COURSE SYLLABUS

School of Information and Library Science, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

INLS 890-164: Advanced Selected Topics - Scholatly Communication
Fall Semester 2009, Wednesday, 6:00p.m.-8:30p.m., in 208 Manning Hall (3 cr.)

Instructor: Phillip M. Edwards [ phillip dotm dot edwards atunc doredu |
Office hours: Mon., Tue., & Wed., 11:002.m,-12:00p.m., in 207A Manning (+ by appt.)
Chat; phillip dot m dot edwards at gmail dot com

Instructor’s site: http: / Iwww.unc.edu/home / pmedward/

Class materials: https:/ /sakaipilot.unc.edu [ Log in with your onyen and password ]
Class schedule: : :

Google: hup:

iCal: al/ecquOu £
[Last Updated: 2009-08.01. 12: OOp ]

Course description:

This course is geared toward individuals who are interested in working in academic libraries, building or -
managing digital collections of scholatly materials, and/or conducting research on scholarly communication
practices (i.e., master’s paper research, doctoral dissestations, and beyond). While there ate no formal
pterequisites, students who have completed INLS 500 (ot equivalent) might be better prepated for the course
than those who have not. There is also a great deal of intentional synergy (but little overlap) with SILS
coutses on digital libraries (INLS 740), collection building in libraties and cultural hetitage institutions (INLS
513), and digital preservation (INLS 752). Duting the semester, in-class discussions will be very people- and
practice-focused. We will address (1) how scholats across academic disciplines approach their research and
Vscholarly wotk (including reading behaviors, the selection of © interesting’ research problems/questions,
writing and publication practices, and research evaluation); (2) the characteristics of relevant social
relationships in academic settings (such as faculty-student mentonng, laboratory work, the structure of
schools/departments, and ‘invisible co]lcgcs’), (3) petspectives of external stakeholders—publishets, colleges
and universities, libraries, funding agencies, and scholatly/professional societies—who suppott the scholarly
communication system; (4) cutrent and potential impacts of emerging authoring/sharing technologies (e.g.,
blogs, wikis, reference and data management tools, social networking sites) and venues (e.g,, open access
joutnals, ‘open notebook science’, subject-based or institutional repositories) upon scholatly work practices.

Learning outcomes:

By the end of the course, it is expected that students will be able to...

= Engage in sopbisticated inguiry—some may think of this as “research”, others might think of this as
collecting evidence to support the design and evaluation of systems setvices, and programs—atound .
practical aspects of the scholarly communication system within a particular work context;

= Critique recent literature on scholatly communication—from a variety of perspectives and in a varety of
- settings—in order to understand the major questions, issues, consequences, phﬂosophics models,
and other fotces at work;

*  Identify key anthors whose writing on scholatly communication issues typifies the nature of discourse
within a particular discipline; :

v Articulate similarities and differences between the practices and processes that characterize scholarly work
across a range of disciplines, academic roles, and institutional contexts.

*  Reflect upon their attitudes and practices for the purposes of sclf-asscssmg their performance as
developing professionals.
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COURSE SYLLABUS

Required textbook [available at the UNC Student Stores in the Daniels Building]:

. Borgman, Christine L. Scholarship in the Digital Age: Information, Infrastructure, and the Internet. Cambridge, MA: MIT Press,
2007. [also available on reserve at the SILS Library]

 Other materials on resetve {available for limited circulation from the SILS LiBrary]:

-Amdur, Robcrtj., and Elizabeth A. Bankert. Insttutional Review Board Member Handbook. 20 edition, Boston: Jones and
Bartlett, 2007.

Boice, Robert. .Advice jor New Facuity Menbers: INehil Nimns. Boston: Allyn and Bacon, 2000
Bowker, Geoffrey C. Memory Practices in the Sciences,Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 2005,

Deneef, A. Leigh, and Craufurd D. Goodwin (Eds.). The Academic's Handbook. 3 -edition. Dutham, NC: Duke University
Press, 2007.

Getmano, William. Getz'mg it Published: A Gride for Scholars (and Anyone Else) Serions aboﬁf Serions Baok: Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 2001.

Hartley, James. Academic Writing and Publishing: A Practical Handbook. London: -Rout[cdgc, 2008.
Katz, Richard N. (Ed.). The Tower and the Clond: Higher Education in the Age of Clond Computing. Washington, D.C.:

EDUCAUSE, 2008. Full-text also available at: http://www.educanse. edu/thetowerandthecloud

Knorr-Getina, Karin. Epi:tem;'c Cultures: Flow the Sciences Make Krzawleé‘ge Camibridge, MA: Hatvard Univessity Press, 1999.

Kuhn, Thomas S. The Essential Tension: Seiected Studses in Scientific Traditions and Change. Chicago: University of-Chicago
Press, 1977.

" Locke, Lawrence F., Waneen WynckSpltduso, and’ Stephen] Silverman. Praposals that Work: A Guids for Planning
Dmeﬂafmrz.r and Grant Propesals. 4" edition. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 2000.

