I. Teaching with SciFinder Scholar

There is a need to use SciFinder Scholar in teaching undergraduate laboratory courses.  I would like to suggest a way that might work.  Let's suppose for example that a consortium such as the CIC (Big Ten plus the University of Chicago) were to contract for 40 seats that would be used exclusively in their teaching laboratories.  Could we work out a schedule whereby the laboratory coordinators at all of those institutions would schedule the 40 seats on a rotating basis so that only one institution would be using them in a given week?  I think this could be done.  John Martin and I have had a follow-up conversation by phone about this. –Gary Wiggins
i. It might work here-- we have very little searching associated with undergrad labs -- but if we knew there were periods where it would be available, I might be able to push to develop specific lab assignments that focused on SciFinder Scholar.  If there were more than one lab coordinator at each institution, there would need to be some agreement among them if each wanted access during that institution's turn -- typically organic labs have literature search assignment, but I could also picture inorganic, biochemistry, physical chemistry, environmental sciences all wanting a "piece of the action".  Might it also be the case that several institutions could have their peak interest/use weeks be the same few weeks of a semester/quarter?  

   It will be interesting to me to hear what other institutions have to    

   say about this item.

ii. In regards to having undergraduate lab seats, we have been told that if we give at least a two-week notice to CAS we can get “training seats” (I think up to 15 additional seats) just for a given day so that we can at least show and use it during a particular lecture period.  For now, that meets our needs.  I am not opposed to rotating 40 seats though.  It might be a good idea.

iii. My take: An interesting idea, though on some campuses it might be tricky to isolate a pool of IP addresses that would be used for the undergraduate teaching.  For example, here at ABC, the Chem Dept.'s student computer labs were all set up originally for molecular modeling -- they're all UNIX boxes, so no SFS.  The only classrooms set up with SFS...are in the library, and are heavily in use much of the quarter for library instruction. Not an impossible situation, but not the most convenient for undergraduate chem labs.  Scheduling among the XX campuses could get tricky too, but if the CIC could do it, I suppose we could, too.

iv. I think the undergraduate class assignments proposal would be difficult to handle and of limited value here at ABC.

SciFinder Scholar is an immensely valuable tool. It is not the appropriate tool for every research/teaching situation.

If CAS wants it to become the Swiss-Army knife of chemical information, it will need to be priced more like a Swiss Army knife. I would encourage the very talented folks at CAS to find (or borrow/license) other more scaleable and standard architectures for its computing infrastructure. That way maybe [a.] the academic community could supply the cpu cycles (a la Minerva Beilstein) and CAS focus on the content and navigation it does so well or [b.] Scholar would be more affordable, even if CAS supplies the cpu cycles that they keep saying are the core of the seat/cost problem

v. Back to the lab sections thing: Most faculty and TA's here teaching really large courses (e.g.  hundreds or thousands of folks in Intro Organic) know or quickly learn from colleagues about the seat limitations on SciFinder and use other appropriate tools (and they may be more appropriate, even on non-price considerations). For example, most Organic lab courses use Beilstein to teach structure searching.

Classes here which use Scholar at ABC usually have a paper/ poster/ presentation assignment where each individual's (or group's) assignments are due on a staggered basis and the "extra-seats-for-a-week" just wouldn't work. I can usually (if the faculty member asks me enough in advance) get extra seats for the times of training sessions I do to get those classes started on their assignments.

It would be good to be able to have less than two weeks notice for these training seats, but perhaps that is just a faculty education issue.

vi. Not sure about the undergrad lab issue frankly. We do have a couple of classes who require the use of SFS and you can tell when they are working on those projects.

vii. As far as instructional use, the "two-weeks advance notice" would work fine for us.

viii. The idea of shared seats for instruction purposes is an interesting one because it isolates instructional use from research use.  I have also been talking to John Martin about instructional use of SFS.  My main concern has been with guaranteed login access for me for demonstration purposes, not hands-on instruction for a class of 40 students.  While I can predict and schedule 2 weeks out the intermediate organic chemistry class or my drop-in workshops, most requests for classroom instruction are last minute requests. "XYZ, I am going to a meeting next week. Can you come in Monday and give the library lecture?"  My request to John Martin was to provide a separate password-protected, guaranteed login I can count on for those last minute requests.  I do not need 15 additional seats to give a demonstration -- I only need one guaranteed one. At the present I keep my fingers crossed in such circumstances and always carry along a Lotus ScreenCam-ed search in case I am turned away. At the present time guaranteed login access for demonstration purposes is a more pressing need for me.

ix. As for the teaching lab question, I agree with XYZ that there might be better tools for the undergraduate labs. ChemNetBase has files that are more useful for the organic labs and probably the freshman labs as well.  PChem students might use SciFinder to better advantage, but there are other things that would be as suitable for them as well.  Part of our role as chem info educators is to train people to pick and use the most appropriate tool for a given need.  To turn freshmen loose on SciFinder doesn't seem to be meeting that role very well. Also we aren't set up very well in terms of computers in the labs - certainly not enough for a whole class to search SciFinder.  We don't have a computer lab in the library either.  There are two smallish ones over in the central library but that would be unacceptable for chem lab use.

x. I still think my idea floated about a year ago about a SciFinder Scholar "training server" with a static, limited (1 year?) dataset is worth pursuing.  I know it would not be trivial to set up, but surely a static database should involve minimal maintenance, once it is running.  It would certainly solve all of our training problems, all the special requests CAS is bombarded with, and minimize load on the live server.

xi. An interesting idea, for those times when we actually have that much advance warning.

xii. While an "educational" package plan for SFS might be useful, I contend that, for instructional purposes, students do not need to search SFS - they just need to know how it works. What's wrong with a SFS-searchable subset database, a la LCA/LREG (remember them?) expressly for instructional purposes? 

xiii. It looks like the instruction requirements at our universities are so varied that finding a single solution may be impossible.  Here at ABC, we DO have a classroom with 20 terminals and seats for 40 so my need would definitely be for a way to have 20 terminals accessing the database at once.  So far the 2 week in advance has worked for me.  I don't know if sharing instructional access with other universities would work because our classroom is heavily used for at least the 1st 6 weeks of each semester -- we are already having a hard time trying to accommodate all of the requests we get from faculty and in many cases we are not able to give the faculty their preferred time slot - to have to work another university's needs into this schedule would probably be unworkable!  And Ben' suggestion of a "learner database" does not work for us either -- our faculty want the students to be working on topics of the faculty's choice and not be restricted to just topics in an abridged database - they want the students using the real thing.  We have tried the 'learner database" concept for other areas and it has flopped royally.

