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



85

Students – specify academic level and course:

85 
Graduate students in the Professional Licensure Program in Fall 06
59 
Graduate students in the Professional Licensure Program in Spring 07 (these are the same students as were tested in the previous fall, and they have viewed all three instruction modules)


7
​
Faculty – specify content area and academic discipline

5

Graduate Education Faculty and

2

Library Faculty


0
​
School Library Media Specialists


0
​
K – 12 Teachers


1
​
Director of Instructional Technology (staff position)
BUDGET REPORT
	Date
	Budget Item
	Amount
	Total submitted to ILILE

	5-24-06
	3 Headsets
	$249.20
	$249.20

	5-24-06
	3 Camtasia software
	$455.00
	$455.00

	5-30-06
	Wireless conference phone
	$921.40
	$921.40

	1-3-07
	SKC Communication 1-PUX software
	$109.00
	$109.00

	1-9-07
	Studio Plus 700 USB
	$157.99
	$157.99

	1-10-07
	Mount, camera AMP, lens, etc
	$502.00
	$502.00

	1-11-07
	4-way audio/video switch
	$ 68.98
	$ 68.98

	1-11-07
	Hanging mic & microphone system
	$398.80
	$398.80

	1-11-07
	50’ cable (2) and 6’ mic cable
	$ 50.92
	$ 50.92

	1-12-07
	TV and Coax cable
	$ 88.50
	$ 88.50

	1-17-07
	Audio-Technica Hanging Mic
	$ 94.45
	$ 94.45

	1-17-07
	Training…in Information Literacy book
	$ 78.00
	$ 78.00

	2-27-07
	CD Duplication – 20 copies
	$ 40.00
	$ 40.00

	Project Total:
	$3,214.24
	$3,214.24


NARRATIVE REPORT   

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROGRAM- 
This project is an attempt to introduce information literacy training to our graduate education students who take classes at our remote campuses.  

PURPOSE OF PROGRAM- 
While a librarian has visited each cohort of students in our graduate education program taught at our Mount Vernon campus, we have not been able to visit the cohorts that have begun to meet on our remote campuses.  We have worked to provide three instruction modules that can be used via video streaming or CD by faculty at any of our remote locations.  We also wanted to be able to provide a question and answer session via conference telephone at the end of the module.  The education faculty did not feel comfortable in fielding questions themselves and wanted the librarians to be available for questions.  We later concluded that video conferencing would be another good option for delivery.
GOALS AND OBJECTIVES –
Our goal was to work collaboratively with education faculty to embed information literacy modules in the graduate curriculum for the Master of Education Professional Educator Licensure program.  We wanted to provide faculty development activities and to create distinct modules that would be embedded into the curriculum.  
INFORMATION LITERACY STANDARDS ADDRESSED

We surveyed the students’ self-reported competence of all 5 ACRL information literacy standards.  Based on the results, we developed modules that address Standards 1 and 2.  See Appendix B
ACTIVITIES/METHODS
 The library director and instruction librarian met with the chair of the Education Department.  We decided to target the course EDU6013 Technology for Educators in the PEL program.  We three subsequently met several times with two graduate faculty members, Dr. HeeKap Lee and Dr. Gloria Edwards, to discuss our approach. We decided to administer a survey to determine the level of information literacy skills which the students had before any instruction had been given.  The survey was given to 85 current PEL students. The survey results showed the students assessing themselves weakest in defining and articulating their information needs (ACRL Standard 1) and in accessing information (ACRL Standard 2).   A copy of the survey and its results are included in Appendices A and B. 

Meanwhile, the Director of Instructional Technology purchased equipment that would enable us to produce animated instruction modules using Camtasia software to capture voice and computer screens.  These could then be delivered by video streaming or CDs and followed by a live telephone conference call between the class and the librarian.

The instruction librarian wrote and produced three Camtasia scripts to target the weakest competencies.  These video modules were used in four class sessions in the spring of 2007 and reached 59   students.   We then administered the first two sections of the initial survey (Standards 1 and 2) as a post-test to see if the instruction had any impact.  We did see improvement in the scores after instruction had taken place:
Location



Fall 06 Score

Spring 07 Score
PEL – Mount Vernon cohort 003    
Standard 1    4.1
Standard 1
4.2





Standard 2    3.8
Standard 2
4.3

PEL – Mansfield cohort 001

Standard 1    3.8
Standard 1 
4.2






Standard 2     3.9
Standard 2
4.4

PEL – Gahanna cohort 002

Standard 1     3.6
Standard 1
3.6






Standard 2     3.1
Standard 2
3.5

PEL – Polaris cohort 002

Standard 1     3.6
Standard 1
3.9






Standard 2     3.2
Standard 2
4.1

The complete result of the two surveys is included in Appendix F.

Since one cannot teach what one does not know, we wanted to find a way to show the need for education faculty to update their information literacy skills and to provide professional development opportunities.  The librarians examined three information literacy skills tests, James Madison, Educational Testing Service, and SAILS (Standardized Assessment of Information Literacy Skills).  We wanted to administer the same test to the faculty that we were hoping to give in a separate initiative to a sample of undergraduate students.   We chose the James Madison test, but were unable to secure permissions in time to give it to the education faculty.  I was able to secure permission to give the SAILS test in print and for free to the education faculty.  The results were troubling (See Appendix E) as the faculty did much more poorly than we had anticipated.  The department chair and I discussed how we might provide training while at the same time not react to the low scores.  We decided that using the original books/CDs that we planned to purchase for them was perhaps too self-directed, and chose instead to plan a  half-day “retreat” with refreshments.  They would be encouraged to bring a topic of interest to research.  However, the Feb. 1 department meeting agenda was too full to allow for discussion of the retreat, and the next meeting on Feb. 27 fell too late for the boundaries of this grant.  We do plan to move forward with this retreat.
We also felt that we should provide for closer contact with the remote classes by setting up a basic but workable video conference room in the library building.  The one video conference room on our campus was in another building, allowed for only meeting type use around a table, and was difficult to schedule.  We now have the capability for the remote classes to view the professor (librarian) and for the professor to view the students.  The professor can use video, computer screens, a visual presenter or audio.   This simple but effective system connects the library to students in brand new ways we have not had before.  The librarians are excited about being able to interact with our distance students.  This also opens up many more opportunities to deliver instruction in the business and future nursing programs of MVNU.
OTHER RESULTS- 

We felt that the self reported competencies of our students were better than actuality.  We were surprised at how poorly the education faculty did on the SAILS test.  We plan to do an intervention, but must promote it positively.  The Camtasia software is sophisticated and requires a learning curve.  It is frustrating how difficult it is to find time to interact with the faculty.
We are very happy at the progress made in establishing communication and good working relationships between the library and education faculty.  The good will and mutual respect are happy outcomes.  The new video conferencing capability gives us a new connection to the distance students to add to our previous means of communication, that of chat, fax and phone.
EVALUATION OUTCOMES
Describe the changes (if any) in the teacher education curriculum that resulted from this grant.

The distance students can now be served through the Camtasia video instruction and live conference phone call contact.  We also have a video conferencing room in the library that we can schedule with few conflicts.  We hope that the modules will continue to be included in the curriculum, especially as we make improvements and produce new videos.
Were the objectives met?

We did see improvement in the students’ confidence and perception of competency in information literacy.  We did establish good rapport with education faculty.  Library faculty did learn to use the software to produce remote instruction modules.  We did set up equipment that connects the library via phone and video to all remote campuses.

How was the activity received by the faculty?
They were very positive and engaged.  The education faculty have made suggestions for improvement in the videos.  The library faculty are excited about the applications of Camtasia and using the video conferencing option.  We anticipate we will receive requests from all our distance programs once they learn of our video conferencing capability.
Has it made a difference in their teaching?

