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Regardless of whether you're interested in creating self-instructional tutorials for college
students; designing learning experiences for children; developing presentations for adult
audiences; or building computer-based educational simulations, games, and apps, this
course will help library and information professionals develop the skills necessary to
create effective, efficient, and appealing instructional materials.

Quality instruction involves much more than building engaging presentations and
distributing cool handouts, it requires the creation of instructional materials that meet the
needs of specific audiences. These materials must provide quality information and
examples, along with opportunities for learner involvement and feedback.

Information Inquiry: Instructional Strategies for Library and Information
Professionals provides a comprehensive examination of the systematic design of
instruction including the design, development, dissemination, and evaluation of
instructional programs in library and information settings. The course places emphasis on
information instruction; focuses on theory and practice related to teaching and learning;
and stresses the use of technology in materials development and dissemination across all
library and information settings.

Instructor Contact Information

Name - Annette Lamb, Ph.D.

Address - P.0. Box 206 Teasdale, Utah 84773

Email - alamb@eduscapes.com or anlamb@iupui.edu
Lamb Voice Mail and Fax - 435.425.3415

Personal Page - http://eduscapes.com/lamb

Course Description

This three-credit hour graduate course focuses on the systematic design of instruction.
Students learn to design, develop, and evaluate instruction for all delivery formats.
Emphasis is placed on educational, training, and learning theories, along with instructional
design models that can be applied to information users regardless of the instructional
setting or subject area focus. The use of technology for the production and dissemination of
instructional materials is stressed.

The course explores pedagogy including teaching styles, philosophies of teaching, and the
application of instructional theory to teaching and learning. It examines a variety of
instruction delivery types including face-to-face lessons and presentations, self-guided
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tutorials, simulations and games, and online approaches for both formal and informal
learning situations.

The course examines the varied needs and interests of learners, the differences between
novice and expert learners, child and adult learners, and students of varied learning
preferences and styles.

Information literacy standards from the Association of College and Research Libraries
(ACRL), American Association of School Libraries (AASL), and others are applied to
instructional design and practice.

The course also examines instructional program design, administration, and evaluation.

Finally, the course features the essential role of instruction in a comprehensive academic,
school, public, and/or special library setting, along with how instruction and training are
built into other professional information settings including business, health professions,
and allied areas.

The course will be taught entirely online including web-based readings and resources,
threaded discussions, plus online presentations and activities.

The following entry skills are required for this course:

« Demonstrate technology skills including use of productivity tools (i.e., word processing,
spreadsheet, presentation), web development tools, social media, and utilities (i.e.,
downloading drivers and plugins).

« Identify, select, access, and evaluate information found on the Internet and in the library.
e Use Oncourse for forums and information sharing.

This course makes the assumption that students are able to work independently. There are
no required face-to-face meetings. There are no required synchronous online meetings.
However, students are encouraged to e-mail or arrange a chat with the instructor at any
time.

Learning Objectives
Students will be able to:

o Apply models of instructional design in designing, developing, disseminating, and
evaluating effective, efficient, and appealing instructional materials.

e Describe how educational, training, and learning theories can be applied to specific
instructional situations.

o Address standards related to information literacy in various instructional and training
settings related to the library and information professions.
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 Design learning experiences to address the varied needs, preferences, and learning styles
of a target audience.

 Evaluate instructional materials.
o Select and apply instructional materials.

« Apply technology tools and techniques to the production and delivery of instructional
materials.

o Address information literacy standards through the design, development, and evaluation
of instructional materials.

« Plan educational programs using outcomes-based planning and evaluation.

o Demonstrate professional instructional delivery skills.

MLS Program, Graduate Program and ALA Competency Connections.
This course addresses competencies related to the MLS program in the following areas:
* Assist and Educate Users
* Apply Management and Leadership Skills
* Work Effectively Within and Across a Variety of Organizational Structures
* Conduct and Analyze Research
* Demonstrate Basic Technical Expertise
* Approach Professional Issues with Understanding

This course is connected to the Principles of Graduate and Professional Learning in the
following areas:

* Demonstrating mastery of the knowledge and skills expected for the degree and for
professionalism and success in the field

* Thinking critically, applying good judgment in professional and personal situations
* Communicating effectively to others in the field and to the general public
* Behaving in an ethical way both professionally and personally

This course addresses a number of ALA competencies. According to ALA (2009), a person
graduating from an ALA-accredited master’s program in library and information studies
should know and, where appropriate, be able to employ:
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Foundations of the Profession

Information Resources

Technological Knowledge and Skills

Reference and User Services
* Continuing Education and Lifelong Learning
* Administration and Management

Course Materials

The course content will be accessed through a series of web pages. In addition to readings
and presentation materials, the pages also contain reflective questions and individual
exercises to reinforce key concepts.

No print textbook is required.
The online materials are available at http://eduscapes.com/instruction

It's useful to become familiar with the issues currently facing information professionals.
Consider signing up for one of the following listservs or following an information
instruction blog:

* ALA - Information Literacy Instruction Discussion List at http://lists.ala.org/wws
* Information Literacy Weblog at http://information-literacy.blogspot.com/
* Information Literacy Meets Library 2.0 at http://infolitlib20.blogspot.com/

We have a variety interests represented in our class. For further reading, I suggest these
OPTIONAL titles that are geared to particular library types:

* Callison, Daniel & Preddy, Leslie. (2006) The Blue Book. LMS Associates. This book is
focused on the needs of school librarians.

Dick, Walt, Carey, Lou, and Carey, James O. (2011). The Systematic Design of
Instruction. Seventh Edition. Pearson. This book is intended for people who plan to
be instructional designers as an integral part of their library work.

Farmer, Lesley S.J. (2011). Instructional Design for Library and Information
Professionals. Neal-Schuman. This book is focused specifically on instruction
design for librarians.

Gilton, Donna L. (2012). Lifelong Learning in Public Libraries. Scarecrow Press.
This book is focused on the need of public libraries.

Grassian, E. & Kaplowitz, ]. (2009). Information Literary Instruction: Theory and
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Practice. (2nd ed.). New York, NY: Neal-Schuman. This book is focused specifically
on information literacy instruction.

¢ Kuhlthau, Carol, Maniotes, Leslie K., and Caspari, Ann K. (2007). Guided Inquiry:
Learning in the 21st Century. Westport, Connecticut: Libraries Unlimited. This
book is focused on the needs of school librarians.

Additional resources can be found at
http://eduscapes.com/instruction/course/resources.htm

Course Assignments and Assessments

The learning objectives will be assessed through a series of six activities and two
instructional experiences. Course assignments are intended to help you apply the course
materials.

The class contains six “Paseo” activities (60 points) and two instructional experiences (40
points).

For information about these assignments, go to the CourseGuide online at
http://eduscapes.com/instruction/course/courseguide.htm

For information about due dates, go to the Course Calendar online at
http://eduscapes.com/instruction/course/calendar.htm

Paseo Assignments

“Paseo” is defined as a leisurely walk or a gathering place where people can enjoy the
journey as much as the destination. The “paseo activities” provide flexible opportunities
you to explore instructional strategies and try out their ideas. Choices allow students with
diverse background and professional interests to apply theories to meaningful, practical
assignments.

The Paseo requirements are posted in forum area of Oncourse.

The “reply requirement” for each activity involves you in reading and responding to the
work of a peer. These quality responses will be posted in Oncourse as replies. Some
assignments have specific criteria, so read the requirements for each.

Paseo 1: Evaluation of Instruction (10 Points)

What makes an effective, efficient, and appealing virtual learning experience? Select a
presentation, video/screen capture-based tutorial, or web-based experience to evaluate.
Check the CourseGuide for specific requirements.

e Paseo 1.1: Video-Recorded Presentation Evaluation
e Paseo 1.2: Video-Based Tutorial Evaluation

« Paseo 1.3: Web-based Non-linear Tutorial, Webinar, Learning Simulation, or Educational
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Game Evaluation
Reply to the work of a peer.
Paseo 2: Face-to-Face Instruction Observation (10 Points)
Check the CourseGuide for specific requirements.

You must get permission from the instructor to observe. The class should not be a course you
are currently taking or a SLIS course.

Ifyou are in the school library program, you should observe a K-12 classroom or library
lesson.

e Paseo 2.1: School Library Settings

« Paseo 2.2: Academic Library Settings

« Paseo 2.3: Public and Special Library Settings

« Paseo 2.4: Information Settings

Reply to the work of a peer.

Paseo 3: Inquiry, Analysis & Learners (10 Points)

Select one of the following activities. Follow the assignment guidelines for the section of
your choice. Cite at least two research studies in your discussion.

e Paseo 3.1:  Personal Information Inquiry

e Paseo 3.2:  Instructional and Learner Analysis
Reply to the work of a peer.

Paseo 4: Objectives and Assessment (10 Points)

Examine inquiry models, information skills issues, and standards in your area of interest.
Connect these to learner assessment. Provide specific examples. Follow the assignment
guidelines for the section of your choice.

e Paseo 4.1: School Library Settings

o Paseo 4.2: Academic Library Settings

« Paseo 4.3: Public and Special Library Settings
« Paseo 4.4: Information Settings

Reply to the work of a peer.

