EMBEDDED
INFORMATION LITERACY

TEACHING TOOLS

BEST PRACTICES FOR USING RESEARCH GUIDES TO PROMOTE STUDENTS'
ENGAGEMENT & PARTICIPATION

INTRODUCTION & LITERATURE REVIEW

The role of students has changed greatly in the last decade and has become more active
and participatory (Bond, 2016). Millennials, in particular, find and use information differently
than previous generations and accordingly, different strategies must be used to engage
them in information literacy courses (Baker, 2014; Holderied, 2011). In order to address this is-
sue, we created an online component for a course-integrated information literacy workshop.
Many studies have investigated the use of research guides (LibGuides) for online courses
and showed the added value of including both text-based and virtual-based resources in
them (Keengwe et al., 2012; Baker, 2014; Bowen, 2014). We decided to integrate active learn-
iNng strategies and interactive tools in our guides and conducted surveys to assess their im-
pact on the students’ information literacy skills (Holderied, 2011).

TOOLS INTEGRATED INTO RESEARCH GUIDES

Promotes students’ engagement and generates
opinion on the studied material

Self-grading quizzes with
Google forms

https://docs.google.com/forms

Excellent for the individual as well as
group quizzes

Allows to assign point
values to questions and
use for self-evaluation

Excellent way to collect data
anonymously

Polls with Poll Everywhere

https://pollev.com/

Allows creative
use of mobile
technologies

Engages students’ creative thinking
and facilitates classroom discussions

Appeals to visual learners

Prezl

https://prezi.com/

Helps to explain basic conceptsin a
creative and interesting way

Engages students’
non-linear thinking

Helps to demonstrate rela-
tionships between concepts

Spicynodes

http://www.spicynodes.org/ Easy use of mul-

timedia, such as
videos, images
as the nodes

Excellent way to engage students in
concept mapping exercises

Engages students’ attention and
understanding of the topic

Powtoon

https://www.powtoon.com/

Interactive and visual way to explain

Colorful and visually assignmenfts or concepfts

stimulating videos
and presentations
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MILENNIALS & THEIR CHARACTERISTICS

Prefer multitasking and parallel processing
in a fast-paced constantly “connected” en-
vironment (Rowlands et al., 2008)

Expect “web supported richer, inspiring
learning experience”
(Chekkiah and Clarke, 2011)
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BEST PRACTICES & LESSONS LEARNED

Using a variety of tools to engage students in an active learning
process with many different hands-on activities and in-class in-
teractions facilitated students’ overall success (Chekkiah and
Clarke, 2011):

Using mobile technologies by integrating them in the classroom
has proven to be beneficial for the learning process;

Jsing technology increased students’ level of satisfaction with
the workshops and creates positive experiences for future library
Inferactions:

Actively engaging students by responding to diverse learning
styles provides a welcoming classroom environment and facili-
tates topic understanding;
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