The three faculty we worked with initially, Gloria Edwards and HeeKap Lee are very aware and supportive of information literacy skills.  Two other faculty members, Dr. Stephen Metcalf and Dr. Gathogo Mukuria, were involved by using the modules in their classes. The department chair, Dr. Sommers is excited about continuing to work together on a faculty development retreat that will focus on information literacy.  The department is currently using the modules as introduction and review of skills.  The library faculty are using new methods of delivery we have not had in the past.
How was the activity received by the students?
The videos are not as polished and animated as we had hoped.  The audio track needs more expression.  Coordinating the two tracks, audio and video, is a skill which we will practice and improve.

Has it made a difference in their learning?

The spring survey did show a definite improvement in the student’s own perception of skills.

Provide quantitative and qualitative information as appropriate.
Please see Appendices.
DESCRIPTION OF RESOURCES DEVELOPED
Attach products in the Appendix when available.  These can include handouts, surveys, links to tutorials, assessment tools, etc.
Appendix A – Information Literacy Survey which was administered in fall 06 and again    in spring 07.

Appendix B – Results of Preliminary Student Survey

Appendix C – Preliminary Scripts for the three Camtasia video modules addressing Standards 1 and 2

Appendix D – CD of the Camtasia presentations.  Also available via streaming at:

Navigating the Thorne Library Home Page: mms://stream.mvnu.edu/library/navigating.wmv
The NazCat - OhioLINK Connection: mms://stream.mvnu.edu/library/nazcat.wmv
Searching the OhioLINK Education Databases: mms://stream.mvnu.edu/library/searching.wmv
Appendix E – SAILS results

Appendix F – Final Results of Student Surveys:
ANECDOTAL INFORMATION

Provide relevant personal reflections on the project and its process
“In 2005, our Vice President for Academic Affairs, Director of Instructional Technology and I attended a Council of Independent Colleges Seminar on Information Literacy in Chicago.  I was encouraged at the support both of my colleagues had for the library and its initiatives because of the time we spent together discussing issues and absorbing the content of the presentations.  Working together with the Education Faculty has provided the same kind of positive interaction and learning experience, but now with a broader base.  Advancing information initiatives beyond our current practice has been difficult.  Building support among faculty is crucial to our success.  This grant has been very helpful in defining the problem and giving concrete examples of how skills can be taught within the parameters of current practice, and by incorporating new techniques.  The single most exciting thing for me was administering the SAILS test to the education faculty and having tangible evidence of a need for training in 21st century information literacy skills, not only for our students, but also for our faculty.” — Edythe Feazel, Director of the Library
"Working with the librarians to infuse information literacy knowledge and skills into the graduate education curriculum has been exciting and rewarding. I am so pleased to have instructional videos that we can use in our education classes and equipment to keep the content in the videos updated. The entire Education Department has also had an opportunity to learn more about information literacy as a result of this grant." — Rhoda Sommers, Chair, Education Department
 

“We have had the capability of doing meeting style video conferencing between our campuses for several years now. This basically allows views of participants at conference tables communicating with each other. We are having an increasing need to have a classroom type videoconferencing setup that has more tools available than just a group meeting setting. The grant has allowed us to setup a point-to-point style video conferencing room that has the capability of showing the instructor, a Visual Presenter image, a DVD/VCR stream, a camera showing the instructor, a camera showing the class by a faculty member with the touch of a button. It also has the capability of showing the instructor desktop within the video conferencing link and can get the audio from the classroom and instructor. We leveraged existing technology in the room along with some technology that we had retired to accomplish some of these components. The grant allowed us to get those remaining pieces that were needed to get all of the pieces together. With our current budget constraints, we would not have been able to set this up for at least another year without the grant.  These modifications will allow us to utilize this room both for a more interactive Information Literacy discussion between a remote classroom and this classroom and for other classes where the instructor needs to be on main campus presenting to the remote campus. In the past, they have had to utilize the meeting room format which has limited the pedagogical tools available to them and has been rather cumbersome to use. This capability, combined with the Camtasia software, will allow the library to provide both an interactive style information literacy delivery along with an on-demand format for those classes that just need a basic primer on certain information literacy skills and reinforcement when a student starts a project.” — Alan Schrock, Director of Instructional Technology
APPENDICES
Include products created through grant activities; handouts, assignment descriptions, link to website, survey forms and results, evaluation tools and results, etc.
Appendix A

Information Literacy Survey

Please write a number by the response that best indicates your current level of information literacy competences.


5 = very competent at this task


4 = competent


3 = somewhat competent


2 = minimally competent


1 = cannot currently perform this task at all

	Standard 1: Define and articulate need

	
	
	1. I know how to explore information sources to develop a general understanding of a topic.

	
	
	2. I can develop a research topic that is specific and manageable.

	
	
	3. I can use that information from a variety of types and formats.

	
	
	4. I know how Thorne library resources are organized and accessed.

	
	
	5. I know how to use primary and secondary sources.

	
	
	6. I know how to plan a timeline that will allow enough time to select and acquire needed information.

	Standard 2: Access information

	
	
	1. I know how to use the library's catalog to access resources in the collection.

	
	
	2. I recognize the connection between the Thorne Library catalog and the OhioLINK Library catalog.

	
	
	3. I know how to request and borrow items in the OhioLINK Library Catalog.

	
	
	4. I know how to select an appropriate OhioLINK database based upon information need and desired information format.

	
	
	5. I can identify subject terms and keywords for the information needed.

	
	
	6. I can construct a search strategy using identified search terms and appropriate database commands.

	
	
	7. I can assess search results and revise search strategy if necessary.

	
	
	8. I know what citation information needs to be recorded for a bibliography.

	Standard 3: Evaluate Information

	
	
	1. I can extract and summarize main ideas/concepts from information sources.

	
	
	2. I can evaluate information sources, using a variety of criteria, for quality and usefulness.

	
	
	3. I can recognize interrelationships among concepts and formulate conclusions/results with supporting evidence.

	
	
	4. I can self-assess information seeking processes used and research outcomes to make adjustments if necessary.

	
	
	5.  I can evaluate the reliability of a web site using standard criteria other than my personal knowledge of the subject.

	Standard 4: Accomplish a Purpose

	
	
	1. I can devise a method of notekeeping to organize information and keep track of notes, data, findings, statistics, quotes, etc.

	
	
	2. I understand how to follow the rules of composition in a particular style (e.g., MLA, APA)

	
	
	3. I can organize content in a manner that facilitates the creation of the final product or performance (e.g., outlines, drafts, storyboards)

	Standard 5: Economic, Legal and Ethical issues

	
	
	1. I can describe the difference between free vs. fee-based access to information.

	
	
	2. I know how to use information in a manner that is ethical and legal.

	
	
	3. I can describe such concepts as copyright, intellectual property, fair use and plagiarism.

	
	
	4. I know how to follow MVNU’s policy on copyright and plagiarism.

	
	
	5. I know how to cite sources according to an appropriate documentation style (e.g., MLA, APA)


Appendix B

The result of the survey

General average of MVNU students’ information literacy competencies is above average (3.86 out of 5-Likert scale). Standard 4 is the highest one (4.11), while standard 2 is the lowest (3.43). See the graph below.
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MV students (4.05) and MF students (4.03) showed the higher level of competencies, while PL students (3.64) showed the low level of competencies. 
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The gap of info literacy competencies among six campuses is substantial (0.41). see the following table.

