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NSSE 2011

e About

— The National Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE) obtains, on an
annual basis, information from hundreds of four-year colleges and
universities nationwide about student participation in programs and
activities that institutions provide for their learning and personal
development. The results provide an estimate of how undergraduates
spend their time and what they gain from attending college. Survey
items on The National Survey of Student Engagement represent
empirically confirmed "good practices" in undergraduate education.
That is, they reflect behaviors by students and institutions that are
associated with desired outcomes of college.



NSSE 2011

e 11,094 CSUF students invited to participate in
a web based survey administered in spring

2011
— 3,714 Freshmen
— 7,380 Seniors

e 4,383 responses (39.5% response rate)

— 1,264 Freshmen (34%)
— 3,119 Seniors (42%)
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NSSE 2011 Respondent Characteristics

California State University, Fullerton

Cal State Fullerton Writing Consortium Carnegie Class L4NE CSU 2011 NSSE
FY SE FY 5K Y SR FY SR
Response Rate”
Orverall
Bv class 34% 42% 24% 27% 22% 27% 21% 27%
NSSE sample size” 3.714 7.380 84,332 90,934 33,496 70,332 32,596 52.674
Sampling Error”
Orverall
Bv class 2 2% 1.3% 0.6% 0.5% 0.8% 0.6% 1.0% 0.7%
Number of IESpDﬂdE:Ille 1.264 3,119 19 088 24 802 11,820 18,983 6.9835 14199
Total population 3.714 7,380 86,924 93,753 37458 77,872 32,596 52.674
Student Characteristics®
Mode af Completion
Paper 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 1% 0% 0%
Web 100% 100% 100% 100% 9ot 99% 100% 100%
Enrollment Status®
Full-time 07% 78% 07% B&% 96% 82% 08% 83%
Less than finll-time 3% 22% 3% 12% 4% 18% 2% 17%
Gender*
Female 62% 63% 3% 61% 64% 60%% 66% 61%
Male 38% 37% 33% 30% 36% 40% 34% 39%



NSSE 2011 Respondent Characteristics

California State University, Fullerton

TNSSE

national survey of
== student engagement

Carnegie Class
Cal State Fullerton  Writing Consortium L4NR C5U 2011 NSSE

Ruace/Ethnicity

Am. IndianNative American 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%

Asian/Asian Am Pacific Isl. 24% 23% 6% 5% 12% 11% 21% 18%

Black/African American 2% 2% 5% 4% 1% 6% 4% 4%

White (non-Hizpanic) 26% 33% T4% 15% 56% 60% 28% 39%

MexicanMviexican American 26% 19% 2% 2% 0% 6% 23% 16%

Puerto Rican 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0%

Other Hispanic or Latino 1% 1% 3% 3% 5% 4% 8% 5%

Multiracial 6% 5% 3% 3% 4% 4% 5% 6%

Other 3% 3% 1% 1% 2% 2% 3% 3%

I prefer not to respond 4% 1% 5% 6% 5% 6% 5% 8%
International Student 4% 6% 5% 4% 5% TV 4% 1%
Place of Residence

On-campus’ 13% 1% T6% 14% 46% 3% 36% 4%
Transfer Stafus

Transfer students 1% 64% 6% 35% 6% 54% 2% 61%
Age

Non-traditional (24 or older) 0% 46% 2% 28% 5% 47% 0% 48%

Traditional (less than 24) 100% 54% 08% 12% 053% 33% 100%% 52%




Three Comparison Groups

(760 colleges and universities plus CSU Fullerton participated in NSSE 2011)

e Writing Consortium participants (45 colleges and universities)
— Students in this group answered additional questions on student writing.
— Group includes institutions of various sizes and types
— Recommend comparison on Writing Consortium questions only
e Large Public Non-Residential Universities (14 universities including 4 large CSUs)
— Similar to primary comparison group used for NSSE 2009
— Recommended as primary comparison group
e CSU Comparison group (12 universities shown below)
— 4 large, 4 medium, and 4 small CSU campuses
— Recommended for comparison of items from a CSU perspective