Merton, Robert K. The S aaalay of Science: Theoresteal and E@tﬂcal Investigations, edited by Notman W. Storer. Chlcago ,
University of Chicago Press, 1977.

Ries, Joanne B., and Catl G, Leukefeld. Apphing for Research Funding: Geiting Started and Ge#mg Fanded. Thousand Oaks
. CA: Sage 1995,

Willinsky, John. The Acess Princple: The Case for Open Access to Research and Scholarship. Cambtidge, MA: MIT Press, 2006,

Journals, serial publications, mailing lists, sites, and blogs related to themes in this course:

Lsarned Publishing ' CNI-ANNOUNCE mailing list
[bttps//www.ingentaconnect.com/content/alpsp/lp] - I www.cni.org/fornms/subscribe _announg html]
Comm! on I_zbragy and Information Resonrves Reports L;b[;cmre L ma.lhng list
www.clirore/pubs/reports/] S fh :
D-Lib Magaging ' . SIGMETRICS ma.llmg hst
{http:/ /Sorww.dlibore/] o [hutp:/ Swebutk edu/~gwhitney/sigmetrics.html]
The Scholarly Kitchen _ SPARC Open Access Forum newsletter and mailing list
[hitp://scholarlykitchen sspnetore/] : [attp.//werw.atl org/spare/ publications/soan /]
Directory of Open Aceess Journals Registry of Open Access Repositories (ROAR)
fhitp:/ S www.doaj.ore/] . thttp://roar.epriats.org/]
CreateChange : Dimtagr of Open Access Repositories (OpenDOAR)
. |http://www.createchange.or {http:/ [www.opendoar.org/]
Creative Commons : RoMEQ (Rights Metadata for Open archiving)

[attp://creativecommons.ot. - Thttp:/ farary, shetpa.acuk/romeo/]
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COURSE SYLLABUS

How to succeed in this course

Graduate coyrses vary with regard to their classroom dynamics, how the literature is approached,
and the learning objectives for students. Rather than hoping that you will “figure this out as we go,”
the following suggestions are provided to illustrate techniques that might help you to prepate
yourself for class, efficiently read the requited materials, and effectively engage with cousse activities
~ in the classroom, ‘

Preparing for class. Of the 10-13 hours you should expect to spend each week on coursework for
INLS 890-164, we spend approximately 2.5 of those hours in class. Bach week, you should spend
roughly 1-2 hours searching for relevant literature about a particular discipline’s scholarly
communication issues. To make the most efficient use of our time together, I expect students to
have already (1) completed the required readings for that day [for more information, see Completing
the required readings below]; (2) considered any reading questions and explored any additional
tesources posted on Sakai; and (3) prepared to talk about the literature they have located since the
previous class session. '

Completing the required readings. 1 expect all students to have completed any required readings A
prior to the class session.in which they are discussed. Many of the readings adopt a particular
petspective on scholarly communication practices; I expect you to develop your own set of attitudes
and opinions about your practices, but in order to position yourself in the field, it is essential that
'you are able to critically analyze—and sometimes experiment with or role play—the perspectives of
other authors.

- Participating during (and reflecting aftet) class. The majority of our time in class will be spent

- in discussion—as an 800-level course, I structure class sessions as seminars rather than full
Jectutes/activities—and, as such, you should be confident in your understanding of the readings and
the implications that these topics hold for your professional development. Many students may find
it helpful to devote time immediately after class to reflect upon that day’s discussions and jot brief

" notes for themselves to follow up with before the next session. ‘

Wiiting and ea&'ting. If you have any concerns about the quality of your written wotk for this class,
please feel free to share whatever drafts you've produced (espesially during office hours) or visit the

UNC Writing Center (hup://www.unc.edu/depts/weweb/) before an assignment is due.

Periodic assessment of your learning and the class. In this class, regular feedback on your
wotk—from me and from your peers—is integral to your success. Keep in mind that any criticism
you give or receive should be, above all, constructive, Similarly, I have a strong interest in learning
about which aspects of the course are helping or hindering your learning. I will periodically ask you

to perform short dssessments of your learning, the effectiveness of class activities and expetiences,
and the progress you’ve made on your class projects.