Paseo 5: Instructional Theories and Methods (10 Points)
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Choose one of the following areas based on your professional interests. Follow the
assignment guidelines for the section of your choice.

Paseo 5.1: Create a Lesson

Paseo 5.2: Analyze and Adapt

Paseo 5.3: Instructional Methods

Reply to the work of a peer.

Paseo 6: Management, Collaboration, Programs (10 Points)

Explore an area of interest. Share current research, examples, approaches, and best
practices. Follow the assignment guidelines for the section of your choice.

Paseo 6.1: Faculty Partnerships and Collaboration
Paseo 6.2: Build a Plan
Paseo 6.3: Design Your Own
Reply to the work of a peer.
Instructional Experiences

You will be creating two instructional experiences. Each experience will emphasize
different aspects of the instructional design process.

Instruction 1: Self-Paced Learning Experience (20 Points)

Apply an instructional design model to the creation of a self-paced tutorial. This tutorial
must include an introduction, quality information, examples and non-examples, practice,
applications, and closure.

Product Portion (10 Points). As evidence of your real-world experiences, you will be
required to produce one of the following products as part of your assignment. You can
decide which fits best with the instruction you wish to design.

e Video Tutorial.
« Screen Capture Tutorial with Audio Narration.
o Computer-based Simulation, Game, or App.

Written Portion (9 Points). The written portion of your product should include the
following areas. Check the guidelines for more information.

e Overview/Need (based on at least 2 professional sources)
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« Audience Characteristics and Implications
Justification for specific target audience

« Standards or Professional Needs addressed
« Instructional Goal and Learning Objectives
e Teaching and Learning Theories Applied

e Approach to Instructional Design

Reply Requirement (1 Point). Work your way through the self-paced learning experience
of your peer. Provide very specific feedback.

Instruction 2: Face-to-Face Learning Experience (20 Points)

Your face-to-face experience must take place before a real-world audience. If you aren’t
working in a situation where you can try out your instruction, consider a public forum such
as a Toastmaster’s meeting at http://www.toastmasters.org/. Or, form a one-time, live
book club with your friends or volunteer to organize an activity at your child’s school.

Product Portion (10 Points). As evidence of your real-world experiences, you will be
required to produce one of the following products as part of your assignment. You can
decide which fits best with the instruction you wish to design.

 Video-recorded Live Presentation.
 Video-recorded Lesson.

e Video-recorded Live One-on-One Instruction.
e Video-recorded Live Discussion Facilitation.

Written Portion (10 Points). The written portion of your product should include the
following areas. Check the guidelines for more information. Check the guidelines for more
information.

« Instructional Material: lesson/instructional sequence, activities, technology, materials,
presentation, teaching notes, examples, answer sheets, evaluation

o Learner Material: informational handouts, example handouts, tutorials, exercises,
assignment

 Results of Field Test or Reviewer Feedback
« Reflection and Evaluation of Teaching Experience

This assignment has no reply requirement.
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Course Grades

The points awarded for each activity are indicated on the Course Requirements. High
expectations have been set for this course. Please notice that outstanding achievement will
require careful attention to course criteria and exceptional quality in course assignments.
Final grades are based on the following range within the total 100 points possible:

A 98-100

A-95-97

B+ 92-94

B 89-91

B- 86-88

C 80-85

D 75-79

F below 74

The meaning of the letter grades follows the SLIS Grading Policy:

A: Outstanding achievement. Student performance demonstrates full command of the
course materials and evinces a high level of originality and/or creativity that far surpasses
course expectations. The grade of A+ is not granted in SLIS, except in very exceptional
cases.

A-: Excellent achievement. Student performance demonstrates thorough knowledge of
the course materials and exceeds course expectations by completing all requirements in a
superior manner.

B+: Very good work. Student performance demonstrates above-average comprehension
of the course materials and exceeds course expectations on all tasks defined in the course
syllabus.

B: Good work. Student performance meets designated course expectations, demonstrates
understanding of the course materials, and has performed at an acceptable level.

B-: Marginal work. Student performance demonstrates incomplete understanding of
course materials.

C+, C, C-: Unsatisfactory work and inadequate understanding of course materials.

D+, D, D-: Unacceptable work; course work completed at this level will not count toward
the MLS degree.

F: Failing. May result in an overall grade point average below 3.0 and possible removal
from the program.
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Late and Incomplete Work

Students may request an assignment extension due to personal or professional
emergencies. These requests must be made prior to the due date. Extensions beyond a
couple days will result in lose of points.

A final grade of "I" or "Incomplete” will NOT be given except in extreme situations. Please
let me know if you're having difficulty completing the requirements of this course.

IUPUI Mission Statement
The Mission of IUPUI is to provide for its constituents excellence in
* Teaching and Learning;
* Research, Scholarship, and Creative Activity; and
* Civic Engagement.
With each of these core activities characterized by
* Collaboration within and across disciplines and with the community;
* A commitment to ensuring diversity; and
* Pursuit of best practices.

[UPUI’s mission is derived from and aligned with the principal components—Communities
of Learning, Responsibilities of Excellence, Accountability and Best Practices—of Indiana
University’s Strategic Directions Charter.

IUPUI Values Statement

[UPUI values the commitment of students to learning; of faculty to the highest standards of
teaching, scholarship, and service; and of staff to the highest standards of service. [UPUI
recognizes students as partners in learning. IUPUI values the opportunities afforded by its
location in Indiana’s capital city and is committed to serving the needs of its community.
Thus, IUPUI students, faculty, and staff are involved in the community, both to provide
educational programs and patient care and to apply learning to community needs through
service. As a leader in fostering collaborative relationships, IUPUI values collegiality,
cooperation, creativity, innovation, and entrepreneurship as well as honesty, integrity, and
support for open inquiry and dissemination of findings. IUPUI is committed to the personal
and professional development of its students, faculty, and staff and to continuous
improvement of its programs and services.
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Student Academic Conduct

There is extensive documentation and discussion of the issue of academic honesty in the
[UPUI Student Code of Conduct.

Students should be sure to read the Student Code of Conduct. The Academic Handbook
states that faculty members have the responsibility of fostering the “intellectual honesty as
well as the intellectual development of students.... The faculty member should explain
clearly the meaning of cheating and plagiarism as they apply to the course... Should the
faculty member detect signs of plagiarism or cheating, it is his or her most serious
obligation to investigate these thoroughly, to take appropriate action with respect to the
grades of students, and in any event to report the matter to the Dean of Students. The
necessity to report every case of cheating, whether or not further action is desirable, arises
particularly because of the possibility that this is not the student’s first offense, or that
other offenses may follow it. Equity also demands that a uniform reporting practice be
enforced; otherwise, some students will be penalized while others guilty of the same
actions will go free.” (p. 172). For more information, go to http://www.iupui.edu/code

Student Accommodations for Disability

The Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) is a federal anti-discrimination statute that
provides comprehensive civil rights protection for persons with disabilities. Among other
things, this legislation requires that all students with disabilities be guaranteed a learning
environment that provides for reasonable accommodation of their disabilities.

Students needing accommodations because of disability must register with Adaptive
Educational Services and complete the appropriate form before accommodations will be
given. The AES office is located in Taylor Hall Room 127, 815 W Michigan St Indianapolis,
IN 46202 and may be reached by phone 317/274-3241 or 317/278-2052 TTD/TTY; by fax
317/274-2051; or by email aes@iupui.edu

For more information, go to http://diversity.iupui.edu/aes/
Administrative Withdrawal

A basic requirement of this course is that you will participate in class and conscientiously
complete writing and reading assignments. Keep in touch with me if you are unable to
attend class or complete an assignment on time. If you miss more than half our class
assignments within the first four weeks of the semester without contacting me, you will be
administratively withdrawn from this section. Our class has assignments each week; thus if
you miss more than three assignment in the first four weeks, you may be withdrawn.
Administrative withdrawal may have academic, financial, and financial aid implications.
Administrative withdrawal will take place after the full refund period, and if you are
administratively withdrawn from the course you will not be eligible for a tuition refund. If
you have questions about the administrative withdrawal policy at any point during the
semester, please contact me.”