	Standard 
	MV (A)
	PL (B)
	Difference (A-B)

	1
	4.05
	3.58
	0.47

	2
	3.80
	3.22
	0.58

	3
	4.29
	3.79
	0.50

	4
	4.36
	3.81
	0.55

	5
	4.22
	3.81
	0.41

	average
	4.05
	3.64
	0.41


The biggest gap between NW and MV can be found in standard 2 (0.96). See the graph below. 
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I think the standard 2 is the urgent area that we have to develop interventions ASAP because of couple reasons;

· the biggest gap among the campuses

· the lowest scores with the questions 2-2, 2-3, and 2-4

· the biggest difference (2.43) between MF (3.93) and NW (1.78) with the question 2-4; (I have never seen this kind of big difference before)

· Also, see the standard deviation (sd) scores. As you know, sd is measuring how spread out the values in a data set are. See the sd of question 2-2 (.68), 2-3 (.61) and 2-4 (.80). Maybe couple students in NW and GH are extremely low level of info literacy competencies.

Therefore the areas that we have to design/develop interventions are

· focusing on standard 1 and 2

· specially questions 2-1, 2-2, 2-3, 2-4, but the critical weaknesses are with questions 1-4, 2-2 and 2-4

· specially for the students in Newark (1st priority), GH & PL (2nd priority)

Compiled by Dr. HeeKap Lee
Appendix C

Camtasia Video Script 1

[The purpose of this video is to introduce students to the Library’s home page and information resource databases (Thorne Library Catalog, OhioLINK Library Catalog, and OhioLINK Databases).  More in-depth instruction in searching these databases will be offered in other Camtasia videos.]

[Show title page]

Narrator: The librarians and staff of Thorne Library, Mount Vernon Nazarene University are pleased to present:

FYI: Navigating Thorne Library’s Home Page

(Help me find a better title)

Narrator: The purpose is to give a brief tour of the library’s home page and library resource links.

Let’s begin [Show library’s home page]

Narrator: The home page web address is “Library.mvnu.edu” 

[Use cursor to point to address]

Narrator: The upper portion of the home page gives the option of:


[Use cursor to point]


a. Searching the Thorne Library Catalog


b. Selecting from a list of the most used OhioLINK Databases and search-



ing that database


c. Searching the information resources of a subject portal

To search the Thorne Library catalog [move cursor to drop down menu], select a search mode, enter a word or name in the search box, and select “Search”.

To search an OhioLINK Database [move cursor to drop down menu], select a database from the list.

To search the information resources of a subject portal [move cursor to the drop down menu] select a portal from the list.

Narrator: Lets look at searching the Thorne Library catalog in a little more detail.

If searching for a particular title, select “Title” search and enter a title


[Enter “Washington’s Crossing”]

If searching an author name, select “Author” search and enter last name followed by first or first initial


[Enter “Lewis C S”]

If searching by subject term, select “Subject” search and enter a subject term


[Enter “Church History”]


If searching by keyword, select “Keyword” search and enter a term or phrase. Enclose a phrase in quotation marks


[Enter “Church of the Nazarene”]

[Be at the home page]

Narrator: To search for and request items not owned by or checked out of Thorne Library, search the OhioLINK Library Catalog


[Use cursor to point to OhioLINK Catalog Link, but don’t open yet]

The OhioLINK Library Catalog is a statewide, virtual library containing the library catalogs of over 80 Ohio Academic and Public Libraries.  Searching the OhioLINK Library Catalog is like searching all of these libraries at one time. 


[Open the OhioLINK Library Catalog link]

To search the OhioLINK Library Catalog, select how you want to search (keyword, author, title or subject heading) and enter terms or names in the search box.

[Return to Thorne Library Home Page]

Narrator: OhioLINK offers more than 100 electronic research databases


[Use cursor to point to OhioLINK Databases link]

To view a full list of databases, select OhioLINK Databases


[Click the link]

Narrator: An alphabetical list of databases is displayed. Select the desired database…


[Click “Academic Search Premier”]

…to access the database search page

[Return to database list]

Narrator: If trying to access the database from an off-campus location, you will need to complete the authentication steps. Authentication verifies that you are a student, faculty or staff at an OhioLINK member institution. 

To authenticate, select the “Off Campus Access” link located next to the database name


[Click “Off Campus Access” next to “Academic Search Premier”]

Select “Mount Vernon Nazarene University” from the drop down menu


[Select and click “Submit”]

Enter your name, last name followed by first…


[Enter name]

…and enter your university ID number


[Enter ID Number]  [Click “Submit”]

After a few moments, an “Authentication Successful” message will appear and, within a few seconds, the database search screen will display.

[Return to the list of databases]

Narrator: The OhioLINK Databases are listed by “Type”


[Click “Type”]

Selecting “Books” [use cursor to point] will list databases for searching books, dissertations and other resources held in libraries

Selecting “Articles” [use cursor to point] will list databases for searching journal, magazine and newspaper articles

Selecting “Facts and Stats” [use cursor to point] will list databases for information sources such as encyclopedias and dictionaries

Selecting “Digital Media” [use cursor to point] will list databases for searching online pictures, videos and other non-text materials


[Return to full database list]

Narrator: OhioLINK databases are also listed by subject. The “Subject” list…


[Click “Subject”]

…will display an OhioLINK web page of subject terms.  Selecting a subject term…


[Click “Education”]

…will open a list of suggested databases for searching topics in that subject area

[Return to Library Home Page]

Narrator: Subject Portals…


[Click the drop down menu]

…are one-stop guides to searching the Thorne Library Catalog, subject-specific OhioLINK Databases and selected Web sites


[Select the “Education” Portal]

For example, the Education Portal allows you to search the Thorne Library Catalog…


[Click drop down menu]

…select and search OhioLINK Education Databases…


[Click drop down menu]

…do a quick search of multiple Education Databases…


[Enter “Home Schooling” in the search box]

…or search selected Education web sites


[Select an index term]


[Return to Thorne Library Home Page]

Narrator: To keep track of items you have checked out or have requested through the OhioLINK Library Catalog, “check your library record”


[Click “Check your Library Record”]

Supply your name and university ID number


[Enter name, ID and click “Submit”]

The first link…


[Click Link]

…displays currently check out items and their due dates

The second link…


[Click Link]

…lists OhioLINK Library Catalog Requests showing the title of each item and its status. When an item is initially requested, the status will read “Requested”; when the item is on its way to the pickup location, the status will read “In Transit”; when the item is at the pickup location and ready to pick up, the status will read “OhioLINK Rec’d”

[Return to Thorne Library Home Page]

Narrator: Check Thorne Library’s Home Page for Library Hours [cursor] Library Staff Information [cursor] Library Services [cursor] Library Instruction [cursor] and online forms [cursor]

For assistance or questions in using library resources, databases or services, select “Ask a Librarian” [cursor] for various contact options

Narrator: Thank you for taking time to view this tutorial.  We hope it will help you better navigate the Thorne Library Home Page and access library resources and services. If you have questions, review this video or contact a librarian.
Written and produced by Mr. Paul Nixon

Camtasia Video Script 2

[The purpose of this video is to show the Thorne Library Catalog – OhioLINK Library Catalog connection; how to request an item in OhioLINK Library Catalog, track that request and how to use Pickup Anywhere]

[Show title page]

Narrator: The librarians and staff of Thorne Library, Mount Vernon Nazarene University are pleased to present:

The NazCat – OhioLINK Connection

Narrator: Our purpose is to demonstrate how to search the Thorne Library Catalog, or NazCat, and how to use the OhioLINK Library Catalog to search for and request items to be delivered to you.

Let’s begin.

[Show library home page]

Narrator: NazCat is the name given to the Thorne Library Catalog, and from here on, we will refer to it as “NazCat.” 

[Use cursor to point to NazCat Quick Search]

Narrator: Use NazCat to find books, audiovisuals, periodical titles, curriculum materials: in other words, anything owned by the Thorne Library.  

Do not use NazCat to find articles in journals or newspapers, instead, use the OhioLINK Databases to locate that type of information.

Use NazCat to answer questions such as:


What books does Thorne Library have on my research topic?


Does Thorne Library have the book or video I’m looking for?


