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2006 Conference Program in New Orleans

Jazz Up your Teaching with Technology!

The LIRT Annual Conference Program Committee is
collaborating with the Teaching, Learning, and Technology
Committee on a Technology Fair for the 2006 Annual
Conference in New Orleans. Dr. Tim McGee, Associate
Professor and Director of the Instructional Design and
Technology Program at Philadelphia University’s School of
Design and Media, will open the fair with a 45-minute
presentation on “Instructional Design for Teaching and
Learning in Libraries.” The Technology Fair will follow with
demonstrations by vendors and e-Posters.                   Keeping Up to Date

                   with Technology       ..........................p.4

     Hello to you all.
Summertime is almost upon us and another school year
 is about to conclude.  There is a whirl of last minute
questions — the industry profiles for projects that are due
or articles for research papers that must be written and
then they are done.  Students are still here, but they are
studying for finals. As a librarian, you feel that your
usefulness is over for the semester.

For many of us, once instruction classes are
done, we can (briefly) catch our breathe.  Now is the time
we work on all those projects that have eluded us over the
weeks and months since school began.  Students leave
for home and we are left with time on our hands.  We begin
to plan for the coming fall semester and recharge our
instruction programs.  June presents us with two excellent
opportunities to do this.

Please plan on coming to ALA Annual in New
Orleans.  While you are here, you will be able to connect
with other LIRT members and learn how to jazz up your

instruction with helpful information about technology.  The
PR/Membership committee will be presenting a
Membership fair Sunday morning. This will be immediately
before the LIRT program in rooms 353-355 in the Morial
Convention Center.  Right after this, stay and take in our
LIRT Program entitled “Jazz up Your Teaching with
Technology”.  This will be a terrific program that you will not
want to miss!  Don’t forget about Bites with LIRT.  Bites
with LIRT is a great opportunity to have lunch with other
LIRT members and met new friends.

The close of Annual 2006 will bring an end to my
term as president of LIRT.  I would like to thank several
people for making this a great experience.  Thank you to
Cynthia Akers and Stephanie Michel for their support in the
past year.  Thank you also to the chair of this year’s
program committee, Julie Elliott.  This year’s program
involved a great deal of commitment and planning.  The
Conference Program committee, along with the Teaching,
Learning and Technology committee, has worked hard to
bring us an outstanding program this year.  Our incoming
President is Vibiana Bowman.  It has been a pleasure to
work with Vib this past year.  With her dynamic personality,
LIRT will go forward in the coming year.

  I look forward to seeing you all in New Orleans for ALA
Annual,
    Have a great summer and travel safe!
    Carol Schuetz

Check These Out ............................ p. 12
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How many times have you asked questions in your
instruction sessions only to be answered with
uncomfortable silence? Looking over the faces in the
audience, you may see individuals who would like to
answer, but are often to timid to speak. Or perhaps you
want to conduct immediate and non-intrusive audience
assessment. A solution to either dilemma may be to
implement an electronic classroom response system
(here after known as CRS).

An alternative to eliciting feedback verbally, CRS—also
known as electronic, audience, student, or interactive
response systems—allow individuals to instantaneously
communicate their responses via remote control-like
transmitters (often referred to as clickers) or computer
stations. CRS products have a wide array of classroom
applications from grading to pre- and post-session
assessment of responses, but the greatest potential is for
instantaneous communication and feedback from the
audience. Through the system, an instructor displays
questions on the main screen; in turn individuals in the
audience will submit their answer through the clicker.
Results are automatically compiled for the instructor to
gauge the audience’s understanding of the material and to
display results to facilitate discussion. Instructors using
CRS found increased audience attention and engagement
resulting in individuals becoming more active in the
classroom by verbalizing responses and asking questions.

While specific functionality varies among products, most
systems allow individuals to use clickers to answer
multiple choice, yes/no, and true/false questions. Other
CRS products allow for essay responses by connecting an
individual’s computer station with the instructor’s station
through CRS software. In either instance, the gathered
information is automatically tabulated for the instructor to
display class responses anonymously. The CRS software
gathers and organizes data with some software
applications easily moving the information to Microsoft
PowerPoint or Excel. Instructors can immediately display
results on the screen using text, chart, and/or graph
representations of collective responses to prompt the
audience to consider and discuss the results.

Many CRS products require specific hardware and
software to organize the responses. Systems require
individual transmitters (clickers), receiver units to collect
data from the transmitters, and software. The clickers often
have a numeric pad and/or lettered buttons, and transmit in
one of three ways: one-way infrared (IR), two-way infrared,
or radio frequency (RF). RF technology is replacing infrared
as the preferred transmission method because of its
greater flexibility. The data submitted via one of these
frequencies is collected by a receiving unit, which in turn is
connected to an instructor’s computer. Conversely CRS
products using individual computer workstations often
submit data via the Internet eliminating the need for
clickers and receivers. There are a number of CRS

Clicking Your Way to Engagement:
Investigating Classroom Response Systems

products available. The article by Johnson and McLeod
outlines a variety of these systems with the unique features
of each product as well as the approximate cost of
transmitters, receivers, and software.

