CONNECTING LEARNERS TO LIBRARIES STEERING COMMITTEE MEETING
FEB 2,2004 10am—1pm

Minutes
Videoconference sites and participants:
PSESD Burien OSPI - Olympia Medical Lake SD Forks
Karen Ellen Nadean Eve
Christine Rhona Viki
John Rand Kristy
Kelley
Betty
Elaine
Keitha

Karen opened the meeting by introducing the videoconferencing guidelines and
etiquette.

Rhona went over the goals for the meeting: recap of OBE workshop; Project
management: Who we are and where we are going;

Outstanding assignments from last meeting:

Elaine reported that she sent a copy of the DOE study to Betty and Karen. She
wants to know from the State OSPI Research Department what information they
can provide on questions relating to information skills. Elaine will fax a copy of
the Dept. of Education survey to Betty and Rhona. She has not yet had a chance
to collect sample WASL questions but is still working on this.

John reported that he and Kelley have done a preliminary search in several
databases of IL assessment literature. They have been looking for any
assessment work that may have been done on entering college students’
information literacy/competency/ critical thinking etc. They will continue
searching and get back to the group if they find anything useful.

Betty talked about the sample survey template she has put together. She is
holding off on completion until the group has had the chance to clarify our
outcomes, based on the OBE training.

Keitha is contacting JoAnn VanderKooi about the issue of surveying children in
the public library.

Rhona wants us to take the time to examine where we are at, however, the clock is
ticking and we need to get moving! We are on a tight time-table and need to submit our
budget allocation to the Council shortly. Will be ready for the grant cycle as proposed?
We need to have a clear idea of what the grants will look like by summer. The whole
intervention piece is still a big mystery. Should they intervention be a prerequisite for
grant?



Ellen says we cannot do this; that we will be knocking out the public library people. She
hopes we can think more about the services of the public as being as valuable as the
services of the school library. She suggests we develop a training module to be sent to
the public libraries.

Rhona: If we feel a disconnect on our communication, we should really pay attention to it
because it will be there in the library community too. John asked, what are the objections
that public libraries might feel? Vicky: At public libraries, instruction has not been the
primary focus, but that is what we talk about the most in our committee. Eve points out
that we are all in the process of forming a common vocabulary. Life-long learning should
be the focus of our connection with each other. Ellen: What is it the public libraries do
that is so different from what happens in the school library. Everything they do in the
public library contributes to information literacy.

Rhona asked that we break up into smaller groups to talk about what we need to do to
make it work. She doesn’t think we are really having any big problems with our
differences but jargon is a real issue.

Betty: What questions do we want to ask that will resonate with all of the types of
libraries. Who is the audience we are addressing? The name of the project looks more
relevant to schools.

Eileen T. hopes we will work through the OBE process because it will help us clarify our
language and our goals. Karen: How can we work with world of the public libraries?
Nadeen: Students don’t see the barriers we do between schools and public libraries.
Eve: We are all talking about learners of all ages. Rhona, are senior adult learners part
of our audience? We need to pay more attention to who our audience is and to
information literacy. She talked of an article about a California project in which IL was
not specifically named in the goals of the project but it was part of the project. “California
Dreaming,” a cooperation between the schools and the public library. Appears in Public
Libraries Jan/Feb Vol 43, Issue 1 (2004).

Betty: Another issue is the definition of information literacy. Our understandings are
quite varied as they are also at the national level. We can learn from looking at the
article, California Dreaming , but we should not limit ourselves only to the outcomes they
set. John: There is nothing measurable about the culminating project that fits into the
OBE process. Eileen: Are we really thinking about including adult learners? The focus
as she understands it is only K-12. John says no, we should stick with the focus. Betty:
Culminating project should be used as an indicator for an outcome rather than an
outcome.

