 4
· Evaluation 5
· Evaluation 6
· Evaluation 7
· Evaluation 8
· Evaluation 9
OTHER RESULTS- note any additional results learned in the project that were unanticipated or supplementary

After reviewing the results and problems that occurred during the test run during the Fall Semester sessions, the project team met during this period to discuss and redesign project elements.  These changes and revisions included rewriting the Wiki assignment to clarify the selection of websites, what topics are limited to and where and how to post evaluated websites under the appropriate topic.  Rescheduling of the info lit presentation, registering students for the Wiki page, and adding and administering the TRAILS assessment for both pre and posttests was also revised.  Revisions to the Wiki site included making the ILILE logo and information about the grant more prominent.  These and other revisions for the Spring Semester run are outlined in the following emails [Appendix J]:



Summary of Revisions for Spring Sessions


Summary of Wiki Site Revisions

The scheduling of the Information Literacy workshop on January 4, 2007 was problematic since it was difficult to determine a date when faculty could be available for a half-day workshop while allowing the workshop to be completed by the final reporting date for the grant.  With Spring Semester beginning on January 8, 2007, January 4th presented itself as the latest available day before classes resumed since Friday, January 5th was already scheduled for a General Faculty meeting in the morning and School and Departmental meetings in the afternoon. While the participants did represent a good cross-section from the academic community, relatively few overall attended.  


The Spring Semester run proceeded much better than the test run in the Fall Semester.  Particularly noteworthy was the use of the TRAILS assessment as a pre and posttest to evaluate the affect the instruction had on the students.  The results of these assessments are provided in Appendices: 
· TRAILS Reports/Sessions 

· Pre Test [Appendix M]

· Spring 07 Monday-Wednesday-Friday Session
· Spring 07 Tuesday-Thursday Session
· Post Test [Appendix N]

· Spring 07 Monday-Wednesday-Friday Session
· Spring 07 Tuesday-Thursday Session

The revision of the Wiki assessment questions also proved much more successful in the Spring Semester sessions.  The questions were posted on the Wiki page and students were instructed to post their answers to each of ten questions.

· Student assessments of Wiki Assignment (Questions are stated at the top of each page) [Appendix O]

· Question 1
· Question 2
· Question 3 

· Question 4 

· Question 5
· Question 6
· Question 7
· Question 8
· Question 9
· Question 10
EVALUATION OUTCOMES 

There were really no changes in the teacher education curriculum that resulted from this grant.  Marginally, the course may have been affected by the grant in that it was increased in length from three weeks to four weeks due, in part to the added time required to register the students for the Wiki, to create accounts for the TRAILS assessment and to accommodate the Wiki assignment overall.  All of these were added to the existing course requirements.

Overall, the grant objectives were met, although the course will continue to be refined with each subsequent semester. Clearly, the objectives would not have been met nearly as successfully had the project team not had the second semester (Spring 2007) to improve elements that had proved ineffective in the first attempt during the Fall Semester 2006. The workshop that was provided was an excellent foray into how information literacy can be effectively integrated into a university or college curriculum.  The presenters did an outstanding job in thoroughly addressing the myriad of concerns and obstacles that must be considered in gaining the support of administration and faculty.  One disappointment, however, was the poor workshop attendance.  Logistically, the timing for the workshop was out of the control of the project team since there were really no other scheduling alternatives. 

Dr. Gulati’s enthusiastically integrated this new instruction into her course.  She has become more aware of information literacy issues as a result of her involvement with the grant.  Dr. Gulati intends to continue to use the elements added to this course as a result of the grant in subsequent semesters.  

As noted above, faculty response to the information literacy workshop was poorer than anticipated.  Based on the workshop evaluations, however, those who attended found the workshop well worth their while.  

Students participating in Dr. Gulati’s class all completed the TRAILS information literacy assessment as both a pre and posttest.  The results indicate that both sessions observed an increase in the mean score.  While these increases were not substantial, it appears that when coupled with student responses to the Wiki assessment questions, the effort to bring information literacy issues and concerns to the forefront in this course was very well received by the students. Results form the TRAILS assessment and responses to the Wiki assessment questions appear in the “Appendices” section below.

DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCES DEVELOPED 
Attach products in the Appendix when available.  These can include handouts, surveys, links to tutorials, assessment tools, etc..
There were a number of products developed through this project.  A summary of these products appears below.  [Hyperlinks to these and other supporting documentation also appear later in this report under “Appendices”] 

· Tim’s Guide (PDF) [Appendix E]

· Tim’s Presentation (PPT) [Appendix D] 

· Course syllabus [Appendix A]

· Postings on Wiki Topics [Appendix G]

· Intellectual Property-Copyright (General)

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightDMCAct.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-DMC Act

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightFairUse.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-Fair Use

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightPublicDomain.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-Public Domain

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightTEACHAct.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-TEACH Act

· 
Intellectual Property-Plagiarism
· Evaluating Web Resources

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiInformationLiteracyGeneral.pdf" 

Information Literacy-General

· 
Info Lit-Standards-Ohio Academic Content Standards
· Info Lit-Teacher Resources

· 
Info Lit-Standards-National Standards
· Info Lit Assessment

· 
 Student assessments of Wiki Assignment [Appendix O]

· Question 1
· Question 2
· Question 3 

· Question 4 

· Question 5
· Question 6
· Question 7
· Question 8
· Question 9
· Question 10
· Wiki website: HTTP://INFOLITWIKI.RIO.EDU [Appendix H]

· Web Quest website: http://faculty.rio.edu/sgulati/links.htm [Appendix C]
· Web Quest rubric [Appendix B]
ANECDOTAL INFORMATION

Provide relevant personal reflections on the project and its process

Dr. Sangeeta Gulati, Assistant Professor of Education

“I also enjoyed working with my team members Mr. David Mauer and Mr. Timothy Snow on this grant.  The assistance they provided was well supported by their professional expertise.    Mr. Snow developed a reference guide and PowerPoint show on Ohio Teaching Standards and Information Literacy.  Mr. Mauer came up with idea, content and design of the Wiki site for the course. The Wiki site is an online encyclopedia (still in its offing) that lists websites on copyright laws, plagiarism, information literacy (standards, resources, and assessment), and evaluating web resources.”

“The PowerPoint presentation and guide developed by Mr. Snow were a great resource used by the students to identify major issues and concerns that impact on the ways technology is used in education.  The information provided by Mr. Snow helped them develop the basic understanding of using copyright law, use of copyrighted materials, software licensing and other issues like plagiarism, therefore improving their teaching and learning.  Personally I feel that part of the presentation where Mr. Snow gave examples of which is a creditable and which is not a creditable website was most beneficial.  Additionally, while working on their final Web Quest projects they were asking questions that included: Is this a reliable resource to use on the project?  How do I find out? Am I going to be violating any copyright laws if I use this picture on my Web Quest?”

“The Wiki assignment helped students to utilize their evaluation skills which evidently helped them design meaningful instruction (Web Quest).  Personally I also felt that the Wiki assignment helped the students’ plan and design effective learning environments that would model and teach legal and ethical practice related to technology use.”
Timothy Snow, Reference Librarian

“I certainly enjoyed working with my Team Members David Mauer and Sangeeta Gulati on the ILILE Grant.  My knowledge of Information Literacy and Copyright was general to begin with and limited to discussions with my colleagues Mr. Mauer and Amy Wilson, our Outreach Reference Specialist: Both of who I still consider the real experts in these areas.  But the saying “To learn something you have to teach it” is certainly true in my case.”

“I jumped into this project with the assistance of my colleagues and professional literature and websites and developed a guide called Ohio Teaching Standards & Information Literacy: Including Ohio Academic Content Standards, INFOhio, Copyright Law & Evaluating Internet Resources, and a corresponding PowerPoint Show.  I met with Dr. Gulati’s EDU 33302, Integrating Educational Technology into the Curriculum classes four times during Fall 2006 and Spring 2007 with about an hour presentation.”  

