INLS 180 – Notes for Mar 25 (Session 11)

I. Good/Bad wrapup

a. Discussions = good! (usually)

b. Overview of the field = good!

c. Need more knowledge about how to critique methods

d. The Death Knoll of the 1MP

II. Scholarly Communication Models

III. Discussion

Best thing we’ve done:

****Discussion. Hear things I hadn’t thought of, make better connections.

*Instructor’s article synthesis

*Group exercises

Practice at public speaking

Assignments

Survey of the field

New blog, seeing others’ comments

Practical solutions for info seeking (bots, user feedback)

You’ve gained:

*Stronger base of theoretical knowledge

*New vocabulary, awareness of field paradigms

*Bibliography of important articles

Framing info searches in terms of context and power relations

Better understanding of nature of info flow

Used the readings in other settings

Perspective on libraries that I have little use for

More holistic sense of info sources

Understand disconnect b/w info professionals and the untrained public


Worst thing we’ve done:

***1MPs

Outdated articles, but foundations in the field

Some papers seemed ill conceived, bad design

Too much attention given to jargon, theory

People who are hard to understand monopolizing the floor 

Discussion tends to muddle my understanding

Assignments don’t seem to relate

In-class group work

Group reaction papers – need to spend more time preparing for discussion

Reading questions

You’re disappointed by:

*Lack of knowledge about methods, terminology, etc.

*Lack of practical application

Difference between how the sections are taught. How would we know?

Want more instructor lectures/synthesis

Want more time to review and synthesize

Discussions getting off track

LS gets short shrift

Some dry readings

Scholarly Communication