Learn more at http://registrar.iupui.edu/withdrawal-policy.html
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Week 1:

Week 2:

Week 3:

Week 4:

Week 5:

Week 6:

Week 7:

Week 8:

S574 Syllabus

Course Content Overview

Information, Instruction, Training, and Learning

Information Inquiry, Meta-literacies, & the Quest for Knowledge
Formal and Informal Learning Experiences:

Presentations, Tutorials, Simulations, and Games

Effective, Efficient, and Engaging Instruction

Instructional Design Models

ADDIE: Analyze, Design, Develop, Implement, Evaluate

Dick and Carey Model

Mary Ellen Litzinger’s Four Phases

ARCS Model of Motivational Design

ACS Taxonomy of Library Skills (Nahl-Jakobovits & Jakobovits)
Paseo 1 Posting Due

Needs Assessment and Analysis

Instructional Goals

Affective, Cognitive, and Sensorimotor Learning Outcomes
Paseo 1 Reply Due

Instructional Task, Information Processing, and Learning Analysis
Information Inquiry Models
Paseo 2 Posting Due

Learning Theory

Critical Thinking and Active Learning

Expert vs Novice, Child vs Adult Learners
Information, Library, and Technology Anxiety
Paseo 2 Reply Due

Audience Analysis: Entry Behaviors and Learner Characteristics
Diversity, Multiculturalism, and Special Needs

Personality Types, Learning Preferences and Styles

Paseo 3 Posting Due

Performance Objectives and Authentic Assessment Instruments
ACRL, AASL, and Other Information Literacy Standards
Paseo 3 Reply Due

Instructional Theory, Teaching Styles, and Pedagogy
Presentation Skills and Lecture-based Learning
Problem-based Learning

Case-based Learning

Game-based Learning

Collaborative and Team-based Learning

Paseo 4 Posting Due
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Week 9: Active Learning
Instructional Strategy
Pre-instructional activities
Content presentation
Learner participation
Assessment
Paseo 4 Reply Due

Week 10: Critical and Creative Thinking
Events of Instruction and Conditions of Learning
Instructional Methods
Techniques: Error Prevention Techniques
Instructional Experience 1 Posting Due

Week 11: Teaching and Training Technologies
Instructional Materials Production
Simulations
Tutorials
Audience Participation and Practice - Clickers
Instructional Experience 1 Reply Due

Week 12: Formative Evaluation and Revision
Usability Testing
One-on-one, small group, field trial
Summative Evaluation
Paseo 5 Posting Due

Week 13: Professional Collaboration
Faculty Partnerships
Embedded Librarians
Public Library Programming
Paseo 5 Reply Due

Week 14: Classroom Management
E-learning
Immersive Learning
The Future of Information Instruction
Paseo 6 Posting Due

Week 15: Paseo 6 Reply Due

Week 16: Instructional Experience 2 Due

S574 Syllabus Page 13



Resources

ACRL (2012). Characteristics of Programs of Information Literacy that Illustrate Best
Practices: A Guideline. Available: http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/characteristics

Adolphus, Margaret. (2009). Using the web to teach information literacy. Online, 33(4), 20-
25.

Alfino, Mark (2008). Advancing Critical Thinking and Information Literacy Skills in First
Year College Students. College and Undergraduate Libraries, 15(1/2), 81-98.

ALA/AECT (1998). Information Power: Building Partnerships for Learning. Prepared
by the American Library Association and Association for Educational Communications and
Technology. ALA.

Allen, M. (2008). Promoting critical thinking skills in online information literacy instruction
using a constructivist approach. College & Undergraduate Libraries, 15(1-2), 21-38.

Alvarado, Amy Edmonds & Herr, Patricia R. Inquiry-based Learning Using Everyday
Objects: Hands-on Instructional Strategies that Promote Active Learning in Grades 3-
8. Corwin Press.

Ambrose, D.W. The effects of hypermedia on learning: A literature review. Educational
Technology, 31(12): 51-54. 1991.

Ames, C. & Ames, R. (1989). Research in Motivation in Education, Vol 3. San Diego:
Academic Press.

Anderson-Inman, L. & Ditson, L. (1999). Computer-based cognitive mapping: A tool for
negotiating meaning. Learning and Leading with Technology, 26, 6-13, 6-8.

Angelo, Thomas A. & Cross, K. Patricia (1993). Classroom Assessment Techniques: A
Handbook for College Teachers. 2nd Edition. Jossey-Bass Higher and Adult Education.

Appelt, K, & Pendell, K. (2010). Assess and invest: Faculty feedback on library tutorials.
College and Research Libraries, 71, 245-253.

Arbaugh, F., Scholten, C. M., & Essex, N. K. (October 2001). Data in the middle grades: A
probability WebQuest. Mathematics Teaching in the Middle School, 7(2), 90-95.

Arnheim, Rudolf (1969). Virtual Thinking. University of California Press.

Armstrong, Thomas (1999). Seven Kinds of Smart: Identifying and Developing Your
Multiple Intelligences. Plume.

Atkinson, J. & Raynor, 0. (1974). Motivation and Achievement. Washington: Winston.
Badke, W. (2008). Ten reasons to teach information literacy for credit. Online. 32(6), 47-9.

Bailey, E. (2008). Constance Mellon demonstrated that college freshman are afraid of

S574 Syllabus Page 14



academic libraries. Evidence Based Library and Information Practice, 3 (3), 94-97.

Baldwin, Virginia. (2008). Resources for assessment of information literacy. Science &
Technology Libraries, 28(4), 367-374.

Bandura, A. (1977). Social Learning Theory. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Prentice Hall
Publishers.

Barell, John (1995). Teaching for Thoughfulness: Classroom Strategies to Enhance
Intellectual Development. 2nd Edition. White Plains, NY: Longman.

Being Fluent with Information Technology (1999). National Academy Press. Available:
http://www.nap.edu/openbook.php?isbn=030906399X

Benz, P. (2002). The English multiverse - WebQuests. Available: http://www.ardecol.ac-
grenoble.fr/english /tice/enwebquests.htm.

Blanchard, Jay & Marshall, James (Eds) (2004). Web-based Learning in K-12 Classrooms:
Opportunities and Challenges. Haworth Press, Inc.

Bloom, B.S. (Ed.) (1956). Taxonomy of educational objectives: Classification of
educational goals. Handbook 1: Cognitive domain. New York: Longman, Green & Co.
1956

Bloom, B., Madaus, G., & Hasting, ].T. (1981). Evaluation to improve learning. New York:
McGraw-Hill

Boatman, W. (2003). Public libraries as a bridge for college-bound young adults. Reference
& User Services Quarterly, 42(3), 229-234.

Bodemer, Brett B. (2011). The Importance of Search as Intertextual Practice for
Undergraduate Research. California Polytechnic State University, San Luis Obispo.
Available: http://crl.acrl.org/content/early/2011/07 /21 /crl-245.full.pdf

Booth, Austin and Carole Ann Fabian (2002). Collaborating to Advance Curriculum-Based
Information Literacy Initiatives. Journal of Library Administration, 36(1/2), 123-142.

Branch, ].L. (2003). Nontraditional undergraduates at home, work, and school: An
examination of information-seeking behaviours and the impact of information literacy
instruction. Research Strategies, 19, 3-15.

Bransford John D., Brown, Ann L., and Cocking, Rodney (eds.) (1999). How People
Learning: Brain, Mind, Experience, and School. Committee on Developments in the Science
of Learning, National Research Council.http://www.nap.edu/html/howpeoplel/

Breivik, Patricia Senn (April 2005). 21st Century Learning and Information Literacy.
Change, 37(2), 20-27.

Breivik, Patricia Senn and Robert McDermand (April 2004). Campus Partnerships Building
on Success. College & Research Library News, 65(4), 210-212, 215.

S574 Syllabus Page 15



Brookfield, S. D. (1987). Developing critical thinkers: Challenging adults to explore
alternative ways of thinking and acting. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass.

Brooks, D. W,, Nolan, D. E., & Gallagher, S. M. (2001). Web-teaching: A guide to designing
interactive teaching for the World Wide Web. Second Edition. New York, NY: Kluwer
Academic/Plenum Publishers.

Brooks, J. G., & Brooks, M. G. (1999). In search of understanding: The case for
constructivist classrooms. Alexandria VA: Association for Supervision and Curriculum
Development.

Brown, ].S., Collins, A., & Duguid, P. (1989). Situated cognition and the culture of learning.
Educational Researcher, 18(1), 32-42.

Brown, R. G. (1991). Schools of Thought. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass.

Bruner, J. (1960). The Process of Education. Harvard University Press.
Bruner, |. (1966). Toward a Theory of Instruction. Harvard University Press.
Bruner, . (1973). Going Beyond the Information Given. Norton.

Bruner, J. (1983). Child's Talk: Learning to Use Language. Norton.

Bruner, . (1986). Actual Minds, Possible Worlds. Harvard University Press.
Bruner, J. (1990). Acts of Meaning. Harvard University Press.

Bruner, J. (1996). The Culture of Education. Harvard University Press.

Budd, ]J. M. (2008). Cognitive growth, instruction, and student success. College and
Research Libraries, 69(4), 319-331.

Burgan, M. (2006). In defense of lecturing. Change Magazine, Carnegie Foundation for the
Advancement of Teaching, 38(6), 30-34.

Burkhardt, Joanna M., Mary C. MacDonald, and Rathemacher, Andree ]. (2010). Teaching
Information Literacy: 50 Standards-based Exercises for College Students. 2nd Edition.
American Library Association.

Burkhardt, Joanna M., Mary C. MacDonald, and Andree ]J. Rathmacher (2003). Information
Explosion. Chap. 1. In Teaching Information Literacy: 35 Practical, Standards-based
Exercises for College Students. Chicago: American Library Association, 1-16.

Buschman, John. (2009). Information literacy, “new” literacies, and literacy. Library
Quarterly, 79(1), 95-118.

Buskist, W. (2002). Ten common teaching mistakes TAs (and Veterans) make. The
Teaching Professor, 16, 6.