Late work, missing class, and other unfortunate events. Life is unpredictable, and occasionally
citcumstances beyond your control may have an impact on your life as a student. Advance notice of
any anticipated difficulties is appreciated: last-minute notice is not. Please ask me if you have any
questions on how to successfully navigate this course and assignments,
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COURSE SYLLABUS

Coutse Schedulc

Note: numbers in

Wee_k 2

Y i
. N kaRottledee, SR
Session 2 — Wednesday, September 2, 2000 — Defimt:ons, frameworks, and Sclence & 'I‘eclmology Studies
Read prior to sessiom:
- (2) Borgman (2007), “Building the scholatly infrastructure™ (Ch. 2) and “Embedded everywhere” (Ch. 3)
Jrequired text]
(1) Schuster, Jack H., and Martin }. Finkelstein. “Appendix F. Academic appointments: Historical
milestones.” In The American Faculty: The Restructnring of Academic Work and Careers, pp. 422-428. Baltimore:
The Johns Hopkins University Press, 2006,
(3) Taylor, Robert §. “Value-added processes in the information life cycle.” Journal of the American Sodety for
In ommmﬂ .S'aem'e 33, no. 5 1982): 341 346 OCUS ON: Figure 1, “Value-added specttum”

Week 4

Session 4 Wednesday, September i6, 2009 Scholars-m-development
For session 4 through session 9, we will devots hatf of onr dlass time to discussing student-selosted readings from a particular discipling
related 1o the topic of each class, Taday, for exaniple, we will be discussing doctoral education across the disciplines with an eye
toward bow new facalty menbers ars sodalized into their disciplines. The readings that you discuss in each class shoutd be added fo
your annotated bibliagrqpbie: {Assipnment H#2) a5 we move through the semester.
Read prior to session:
(2) Walker, George E.,Chris M. Golde, Laura Jones, Andrea Conklin Bucschcl and Pat Hutchmgs. ‘A call to
action.” Ch. 7 in Tbe Formation of Scholars: Rethinking Doctoral Education for the Twenty-First Century, pp. 141-
159. San Francisco: Jossey Bass (for the Carnegie Foundation for the Advancement of Teaching), 2008.
{1) Zuckerman, Harriet, “Masters and apprendces in science.” Ch. 4 in Seentific Efite: Nobel Laureates in the
United States, pp. 96-143. New Brunswick: Transaction Publishers, 1996 [originally published, 1977].

Edwards, Phillip M. INLS 890-164: Scholarly Communication (Fall Semester 2009) SILS @ UNC-Chapel Hilt




COURSE SYLLABUS

00063 : o
Session 6 ~ Wednesday, September 30, 2009 — Scholars-as-scholars
Read prior to session:

(2) Botgman (2007), “Data: The input and output of scholarship” (Ch. 6) [required text]

(3) Gilbert, G. Nigel, and Michael Mulkay. “Contexts of scientific discourse.” Ch. 3 in Opening Pandora's Box:
A Sociological Analysis of Scientists’ Disconrse, pp. 39-62. Cambridge, UK: Cambridge University Press, 1984.

(1) Latout, Bruno, and Steve Woolgar. “An anthropologist visits the laboratory.” Ch. 2 in Laboratory Life: The
Construction gf Scientific Facts (2 ed), pp. 43-90. Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1986 [originally
published by Sage, 1979].

(4) Sciber, Joan E. “Openness in the social sciences: Sharing data.” Ethics ¢ Behavior 1, no. 2 (1991): 69-86.
Available at: hetp://search.ebscohost.com/loginaspxedirect=tmeddb=aph8 AN=7314897&site=ehost-
live

(3) Usgful Chemristry (Jean-Claude Bradley @ Drexel University): http:// usefulehem. blogspot.com/ [SKIM]

6) Setence Commons: http:/ {sciencecommon SKI

Week 6
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COURSE SYLLABUS

Session 8 — Wednesday, October 14, 2009 — The many dimensions of modern “scholarship”
*¥* Due at the start of class (in print): Draft of Assignment #2, Annotaied bibliography ¥**
Read prior to session:
('l) Boyer, Ernest L. “Enlarging the petspective” (Ch. 2) and “The Faculty: A Mosaic of Talent” (Ch. 3). In
Scholarship Reconsidered: Priorities of the Professoriate, pp. 15-25 and pp. 27-41. New York: Carnegie
Foundation for the Advancement of Teachm / 085¢ -Bass, 1990

i a0 ) ¥ Ll

Week 8

| NO CLASS (PME @ 45 Annual Meeting, Whmgton, D.C)- Wednesday, October 8 2009
htip: Asonli Thl
Edwards, P. M. (2009, Octobet/’ November) Opportanity knocks: Authors’ writing and publishing decisions when
tmansuseripits ars solicited. Paper presentation at the annual meeting of the Society for Social Studies of Science
{48), Washington, DC.

