
Annals of Library and Information Studies 
Vol. 67, December 2020, pp. 231-239 

Constructionists’ approaches to information literacy: exploring Savolainen’s 
everyday life information seeking in information literacy research 

Vicki Lawala and Connie Bitsob 
aResearch Fellow, University of Fort Hare, Email: ladilaw@gmail.com 

bDirector, Library Servics, University of Fort Hare, South Africa, Email: cbitso@ufh.ac.za 

Received: 25 April 2020; accepted: 15 November 2020 

This paper explores current issues in information literacy specifically as it relates to Savolainen’s literary work on 
Everyday Life Information Seeking. It aims to examine how information literacy research has evolved and how 
Savolainen’s work derived from a social constructionists’ approach contribute to current information literacy thinking and 
practice. The methodology used is conceptual analysis. Based on the outcome of the literature review and analysis of the 
research questions of the paper, the importance of the concepts of information literacy and Everyday Life Information 
Seeking are emphasised in ways that contribute to previous research and aspects relating to under-studied areas of 
information literacy research. 

Keywords: Approach to information; information seeking; information literacy 

Introduction 
The concept of Information Literacy (IL) is 

premised on Paul Zurkwoski’s1 proclamation of its 
value in the field of library science and the context of 
US educational reforms as a problem-solving tool 
through access to quality information sources. The 
key definition of the concept by the Association of 
College and Research Libraries’ Information Literacy 
Competency Standards (ACRL) for Higher 
Education2 set out its main concern with the 
individual’s knowledge, skills, and attitudes relating 
to information use through a series of learning 
processes. Current research in IL has further been 
influenced by the development of the Association of 
College and Research Libraries (ACRL) Framework 
for Information Literacy for Higher Education3. 

By the volume of its research landscape 
produced in the LIS field for over two decades, IL 
is seen to have maintained a long-standing interest 
in Higher Education Institutions (HEIs) hence, 
conceptions of the term for implementing IL 
programmes have mainly been framed by 
behaviourists and constructivists approaches which 
characterise it either as a series of steps to be 
followed or a set of personal attributes4 Even 
though these approaches have contributed to 
measuring the efficacy of IL programmes5 on 
learning outcomes and establishing benchmarks for 
skills development in HEIs,6 their inability to 

recognise the influence of IL in other socio-cultural 
contexts has been criticised7. Consequently, the 
rapidly changing context of HEIs coupled with the 
corresponding explosion in the landscape of digital 
information resources has emphasised that IL is no 
longer an issue for librarians or educators only. 
Changing notions of the concept in recent years are 
indicating the inclination by researchers to move to 
other contexts beyond educational settings and the 
tendency to focus on seeking, locating, receiving 
and evaluating information sources only8. With 
transformations in the current information 
environment, new areas of analyses in IL are 
expanding opportunities for an investigation into 
aspects of IL that are vital for: 

a) Citizenship and the ability to engage critically
in the use of information9 sources for participatory 
democracy10. 

b) Economic growth that motivates the
development of new and existing enterprises through 
the intensive use of information sources in ways that 
create job opportunities11. 

c) Personal growth and development of abilities
and skills that are effective for everyday life 
challenges12.  

d) Socially enacted practices of people by which
daily activities are undertaken13. 

e) Health information literacy14.



ANN. LIB. INF. STU., DECEMBER 2020 
 
 

232

f) Sports and other related physical activities15. 
All of which emphasises IL as practices that 

characterise an understanding of the social contexts in 
which information is sought and used. Expectations 
from this development are that research in these areas 
would foster greater collaboration and partnership 
between LIS researchers and practitioners and 
encourage a better understanding of the contextual 
nature of IL.  

Consequently, current perceptions of IL seek to 
recognise the socio-cultural dimension of information 
seeking and use as emerging within collective 
practices that enhance mutual IL experiences7. This 
perspective emanates from social constructionism 
which emphasises social processes and how 
individuals seek to interpret or construct meaning 
against social, historical and political processes that 
influence the particular discourse in which they 
engage in17. Constructionists’ approaches to IL are 
thus gaining more prominence and becoming valuable 
in fostering an understanding of the nature and 
purpose of IL in diverse socio-cultural contexts of 
everyday life. Studies, as explored by various 
researchers in this regard, are seen to provide the 
potential for a more holistic view of human 
information behaviour in IL practices4. This study is a 
conceptual analysis exploring current issues in IL, 
specifically as it relates to Savolainen’s literary work 
on Everyday Life Information Seeking (ELIS). The 
main objective is to examine how IL research has 
evolved and how Savolainen’s work derived from a 
social constructionists’ perspective contribute to 
current IL thinking and practice. 
 