Buskist, William (November 2009). Lessons Learned in 60 Years of Teaching, Research and

S574 Syllabus Page 16



Learning. An Interview with William McKeachie. Association for Psychological Science,
22(9), 23-6. Available:
http://www.psychologicalscience.org/observer/digital edition/nov_09/25.html

Callison, Daniel. (2006) Key Words, Concepts and Methods for Information Age
Instruction: A Guide to Teaching Information Literacy. LMS Associates.

Callison, Daniel (2005). Bias. School Library Media Activities Monthly. 21:5. (January),
34-6.

Callison, Daniel (2000). Inquiry, Literacy and the Learning Laboratory. In New
Millennium, New Horizons, edited by Lyn Hay, Kylie Hanson and James Henri. Centre for
Studies in Teacher Librarianship. Charles Sturt University, 55-64.

Callison, Daniel (2001). Scaffolding. School Library Media Activities Monthly. 17:6.
(February), 37-9.

Callison, Daniel and Annette Lamb (2004). Audience Analysis. School Library Media
Activities Monthly. 21:1, 34-9.

Carlin, Jane A. and Damschroder, Cindy B. (2009). Beautiful and useful: The book as a
learning object. Using an honors seminar as a forum to explore information literacy and
critical thinking. College and Research Libraries News, 70(3), 168-183.

Chandler, H. (2003). Concept mapping: WebQuests in Social Studies. Media & Methods,
39(3), 38-39.

Charnigo, L. (2009). Light! Camera! Action! Producing library instruction video tutorials
using Camtasia Studio. Journal of Library & Information Services in Distance Learning,
3(1), 23-30.

Chatel, R.G. (2003). Developing literacy in the technical age: Expanding the boundaries of
reader-text interactions. The New England Reading Association Journal, 39(2), 67-73.

Cleary, T., & Zimmerman, B.]. (2000). Self-regulation differences during athletic practice by
experts, non-experts, and novices. Journal of Applied Sport Psychology, 13, 61-82.

Cognition & Technology Group at Vanderbilt. Anchored instruction and situated cognition
revisited. Educational Technology, 33(3), 1993. 52-70.

Colborn, N. W. and Cordell, R. M. (1998). Moving from subjective to objective assessments
of your instruction program. Reference Services Review, 26(3/4), 125-37.

Conger, J. (2001). Wake up that back row! Interactive library instruction without hands-on
student computers. Reference Librarian, 73, 309-322.

Cooper, R.A. & Smarkola, C. (2001). WebQuests: Online inquiry instructional activities for
teachers. MARTEC Technobrief, 117. Available:
http://www.temple.edu/martec/technobrief/tbrief17.html

S574 Syllabus Page 17



Cooperstein, S. E., & Kocevar-Weidinger, E. (2004). Beyond active learning: A constructivist
approach to learning. Reference Services Review, 32(2), 141-148.

Corno, L., & Mandinach, E. B. (1983). The role of cognitive engagement in classroom
learning and motivation. Educational Psychologist. 18(2), 1-8.

Crawford, John and Irving, Christine. (2009). Information literacy in the workplace: A
qualitative exploratory study. Journal of Librarianship and Information Science, 41(1),
29-38.

Csikszentmihalyi, Mihaly (1990). Flow: The Psychology of Optimal Experience. Basic
Books.

Csikszentmihalyi, Mihaly (1997). Finding Flow: The Psychology of Engagement with
Everyday Life. Basic Books.

Curzon, Susan Carol, and Lampert, Lynn D. (2007). Proven strategies for building an
information literacy program. New York: Neal-Schuman.

Dalbotten, Mary S. (1997). Inquiry in the National Content Standards. In Instructional
Interventions for Information Use: Papers of Treasure Mountain VI edited by Daniel
Callison, Joy H. McGregor, and Ruth Small. Hi Willow Research, 246-304. Reprinted in
Information Literacy: Essential skills for the Information Age, edited by Michael B.

Dalrymple, C. (2002). Perceptions and practices of learning styles in library instruction.
College & Research Libraries, 63(3), 261-273.

D’Angelo, B. ]., & Maid, B.M. (2004). Moving beyond definitions: Implementing information
literacy across the curriculum. Journal of Academic Librarianship, 30(3), 212-217.

deGroot, A. D. (1965). Thought and Choice in Chess. The Hague, the Netherlands: Mouton.

DeMars, C. E., Cameron, L., & Erwin, T.D. (2003). Information literacy as foundational:
Determining competence. The Journal of General Education, 52 (4), 253-265.

Dewey (1933). How we think: A restatement of the relation of reflective thinking to
the educative process. Boston: Henry Holt.

DiBianco, Phyllis (2004). Teaching Information Literacy Skills in the Age of Search, Click,
Copy, and Paste. Information Searcher, 14(4), 1-32.

Dick, Walter, Carey, Lou Cary, James (2011). The Systematic Design of Instruction. Allyn
& Bacon.

Diller, K., & Phelps, S. (2008). Learning outcomes, portfolios, and rubrics, oh my! Authentic
assessment of an information literacy program. Portal, 8(1), 75-89.

Ducas, A.M. & Michaud-Oystryk, N. (2004). Toward a new venture: Building partnerships

S574 Syllabus Page 18



with faculty. College and Research Libraries, 65(4), 334-354.

Dudeney, G. (March 2003). The quest for practical web usage. TESL-EJ, 6(4). Available:
http://www-writing.berkeley.edu/TESL-E]/ej24 /int.html

Dutt-Doner, K., Wilmer, M,, Stevens, C., & Hartmann, L. (2000). Actively engaging learners in
interdisciplinary curriculum through the integration of technology. Computer in the
Schools, 16(3/4), 151-166.

Elmborg, J. (2006). Critical information literacy: Implications for instructional practice. The
Journal of Academic Librarianship, 32(2), 192-199.

Emmons, Mark, Elizabeth B. Keefe, Veronica M. Moore, Rebecca M. Sanchez, Michele M.
Mals and Teresa Y. Neely. (2009). Teaching Information Literacy Skills to Prepare Teachers
Who Can Bridge the Research-to-Practice Gap. RUSQ, 49(2), 140-150. Available:
http://rusa.metapress.com/content/g8927765x05h3772 /fulltext.pdf

Ericsson, A.K,, & Charness, N. (1994). Expert performance: Its structure and acquisition.
American Psychologist, 49, 725-747.

Fabos, B. (2006). Learning through critical literacy: Why Google is not enough. In J. Lockard
& M. Pegrum (Eds.), Brave new classrooms: Democratic education & the Internet (pp.
169-185). New York: NY Peter Lang.

Facione, Peter A. (1998). Critical Thinking: What it is and Why it Counts. California
Academic Press.

Fagan, J.C. (2001). How to know what you want them to know: Rediscovering objectives by
looking at evaluative materials. Research Strategies, 18(1), 75-83.

Ficklen, E. & Muscara, C. (2001). Harnessing technology in the classroom. American
Educator, 25(3), 22-29.

Fisher, Douglas, and Nancy Frey (2008). Better Learning Through Structured Teaching:
A Framework for the Gradual Release of Responsibility. Alexandria, Va: Association for
Supervision and Curriculum Development.

Flavell, ]. Metacognition and cognitive monitoring: A new area of cognitive-developmental
inquiry. American Psychologist. 34. 1979.906-911.

Forehand, Mary. Bloom’s Taxonomy. Available:
http://projects.coe.uga.edu/epltt/index.php?title=Bloom%27s_Taxonomy

Frantz, P. (2002). A scenario-based approach to credit course instruction. Reference
Services Review, 30, 37-42.

Galvin, ]. (2005). Alternative strategies for promoting information literacy. The Journal of
Academic Librarianship, 31(4), 352-357.

Gardner, H. (1991). The unschooled mind: How children think and how schools should

S574 Syllabus Page 19



teach. New York: Basic Books.

Gibson, Craig (Spring 2007). Information Literacy and IT Fluency: Convergences and
Divergences. RUSQ, 46(3), 23-26. Available:
http://rusa.metapress.com/content/q317713qk8315513 /fulltext.pdf

Gilchrist, D. &, Zald, A. (2008). Instruction & program design through assessment. In C. N.
Cox & E. B. Lindsay (Eds), Information Literacy Instruction Handbook. Chicago, IL:
Association of College and Research Libraries.

Glaser, R. (1992). Expert knowledge and processes of thinking. In D. Halpern (Ed.),
Enhancing thinking skills in the sciences and mathematics. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum. 63-
75.

Gold, H. E. (2005). Engaging the adult learner: Creating effective library instruction. portal:
Libraries & the Academy, 5(4): 467-481.

Gordon, C. (2002). A Room with a view: Looking at the school library instruction from a
higher education perspective. Knowledge Quest, 30(4), 16-21.

Gordon, Carol A. (2002). Methods for Measuring the Influence of Concept Mapping on
Student Information Literacy. School Library Media Research. Volume 5. Available:
www.ala.org/aasl/SLMR

Gradowski, G. and Snavely, L. and Dempsey, P. eds. (1998). Designs for active learning: A
Sourcebook of classroom strategies for information education. Chicago: Association of
College & Research Libraries.