When considering which CRS is right for your instruction
classroom, there are a number of issues to consider. For
instance, will the system be used for program
assessment, grading, and/or ad hoc audience feedback?
There are also questions of cost, technical support, and
classroom size your library will need to consider. Chris
Johnson outlines many more issues to investigate when
choosing a system in his article “Clickers in the
Classroom.” While there are numerous issues in
purchasing and implementing a classroom response
system, the benefits of increased audience engagement
and feedback can alleviate the concerns.
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The list below was selected and reviewed by the Continuing
Education Committee: Susanna Cowan, Tiffany Hebb (co-
chair), Corliss Lee, Camille McCutcheon, Harry Meserve,
Ericka Arvidson Raber, Leslie Sult (co-chair), Esteban
Valdez, Leanne VandeCreek, and Teri Weil. The committee
reviewed over 130 articles this year, looking at library
instruction from a practical and theoretical viewpoint, in
various library settings. Although this year’s list focuses
heavily on instruction in academic library settings, the
committee believes that many of the ideas presented are
readily applicable to K-12 as well as public library settings.

1. Badke, William B. “Can’t Get No Respect: Helping
Faculty to Understand the Educational Power of
Information Literacy.” The Reference Librarian 89/90
(2005): 63–80.
This article offers an interesting look at tactics that
academic librarians can use to integrate information
literacy instruction more thoroughly into college and
university curricula. The article begins by discussing
the cultural differences between teaching faculty and
librarians and provides some examples of the
misunderstandings that often pervade the
relationship. The author then goes on to explore the
various methods that librarians have used, including
collaboration, evangelism, and demonstration of
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LIRT's Top 20                   continued from page 5

5. Buschman, John and Dorothy A. Warner. “Researching
and Shaping Information Literacy Initiatives in Relation
to the Web: Some Framework Problems and Needs.”
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Psychology professors Larkin and Pines present a
case study as a model for incorporating library
research instruction into course work. Context for an
out-of-class library assignment was provided by a
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By Billie Peterson, Baylor UniversityTECH TALK        SUSHI

continued on page 10

Dear Tech Talk: A recent message on a listserv made
reference to “SUSHI.” From the context of the message, I
don’t believe that this term refers to Japanese dietary
habits, but I don’t fully understand what SUSHI is or its
value (if any) to reference and instruction librarians.
                                 —Seeking SUSHI Sagacity

Dear SSS: SUSHI, Standardized Usage Statistics
Harvesting Initiative, is “a protocol that would allow
machine-to-machine transfer of usage reports.”
(Automating Usage Statistics Harvesting Requirements)
Before discussing the protocol itself, a bit of background
is needed to inform the discussion.

Since the advent of online resources more than
10 years ago, most vendors have provided some form of
usage data: number of searches; number of logons;
number of web pages viewed; number of full-text articles
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                  TECH TALK  continued from page 9...
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continued on page 11

Jewell, content providers EBSCO Information Services and
Swets Information Services, E-Resource Management
systems vendors Ex Libris and Innovative Interfaces, and
Thomson Scientific.

Those developing the protocol believe that
“Librarians are seeking a comprehensive solution to the
management of licensed electronic resources that
combines licensing, accurate holdings, orders, and
statistics, among other important information from their
entire life cycles. [They] believe models that set statistics
apart from the rest of the life cycle of electronic resources
are substantially less valuable, since so many factors
must be considered when evaluating them.” (Chandler 1)
Consequently, from their perspective, a library’s electronic
resources management system is the best system in
which to place these usage statistics. SUSHI defines the
communication protocol between the E-Resource
Management system (ERM) and the vendor’s COUNTER-
compliant usage data, focusing on the transmission of
COUNTER Journal Report 1 reports (number of successful
full-text article requests by month and journal).

How might SUSHI work when implemented?
· A SUSHI-enabled ERM is set up to send requests for

usage statistics to a SUSHI-enabled vendor;
· Both the messages from the ERM and responses

from the vendor system will be well-formed XML (the
data container);

· The vendor’s system will check the authentication of
the ERM for access to that institution’s usage
statistics;

· The vendor’s system will send an appropriate
response to the request, perhaps: (1) the requested
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Tech Talk .......      continued from page 10

Additional Resources

“About COUNTER.” COUNTER. 2006 <http://
www.projectcounter.org/about.html>.

Automating Usage Statistics Harvesting Requirements.
EBSCO, 2005.

Caldwell, Tracey. “ScholarlyStats Won’t Push SUSHI Off the
Usage Menu.” Information World Review February 22,
2006: 4.

—. “SUSHI to Satisfy Usage Demands.” Information World
Review.220 (2006): 3.

