4.1 Expected Level of Student Learning Growth

Student assessment data provided by IUP’s completers demonstrate clearly that program
completers contribute to an expected level of student growth. Various assessment data, including
but not limited to, Student Learning Outcomes data, I-Ready data, Advanced Placement test
scores, and DIBELSs data were provided and document the impact completers have on student
learning. These data sources are common school districts’” assessments of student learning. The
“Elective Rating” on teachers’ final evaluations for Student Learning Outcomes (SLOs) reflects
the following levels: If 0%-69% of the students meet the Performance Indicator (Pl) targets, the
teacher is labeled as Failing. If 70%-90% of the students met Pl targets, the teacher is labeled as
Needs Improvement. If 80
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