Grafstein, A. (2002). A Discipline-based approach to information literacy. The Journal of
Academic Librarianship, 28(4), 197-204.

Grassian, E. & Kaplowitz, ]. (2009). Information Literary Instruction: Theory and
Practice. (2nd ed.). New York, NY: Neal-Schuman.

Guild, Sandy L. (2003). Modeling Recursion in Research Process Instruction. In Curriculum
Connections through the Library, edited by Barbara K. Stripling and Sandra Hughes-
Hassell. Libraries Unlimited, 141-155.

Hall, R. (2010). Public Praxis: A vision for critical information literacy in public libraries.
Public Library Quarterly, 29(2), 162-175.

Halpern, D. (1992). A cognitive approach to improving thinking skills in the sciences and
mathematics. In D. Halpern (Ed.), Enhancing thinking skills in the sciences and
mathematics. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum, 1-14.

Harada, Violet H. (2003). Empowered Learning: Fostering thinking across the curriculum.
In Curriculum Connections through the Library, edited by Barbara Stripling and Sandra
Hughes-Hassell. Libraries Unlimited, 41-64.

Harada, Violet H. and Joan M. Yoshina (2004). Inquiry Learning through Librarian-

S574 Syllabus Page 20



Teacher Partnerships. Linworth Publishing.

Harris, Frances Jacobson (2002). There was a Great Collision in the Stock Market: Middle
school students, online primary sources, and historical sense making. School Library Media
Research. Volume 5. Available: www.ala.org/aasl/SLMR

Harrison, N. (2000). Breaking the mold: Using educational pedagogy in designing library
instruction of ...adult learners. The Reference Librarian, 69(70), 287-98.

Harvey, Stephanie (1998). Nonfiction Matters: Reading, Writing, and Research in
Grades 3-8. Stenhouse Publishers.

Harvey, Stephanie and Anne Goudvis (2003). Think Nonfiction. 30 minute video tape
with study guide. Stenhouse Publishers.

Harvey, Stephanie and Anne Goudvis (2000). Strategies that Work: Teaching
comprehension to enhance understanding. Stenhouse Publishers.

Hayes-Bohanan, Pamela (2008). You Can Lead Students to Resources, but Can You Make
Them Think? College and Undergraduate Libraries, 15(1/2), 173-210.

*Head, Alison, Eisenberg, Michael (December 1, 2009). Lessons Learned: How College
Students Seek Information in the Digital Age. Project Information Literacy Progress Report.
Available: http://projectinfolit.org/pdfs/PIL_Fall2009_finalv_YR1 12 2009v2.pdf

*Head, Alison, Eisenberg, Michael (July 13, 2010). Assigning Inquiry: How Handouts for
Research Assignments Guide Today’s College Students. Project Information Literacy
Progress Report. Available:

http://projectinfolit.org/pdfs/PIL._ Handout Study finalvJuly 2010.pdf

*Head, Alison and Eisenberg, Michael B. (November 1, 2010). Truth Be Told: How College
Students Evaluate and Use Information in the Digital Age. Project Information Literacy
Progress Report. Available:

http://projectinfolit.org/pdfs/PIL _Fall2010_Survey FullReportl.pdf

Head, Alison, Eisenberg, Michael (October 12, 2011). Balancing Act: How College
Students Manage Technology While in the Library During Crunch Time. Project
Information Literacy Progress Report. Available:
http://projectinfolit.org/pdfs/PIL_Fall2011 TechStudy FullReport1.2.pdf

Hensley, Randy Burke; Arp, Lori; Woodard, Beth S. (Fall 2004). Curiosity and Creativity as
Attributes of Information Literacy. Reference & User Services Quarterly, 4(1), 31-36.

Herro, S. (2000). Bibliographic instruction and critical thinking. Journal of Adolescent &
Adult Literacy, 43, 554-558.

Hill, ].R., Wiley, D. Nelson, L.M., & Han, Seungyeon, H. (2003). Exploring research on
Internet-based learning: From infrastructure to interactions. In D.H. Jonassen (Ed.),
Handbook of Research on Educational Communications and Technology. Second

S574 Syllabus Page 21



Edition. Association for Educational Communications and Technology.

Hillyer, Nora, Marvel Maring, and Dorianne Richards (2008). Assessment in Small Bytes:
Creating an Online Instrument to Measure Information Literacy Skills. Chapter 7. In
Thomas P. Mackey and Trudi E. Jacobson, Eds., Using Technology to Teach Information
Literacy, New York: Neal-Schuman, 165-192.

Hinchliffe, L. ., Arp, L., & Woodard, B.S. (2003). Examining the context: New voices reflect
on information literacy. Reference & User Services Quarterly, 42(4), 311-317.

Hoffman, Christina; Goodwin, Susan (2006). A clicker for your thoughts: technology for
active learning. New Library World, 107(9/10), 422-433.

Hunt, Fiona and Jane Birks (2004). Best Practices in Information Literacy. portal:
Libraries and the Academy, 4(1), 27-39.

Hutcherson, Norman B. (2004). Library Jargon: Student Recognition of Terms and Concepts
Commonly Used by Librarians in the Classroom. College and Research Libraries, 64(4),
349-354.

Huwe, Terence K. (May 2006). Breaking into Communities of Practice. Computers in
Libraries, 26(5), 22-25.

Inquiry and the National Science Education Standards: a guide for teaching and
learning. National Academy of Sciences, National Research Council, and the Center for
Science, Mathematics, and Engineering Education (2000). Washington, D. C.

Isbell, D. & Kammerlocker, L. (1998). Implementing Kuhlthau: A New model for library and
reference instruction. Reference Services Review, 26(3/4), 33-43.

Jacobsen, Trudi E. and Lijuan Xu (2004). Motivating Students in Information Literacy
Classes. New York: Neal Schuman.

Jacobs, Heidi Hayes (1997). Mapping the Big Picture: Integrating Curriculum and
Assessment K-12. Alexandria, VA: ASCD.

Jaeger, P.T. et al. (April 2010). Diversity, Inclusion, and Underrepresented Populations in
LIS Research. The Library Quarterly, 80(2), 175-181.

Jakes, D.S., Pennington, M.E., & Knodle, H.A. (2000). Inquiry-based learning and the Web:
An epaper. Available:http: //www.biopoint.com/inquiry/ibr.html

Johnson, D. W,, & Johnson, R. T. (1996). Cooperation and the use of technology. In D. H.
Jonassen (Ed.), Handbook of research for educational communications and
technology (pp. 1017-1044). New York: Simon & Schuster Macmillan.

Johnston, B. & Webber, S. (2003). Information literacy in higher education: A review and
case study. Studies in Higher Education, 28(3), 335-352.

Johnson, Corey M.; McCord, Sarah K.; Walter, Scott (2003). Instructional Outreach Across

S574 Syllabus Page 22



the Curriculum: Enhancing the Liaison Role at a Research University. Reference Librarian,
82,19-37.

Johnson, Wendall G. (2007). The Application of Learning Theory to Information Literacy.
College and Undergraduate Libraries, 14(4), 103-120.

Jonassen, D. H., Peck, K.L.., & Wilson, B.G. (1999). Learning with technology: A
constructivist perspective. Upper Saddle River, NJ: Prentice Hall.

Julian, Suzanne & Benson, Kimball (May 2008). Clicking your way to library assessment:
using a personal response system at Brigham Young University. College & Research
Libraries News, 69(5), 258-260. Available:
http://crln.acrl.org/content/69/5/258.full.pdf+html

Kammer, Jenna and Tracey Thompson (2011). Information Literate Avatars: Resource-
based Learning in Second Life. In Thomas P. Mackey and Trudi E. Jacobson, Eds., Teaching
Information Literacy Online, New York: Neal-Schuman, 109-132.

Kaplowitz, Joan R. (2008). The Psychology of Learning: Connecting Theory to Practice.
Chap. 2. In Eds., Christopher N. Cox and Elizabeth Blakesley Lindsay, Information Literacy
Instruction Handbook. Chicago: Association of College and Research Libraries, pp. 26-49.

Kearney, Carol A. (2000). Curriculum Partner: Redefining the Role of the Library
Media Specialist. Westport, CT: Greenwood Press.

Keller, J. M. (1987). Strategies for stimulating the motivation to learn. Performance &
Instruction, 26, 1-7.

Keller, J. M. (1983). Motivational design of instruction. In C. M. Reigeluth (Ed.),
Instructional design theories and models. Hillsdale, NJ: Erlbaum.

Kelly, R. (1999). Getting everybody involved: Cooperative PowerPoint creations benefit
inclusion students. Learning & Leading with Technology, 27(1), 10-14.

Kelly, R. (2000). Working with WebQuests: Making the web accessible to students with
disabilities. Teaching Exceptional Children, 32(6), 4-13. Available:
http://www.teachingld.org/pdf/teaching how-tos/ working with_webquests.pdf

Kenney, Barbara Ferrer (2008). Revitalizing the One-Shot Instruction Sessions Using
Problem-based Learning. RUSQ, 47(4), 386-391. Available:
http://rusa.metapress.com/content/r4v4601r421r00q9/fulltext.pdf

Kirkpatrick, D. L., & Kirkpatrick, J. D. (2005). Transferring learning to behavior: Using
the four levels to improve performance. San Francisco, CA: Berrett-Koehler Publishers.