Institution Name City State
California Polytechnic State University-San Luis Obispo San Luis Obispo CA
California State Polvtechnic University-Pomona Pomona CA
California State University-Bakersfield Bakersfield CA
California State University-Channel Islands Camarillo CA
California State University-Stanislaus Turlock CA
California State Universify, Fresno Fresno CA
California State University, Monterey Bay Seaside CA
California State University, Northridge Northridge CA
California State Universify, Sacramento Sacramento CA
California State University, San Bernardino San Bernardino CA
San Francisco State University San Francisco CA

San Jose State University San Jose CA



Understanding the Scores on the Reports

Class and Sample
Means are reported for
first-year students and
seniors. Institution-
reported class levels are
used. All randomly
selected or census-
administered students
are included in these
analyses. Students in
targeted or locally
administered
oversamples are not
included.

Mean

The mean is the weighted
arithmetic average of the
student level benchmark
scores.

Benchmark Description

& Survey Items

A description of the
benchmark and the individual
items used in its creation is
provided.

Statistical Significance
Benchmarks with mean differences that are larger than would be expected by
chance alone are noted with one, two. or three asterisks, denoting one of three

significance levels (p<.05, p< .01. and p<.001). The smaller the significance level,

the smaller the likelihood that the difference is due to chance. Please note that
statistical significance does not guarantee that the result is substantive or

important. Large sample sizes (as with the NSSE project) tend to produce more
statistically significant results even though the magnitude of mean differences may

be inconsequential. Consult effect sizes to judge the practical meaning of the
resulfs.
Level of Academic Challenge (LAC)

Mean Comparisens NESEville Stare Lnivfrsin: compared wigh

NESEville State MGd Eazt Private CarnegieWlass INSSE 2011
- o * ot op Beet  wmmt  p' et wewt gt me
First-Year 54.4 53.7 .05 533 * 0B 341 .02
Semior 58.6 57.3 = .09 56.9 e 11 57.5 * .07

d ENFOIMENT SEaELS (and Dy INSHLS0N S2¢ 7o Compansan groups).
mpe 00 (2-talia].
e dhided by the pooled standard deviation.

Distriburions af Studenr Benchmark Scores
First-Year Semnior

100 1000
NESEvilleSiate Mid Eai Priveie  Comggic Clms NSSE 2011

o o
M5 Eville Staic Mid Emt Private  Comegic Cles NSSE2011

Mote: Each box and whiskers chart picts the St ibofom of iower bar). 25th (bofom of bow). SOth imiddie line). Tsth (Rap of box). and 95th fop of upper bar)
percentiie scores. The dot shows the benchmark mean. See page 2 for an lustration. see pages 10 and 11 for pencentiie wakues.

_> Level af Academic Challenge (L4AC) Irems
Challenging ot amd creative wark is central to sradant Jerming and colleginte quality. College: and universities pramota high levsls
of studsat acki by ing the inp of academic sfor: and settng high ww or studsnt per
for class (stadying, reading, writing, doing bomewerdk or lab wosdk, etc. related to 2 cadersc program)
ook, books, ot book-langih packs of courss medimg
b - and fower than T pages
* Coursewod: smphaizes: . s:.oimgi:: -ba:um_.q.m.du wrpariance or thecty
* Coursowork snphasizes: Synthesis md crgmizing of idsss, information, o7 experisnce: o Bew, mors comples intarpretations

. Carcwu:kamphasmm Making of judgment: sbout the vahue of imformation. guments, or methods
o Comrsouadk anphasizas: Applyies ecriss or contepts o pra ot cal prob s or e sinations

® Working harder them you Shought you could t5 mest an instrctor's stmdards or sxpecttion:

® Cxnwms amntrmomand aronboasizee - Snanding sienificant ammmt of fma cawheme and o oaeadarn e aork

Effect Size?

Effect size indicates the
practical significance of the
mean difference. If is
calculated by dividing the
mean difference by the
pooled standard deviation. In
practice. an effect size of .2
is often considered small. .5
moderate. and .8 large. A
positive sign indicates that
your instifution’s mean was
greater, thus showing an
affirmative result for the
institution. A negative sign
indicates the instifution lags
behind the comparison
group, suggesting that the
student behavior or
institutional practice
represented by the item may
warrant attention.