Research questions 

1. What is the relevance of Savolainen’s work 
on ELIS to contemporary IL thinking? 

2. How can constructionists’ approaches as 
advocated in Savolainen’s ELIS further enhance 
research in IL? 
 
Methodology 

The paper is a conceptual analysis of the literary 
work of Reijo Savolainen in ELIS concerning the 
concepts of IL and ELIS. The key concepts as defined 
in the paper are: IL defined as:   

“The set of integrated abilities encompassing the 
reflective discovery of information, the understanding 
of how information is produced and valued, and the 
use of information in creating new knowledge and 

participating ethically in communities of learning”3 
(p. 3).  

Savolainen defines everyday Life Information 
Seeking (ELIS) in the context of way of life as: 

 ‘‘The acquisition of various informational (both 
cognitive and expressive) elements which people 
employ to orient themselves in daily life or to solve 
problems not directly associated with the performance 
of occupational tasks’’17 (p. 266–267).  

Based on the research questions and literature 
review, the article demonstrates the relevance of 
Savolainen’s work on ELIS to contemporary IL 
thinking. The chosen methodology is considered 
appropriate as it contributes to a better theoretical 
understanding of the concepts with implications for 
future developments in IL research18. 
 
Information literacy and information-seeking 
behaviour 

Research on all aspects of information need stem 
from concerns surrounding how people use 
information in various situations. Information need, in 
turn, arises from an awareness of the absence of 
something useful that necessitates seeking or 
identifying a solution that might contribute to a better 
understanding and meaning of the situation19. In 
information science, the context of information 
seeking behaviour is that which is concerned with 
determining users’ information needs, searching 
behaviour and ultimate utilisation of information 
resources20. In this regard, the literature of IL and 
information-seeking behaviour is in many ways 
aligned to the development of models and theories, 
the purpose of which is to help identify and describe 
users’ information-seeking activity, the causes and 
consequences of such activity, or the relationships 
among the stages in their information-seeking 
behaviour21. Of interest to the thesis of this paper is 
examining the relationship between IL and 
information-seeking behaviour as important concepts 
to the development of Savolainen’s model of ELIS.  
 
Everyday Life Information Seeking (ELIS) 

Everyday Life Information Seeking (ELIS) 
constitute models of information seeking behaviour 
that seek to understand the processes that surround 
information seeking and how people access and use 
various information sources to meet information 
needs in everyday life situations such as health, 
consumption, transportation, recreation, crime and 
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safety, financial matters and other aspects of life not 
related to formal employment or work practices22. 
Among the major ELIS models include the Sense-
Making approach23, the Small World Theory24, ELIS 
in the context of way of life17, the Model of 
Information Practices25, Information Search Process 
(ISP)26, and so on. These models are premised on the 
work of Tom Wilson27 which proposed that there are 
various ways in which people frequently discover 
information in their everyday life which may not 
involve active or purposeful information seeking but 
could be as serendipitous as encountering an 
unexpected source, browsing a magazine or watching 
television in order to meet an information need.  

Interest by LIS researchers in using these models 
has been informed by the need to investigate various 
forms of information behaviour that do not involve 
active or purposeful information seeking on the part 
of the individual25. Studies in ELIS have explored 
diverse groups of people such as teenagers28, 
clergymen29, public library users30 and in the context 
of leisure31 such as hobbies32 and sports33. In IL 
research specifically, ELIS models are considered an 
evolving area of research within the domain of 
information-seeking behaviour. They are useful for 
developing and enhancing user information-seeking 
skills in diverse socio-cultural contexts12. 
 
