	Poster 1: information literacy’s conceptions from the perspective of institutions

	List of statements:

1. Information literacy is knowledge about the world of information

2. Information literacy is a set of competencies or skills

3. Information literacy is a way of learning

4. Information literacy is a personalised investigation of a subject and is different for different people/groups

5. Information literacy is viewed within a social context

6. Information literacy is a complex of different ways of interacting with information
	Comments:

1. Add seventh statement: “Information literacy is not employed as part of the institutional learning and teaching strategy” to take into account an institutional ‘lack of engagement’ with information literacy education (many thanks to Kerry and Ahmad for their comments on this).

2. Statement 2, IL as a set of competences or skills, is the most popular first choice as expected given the institutional emphasis on skills development and the level of measurability that this strategy offers. This is particularly evident in groups 1 and 6 which display similar patterns of selections. Curiously there is substantial preference for statement 6 as the first choice in group 3 and for IL as a way of learning in group 4 (the institutional profile of these groups would be useful here).

3. Statement 1 is the most popular second choice in the following groups 5; 7; 1; 6. In groups 3 and 4 the second choice is spread across the first three statements illustrating some support for IL as a way of learning in addition to the more widespread content and competency approaches. In group 2 statement 6 is identified as the most popular second choice illustrating some preference for the relational model of IL (again the institutional profile of these group give some interesting insight into the institutions where these approaches are promoted)

The groupings generated by this workshop show that information literacy is interpreted primarily in terms of the Content and Competency frames (Bruce et al, 2006) associated with statements 1 and 2, while statements 3 to 6 illustrating the Learn how to learn frame, the Personal relevance frame and the Relational frame respectively are given predominantly second place. Questions arising from the findings:

· Is the current interpretation of IL as a set of competencies or skills/ knowledge about information sufficient to equip students with a lifelong learning attitude?

· And if not how do we promote IL as described by statements 3 to 6? 
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	Bruce et al (2006) argue:  “All the frames are available to actors in the IL arena, and evidence of more than one frame will usually be found in any IL context. We believe that the greatest value of the frames lies in their power to challenge each of us to identify our primary frame(s) and to inquire into how our professional practice might develop if we were willing to adopt a different frame or a wider range of frames.”



� The statements and the quote were taken from the Six Frames for Information literacy Education: a conceptual framework for interpreting the relationships between theory and practice by Bruce, Edwards and Lupton (2006). Available at:  � HYPERLINK "http://www.ics.heacademy.ac.uk/italics/vol5-1/webpages/sixframes_final%20(1).htm" ��http://www.ics.heacademy.ac.uk/italics/vol5-1/webpages/sixframes_final%20(1).htm� 








