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Committee member list 
 

• Rebecca Jackson, Co-Chair, Iowa State University 
• Anna Van Scoyoc, Co-Chair, Emory University 
• Elizabeth Anne Evans, Point Park University 
• Carrie Forbes, University of Denver 
• Gail A. Gradowski, Santa Clara University 
• Robert Schroeder, Portland State University 
• Patience Leonora Simmonds, Pennsylvania State University 
• Nancy J. Snyder, Intern, Austin Peay State University 

 
 
Process of generating ideas for solicitation of discussion group proposals 
 
By way of the committee listserv, as well as Annual and Midwinter business meetings, the committee 
agreed to dates as to when the Call for Proposals would be distributed.  The Call for Proposals also 
included a link to the Instruction Section’s Discussion Group Steering Committee’s website, which 
provided additional information about the process, as well as a link to previous IS Current Issue 
Discussion Forum Digests.  The formal call for proposals was limited to the ILI-L listserv, because it is a 
requirement that at least one of the applicants be a member of the Instruction Section.  An 
announcement, however, for the Annual 2007 Call for Proposals also appeared in the September 30, 
2006 issues of LOEX Currents. 
 
 
Numbers of proposals received 
 

• Midwinter 2007 – 10 proposals received and reviewed 
• Annual 2007 – 5 proposals received and reviewed 
• Midwinter 2008 – 12 proposals received minus 1 withdrawal = 11 proposals reviewed 

 
 
Titles and descriptions of accepted proposals [descriptions pulled from respectively submitted 
proposals] 
 

• Midwinter 2007 
o Gaming in Library Instruction – A fairly new concept in instructional circles and the 

discussion started with a review of the pedagogical benefits of digital gaming. The main 
part of the discussion centered on whether gaming can be used by instruction librarians 
to engage today’s students. There was information on what resources might be needed 
to start digital gaming.  

o E-Learning Spaces: Librarians in Course Management Systems – The discussion 
focused on what campuses are doing with CMS systems and how librarians can become 
more involved in courses presented using these systems. This discussion was an 
opportunity to see how other librarians are working with these systems.  

• Annual 2007 
o Information Literacy in Learning Communities: What? Why? How? – The discussion 

focused on the increase in the number of learning communities in higher education and 
explored what academic librarians are doing to incorporate information literacy into the 
learning communities’ curriculum. 

 



• Midwinter 2008 
o Teaching Disabled Students: Emphasis the “Abled” – This discussion will provide a 

venue for librarians to discuss better ways to teach disabled students whatever their 
disability.  It will be an opportunity to exchange teaching strategies with other librarians in 
order to improve services to a specific population in the academy. 

o Assessment:  We Know We Should Do It So Why Don't We – This discussion will provide 
a forum for librarians to talk about what is keeping them from practicing assessment and 
for their colleagues to help them find ways to overcome barriers. 

 
 
How and when the IS Executive Committee, ACRL, and selected discussion proposal submitters 
were notified  
 

• Midwinter 2007 
o IS Executive Committee was notified via email early July, 2006 
o Discussion Proposal Submitters were notified via email mid-July, 2006 

• Annual 2007 
o IS Executive Committee was notified via email late November, 2006 
o Discussion Proposal Submitters were notified via email late November, 2006 

• Midwinter 2008 
o IS Executive Committee was notified via email early July 3, 2007 
o Discussion Proposal Submitters will be notified mid-July 3, 2007 

 
 
Names and affiliations of Discussion Group facilitators 
 

• Midwinter 2007 – Digital Gaming in Library Instruction 
o Justine Martin, Minnesota State University 
o Robin Ewing, St. Cloud State University 

• Midwinter 2007 – E-Learning Spaces: Librarians in Course Management Systems 
o Merinda McLure, Colorado State University 
o Karen Munro, University of California, Berkeley 