ELIS in the context of the “way of life” 

ELIS in the context of the “way of life” as 
propounded by Reijo Savolainen is a social scientific 
concept which provides a broad context by which the 
social and psychological factors affecting an 
individual's everyday information seeking can be 
investigated17. The theoretical nexus for Savolainen’s 
concept of ELIS is based on the sociological idea of 
“Habitus” developed by Pierre Bourdieu34. Habitus is 
an internalised socially and culturally determined way 
of thinking, perception and evaluation by which an 
individual can organise their lives. It is considered a 
relatively stable system of dispositions by which 
individuals integrate their experiences and evaluate 
the importance of different choices.  

Thus, ELIS in the context of the way of life as 
described by Savolainen17 refers to the “order of 
things” based on the choices that individuals make. 
“Things” refer to the various activities in the daily life 
of people which could be not only work-related but 
also repetitive tasks, such as household care and 
hobbies. In contrast “order” refers to preferences 

given to these work-related and non-work-related 
activities. The model suggests that “order of things” 
(that is, the way of life) refers to the most natural or 
normal way by which an individual organises his/her 
daily life. While “keeping things in order” (that is, 
mastery of life) refers to any problem-solving in the 
effort to restore one’s order of things in an 
individual’s life. Because values, conceptions, phase 
of life, affect the way of life and mastery of life, these 
two terms determine each other35; however, they do 
not determine how a person ultimately seeks 
information in various situations36.  

As shown in Fig. 1, the way of life is seen to provide 
a general pattern or preference for choosing various 
sources and channels, and it includes a structure of time 
budget (working vs leisure time), models 
of consumption of goods and services and nature 
of hobbies. Mastery of life, on the other hand, describes 
preparedness to approach everyday problems in ways 
that align with personal values, it is associated with 
pragmatic problem-solving especially in cases where 
the order of things has been shaken or threatened. It 
includes optimistic – cognitive mastery of life, 
pessimistic-cognitive mastery of life, defensive-
affective mastery of life and pessimistic-affective 
mastery of life. In each of these contexts, seeking 
relevant information is critical as it closes the gap 
between how things are and how things should be17.  
 
Literature review  

A common focus in the literature of information 
behaviour is a study on how professionals seek and 
use the information to perform job tasks and achieve 
work-related goals. However, increasing interest in 
the use and application of ELIS models have led to 
constructionists’ approaches to researching 
information-seeking behaviour in diverse contexts. 
Studies using the ELIS model in the context of way of 
life by Savolainen17 have sought to examine varied 
situations of information seeking particularly outside 
of problems or specific work tasks, including those 
that take place in leisure and pleasurable contexts and, 
in this way, have served to identify gaps in the 
literature of everyday information-seeking behaviour. 
The literature reviewed in this section examines a few 
of Savolainen’s studies in ELIS in diverse settings 
that demonstrate the applicability of the model as 
determined by individual and societal factors. 

In practical application, Savolainen’s ELIS model 
was employed on environmental activists20. Using a  
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conceptual framework of information source horizon 
and information pathways, the study investigated how 
people define their source preferences in the context 
of seeking problem-specific information for non-work 
purposes. Findings indicated that human sources and 
the Internet were preferred most strongly in seeking 
for problem-based information. The study highlighted 

the use of information source horizons and  
the preferred information-seeking behaviour of 
individuals, showing patterns as to the extent people 
go to in searching for information and the preferences 
in their search strategies. 

In another study on homebuyers37, Savolainen 
sought to elaborate on how source preference criteria 

* time budget *    consumption models * hobbies
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Fig. 1 — Reijo Savolainen (1995) Model: ELIS in the context of “way of life” 
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are defined in the context of everyday projects. The 
study examined user preferences of sources when 
searching in a non-work context for problem-specific 
information, the aim of which was to determine how 
information seekers explain their preference criteria in 
seeking problem specific information based on the 
perceived strengths and weaknesses of diverse 
sources. From the outcome, perceived strengths than 
weaknesses of sources, the content of information, 
availability and accessibility were found to be among 
the top criteria for source preference. In contrast, 
usability was found to be less important. The study 
thus specified the picture of user defined relevance 
judgment in the context of everyday life information 
seeking. Based on the model, it is seen that the source 
preferences and use patterns individuals select and 
apply to solve problems or make sense of their 
everyday world are socially conditioned. 

