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Getting superior work in the IR:
A self-supporting loop
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Information Literacy
Habits of Mind

1 — interpreting assignments; determining information
needs; developing a research strategy, question(s), and/or thesis to
facilitate strategic information discovery and access; preliminary
research tool and source selection

2 — resource analysis, inference, and revision of research
strategy

3 — synthesis, integration, contextualization, and
presentation of evidence in scholarship and creative work

4 — providing clear documentation of source materials;

perceiving and engaging in a scholarly conversation,;
understanding copyright regulations, fair use, and when to seek

PEermissions

5 — critical understanding of the social, legal, economic, and
ethical aspects of information creation, use, access, and durability



Information Literacy in Student Work Rubric — Claremont Colleges Library (Version 2012 /13)

Learning Level of Achievement
Outcome
Highly Developed Developed Emerging Initial
4 3 2 1
Shows o saphisticated level of Witrib ution indicates wnderstanding  (Missteps in ottribution interfere Lize of evidence and citation is poor, making
understandng for when and how of the rationale for an o vari ous with the argument of point to it of i cel't to evoluate the argument or
to give attrbution, mech anizmas of citation, [funcamental misunderstoan dings. 5 e ces,
* Documents sources consistenthy + Doourments sources throughout with + Frequently doouments sources + Displays fundamental and consistent errors
and completely ocoasional errors or inconsistendes, incorrecthy or leaves out some citations. in source documentation
Attribution * Usesin-test dtation and notes * Usesintext citation and notes + Frequent errars and inconsistendes with{ + Does not include or contains significant

oorrecthy and consistenthy

+ Cites nonrtextual sources consiste nthy
+ Names and labels figures andfor
graphs clearly and completely.

with oocasional errors or inconsistendes
* Cites non-textual

sources with relative consistency

+ Usually names and labels figures
andfor graphs clearly and cormpletely.

in-text citation and notes
+ Does not consistently cite non-textual
soUrces

+ Names and labels figures andSforgraphs

inconsistenthy.

inconsistende s with in-text dtation and notes
+ Does not name, title, or cite non-textual
soUrces

+ Does not name or label figures andfar
graphs.

Fraluation of
Sources

Communication
of Evidence

S ource materi ol em ployed
demonstrate expertize and
sophisticated independent thought,
* Demonstrates sophisticated
awareness of universe of literature and
coramunity of scholarship
* Uses ayariety of appropriate and
authoritative sources
* Always distinguishes between types of
sources [e.g., scholarly v. popular, fad v
opinion]
* Does not over- or under-rely onthe
ideas of others orthe work of a
single author
* Demonstrates athorough critical
exploration and knowledge of thearies
and sources selected

Cotrce maoteriols are adequote and
appropricte hut lack variety or ofepth,
+ Explores supporting sources and
coramunity of scholarship but
might owerlook important avenues
* Sources are used support dairm(s) but
may not be the most authoritative
source to make daim
+Llsually distinguishe s between type s of
sources [eg., scholarly v. popular, fact v,
opinion]
* MWay ower- or under-rely on the
ideas of others orthe work of a
single authar
«Demonstrates a preliminany critical
axploration and knowledge of theaories
and sources seleced

Sowrce materols used areinadequote,
+ Exhibits weak awareness of
universe of literature or other sources
that could strengthen claim(s] or
argurnent(s)
+ Relies on too few ar largely
inappraopriate sources
+ Does not consistently distinguish

between types of sources (e.g., primary .

secondary, scholarly w. popular, fact v
opinion)

» learly seledted sources out of
canvenience

+«Demaonstrates little aitical
exploration and knowledge of thearies
and sources selected

Sourcematericls are absent or do not
contribute to claim(s) or argument(s).
+ Woevidence of awareness of universe of
literature or other sources that could
strengthen daim(s] or argument(s)
« When induded, sources are too few or badhy
inappropriate
» Wodistindtion between types of sources
[e.g., scholarly v, popular, fact v, opinion)
+ Does not explore outside
sources ar present evidence when called far
*No evidence of aitical
explorationand knowledg e of theories and
sources seleced