Box and Whiskers Charts

A visual display of first-year and
senior benchmark score
dispersion for your institution
and your selected comparison or
consortium groups.
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Level of Academic Challenge (LAC)

Mean Comparisons California State University, Fullerton compared with:
Writing
Cal State Fullerton Consortinm Carnegie Class L4/NR (CSU 2011 NSSE
Effecs Effoct Effect
Class Mamn * Mean®  Sig " Size * Adpan ® Sig © Tize © Maan ® 5 " Sz ©
First-Year 324 539 % -12 529 -04 531 -05
Senior 576 571 * 04 56.5 o 08 576 00

* Wearghted by gender and enrolbment stafus (and by instituhon size for compansen groups).
b pe 015 ** p 01 #4p= 001 (2-tailed).
* Mean difference dnaded by the pooled standard deviaton

Level of Academic Challenge (LAC) Items
Challenging intellectual and creative work is central to student leaming and collegiate quality. Colleges and universities promote high levels of
student achievement by emphasizing the importance of academic effort and setting high expectations for student performance.

Hours spent preparing for class (studving, reading. writing, doing homework or lab worle, etc. related to acadenuc program)
Number of assigned textbooks, books, or book-length packs of course readings

Number of written papers or reports of 20 pages or more, between 5 and 19 pages, and fewer than 5 pages

Coursework emphasizes: Analysis of the basic elements of an idea, experience or theory

Coursework emphasizes: Synthesis and organizing of ideas. information, or expenences into new, more complex interpretations
and relationships

Coursework emphasizes: Making of judgments about the value of information arguments, or methods

Coursework emphasizes: Applving theories or concepts to practical problems or in new situations

Working harder than vou thought you could to meet an instructor’s standards or expectations

Campus environment emphasizes: Spending significant amount of time studying and on academic work
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NSSE 2011 Benchmark Comparisons
California State University, Fullerton

Active and Collaborative Learning (ACL)

Mean Comparisons

California State University, Fullerton compared with:

Writing
Cal State Fullerton Consortium Carnegie Class L4/NR CSU 2011 NSSE
Effecr Effoct Effect
Clazz Mam * Mean * Sig " Size © Adoan * Sig ® Size © Maan * s " Size ©
First-Year 424 420 .02 421 02 439 *E -09
Senior 513 507 03 503 o 06 518 -03

® Wezghted by gender and enmolbment status (and by msttubon size for companson growps).

b pe 05 ** g 1] 4 001 (2-tailed).
 Mean difference dnaded by the pooled standard devianon.

Active and Collaborative Learning (ACL) Items
Students leam more when thev are intensely involved in their education and asked to think about what thev are learning in different settings.
Collaborating with others in solving problems or mastering difficult material prepares students for the messy, unscripted problems they will

encounter daily during and after college.

Asked questions in class or contributed to class discussions

Made a class presentation

Worked with other students on projects during class
Worked with classmates outside of class to prepare class assignments

Tutored or taught other students (paid or voluntary)

Participated in a commminity-based project (e.g.. service learning) as part of a regular course
Discussed ideas from vour readings or classes with others outside of class (students, family members. co-workers, etc.)



NSSE 2011 Scaled Items

2l NSSE NSSE 2011 Benchmark Comparisons

. California State University. Fullerton
national survey of .
student engagement

Student-Faculty Interaction (SFI)

Mean Comparisons California State University, Fullerton compared with:
Writing
Cal State Fullerton Consortium Carnegie Class L4/NR CSU 2011 NSSE
Effect Effoct Effoct
Clasz Mam * Mean * Sig " Size © Affagn * Sig Size * Mean * s " Size ©
First-Year 314 332 ®%% - 10 326 * -.07 329 *E -08
Senior 37.1 419 *** -22 382 ok -.05 38.3 *E -.06

® Werghted by gender and enmolbment status (and by msttubon size for companson growps).
b & pe 05 ##* g ()] #4001 (2-tailed).
“ Mean difference dnided by the pooled standard deviation.