Similarly, Savolainen’s study22 on the role of dietary 
blogs in everyday information practices indicated that 
social media platforms could provide useful 
informational and emotional support to people with 
diverse everyday problems. The findings further 
supported the assumption that even though blogs do not 
primarily offer factual information, such empathic 
communities enable the seeking and provision of 
informational support since the main emphasis is on 
sharing of experiences and opinions by a group of users. 

From a review of these studies, it is seen that the 
concept of Savolainen’s ELIS model can be approached 
from various perspectives and is indicative of how 
information need is addressed to solve everyday 
problems by diverse groups of people. These studies 
also strengthened the assumption that an individual’s 
way of life directs information seeking in a significant 
way based on the ELIS model17. Similarly, such studies 
as exemplified in varied contexts other than work-related 
activities, constitute new and innovative research 
insights that illustrate how Savolainen’s17 ELIS in the 
context of way of life has become a distinct field of 
study in investigating the ordinary and normal life 
activities of people. His emphasis on the idea of social 
constructionism indicated by the ability to investigate 
diverse social contexts in the light of daily life 
occurrences reflects the value of the ELIS model in the 
information-seeking practices of users. 
 

IL, Constructionists’ approach and Savolainen’s 
ELIS 

IL is a strong component of lifelong learning 
which, in the context of the current digital information 

age38, emphasises the need for the continued ability of 
the individual to learn and be empowered with critical 
skills that can be applied to diverse contexts in 
addressing real-life challenges39. According to 
Martzoukou and Abdi12 , IL practices that take place 
within an everyday life context is connected to 
searching for, critically evaluating and using 
information effectively to solve everyday problems. 
Such areas include leisure and community activities, 
citizenship and social responsibilities, public health 
and critical life situations. In comparison to research 
in educational and workplace contexts, however, it is 
noted that research in IL within ELIS in the context of 
way of life is considered a developing area. The 
application of Savolainen’s ELIS model from a social 
constructionists’ perspective concerning IL is 
surveyed in this aspect of the paper. 

Constructionists’ approaches to IL have been 
explored particularly concerning the socio-cultural 
contexts; this dimension of IL research is reflective of 
the growing complexity of the concept and its 
changing conceptualisations. Constructionists’ 
approaches present a view of IL not mainly as a skill 
but as information practice that is situated within 
specific contexts40. A notable method in most of 
Savolainen’s studies of the ELIS model is the 
adoption of the social constructionists’ approach to 
information-seeking behaviour which considers the 
social context not only as a factor influencing the 
individual information user’s cognitive processes but 
as the primary focus of theoretical attention. This 
approach41 also emphasises the social processes and 
relationships42 which underpin users’ information 
behaviour and provides a theoretical lens through 
which LIS researchers can gain a clearer picture of 
information seeking. Savolainen’s views20 of 
information use as practice shifts the emphasis away 
from individuals and their skills towards people as 
members of groups and communities. This view helps 
to provide a distinct perspective on the concept of 
ELIS, particularly in aspects relating to leisure and 
pleasurable contexts. Similarly, it helps to illustrate 
the richness of everyday life situations, which is of 
particular significance for promoting the diverse 
nature of IL within everyday communities outside the 
conventional workplace or educational contexts.  

Research explorations in everyday life information 
seeking in IL serve to connect a person’s social 
interaction and the use of information sources within 
various groups and the processes involved. Papen 
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argues41 that research in everyday life requires greater 
attention to how knowledge is constructed and 
assessed by users. This approach helps in fostering 
collective competency and context-specific skills 
through learning practices43. Extensive studies44 
earlier conducted by Lloyd45, have also emphasised 
the need for research in IL to be directed  
towards understanding the complex socio-cultural  
and embodied nature of diverse information 
environments. This argument is based on the fact that 
the manifestations of IL are better understood within 
the context in which it is experienced and helps to 
shape and influence what is learnt and how it is learnt 
in that context6. Thus, from a social constructionists’ 
perspective, IL in ELIS is seen to be a holistic 
approach that gives more meaning to an individual’s 
experience of information seeking beyond the mere 
attainment or development of information skills12. 

Consequently, in the light of changing 
conceptualisations of IL, implementations of the 
current ACRL Framework for Information Literacy 
for Higher Education3 must seek to promote deeper 
research explorations of the socio-cultural aspects of 
IL as an over-arching concept that transcends the 
acquisition of skills to a unified construct that 
supports and promotes the production and distribution 
of knowledge in diverse socio-cultural contexts of 
everyday life4. 
 
