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Understanding Information Literacy in Context
—An inquiry of Framework for Information Literacy for Higher Education
Liu Guibin

Abstract: In order to adapt to the dynamic and uncertain information environment, in February 2015,
the American Association of College and Research Libraries (ACRL) filed the Framework for Information
Literacy for Higher Education (Framework), as a programmatic document guiding information literacy
education. Unlike previous documents, this Framework does not limit information literacy to a set of de-
contextualized skills, instead, it uses conceptual approaches to integrate information, research and
academic concepts. Taking the Framework content as the research object, the relevant research results of
information literacy as the theoretical guidance, and the context as the analytical perspective, this paper in-
terprets the formulating background and philosophical basis of the Framework and the information literacy
concept. Furthermore, it also elaborates how the Framework puts information literacy and its implementa-
tion in context. The result shows that context has become a necessary condition for information literacy re-
search, in addition to understanding information and information literacy behaviors, the Framework em-
phasizes the necessity to interpret the contexts in which they are located.

Keywords: Information Literacy; Context; Disciplinary Context; Discourse Community; Framework

for Information Literacy for Higher Education
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