L
[ NO CLASS (PME @ ASIS&T Annual Meetmg in Vancouver, BC) — Wednesday, November 11 2009
hitp: .asis.org/Conferences/ AMO0%/

Edwards, P. M., Daniel, E., Greenberg, J., Kramer-Duffield, J., Taylor, H., Woodbuty, D., et al. (in press).
Evaluating technology-, information literacy-, and content-related learning outcomes among undergraduate
students in face-to-face and social networking environments. In Proceedings of the American Sodsty for
Information Science & Techuology Annsual Mesting, Vol 46. Thriving on diversity — Information sppertunities in a
Dlaralistic world. Wiley IntefScience/American Society for Information Science & Technology. [POSTER]

Nathan, L., DeLap, A, Edwards, P., & Freier, N. {in press). Institutional review boatds: Ethics, regulations
and the reseatch agenda. In Proceedings of the American Society for Information Science & Technolagy Annsial
Mesting, V'ol, 46. Thriving on diversity — Information opportunities in a plurakistic world, Wiley
InterScience/ Ametican Society for Information Science & Technology. [PANEL]

Week 12

Sugimoto, C. R., & Edwards, P. M. {in press). Applicaton of literature-enhanced concept mapping to
curriculum design: A case study in the domain of scholarly communication, In Proceedings of the American
Society for Information Science & Technology Annnal Mesting, Vol 46. Thriving on diversity — Information opportunities
in a plaralistic world. Wiley InterScience/ Ametican Society for Information Science & Technology.
[POSTER]
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COURSE SYLLABUS

B ik el

32

i : by it
NO CLASS (Th ovember 25, 2009

Session 12 — Wednesday, December 9, 2009 — Conclusicns and scholarl cunicauon in LIS

*** Due via Sakai by 8:30p.m. on 12/11/2009: Assignment #3, IRB application for research or program svaluation ***

Week 16

Edwards, Phillip M, " INLS 890-164: Scholarly Communication (Fall Semester 2009) SILS @ UNC-Chapel Hill




COURSE SYLLABUS

Assignment Summary
o : Percentage of your grade

Assignment #1, Conversation with a scholar (Due via Sakai: 10/7) - 10%
Assignment #2, Discipline-spesific annotated bibliography (Due via §aka1 12/2y 35%
' Draft of Assignment #2 (Due in paper: 10/14) 0%
+ Assignment #3, IRB application for research.or program evaluation (Due via Sakai by 8:30pm, 12/11)  35%
Draft of Assignment #3 (Three copies, due in paper: 11/1 8) 0%
Peer reviews of classmates’ Assignment #3 drafts(Two copies, due in paper: 12/2) 5%
. Individual conferences related to Assignments #1, #2, #3 (SS 10/ 14/2009 S9: 11/ 04/2009) 5%
- Class participation 10%
' ‘ 100%

Based on UNC Registrar Policy for courses {hitp://regwebunc.edu/resources/rpm24.,php), semester grades

will be H, P, L or F for graduate students and A-F for undergraduate students. Grades for individual
assignments will be based on the points obtained on each assignment, weighted by percentages given
above, in order to calculate final semester grades. Numencal grades roughly translate into the
following letter grades: '

" Graduate;

98.0 - 100% H
95.0-97.9% P+
91.0-949% P
88.0-909%  P-
850-87.9% L
< 84.9% F

If you have any questions or concerns about your grades in this course, please feel free to ask me.

Final notes

Above all, have fun, learn as much as you can from this expetience, and be open to whete your

interests in this broad topic might take you. I am here to help you succeed—both by creating an
“environment that suppotts your explorations and by pointing you in the ditection of resources that
- might be useful to your development as a professional.

I 2am also happy to connect with any student via any social systemns/tools which might be personally
‘or professionally valuable to you: LinkedIn, FriendFeed, Google Reader, Facebook, Twitter,
Goodreads, LibraryThing, delicious, etc.—all are fair game. Now, 1 will never make 2 request for you
to connect with ze—which I consider to be something that oversteps and muddles the natuse of the
teacher-student relationship—but I have no hesitations about accepting your requests for e to
connect with_yox. I should add, however, that I consider any traffic I might observe from you via
those various social systems/tools is ‘off the record’ as far as ’'m concetned, and it neither positively
not negatively impacts your grade in this course. Even so, if you'd ever like to connect after the
semester is over, that would be fine, too. [Maybe I belabor this point, but I think it’s worth
mentioning from the outset.]

- Edwards, Phiilip M. INLS 890-164: Scholarly Communication (Fall Semester 2009) SILS @ UNC-Chapel Hill




ASSIGNMENT #1, CONVERSATION WITH A SCHOLAR

School of Information and Library Science, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

INLS 890-164: Advanced Selected Topics - Scholatly Communication
Fall Semester 2009, Wednesday, 6:00p.m.-8:30p.m., in 208 Manning Hall (3 c.)

Assignment #1, Conversation with a scholar (10% of course grade)
Due via Saka before the start of class session 7 (10/07/2009)
[Last updated: 2009-08-01, 1:00p.m.]

Learning outcomes:

To engage a scholar in conversation about his or her scholarly communication practices
within the context of a particular discipline

- To develop étra'_cegies for designing and conducting qualitative interviews and analyzing the

resulting data

To reflect upon successful strategies and any challenges associated with conducting these
kinds of conversations in the field

Deliverables:

A 2- to 3-page [est] critical summary of 2 45- to 60-minute conversation/i mterwew with a

_ scholar 2t an academic institution

A 2- to 3-paragraph [est] personal reflection on your strategies for initiating and sustaining
this conversation, any aspects of your approach that you consider to be particulatly
successful, and any challenges you encountered duting your session with the scholar.