Student-Faculty Interaction (SFI) Items
Students learn firsthand how experts think about and solve practical problems by interacting with faculty members inside and outside the
classroom. As a result, their teachers become role models, mentors, and guides for continuous, life-long learning.

Discussed grades or assignments with an instructor

Talked about career plans with a faculty member or advisor

Discussed 1deas from yvour readings or classes with faculty members outside of class

Worked with faculty members on activities other than coursework (commuttees, orientation, student-life activities, efc.)
Received prompt written or oral feedback from faculty on vour academic performance

Worked on a research project with a faculty member outside of course or program requirements
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NSSE 2011 Mean Comparisons
California State University, Fullerton

Cal State Fullerton compared with:

Cal State Writing Carnegie Class
Fullerton Consortium L4NR CSU 2011 NSSE
et Effect Effect Effoet
[ mard Cfeer Moz * Meze * Sp b Sme t Meze * S b Sme t Meze * Sp Y St
In vour experience at your institution during the cwrent school year, about kow gften have vou
1. Academic and Intellectual Experiences done each of the following? 1=Never, 7=Sometimez, 3=0ften. 4=Tary gften
i i i v 257 _ 155 254 2
Fhscussed grades or assignments with an FACGRADE SFI FY 233 237 02 233 00 2534 02
mstructor R 271 277 #** 07 273 -02 273 -02
: i r r 714 kEE a7 7 R ) 7 dkE -
Talked. about career plans with a faculty member FACPLANS g FY 190 214 27 209 22 206 18
or advisor SR 226 230 #**  _13 225 01 226 00
Dgcussed ideas from your readings or classes p— — 1.83 1.82 m 1.82 02 1.34 00
with faculty members outside of class R 1.08 106 *4+ _go 100 0 101 * o
Received prompt vmtter.l or oral feedback from FAC gy FY 273 2.66 ** 08 268 * 06 272 00
faculty on your academic performance T 271 7 gp #+* 1 171 o 168 * 04
Worked with faculty members on activities other
than coursework {committees, orientation, FACOTHER SF1 FY 147 161 **= -16 155 ** -0% 1.58 *e= -12
student life activities, etc.) iR 1.66 1.8 *** =20 L7 * - 1.73 *** -0g
Fhich of the following have you done or do you plan to do before yvou graduate from vour
imstitution? (Recoded: 0=Have not decided, Do not plan to do, Plan to do; 1=Done. Thus, the
7. Enriching Educational Experiences mean is the proportion responding Dens™ among all valid respondsnis. )
Wortk on a research project with a faculty
member outside of course or program RESRCHO4 sF1 FY 04 04 -0 03 -0 04 -0
requirements iR A1 21 FEE -26 15 wwE -12 A5 & -11
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Enriching Educational Experiences (EEE)

Mean Comparisons

NSSE 2011 Benchmark Comparisons
California State University, Fullerton

California State University, Fullerton compared with:

Writing
Cal State Fullerton Consortium Carnegie Class L4/ NR CSU 2011 NSSE
Effect Effoct Effect
Class Aomn * Mamn ®  Sig" Size © Maan * Sig Size © Mean * S Size ©
First-Year 241 28.4 e -33 272 o =25 26.5 o -19
Senior 35.0 420 **# -39 374 o -.14 372 o -.13

* Weaighted by gender and enrolbment status (and by mshtuhon size for companson growps).
U pe (15 ** p= (1 #*¥p= 001 (2-taled).
" Maan difference dnaded by the pooled standard deviation

Enriching Educational Experiences (EEE) Items

Complementary leaming opportunities enhance academic programs. Diversity experiences teach students valuable things about themselves and
others. Technology facilitates collaboration between peers and instructors. Internships, community service, and senior capstone courses provide

opportunities to integrate and apply knowledge.

Hours spent participating in co-curricular activifies (organizations, campus publications, student gov., social fraternity or sorority, etc.)

