
ACRL Information Literacy Advisory Committee  
ALA Midwinter Meeting – Philadelphia  
Sunday, January 13, 2008, 4:00-5:00 pm  

Convention Center Room 310 
 

Minutes 
 

 
Present: Jennifer Dorner, Drucilla Guillion, Lynne King, Jean Caspers, Mary Ellen Davis, Stephanie 
Michel, Ellysa Stern Cahoy 
 
Guests: Jim Langan, Michelle Hammond 

 
I. Welcome and Introductions 

 
II. Approval of the Agenda 

 
III. Announcements and Round Robin Updates 

A. Instruction Section: Caspers shared news that the Information Literacy Instruction 
Handbook will be published in the spring.  

B. IIL Executive Committee: Michel announced the addition of a new stand-alone 
Immersion Assessment program and that the Intentional Teacher Track is now 
incorporated as Track 3 of the national Immersion program.  

C. AASL/ACRL Interdivisional Committee on Information Literacy: Guillion announced 
that the committee is trying to revive the inactive INFOLIT listserv and that someone 
on their committee may be recruited to moderate it. They are also creating a Wiki that 
someone on their committee will manage. Some momentum has been lost in creating the 
toolkit and the committee is now thinking that they will post the content on the web 
rather than producing printed materials. Guillion shared the comment from one of her 
committee members that AASL and ACRL should be working together to build K-20 
information literacy standards. While not a new idea, ILAC agreed that the recent 
discussion about revising the ACRL Information Literacy Competency Standards for 
Higher Education may signal that it is time not just to think about revising that 
document, but to attempt this more ambitious goal.  

 
Action: Cahoy and Guillion will draft a proposal outlining a plan for creating K-20 
information literacy standards that would be submitted to both the ACRL and AASL 
Boards. They will first send the draft to ILAC. 
 

IV. IL Consultants Update (Michel) 
A. The Information Literacy Consultants have been selected and notifications of their 

appointments were sent out this week by Margot Conahan.  
B. Dorner reviewed the next steps as outlined in the Committee’s Tip Sheet. 

i. Update the ACRL Information Literacy Peer Consultants and Speakers Database 
with a new category of people identified and maintained by IIL Executive as 
information literacy consultants for the subject-specific information literacy 
documents. Conahan is currently investigating whether the database can be 
updated.  



ii. Provide an orientation for the consultants. IIL Executive Committee has the 
responsibility for providing the orientation but ILAC has task of developing the 
orientation and training materials.  

iii. Manage the pairing of information literacy consultants with Sections. Exact 
process for this is not documented consistently. 

 
Action: Michel will send the names of the consultants to ILAC after they have officially 
been appointed. 
 
Action: Michel will provide consultants with instructions for updating the database 
when it is ready. 
 
Action: Michel and Dorner will consult about providing orientations to appointed 
consultants. 
 
Action: Dorner will complete training and orientation materials for consultants. 
 
Action: Michel will send Dorner a note outlining her understanding of the process of 
pairing consultants with Sections and Dorner will reconcile the various committee 
documents to make sure they are consistent.  
 
Action: King and Davis will investigate how ILAC can in future make changes related to 
procedures to tips document without requiring ACRL Board approval.  
 

V. Status Report on Subject-Specific Information Literacy Standards 
A. Anthropology and Sociology Section (ANSS) - Standards approved by ILAC. Located at 

http://www.lib.utexas.edu/subject/ss/anssiil/background.html. Standards are currently 
being reviewed by SAC.  

B. Education and Behavioral Sciences Section (EBSS) - Has Information Literacy Steering 
Committee guiding development of standards for Communications, Education, 
Psychology, and Social Work (as separate documents). Judy Walker, EBSS Chair, has 
contacted Dorner about process for acquiring consultants for each of the groups 
working on standards.  

C. Instruction Section (IS) - Objectives for Information Literacy Instruction: A Model 
Statement for Academic Librarians 
http://www.acrl.org/ala/acrl/acrlstandards/objectivesinformation.cfm document 
approved by ACRL Board in January 2001. ILAC agrees that a revision of this document 
would not be needed until the ACRL Information Literacy Standards for Higher 
Education were themselves revised. Davis suggested that at least a general review of the 
objectives be undertaken.  