“I believe that one of the most fun parts of this process has been meeting with these classes and teaching them about information literacy.  With Dr. Gulati’s assistance, these presentations were very interactive between us and the students with many questions and possible classroom scenarios.  Dr. Gulati’s students were interested and animated regarding their future professions and how the world of technology will affect their own career plans.  Seeing these young minds at work with the materials we were supplying was very rewarding.”

J. David Mauer, Director of Davis Library

“This project has been an invaluable help to further pursue the development and integration of an information literacy instructional component into existing upper division courses within the University of Rio Grande’s curriculum.  Over the years, Davis Library has been reasonably successful in integrating basic library instruction into lower division courses. For the past two years the Library has been engaged in planning and developing an enhanced information literacy component that it intends to use across the upper division curriculum.  By providing a forum through which the faculty from the Bunce School of Education and Davis Library librarians could focus on specific goals and objectives, a model for collaboration has taken shape that may be a significant step toward broader integration.

“I feel that we were very fortunate that EDU3330201 is a “sprint” course lasting only the first four weeks of each semester.  This allowed us to run two attempts at our efforts prior to the preparing the final report.  With the Fall Semester being our “test-run”, we realized that there were mistakes we made in terms of wording the assignment, and several improvements we needed to make in the functioning of the Wiki site as well as to the handouts and in-class presentation.

Additionally, it was not until after the Fall semester that we realized we really needed to administer a pre and post test to the students participating in the course to determine the base of knowledge they brought with them to the course and to what extent, if any, the instruction and educational experiences we provide them actually helped them.  We also found the assessment questions we used for the Wiki assignment also needed refinement after or Fall semester run.”

“After meeting several times after the Fall Semester sessions and making the necessary adjustments, the Spring Semester sessions seem to have run much more smoothly.”

“In terms of the workshop, I was gratified by the evaluation responses, however, I was disappointed that we were not able to muster a larger group of participants.  Even so, the participants that did attend were from a good cross-section of the University community and may assist in spreading the word about the need to expand information literacy instruction in the years ahead.”

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

· Tim’s Guide (PDF) [Appendix E]

· Tim’s Presentation (PPT) [Appendix D]

· Course syllabus [Appendix A]

· TRAILS Reports/Sessions 

· Pre Test [Appendix M]

· Spring 07 Monday-Wednesday-Friday Session
· Spring 07 Tuesday-Thursday Session
· Post Test [Appendix N]

· Spring 07 Monday-Wednesday-Friday Session
· Spring 07 Tuesday-Thursday Session
· Summary of Revisions for Spring Sessions [Appendix J]

· Summary of Wiki Site Revisions [Appendix J]

· Postings on Wiki Topics [Appendix G]

· Intellectual Property-Copyright (General)

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightDMCAct.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-DMC Act

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightFairUse.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-Fair Use

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightPublicDomain.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-Public Domain

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiIntellectualPropertyCopyrightTEACHAct.pdf" 

Intellectual Property-Copyright-TEACH Act

· 
Intellectual Property-Plagiarism
· Evaluating Web Resources

· 

 HYPERLINK "Documentation/Wiki%20Topic%20Pages/WikiInformationLiteracyGeneral.pdf" 

Information Literacy-General

· 
Info Lit-Standards-Ohio Academic Content Standards
· Info Lit-Teacher Resources

· 
Info Lit-Standards-National Standards
· Info Lit Assessment



· Student assessments of Wiki Assignment [Appendix O]

· Question 1
· Question 2
· Question 3 

· Question 4 

· Question 5
· Question 6
· Question 7
· Question 8
· Question 9
· Question 10
· Information Literacy Workshop, January 4, 2007

· [Appendix K]

· Workshop Agenda

· Workshop PowerPoint Presentation (slides copied)

· Handouts

· Handout 1
· Handout 2
· Handout 3
· Handout 4
· Handout 5
· Handout 6
· Handout 7
· Handout 8
· [Appendix L]

· Workshop Evaluations

· Evaluation 1
· Evaluation 2
· Evaluation 3
· Evaluation 4
· Evaluation 5
· Evaluation 6
· Evaluation 7
· Evaluation 8
· Evaluation 9
· Web Quest rubric [Appendix B]
