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To develop a survey instrument we conducted 9 focus STEM
groups at a variety of institutions with a variety of . Based on their traits and skill sets, how do they
different types of students being represented. Using Persona Demographics negotiate information seeking and accessing

this information we refined the research question and

_ information to support their learning?
constructed a survey instrument.
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This gave us three distinct sets of responses, current Stuldetnt mIormatIon seeking behavior: Class y—
students former students and a small group of VS. INTEres Bushess, Mixioviog 17% 14% 17% 25%
. 5 -Humanities & Fine Arts 8% 11% 20% 8%
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Demographics

% wanting FREQUENT e-book or
eText use in their classes

% wanting FREQUENT content
from websites outside of campus

Student status (n=1740) I m pl icati ons il in thek clatses

% wanting FREQUENT social
media (Facebook, Twitter, etc.)

Age (n=1711) « Students appreciate mixed modalities for learning — 0 b e chisia
’ \ are faculty prepared to meet that challenge? What

Support do they need and what's effective?

_ % Students still show strong preference for ‘passive’ Implications
‘ 6 it . modes of learning, e.g., videos over interactive social
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What students experience and what they prefer are
very similar — is change necessary?

* The majority of students are ambivalent about
technology and digital resource use - What ways
might overcome this ambivalence?

* More research needed!
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