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Table 1: Comparison of HEDS IL scores for Fall 2016 (pre-instruction
testing) and Fall 2017 (post-instruction testing) of Pitt students
(Regional campuses only). We note a 2.5-point improvement for
First Year students and just over 3-point improvement for Seniors.
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Table 3

Information Literacy Performance vs. Library 5Kkill Confidence gkl
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Table 2: The chart above shows the relationship between Pitt students’ confidence
levels in their IL skill levels and mean scores for IL testing (the score range was
between 4 and 27 points; with 28 being a max possible score). (2016 HEDS
administration)

2016-2017 IL Assignment Results
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Table 4: The chart above shows comparisons in rubric data for 2016 (n=200) and
2017 (n=210).

2016 measurement included if students found a book on the shelf. 2017
measurement decrease included locating a book record in the catalog and
identifying citation information.

2016 measurement included if students could identify at least 3 scholarly
characteristics of an article after receiving in-class instruction. This topic was
introduced in the 2017 pre-class tutorial and measurement increase included if
students properly identified an article as scholarly or non-scholarly and provided
at least 2 characteristics to justify this decision.
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