








Start research with Google Scholar * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years

first-year fourth-year
students students Total
sGoogle not likely 32.2% 32.2% 32.2%
Scholar .
somewhat likely 19.1% 24.9% 21.5%
likely 22.6% 20.5% 21.7%
very likely 15.5% 10.7% 13.5%
extremely likely 10.6% 11.7% 11.1%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Start research with EBSCO * first-

ears vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years

first-year fourth-year
students students Total
sEBSCO not likely 26.5% 27.1% 26.8%
somewhat likely 20.1% 15.9% 18.3%
likely 21.4% 22.9% 22.0%
very likely 18.4% 20.6% 19.3%
extremely likely 13.6% 13.6% 13.6%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Start research with Article database or index * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
sArticle not likely 24.0% 20.4% 22.5%
database or - somewhat likely 21.4% 22.6% 21.9%
likely 28.9% 25.2% 27.3%
very likely 15.6% 20.8% 17.8%
extremely likely 10.1% 11.1% 10.5%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Ease of research Wikipedia * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eWikipedia very difficult 9.1% 3.2% 6.7%
difficult 6.6% 5.4% 6.1%
average 11.7% 14.0% 12.6%
easy 18.0% 17.6% 17.8%
very easy 54.6% 59.9% 56.8%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




Ease of research Google * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eGoogle very difficult 8.1% 3.3% 6.2%
difficult 5.5% 5.4% 5.5%
average 12.5% 11.7% 12.2%
easy 22.6% 28.5% 25.0%
very easy 51.3% 51.0% 51.2%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Ease of research ALICE * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eALICE very difficult 4.8% 2.1% 3.7%
difficult 11.5% 12.0% 11.7%
average 30.0% 36.5% 32.8%
easy 32.6% 32.2% 32.4%
very easy 21.1% 17.2% 19.4%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Ease of research Academic Search Complete * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eAcademic very difficult 4.6% 3.2% 4.0%
Search difficult o o o
Complete 13.8% 13.2% 13.6%
average 38.7% 38.1% 38.4%
easy 25.3% 31.2% 27.8%
very easy 17.6% 14.3% 16.2%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Ease of research Library website * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eLibrary very difficult 4.5% 2.7% 3.7%
website e
difficult 10.8% 13.1% 11.8%
average 34.1% 37.6% 35.5%
easy 29.6% 33.9% 31.4%
very easy 21.0% 12.7% 17.6%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




Ease of research OU Website * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eOU very difficult 13.9% 20.5% 16.5%
Website -
difficult 16.5% 16.1% 16.3%
average 30.4% 30.2% 30.3%
easy 21.8% 21.5% 21.7%
very easy 17.5% 11.7% 15.2%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Ease of research Google Scholar * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years

first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eGoogle very difficult 4.6% 2.2% 3.7%
Scholar e
difficult 13.8% 8.9% 11.9%
average 29.0% 31.9% 30.1%
easy 32.3% 34.1% 33.0%
very easy 20.3% 23.0% 21.3%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Ease of research EBSCO * fir

st-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years

first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eEBSCO very difficult 4.3% 4.8% 4.5%
difficult 14.6% 7.7% 11.9%
average 37.9% 46.4% 41.3%
easy 26.9% 29.2% 27.8%
very easy 16.2% 11.9% 14.5%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Ease of research InfoTree * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years

first-year fourth-year
students students Total
elnfoTree very difficult 4.8% 3.5% 4.2%
difficult 16.1% 12.4% 14.4%
average 33.7% 36.6% 35.0%
easy 28.9% 30.2% 29.5%
very easy 16.5% 17.3% 16.9%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




Ease of research Article database or index * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
eArticle very difficult 3.9% 3.7% 3.8%
database or  ifficult 20.2% 11.8% 16.7%
index
average 33.5% 41.2% 36.7%
easy 26.1% 32.1% 28.6%
very easy 16.3% 11.2% 14.2%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Quality of Wikipedia * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation
first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
qWikipedia poor 18.1% 13.3% 16.1%
fair 20.0% 29.2% 23.8%
average 27.5% 29.6% 28.4%
good 23.1% 20.4% 22.0%
excellent 11.3% 7.5% 9.7%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Quality of Google * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation
first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
qGoogle poor 2.0% 3.3% 2.6%
fair 12.1% 13.0% 12.5%
average 28.0% 31.4% 29.4%
good 32.7% 34.3% 33.3%
excellent 25.1% 18.0% 22.2%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Quality of ALICE * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation
first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
GALICE  poor 3.2% 9% 2.2%
fair 1.6% 3.9% 26%
average 23.0% 16.6% 20.3%
good 42.2% 51.1% 45.9%
excellent 30.0% 27.5% 29.0%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




Quality of Academic Search Complete * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
gAcademic poor 4.6% 1.1% 3.2%
Search .
Complete fair 2.7% 2.7% 2.7%
average 21.2% 15.8% 19.0%
good 39.4% 45.4% 41.9%
excellent 32.0% 35.0% 33.3%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Quality of Library website * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
gLibrary poor 3.0% [err] 1.7%
website .
fair 3.9% 6.4% 5.0%
average 26.6% 34.4% 29.9%
good 41.1% 42.2% 41.6%
excellent 25.3% 17.0% 21.8%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Quality of OU Website * first-years vs. fourth-years Crosstabulation

first-years vs. fourth-years
first-year fourth-year
students students Total
qou poor 8.2% 12.5% 10.0%
Website .
fair 10.6% 20.5% 14.6%
average 30.1% 33.0% 31.3%
good 33.2% 26.0% 30.3%
excellent 17.8% 8.0% 13.8%
Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%




Appendix C: Correlation Scales and
Measures

Academic Status 1: undergraduate, 2: graduate

Age 1:17-19, 2: 20-22, 3: 23-26, 4: 27-30, 5: >31

Digital Status 1: digital native, 2: digital immigrant

Library Visits 1: never, 2: monthly, 3: weekly, 4: several times a week, 5: daily

Library Web Visits 1:never, 2: monthly, 3: weekly, 4: several times a week, 5: daily

Time Online (hours per week) - 1:<5,2:6-10, 3: 11-20, 4: 21-40, 5: 31-40, 6: >40

Academic Time Online 1: none, 2: less than 25%, 3: about half, 4: more 75%, 5: most

Technology Skill average of word processing, presentation, computer troubleshooting, media
software, web editing, and blackboard skills on a 1-5 scale into 1: least skilled, 2: somewhat
skilled, 3: moderately skilled, 4: very skilled, 5: most skilled

Library/Research Skill average of finding books and articles and using library resources for
research on a 1-5 scale, 1: least skilled, 2: somewhat skilled, 3: moderately skilled, 4: very
skilled, 5: most skilled

Technology Adoption recoded 5-part tech adoption scale, 1: late, 2: mainstream, 3: early

Social Software Use 1-8 scale of specific social technologies used

Technology Ownership 1-10 scale of specific information and communication tools owned

Library Technology Receptivity mean of receptivity to Facebook applications, MySpace

applications, library toolbars, web calling, text messaging, and mobile browsing services into

1: not receptive, 2: somewhat receptive, 3: very receptive
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