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Freshman Composition

Two levels: ENG 100AB (stretch), ENG 101

Variety of instructors:

– Occasional tenured faculty

– Mostly graduate students in English (TAs)

– Several adjunct faculty



The Problem(s)
• Challenges for writing instructors

class size, underprepared students, 
reading comprehension issues

• GE SLOs are a mouthful

Information Literacy SLO wedged in there 
in freshman comp

• Students’ research papers not producing 
evidence of learning in Information Literacy 
(IL)

No engagement with sources in the research 
paper assignment



SLOs for fresh comp



The Solutions(?)

• Challenges for writing instructors
class size, underprepared students, 
reading comprehension issues

• GE SLOs are a mouthful

Information Literacy SLO wedged in there in 
freshman comp

• Students’ research papers not producing evidence 
of learning in Information Literacy (IL)

No engagement with sources in the research paper 
assignment

• Increase Collaboration: Library take a bigger 

role

• Library take over the Information Literacy 

assessment

• Isolate the Information Literacy SLO 

• Create a common assignment: 

annotated bibliography

• Focus on critical thinking & evaluation of 

sources

• Forget about doing a research paper

(keep writing tasks separate from IL tasks)



Pilot: Spring 2012

3-step collaboration with Library

1) Students take a pre-test of IL skills

2) Library instruction in evaluation of sources 

3) Assessment of annotated bibliographies



The Collaboration

Freshman 

Composition

% buy-in at 

pre-test

% buy-in through 

annotated bib

22 instructors total 64% (14)* 27% (6)

36 sections 47% (17) 22% (8)

Freshman Comp 

Instructors

Graduate Students 

(TAs)

Part-Time/Adjunct 

Faculty

22 total 8 14

Rate of buy-in 

(pre-test)

88% (7) 50% (7)



Instruction on Evaluating 

Sources
What’s the big idea?

Author Authority

Expand the idea of “citing sources,” using the 

annotated bibliography to engage in critical evaluation 

of sources.

– Use the elements of a citation one-by-one as an 

approach to evaluation.

Begin building the annotated bibliography in class.







The Assessment

• Methodology flaws with pre-test

(timing, wording of questions)

• Annotated bibliographies not consistent

– Unable to compare 

– Unable to score 



Pre-Test of IL skills



Annotated Bibliographies

• About 40% of the annotated bibliographies 

were demonstrably geared toward IL 

assessment

• Many of them ignored the IL criteria 

altogether
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Going Forward

Collaboration momentum

Keep the common assignment

Keep the SLO for IL isolated

Library take an even more pro-active role!

Workshop the annotated bib assignment

Re-design the assessment process


