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Once again, LIRT is organizing groups for lunch at modestly priced restaurants during the ALA Annual Conference in
Chicago.  This is your opportunity to meet and eat with other librarians interested in library instruction.

LIRT welcomes anyone who has an interest in instruction from all types of libraries. You need not be a member of
LIRT to participate. We hope you will join us in this opportunity to exchange ideas and experiences about library
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Generations on Line
Generations on Line is a national nonprofit corporation that
provides specially programmed self-training software to
senior centers, libraries, retirement homes, etc. The
software is priced at $350 plus an annual maintenance
fee.  Generations on Line uses “familiar images and large
type instructions” to guide users through email,
discussion, Yahoo!, and other sites.  “Memories:
Generation to Generation,” is a special feature of the
software, linking school children to seniors.
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As the “Check These Out” columnist, I am pleased to
review recent literature on information literacy and library
instruction.  The resources listed in this column focus on
collaborating with teachers and discipline faculty to provide
effective instruction.

· What are some ways in which librarians and
teachers or university faculty have worked together
to facilitate the learning process?

·     How can librarians initiate positive working
      relationships with faculty and teachers?
·     How have librarians and faculty assessed their
      cooperative efforts?

 Check these out, and enjoy!

Bordonaro, K. & Richardson, G. (2004). “Scaffolding and
reflection in course-integrated library instruction.” The
Journal of Academic Librarianship, 30 (5), 391-401.

Bordonaro and Richardson (an academic librarian and an
education professor) have not only worked cooperatively to
provide instruction to undergraduate students, but also
conducted a study to determine whether their collaborative
efforts were effective.  The cooperative teaching project
involved incorporating a bibliographic instruction
component into a course on teaching literacy in elementary
schools.  The students completed a “jigsaw activity,” which
involved working in groups to answer questions about
library resources and search techniques, and sharing their
responses with the rest of the class.  The students were
also required to describe in writing what they had learned
from the jigsaw activity; the librarian graded this written
exercise. Students also researched “hot topics” in literacy
education using a variety of sources, such as (among
others) print and electronic scholarly journals and popular



TOP20
LIRT's for 2004

continued on page 9

LIRT News, Junes 2004

Selected and reviewed by the Continuing Education
Committee:
Tiffany Anderson Hebb, Corliss Lee, Camille
McCutcheon, Harry Meserve, Ericka Arvidson Raber
(Chair), Leslie Sult, and Leanne VandeCreek.

Committee members reviewed over one hundred
articles related to library instruction and information
literacy.  The committee worked to include articles from
various library settings as well as a mix of both
theoretical and practical articles.

Barone, Kathleen, and Glenda B. Weathers.
“Launching a Learning Community in a Small Liberal
Art s University.” College & Undergraduate Libraries
11.1 (2004):1-9.

Barone and Weathers discuss the value of
building learning communities and describe the
collaboration of their library and English department in
creating one.  They worked together to design a
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Formal programs of instruction for library users in higher
education date from the 1970s,   when the position of
bibliographic instruction librarian became a necessity.
These instruction programs included various modes of
presentation, from traditional classroom teaching (lecture)
to pre-programmed self-instructional materials. The latter
were comprised originally of print --but this form of
instruction is now almost exclusively web based. Much of
the library instruction delivered via the Web is delivered in
the style and hierarchical structure of print. In her article,
Web-based library instruction: what is good pedagogy?,
Nancy Dewald cautions “librarians may be tempted to
place pages on the web simply because they can, but they
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ALA - LIRT Officers 2006/2007
Request for Nominations

The LIRT Elections Committee is seeking nominations for
three offices:
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throughout the caches, and if a “bad guy” does
succeed in making changes, those changes can be
detected before much damage is done.

• The caches actually monitor the responses of other
caches – taking note of responses that indicate a
cache may be exhibiting “bad guy” behavior.  Caches
exhibiting “bad guy” behavior earn a bad reputation
and are prevented from participating in polls until they
start exhibiting a pattern of “good guy” behavior.

• There is an “expense” associated with participating in
a poll, so not all caches choose to participate in all
polls; consequently, it’s highly unlikely that a “bad guy”
will be able to find all copies of a document.