Does Thorne Library subscribe to a particular journal or newspaper that 



I’m looking for?

[Click drop down menu]

[Move cursor to highlight “Title”]

Narrator: Search “Title” to locate a particular title

[Move cursor to highlight “Author”]

Narrator: Search “Author” to locate works by a particular author

[Move cursor to highlight “Subject”]

Narrator: Search “Subject” to locate items indexed under a particular subject term from a controlled vocabulary

[Move cursor to highlight “Keyword”]

Narrator: Search “Keyword” to search using your own words. Keywords are searched in all parts of a item catalog record including title, subject, content notes and abstract

Narrator: Lets go back and review the search options in more detail.  To search a title, be sure that “Title” is selected from the drop down menu and type the title in the search box

[Enter Development of the Child in the search box]

Narrator: To search an author, be sure that “Author” is selected from the drop down menu and enter the author’s last name, followed by all or part of the first name

[Enter “Elkind D” in the search box]

Narrator: Use “Subject” terms to locate items indexed with a particular subject term.  Subject terms are added to catalog records to describe the content or subject of a book or other item.  When used as a search term, only those catalog records with the term in the record’s subject field will be retrieved.

Select “Subject” from the drop down menu and enter the subject term in the search box

[Enter “Early Childhood Education” in the search box]

Narrator: If unsure of the official subject term, enter a term in the search box and NazCat will attempt to map to an official subject term

[Enter “Technology in Education”; do search and will be mapped to “Educational Technology]

Narrator: Or it may provide a list of subject terms that contain the term you entered in the search box

[Enter “Curriculum” and note the number of subject terms containing that word]

Narrator:  Or if you enter a term in the search box, it may direct you to use another term

[Enter “Instructional Materials” and then note the “See” reference at the list of subject headings]

Narrator: If unable to direct you to a subject term, NazCat will prompt for a keyword search

[Enter “Classroom Computer”; will be prompted to search as keywords]

[Return to home page; highlight keyword in drop down menu]

Narrator: Use a keyword search if you:

· Are unsure of subject, author or title terms

· Want to combine search terms or search for phrases

· Want your terms to be searched in a variety of catalog record field such as title, content notes, author or subject

Select keyword from the drop down menu and enter a term, combination of terms or a phrase in the search box.

[Enter “Computers”; show the list of titles and select a record to show where keywords are found]

Narrator: Entering the terms “Immigrants and education” will find every catalog record that has both Immigrants and education somewhere in the record
[Enter “Immigrants and education”; do search and select a record to illustrate location of keywords]

Narrator: Entering a phrase in quotation marks will find every catalog record that has that phrase somewhere in the record. Be sure to use quotation marks and the phrase will be search exactly as it is typed

[Enter “eLearning Pedagogy”; record will appear with phrase highlighted]

Narrator: Entering a term with a truncation symbol will initiate a search for that term with it’s variant endings.  In NazCat, the asterisk (*) is used as the truncation symbol.

[Enter portfolio*; will pick up singular and plural; open record to illustrate (The Learning Portfolio)

[Return to the home page]
Narrator: With that we conclude our discussion of the basics of searching NazCat. Let’s now turn our attention to searching the OhioLINK Library Catalog

[Place cursor in OhioLINK Library Catalog Link, but don’t click]

Narrator: The OhioLINK Library Catalog is a statewide database and virtual library comprised of the library collections of over 80 Ohio Academic and Public Libraries. Thorne Library’s collection is also a part of this database.  Searching this database is like searching the catalog of all of these libraries at once.

Narrator: You can connect to the OhioLINK Library Catalog by 2 methods

[Do NazCat Search on subject “Educational Technology”]

While in a NazCat search, you will see the “OhioLINK Catalog” link at the top of the screen. Clicking this link will duplicate in the OhioLINK Library Catalog the search that was just done in NazCat

[Click “OhioLINK Central” and see similar results in the OhioLINK Catalog]

[Return to the home page]

Narrator: The second method of access is to select “OhioLINK Library Catalog” link at the Thorne Library home page.

[Click the link]

Narrator: To search the OhioLINK Library Catalog, select the radio button next to the desired search mode [Use cursor to point]  

The OhioLINK Library Catalog allows for searching by keyword, author, title and subject terms.  Follow the same searching guidelines used to search NazCat

[Select Title; enter Technology Planning for effective teaching and learning; click “Search Now”]

Narrator: A wonderful feature of the OhioLINK Library Catalog is that it allows you to initiate a request to borrow an item. A request must be made from an item’s record

[Open record; use cursor to point]

Narrator: The catalog record contains information about the item: author, title, date, subject headings, etc.  Within the record are two links:

The first link shows what OhioLINK Libraries have the item [Click the Link]

Check this to make sure that a copy of the item is available [Use cursor to point to “available”]

The second link allows you to “Request this item” [Click link]

Narrator: Begin the request process by selecting Mount Vernon Nazarene University from the drop down menu and click “Submit”

[Do this]
At the next screen, provide your name and university ID number

[Enter name and ID]

The default pickup location is Thorne Library, Mount Vernon Nazarene University

[Use cursor to point]

However, if you would like the item delivered to a library more convenient or closer to you, making that the pickup location, select that institution’s name from the drop down menu

[Select Ohio State U]

Some institutions such as Mount Vernon Nazarene University have only one pickup location, our campus.  Other institutions such as Ohio State University have several statewide campuses that could serve as pickup locations.  If you select an institution with more than one pickup location, you must select one

[Select OSU Lima Regional Campus]

Narrator: Submit the request [Click submit]

A message will appear showing that the request was successful, the location it is coming from and the location to be delivered

Narrator: The delivery process takes, on average, about 3 working days. The item is picked up at the designated location. Items are checked out for 3 weeks and may be renewed up to four time, but only as long as no one else has requested the item and placed a hold on it. If that is the case, the item will not renew and must be returned at the end of the 3 week check out period

[Return to the library’s home page]

Narrator: How do you know when an OhioLINK requested item is ready to pick up? You could call the institution’s library and inquire, or you could “Check your library record”

[Click “Check Your Library Record”]

Narrator: Enter your name and university ID

[Enter name and ID]

Narrator: You will see two links

[Use cursor to point]

Click the first link to see what you currently have checked out 

[Just point, don’t click]

Click the second link to view OhioLINK Requests

[Click the second link}

A list of requested items will appear, showing title, status and pickup location

The status indicates where the item is in the process. When the request is initially made, the status will read “Requested”

When the lending library checks the item out and gives it to the courier for delivery, the status reads “In Transit”. Now you know that the item is on the way to the pickup location

When the pickup location receives the item and makes it available for you to pick up, the status will read “OhioLINK Received”

This is your cue to go to the pickup location and get the item

[Return to the home page]

Narrator: This video demonstrates the basics of search NazCat and the OhioLINK Library Catalog; how to request an item in the OhioLINK Library Catalog; and how to track that item using “Check your library record”

Thanks you for viewing the video. We hope it will help you understand the NazCat-OhioLINK connection.  If you have questions, review this video or contact a librarian.
Written and produced by Mr. Paul Nixon 

Camtasia Video Script 3

[The purpose of the video is to demonstrate the basics for searching three OhioLINK databases which index education literature]

[Show title page]

Narrator: The librarians and staff of Thorne Library, Mount Vernon Nazarene University are pleased to present:

Searching the OhioLINK Education Databases

Our purpose is to demonstrate the basics of searching three OhioLINK databases:





Education Abstracts





ERIC




and 
Education Research Complete

Let’s Begin

[Show library home page]

Narrator: To locate the databases, go to the library’s home page and select “OhioLINK Databases”

[Click the OhioLINK Databases link]

Narrator: Scroll the list of databases

[Click “D-E” Index]

Listed are Education Abstracts, Education Research Complete and ERIC

[Point with cursor]

Narrator: We will begin with Education Abstracts

[Point with cursor, but don’t click]

Narrator: If on campus, simply click the database name. However, if off campus, say at home or your office, click the “Off Campus Access” link, located next to the database name.

