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ILILE Grant Final Report

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


__19_____ Students – specify academic level and course:


Upper Division Course (MCED 40006), Juniors/Seniors






__2_____ Faculty – specify content area and academic discipline

Middle Childhood Education

__2______ School Library Media Specialists/Academic Librarians

__1______ K12 Teachers 

BUDGET REPORT
	Date
	Budget Item
	Amount
	Total submitted to ILILE

	7/26
	CPS (Classroom Performance System)
	$1,725.00
	$1,775.00

	12/22
	SmartBoard
	$1,758.00
	$1,758.00

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Project Total:
	$3,533.00
	$3,533.00


NARRATIVE REPORT   

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

Students in the Middle Childhood Education course “Reading and Writing in Middle Childhood were assessed using the Classroom Performance System (CPS) to determine their competency with Ohio Academic Content Standards in Information Literacy at the beginning of the course.  Their semester project, which they did in small groups, involved reading and writing activities related to a specific book.  We incorporated the construction of a lesson plan related to one of these five standards.  Each group gave a presentation towards the end of the semester that included the information literacy lesson plan.  Students were retested (using the CPS) to determine their improvement with information literacy competencies.
PURPOSE OF PROGRAM- explain why this project was created and implemented
The main purpose of the project is to get future middle school teachers thinking about including some level of information literacy education into their teaching.  In addition, we hope to instill the value of information literacy in these future teachers as well as an understanding of the role of the librarian (or school media specialist).
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES –identify the goals and objectives for this program
As just mentioned, the goals include raising the visibility for the need for instruction in information literacy as early as the middle school grades.  In addition, through the creation of lesson plans directly related to Ohio competency standards, it is hoped that a repository of lesson plans can be made public for any Ohio middle school teacher to take advantage of.
INFORMATION LITERACY STANDARDS ADDRESSED

The grant team started with the list of Ohio standards related to information literacy in the middle grades:
http://www.library.kent.edu/odestandards
However, we decided to modify (simply) these standards so that the students would be able to more easily choose from a short list of competencies when constructing their lessons
The result was the following list of competencies:

1. Students recognize information needs, define and investigate self-selected or assigned issues, topics and problems. They locate, select and make use of relevant information from a wide variety of media, reference and technological sources.

2. Students demonstrate responsible use and ethical behavior when using books and materials.

3. Students evaluate the accuracy, authority, objectivity, currency, coverage, and relevance of information and sources.

4. Students can select literature by genre based on need and personal enjoyment.

5. Students conduct research and follow a research model.

We had some concerns with including the 4th standard.  Those concerns were realized after analyzing test scores.   It was the only standard for which aggregated scores were lower the second time students were assessed.
ACTIVITIES/METHODS-Summarize the specific activities and methods undertaken to create and implement this project
The grant team met to plan the activities.  The librarians and high school teacher developed the assessment questions.  The classroom teachers helped frame the assignment and provided assistance with the development of lesson plans.  The librarians helped (as needed) students understand the information literacy standards.  The students, as part of their semester project, presented their information literacy lesson plan to the entire class.  The librarians, with help from the classroom instructors, administered the assessment test (using the CPS) at the beginning and end of the semester.
OTHER RESULTS- note any additional results learned in the project that were unanticipated or supplementary

One difficulty we encountered was in figuring out how to provide some level of information literacy instruction to these students.  A couple of sessions were devoted to helping students in the class with their research needs.  However, no class time was devoted to working with the groups on their specific information literacy lesson plans.  This was done more informally for any students who needed help outside the class time.  Another issue was that a common practice was for each group to assign a specific student to develop the information literacy lesson plan, instead of having the entire group participate.  We probably should have assumed this type of delegation of responsibilities.
EVALUATION OUTCOMES
Describe the changes (if any) in the teacher education curriculum that resulted from this grant.

Simply having the information literacy lesson plan as part of the requirements for the course could be considered a curricular change.  Otherwise, there were no other initiatives designed to change the curriculum.
Were the objectives met?

That is difficult to answer.  Since assessment was key to the project we do have results from the 2 times students took our test (using the CPS).  When analyzing the students’ performance by question, there was no improvement.  Appendix A shows that, although there were variations, the aggregate score for the class was 67% correct both times.  However, when analyzing each student’s performance, out of the 16 students taking the test both times, half improved their scores, 6 students have their scores go down, and two remained the same (Appendix B).  When analyzing the test results by standard (there were 2 questions for each standard), except for standard 4 (for which concerns were raised before assessing students), there was improvement in scores on the other 4 standards.  Overall performance broken down by standards went up 5% (Appendix C).  When the 4th standard was removed, performance improved by 9% (Appendix D).
How was the activity received by the faculty? Has it made a difference in their teaching?

Teaching faculty report that they were surprised by the reactions of many students when they (the students) realized they were not as information literate as they thought.  Faculty also felt including the lesson plan on information literacy challenged many students and made them think more creatively than they would have with a more typical paper-pen assignment.  One faculty member now feels challenged to find ways to seamlessly incorporate information literacy standards in her own teaching.
How was the activity received by the students? Has it made a difference in their learning?

Since we did not formally ask students to respond in this manner it is hard to know.  They did inquire about the project and showed interest in the results of the assessment.  A future consideration will be a simple questionnaire to formally answer this question.
Provide quantitative and qualitative information as appropriate.
(See appendices)
DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCES DEVELOPED
Attach products in the Appendix when available.  These can include handouts, surveys, links to tutorials, assessment tools, etc..

Ohio Information Literacy Standards (Grades 6-8)
Assessment questions (included in Appendix A), incorporated into the CPS software

Assessment Analysis (Appendices A-D)
ANECDOTAL INFORMATION

Provide relevant personal reflections on the project and its process
It seemed to be well-structured and proceeded according to plan.  The biggest concern seems to be fitting the consultation between librarians and the students into the overall project.  With limited class time (particularly after using time in class to administer the assessment), meeting with students to discuss their lesson plans and to describe the Ohio standards was a problem.  The team will meet to address this.  Perhaps online resources (tutorials, etc.) could be employed to accomplish the task without requiring more class time.
APPENDICES
Include products created through grant activities; handouts, assignment descriptions, link to website, survey forms and results, evaluation tools and results, etc.
Ohio Information Literacy Standards (Grades 6-8)
(Assessment Evaluation)
Appendix A-Questions
Appendix B-Students

Appendix C-Standards

Appendix D-Standards (Minus 4)