Discussion and analyses 

From the foregoing, research in Savolainen’s17 
ELIS in the context of way of life shows the strong 
inter-relationship between the concept of IL and the 
information-seeking practices of people in diverse 
contexts of everyday life. At this juncture, further 
exploration of Savolainen’s work on ELIS in relation 
to IL is discussed in the context of the research 
questions of the paper: 

1. What is the relevance of Savolainen’s work 
on ELIS to contemporary IL thinking? 

Within the domains of IL and ELIS in the context 
of way of life, research studies are aimed at 
addressing the variety of information needs that occur 
in diverse human information-seeking practices. The 
idea of ELIS as conceptualised by Savolainen17 has 
become an established area of research within the 
domain of information seeking behaviour12. From the 
review and analyses of some of Savolainen’s studies, 
it is seen that the ELIS model in the context of way of 
life is opening opportunities to examine IL 

experiences in diverse aspects of everyday life 
including hobbies and leisure activities. Interests in 
researching such areas are directed at investigating 
aspects of everyday information seeking that 
demonstrate IL practices within ordinary life settings 
which may have implications of practical outcomes 
on individual and community lives in terms of 
providing support and empowerment through efficient 
skills development for lifelong learning. 

The relevance of Savolainen’s17 ELIS in the 
context of way of life to IL is that it is among the 
few research-based models of information seeking 
behaviour that is linked to the context of a research 
process. Its ability to focus on non-active 
information seeking in ways that reflect the socio-
cultural dimension of information practices in 
diverse contexts indicate a significant shift from the 
usually more structured academic and professional 
work settings thereby providing a more general 
understanding of the broader socio-cultural 
conditions within which individuals operate in 
information seeking46. Savolainen is regarded as 
among the first scholars to introduce a strong  
focus on the everyday life context. His idea  
of everyday information-seeking behaviour as a 
theoretical/conceptual framework has set 
information seeking and use in the context of  
socio-cultural factors in ways that influence how 
individuals select and use information sources and 
channels in ordinary everyday life situations31. 

2. How can constructionists’ approaches as 
advocated in Savolainen’s ELIS further enhance 
research in IL?  

IL in the context of Savolainen’s ELIS enables the 
individual to carefully analyse and reflect on how 
information is applied to everyday life challenges as 
well as question the dominant values and beliefs in 
their own socio-cultural contexts in ways that 
empower them with the capacity to make informed 
decisions for daily living47. Savolainen’s description17 
of the two major components of ELIS - way of life 
(that is “order of things”) and mastery of life (that is 
“keeping things in order”) are seen to be prioritised 
subjectively and objectively by the individual in 
decision making in such situations. His idea of 
information source horizons in which the individual 
tries to make sense of problematic situations shows 
how they can determine the preferred source of 
information in everyday life information seeking for 
problem-solving. Thus, in ELIS in the context of way 
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of life, one’s body of knowledge is the basis for their 
information behaviour in daily life situations and the 
level of interest they have in a particular daily activity 
dictates how they prioritise everyday information-
seeking for decision making17. 

Consequently, the research context of IL and ELIS 
in everyday life information seeking has allowed for a 
shift in focus from the individual as a unit of analysis 
to the broader socio-cultural context48. The social 
constructionists’ approach reflected in Savolainen’s17 
ELIS model thus provides a potential theoretical 
framework for studying the holistic information 
experiences of the individual in his or her given social 
context in a way that aligns with and contributes to 
the wider discourse of IL in diverse contexts. 
Similarly, it is noted that the current shift in IL 
research concerns49 from the educational and 
workplace contexts to aspects relating to leisure, 
health and the political dimensions of IL involving 
active participation by citizens in democratic and 
electoral processes are strong indications9 of the 
growing all-encompassing nature of IL as being 
linked to everyday life situations10. As research in IL 
and ELIS continue to evolve, it is anticipated that 
practical implications could provide further insight on 
how people, particularly the information-poor or 
disadvantaged, can be supported and empowered to 
develop effective IL and critical thinking skills for 
problem-solving in diverse everyday life contexts. 
 