This begins the process of authentication. Authentication allows access to the OhioLINK databases from non-campus locations. Authentication verifies that you are a current student, staff or faculty member of an OhioLINK member institution.

[Click “Off Campus Access” link]

Narrator: At the Institution Selection Form, select  Mount Vernon Nazarene University from the drop down menu and click “submit”

[Select MVNU and click submit]

Narrator: At the OhioLINK Authentication Form, enter your last name followed by first and your university ID number and click “submit”

[Enter name, ID and click submit]

Narrator:  A message indicating successful authentication will display and after a few moments, the browser will take you to the search screen.

[Education Abstracts Screen should appear]

Narrator: Enter a word or phrase

[Enter “Home school$”]

Adjacency is the default for phrase searching. Boolean operators may be used and the $ (dollar sign) is used for truncation.  A truncation symbol at the end of a term will search not only the root term, but any suffix that could be attached to the root term.  So not only will “home school” singular be search, but also “home schools” plural, “home schooled” and “home schooling”

The default menu setting is “All Fields”…

[Point with cursor]

... meaning that the terms will be searched anywhere they are found in the database.

[Click the drop down menu]

You may specify that a term, phrase or name be searched in a specific field such as author, title or subject field.

Narrator: “More search boxes” ...

[Click the link]

... may be added and terms entered

[Add “teach$” to first box; subject from drop down]

Narrator: Selecting “Show limit options” will...

[Click “Show limit options”]

...display limits that may be applied to the search

[Select English, feature article and enter 1995 in first date box]

[Click Search]

Narrator: Search results are displayed

[Click a title link]

Click an article title to view the full article record

[Return to citation list]

Narrator: “Find It”...  [Use cursor to point]  ...indicates that the article is not available full text. However, click “Find It” will...

[Click “Find It”  #11, Journal of Educational Psychology]

...open “OLinks.” If the article is available full text in another online source, OLinks will create a link to that article

[Use cursor to point]

OLinks will also indicate if the print journal in which the article is found is available in Thorne Library

[Use cursor to point]

Narrator: If the article is not available online full text and the journal source not owned by Thorne Library, complete an online interlibrary loan request. This form is available at the library’s home page.

[Close OLinks, return to citation list]

Narrator: Create a list of citations to print or save by checking the “store” box next to desired citations

[Check 3-4 citations]

Narrator: [Scroll to the top of the screen] When finished making selections, click “Stored Records”

Selected record or citations are listed – unwanted records may be removed

[Use cursor to point to “remove” links]

Narrator: Options for stored records include printing, saving to a file, emailing records or exporting records to a bibliographic management program such as RefWorks

[Use cursor to point to options]

Narrator: Lets  now look at searching the ERIC database. 

[Go to library’s home page; click “OhioLINK Databases”; index D-E, click link to ERIC]

The letters in ERIC stand for Educational Resources Information Center. ERIC indexed journal articles and research documents

[At ERIC interface]

Narrator: ERIC has the same searching features and functionalities as Education Abstracts, the notable difference being the thesaurus

[Use cursor to point to thesaurus]

The ERIC Thesaurus is an online list of subject terms and represents a definitive vocabulary for education.  Use the thesaurus feature to determine official terminology for a particular topic and to find all articles on that topic

[Enter “Teacher Training” in the search bar]

Narrator: To utilize the thesaurus, enter search terms and make sure “Search words in thesaurus” box is checked

[Point to thesaurus, click “Submit Search”]

Narrator: Instead of searching the database, the online thesaurus is searched and if a match is found, the term is displayed. Click “search” to search the term in the ERIC database

[Use cursor to point to “Search”]

[Go back to search screen; enter “Teaching standards”]

Narrator:  However, is a search is done...

[Click “Submit Search”]

...and a match is not found in the thesaurus, select “Get suggested terms from the thesaurus”

[Click link]

ERIC will display suggested subject terms. Select the term that closely approximates what it is you want to search

[Go back to ERIC search screen, enter “Teacher Education”]

Narrator: After entering search terms and conducting a search, search results are displayed

[Use cursor to point]

Narrator: Click “Find It” at the journal citation to see if the article is available online full text

[Use cursor to point and click “Find It”]

[Journal of Teacher Education]

If available online, a link to the full text is provided

[Point to full text link; back to the citation list]

Narrator: The full text of ERIC documents dated after 1993 are available online

[Point cursor to document citation; click “Find It”]

Selecting “Find It” at the end of a document citation will open the full text of the document

[Back to the Citation List]

Narrator: Copies of ERIC documents older than 1993 may be requested through Interlibrary Loan. Click the document title...

[Click Title]

...to look at the document record. Note the ERIC number, title, author, and publication date. You will need this information to submit a request [ Cursor point]

[Go to library home page]

Narrator:  At the library’s home page, look for the online forms and select “ERIC document request”

[Use cursor to point and click]

Complete the form and submit the request and library staff will secure a copy for you

[Back to home page]

Narrator:  Now we’ll turn our attention to the basics of search Education Research Complete

Again, select OhioLINK Databases at the library’s home page

[Click link]

Scroll to Education Research Complete

[Click ERC link]

Narrator: Enter terms or phrases in the search box

[Enter “College students”]

Select limiters or expanders to modify the search

[Select “Scholarly PR Journals” and enter 2000 in the first date box]

Click Search

[Click Search]

[Display citations]

Narrator: Click a title link...

[Click link]

...to the full article record

[Return to citation list]

Narrator: Click “Full Text” to view the article online [Point to link]

Narrator: Click “Find It” to see if the article is available elsewhere online and full text

[Click Find It]

Narrator: A link is created if the article is available online and full text. Click the link to view the article

[Use Cursor to point]

The display also show if Thorne Library owns the journal in which the article is found

[Use cursor to point]

If the article is unavailable online nor in a print source owned by Thorne Library, go to the library’s home page, select the Interlibrary Loan form for articles, complete the form and submit a request

[Return to citation list]

Narrator: To print or save a list of citations, click the folder icon located to the right of each citation

[Click 3-4 icons]

Narrator:  After selections are made, click “Folder has items”

[Click the link]

Narrator: The citations in the folder are displayed.  Citations may be printed, emailed or saved to disk

[Use cursor to point]

[Return to library home page]

Narrator: We have demonstrated the basics of searching three education databases: Education Abstracts, ERIC and Education Research Complete. For further assistance or search tips, locate the “help” links located at each database search screen.

Thank you for viewing this video. If you have questions, review the video or contact a librarian

[Use cursor to point to “Ask a librarian”]
Written and produced by Mr. Paul Nixon 

Appendix D

See:
CD of the Camtasia presentations.  
Also available via streaming at:

Navigating the Thorne Library Home Page: mms://stream.mvnu.edu/library/navigating.wmv
The NazCat - OhioLINK Connection: mms://stream.mvnu.edu/library/nazcat.wmv
Searching the OhioLINK Education Databases: mms://stream.mvnu.edu/library/searching.wmv
Appendix E – Education Faculty SAILS Scores
	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	1
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	2
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	3
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Searching

	4
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Searching

	5
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	6
	5
	11
	16
	31.25%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	7
	8
	8
	16
	50.00%
	Searching

	8
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Evaluating Sources

	9
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	10
	9
	7
	16
	56.25%
	Evaluating Sources

	11
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Searching

	12
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	13
	4
	12
	16
	25.00%
	Searching

	14
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Retrieving Sources

	15
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	16
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Searching

	17
	7
	9
	16
	43.75%
	Retrieving Sources

	18
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Retrieving Sources

	19
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Searching

	20
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Searching

	21
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Documenting Sources

	22
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	23
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Searching

