Title of project: Implementing Authentic Assessments of Information Competency
LSTA Grant: “Information Literacy in Washington Community and Technical Colleges”

Grays Harbor

Project Objectives: Nursing and A&P instructors, and two instructors who are leaders in outcomes assessment at GHC and who have attended Immersion, worked to incorporate authentic assessment of information competencies into the nursing curricula—either as pre-requisites or during the program itself.

Dates: Spring Quarter, 2006 (April 3- June 15)

Participants; Carol O’Neal, Monica Todd, Sue Litster, Jane Wilson, Corrie Hightower, (Nursing faculty); Penny Woodruff (Nursing Division Director); Diane Carter (Anatomy and Physiology instructor); Shiloh Winsor, Darby Cavin (campus assessment liaisons); Stan Horton (Library-Media Assistant Dean.)
Results:
C. O’Neal: Assessment methods: Students were required to make a classroom presentation on cancer, and to use documentation from a variety of sources to support their findings.  The Library’s collection of monographs on cancer had been augmented recently.  Numbers of books, web sites, etc. cited in the student’s bibliographies were counted and compared to previous years.  An analysis of library books which were not used was made, and conclusions drawn from this.  The quality of the presentations themselves were also evaluated.  These methodologies proved reliable and will continue.


Findings and conclusions: This year’s data established a baseline for the number of sources used, other than those from the WWW.  However, the instructor noted that student depth of understanding of the cancers they had researched was improved from past years; also, the students themselves commented on the unexpected richness of the information they found in books compared to what they had found on the WWW.  The few books in the collection which were not used, may indicate a gap in students' understanding of how to locate appropriate information; final conclusions on this point will require further discussion amongst Nursing faculty and librarians.

M. Todd: Assessment methods: Students were required to produce a term paper using documentation from a specified variety of sources. The Library’s collection of monographs on Nursing management had been augmented recently.  Numbers of books, articles, etc. cited in the papers’ bibliographies were totaled and plotted against grades on the paper; discussions with students were also noted.  This methodology seems reliable and will continue.


Findings and conclusions: All but one of the students (n=21) using the required number of sources received a grade A- or higher. (The one who did not failed to use sources relevant to the topic, even though the number of sources met the stated requirement.)  All but two of the students (n=7) who did not, received grades lower than A-.  (Those two students actually did use a distribution of sources, just not meeting the number required.)   Although overall the distribution of grades was similar to past years, the instructor noted a marked increase in students’ depth of understanding of the topic from past years, as demonstrated both in the writing, and in discussions about the topics in class.
S. Litster and J. Wilson:  Assessment methods: Instructors tallied the numbers of students who cited references in the required written clinical preparation paperwork and nursing care plans. The clinical appraisal tool is used as an evaluation of a student’s progress throughout the quarter and is used to provide feedback to the student. It is expected that each student will demonstrate the ability to cite references for their decisions. The data collected gave an indication of student familiarity with use of information resources, and of the validity of the assignment itself as a teaching tool. They plan to continue this methodology.



Findings and conclusions:  Weekly assignments given the day before their clinical rotation do not leave enough time for students (who are still unfamiliar with the research process) to thoroughly research a topic.    There is some variety between expectations of the nursing faculty and outdated forms that may cause confusion for students. It was revealed that some students did not understand the concept of using professional sources to obtain current information, nor the reasons for wishing to do so at all; this lack of understanding will be addressed next year in curriculum changes.

C. Hightower: Assessment methods: Assignment was an individual research assignment on an aspect of infection control; students were required to use both journal and WWW references, and include a clear statement of their research “pathway.”  Changes in methodology for next year will include evaluation of the pathway against a rubric to measure depth and quality of research.

Findings and conclusions: All students in the class (n=40) turned in the required paper, of whom 90% used the required number of journal articles, and 83% used either the library in person or via the WWW.  Also, 83% included an adequate recounting of their research methodology.  Future attention will be given to ensuring knowledge of the nature of research to help ensure evidence-based nursing practices when the students enter the work force.
D. Carter: Assessment methods: Students in A&P lab are required to identify body and bone parts by using anatomical atlases, often using more than one; they need to be able to interpret graphic information and apply it to identifying 3-dimensional objects.  Instructor noted the nature of the questions asked, and students’ abilities to use the information to come to the correct conclusion.  She plans to continue this methodology.


Findings and conclusions:  the assessment revealed that students had a lack of understanding that multiple sources may be needed—indicating a lack of understanding about the nature of the information sources in that discipline.  Student ability to translate data given in a 2-dimensional format, and apply it to a 3-dimensional situation also proved weak.  Instructor plans to make curricular changes to help students improve on both areas.