Kreps, G. L. (2005). Disseminating relevant health information to underserved audiences:
Implications of the digital divide pilot projects. Journal of the Medical Library
Association, 93(4), S68-S73.

Keyser, M.W. (2000). Active learning and cooperative learning: understanding the

S574 Syllabus Page 23



difference and using both styles effectively. Research Strategies 17(1), 35-44.

Kuhlthau, Carol, Maniotes, Leslie K., and Caspari, Ann K. (2007). Guided Inquiry: Learning
in the 21st Century. Westport, Connecticut: Libraries Unlimited.

Kuhlthau, Carol C. (1993) Seeking Meaning: A Process Approach to Library and
Information Services. Norwood, NJ: Ablex Publishing.

Kwon, N. (2008). A mixed-methods investigation of the relationship between critical
thinking and library anxiety among undergraduate students in their Information Search
Process. College & Research Libraries, 69 (2), 117-131.

LaGuardia, C. (2011). Library instruction in the digital age. Journal of Library
Administration, 51, 301-308.

Lamb, Annette & Teclehaimanot, Berhane (2005). A Decade of WebQuests: A Retrospective.
In M. Orey, ]. McClendon, & R. M. Branch, (Eds.). Educational media and technology
yearbook (Vol 30). Englewood, CO: Libraries Unlimited. Available:
http://www.eduscapes.com/earth/lambwebquestprepub.pdf

Lamb, Annette (2003). Extreme thinking: Transforming traditional student projects into
effective learning environments. Educational Technology, 43(4), 31-40.

Lamb, Annette (2004). From potential to prosperity: Twenty years of online learning
environments. In G. Kearsley (Ed.), Online Learning: Personal Reflections on the
Transformation of Education. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Educational Technology Publications.

Lambert, N.M., & McCombs, B.L. (1998) (Eds.). How students learn. Washington, DC:
American Psychological Association.

Lave, J., & Wenger, E. (1990). Situated Learning: Legitimate Periperal Participation.
Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Lave, ]J. (1988). Cognition in Practice: Mind, mathematics, and culture in everyday life.
Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press.

Learner-Centered Psychological Principles: A Framework for School Reform &
Redesign. (1997). American Psychological Association's Board of Educational Affairs. APA.
November 1997. Available:http://www.apa.org.proxy.ulib.iupui.edu/ed /lcp2/

Lederer, N. (2006). Ideas for librarians who teach. Lanham, MD, Scarecrow Press.

Levin, D., & Arafeh, S. (2002). The digital disconnect: The widening gap between
internet-savvy students and their schools. Washington, DC: Pew Internet & American
Life. August 14, 2002. Available: http://www.pewinternet.org

Lifehacker. Five ways to not suck at Power Point. Available:
http://lifehacker.com /5697481 /five-ways-to-not-suck-at-powerpoint

Lindauer, B. G. (2004). The three arenas of information literacy assessment. Reference &

S574 Syllabus Page 24



User Services Quarterly, 44 (2), 122-9.

Lindstrom, Joyce & Shonrock, Diana D. (2006), Faculty-librarian collaboration to acheive
integration of information literacy. RUSQ, 46(1), 18-23. Available:
http://rusa.metapress.com/content/n2640467g6nk8t7r/fulltext.pdf

Lipscomb, George (2002). Eighth graders' impressions of the Civil War: using technology in
the history classroom. Education, Communication & Information, 2(1), 51.

Lipscomb, G. (2003). I guess it was pretty fun: Using WebQuests in the middle school
classroom. The Clearing House, 76(3)]January/February, 152-155.

Lloyd, Annemaree (June 2005). Information literacy: different contexts, different concepts,
different truths? Journal of Librarianship and Information Science, 37(2), 82-88, Jun
2005.

Loertscher, D. V., Koechlin, C., & Zwaan, S. (2007). Beyond Bird Units. Salt Lake City, UT: Hi
Willow Research and publishing.

Loertscher, D. V., & Woolls, B. (2001). Information Literacy: A Review of the Research: A
Guide for Practitioners and Researchers (2nd. ed.). Salt Lake City, UT: Salt Lake City, UT:
Hi Willow Research and publishing.

*Mackey, Thomas P. & Jacobson, Trudi E. (January 2011). Reframing information literacy as
metaliteracy. College & Research Libraries, 72(1), 62-78. Available:
http://crl.acrl.org/content/72/1/62.full.pdf+html

Mackey, Thomas P. and Jacobson, Trudi (2008). Using Technology to Teach Information
Literacy. New York: Neal-Schuman.

Mackey, Thomas P. and Jacobson, Trudi (2011). Teaching Information Literacy Online.
New York: Neal-Schuman.

Mackey, Thomas P., Trudi E. Jacobson, and Deborah Bernnard (2006). Promoting
Teamwork and Critical Reflection: Collaborative Information Literacy and Technology
Instruction. Chap. 14. In Trudi E. Jacobson and Thomas P. Mackey, Eds., Information
Literacy Collaborations That Work, New York: Neal-Schuman, 221-241.

Magliaro, Susan G. And Shambaugh, Neal. (2006). Student models of instructional design.
Educational Technology Research and Development, 54(1), 83-106.

Malone, T. (1981). Towards a theory of instrinsically motivating instruction. Cognitive
Science, 4, 333-369.

Marchionini, Gary (1999). Educating Responsible Citizens in the Information Society.
Educational Technology. 39:2, 17-26.

Marco, M.].L. (July 2002). Internet content-based activities for English for special purposes.
English Teaching Forum, 20-25.

S574 Syllabus Page 25



Marzano, R., Pickering, D., & Pollack, J. (2001). Classroom instruction that works:
Research-based strategies for increasing student achievement. Alexandria, VA: ASCD.

Marzano, Robert J. and John S. Kendall (2008). Designing & Assessing Educational
Objectives: Applying the New Taxonomy. Corwin Press.

Mayer, R.E., & Wittrock, M.C. (1996). Problem-solving transfer. In D.C. Berliner & R.C. Calfee
(Eds.), Handbook of educational psychology. New York: Macmillan. 1996. 47-62.

McCombs, B. L., & Vakili, D. (2005). A learner-centered framework for e-learning. Teachers
College Record, 107(8), 1582-1600.

McDevitt, Theresa R. (2011). Let the Games Begin! Engaging Students with Field-tested
Interactive Information Literacy Instruction. Neal-Schuman Publishers.

Mclnnis Bowers, Celilia V., Chew, Byron, Bowers, Michael R., Ford, Charlotte E., Smith,
Caroline, and Herrington, Christopher. (2009). Interdisciplinary synergy: A partnership
between business and library faculty and its effects on students’ information literacy.
Journal of Business & Finance Librarianship, 14, 110-127.

McKenzie, Jamie (2003). Inspired Investigations. From Now On. 12:5.

McKenzie, ]. (2001). From trivial pursuit to essential questions and standards-based
learning. From Now On: The Educational Technology Journal, 10(5). Available:
http://www.fno.org/feb01/pl.html

McLellan, H. (1995). Situated Learning Perspectives. Englewood Cliffs, NJ: Educational
Technology Publications.

Merriam, S. B. (2001). Andragogy and self-directed learning: pillars of adult learning
theory. New Directions for Adult and Continuing Education, 89, 3-13.

Merrill, M. David (2012). First Principles of Instruction: Identifying and Designing
Effective, Efficient, and Engaging Instruction. Pfeiffer.

Merrill, D.M. (2002). First principles of instruction. Educational Technology Research
and Development, 50(3), 43-59.

Mestre, Lori (2009). Culturally responsive instruction for teacher-librarians. Teacher
Librarian, 36(3), 8-12.

*Mestre, Lori S.; Baures, Lisa; Niedbala, Mona; Bishop, Corinne; Cantell, Sarah; Perez, Alice;
and Silfen, Kate (May 2011). Learning objects as tools for teaching information literacy
online: a survey of librarian usage. College & Research Libraries, 236-252.

Mihailidis, P. & Diggs, V. (2010). From information reserve to media literacy learning
commons: Revising the 21st century library as the home for media literacy education.
Public Library Quarterly, 29(4), 279-292.

Miller, M. (2001). Pre-assessment of library skills: Why bother? In Library User

S574 Syllabus Page 26



Education: Powerful Learning, Powerful Partnerships, ed. Barbara I. Dewey, 302-08.
Lanham, MD: Scarecrow Press.

Milson, A.J. (2001). Fostering civic virtue in a high-tech world. International Journal of
Social Education, 16(1), 87-93.

Milson, A.]. & Downey, P. (2001). WebQuest: Using Internet resources for cooperative
inquiry. Social Education, 65(3), 144-146.

Milson, A.J. (2002). The Internet and inquiry learning: integrating medium and method in a
sixth grade social studies classroom. Theory and Research in Social Education, 30(3),
330-353.