	24
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Documenting Sources

	25
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Documenting Sources

	26
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	27
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Searching

	28
	4
	12
	16
	25.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	29
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Searching


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	30
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Documenting Sources

	31
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	32
	9
	5
	16
	56.25%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	33
	5
	11
	16
	31.25%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	34
	6
	10
	16
	37.50%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	35
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Retrieving Sources

	36
	8
	8
	16
	50.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	37
	8
	8
	16
	50.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	38
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Searching

	39
	0
	16
	16
	0.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	40
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	41
	6
	10
	16
	37.50%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	42
	0
	16
	16
	0.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	43
	2
	14
	16
	12.50%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	44
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	45
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	46
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Evaluating Sources

	47
	7
	9
	16
	43.75%
	Searching

	48
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Searching

	49
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Evaluating Sources

	50
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	51
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Retrieving Sources

	52
	14
	0
	16
	87.50%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	53
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	54
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	55
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Retrieving Sources

	56
	9
	7
	16
	56.25%
	Retrieving Sources

	57
	2
	14
	16
	12.50%
	Searching

	58
	5
	11
	16
	31.25%
	Documenting Sources

	59
	7
	9
	16
	43.75%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	60
	2
	14
	16
	12.50%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	61
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	62
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	63
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	64
	12
	3
	15
	80.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	65
	4
	10
	14
	28.57%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	66
	2
	12
	14
	14.29%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	67
	9
	5
	14
	64.29%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	68
	12
	2
	14
	85.71%
	Documenting Sources

	69
	5
	8
	13
	38.46%
	Evaluating Sources

	70
	6
	7
	13
	46.15%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	71
	6
	7
	13
	46.15%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	72
	7
	3
	12
	58.33%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	73
	10
	2
	12
	83.33%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	74
	7
	5
	12
	58.33%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	75
	6
	5
	11
	54.55%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	76
	7
	4
	11
	63.64%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	77
	5
	6
	11
	45.45%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	78
	7
	4
	11
	63.64%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	79
	5
	5
	10
	50.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	80
	4
	6
	10
	40.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	81
	8
	2
	10
	80.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	82
	1
	9
	10
	10.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	83
	6
	4
	10
	60.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	84
	3
	7
	10
	30.00%
	Searching

	85
	0
	10
	10
	0.00%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	86
	2
	8
	10
	20.00%
	Documenting Sources

	87
	6
	3
	9
	66.67%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	88
	9
	0
	9
	100.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	89
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Retrieving Sources

	90
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Documenting Sources

	91
	6
	3
	9
	66.67%
	Retrieving Sources

	92
	5
	4
	9
	55.56%
	Retrieving Sources

	93
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Searching

	94
	6
	3
	9
	66.67%
	Documenting Sources


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	95
	9
	0
	9
	100.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	96
	7
	2
	9
	77.78%
	Documenting Sources

	97
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	98
	4
	5
	9
	44.44%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	99
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Evaluating Sources

	100
	5
	4
	9
	55.56%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	101
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	102
	7
	2
	9
	77.78%
	Searching

	103
	0
	9
	9
	0.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	104
	5
	4
	9
	55.56%
	Evaluating Sources

	105
	2
	7
	9
	22.22%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	106
	1
	8
	9
	11.11%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	107
	1
	8
	9
	11.11%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	108
	5
	4
	9
	55.56%
	Documenting Sources

	109
	3
	5
	8
	37.50%
	Evaluating Sources

	110
	7
	1
	8
	87.50%
	Retrieving Sources

	111
	6
	2
	8
	75.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	112
	5
	3
	8
	62.50%
	Retrieving Sources

	113
	5
	3
	8
	62.50%
	Searching

	114
	4
	3
	7
	57.14%
	Documenting Sources

	115
	4
	3
	7
	57.14%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	116
	5
	2
	7
	71.43%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	117
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	118
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	119
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Searching

	120
	4
	2
	6
	66.67%
	Retrieving Sources

	121
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Searching

	122
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	123
	1
	5
	6
	16.67%
	Evaluating Sources

	124
	4
	2
	6
	66.67%
	Documenting Sources

	125
	0
	6
	6
	0.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	126
	5
	1
	6
	83.33%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	127
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	128
	5
	1
	6
	83.33%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	129
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Searching

	130
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Searching

	131
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Searching

	132
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Searching

	133
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Searching

	134
	5
	1
	6
	83.33%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	135
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	136
	5
	1
	6
	83.33%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	137
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	138
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	139
	0
	6
	6
	0.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	140
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Searching

	141
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Searching

	142
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Evaluating Sources

	143
	0
	6
	6
	0.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues


Appendix E – Education Faculty SAILS Scores by Skill Set
	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	6
	5
	11
	16
	31.25%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	26
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	32
	9
	5
	16
	56.25%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	34
	6
	10
	16
	37.50%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	36
	8
	8
	16
	50.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	40
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	45
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	52
	14
	0
	16
	87.50%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	53
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	54
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	79
	5
	5
	10
	50.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	80
	4
	6
	10
	40.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	87
	6
	3
	9
	66.67%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	88
	9
	0
	9
	100.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	95
	9
	0
	9
	100.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	100
	5
	4
	9
	55.56%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	106
	1
	8
	9
	11.11%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	111
	6
	2
	8
	75.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	125
	0
	6
	6
	0.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	126
	5
	1
	6
	83.33%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	127
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	128
	5
	1
	6
	83.33%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	134
	5
	1
	6
	83.33%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	135
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Developing a Research Strategy

	
	
	
	
	65.38%
	Education Faculty - Developing a Research Strategy Average


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	21
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Documenting Sources

	24
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Documenting Sources

	25
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Documenting Sources

	30
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Documenting Sources

	58
	5
	11
	16
	31.25%
	Documenting Sources

	68
	12
	2
	14
	85.71%
	Documenting Sources

	86
	2
	8
	10
	20.00%
	Documenting Sources

	90
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Documenting Sources

	94
	6
	3
	9
	66.67%
	Documenting Sources

	96
	7
	2
	9
	77.78%
	Documenting Sources

	108
	5
	4
	9
	55.56%
	Documenting Sources

	114
	4
	3
	7
	57.14%
	Documenting Sources

	124
	4
	2
	6
	66.67%
	Documenting Sources

	
	
	
	
	69.69%
	Education Faculty - Documenting Sources Average

	5
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	8
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Evaluating Sources

	10
	9
	7
	16
	56.25%
	Evaluating Sources

	15
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	44
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	46
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Evaluating Sources

	49
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Evaluating Sources

	50
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	69
	5
	8
	13
	38.46%
	Evaluating Sources

	81
	8
	2
	10
	80.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	99
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Evaluating Sources

	103
	0
	9
	9
	0.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	104
	5
	4
	9
	55.56%
	Evaluating Sources

	109
	3
	5
	8
	37.50%
	Evaluating Sources

	118
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Evaluating Sources

	123
	1
	5
	6
	16.67%
	Evaluating Sources

	142
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Evaluating Sources

	
	
	
	
	61.42%
	Education Faculty - Evaluating Sources Average


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	14
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Retrieving Sources

	17
	7
	9
	16
	43.75%
	Retrieving Sources

	18
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Retrieving Sources

	35
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Retrieving Sources

	51
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Retrieving Sources

	55
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Retrieving Sources

	56
	9
	7
	16
	56.25%
	Retrieving Sources

	89
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Retrieving Sources

	91
	6
	3
	9
	66.67%
	Retrieving Sources

	92
	5
	4
	9
	55.56%
	Retrieving Sources

	110
	7
	1
	8
	87.50%
	Retrieving Sources

	112
	5
	3
	8
	62.50%
	Retrieving Sources

	120
	4
	2
	6
	66.67%
	Retrieving Sources

	
	
	
	