Practicum internship, field experience, co-op experience, or clinical assignment

Commmmity service or volunteer work

Foreign language coursework and study abroad

Independent study or self-designed major

Culminating senior experience {capstone course. senior project or thesis. comprehensive exam etc )
Serous conversations with students of different religious beliefs. political opinions. or personal values
Senions conversations with students of a different race or ethnicity than vour own

Using electronic medinm (e.g., listserv, chat group, Intemnet, instant messaging, etc.) to discuss or complete an assignment
Campus environment encouraging contact among students from different economic, social, and racial or ethnic backgrounds
Participate in a leaming commumnity or some other formal program where groups of students take two or more classes fogether
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NSSE 2011 Mean Comparisons
California State University, Fullerton

Cal State Fullerton compared with:

Cal State Writing Carnegie Class
Fullerton Consortinm L4/ NR CST 2011 NSSE
Btonct- Eiiie Efrcs Bt
[ en mak Olrr Moz Meze * Sie Y e " Meze * g b et Mlezw * S Y o "
In your experiencs at vour institution during the cwrent school year, about how giten have you
1. Academic and Intellectual Experiences done each of the following? [ =Never, I=Somstimes, I=0ften, 4=Vary aften
Used an electronic medium (listserv, chat group, FY 2359 271 = -13 270 == _11 267 * -08
L Internet, instant messaging, etc) to discuss or ITACADEM EEE
complete an assignment ZF 201 202 -02 292 -02 290 00
) . ) FY 2.66 261 04 2.66 00 270 -04
Had =erious conversations with students of a DIVRSTUD
different race or ethnicity than yvour own
) N iR 284 247 wx* A8 274 #w= 10 282 02
Had serious conversations with students who FY 238 267 *=* -10 2.62 -4 263 * -7
. a.re: 1;&1’}-‘ dzﬂ'v?rent fID.l']‘.l vou 111 'Ferms of their DIFFSTII
relizgious beliefs, political opinions, or personal
values ZF 273 270 02 266 *** 07 272 m
Whick of the following have yvou done or do vou plan to do before vou graduats from your
institution? (Recoded: 0=Have not decided Do not plan to do, Plan to ds; 1=Dons. Thus, the
7. Enriching Educational Experiences mean is the proportion respording Done” among all valid respovdsrts )
i i ; i - FY 06 06 -4 05 02 06 -mn
N Pracn_l:u.m: mten_lship: ﬂelfi expetienice, co-op DTERNO4
experience, or clinical assignment R A3 57 wEE _18 e 0 1 i
FY 26 30 wEE -28 35 wEE =23 34wk -17
b Community service or volunteer wotk VOLNTEO4 EEE
iR A7 i -36 53 ®*=* -13 31 wk* =10
Participate in a leaming community or some FY A2 1G ke -18 23 *** 2§ A7 ¥+ _12
c. other formal program where groups of students LENCOMO4  EEE
take two or more classes together IR 10 27 wEE _10 23 wEE _11 23 EEE -0
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NSSE 2011 Mean Comparisons

California State University, Fullerton

Cal State Fullerton compared with:

i

L]

9, Time Usage

Cal State Writing Carnegie Class
Fullerton Consortinm L4NR CSTU 2011 NSSE
Emet- Eddecs Ect Edect
e mard e Aleaw Meaw * g Foe Mloaw * S b S Meaw * g Y Foe
Fhich of the following have you done or do yvou plan to do before vou graduats from your
institution? (Recoded: 0=Have not decided. Do not plan to ds, Flan to do; 1=Dons. Thus, the
7. Enriching Educational Experiences maan i the proportion responding Daone” ameong all valid respondsnts )
. ; FY A1 35 ®*% -33 A7 **=* -.18 15 **% -12
rotk FORLMNGD4 EEE
Foreign language coursework R 2 ) 3 s _3) 34 #4535
FY 02 02 * -05 02 -4 02 -03
f. Study abroad ETDABRD4 EEE
- iR 06 A8 *** -.32 A1 *** -17 L -11
FY 03 03 -03 03 -03 03 -03
Independent study or self-desizned major INDETDO4 EEE
iR 10 A7 **% -2 A2 F*E -108 12 **% -7
Culminating senior experience {capstone course, FY n 02 -03 02 -4 02 -4
h. senior project or thesis, comprehensive exam, SR04 EEE
etc.) iR 24 34 ®EE =20 2§ ®*% -108 2§ ®E% =10
About how mary howrs do vou sperd in a fvpical 7-doy wesk doing sach of the following?
I1=0 hrsiwk, 2=1-5 lbrsfwk, 3=0-10 krzfwk, 4=11-15 krsfwk, 5=18-20 kysfwk, 6=21-25 krsfwk, 7=28-
30 krswk, 8=More than 30 hrsiwiz
Participating in co-curricular activities
{orzamizations, campus publications, student COCURROL EEE FY 1.79 234 wEs =37 107 %% -13 1.04 ® =11
government, fraternity or sorotity, intercollegiate
or intramural sports, etc.) SR 181 210 ##+ 25 184 -02 1.00 ** -06
To what extent does your institution emphacize each of the following?
10, Institutional Environment I=Very linle, 2=5ome. 3=Cuits a bit, §=Fery much
Encouraging contact among students from FY 271 274 -04 273 -04 2.80 == -0
c. different economic, social, and racial or ethhic ENVDIVES EEE
backgrounds SR 264 251 #** 13 253 #%% 13 2.58 ** 06
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Supportive Campus Environment (SCE)

