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Analysis of the Teaching Effectiveness of the ACRL Standards and Framework

—from the Dual Dimensions of Cognitive Ability and Core Elements of Information Literacy

Xia Hongyu Li Yuhai

Hu Qian

Zhang Qiang Liu Li

Abstract: The ACRL updates Information Literacy Com petency Standards for Higher Education to

Framework for Information Literacy for Higher Education. The update of the document represents a shift

of information literacy education from a de-contextualization and general skill paradigm to a contextualized

competency and practice paradigm. The study compares and analyzes the impact of these two different edu-

cational models on developing learners’ information literacy from the dual dimensions of core elements of

information literacy and the construction of cognitive skills, and provides new ideas for the educational

practice of information literacy by using the ILT (Information Literacy Test) as the assessment tool. The

results show that the two teaching programs can significantly improve learners’ information literacy levels.

The teaching scheme based on the Standard is more effective in short-term memory and factual knowledge

acquisition. And the teaching scheme based on the Framework provides a student-centered experience,

which introducing learners to a more contextualized information literacy educational experience and promo-

ting the development of information literacy skills and higher-level cognitive skills.

Keywords: Information literacy; Cognitive Skills; Teaching Effectiveness; Bloom’s Taxonomy
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