Conclusion 
This paper examined constructionists’ approaches 

to IL with specific reference to Reijo Savolainen’s17 
literary work on ELIS. Analyses reveal that social 
constructionists’ approaches to IL research are 
gaining more influence and expanding the research 
inquiry base into areas outside of educational and 
professional contexts. Thus, information seeking 
practices in ELIS as propounded by Savolainen17 in 
relation to the concept of IL is allowing a more 
holistic and complex view of how humans seek 
information including phenomena surrounding 
pleasurable and profound things in life. This approach 
is affording LIS researchers a more general 
understanding of the broader socio-cultural 
conditions50 in information use and also informing 
possible future directions of policy changes regarding 
neglected areas of LIS research51. Even though the 
theoretical approach employed constitutes a limitation 
to the paper, the general analyses of the issues provide 
important considerations for the continued exploration 

of IL and ELIS through empirically based studies 
which could also inform future developments in the 
educational curricula of IL. 
 
References 
1 Zurkowski, P The information service environment 

relationships and priorities. Related paper No. 5. Report to 
the National Commission on Libraries and Information 
Science, Washington, DC. (National Program for Library and 
Information Services), 1974, p. 1-25. Report No. NCLIS-
NPLIS-5. 

2 Association of College and Research Libraries (ACRL), 
(2000). Information literacy competency standards for higher 
education. Available at http://www.ala.org/acrl/standards/ 
informationliteracycompetency (Accessed on Jan 30 2020). 

3 Association of College and Research Libraries (ACRL), 
Framework for information literacy for higher education 
(2015). Available at:http://www.ala.org/acrl/sites/ala.org.acrl 
/files/content/issues/infolit/Framework_ILHE.pdf (Accessed 
Jan 30 2020). 

4 Hicks A and Lloyd A, It takes a community to build a 
framework: information literacy within intercultural settings, 
Journal of Information Science, 42 (3) (2016) 334–343. 
https://doi.org/10.1177/0165551516630219. 

5 Lloyd A, Information literacy: different contexts, different 
concepts, different truths? Journal of Library and 
Information Science, 37 (2) (2005) 82-88. 

6 Lloyd A, Recasting information literacy as sociocultural 
practice: implications for library and information science 
researchers, Information Research, 12 (4) (2007). 

7 Lloyd, A. (2017). Information literacy and literacies of 
information: a mid-range theory and model. Journal of 
Information Literacy 11 (1) (2017) 91-105. 
http://dx.doi.org/10.11645/11.1.2185 

8 Collard, A, De Smedt T, Fastrez P, Ligurgo V and Phillipette T, 
How is information literacy related to social competences in 
the workplace? In. Špiranec S, H SerapKurbanoğlu H, 
Boustany J, Grassian E, Mizrachi D, Roy L and Kos D (Eds.) 
European Conference on Information Literacy (ECIL) (2016) 
79-88. Prague: Association of Libraries of Czech 
Universities. Available at https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-
52162-6_8 (Accessed Feb 2 2020). 

9 International Federation of Library Associations and 
Institutions (IFLA), Beacons of the information society: the 
Alexandria proclamation on information literacy and lifelong 
learning (2015). Available at https://www.ifla.org 
/publications/beacons-of-the-information-society-the-alexan 
dria-proclamation-on-information-literacy (Accessed Feb 12 
2020). 

10 Secker J, The revised CILIP definition of information 
literacy. Journal of Information Literacy, 12 (1) (2018) 156–
158. http://dx.doi.org/10.11645/12.1.2454 

11 Jerkov A, Sofaravijevic A and Stanisic D K, Smart and 
sustainable libraries: IL hub of a new city. In: 
KurbanogluSerap H, Boustany J, Špiranec S, Grassian E, 
Mizrachi D, Roy L (Eds.) Information literacy: Moving 
toward sustainability. Communications in computer and 
information science, ECIL (2015) vol. 552. London. 

12 Martzoukou K and Abdi E S, Towards an everyday life 
information literacy mind-set: a review of literature, Journal 



ANN. LIB. INF. STU., DECEMBER 2020 
 
 

238

of Documentation, 73 (4) (2017) 634-665. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/JD-07-2016-0094.  