Submit these Dpieces in a single Word doc via Sakai before the start of class session 7 (10/07/2009)

Photocopies of all fieldnotes taken duting this conversation (submitted in print; not graded)

Requirements and procedural aspects:

For the discipline you have chosen to explore this semester, identify a scholar working
W1th1n that discipline at an institution of higher education in the Triangle area

Locatc as much information about this scholar as you can via unobtrusive means: looking on
the Web for information about their research, projects, laboratory, area of study, etc.;
seatching in relevant academic databases for their recent publications; or browsing a
publicly-available version of his or her curriculum vitae.

Arrange a time to meet with this individual, in his or her office or elsewhere, for the
purposes of having a 45- to 60-minute conversation about his or her current research as well
as practices related to the publication and sharing of the written products of this scholarship.
You should aim to discuss at least two different projects and/or four d1ffercnt publications

. duting your conversation.

Edwards, Phillip M. INLS 890-164: Schotarly Communication (Fall Semester 2009) SILS @ UNC-Chapel Hill




ASSIGNMENT #1, CONVERSATION WITH A SCHOLAR

* To structure this session, you might have yoﬁr scholar begin by tatking about his or her
current/recent research and the papets he or she has recently published. For each paper or
project, the following questions ot prompts may be helpful:

Please tell me about this article. .

Please tell me about the project that it reports about.

When did you start to think about writing this article?

Why did you consider posting/publishing this article here?

Are there any other places that you would have considered publishing/distributing

this article? Why did you decide against these options or for the option you selected?

® Where else do articles related to this project reside?

" Who was responsible for deciding where they would appear?

= What helped as you thought about where to publish? What hindered as you thought
about whete to publish? '

- % As possible, take notes duting this conversation, Try to fecord key phrasings, in the scholar’s
own words, but if this becomes overwhelming, try to capture the gist of the scholat’s
comments; for example, identifying events, ordering of events, and any names of people,
organizations, or journals/monographs/conferences might be elements to record in earnest.

* Immediately after your conversation, find a secluded, quiet space to review your notes and to
clarify or augment any statements based on your memory of the interaction.

= Shortly after your conversation, write 4 2- to 3-page synthesis of the key points emerging

from your conversaton about research and publishing/distribution practices for that
~ scholar. You should include some information about the scholar as well, including his or her

current rank (Assistant Professor, Associate Professor, Professor) and the discipline in which
his or her research resides. Also compose 2 2- to 3-paragraph personal reflection on your
strategies for initiating and sustaining this conversation, any aspects of your approach that
you consider to be particularly successful, and any challenges you encountered during your
sesston with the scholar,

* In addition to the above pieces of writing, submit a photocopy of your fieldnotes. (The
quality of fieldnotes will not be considered in your grade for Assignment #1 but will be
" referenced during your individual consultation with me between 10/14/2009 [end of class
session 8] and 11/04/2009 [start of class session 9}.) -

*  Yout written summary and reflection will ultimately be assessed on (1) the depthiof your
- analysis and reflection; (2) the application of specific themes from the course to the scholar’s
tesponses; (3) and the overall quality of your presentation (i.e., grammar and usage matter).

Edwards, Phillip M. © - INLS 890-164: Scholarly Communication (Fall Semester 2008} SILS @ UNC-Chapel Hill




ASSIGNMENT #1, CONVERSATION WITH A SCHOLAR

Suggestions for approaching this assignment:

* From Whriting Ethnographic Fieldnotes by Robert M. Emerson, Rachel L. Fretz and Linda L.
' Shaw (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1995:

“Although taking down j jottings may at first seem odd or awkward, after a time it often
becomes a normal and expected part of what a fieldworker does... Yet even when some
people become familiar with open writings in their presence, others may become upset when
the researcher pulls out his for her] pad and begins to write down their words and actions.
Ethnographers may try to avoid the likely challenges and facilitate open, extensive note-
taking by positioning themselves on the margins of the interaction. Even then, they may still

. encounter questions, as teflected in the following comment by 2 field researcher observing
divorce mediation sessions:

T tried to take notes that were as complete as possible during the session. My sitting
behind the client had probably more to do with wanting to get a lot of written notes as
unobtruslvely as possible as with any more worthy methodological reason. While taking
copious amounts of notes (approximately 50 pages per session) did not seem to bother
the clients, 2 few mediators became quite defensive about it. One mediator wanted to

“know how I ‘decided what to write down and what not to write down.’ At staff
meetings, the same mediator would sit next to me and try to glance over to see what I
had written in my notebook.