	75.21%
	Education Faculty - Retrieving Sources Average


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	3
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Searching

	4
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Searching

	7
	8
	8
	16
	50.00%
	Searching

	11
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Searching

	13
	4
	12
	16
	25.00%
	Searching

	16
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Searching

	19
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Searching

	20
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Searching

	23
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Searching

	27
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Searching

	29
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Searching

	38
	10
	6
	16
	62.50%
	Searching

	47
	7
	9
	16
	43.75%
	Searching

	48
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Searching

	57
	2
	14
	16
	12.50%
	Searching

	84
	3
	7
	10
	30.00%
	Searching

	93
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Searching

	102
	7
	2
	9
	77.78%
	Searching

	113
	5
	3
	8
	62.50%
	Searching

	119
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Searching

	121
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Searching

	129
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Searching

	130
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Searching

	131
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Searching

	132
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Searching

	133
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Searching

	140
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Searching

	141
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Searching

	
	
	
	
	63.15%
	Education Faculty - Searching Average


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	1
	13
	3
	16
	81.25%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	2
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	9
	12
	4
	16
	75.00%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	12
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	33
	5
	11
	16
	31.25%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	41
	6
	10
	16
	37.50%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	75
	6
	5
	11
	54.55%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	76
	7
	4
	11
	63.64%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	77
	5
	6
	11
	45.45%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	78
	7
	4
	11
	63.64%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	85
	0
	10
	10
	0.00%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	101
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	105
	2
	7
	9
	22.22%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	117
	6
	0
	6
	100.00%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	122
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	136
	5
	1
	6
	83.33%
	Selecting Finding Tools

	
	
	
	
	61.12%
	Education Faculty - Selecting Finding Tools Average


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	39
	0
	16
	16
	0.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	42
	0
	16
	16
	0.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	43
	2
	14
	16
	12.50%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	59
	7
	9
	16
	43.75%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	60
	2
	14
	16
	12.50%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	61
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	62
	15
	1
	16
	93.75%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	63
	11
	5
	16
	68.75%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	64
	12
	3
	15
	80.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	65
	4
	10
	14
	28.57%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	66
	2
	12
	14
	14.29%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	67
	9
	5
	14
	64.29%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	70
	6
	7
	13
	46.15%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	71
	6
	7
	13
	46.15%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	72
	7
	3
	12
	58.33%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	73
	10
	2
	12
	83.33%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	74
	7
	5
	12
	58.33%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	82
	1
	9
	10
	10.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	83
	6
	4
	10
	60.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	97
	8
	1
	9
	88.89%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	98
	4
	5
	9
	44.44%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	107
	1
	8
	9
	11.11%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	115
	4
	3
	7
	57.14%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	116
	5
	2
	7
	71.43%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	143
	0
	6
	6
	0.00%
	Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues

	
	
	
	
	44.90%
	Education Faculty - Understanding Economic, Legal, and Social Issues Average


	Question No.
	Number who had it correct
	Number who had it wrong
	Number who answered question
	Percentage who answered correctly
	Skill Sets

	22
	16
	0
	16
	100.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	28
	4
	12
	16
	25.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	31
	14
	2
	16
	87.50%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	37
	8
	8
	16
	50.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	137
	2
	4
	6
	33.33%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	138
	3
	3
	6
	50.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	139
	0
	6
	6
	0.00%
	Using Finding Tool Features

	
	
	
	
	49.40%
	Education Faculty - Using Finding Tool Features Average


	Information Literacy Survey - PEL Composite, Fall 2006 
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	
	MF= Mansfield
	GH= Gahanna
	
	
	 

	
	PL= Polaris
	SH= Sharonsville
	
	
	 

	
	MV= Mt. Vernon
	
	
	
	
	 

	
	NW= Newark
	
	
	
	
	 

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	
	PEL001MF
	PEL002PL
	PEL003MV
	PEL002NW
	PEL002GH
	 PEL003SH 
	 PEL-All  students 

	Standard 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 1-1
	    4.57143 
	    4.38889 
	    4.69231 
	    4.77778 
	    4.33333 
	    4.40000 
	             4.49412 

	 1-2
	    4.21429 
	    4.11111 
	    4.46154 
	    4.22222 
	    4.38095 
	    4.30000 
	             4.28235 

	 1-3
	    4.42857 
	    4.00000 
	    4.38462 
	    4.22222 
	    4.04762 
	    4.10000 
	             4.17647 

	 1-4
	    2.35714 
	    2.11111 
	    2.69231 
	    1.55556 
	    1.61905 
	    2.30000 
	             2.08235 

	 1-5
	    3.35714 
	    3.50000 
	    3.92308 
	    3.22222 
	    3.42857 
	    3.60000 
	             3.50588 

	 1-6
	    3.85714 
	    3.38889 
	    4.15385 
	    3.66667 
	    3.71429 
	    4.00000 
	             3.76471 

	Average
	    3.79762 
	    3.58333 
	    4.05128 
	    3.61111 
	    3.58730 
	    3.78333 
	             3.71765 

	Standard 2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 2-1
	    3.85714 
	    2.94444 
	    3.38462 
	    3.22222 
	    3.00000 
	    3.70000 
	             3.29412 

	 2-2
	    3.14286 
	    2.88889 
	    3.53846 
	    1.55556 
	    2.19048 
	    3.20000 
	             2.75294 

	 2-3
	    3.92857 
	    2.77778 
	    3.69231 
	    2.22222 
	    2.52381 
	    3.10000 
	             3.02353 

	 2-4
	    4.21429 
	    2.61111 
	    3.46154 
	    1.77778 
	    2.42857 
	    3.40000 
	             2.96471 

	 2-5
	    4.42857 
	    3.83333 
	    4.15385 
	    3.77778 
	    3.90476 
	    3.90000 
	             4.00000 

	 2-6
	    3.85714 
	    3.27778 
	    3.84615 
	    3.66667 
	    3.52381 
	    3.50000 
	             3.58824 

	 2-7
	    3.85714 
	    3.44444 
	    3.84615 
	    3.77778 
	    3.85714 
	    3.60000 
	             3.72941 

	 2-8
	    4.28571 
	    3.94444 
	    4.46154 
	    4.12500 
	    3.76190 
	    4.10000 
	             4.07143 

	Average
	    3.94643 
	    3.21528 
	    3.79808 
	    2.99008 
	    3.14881 
	    3.56250 
	             3.42542 

	Standard 3
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 3-1
	    4.14286 
	    4.22222 
	    4.61538 
	    4.33333 
	    4.33333 
	    4.50000 
	             4.34118 

	 3-2
	    4.14286 
	    3.83333 
	    4.61538 
	    3.77778 
	    4.19048 
	    4.20000 
	             4.12941 

	 3-3
	    4.00000 
	    3.61111 
	    4.30769 
	    3.55556 
	    3.95238 
	    4.10000 
	             3.91765 

	 3-4
	    4.07143 
	    3.61111 
	    4.00000 
	    4.00000 
	    3.85714 
	    4.20000 
	             3.91765 

	 3-5
	    3.85714 
	    3.66667 
	    3.92308 
	    3.44444 
	    3.85714 
	    3.80000 
	             3.77647 

	Average
	    4.04286 
	    3.78889 
	    4.29231 
	    3.82222 
	    4.03810 
	    4.16000 
	             4.01647 


	
	PEL001MF
	PEL002PL
	PEL003MV
	PEL002NW
	PEL002GH
	 PEL003SH 
	 PEL-All  students 

	Standard 4
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 4-1
	    4.21429 
	    3.94444 
	    4.38462 
	    4.22222 
	    4.23810 
	    4.30000 
	             4.20000 

	 4-2
	    4.07143 
	    3.72222 
	    4.46154 
	    3.77778 
	    4.09524 
	    4.00000 
	             4.02353 