In many respects, LOCKSS is an online model analogous
to the print model for the preservation of and access to
journals.  Librarians select titles for the collection; library
staff bind the journals and shelve them so they are
available for the long-term; they make decisions to remove
them from the collection because they no longer meet
collection development needs; they repair damaged
issues by obtaining copies of the missing or damaged
pages from other libraries; they help other libraries by
providing them with copies of pages missing from or
damaged in their issues; librarians network, are aware of
those libraries with good reputations and those whose
reputation is less good, and prefer to interact with those
who have good reputations.  For more than 100 years,
libraries have spent money for staff, buildings, and
shelving facilities to maintain access to print journal
collections.  LOCKSS provides an inexpensive method for
individual libraries to maintain their own electronic copies
of selected e-journals.  “The LOCKSS program restores to
libraries the ability to collect, to preserve and to provide
access to web-based materials.”  (A Persistent Access
Preservation Program: Answers for Library Directors)

Some of LOCKSS strong points are:

• “There is no central coordination point that can be
attacked.

• It doesn’t depend on the Domain Name System, or a
Public Key Infrastructure.

• Provided enough other participants preserve the
journal articles a participant can corrupt or lose any or
all of its information.  The lost content will be
inaccessible to local readers for a while but will
eventually re-appear.

• There are no passwords or encryption keys to be kept
secret.

• The system makes it easier to detect an attacker and
limits the rate at which he can damage preserved
information.” (Reich and Rosenthal 159)

Additionally, LOCKSS provides specific benefits to end-
users, librarians, and publishers.  Future end-users will
click the link to the full text of an article preserved through
LOCKSS.  If the article is no longer available from the
publisher, then – and only then – the article will be retrieved

(seamlessly) from the local cache – the result – no
unresolved URLs.  For librarians, LOCKSS applies the
concepts of collection development and management to e-
journals, ensuring long-term access to those titles
deemed important to individual libraries.  And publishers,
especially small publishers, are relieved of the sole
responsibility to provide long-term access to content in e-
journals.  As long as the content exists at the publisher’s
site, end-users still retrieve the online content from the
publisher.

The start-up phase of LOCKSS was from 1999-2000.
During that time, the open source program was developed
and 6 libraries – Columbia, Harvard, the Los Alamos
National Laboratory, Stanford, the University of California at
Berkeley, and the University of Tennessee – participated in
the alpha test which used 4 months of Science Online
distributed on 15 machines.  The successful alpha test
was followed by a worldwide beta test in mid 2001 with
more than 40 libraries (many of them international), 60
widely distributed and varyingly configured caches, and 35
publishers who endorse the beta test.  (Stanford Libraries:
LOCKSS, A Distributed Digital Preservation System).
LOCKSS was released for production use in April 2004.
(Rosenthal, Transparent Format Migration of Preserved
Web Content)  Currently there are more than 80 library
participants from the US, Africa/Middle East, Asia/Pacific,
Europe, and Central and South America (http://
lockss.stanford.edu/about/users.htm) and more than 60
publisher participants (http://lockss.stanford.edu/about/
titles.htm).  As of December 2004, 77 titles have been
preserved through LOCKSS.  (A Persistent Access
Preservation Program: Answers for Publishers)

The founders of LOCKSS are the first to say that LOCKSS
is not – and should not be – the only  solution to this
challenge of long-term preservation and access.  It is one
solution that can be used in conjunction with other
solutions as they are developed and implemented.
Meanwhile there are still significant issues associated with
LOCKSS that need to be addressed; among them are:

• Funding for LOCKSS has been primarily through
grants – not an ideal long-term funding solution.

• Some publishers have concerns about the technology
used by LOCKSS and they don’t want to “play” at this
time.  Related to this, licensing agreements have to be
revised for those publishers that are willing to be
LOCKSS participants.

• LOCKSS (as described above) does not address the
issue of format obsolescence – the content is still
available but may be in an un-useable format.

• Some titles are so specialized that only a few libraries
may select them for LOCKSS, which means there
won’t be a sufficient number of caches with copies.

Now that the basic LOCKSS program is implemented,
LOCKSS developers are starting to address some of these
challenges:

                  TECH TALK  continued from page 15...
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