Mean Comparisons California State University, Fullerton compared with:
Writing
Cal State Fullerton Consortinm Carnegie Class L4/NR (CSU 2011 NSSE
Effers Effect Effect
Class Afoan * Mean®  Sig" Size © Adpan ® Sig B Tize © Maan ® 5z " Size ©
First-Year 60.6 63.1 *** -.13 61.2 -03 619 * -07
Senior 584 590 -03 56.2 A 11 569 o 07

* Wearghted by gender and enrolbment stafus (and by insttwhon size for compansen groups).
b pe 05 ** pe 01 *#¥¥pe 001 (2-tailed).
" Mean difference dinaded by the pooled standard deviaton

Supportive Campus Environment (SCE) Items
Students perform better and are more satisfied at colleges that are committed to their success and cultivate positive working and social relations

among different groups on canpus.

Campus environment provides the support vou need to help vou succeed academically

Campus environment helps vou cope with your non-academic responsibilities (work, family, efc.)
Campus environment provides the support vou need to thrive socially

Quality of relationships with other students

Quality of relationships with faculty members

Quality of relationships with administrative personnel and offices
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NSSE 2011 Mean Comparisons ~
Consortium for the Study of Writing in College

California State University, Fullerton

Cal State Cal State Fullerton compared with
Fullerton CEWC
Consortium for the Study of Writing in College Questions
Aerer i e CEl D oty e SRR Co AR FESIIRRE ST SRS [ERYS Cves Aoz Moze g £ Efect sing *
F
During the current school year, for how many of vour writing assignments
1. Thave you done each of the following?
1 Brainstormed (listed ideas, mapped concepts, prepared an outline, etc.) to SWOL101A FY 369 J45 #*% 20
& develop vour ideas before vou started drafting vour assighment . SR 358 337 #*+ 19
b Talked with your instructor to develop your ideas before vou started SWC1101B FY 3.03 280 **= A3
" drafting vour assignment R 200 790 #*% 18
1 Talked with a classmate, friend, or family member to develop yvour ideas SWOL101C FY 347 3.30 ®®* 16
“ before vou started drafting vour assighiment SR 338 310 #+% 13
id Eeceived feedback from vour instructor about a draft before tuming i your SWC1101D FY 342 321 kA= 13
’ ﬁ.ﬂﬂl ﬂ.SSigIl‘l’]‘lEﬂt 5R 3_{[2 29-]- Hkk ].j
{ Eeceived feedback from a classmate, friend. or family member about a draft W C1101E FY 343 3.0 *** 18
® before turning in yvour final assighment SR 3.05 780 #4% 13
if Visited a campus-based writing or tutoring center to get help with your SWCL101F FY 248 147 #x= 41
" writing assignment before turming it in R 178 168 #+% 00
1 Used an online tutoring service to get help with yvour writing assignment SWCL101G FY 1.80 161 **=* A7
g. bEfﬂfE tu.t‘mngitm SR l.jﬂ l-l-l- ok l-l-
lh. Proofread your final draft for errors before tuming it in SWC1101H = 34 431 =
SR 437 434 03




