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The purpose of this study was to investigate and compare the information literacy level of
undergraduate students at Srinakharinwirot University, according to gender, class level, study field,
and grade point average. Multistage random s;ampling was applied to draw a sample of 465
sophomore, junior and senior undergraduate students enrolling in the 2002 academic year.

An information literacy test was\.used to collect data. The data were analyzed by percentage, mean,
standard deviation, t-test, and F-test through SPSS for Windows (Version 11).

The results revealed that :

1. Most of the students gained information literacy as a whole at a moderate level.

The ability of information use was at a high level, and the ability to access information and the ability
to evaluate information were at a moderate level, respectively.

2. There was no significant difference between students of different gender as a whole and
in other aspects analyzed.

3. There was no significant difference among students of different class level as a whole.
It was found that there was a statistical significant difference at .05 level of students on information
evaluation and information use. When match-pairs were tested, there was no difference on
information evaluation, whereas senior students gained higher ability of information use than the
sophomore students.

4. There was a significant difference at .01 level among students with different study fields.
When match-pairs were tested, students in health science gained higher information literacy than
those in other study fields as in education, sciences, humanities, social sciences, and natural
sciences. It was found that there was a statistical significant difference at .01 among students with
different study fields on information access whereas there was a statistical significant difference at
.05 level on information use. When match-pairs were tested, it revealed that students in health
sciences gained higher ability to access information than those in other study fields. Students in
natural sciences gained higher ability to access information than those in education. There was no
significant difference among students in information use.

5. Among students with different educational achievement, there was a statistically
significant difference at .01 level among students in information literacy. When match-pairs were
tested, it showed that students with excellent and good ratings gained higher ability of information
access than students with fair ratings. It was found that there was a statistically significant
difference at .01 level. Students with excellent rating gained higher ability to access information than
students with good and fair ratings. Students with excellent ratings gained higher ability to evaluate
information than students with fair ratings. Students with good ratings gained higher ability to use

information than students with fair ratings.

The findings of the study show that the teachers of LIS 101, the librarians who conduct user
orientation and guidance and the teachers in subject areas should consult and work together to
make the content of the LIS 101 Course and the web tutorial (online interaction lessons) relevant
and meaningful to the students field of study

Methods using self-information literacy evaluation by students themselves. When co-

gvaluation with instructors will be usefu! for future study. Such studies can be conducted by using
qualitative research investigating students for each field.





