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Dean’s Innovation Grants 

Final Report 
 

 

Date:  10/19/18 

Project Title:  Intersections of Scholarly Communication & Information Literacy Workshop 

Project Team Members: John Martin, Greg Hardin, Lynette O’Keefe 
 

Project Purpose 
 

The purpose of the project was to bring an ACRCL-licensed workshop “Intersections of 

Scholarly Communication & Information Literacy,” to the UNT Libraries, and to use that 

workshop to consider how we integrate these important areas of service and outreach in our 

own practices. A secondary goal was to follow-up the workshop with at least two 

implementations of the ideas generated during the workshop targeted at librarians, faculty, 

and/or students.   

 

Project Activities 
  

The principle phase of the project involved bringing an ACRL licensed workshop, 

“Intersections of Scholarly Communication & Information Literacy,” to the UNT Libraries.  That 

event took place on October 31, 2018 at the Willis Library, and included two ACRL presenters, 

Michelle Reed from UT-Arlington and Emma Molls from the University of Minnesota, as well as 

32 registered participants from a total of seven different local and regional libraries. The first 

goal of the workshop was for participants to develop working definitions of “information 

literacy” and “scholarly communication” within the context of their own institutional mission 

and service goals, and to look for ways that these two related areas of service might intersect 

or complement one another.  I’ve attached a brief summary of some of the definitions and 

intersections generated by participants during the workshop. 

The second goal of the workshop was for participants to brainstorm ideas for possible 

“learning experiences” that could be implemented at their respective libraries or schools in 
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order to share some of the insights gained during the workshop with other faculty, librarians, 

staff, or students through collaborative programming, either between units within the 

libraries, or between the library and other potential stakeholders on campus.  Here at UNT, 

we’ve begun several efforts to build such collaborations and develop outreach or programming 

that can benefit our community: 

 

1. The Project Team Members met with staff from CLEAR (Center for Learning 

Enhancement, Assessment, and Redesign) to talk about how they and the Libraries 

might collaborate on ways to disseminate information about scholarly communication 

& information literacy to faculty and students.  One suggestion from CLEAR was for the 

Libraries to contribute content to their recently updated Teaching Commons website. 

The site is designed to provide practical information, resources, and guidance for 

instructors at UNT, as well as links to technology, people, resources, and services that 

can help improve their classroom teaching.  We took this idea to the Libraries’ Liaison 

Workgroup and they agreed to produce 8-10 articles for a special section of the site 

called “Teaching at UNT” on a variety of topics, including scholarly communication, 

information literacy, utilizing electronic resources, integrating video into course sites, 

access services, and alternatives for course readings.  We ultimately received six 

completed articles by the time the site went live in the Summer of 2018, though we 

have the option of adding further content in the future. The site also includes a blog and 

a podcast section, which could provide additional opportunities for the Libraries to 

contribute in the future. 

 

2. John Martin and Greg Hardin, two of the Project Team Members, offered a series of 

presentations in the Spring of 2018 at the Libraries’ Liaison Workgroup meetings on the 

ACRL Framework for Information Literacy, to introduce each frame in the context of 

teaching library instruction sessions and/or collaborating with faculty to integrate these 

concepts into their classrooms.  Each presentation included an overview of the frame 

and examples from individual liaison librarians illustrating how the frame might be used 

https://teachingcommons.unt.edu/about
https://teachingcommons.unt.edu/teaching-essentials/teaching
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in their own instruction sessions or courses.  Our goal was to familiarize all subject 

librarians with the Framework concepts, but also allow the group to generate its own 

ideas about how they might be best used in their subject areas.  

 

3. These presentations also laid the groundwork for the inclusion of a “Scholarly 

Communication” section in the new Subject Librarian Guidelines document, as well as 

for some of the specific recommendations in the “Teaching and Learning” section of 

that document.  In both cases, we tried to show how these areas, and particularly the 

ACRL Framework for Information Literacy, were relevant to the outreach and education 

work done by subject librarians. Our hope is that these guidelines will encourage 

subject librarians to learn more about scholarly communication and information 

literacy and integrate the tools and resources they’ve learned about into their regular 

workflows and consultations with students and faculty. To help facilitate that, John 

Martin has worked with Julie Leuzinger and Coby Condrey in LLS to develop a half-day 

training workshop for the Liaisons Workgroup on issues in scholarly communication to 

be delivered in the Fall of 2018. 

 

Budget 
 
 I’ve attached a spreadsheet showing all the of the expenditures for the ACRL workshop, 

which totaled $5955.44.  These expenses included the workshop license fee of $4500, travel 

and accommodations for the two guest presenters, lunch and other refreshments for the 

workshop day, and supplies for the workshop activities (see attached spreadsheet for figures). 

The additional expenses not covered by the DIG grant were subsidized by a $2000 contribution 

from CLEAR.  Only about half of those funds were utilized, so the remaining funds will need to 

be returned or used at CLEAR’s discretion. 

 

 
 

https://www.library.unt.edu/subject-librarianship-university-north-texas-libraries
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Project Outputs/Outcomes 
 
 At the end of this document you will find a summary of some of the definitions and 

intersections discussed during the workshop. The “intersections” in particular were used to 

help clarify some of the goals of our Framework presentations in the Spring of 2018, and in the 

development of those competencies and best practices that were integrated into the Subject 

Librarian guidelines.  For example, the need to “provide critical/analytical perspectives on 

information and its uses” is one of the objectives in utilizing the Framework in information 

literacy instruction, so we incorporated that objective into our own presentations on the 

Framework and asked the subject librarians to keep it in mind in offering their own examples of 

how they might use the frames to develop specific activities or learning objectives in their 

instruction sessions.  