• Annual 2007 – Information Literacy in Learning Communities: What? Why? How? 
o Kelly Rhodes McBride, Appalachian State University 
o Betsy Williams, Appalachian State University 

• Midwinter 2008 – Teaching Disabled Students 
o Scott Shiedlower, York College, CUNY 

• Midwinter 2008 – Assessment: We Know We Should Do It So Why Don’t We: 
o Gayla Byerly, University of North Texas 
o Annie Downey, University of North Texas 

 
Names of Discussion Group Steering Committee liaisons to Discussion Group leaders 
 

• Midwinter 2007 – Digital Gaming in Library Instruction 
o IS-DGSC Liaison: Gail Gradowski 

• Midwinter 2007 – E-Learning Spaces: Librarians in Course Management Systems 
o IS-DGSC Liaison: Carrie Forbes  

• Annual 2007 – Information Literacy in Learning Communities: What? Why? How? 
o IS-DGSC Liaison: Patience Simmonds 

• Midwinter 2008 – Teaching Disabled Students 
o IS-DGSC Liaison: Elizabeth Evans 

• Midwinter 2008 – Assessment: We Know We Should Do It So Why Don’t We: 
o IS-DGSC Liaison: Nancy Gibson  

 



Report on discussion groups, including statistics on how many people attended the program and 
on the participants’ evaluation of the program 
 

• Midwinter 2007 – Digital Gaming in Library Instruction 
o There were approximately 100 people in attendance.  
o 36 attendees turned in evaluations 
o How relevant was the overall topic of the discussion forum? 

 On a scale of 1 (not relevant) to 5 (very relevant)  Average Score = 4.3 
o How useful was the session in helping you learn new strategies or ideas? 

 On a scale of 1 (not useful) to 5 (very useful) – Average Score = 3.7 
o How effective was the discussion format for this topic? 

 On a scale of 1 (not effective) to 5 (very effective)  Average Score = 3.3 
 

• Midwinter 2007 – E-Learning Spaces: Librarians in Course Management Systems 
o There were approximately 125 people in attendance.  
o 40 attendees turned in evaluations 
o How relevant was the overall topic of the discussion forum? 

 On a scale of 1 (not relevant) to 5 (very relevant)  Average Score = 4.9 
o How useful was the session in helping you learn new strategies or ideas? 

 On a scale of 1 (not useful) to 5 (very useful) – Average Score = 3.5 
o How effective was the discussion format for this topic? 

 On a scale of 1 (not effective) to 5 (very effective)  Average Score = 3.5 
 

• Annual 2007 – Information Literacy in Learning Communities: What? Why? How? 
o There were approximately 60 people in attendance.  
o 25 attendees turned in evaluations  
o How relevant was the overall topic of the discussion forum? 

 On a scale of 1 (not relevant) to 5 (very relevant)  Average Score = 4.2 
o How useful was the session in helping you learn new strategies or ideas? 

 On a scale of 1 (not useful) to 5 (very useful) – Average Score = 2.8 
o How effective was the discussion format for this topic? 

 On a scale of 1 (not effective) to 5 (very effective)  Average Score = 3.2 
 
 
Materials relating to the process that will be archived  

• Committee roster 
• Committee meeting minutes 
• Correspondence re proposals 
• Acceptance notes 
• Flyers 
• Evaluation forms 
• Promotional Materials 

o IS Newsletter Articles 
o ALA Midwinter 2007 Wiki Article 
o ILI-L Messages re: Digests 

• Instruction Section Current Issue Discussion Digests 
 
 
Comments and recommendations for future committees  
 

• Ask facilitators to provide a draft of discussion outline and discussion questions prior to meeting 
in order for IS-DGSC to provide feedback, advice, etc. 

• Set and communicate deadlines for digests to be submitted to IS-DGSC that allow a realistic 
amount of time for 1) the IS-DGSC committee’s review and feedback; 2) the conveners updates 
and edits; and 3) approval from the IS Exec Committee. 


