Journal Article Evaluation

After conducting a search on ERIC, several articles concerning block scheduling and its impact on the school library media program were found. This particular article comes from a journal entitled Teacher Librarian. The article is a primary source as it was written by Nancy Geiken, a teacher-librarian from one of the two schools discussed in the study. Julie Larson, a teacher-librarian from the middle school in the study, and Jean Donham, from the School of Library and Information Science at The University of Iowa, are also cited as contacts for further information. This article was reviewed by a minimum of two members of the Teacher Librarian advisory board, which is comprised of recognized professionals and scholars, prior to publication.

 
The focus of this investigator’s work was to study how block scheduling affects the school library media program at the secondary level.  The hypothesis was made that “Block scheduling has the potential to affect several aspects of the library media program – for example, information literacy instruction, collection development, access to the library media center, and collaboration between teacher and teacher-librarian.” 
Since this seemed to be basically evaluation research, the statement quoted above basically outlined what the investigator’s areas of focus would be, making it easy for the reader to know what to anticipate.  The article is organized into clearly labeled sections that go into further detail of her observations and findings concerning each area of interest. 
The first four paragraphs of the article provide a review and synthesis of previous studies conducted on this topic. The term “block schedule” is clearly defined in comparison to a traditional schedule. Approximately eight different studies were reviewed on the positive effects of block scheduling with particular emphasis paid to studies concerning changes in school programs and teaching strategies that might impact school library media programs.
All of this research is relevant to the problem at hand because it demonstrates that there is a gap in knowledge. There appears to be a lack of significant research out there on the relationship between the changes in methods and strategies used by teachers in block scheduled schools and their school library media programs.  Reviewing the available research seemed to be a source of encouragement to the investigator that her study was a much needed one.  

The data collection was primarily done through interviews and personal accounts from the teacher-librarians at the two schools evaluated. For this type of study, the method of data collection used does seem appropriate. Perhaps, statements concerning exactly how many teachers were interviewed and more discussion of the sample group (teachers) could have been presented. This would help clarify any questions concerning bias that the teacher-librarian may have had. 

Choosing both a middle school and high school with similar backgrounds concerning their decisions to change to block scheduling was a wise move. These two schools made for a very appropriate sample population.  Yes, the schools were probably in part selected because of convenience, but this if often the case in educational research. Teachers from a variety of content areas are included; this seems to be a strength of the study. A possible bias might be that readers do not know the relationship (rapport and collaboration) that previously existed between the teachers interviewed and the investigator.

The author did not clearly explain the procedures that were followed in the study; therefore, it would be difficult to repeat her work and obtain reliable similar results. It would have been helpful if the investigator included a copy of the interview method used- was it a questionnaire, scripted questions, or general conversation? While one could perhaps conduct a study of a similar nature, not enough information was provided to really be able to compare the results with certainty.
 
It is difficult to determine weakness in the measurement procedures or the measures themselves because there is a considerable lack of information regarding that portion of the research. A reader could infer that the research conducted was reliable because previous research indicated similar findings. In his 1999 book, Block scheduling and its impact on the school library media center, M.K. Shaw reported on the impact of block scheduling on school libraries. Shaw found that three areas had noted impact- student access, collection development, and information skills instruction. Geiken’s study notes similar observations.  Due to the lack of description concerning the method of data collection and measurement procedures, it is difficult to determine validity with any certainty.
 
Though the reader anticipated that there might be some bias due to the fact that the investigator’s home school was included in the study, after reading through the report, there were no indicators of apparent bias on the investigator’s part.

The results are reported in clear and understandable terms. The researcher’s conclusions are clear and firm- “block scheduling offers opportunities for collaboration, but demands that careful attention be paid to facilitating that collaboration.” She then goes on to provide a detailed and bulleted list of recommendations to improve school library programs in schools with block scheduling that show evidence of careful thought and consideration. Not only are the recommendations listed, the thought behind each is also expressed. The reader easily reached the same conclusions concerning the study and is in full agreement of the recommendations.

The article is logically organized and very easy to follow due to the implementation of several excellent text features. Clear headings, bolded key terms, and a user friendly table all add to the strength of the article’s organization. No further organization techniques were required.

This article provides teachers and librarians of schools making the change to block scheduling with many points to consider. The comments of the middle school teachers and the recommendations section are the most important sections. These are the pieces that teachers and librarians will use to facilitate a positive relationship that invites the type and amount of collaboration that will make the most of a block schedule. Some of the suggestions given such as considering the physical arrangement of the media center, attending team meetings, and especially the need for the librarian to anticipate teacher anxieties are all very helpful tips that deserve consideration. The most interesting aspect of the article was noting the significant differences between how block scheduling affected the middle school and high school. It appears that high school librarians really have their work cut out for them in these situations. The strength of this article comes in its simple and logical organization. Terms were defined clearly, and text features were utilized effectively. Lack of information surrounding the methods of data collection and the measurements used in the study weaken it to some extent, but not to the point that readers would completely discount Geiken’s findings. This article is without a doubt one that this reader will remember in the future because it seems to offer much insight into the amount of careful planning that is necessary for schools to get the most out of a block schedule. A block schedule alone does not make schools achieve greatness; collaboration and honest dialogue and planning between teachers and librarians can really do a lot to make block scheduled schools successful. 
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