	 4-3
	    4.35714 
	    3.77778 
	    4.23077 
	    4.22222 
	    4.00000 
	    4.30000 
	             4.10588 

	Average
	    4.21429 
	    3.81481 
	    4.35897 
	    4.07407 
	    4.11111 
	    4.20000 
	             4.10980 

	Standard 5
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 5-1
	    3.85714 
	    3.05556 
	    3.53846 
	    3.33333 
	    3.52381 
	    3.40000 
	             3.44706 

	 5-2
	    4.57143 
	    4.05556 
	    4.61538 
	    4.33333 
	    4.33333 
	    4.10000 
	             4.32941 

	 5-3
	    4.07143 
	    4.00000 
	    4.38462 
	    4.11111 
	    4.19048 
	    4.20000 
	             4.15294 

	 5-4
	    4.28571 
	    4.05556 
	    4.23077 
	    4.44444 
	    4.14286 
	    4.30000 
	             4.21176 

	 5-5
	    4.07143 
	    3.88889 
	    4.30769 
	    4.00000 
	    4.04762 
	    4.00000 
	             4.04706 

	Average
	    4.17143 
	    3.81111 
	    4.21538 
	    4.04444 
	    4.04762 
	    4.00000 
	             4.03765 


	Information Literacy Survey - PEL Composite, Fall 2006 Modified
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	
	MF= Mansfield
	GH= Gahanna
	 
	

	
	PL= Polaris
	SH= Sharonsville
	 
	

	
	MV= Mt. Vernon
	
	
	 
	

	
	NW= Newark
	
	
	 
	

	
	
	
	
	
	 
	

	
	PEL001MF
	PEL002PL
	PEL003MV
	PEL002GH
	 PEL-All  students 

	Standard 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 1-1
	    4.57143 
	    4.38889 
	    4.69231 
	    4.33333 
	             4.46970 
	

	 1-2
	    4.21429 
	    4.11111 
	    4.46154 
	    4.38095 
	             4.28788 
	

	 1-3
	    4.42857 
	    4.00000 
	    4.38462 
	    4.04762 
	             4.18182 
	

	 1-4
	    2.35714 
	    2.11111 
	    2.69231 
	    1.61905 
	             2.12121 
	

	 1-5
	    3.35714 
	    3.50000 
	    3.92308 
	    3.42857 
	             3.53030 
	

	 1-6
	    3.85714 
	    3.38889 
	    4.15385 
	    3.71429 
	             3.74242 
	

	Average
	    3.79762 
	    3.58333 
	    4.05128 
	    3.58730 
	             3.72222 
	

	Standard 2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 2-1
	    3.85714 
	    2.94444 
	    3.38462 
	    3.00000 
	             3.24242 
	

	 2-2
	    3.14286 
	    2.88889 
	    3.53846 
	    2.19048 
	             2.84848 
	

	 2-3
	    3.92857 
	    2.77778 
	    3.69231 
	    2.52381 
	             3.12121 
	

	 2-4
	    4.21429 
	    2.61111 
	    3.46154 
	    2.42857 
	             3.06061 
	

	 2-5
	    4.42857 
	    3.83333 
	    4.15385 
	    3.90476 
	             4.04545 
	

	 2-6
	    3.85714 
	    3.27778 
	    3.84615 
	    3.52381 
	             3.59091 
	

	 2-7
	    3.85714 
	    3.44444 
	    3.84615 
	    3.85714 
	             3.74242 
	

	 2-8
	    4.28571 
	    3.94444 
	    4.46154 
	    3.76190 
	             4.06061 
	

	Average
	    3.94643 
	    3.21528 
	    3.79808 
	    3.14881 
	             3.46402 
	

	Standard 3
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 3-1
	    4.14286 
	    4.22222 
	    4.61538 
	    4.33333 
	             4.31818 
	

	 3-2
	    4.14286 
	    3.83333 
	    4.61538 
	    4.19048 
	             4.16667 
	

	 3-3
	    4.00000 
	    3.61111 
	    4.30769 
	    3.95238 
	             3.93939 
	

	 3-4
	    4.07143 
	    3.61111 
	    4.00000 
	    3.85714 
	             3.86364 
	

	 3-5
	    3.85714 
	    3.66667 
	    3.92308 
	    3.85714 
	             3.81818 
	

	Average
	    4.04286 
	    3.78889 
	    4.29231 
	    4.03810 
	             4.02121 
	

	Standard 4
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 4-1
	    4.21429 
	    3.94444 
	    4.38462 
	    4.23810 
	             4.18182 
	

	 4-2
	    4.07143 
	    3.72222 
	    4.46154 
	    4.09524 
	             4.06061 
	

	 4-3
	    4.35714 
	    3.77778 
	    4.23077 
	    4.00000 
	             4.06061 
	

	Average
	    4.21429 
	    3.81481 
	    4.35897 
	    4.11111 
	             4.10101 
	

	Standard 5
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	

	 5-1
	    3.85714 
	    3.05556 
	    3.53846 
	    3.52381 
	             3.46970 
	

	 5-2
	    4.57143 
	    4.05556 
	    4.61538 
	    4.33333 
	             4.36364 
	

	 5-3
	    4.07143 
	    4.00000 
	    4.38462 
	    4.19048 
	             4.15152 
	

	 5-4
	    4.28571 
	    4.05556 
	    4.23077 
	    4.14286 
	             4.16667 
	

	 5-5
	    4.07143 
	    3.88889 
	    4.30769 
	    4.04762 
	             4.06061 
	

	Average
	    4.17143 
	    3.81111 
	    4.21538 
	    4.04762 
	             4.04242 
	


	Information Literacy Survey - PEL Composite, Spring  07

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	MF= Mansfield
	GH= Gahanna
	

	
	PL= Polaris
	SH= Sharonsville
	

	
	MV= Mt. Vernon
	
	
	

	
	NW= Newark
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	PEL003MV
	PEL001MF
	PEL002GH
	PEL002PLF
	PEL All Students

	Standard 1
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 1-1
	    4.66667 
	    4.50000 
	     4.22222 
	     4.00000 
	              4.32203 

	 1-2
	    4.50000 
	    4.35714 
	     4.16667 
	     4.26667 
	              4.30508 

	 1-3
	    4.25000 
	    4.42857 
	     3.66667 
	     4.13333 
	              4.08475 

	 1-4
	    3.58333 
	    4.07143 
	     2.35294 
	     3.73333 
	              3.37931 

	 1-5
	    4.16667 
	    4.21429 
	     3.16667 
	     3.33333 
	              3.66102 

	 1-6
	    4.16667 
	    4.14286 
	     3.77778 
	     3.86667 
	              3.96610 

	Average
	    4.22222 
	    4.28571 
	     3.55882 
	     3.88889 
	              3.95305 

	Standard 2
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	 2-1
	    4.00000 
	    4.35714 
	     3.00000 
	     4.20000 
	              3.83051 

	 2-2
	    4.16667 
	    4.50000 
	     3.05556 
	     4.40000 
	              3.96610 

	 2-3
	    4.41667 
	    4.35714 
	     3.05556 
	     3.80000 
	              3.83051 

	 2-4
	    4.25000 
	    4.35714 
	     3.44444 
	     4.13333 
	              4.00000 

	 2-5
	    4.41667 
	    4.50000 
	     4.05556 
	     4.33333 
	              4.30508 

	 2-6
	    4.25000 
	    4.35714 
	     3.77778 
	     4.13333 
	              4.10169 

	 2-7
	    4.33333 
	    4.35714 
	     3.83333 
	     3.86667 
	              4.06780 

	 2-8
	    4.33333 
	    4.35714 
	     3.88889 
	     4.00000 
	              4.11864 

	Average
	    4.27083 
	    4.39286 
	     3.51389 
	     4.10833 
	              4.02754 
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