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“
Librarians have a greater responsibility in identifying core 
ideas within their own knowledge domain that can extend 

learning for students, in creating a new cohesive 
curriculum for information literacy, and in collaborating 

more extensively with faculty.
-ACRL Framework for Information Literacy



Getting started
Um, can we do that?
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UNCW
Traditional one-shot 
model
IL general education 
competency
Changing the 
perspective to a 
shared responsibility

Establishing an IL community

ECU
Traditional one-shot 
model
Writing QEP
Internal grant
OER mini-grant 
program
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Our programs
Two problems, one solution
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Program structure: UNCW

Spring 2018
6 sessions, each on 1 
frame
Required reflections 
and IL project 
incorporating 1 or 
more frames

Spring 2019
4 large-group 
sessions (3 covering 2 
frames each; one 
wrap-up)
3 small-group 
meetings
Required reflections 
and IL project 
incorporating frames



Program structure: ECU

Fall 2018
Welcome session
Three-part workshop 
series
Blackboard 
discussions
Consultations
iPads and ebooks

Spring 2019
Implement changes
Student surveys
Faculty surveys
Wrap-up
Reporting



Class examples
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SOCW 6711
Critical Thinking 
in Social Work 
Research

1. Assignment
2. Syllabus
3. Teaching plan
4. Library instruction



SOCW 6711
Critical Thinking 
in Social Work 
Research

1. Assignment
2. Syllabus
3. Teaching plan
4. Library instruction



NUTR 6500
Pediatric Nutrition

1. Assignment
2. Syllabus
3. Teaching plan
4. LibGuide



NUTR 6500
Pediatric Nutrition

1. Assignment
2. Syllabus
3. Teaching plan
4. LibGuide



MUS 351
Music History

New Assignment 

Information Creation as a Process and Authority Is 
Constructed and Contextual Assignment

Part I. Assessing Types of Sources
Learners who are developing their information literate abilities:

● assess the fit between an information product’s creation process and a particular 
information need

● are inclined to seek out characteristics of information products that indicate the 
underlying creation process

● value the process of matching an information need with an appropriate product

 Looking back at your revised bibliography, identify the format or genre of each source 
(e.g., single-authored book, journal article, chapter in an edited volume, book review, 
interview, audio recording, CD liner notes, etc.). Is it a primary, secondary, or tertiary 
source? Is it intended for a specialized or a general audience? Is it a peer-reviewed or 
non-peer-reviewed source? (How can you tell?) List the different types of sources 
included in your revised bibliography.
 
Types of Sources:
 
In a short reflection, assess the variety (or lack thereof) in source formats currently 
included on your bibliography. What are the benefits of having a variety of different types 
of sources? Which additional formats might be helpful to include in your bibliography? 
How does the creation process of a source (including the format of the final product, as 
well as the intended audience) impact the type and value of information it provides?
 
Reflection:
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



MUS 351
Music History

New Assignment 

Information Creation as a Process and Authority Is 
Constructed and Contextual Assignment

Part II. Assessing Credibility of Sources
Learners who are developing their information literate abilities:

● Define different types of authority, such as subject expertise (e.g., scholarship), 
societal position (e.g., public office or title), or special experience (e.g., 
participating in a historic event)

● Use research tools and indicators of authority to determine the credibility of sources, 
understanding the elements that might temper this credibility

● Understand that many disciplines have acknowledged authorities in the sense of 
well-known scholars and publications that are widely considered “standard,” and 
yet, even in those situations, some scholars would challenge the authority of those 
sources

What are some factors you might look for when assessing the credibility of a source and its 
author? Choose one single-authored book from your revised bibliography. Using the 
UNCW library search tool or JSTOR, locate and read at least two reviews of that book, 
published in peer-reviewed journals.

● Who are the authors of these book reviews (what are their credentials or positions)?
● Where (i.e., in which journals) were these book reviews published?
● According to each of these two reviewers, what are the major strengths and/or 

weaknesses of the book in question? 
 
How did reading these book reviews help you assess the credibility and value of the book? 
Are you aware of any potential shortcomings or problems of this book as an information 
source for your program notes?
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



PLS 201
Political Science 
Research 
Methods

1. Out-of-class 
assignment

2. In-class close 
reading practice

Research as Inquiry Worksheet
1. What is your research question? Write it here and underline or circle the 

independent and dependent variables.

2. What is the title of the article you brought to class today that addresses the 
above question? (A short version is fine.)

3. What is the research question that the author(s) of the article in question 
2 are trying to answer?

4. What is the main hypothesis presented in the article (e.g., if X, then Y)?

5. What is the theory (e.g., WHY?) behind the author(s)’ hypothesis?

6. What is the “unit of analysis” for the article, and what data do the author(s) 
analyze?

7. a) With what methods do the author(s) analyze the data? b) Briefly 
describe the results of the analysis.

8. After responding to questions 3-5 above, do you think your article is 
directly relevant to your research question? Why or why not? (You might 
find evidence on both sides, which is fine!)

9. Now, find a UNCW professor who works on some aspect of your research 
question. Note: s/he does not have to be in the political science 
department! Think about what other fields might have an interest in your 
topic. Write down the professor’s name and email address here: 



Results
Challenges & successes
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Evaluation & assessment

UNCW
Most valuable for 
participants: the 
cross-disciplinary 
community 
Most challenging: the 
open-ended nature of 
the IL project

ECU
Students: Self-reported 
IL skills increased after 
interventions
Faculty: Add more 
in-person meetings 
during implementation 
phase



Librarian reflections & outcomes

UNCW
Furthering comfort 
with Framework
Training the trainers
Improving 
connections with 
faculty

ECU
Shifting IL language
Stretching skills
Facilitating and 
coaching approach
Grants!



Challenges & successes

UNCW
Workshop timing
Inconsistent buy-in 
(librarians and 
fellows)
Follow up

ECU
Personnel changes
Pre/post survey 
response rates
Blackboard is terrible
Capacity



Now what?
Next steps
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Thank you!
Stephanie Crowe
crowes@uncw.edu

Meghan Wanucha Smith
wanucham16@ecu.edu 
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Credits

Joyner Library Community of Learning: 
http://libguides.ecu.edu/joyner-COL

Randall Library IL Faculty Fellows Projects:
https://library.uncw.edu/info_lit/il-fellows-projects

Special thanks to all the people who made and released these 
awesome resources for free:
◎ Presentation template by SlidesCarnival
◎ Photographs by Unsplash
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