 Similarly, in defining the “Scholarly Communication” competency and best practices for 

the Subject Librarian Guidelines, we included the ideas of “responsible, ethical, legal use and 

reuse of information” and “issues of access and equitability” by encouraging subject librarians 

to develop their knowledge of copyright, fair use, and open access resources in their 

consultations with faculty and students.  We provided links to resources for learning more 

about these subjects, and will include them in the upcoming training workshop in the Fall of 

2018. 

 A third outcome was the series of articles created for the “Teaching at UNT” website, 

which will be permanently and publicly available through that site.  These articles follow from 

the “intersection” notion that we should focus on “creating an informed citizenry (locally or 

broadly)” by reaching beyond the library to the campus community as well as the general public 

in our educational efforts.  While the Teaching Commons site is primarily aimed at UNT 

instructors, the information provided there on how to utilize library resources more effectively 

and ethically, might be shared with other educators and the community at large.  Since the site 

went up, we and a number of the subject librarians have shared links to those articles with 

faculty, students, and other patrons who have questions about the topics covered in those 

https://teachingcommons.unt.edu/teaching-essentials/teaching
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article. We also have an open invitation from CLEAR to add or supplement those articles in the 

future.  

 

Other Results (if applicable) 
 
 Besides the immediate outcomes that were designated for the project, one result of our 

conversations around scholarly communication and information literacy has been more 

collaboration between those units within the Libraries that deal with these areas, particularly 

the Scholarly Communication Office, Library Learning Services, and the Library Research 

Support Services.  The first two of these were directly involved in the workshop and follow-up 

presentations, as well as in crafting the new Subject Librarian Guidelines.  Scholarly 

Communication and LRSS have also collaborated on developing a Scholarly Impact Service and 

joint workshops on scholarly publishing and open access, all of which combine aspects of 

scholarly communication and information literacy. Our work with CLEAR on the Teaching 

Commons articles has also created an avenue of collaboration with that office that we hope to 

build on in the future.   

 

 

Best Practices 
 

 As a way of starting a dialogue and finding the intersections between scholarly 

communication and information literacy, which are often handled by different library 

departments and staff, the workshop was a good starting point.  If an ACRL-licensed workshop 

isn’t feasible for whatever reason, something similar could be organize within the library itself, 

although one advantage to having a licensed and grant-funded event was the opportunity to 

include colleagues from other libraries in the conversation. Since different institutions may 

have a different division of labor or resources, this kind of cross-institutional conversation can 

be especially informative.  

 The follow-up activities are more institution-specific, as was the intention when 

brainstorming during the workshop, because they were designed to address the particular 

needs and resources within the institution. In our case, the need to share information on 
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scholarly communication and information literacy beyond the library itself led us to collaborate 

with CLEAR as a way of reaching out, in this case, specifically to instructors across the 

university. Similarly, our work with the Liaisons Workgroup was designed to address the need 

for more information, training, and best practices for those subject librarians who might need 

more guidance on those aspects of both areas that are less familiar to them.  Any other library 

that wishes to do a similar project would need to start by assessing their own needs and the 

resources available to them within their institutions.   

 

Program Continuity 
 
 Both the ACRL workshop and the follow-up activities were designed as one-time events, 

rather than ongoing projects, but we do hope that the collaborative conversations between all 

of the involved units will continue.  Having representatives of the Scholarly Communication 

Office, the Library Learning Services, and CLEAR on the project team helped insure that we will 

at least have lines of communication between those units going forward. The Teaching 

Commons site will also serve as a platform for future collaborations and information sharing 

between the Libraries, CLEAR, and university instructors.   
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Definitions and Intersections of Information Literacy & Scholarly Communication 
From the ACRL Intersections Workshop, UNT Libraries, October 31, 2017 
 
Information Literacy 

 “A goal for an engaged and knowledgeable citizenry. People who are information 
literate have an awareness of and fluency in the use of various information sources, and 
how to use it responsibly.” 

 “The ability to understand, critically analyze, and effectively utilize a wide variety of 
sources of information in various traditional and non-traditional methods and media.” 

 “The ability to think critically, navigate information, and create new information.” 

 “Confidence in finding relevant information/content in a variety of formats and being 
able to successfully analyze and use or apply that information.”  

 “The ability to search for, identify, evaluate, and utilize information resources in a 
meaningful way.” 
 

Scholarly Communication 

 “The set of methods that researchers use to communicate with each other. Researchers 
need to understand not only the various methods of communication, but also how they 
can share information responsibly and legally.” 

 “The ecosystem whereby intellectual output is broadly disseminated to a wide audience 
for reuse and collaborative creative activities.” 

 “The ability to create, evaluate, and disseminate research, findings and other knowledge 
in a meaningful and relevant way.” 

 “The system by which scholarly information is produced, shared, preserved, and re-used 
by a variety of people.” 

 “The system by which scholarly content is created, reviewed, published, and archived.” 
 

Intersections 

 Both aimed at creating an informed citizenry (locally or broadly). 

 Both are about understanding and sharing information (in various contexts). 

 Both interested in the cycle of how information is created, shared, and used. 

 Both seek to provide critical/analytical perspectives on information and its uses. 

 Both entail responsible, ethical, legal use and reuse of information. 

 Both are interested in issues of access and equitability. 

 Both are “constructed and contextual”, and both involve multiple 
stakeholders/audiences. 

 Common terms: “system”, “ecosystem,” “lifecycle,” “navigate”, “communicate”, 
“share”, “evaluate”, “critical”, “ethical” 

 