Morrison, G. R., Ross, M. S., & Kemp, J. E. (2004). Designing Effective Instruction.
Hoboken, NJ: J. Wiley & Sons.

Nahl-Jakobovits, Diane and Leon A. Jakobovits. (Spring 1993). Bibliographic Instructional
Design for Information Literacy: Integrating Affective and Cognitive Objectives. Research
Strategies, 11(2), 73-88.

Neely, Teresa Y. and Katy Sullivan (2006). Integrating the ACRL Standards. Chap. 2. In Ed,,
Teresa Neely, Information Literacy Assessment: Standards-Based Tools and
Assignments, Chicago: American Library Association, pp. 6-18.

Nentl, Nancy (2008). Using Bloom’s Taxonomy to Teach Critical Thinking Skills to Business
Students. College and Undergraduate Libraries ,15(1/2), 159-172.

Newmann, F. M., & Wehlage, G. G. (1993). Five standards of authentic instruction.
Educational Leadership, 50(7), 8-12.

O'Connor, L. (2009). Information literacy as professional legitimization: A critical analysis.
Journal of Education for Library and Information Science, 50 (2), 79-89.

Oermann, M. H,, Lesley, M. L., & VanderWal, J. S. (2005). Using web sites on quality health
care for teaching consumers in public libraries. Quality Management in Health Care,
14(3), 188-195.

Oman, J. N. (2001). Information literacy in the workplace. Information Outlook, 5(6).

Ondrusek, Anita; Dent, Valeda F.; Bonadie-Joseph, Ingrid; Williams, Clay (2005). A
longitudinal study of the development and evaluation of an information literacy test.
Reference Services Review, (33)4, 388-417.

O’Sullivan, C. (2002). Is information literacy relevant in the real world? Reference
Services Review, 30(1), 7-14.

Owusu-Ansabh, E. K. (2003). Information literacy and the academic library: A critical look at
a concept and the controversies surrounding it. The Journal of Academic Librarianship,
29(4), 219-230

S574 Syllabus Page 27



Owusu-Ansah, Edward K. (January 2004) Information Literacy and Higher Education:
Placing the Academic Library in the Center of a Comprehensive Solution. Journal of
Academic Librarianship, 30(1), 3-16.

Palmer, C. (2011). This I believe...all libraries should be teaching libraries. portal:
Libraries and the Academy, 11(1), 575-582.

Pappas, M. & Tep, Ann (2002). Pathways to Knowledge and Inquiry Learning.
Greenwood Village: CO: Libraries Unlimited.

Perkins, B. & McKnight, M. (2003). What are teacher’s attitudes toward Web Quests as a
method of teaching? Paper presented at the Eastern Educational Research Association
Conference, Hilton Head, SC, February 28-2003.

Available:http://arachne.cofc.edu/faculty /Perkins/PerkinsEERA%20WQPaper.doc

Peterson, C., Caverly, D.C., & MacDonald, L. (2003). Developing academic literacy through
WebQuests. Journal of Developmental Education, 26(3), 38-39.

Peterson, C.L. & Koeck, D.C.. (2001). When students create their own WebQuests. Learning
& Leading with Technology, 29(1), 10-15.

Pintrich, Paul R. (2002). The Role of Metacognitive Knowledge in Learning, Teaching, and
Assessing. Theory Into Practice. 41:4, 220-227.

Portmann, C. A. & Roush, A.]. (2004). Assessing the effects of library instruction. Journal
of Academic Librarianship, 30(6), 461-465.

Radcliff, Carolyn J., Mary Lee Jensen, Joseph A. Salem Jr., Kenneth ]. Burhanna, and Julie A.
Gedeon (2007). A Practical Guide to Information Literacy Assessment for Academic
Librarians. Westport, CN: Libraries Unlimited.

Rader, Hannelore B. (February 2004). Building Faculty-Librarian Partnerships to Prepare
Students For Information Fluency. College & Research Library News, 65(2), 74-80.

Ragains, Patrick. (2006). Information literacy instruction that works: A guide to
teaching by discipline and student population. New York: Neal-Schuman.

Raspa, D and Ward, D. (eds.) (2000). Collaborative Imperative: Librarians and Faculty
Working Together in the Information Universe. Chicago: ACRL.

Ravado, R. How to deliver amazing, successful and effective presentations. Available:
http://rikravado.hubpages.com/hub/Presentation-SKkills-are-Crutial-in-Todays-
Competitive-World

Robertson, Michael ]. & Jones, James G. (2009). Exploring academic library users’
preferences of delivery methods for library instruction: webpage, digital game, and other
modalities. RUSQ, 48(3), 259-269. Available:
http://rusa.metapress.com/content/k67vk042h8m4353r/fulltext.pdf

Rosen, Larry D. (February 2011). Teaching the iGeneration. Educational Leadership,

S574 Syllabus Page 28



68(5)10-15. Available: http://www.ascd.org/publications/educational-
leadership/feb11/vol68/num05/Teaching-the-iGeneration.aspx

Rosenbaum, H. (2000). Teaching electronic commerce: Problem-based learning in a virtual
economy. Journal of Informatics Education and Research, 2(2), 45-58.

Robinson, D., & Kiewra, K. (1995). Visual argument: Graphic organizers are superior to
outlines in improving learning from text. Journal of Educational Psychology. 87:3. 455-
467.

Ross, A., & Furno, C. (2011). Active learning in the library instruction environment: An
exploratory study. portal: Libraries and the Academy, 11(4), 1531-2542.

Roy, L., Folfing, T., & Brzozowski, B. (2010). Computer classes for job seekers: LIS students
team with public librarians to extend public services. Public Library Quarterly, 29(3),
193-209.

Samson, S. (2010). Information literacy learning outcomes and student success. The
Journal of Academic Librarianship, 36(3), 202-10.

Schiefele, U., Krapp, A., & Winteler, A. (1992). Interest as predictor of academic
achievement: A meta-analysis of research. In K.A. Renninger, S. Hidi, & A. Krapp (Eds.), The
role of interest in learning and development (pp. 183-212). Hillsdale, N.J.: Erlbaum.

Schiller, Nicholas. (2008). A portal to student learning: What instruction librarians can
learn from video game design. Reference Services Review, 36(4), 351-365.

Schroeder, Robert and Elyssa Stern Cahoy (April 2010). Valuing Information Literacy:
Affective Learning and the ACRL Standards. portal: Libraries and the academy. 10(2),
127-146.

Schunk, D.H. (1983). Progress self-monitoring: Effects on children's self-efficacy and
achievement. Journal of Experimental Education. 51. 89-93.

Schunk, D.H., & Zimmerman, B.]. (Eds.) (1998). Self-regulated Learning: From Teaching
to Self-Reflective Practice. New York: Guilford Press.

Schwitzer, G., Muddur, G., Henry, D., Wilson, A., et al. (2005). What are the roles and
responsibilities of the media in disseminating health information? PLoS Medicine, 2(7),
576-582.

Seamans, N. H. (2002). Student perceptions of information literacy: Insights for librarians.
Reference Services Review, 30(2), 112-123.

Selverstone, Harriet (2007). Encouraging and Supporting Student Inquiry: Researching
Controversial Issues. Westport, Connecticut: Libraries Unlimited.

Shank, J. D., & Bell, S.]. (2007). Librarianship +Technology + Instructional Design = Blended
Librarian. In R. Singer Gordon (ED), Information Tomorrow: Reflections on Technology
and the future of public and academic libraries (pp. 173-191). Medford, NJ: Information

S574 Syllabus Page 29



Today.

Sheesley, D. (2002). The ‘Net Generation:’ Characteristics of Traditional-Ages College
Students and Implications for Academic Information Services. College and
Undergraduate Libraries, 9(2), 25-42.

Shernoff, David (2002). Flow States and Student Engagement in the Classroom.
Statement to the California State Assembly Education Committee State Capitol,
February 27, 2002. Available: http://www.amersports.org/library/reports/8.html

Solomon, Amy; Wilson, Gwenn; & Taylor, Terry (2011). 100% Information Literacy
Success. 2nd Edition. Wadsworth Publishing.

Stinson, A.D. (March 2003). Encouraging the use of technology in the classroom: The
WebQuest connection. Reading Online, 6(7). Available:
http://www.readingonline.org/articles/art index.asp?HREF=stinson/

Stripling, Barbara (2003). Inquiry-Based Learning. In Curriculum Connections through
the Library, edited by Barbara Stripling and Sandra Hughes-Hassell. Libraries Unlimited,
3-40.

Stripling, B. K. (ed.), & Hughes-Hassell, S. (ed.) (2003). Curriculum Connections through
the Library (Principles and Practices Series). Westport, CT: Libraries Unlimited.

Sundin, Olof. (2008). Negotiations on information-seeking expertise: A study of webbased
tutorials for information literacy. Journal of Documentation, 64(1), 24-44.

Svinicki, M. D., & Dixon, N. M. (1987). The Kolb model modified for classroom activities.
College Teaching, 35, 141-6.