Writing Consortium ltems

NSSE 2011 Mean Comparisons ~

“ I NSSE

national survey of

=—— student engagement

Consortium for the Study of Writing in College
California State University, Fullerton

Cal State Cal State Fullerton compared with
Fullerton CEWC
Consortium for the Study of Writing in College Questions
A o e AT st et S e S Pl il s Aoz Mezw g Efoct sine *
2. During the current scheol year, in how many of your writing assignments did you:

- 3 EEE" 7
2a. Marrate or describe one of your own experiences gWeClloza i 294 268 28
SR 2.63 245 *x=* 16
. Su.rru.'nan_ze something vou read, such as articles, books, or on-line SWC1102B FY 319 3.19 -m
publications R 328 3.18 +** 09
2e. Analyze or evaluate something vou read, researched, or observed FWC1102C m 339 3.60 -0
SR 377 363 w¥= 14
2 Describe vour methods or findings related to data vou collected in lab or SWC1102D FY 234 274 % 03
T field wotk, a survey project, etc. - R 308 247 13
ta s ] Y -.|
2e. Argue a position using evidence and reasoning SWCII02E i 337 330 o
SR 3.33 3.17 ®#% 14

- 77
2f. Explain in writing the meaning of numerical or statistical data SWC1102F th 241 236 o
SR 2.70 2.5Q *x=x 09
Viite . . . : . ] B} -, .

e Write in the style and format of a specific field (engineenng, history, TWC1102G FY 268 273 04
= psychology: etc)) SR 335 320 * 03
h Include drawings, tables, photos, screen shots, or other visual content into SWC1102H FY 233 237 -03
T your wiitten assignment - R 290 2§] ** 06
. Create the project with multimedia (web page, poster, slide presentation SWe1101 FY 243 242 00
“* such as PowerPoint. etc) } R 3.06 J 0] 14




Writing Consortium ltems

NSSE 2011 Mean Comparisons ~
NSSE Consortium for the Study of Writing in College
national survey of - - ——
student engagement California State University, Fullerton

Cal State Cal State Fullerton compared with
Fullerton CEWC
Consortium for the Study of Writing in College Questions
A e e AT et e S e S Pl il Civer Aoz Moze g ¥ Efoct sine *
¥
During the current school vear, for how many of vour writing assignments
3.  has vour instructor done each of the following?
- ] *
ja. Provided clear instructions describing what he or she wanted vou to do SWC11034 o 403 3-96 08
SR 309 3.9] *x=* 10
- T 77 kkk
3b. Explained in advance what he or she wanted you to leam SWC1103E th 3483 e o
SR 38 3.66 *x* 16
o ) . ) . . oz .
30 E:cp_lamed in advance the criteria he or she would use to grade vour SWE1103C FY 309 ERE] 107
assignment SR 4.00 3.87 #s 13
. . : . : - 5 05 kkE
14 Provided a sample of a completed assignment written by the instrictor or a SWC1103D Fy 3.16 293 LY
student ® 208 271 23
. . .. : . F¥ 275 262 ** A1
Je. Asked vou to do shott pieces of writing that he or she did not grade SWCII03E
SR 234 218 *x* 14
¢ Asked you to give feedback to a classmate about a draft or outline the SWC1103F FY 320 200 &k 13
2L -
classmate had written R 246 730 *#%% 14
- 757 ®E*
3z. Asked vou to write with classmates to complete a group project EWC1103G o 27 = 16
SR 295 2] = 23
cad i i i . - 707 kdE 7
i Asked yvou to address areal or imagined audience such as your classmates, SWC1103H Fy 298 2.83 A2

a politician, non-experts, etc. R 168

3%
Ln
L=4}

EX 2] Dg




Writing Consortium ltems

NSSE 2011 Mean Comparisons *
NSSE Consortium for the Study of Writing in College
national survey of - - .
student engagement California State University, Fullerton

