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Project Overview
• Seeks to strengthen the connection between English Composition courses
and library instruction sessions to achieve information literacy learning goals
and positively impact student success
• Compares and assesses two versions of library instruction in teaching
information literacy in ENGL5 “Argument & Research” sections
Research Questions
•How effective are our traditional library sessions in helping students meet
their ENGL5 Information Evaluation and Research Practices (IERP) learning
objectives?

What We Learned from Literature
Students who are
taught argument
schema using the
Toulmin model
construct better
arguments with
more alternative
viewpoints and
rebuttals.

Students who learn
to critically analyze
arguments and
alternative viewpoints
in dialogue can better
avoid “myside” or
confirmation bias.

Project Design (Spring 2014)

Questions and Comments?
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Students who are
also taught to
generate critical
thinking questions
based on argument
schema create
better arguments.

SMC AiA campus team
• Katherine Field, English Faculty
• Kathryn Koo, English Faculty and Composition Coordinator
• Hilda Ma, English Faculty and Composition Coordinator
• Gabrielle Myers, English faculty
• Chris Procello, Director of Educational Effectiveness and Associate Director of
Institutional Research
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• Does our “treatment” in experimental library sessions have any effect
building student Critical Thinking (CT) skills?
IERP and CT as defined in ENGL 5
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Traditional vs. Experimental Sessions

Challenges
• Lack of faculty volunteers
• Lack of student incentives
• # of library sessions vary
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• Too little time/too much materials
• Some materials maybe overly complex
Results (coming soon)
• Data reported from faculty survey
• Data reported from faculty interviews
• Data reported from Project SAILS tests
• Data reported from traditional and experimental library sessions
(Pre-session worksheets, exercises, extended research papers, and
post-session reflections)

Future Directions for Research
• Explore collaborative opportunities available for librarians to work with
faculty in other departments on assessment
• Design library instructions aligned with the threshold concepts in the new
ACRL framework
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