Given the delicacy of this and similar situations, fieldworkers must constantly rely upon
interactional skills and tact to judge whether or not takmg jottings in the moment is
appropnate ” (pp. 22-23)

Edwards, Phillip M. iNLS 890-164: Schotarly Communication (Fall Semester 2009) SILS @ UNC-Chapel Hill




- INDIVIDUAL CONFERENCES RELATED TO ASSIGNMENTS #1, #2, #3

School of Information and Library Science, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

INLS 890-164: Advanced Selected Topics - Scholatly Communication
Fall Semester 2009, Wednesday, 6: 00p m.-8:30p.m., in 208 Manmng Hall (3 ct.)

'Ind1v1dua1 conferences related to Assrgnments #1 H#2, #3 (10 / 14/09-11/04/ 09)
(5% of coutse grade) -
[Last updated: 2009-08-01, 1:00p.m.]

Suggestions for approaching individual conferences:

These conferencés, typically ranging from 45- to 60-minutes, are first and foremost to help
_you as you grapple with course assignments and with relating what we’re doing in class to the
- professional goals that you have. If you have questions specific to your projects for this
course, please come with those questions in mind for your scheduled conference,

I will be prepared to debrref about the conversation you had with your scholar (via tieldnotes
- from Assignment #1), the materials you've been gathering for your annotated bibliography

(via the draft of Assignment #2 you subtnit on 10/14/2009), and the ideas you have for your
IRB application for research or program evalvation, (Assignment #3). '

My schedule Wh_tch I update as I agree to comrmtments 1s avaxlable here

: and to schedule your individual consultanon please suggest {vm emaﬂ) two or three times

that would work for you when I’m not listed as ‘busy’—at any time after class session 8
(10/147/2009) and through the start of class session 9 (11/04/2009).

Your grade for this individual conference is associated with attending our scheduled session.
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ASSIGNMENT #2, DISCIPLINE-SPECIFIC ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY

School of Information and Library Science, Univetsity of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

INLS 890-164: Advanced Selected Topics - Scholarly Communication
Fall Semester 2009, Wednesday, 6:00p.m.-8:30p.m., in 208 Manning Hall (3 ct.)

Assignment #2, Discipline-specific annotated bibliography
(35% of course grade) _
Draft of preliminary bibliography due in paper at the start of dlass session 8 (10/ 14/ 2009; not graded)

Final bibliography due via Sakai befors the start of class session 11 (12/02/2009)
[Last updated: 2009-08-01, 1:00p.m)

Learning outcomes:

* To identify and critique relevant literature on scholatly communication issues within a
particular discipline or field of study

» To reflect upon the qu'ality and scope of current scholasly communication research
Deliverables:

* A 30- to 40-item critical bibliography of articles, papers, books, and other media reflecting
. scholatly communication issues within a particular discipline or field of study

= A 4- to 5-paragraph introduction and personal reflection on the scope and construction of
.. your bibliography (i.e., why are the included items included, why are any excluded items
-excluded, how did you locate/identify these items) as well as a list of individuals you would
consider to be key authors in this area.

™ Submit these pieces in a single Word doc via Sakai before the start of class session 11 (12/02/2009),
= A proliminary draft of your bibliography is due in print at z‘b.e start of class session 8 (10/14/2009).

Requltements and procedural aspects:

* For the discipline you have chosen to explore this semester, you will assemble a critical*
annotated bibliography of articles, papers, books, and other media that reflect the scholatly
communication practices of scholars who work within that discipline or field of study.

* What do I mean by “eritical”’? A critical (or evaluative) bibliography is one in which yon assess the
strengths and weaknesses of each item in addition to describing the methods, participants, conclusions, ets.
There is more information about critical/ evaluative apnotations available from the UNC Writing -
Center (bttp:/ [ wos.ung.edu/ depts/ weweb/ handoutr/ annotated bibliographies.html), and I've also pa.\‘ted a pdf
exccerpt (with examples) from the "Kinds of Abstracts” chapter of Abstracting Scientific and
Technical Literature (7977} i it would be belpful in clarifying the difference between more descriptive
approaches and more evaluative (or critical) ones.

*  For each entry/item in your bibliography, please inciude the full reference to the item in

APA style—Questions? See: http://wwwlib.unc.edu/instruct/citations/apa/index.html —

as well as descriptive ¢lements (e.g., the item’s main points, objectives, methods, conclusions,
etc.) and critical elements (e.g., the strengths or limitations of the item, any (dis)connections
to what others have previously found). -
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ASSIGNMENT #2, DISCIPLINE-SPECIFIC ANNOTATED BIBLIOGRAPHY

With your final submission, also include a 4- to 5-paragraph introduction and personal
reflection on the scope and construction of your bibliography (i.e., why are the included
items included, why are any excluded items excluded, how did you locate/identify these
items) as well as a list of individuals you would consider to be key authors in this area. This
introduction should set the context for the types of items that the reader is going to find (or
not find) in the bibliography and how an interested reader might replicate or verify your
strategies for building the bibliography.

As an estimate of how extensive your bibliography should be, you might aim to select
between 30 and 40 items; more extensive bibliographies are acceptable so long as the depth
of analysis fot each annotation does not suffer as a result.