Teclehaimanot, Berhane, & Lamb, Annette (2004). Reading, technology, and inquiry-based
learning through literature-rich WebQuests. Reading Online, 7(4). Available:
http://www.readingonline.org/articles/art_index.asp?HREF=teclehaimanot/index.html

Truett, Carol (2001). Sherlock Holmes on the Internet: Language Arts teams up with the
computing librarian. Learning & Leading with Technology, 29(2), 36-41.

Thompson, ]., Licklider, B., & Jungst, S. (2003). Learner-Centered Teaching Postsecondary
Strategies That Promote ‘Thinking Like A Professional.’ Theory Into Practice. 42:2, 133-
112.

Tuominen, K. Savolainen, R., & Talja, S. (2005). Information literacy as a sociotechnical
practice. Library Quarterly, 75(3), 329-345.

Twitter for Library Instruction (2008). Available:
http://www.beyondrefdesk.com/2008/03 /twitter-for-library-instruction.html

Van Scoyoc, A.M. (2003). Reducing library anxiety in first-year students: The impact of
computer-assisted instruction and bibliographic instruction. Reference and User Services
Quarterly, 42(2), 329-41.

S574 Syllabus Page 30



Vengersammy, 0. (2011). Libraries adding value with technology training. Computers in
Libraries, 31(9), 10-15.

Waelchli, P. (2008). Librarians’ sport of choice: Teaching information literacy through
fantasy football. College & Research Library News, 69(1), 10-15.

Wang, Li (2007). Sociocultural learning theories and information literacy teaching activities
in higher education. RUSQ, 47(2), 149-158. Available:
http://rusa.metapress.com/content/trv3g8387t476m80 /fulltext.pdf

Weiler, Angela (2004). Information-Seeking behavior in Generation Y Students: Motivation,
Critical Thinking, and Learning Theory. Journal of Academic Librarianship, 31(1), 46-53.

Weimer, M. (2009). Creating more effective course handouts. Focused on today’s higher
education professional. Available: http://www.facultyfocus.com/articles/teaching-and-
learning/creating-more-effective-course-handouts/

Whitmire, E. (1999). Racial differences in the academic library experiences of
undergraduates. Journal of Academic Librarianship, 25(1), 33-37.

Willis, Carolyn N.; Thomas, Wm. Joseph (October 2006). Portal: Students as Audience:
Identity and Information Literacy Instruction. Libraries & the Academy, 6(4), 431-444.

Wineburg, S. (1998). Reading Abraham Lincoln: An expert-expert study in the
interpretation of historical texts. Cognitive Science. 22(3), 319-346.

Winne, P. H. (1995). Inherent details in self-regulated learning. Educational Psychologist.
30,173-187.

Wong, Gabrielle KW. (Winter 2010). Facilitating students’ intellectual growth in
information literacy teaching, RUSQ, 50(2), 114-118. Available:
http://rusa.metapress.com/content/u221122m42p2q721 /fulltext.pdf

Writing Learning Outcomes. Learning Resources Unit. Available:
https://helpdesk.bcit.ca/fsr/teach/courseprep/htoutcomes.pdf

Xie, B., & Bugg, ]. M. (2009). Public library computer training for older adults to access high-
quality internet health information. Library & Information Science Research, 31(3), 155-
162.

Yang, Y. C. (1993). The effects of self-regulatory skills and type of instructional control on
learning from computer-based instruction. International Journal of Instructional Media.
20:3, 225-241.

Yarmey, Kristen (March 29, 2011). Student Information Literacy in the Mobile
Environment. Educause Review. Available:
http://www.educause.edu/ero/article /student-information-literacy-mobile-environment

Zimmerman, B. ]. (1989). A social cognitive view of self-regulated academic learning.
Journal of Educational Psychology. 81, 329-339.

S574 Syllabus Page 31



Zimmerman, B. ]. (2002). Becoming a Self-Regulated Learner: An Overview. Theory Into
Practice. 41:2. 64-71.

Zimmerman, B.]., & Risemberg, R. (1997). Becoming a self-regulated writer: A social
cognitive perspective. Contemporary.Educational Psychology. 22, 73-101.

Zimmerman, B.]., & Schunk, D.H. (Eds.) (2001). Self-regulated Learning and Academic
Achievement: Theoretical Perspectives (2nd ed.). Mahwah, NJ: Erlbaum. Available IUPUI.

Zoellner, K., Samson, S., & Hines, (2008). Continuing assessment of library instruction to
undergraduates: A general education course survey research project. College and
Research Libraries, 69, 370-383.

American Library Association (ALA) Information Literacy Standards from
Association of College and Research Libraries (ACRL)

Diversity Standards: Cultural Competency for Academic Libraries (2012). Available:
http://wwwe.ala.org/acrl/standards/diversity

Information Literacy Standards for Higher Education (2000). Available:
http://www.ala.org/ala/megrps/divs/acrl/standards/informationliteracycompetency.cfm
or http://www.ala.org/ala/megrps/divs/acrl/standards/standards.pdf

Information Literacy Competency Standards for Journalism Students and Professionals
(2011). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/sites/ala.org.acrl/files/content/standards/il_journalism.pdf

Information Literacy Standards for Anthropology and Sociology Students (2008). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/anthro_soc_standards

Information Literacy Standards for Science and Engineering/Technology (2006). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/infolitscitech

Information Literacy Standards for Teacher Education (2011). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/sites/ala.org.acrl/files/content/standards/ilstandards_te.pdf

Instruction Programs in Academic Libraries, Guidelines (2011). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/guidelinesinstruction

Proficiencies for Instruction Librarians and Coordinators, Standards for (2007). Available:
http://wwwe.ala.org/acrl/standards/profstandards

Psychology Information Literacy Standards (2010). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/psych_info_lit

Objects for Information Literacy Instruction: A Model Statement for Academic Librarians
(2001). Available: http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/objectivesinformation

S574 Syllabus Page 32



Political Science Research Competency Guidelines (2008). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/sites/ala.org.acrl /files/content/standards/PoliSciGuide.pdf

Research Competency Guidelines for Literatures in English (2007). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/researchcompetenciesles

Visual Literacy Competency Standards for Higher Education (2011). Available:
http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/visualliteracy

American Library Association (ALA) Information Literacy Standards from American
Association of School Libraries (AASL)

Standards for the 21st Century Learner (2009). Available:
http://www.ala.org/aasl/guidelinesandstandards/learningstandards/standards

International Society for Technology in Education Standards

National Educational Technology Standards for Students. Available:
http://www.iste.org/standards

Additional Resources

Assessments of Information Literacy -
http://ifmueller.faculty.noctrl.edu/infolitassessments.htm

Canadian Research Libraries Information Literacy Portal -
http://apps.medialab.uwindsor.ca/crlil/wiki/FrontPage/

Digital Literacy - http://www.digitalliteracy.gov/content/educator

Information Literacy - http://www.informationliteracy.org.uk/

Information Literacy in Second Life - http://infolit-week-in-sl.ning.com/

Intentional Design: How Blended Librarians Use Design Thinking to Enhance Library
Services (2008) -

slides http://blendedlibrarian.org/presentations/cla08presentation.pdf

handout - http://blendedlibrarian.org/presentations/cla08handout.pdf

Instructional Design - http: //www.instructionaldesign.org

IPL 15 Things - http://ipl2.cci.fsu.edu/community/wiki/index.php/IPL_15 Things

iSKills from ETS - http://www.ets.org/iskills /about

National Forum on Information Literacy - http://infolit.org/

S574 Syllabus Page 33



Project Information Literacy - http://projectinfolit.org/

Seven Pillars of Information Literacy -
http://www.sconul.ac.uk/groups/information literacy/seven pillars.html

TLT Group - http://www.tltgroup.org/seven/Library TOC.htm

Training Games - http: //www.thiagi.com/games.html

Wikiversity - http://en.wikiversity.org/wiki/Instructional design

Video

Information Literacy - http://www.youtube.com/user/DrNahl

Gaming in Libraries - http://www.gamesinlibraries.org/course/?p=62

Rethinking Education -
http://www.openculture.com/2011/02/michael wesch rethinks education.html

Using Debate to Develop Critical Thinking and Speaking Skills -
https://www.teachingchannel.org/videos/teaching-economics-with-debating

Blogs

Information Literacy Land of Confusion - http://www.information-literacy.net/

LearningTimes GreenRoom (podcasts) - http: //www.ltgreenroom.org/

Lifelong Information Literacy - http://lifelonginfoliteracy.blogspot.com/

Tame the Web - http://tametheweb.com/

Online Teaching Materials

ACRL Information Literacy Resources (college) - http://www.ala.org/acrl/issues/infolit

iLumina (undergraduate sciences) - http://www.ilumina-dlib.org/

MERLOT (higher education) - http://www.merlot.org

NSDL (K-higher ed sciences) - http://nsdl.org/

PBS (K-12) - http://www.pbs.org/teachers
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S574 Syllabus Page 34



teachersdomain (K-12) http://www.teachersdomain.org/
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Screencast - store and share content (2GB free)
http://www.techsmith.com/screencastcom.html

Snagit - screen capture tool
http://www.techsmith.com/snagit.html
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