13 Lloyd A, Information literacy as a socially enacted practice, 
Journal of Documentation 68 (6) (2012) 772-783, 
https://doi.org/10.1108/00220411211277037 

14 Eriksson-Backa K, Enwald H, Hirvonen N, and Huvila I, 
Health information seeking, beliefs about abilities, and health 
behaviour among Finnish seniors, Journal of Librarianship 
and Information Science, 50 (3) (2018) 284-295. 

15 Sapp L and Vaughan K L T, Connecting the libraries and 
athletics through instruction and outreach, Medical Reference 
Quarterly, 36 (2) 2017 187-195. 

16 Schwandt T, Three Epistemological Stances for Qualitative 
Inquiry: Interpretivism, Hermeneutics and Social 
Constructionism. In Denzin N and Lincoln Y S (Eds) 
Handbook of Qualitative Research: Themes and Issues. 
(Thousand Oaks; Sage Publications), 2003, p. 292-331. 

17 Savolainen R, Everyday life information seeking: 
approaching information seeking in the context of way of 
life. Library and Information Science Research 17(3) (1995) 
259-294. Available at http://www.sciencedirect.com /science 
/article/pii/0740818895900489 (Accessed Feb 7 2020). 

18 Gilson L L and Goldberg C B,  What is a conceptual paper? 
Group and Organization Management 40 (2) (2015)  
127-130. https://doi.org/10.1177/1059601115576425 

19 Omiunu O G, Conceptualizing information need: a 
phenomenological study. Journal of Library and Information 
Sciences, 2 (2) (2014) 29-54. 

20 Savolainen R, Information source horizons and source 
preferences of environmental activists: A social 
phenomenological approach, Journal of the American 
Society of Information Science and Technology, 58 (12) 
(2008a). 1709–1719. 

21 Steinerová J,  Information literacy studies and human 
information behaviour. Available at https://pdfs.seman 
ticscholar.org/7767/59012cd747c15289d313224a48498b25fe
12.pdf (Accessed Feb 7 2020). 

22 Savolainen R, Dietary blogs as sites of informational and 
emotional support. Information Research, 15 (4) (2010). 

23 Dervin B, Sense-making theory and practice: an overview of 
user interests in knowledge seeking and use, Journal of 
Knowledge Management, 2 (2) (1998) 36-46. 

24 Chatman E A, A theory of life in the round, Journal of the 
American Society for Information Science, 50 (1999) 
207−217. 

25 McKenzie P J, A model of information practices in accounts 
of everyday-life information seeking, Journal of 
Documentation, 59 (1) (2003) 19–40. https://doi.org/ 
10.1108/00220410310457993. 

26 Kuhlthau C C, A principle of uncertainty for information 
seeking. Journal of Documentation, 49 (4) (1993) 339-355. 

27 Wilson T D, Information behaviour: an interdisciplinary 
perspective. Information Processing & Management, 33(4) 
(1997) 551–572.  

28 Agosto D E and Hughes-Hassell S, Toward a model of the 
everyday life information needs of urban teenagers, part 1: 
theoretical model, Journal of the American Society for 
Information Science and Technology, 57 (10) (2006)  
1394-1403.  

29 Dankasa J, Mapping the everyday life information needs of 
catholic clergy: Savolainen’s ELIS model revisited, Journal 

of Documentation, 72(3) (2016) 549-568. https://doi.org/ 
10.1108/JD-08-2015-0097 

30 Beyazit Y and SerapKurbanoğlu H,  Behaviours of public 
library users in Turkey DemetSoylu. In Špiranec S, Serap 
Kurbanoğlu, H, Boustany J,  Grassian E, Mizrachi D, Roy L 
and  Kos D (Eds.) The fifth European Conference on 
Information Literacy (ECIL), Saint-Malo, France, 18-21 
September 2017, Saint-Malo, France p. 130. Available at 
http://ecil2017.ilconf.org (Accessed Feb 15 2020). 

31 Jorda S, Movie watching: A new context for everyday 
information seeking. Master's Dissertation, Faculty of the 
School of Information and Library Science, University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill, 2009. Available at 
https://cdr.lib.unc.edu/concern/masters_papers/h989r664s 
(Accessed Feb 10 2020). 

32 Case D, A model of the information seeking and decision 
making of online coin buyers, Information Research, 15 (4) 
(2010). Available at  

33 http://www.informationr.net/ir/15-4/paper448.html 
(Accessed Feb 10 2020). 

