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The 1998 Instruction Section Program, “Research with a Small r:  Approaches for the 
Instruction Practitioner” was a bit of a departure from the topics of past conference 
programs, but as evidenced by the number of people who attended and stayed through the 
course of the program (approximately 370), it met a need within the membership. 
 
Also noteworthy was the collaboration with the newly reformed Research and 
Scholarship Committee.  The program: 
• drew on the chair of the Research and Scholarship Committee to serve as moderator, 
• increased membership awareness of the Research and Scholarship Committee, 
• publicized the 1999 midwinter discussion forum to be sponsored by Research and 

Scholarship, 
• sought input from the audience to assist in the planning of the discussion forum, 
• included a bibliography on evaluation/assessment compiled by the committee in the 

program’s list of resources. 
 
 
Almost a third of those who attended turned in evaluations. 
 Almost 50% rated the overall program a 5, the highest rating 
 85% rated the program a 4 or 5 
 

In response to the question, “How would/could you use the information from the 
program?” more than 50% gave some indication that they would begin a research 
project of their own.  Comments noted attendees had gained motivation, 
inspiration, and confidence from the program. 

 
The Research and Scholarship Committee asked to place a question on the 
evaluation in order to help guide their work.  The individual research needs are: 
 

65 Developing my research skills 
 
63 Identifying completed instruction-related research I can apply as a 

practitioner.  Specific areas of interest that were noted by more than 
one person were:  information literacy (5 responses), web-based 
tutorials (3), information seeking (2), pedagogy (2) 

 
40 Identify potential sources of research support 
 
Other:   
Some sort of networking 
Develop research methods materials and resources 
Identifying instruction-related research I can do as a practitioner 
Statistical analysis 
Identifying research projects in process 



In terms of planning recommendations which might be of use to future committees, we 
have only a few suggestions.  The matter of who should be responsible for photographing 
the awards presentations has already been brought up in the second Advisory Council 
meeting.  The Program Planning Committee also forwarded a recommendation to the 
Executive Committee prior to conference regarding financing some small form of 
recognition for speakers and panelists. 
 
In retrospect, the only thing I would have done differently is that I wish I had thought to 
make transparencies for each of the award winners for that portion of the program and for 
each of the speakers.  As it turned out, while the keynote speaker had transparencies, 
none of the panelists created any.  The panelists did not really require visuals for what 
they were communicating, but it would have been a nice touch to have had something 
shown on the screen. 
 
Since the Instruction Section program is traditionally Sunday afternoon, if I were to plan 
another program I would have a few snacks on hand for the presenters in case they had to 
miss lunch getting to the program.   
 
On the positive side, each of the speakers commented on how they appreciated all the 
communication they had with the planning committee.  Perhaps the most important piece 
of communication was the initial letter sent to each of the speakers/panelists.  Attached is 
the letter to the keynote speaker in case someone would like to add this to the Conference 
Planning Manual as an appendix.  The planning committee continued to communicate 
with all those involved with the program via e-mail. 
 
The planning committee created the structure of the panelists’ handouts as a way to guide 
their comments.  We also took responsibility for word processing the handouts so there 
would be a consistent look to them.  The keynote speaker chose to make her speech and 
overheads available on the website after the program and did not have any handouts 
present at the program.  There were a few comments in the evaluations about not having 
handouts for the main part of the program, but all told there were very few objections and 
it certainly cut the costs and effort required in copying and collating hundreds of packets.  
The URL for the Instruction Section was noted on the program flyer, program brochure, 
and each of the panelists’ handouts. 
 
 
Submitted by Marilee Birchfield 
Chair, Conference Program Planning Committee 


