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Note: Please refer to Table Two attached to the end of this document for a summary of the findings relative to each individual general education outcome. ISU students' scores on the National Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE) are compared with those at other doctoral/research-intensive universities, all from 2003. 
 It should be remembered that senior data included for this report assess students under the GE89 requirements, not GE 2000. Future reports will include both the 2005 NSSE data and will assess students under GE2000, which was first implemented in 2001.

1.  Reports of sub-scores on the Graduate Record Examination (GRE), administered from July 1, 2003, to June 30, 2004, indicate scores lower than the national
 average, although only 86 students took the GRE during this time period. ISU's average score on the GRE verbal test was 435 (43rd percentile), compared to a national average of 475; ISU's average score on the writing test was 4.0 (32nd percentile), compared to a national average of 4.37; ISU's average score on the quantitative test was 498 (26th percentile), compared to a national average of 598; 

2. Student performance in respect to the general education objective, "developing students' capacities for critical analysis and reasoned inquiry" indicates that ISU students often analyze basic elements of ideas, synthesize and organize ideas, and think critically and analytically, as found in the results of the NSSE; however, these scores are significantly lower when compared to those of students at other doctoral-research intensive universities
. (please refer to www.nsse.org for schools included in the "doctoral-intensive universities" classification). Students also score significantly lower on the NSSE question having to do with "learning effectively on your own. " The above-stated verbal, writing, and quantitative scores on the GRE lend credence to the idea that students report engaging in these activities in the classroom, and are offered opportunities by ISU to practice critical analysis and reasoned inquiry, but need improvement in these areas;

3. In respect to the general education objective, "Enhancing students' speaking and listening abilities," senior students score significantly lower than students are other NSSE-participating institutions
.

4. Results on the NSSE indicate that ISU students perform well in respect to participating in community projects as part of a course and working with faculty on activities other than coursework, scoring significantly better than students at other doctoral/research intensive universities on these items
.  ISU students also score significantly higher in this respect on a similar comparison in "understanding people of other racial and ethnic backgrounds."
5.  In reports submitted to the Office of General Education, it is clear that faculty continue their commitment to non-traditional teaching methods (non-lecture). Faculty interviews reveal that some students may have problems accepting non-lecture methods of instruction as legitimate forms of instruction, although experiential learning and other active forms of teaching and learning have been documented to lead to greater student learning (Pascarella & Terenzini, 2005) and are emphasized by the university's mission;

6. NSSE and GRE results indicate that ISU student scores on these assessments are not out of a normal distribution for the most part. Future general education reports will contain more comprehensive data; for example, the GRE results used in this assessment report included only eighty-eight (86) students taking that test between July 1, 2003 and June 30, 2004, as provided by ETS. The
 sample size and response rate for the 2005 NSSE administration are higher than that of the 2003 administration of the test.

INTRODUCTION

The Office of General Education and Office of Assessment and Accreditation collaborated on the creation of an assessment system for ISU's general education program in the 2004-05 school year. As a result of this joint effort, questions from the National Survey of Student Engagement (NSSE), results from the quantitative, verbal, and writing sections of the Graduate Record Exam (GRE),  a systematic review of general education reports submitted to the Office of General Education in response to requests for assessment and review; this information was used to assess the university's ability to deliver on its objectives for the general education program.

The assessment data used for this report can be informative for a number of reasons. First, the SAT scores of ISU students are very similar to those at other state universities in Indiana with the exceptions of Purdue-West Lafayette and IU-Bloomington (Indiana's Postsecondary Indicators, February 11, 2005, Indiana Commission for Higher Education, pp. 28-29
). Thus, ISU students are as well prepared as those at most other state universities in Indiana
, if SAT scores are used as an indicator. Second, scores on the NSSE and GRE are nationally normed, and question items have a high degree of validity and reliability. Third, collaboration between the Office of General Education and the Office of Assessment and Accreditation has linked appropriate quantitative and qualitative information with each specific general education outcome, thereby allowing for a triangulation of data. That is, use of several measurements target assessment of each objective, allowing for fair and reliable information about how well students are achieving each individual general education objective. This report is a first attempt to combine several of these measures into one report.