- Your annotated bibliography for your chosen discipline will ultimately be assessed on (1) the

depth of your analysis for each annotation; (2) the otganization of your bibliography; (3) the
criteria you use to determine the scope of the bibliography; (4) the strategies you describe
using to build the bibliography; and (5) and the overall quality of your presentation (L.e.,
grammar and usage matter).

Suggestions for apptoaching this assignment:

Starting in session 4 {and continuing through session 9), we will be devoting roughly half of
our time in class to discussing the items that students have found for their disciplines that
relate to each class session’s topic. Any items that you bring forward for discussion are good
candidates for inclusion in your annotated bibliography, and the discussion around those
items might be helpful for understanding how “good” ot “limited” your selected items ate in
the broader range of scholatly communication studies.

. You will be meeting with me individually between 10/14/2009 and 11/ 04/ 2009 (see the

description for Individual conferences related fo Assignments #1, #2, #3), and the preliminary draft
of your annotated bibliography is of the things that we could discuss during our conference.
At that time, I will offer suggestions and ask clanfymg questions related to the on-going

- development of your bibliography.
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ASSIGNMENT #3, IRE APPLICATION FOR RESEARCH OR PROGRAM EVALUATION

School of Infotmation and Library Science, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

INLS 890-164: Advanced Selected Topics - Scholatly Communication
Fall Semester 2009, Wednesday, 6:00p;m.~8:309.m., in 208 Manning Hall (3 cr.)

Assignment #3, IRB application for research or program evaluation

(final IRB application [35%] + peer reviews [5%] = 40% of course grade)
Tlhree copies of your draft of Assignment #3 due in print at the start of class session 10 (11/ 18/ 2009)

Towo copies of peer reviews of your classmates’ drafis due in print at the start of dlass session 11 (12/02/2009)
Final IRB application due via Sakai by 8:30p.m. on 12/11/2009

[Last updated: 2009-08-01, 2:30p.m.]

- Learning outcomes:

Articulating a researchable/“evaluate-able” set of questions to guide systematic inquiry
related to. scholatly communication issues

Planning and documenting (via one “standard form”, an IRB ainp]ication) a research or
evaluation protocol that can (1) generate new knowledge or program modification and (2)
yield results which can be shared with the professional community.

. Offering constructive feedback to colieagues related to tesearch/evaluation in a professional

context

Dehvetables

A completed IRB apphcatxon (mcludmg relevant additional documents) that descnbes study

protocols related to an issue (or issues) in the area of scholarly communication

Submit the above pisces as one or more Word docs via Sakat before 8:30p.m. on 12/11/2009

Peer reviews of two classmates’ in-progress drafts of their IRB applications

Requirements and procedural aspects:

This assignment is the most self-ditected of the activities you will complete for this course,
but there are several potential “tracks” that you might choose to follow:

. ®  For students interested in working professionally in academic libraries: You may

propose the design of a new scholarly communication-related service ot program
within a particular “real” work context. (The IRB application, then, will detail the
genetal parametess of the new service/program as well as the mechanisms you would
use to evaluate its outcomes.) The particular setting in which this service/program is
may be of your choice, but it must be “real”, i.e., n0f 2 hypothetical situation/setting.
The setting you choose may be a place you work or have a personal connection to
(e.g., the site of a field experience) or would like to have a connection to (e.g., an
otganization where you might seek employment in the future). I would encourage
anyone working in a setting where your service/programming could actually be
implemented to think about using this as an opportunity to write a design/evaluation
proposal for a service/program with “real wotld” impact. You might consider an
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o IRB-Related Forms:

ASSIGNMENT #3, IRB APPLICATION FOR RESEARCH OR PROGRAM EVALUATION

initiative that would be targeted toward education, advocacy, research support,
outreach, etc. involving a specific population (e.g., tenured faculty members, faculty
members from 2 particular set of disciplines, or graduate students),

* For students interested in conducting original research {e.g., for you master’s paper);

You may propose a study that would involve directly engaging with scholars (via
survey, interviews, or other methods) to address a particular set of research

. .questions, either via & hypothesis-based approach or something more exploratory in
nature, (The IRB application, then, will detail the general parameters of your study,

- how you would recruit participants, the method or methods you would use, how you
plan to analyze the responses you receive, etc.) You may want to think about the
gaps in our understanding of scholarly communication practices or areas of
professional practice where there are persistent challenges—these are places where
“interesting” questions and problems live.

Regardless of your “track”, information from the fo].lowmg UNC websites will be integral to

yout project:

* Research at Carolina: http://research.unc.edu/setvices/index.php

» CITI Program:

Your final submissions will be evaluated on (1) the level of S(;phistication in presenting your
program or study; (2) the extent to which you support your program/study with relevant -
literature and background information; (3) the completeness, thoughtfulness, and clarity of

your planning process (evidenced by the creation of all necessary documentation that might

supplement the IRB application form); and (4) the quality of your presentation {i.e.,, grammar

--and usage matter).

