
Criteria for assessing courses or resources 

Your resource has been nominated for the short list of good practice example of information literacy for our 

research project, Research Information Literacy and Digital Scholarship (RILADS). The information you 

provide in this form will be used to help us finalise this shortlist for publication and dissemination. Hopefully it 

will also help you. Please feel free to comment on the questions we are asking, should you wish. 

We would be grateful if you could please complete this form and return to inskiprilads@gmail.com by 15
th

  

March 2013. We will be in touch if we require more information. Many thanks for your assistance. For more 

information on the project please email us or see the project blog: http://rilads.wordpress.com/  

The information you provide in this form will be used in reporting to the wider community. It will be 

anonymised but should not be regarded as being confidential. If you wish to take part in this research but do not 

wish your comments to be circulated and made available to others please make it clear on this form. 

Name of resource Dissemination of your research- eMRSG project 

URL http://www.emrsg.org.uk  

Hosting organization Loughborough University, Coventry University, University of Nottingham, De 

Montfort University. 

Contact name Helen Young 

Email address h.young@lboro.ac.uk 

Phone number 01509 222346 

 

1. How many learners, by career stage and discipline have taken part in the course or used the 

resource?  

 

The units have been launched at De Montfort University where 100-150 new researchers 
(approx 700 at the university) have all seen and/or been directed to the units, or have had 
teaching using the units. Their new Libguide for researchers includes links to the units and 
has had 311 views. The Graduate Office also links to the units from its webpages. 
 
We know that units have been downloaded from Jorum as follows: 
Dissemination of research: Journals and journal articles: 156 
Dissemination of research: Author bibliometrics:130 
Dissemination of research: Journal bibliometrics: 135 
Dissemination of research: Networking: 140 
Dissemination of research: Other forms of publishing: 138 
 
Unfortunately we are not able to get viewing statistics from the eMRSG website itself. 
 
A message to LIS-INFOLITERACY (Jiscmail list) has indicated that other practitioners are 
using the units either by linking to them from their research webpages or by repurposing the 
units.  Stirling and Aston universities have confirmed that they are linking to the units and 
Glasgow Caledonian intends to reuse the units in their own information literacy package for 
researchers (Pilot). University of York is also expecting to use the tutorials. 
 

 

2. If the course has been run previously, or if the resource has been previously used, what is the 

trend in terms of number of learners? 

 

The units were launched in mid-2012 and too early to spot trends and unfortunately our 
project website does not track usage. 
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What have been the reactions and feedback from learners, notably on whether learning objectives 

have been met, and on quality, originality and attractiveness of the course or resource? 

 

Unfortunately we do not have any learner comments about the final version of the tutorial, 
but did evaluate the pilot units using focus groups and observation in 2011. 
 
Response from the LIS community has been positive. The recent LIS-INFOLITERACY 
Mailing elicited the following comments: 
 
“What great tutorials! I didn’t know about them before now, but I’ll be downloading them and 
using them to update the content in my own resource, PILOT. I will of course put all the 
credits on! 
I’ll send you more info when I have done it so you can see how I have used your items” 
 
“Until today I hadn’t seen the eMRSG online units – I have now linked the Author 
bibliometrics and Journal bibliometrics to the Library webpage on bibliometric and citation 
analysis 
http://www.stir.ac.uk/is/researchers/writing/publishingimpact/bibliometricsandcitationanalysis/ 
- not updated yet!  I have also forwarded it onto the research office to add to their open 
access web page. 
  
I think the information on journals should also be linked to but I need to think about where 
this should go. 
  
Really excellent resource and thanks for publicising it!” 
 

 

 

3. What is shown by any evaluation and analysis of such feedback? 

 

A brief summary of the evaluation and analysis of the feedback from the pilot report is 
detailed below: 
“Overall participants thought the tutorials were useful, but this depended on their experience, 
broadly speaking the more experienced the user the less useful they were, except where for 
instance as in bibliometrics the subject was new to them. It was acknowledged though that 
for early career researchers the material was of value.  They would recommend it to PhD 
students and to new members of staff. They also thought that it might be used in PD or 
introductory courses especially if it could be downloaded and used in sections. Additional 
content was suggested in terms of more in depth information from a journal editor, open 
access issues, funding bodies and referencing tools.  
… 
 
Looking ahead several participants wondered whether the tutorials would work on mobile 
handheld devices, and the desirability to make them do so. Also there was recognition that 
publishing and publishing strategies change and the media through which it could be 
promoted might also change, with an enduring responsibility to review the content itself to 
keep it fresh, up to date and relevant to its users.” 

 

4. What are the changes in learners’ knowledge, skills and competencies resulting from the course or 

resource? 

Not known, unfortunately. Would be a useful future project. 
 

5. How has this been ascertained? 

 



6. What are the improvements in researcher attitude, confidence, behaviour, performance and 

practice that might be attributable to the activity/resource? 

 

Again, not known as yet. 
 

7. How has this been ascertained? 

 

8. What has been the broader impact of the activity/resource, i.e. the extent to which recipients have 

become better researchers, and the way in which this has benefitted the institution? 

 
The broader impact on the researchers is unfortunately not known; however, members in 

the consortium have benefitted from the experience of creating the units, gaining a 

deeper understanding of researcher needs, through the filming of the video clips, as well 

as the surveys and interviews that helped us to decide on the content and style of the 

units.  The consortium approach ensured that the project and end-product benefitted 

from a pooling of resources – time, finance and expertise. 

 

9. What has been the feedback from the departments or other units in which the learners work? 

No direct feedback as yet. 
 

10. What challenges/barriers have been encountered in implementing the development intervention 

(including lack of resources), and how are these managed and/or overcome? 

 

The consortium/collaborative approach has been effective for ensuring that the units 
could be created from a larger pool of resources.  The challenges included practical 
ones, such as sharing large video files across institutions.  Practical issues could be 
overcome by more forethought and/or expenditure on cloud file sharing services, which 
are further developed in 2013 than they were in 2010/2011.  Time was an issue for all 
partners, as all of the staff who worked on the project did it alongside their other duties. 
This issue was managed by extending the project slightly, to take into account the 
busiest periods of the year. 
 

11. What steps were taken to improve the course or resource as a result of any evaluation? 

 

The units were more formally branded and a style guide was implemented to create more 

consistency regarding ‘look and feel’. The tutorial on bibliometrics was divided into two 

(Journals and Authors) to shorten it and make it more targeted. The original title of 

‘Promotion of your research’ was changed to ‘Dissemination of research’ as feedback 

suggested that not all researchers were happy with the term ‘promoting’ and preferred a 

more neutral word. 

 

And, finally: 

1. Do you have any further comments or questions? 

No 
 

2. Are you prepared for us to follow up your reply with additional questions? 

Yes. 
 



3. May we take direct anonymised quotations from your form to use in reporting, journal and other 

publications? 

Yes. 
 

 

 

Please return this completed form to inskiprilads@gmail.com by Friday March 15
th
 2013 
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