The purpose of this report is to briefly present assessment information on each objective/outcome of the general education program. Individual outcomes are displayed first followed by interpretation. A summary of the original general education assessment system can be found in Table One, and a specification of the findings relative to each general education program objective can be found in Table Two, located at the end of this report. Results of the NSSE can be found at the following link: 

http://irt2.indstate.edu/home/stats/surveys/documents/NSSE_2003_Senior.pdf

GENERAL EDUCATION STUDENT OUTCOMES ASSESSMENT RESULTS

1. Critical Thinking: Developing Students’ Capacities for Independent Thinking

1=never 2=sometimes 3=often 4=very often

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Worked on a paper or project that required integrating ideas from various sources
	3
	3.2

	Asked questions in class or contributed to class discussions
	2.76
	3.18

	Applying theories or concepts to practical problems or in new situations
	2.96
	3.09
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The NSSE questions that were assigned to this particular general education objective focus on the integration of ideas, asking questions in class, and applying theories and concepts to practical situations. As the data clearly suggest, ISU seniors perform better than ISU freshman, and report that they engage in these activities "often." GRE analytical writing and verbal scores in aggregate for tests taken between July 1, 2003, and June 30, 2004 (the latest data available), were below the national average, although it cannot be concluded that this means that ISU students' aggregate scores are significantly lower than national averages (GRE, 2004-2005 Guide to the Use of Scores, p. 4, 9). 
2. Critical Thinking: Developing Students’ Capacities for Critical Analysis and Reasoned Inquiry

1=never 2=sometimes 3=often 4=very often

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Analyzing the basic elements of an idea, experience, or theory, such as examining a particular case or situation in depth and considering its components
	2.98
	3.1

	Synthesizing and organizing ideas, information, or experiences into new, more complex interpretations and relationships
	2.73
	2.81

	Thinking critically and analytically
	3.11
	3.19
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In respect to this general education objective, senior students perform better on average then freshman students, but quantitative scores on the GRE are lower than the national average
, which was 598.
The lowest NSSE score is for synthesizing ideas. ISU student scores are significantly lower than those of students at other doctoral/research-intensive universities on the three NSSE questions designated to evaluate this general education objective.

3. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students' Writing Abilities

1=never 2=sometimes 3=often 4=very often

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Prepared two or more drafts of a paper or assignment before turning it in
	2.55
	2.47

	Writing clearly and effectively
	2.95
	3.01


Assessments used to evaluate this general education objective include the above NSSE questions, aggregate and percentile scores on the GRE analytical writing test, reports to the General Education Office, and faculty interviews. The first NSSE question above indicates that seniors report writing fewer drafts of a paper before turning it in, a score that is significantly lower when compared to all other NSSE-participating institutions. ISU students who chose to take the GRE had an aggregate score in the 32nd percentile. Faculty report that students need continued practice in writing, with special focus on organization and grammar usage. 
4. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students’ Speaking and Listening Abilities


1=never 2=sometimes 3=often 4=very often

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Made a class presentation
	2.42
	2.76

	Speaking clearly and effectively
	2.89
	2.86


Two assessments are used to evaluate this objective, two NSSE questions and faculty interviews. The aggregate results of the NSSE questions used to assess this objective for ISU seniors were significantly lower than those at other NSSE-participating institutions. Faculty interviewed indicate that students tend to listen "for what they want to hear" and tend to be passive listeners. This might suggest an emphasis on lecture-based teaching, but a review of reports submitted by the Office of General Education indicate that faculty engage in methods other than that. 
5. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students’ Reading Abilities

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Number of assigned textbooks, books, or book-length packs of course readings
	3.29
	3.07

	Number of books read on your own (not assigned) for personal enjoyment or academic enrichment
	1.91
	2.06


