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Analysis and Implications of Project Information Literacy of America

Xu Wenjing Peng Liwei

Abstract: Project Information Literacy (PIL) is a large-scale project surveying college students’ infor-

mation literacy in America. It has lasted for eight years since 2008 and is still going on. Its research results

have been promoted and applied widely among American universities. Compared to PILL, most Chinese sur-

veys on college students’ information literacy tend to use similar methods and lack originality. Yet China’s

library and information science community hasn’t paid enough attention to PIL. This paper briefly intro-

duces the eight research reports of PIL and compares them with Chinese surveys on the method, sample

and content, in the hope of finding the characteristics and weaknesses of the latter and guiding the latter.

Keywords: Information Literacy; College Students; Empirical Research; Contrastive Analysis
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