Chandler, Adam, and Tim Jewell. “Standards – Libraries,
Data Providers, and SUSHI: The Standardized Usage
Statistics Harvesting Initiative.” Against the Grain 18.2
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As the “Check These Out” columnist, I am pleased to
review recent literature on library instruction and
information literacy. The articles in this column focus on
gender and technology in the classroom. Do female and
male students use technology differently? What are the
gender dynamics of communication in an online
educational environment? How can librarians help develop
and support female students’ interest in technology? Check
these out, and enjoy!

Agosto, Denise E. “Gender, Educational Technologies,
and the School Library.” School Libraries W orldwide
10.1-2 (2004): 39-51.

Agosto conducts a review of the literature on gender and
technology, and ties the issues raised in the literature to
school library media services. Agosto’s review reveals that
while the gender gap in technology use is diminishing,
girls and boys do continue to use and respond to
technology in different ways. For example, research
indicates that girls prefer to work collaboratively to
complete technology-specific assignments; boys browse
more than girls when searching for information online; and
girls have more interest in the graphic features of online
resources. In her literature review, the author also includes
articles that explore strategies that librarians can use to
make technology more accessible to girls. Such strategies
include (among others): developing an online discussion
forum for girls on a topic that interests them; creating
computer clubs for girls; training computer lab monitors
not to treat girls in a condescending fashion; creating
collaborative exercises for teaching about online
resources; and finding and selecting computer games and
other online resources of interest to girls. Agosto asserts
that school library media specialists can make a
significant difference in developing female expertise in
technology by fostering and supporting girls’ interest in
computers. The author also advocates that school library
media specialists should take an active role in designing
technology that is attractive and accessible to both girls
and boys.

Agosto, Denise E. “Propelling Young Women into the
Cyber Age: Gender Considerations in the Evaluation of
Web-Based Information.” School Library Media Research
4 (2001). 12 April 2006 <http://www.ala.org/ala/aasl
aaslpubsandjournals/slmrb/slmrcontents/volume42001
agosto.htm>.

In order to determine criteria for selecting Web sites of
significant interest to girls and young women, Agosto
reviewed relevant literature, developed a working model of
criteria, and tested the model by soliciting feedback about
Internet use and specific Web resources from thirty-three
adolescent girls. The initial working model included the
following criteria for Web site selection: “collaboration,”
“social connectivity,” “flexibility and motility,” “inclusion,”
“contextuality,” “personal identification,” and “graphic and

Check These Out!

multimedia concentration.” Through her interviews with
adolescents, Agosto confirmed that girls do value online
social connectivity: for example, the adolescent girls used
the Internet most often to communicate with others via e-
mail and chat software. On the other hand, regarding
collaboration, the girls indicated that while they preferred to
work cooperatively for educational activities, they also
preferred to use technology alone for leisure activities,
such as using e-mail and playing computer games.
Regarding flexibility and motility, the girls did prefer sites
with flexible navigation (such as a coloring book site that
did not require completion of a section before moving to

about sites that emphasized inclusion of adult women (for
example, the girls indicated that a “Women of NASA” site



 LIRT News, June 2006 13

Farmer, Leslie S.J. Using Internet Metasites to Foster
Teenage Girls’ Interest in Technology. 
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Library Instruction Round Table News
c/o Lorelle Swader
American Library Association
50 E. Huron Street
Chicago, IL 60611

Adult Learners -  Assists library profes-
sionals to understand, find information or
promote ideas on learning styles, teaching
methods, and training resources most often
associated with adult learners.

Conference Program - Plans the LIRT
program for the ALA Annual Conference.
Makes arrangements for speakers,
room, handouts, and activities during the
program.

Liaison- This committee shall initiate and
maintain communication with groups within
the American Library Association dealing
with issues relevant to library instruction
and shall disseminate information about
these groups’ activities.

Newsletter - Solicits articles, prepares
and distributes the LIRT newsletter.  The
Executive Board of LIRT serves as the
Editorial Board for the LIRT newsletter.

Organization & Planning  -
This committee shall be responsible for

long-range planning and making
recommendations to guide the future
direction of LIRT.  It shall monitor the
structure of LIRT on an ongoing basis and

recommend to the Executive Board, and
through it to the membership of LIRT, the
creation, responsibilities, and
discontinuance of committees and task
forces. It will review and update the LIRT
Manual annually. The Past Treasurer shall
prepare the Five Year Financial Plan report
and present it at the second Organization
& Planning committee at the Midwinter
conference. The Past President shall serve
as the chairperson. Nominations will be a
subcommittee of this committee. The
Nominations Subcommittee shall prepare a
slate of candidates for election to LIRT
office and shall maintain the Nominations
checklist of procedures. The Past
President serves as a member of the
subcommittee.

Public Relations/Membership
Publicizes LIRT purposes, activities, and pro-
motes membership in LIRT.  Develops bro-
chures and news releases to inform mem-
bers, prospective members, and the  library
profession about LIRT activities.  Sponsors
an exhibit booth at the Annual Conference.
Organizes BITES (meals for instruction librar-
ians to meet for food and discussion) at con-
ferences.

Research
Identifies, reviews, and disseminates infor-
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