ISU students score significantly lower on the two NSSE questions designated for this general education objective when compared to other NSSE-participating schools. At ISU, compared with freshmen, seniors report reading fewer textbooks, books or book-length packs of course readings. GRE verbal aggregate and percentile scores on average are lower than the national average. Interviews with faculty reveal that students tend to avoid reading required materials.
6. Issues of Value and Belief: Enhancing Students’ Capacities for Making Informed and Reasonable Choices

1=never 2=sometimes 3=often 4=very often

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Making judgments about the value of information, arguments, or methods, such as examining how others gathered and interpreted data and assessing the soundness of their conclusions
	2.81
	2.78

	Solving real-world problems
	2.47
	2.58


Assessments for this general education objective include two NSSE questions. It is interesting that ISU seniors rate "making judgments about the value of information…" slightly lower (though not significantly lower) than freshman students. Senior students rate ISU significantly lower on the first question when compared to other NSSE-participating institutions. It is somewhat surprising that the senior score on the NSSE question, "solving real-world problems" is below three (3="often") given faculty reports that they are engaging students in experiential learning. 
7. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Encourage
 Participatory Citizenship

1=never 2=sometimes 3=often 4=very often

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Participated in a community-based project as part of a regular  course
	1.54
	1.72

	Had serious conversations with students who are very different from you in terms of their religious beliefs, political opinions, or personal values
	2.64
	2.59

	Voting in local, state or national elections
	1.71
	1.68

	Contributing to the welfare of your community
	2.08
	2.27


The assessments used to evaluate this general education objective include the three NSSE questions found above. ISU senior aggregate scores were significantly higher on average when compared to the scores of all other NSSE-participating schools on the first question, but significantly lower on the other questions. The high score on participating in a community-based project as part of a regular course is consistent with priorities at ISU.

8. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Acknowledge the Value of Learning

1=never 2=sometimes 3=often 4=very often

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Tutored or taught other students (paid or voluntary)
	1.57
	1.89

	Worked with faculty members on activities other than coursework (committees, orientation, student life activities, etc.)
	1.59
	1.87

	Learning effectively on your own
	2.85
	2.94


When compared to other doctoral intensive institutions, ISU students report that they work with faculty members on activities other than their coursework, but score significantly lower in respect to learning effectively on their own. The former is confirmed by an examination of reports submitted to the Office of General Education--faculty engage students in experiential learning and are clearly student focused. Interviews with faculty indicate that students understand a need for life-long learning
; in interviews, faculty felt that students understand a need to update knowledge in order to be competitive in the workplace, for example.
9. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Facilitate Adaptation to Change

1=never 2=sometimes 3=often 4=very often

	NSSE Question
	Freshman
	Seniors

	Included diverse perspectives (different races, religions, genders, political beliefs, etc.) in class discussions or writing assignments
	2.66
	2.65

	Had serious conversations with students of different race or ethnicity than your own
	2.55
	2.54

	Had serious conversations with students who are very different than you in terms of their religious beliefs, political opinions, or personal values
	2.64
	2.59

	Understanding people of other racial and ethnic backgrounds
	2.65
	2.68

	Developing a personal code of values and ethics
	2.5
	2.48


Four NSSE questions are used to evaluate the final general education student learning outcome. When compared with other doctoral-intensive institutions, ISU student aggregate scores are significantly higher for having serious conversations with others of different racial and/or ethnic backgrounds
. This implies that the general education curriculum has positively affected students' working with and/or having serious dealings with students who are different from them, an important goal of the university's general education program. Conversations with faculty indicated that students are eager to be exposed to different points of view.
CONCLUSION