Before your final project is due, you will have opportunities to give and receive feedback on
a preliminary written draft:

® Peer reviews of your classmates’ drafts. Each student will have the opportunity to
critique the drafts of two other students from the class. When you're reviewing
another’s proposal, you may ask questions similar to those I've posed in this piece
from College & Re.rearcb Lzbmne.r News in November 2007:

. la.org, merps/di ications/ crlnews/2007/nov/Developing as a writer.cfm

ot you may offer feedback accordmg to 2 more individualized set of critetia. Each
peer review will be graded on a three-level scale: ‘excellent’ [5 points], ‘acceptable’ {3
points], or ‘unacceptabie’ [0 points]. Excellent peer reviews will be provide the
student receiving the critique with substantive feedback on how to improve the
quality of the draft. Acceptable peer reviews will be lacking in some respect but still
display a noticeable amount of thoughtful analysis on the part of the reviewer.

- Unacceptable peer reviews will exhibit significant lack of depth and observable effort
on the part of the reviewer. Two copies of each of your peer reviews are due at the
start of class session 11 (12/02/2009); please make a photocopy of yout reviewed
documents and comments—the copy will go to me, and the otiginal review will go
to the proposals’ authors.
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ASSIGNMENT #3, IRB APPLICATION FOR RESEARCH OR PROGRAM EVALUATION

Suggestions for approaching this assignment:

Many (if not most) of the students in the course may have neither designed a service,
program, or research study nor completed an IRB application before. Because I believe that
these-are essential skills for any practicing professional, I plan to work closely with you to

- tefine and shape these proposals as well as to help you grapple with the logistics of preparing

this kind of documentation. That said, I cannot compel you to volunteer any difficulties or
challenges you might be facing, privately, with regard to this assignment. I expect that if you
run into any obstacles while working on this assignment, it is your responsibility to approach
me with your concerns. Above ali, T am hete to help, advise, brainstorm, problem-solve,
inspire, focus, refer, connect, suggest, and otherwise consult with you. If it would be helpful,

- you could think of me as a pattner in this process—I am genumely eager to see what you

propose and how you desctibe your project.

If you have already been Workmg on an IRB application for some other purpose ot in
consultation with your master’s paper advisot, please ask me about the potential for using

~ this application in the context of the class. T will be looking for some amount of new effort
_ to be expended in furthering the proposal/application, but there is no good reason to
artificially construct an additional class-related hurdle if you are trying to further develop a

partially-conceptualized project.

- ‘This assignment detives inspiration from several soutces, which—if you are interested in

reading additional materials on service design, tesearch, or professmnal practice—would be

_ hclpful starting points:

- Bell, Steven J., and John D. Shank. Asademic Lzbmrmmbg; by Design: A Blended Librarian’ 5
Gaide fo the Tools and Techniques. Chicago: American Library Association, 2007,

Hernon, Peter, Ronald R. Powell, and Arthut P. Young. The Next Library 1eadership:
Attributes of Acadensic and Public Lébrary Directors. Westport, CT: Libraries Unlimited,
2003.

Schein, Edgar H. Professional Education: Some New Directions. New York: McGraw-Hill,
1972.

Watson-Boone, Rebecca. “Academic librarians as practitioner-researchers,” Journal of
Academic Librarianship 26, no. 2 (2000): 85-93. Retrieved from

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/50099-1333(99)00144-5
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CLASS PARTICIPATION

School of Information and Library Science, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill

INLS 890-164: Advanced Selected Topics - Scholaﬂy Communication
Fall Semester 2009, Wednesday, 6:00p.m.-8:30p.m., in 208 Manning Hall (3 cr.)

_Class patticipation (10% of course grade)
.[Laast updated: 2009-08-01, 1:00p.m.]

Sug estmns for approachmg pammpatwn

1 take into account a variety of aspects of participation: asking or answeﬂng questions in
class; contributions during small-group discussions and other in-class activities; attempts to
bring relevant scholarly communication-related bits from the outside world into class

{especially during our first 10- to 15-minutes of questions/sharing at the start of class); posting
links and/or commentary in the ‘Blogger” area of Sakai; documennng what we've been
_covering in class in preparation for a 12/06/2009 submission to the; Sparky Awards); and
_actively engaging during the portion of classes (partiznlarly session 4 through session 9) where

student-shared references to the literature (building toward Assignment #2) drive our
discussions. I do not keep an exhaustive tally of the number of times that you might do any
of these things, but I do base my assessment on my reﬂectlons of your conttibutions to the
various things we do in class from day to day. '

Just so there are no surprises, when we're about halfway through the semester, I'll offer

- anyone who would be interested in seeing what kind of grade their current level of

© participation would merit 2 chance to see how I might be assessing his or her performance
50 far. At that point, if there are contributions that you think I might be overlooking, please

feel free to let me know, _
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