Cal State Cal State Fullerton compared with
Fullerton CsWC
Consortium for the Study of Writing in College Questions
T fi e AR o Ty TR A T ST Ssae it lars Mloan Meaw g * ot sine
R
Which of the following have you done or do vou plan to do before yvou
4. graduate from vour institution?
. . . FY 10 10 =01
4a. Prepare a portfolio that collects written wotk from more than one class FWC11044
i A3 Y -.10
Submit work you wrote or co-wrote to a student or professional publication SWC1104B FY 03 03 % -8

" {magamine journal newspaper, collection of student worle, etc) R 06 10 #+% 14




CSUF NSSE Outcomes Over Time

NSSE 2011 Multi-Year Benchmark Report

NSSE Data Quality Indicators

national survey of
student engagement California State University, Fullerton

An important early step in conducting a multi-year analysis 1s to review the quality of your data in each year for both
first-year and senior respondents. The precision of an imstitution's population estimates can vary from one year to the
next. The values 1n this table were drawn from the Respondent Characteristics reports from each NSSE
administration.

Data Quality Indicators for Each NSSE Participation Year

Response Sampling Number of
Year' Mode" Rate’ Error® Respondents®
FY SR FY SR FY SR
2001 Paper 46% 6.1% 6.5% 234 216
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009 Web-only 34% 41% 3.1% 2.8% 842 1025
2010

2011 Web-only 34% 42% 2.2% 1.3% 1264 3119




CSUF NSSE Outcomes Over Time

Freshman Seniors
Level of Academic Challenge (LAC) Level of Academic Challenge (LAC)
85 85
75 75
65 65 6.6 57 6
- 526 524 < |?43 = -
55 SEII'.I . 55 %=
b
45 45
35 35
25 25
13 13
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CSUF NSSE Outcomes Over Time

Freshman

Active and Collaborative Learning (ACL)

3%1
35

01 02 03 04 05 ‘06 07 08 09 10 "1

Seniors

Active and Collaborative Learning (ACL)

01 02 03 04 05 ‘06 07 08 09 10 "1



CSUF NSSE Outcomes Over Time

Freshman Seniors
Student-Faculty Interaction (SFC)P Student-Faculty Interaction (SFC)®

85 85
75 75
65 65
55 55

- _ 41.6 422
= 371 366 B 562
35 3£//+H 35 }//_H
25 25
15 15
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Freshman

CSUF NSSE Outcomes Over Time

Enriching Educational Experiences (EEE)*

Seniors

Enriching Educational Experiences (EEE)*
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250 241
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CSUF NSSE Outcomes Over Time

Freshman Seniors
Supportive Campus Environment (SCE) Supportive Campus Environment (SCE)

85 85

75 75

65 573 6[1__3 frtll;ﬁ 65 577 58 4
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45 45

35 35
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Progress has been made

e Between 2009 and 2011 administrations of NSSE gains on benchmark
items have occurred

— Effect size for significant difference relative to Large Public Non-Residential
Universities on the SFI benchmark has improved in the area of prior concern
(seniors)

e -.16(2009) to -.05 (2011) for seniors

— Effect size for significant difference relative to Large Public Non-Residential
Universities on the EEE benchmark has improved in the area of prior concern
(seniors)

e -37(2009) to -.14 (2011) for seniors

— Effect size for significant difference relative to Large Public Non-Residential
Universities on the EEE benchmark has declined/not improved in an area of
lower prior concern (freshmen)

e -.16(2009) to -.25 (2011) for freshmen

e Opportunities for continued improvement on all benchmark categories
exist

— Significant improvement in all five benchmark areas would be necessary to get
into the top 50% of NSSE 2011 participants

— Initial goal should be to significantly surpass benchmarks for Large Public Non-
Residential Universities



Change is in the air

e New Version of NSSE (NSSE 2.0) to be released in 2012-
2013 (spring 2013) cycle
— Trend and multi-year results beginning 2013 will be less
comparable

e (CSU Fullerton was asked if it would like to participate in the
second field pilot of NSSE 2.0

— We have notified them that we are interested and are awaiting
their response

— If we are accepted, our students would participate in the second
field pilot in spring 2012
e Results can be shared internally with campus committees, but will not
be published on the university website.

e Survey may allow us a preliminary lens on freshman engagement
resulting from the addition of residential experiences
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