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Table 5. Student Undergraduate Class Level Compared between the ILT Test-takers, Non-test-takers and All SU 
Undergraduates 

Class Level (code) Test-taker Non-test-taker Total 
Freshmen (1) 121 

(9.0%)* 
1711 
(26.6%)* 

1832 
(23.5%) 

Sophomores (2) 397 
(29.6%)* 

1402 
(21.8%)* 

1799 
(23.1%) 

Juniors (3) 366 
(27.3%)* 

1537 
(23.9%)* 

1903 
(24.5%) 

Seniors (and +) (4) 427 
(31.8%)* 

1470 
(22.8%)* 

1897 
(24.4%) 

Unclassified non-degree undergrads (7) 31 
(2.3%)* 

320 
(5.0%)* 

351 
(4.5%) 

Total 1342 
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Table 7. Student SAT Scores Compared between the ILT Test-takers, Non-test-takers and All SU Undergraduates 

SAT Score Range 
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Table 9. Performance level definitions and standards on the 60-item ILT [modified from Table 10 in the ILT Test 
Manual (Swain et al. 2014)] 

SU Proficiency 
Level 

Madison Assessment 
Proficiency Level 

ILT Items 
Correct 

Descriptors 

Proficient Advanced 54 - 60 Meets all descriptors of proficient level AND 
�” Modify and improve database search strategies 

to retrieve better results. 
�” Employ sophisticated database search 

strategies. 
�” Interpret information in a variety of sources. 
�” Evaluate information in terms of purpose, 

authority, and reliability. 
�” Understand ethical, legal, and socioeconomic 

issues relating to information access and use. 
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that improvement is needed since the SU average score value is less than 39. Individual analysis 
indicates that 50.4% of the ILT test-takers (n = 1342) have scores less than 39 and therefore need 
improvement. 
 
On average, SU native first time students scored significantly higher on the ILT than transfer students 
(Table 10). The difference, 2.2, was significant t(801) = 4.59, p < .001; however, the effect size was small 
(r = .16). 
 
Table 10. Student Admit Type, to SU, Average Scores on the ILT. 

SU Admit Type (code) n Score (Items Correct) SD 
First time student (F) 901 38.1** 8.0 
Transfer 
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underrepresentation of Perdue’s ILT average score since there are far fewer juniors represented as 
compared to the other three class levels. 
 
Table 12. 
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