Evidfer ce iz integrated ond
synthesized expertly to support
cf i s,
* Consistently presents evidence to
support dairm{s] and argument(s)
+ Synthesizes and contextualizes
evidence appropriately for audience
* Uses evidence instrumentally
towards rhetorical goals
* Distinction between own ideas and
ideas of others is consistently dear

Proficient synthesis andintegration of
eviclence.
+ Generally employs evidence to support
claim(s) and argument(s)
* May present some evidence
without contest
* Freguently demonstrates using
avidence instrurmentally toward
rhetorical goals
+ Distinction between ownideas and
ideas of othersis usually dear

Weak attempts ot synthesis oF

i tegration.
+ Sporadically uses evidence to support
claim(s) ar argument(s)
+ Frequently fails to put sourcesinto
context [e.g. "The Warld Bank says...")
» Usually does not demonstrate using

evidence instrumentally towsrd rhetorical

goals
+ Consistently blurs distindtion between
ownideas and ideas of others

Vo evidence of attern pt ot synth esis or
inteqration.
+ Claim(s) or argumert(s] lack nece ssary
evidence
+ Fails to contestualize quotes and evidence
+ Mo demonstration of using evidence
instrumentally toward rhetorical goals
+ Modistindion between own ideas and ideas
of others
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Piles, Pitchforks, and Perfect Learning Opportunities: Why Colleges and

Universities Should Choose Small-Scale Composting

Jen Schmidt PO "14 and Farm Manager Adam Long PO'15 have written a blog post describing the
composting program in place on Fomona's organic farm. The piece has been picked up by
Compostory.org and provides an important argument for campus...

FILED UNDER: NEW3

Upcoming Events

At the Intersection of Traditional
Rural Life and Modernization: A
Documentary

Monday, December 2nd, 12:00 Noon,
Oldenbarg, Pomona College

From Vi Luo, the presenter: "Wolong
Natural Preserve is the third largest natural
preserve in China. My internship experience
with an environmental NGO there inspired
me to record local Tiebtans' lives. Thev are
experiencing many changes in their daily
life, which epitomizes Chinese rural society,
and my film, which was supported by the PO
Pacific Basin Institute, attempts to tackle
these complicated social changes."
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ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS PROGRAM SENIOR
THESES

Advanced Search

Browse
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Schools, Programs, and IEUH v
Departments
Disciplines _

Senior Theses from 2013
Authors

A PDF  The Concrete River: Industry, Race, and Green Justice on the Banks of the Los Angeles River, Carolyn

M. Angius
Author Corner

Author FAQ A PDF  Connecting Urban Residents fo Their Watershed with Green Stormwater Infrastructure: A caze study

of Thornton Creek in Seattle, Washington, Liza A. Beem

A& PDF  Decolonizing Ecology Through Rerooting Epistemologies, Lauren M. Bitter



EA 191

Librarian
creates Course
Research Guide

including
student
research
proposals
Overall
assessment of
collaboration

Follow-up &
Assessment
with Rubric

First
introduction to
students in
class; Students
read theses
from previous
year in IR

Group Work &
Annotated
Bibliographies






Rubric Analysis Project

 EA Senior Theses 2007-2014 (3-24/year)

e Divided into Arts & Hum., Soc. Sci. & Nat.
Sci.

e Each group graded by a faculty member
and librarian pair using the IL rubric



Outcome




Pomona Environmental Analysis Website —
EA Senior Theses in Scholarship @ Claremont —

Scholarship @ Claremont Theses and Dissertations -

IL Rubric -

Rubric content adapted for the Claremont Colleges by Char Booth
( ), Sara Lowe

( ), Natalie Tagge

( ), and Sean Stone

) from an instrument originally
developed at Carleton College - Gould Library Reference and
Instruction Department. "Information Literacy in Student Writing
Rubric and Codebook." Northfield, MN: Carleton College. 2012.



Thank youl!

Questions?

Sara Lowe

Sean
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