D. Law and Political Science Section (LPSS) - Political Science Research Competencies were 
reviewed by Dorner and Lisa Janicke Hinchliffe and comments were sent to LPSS in 
September 2007. New version of document being reviewed by LPSS Executive 
Committee at Midwinter Meeting and Kathi Fountain, LPSS Past Chair, has informed 
Dorner that ILAC will receive revised document in January.  
Action: Dorner will send Judy Walker’s contact information to Michel so that Michel 
can contact her about Information Literacy Consultants. 

 



Action: Dorner will post a message to Section Council listserv reminding them of 
process for developing discipline-specific information literacy standards. 
 
Action: Dorner will contact chair of Women’s Studies Section to discuss the status of 
their discipline-specific information literacy standards. 
 
Action: Caspers will alert IS Executive Committee to review schedule for “Objectives 
for Information Literacy Instruction” and will suggest reviewing the document for 
archaic language, references to out of date technology, etc.  

 
VI. Revision of “Tips Sheet for Developing Subject-Specific Information Literacy Standards” 

A. Request by Bill Nelson from the SAC for a “Transmittal Sheet for Draft Standards and 
Guidelines” to be submitted along with ANSS Information Literacy standards prompted 
Dorner to investigate why this requirement is not included in ILAC’s Tips document. 
Dorner discovered that early discussions of process resulted in agreement that since 
these documents were not standards in the classical sense and because the ILAC review 
process duplicated to a great extent what SAC did, the same level of scrutiny by SAC and 
additional paperwork would not be required. However, an ANSS member who worked 
on the standards commented that having the transmittal sheet as a guide at the beginning 
of the process would have been helpful. 

B. Dorner proposed to ILAC that the Tips document be revised to reflect that the SAC 
Transmittal Sheet must be filled out by the Section and will be forwarded to SAC along 
with the standards documents. As the Transmittal Sheet does not include all of the steps 
in the process, Dorner suggested an informal checklist also be created to assist Sections 
with this process. 

 
Action: Dorner will contact Bill Nelson and alert him that ILAC is making this change 
to the process. 
 
Action: Dorner will draft changes to the Tips document. 
 
Action: Dorner will draft a checklist and will send it to ILAC for review. 

 
VII. Information Literacy Web Site 

A. Cahoy reported that there are 66 individual sections to the ACRL Information Literacy 
web site, each one a separate document. In the past she proposed some structure to help 
develop the site but there were some questions about how this could happen in the 
organizational structure of ACRL. Davis suggested using the model of the C&RL 
editorial board or ACRL blog.  

B. Cahoy has provided Dorner with a list of the Web site sections that need updating or 
development. Dorner suggested that some of these may be of lower priority or 
unnecessary and asked Cahoy to resend the list to ILAC along with her opinions about 
which sections might be removed, updated or developed and which had highest priority. 

 
Action: Cahoy will revise her original proposal and send it to ILAC.  

 
Action: Cahoy will send out the Web site section list to ILAC. 

 



VIII. Survey of Impact of Information Literacy Standards 
A. The ACRL Information Literacy Competency Standards for Higher Education Task 

Force report included a recommendation to the ACRL Board that a study be conducted 
“investigate how the standards are serving higher education.” The ACRL Executive 
Committee asks ILAC to recommend a process for carrying out such a survey and to 
submit its recommendations by April 11, 2008, in time for the document to be 
considered at the Spring ACRL Executive Committee meeting. 

B. Cahoy suggested that ILAC contact Oswald Rattery from the Middle States Commission 
and ask him whether he knows of previous attempts to measure standards or whether he 
can suggest starting points for going outside our organization to measure the impact of 
the standards. 

 
Action: Dorner will contact Oswald Rattery and will then follow up with ILAC about 
next steps. 

 
IX. Addition to agenda: Request for Endorsement of Research Project 

A. Committee discussed request for endorsement of a research project that was received 
last month and whether ILAC should submit request to ACRL Board that ACRL 
endorse the project 

 
Action: Dorner will contact Scott Walter, Chair of the ACRL Research Coordinating 
Committee, to discuss issues raised by ILAC before proceeding. 
 

Meeting adjourned 5:18 p.m. 
 
Submitted by Jennifer Dorner 
 
 