John: There is no statewide rubric for measuring the results of the culminating project.
Betty: Analysis of variance can be done within a district. Viki worried about culminating
project fitting time line of grant cycle. Eve: Many schools have already been doing it.
Betty: Kids who will be required to complete the culminating project are already in the
pipeline. We don’t want to wait until they are ready to graduate.

Rand: The more concrete we are the more likely we are able to get the money. We
don’t have to do a complete grant cycle; we can choose pilot sites to give the money to.
Rhona: Data gathering sub-committee needs to start meeting together to determine the
requirements of the grant.



Break time:

Medical Lake folks came up the idea that we should make a connection with the
Statewide Databases Project to provide resources for Information literacy learning.

An idea came out from Karen during the break that we organize things so that all the
concerned parties get together, the school librarians, the public librarians, reps from the
district, and a community college librarian, to talk about the culminating project and the
curriculum being developed around it. The carrot for K-12 educators would be clock
hours and credit. The carrot for public librarians could be a stipend. We could provide a
template to facilitate how the meeting is conducted and drive the discussion in the
direction in which we want it to go. Because there is an opportunity for us to influence
how the culminating project is structured, we can bring together a district curriculum
committee to talk about skills that should be represented in the culminating project.
ESDS or OSPI summer institute are great places to pull together the right people.
Carrot could also be more statewide databases, lunch, and resources.

Rhona on OBE training for the State Library: She described what happened in the two-
day training workshop attended by a number of us back in December. Question came
up about whether home schoolers were included in the concept of K-12. Answer is yes
and we need to be clear about that. Public library people work with home schoolers a
lot. We want to be sure we don’t use language that excludes them but there is
uncertainty about how much they want to be involved. Since home schoolers are not
doing the culminating project, we many need to reconsider our focus.

General discussion was then had about the outcomes and benefits resulting from the
OBE training. Point was made that if we expect project participants to do OBE they will
need a lot of mentoring through the process. Rhona wants to get the data gathering
committee together soon to talk about this. They will discuss whether we are going to do
pre and post testing of a sampling of the state school populations. How are we looking
for improvement? We need to know from whom we will gather the data—people around
the state or simply grant recipients. Indicators are a big need of this evaluation process.
We don’t want the end user/beneficiary of this project to simply be staff.

At 11:50, Rhona asked us to break up into small groups and talk about the outcomes on
the planning sheet she had sent us.

Submitted by Kelley McHenry
Remainder of minutes submitted by Rand Simmons:

OBE
Break out into small groups to brainstorm Project Outcomes. Outcomes agreed on:

Group consensus that the 3 outcomes from the OBE workshop are okay.

Public library staff demonstrates a working awareness of:
Ealrs



Wasl
Research models
Culminating project

Those who work with k12 students demonstrate a working awareness of public library
resources and services

Public librarians and others who work with k12 students increase their use of common
vocabulary regarding information literacy skills

Public Librarians and school librarians statewide will gain understanding of successful
cooperative ventures that foster increase in students' information literacy

Would be some sort of measurable benefit to the outline to be established by grant
applicant

Christine: concerned about having sub-grantee required to do OBE without training - this
group should do the gathering of the overall OBE

Rand - build the OBE into the application form and guidelines
Subcommittees

Rhona - Data subcommittee will meet and discuss how to implement OBE at project and
subcommittee levels

Vicki - are we ready or do we still need to work together as a group - Burien agrees
(consensus of the group)

Elaine - as listed some subcommittees are in various stages - some will come later -
work through OBE and then see who works on what

Rand- decide on grant cycle soon - by April - call OBE subcommittee together and bring
back ideas to the large group

Vicki - There are people who attended OBE who are not on the data subcommittee -
Original Data Gathering Subcommittee: Vicki, Nancy, John, Betty, Rhona

Karen - put OBE committee to 10 trained people and let scheduling decide who
participates

Keitha - Have 5 named committee keep others informed
Viki - keep in mind representation among primary constituents

Rhona will establish a meeting date for subcommittee by email - early March for next
large group mtg