34 Joseph P, Australian motor sport enthusiasts’ leisure 
information behaviour, Journal of Documentation, 72 (6) 
(2016) 1078-1113.  https://doi.org/10.1108/JD-12-2015-0150 

35 Bourdieu P, Distinction. A Social Critique of the Judgment 
of Taste. (Routeledge; London, UK), 1984 p. 549. 

36 Given L M, Winkler D C, Willson R, Davidson C, Danby S, 
and Thorpe K, Watching young children “play” with 
information technology: everyday life information seeking in 
the home, Library & Information Science Research,38 (4) 
(2016) 344-352. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.lisr.2016.11.007. 

37 Zhang Y, and Capra R G, Understanding how people use 
search to support their everyday creative tasks. CHIIR 
Proceedings of the Conference on Human Information 
Interaction and Retrieval, Glasgow, Scotland 10-14 March 
2019, p. 153-162. Available at https://doi.org/10.1145/ 
3295750.3298936. (Accessed Feb 20 2020). 

38 Savolainen R, Source preferences in the context of seeking 
problem-specific information, Information Process 
Management, 44 (1), (2008b) 274–293. 

39 Mackey T P and Jacobson T E, Reframing information 
literacy as a meta-literacy, College & Research Libraries, 
(2011) 62-78.  

40 Grafstein A, Information literacy and critical thinking: 
Context and practice. In D. Sales D, and Pinto M (Eds.) 
Pathways into information literacy and communities of 
practice: teaching approaches and case studies, Edition1: 
Chapter 1, (London: Elsevier/Chandos), 2017 p. 3-28. 
Available at https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-08-100673-
3.00001-0 

41 Papen U, Conceptualising information literacy as social 
practice: a study of pregnant women's information practices, 
Information Research 18 (2) (2013). 

42 Tuominen T, Savolainen R, and Talja S, Information literacy 
as a socio-technical practice, The Library Quarterly 75 (3) 
(2005) 329-345. 

43 Bates, M J (2010). Information behaviour, 3rd edn In M. J. Bates 
M J and  Maack M N (Eds.), Encyclopedia of library and 
information sciences.  (Boca Raton; FL), 2010 vol. 3 p. 2381-
2391). Available at http://www.tandfonline.com/ 
doi/pdf/10.1081/EELIS3-120045519 (Accessed Feb 26 2020). 

 



LAWAL & BITSO: CONSTRUCTIONISTS’ APPROACHES TO INFORMATION LITERACY 
 
 

239

44 Julien H and Williamson K, Discourse and practice in 
information literacy and information seeking: Gaps and 
opportunities, Information Research, 16 (1) (2011). 

45 Lloyd A, Information literacy landscapes: an emerging 
picture, Journal of Documentation, 62 (5) (2006) 570-583. 

46 Lloyd A. and Wilkinson J, Tapping into the information 
landscape: refugee youth enactment of information literacy 
in everyday spaces, Journal of Librarianship and 
Information Science,  51(1) (2019) 252-259. 

47 Aydin A M, Cognition to collaboration: user-centric 
approach and information behaviour theories/models, 
Informing Science: The International Journal of an 
Emerging Trans-discipline, 20 (2017) 117-121.  

48 Elmborg J, Critical information literacy: definitions and 
challenges. In Wilkinson C W and Bruch C (Eds.) 
Transforming information literacy programs: Intersecting 

frontiers of self, library culture, and campus community 
(Chicago; IL) 2012, p. 75–95.  

49 Tuominen T, Savolainen R and Talja S, Information literacy 
as a socio-technical practice, The Library Quarterly, 75 (3) 
(2005) 329-345. 

50 Johanna R E, Libraries, democracy, information literacy, and 
citizenship, Journal of Documentation, 73 (5) (2017)  
1010-1033 

51 Hartel J, Managing documents at home for serious leisure: a 
case study of the hobby of gourmet cooking, Journal of 
Documentation, 66 (6) (2010) 847–874.  

52 Demasson A, Partridge H and Bruce C, Information literacy 
and the serious leisure participant: variation in the experience 
of using information to learn, Information Research, 21 (2) 
(2016).  

 