This report represents an initial attempt to summarize general education student learning outcomes data from various sources--GRE tests, aggregate NSSE results, reviews of course materials, and interviews with a limited number of faculty. Its conclusions must therefore be compared with future efforts to assess general education outcomes, and should not be used as a sole method of assessment until a number of years of data are used to detect trends in the those same assessments
. As mentioned earlier, a limitation of this report is that the senior data assess the effectiveness of the GE89 curriculum. The next assessment report, which will include the 2005 NSSE data, GRE scores of students who took that test from July 1, 2004 to June 30, 2005, and other additional assessments, will increasingly assess the effectiveness of the GE2000 curriculum, where there were major changes in the curriculum which directly address the general education objectives listed in Table One. Future general education reports, the next one which will be completed in Summer 2006, will more directly assess the effectiveness of the GE2000 general education curriculum.
That said, it may be noted that the use of several data sources may point to some things to watch out for, summarized in the "executive summary" at the beginning of this report. In the future, a number of activities may enhance this evaluation of general education outcomes. First, evaluations of student experiences in capstone courses will allow for further information about senior student performance, especially when capstone assessments address specific general education student learning outcomes. Second, the General Education Council will need to discuss methods of accomplishing capstone assessment, as it provides tremendous potential for direct assessment of student learning outcomes. Finally, after two or three years of these assessment reports are completed, the General Education Council may wish to identify important trends as a means of using assessment data for the further enhancement of student learning in the general education program.

Table One: General Education Assessment System (Summer 2005)

	General Education Objectives
	Assessment One: 

NSSE Assessment Questions
	Assessment Two: 

GRE Examination
	Assessment Three: Capstone Courses
	Assessment Four: 

Departmental Reports

	1. Critical Thinking: Developing Students' Capacities For Independent Thinking
	1d: Worked on a paper or project that required integrating ideas or information from various sources; 1a:Asked questions in class or contributed to class discussions; 2e:Applying theories or concepts to practical problems or in new situations
	GRE Analytical Writing
	Rubric Specific
	Reports to be submitted to general education office in Spring 2005 (per announcement in meeting at CAS Chair's Council, November 2004); trends, strengths/weaknesses in math, English, physical education, LLL to be summarized by general education office and shared with General Education Council in Fall 2005.

	2. Critical Thinking: Developing Students' Capacities For Critical Analysis and Reasoned Inquiry
	2b:Analyzing the basic elements of an idea, experience, or theory, such as examining a particular case or situation in depth and considering its components; 2c: Synthesizing and organizing ideas, information, or experiences into new, more complex interpretations and relationships; 11e:Thinking critically and analytically
	GRE Analytical Writing
	Rubric Specific
	Reports to be submitted to general education office in Spring 2005 (per announcement in meeting at CAS Chair's Council, November 2004); trends, strengths/weaknesses in math, English, physical education, LLL to be summarized by general education office.

	3. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students' Writing Abilities
	1c: Prepared two or more drafts of a paper or assignment before turning it in; 11c: Writing clearly and effectively
	GRE Analytical Writing
	Rubric Specific
	Reports to be submitted to general education office in Spring 2005 (per announcement in meeting at CAS Chair's Council, November 2004); trends, strengths/weaknesses in math, English, physical education, LLL to be summarized by general education office and

	4. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students' Speaking and Listening Abilities
	1b: Made a class presentation; 11d: Speaking clearly and effectively
	 
	Rubric Specific
	 

	5. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students' Reading Abilities
	4a: Number of assigned textbooks, books, or book-length packs of course readings; 4b: Number of books read on your own (not assigned) for personal enjoyment or academic enrichment
	GRE Verbal Reasoning
	Rubric Specific
	 

	6. Issues of Value and Belief: Enhancing Students' Capacities for Making Informed and Reasonable Choices
	2d: Making judgments about the value of information, arguments, or methods, such as examining how others gathered and interpreted data and assessing the soundness of their conclusions; 11m: Solving real-world problems
	 
	Rubric Specific
	Reports to be submitted to general education office in Spring 2005 (per announcement in meeting at CAS Chair's Council, November 2004); trends, strengths/weaknesses in math, English, physical education, LLL to be summarized by general education office and

	7. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Encourage Participatory Citizenship
	1k: Participated in a community-based project as part of a regular course; 1v: Had serious conversations with students who are very different from you in terms of their religious beliefs, political opinions, or personal values; 7b: Community service or volunteer work; 11i: Voting in local, state, or national elections; 11o: Contributing to the welfare of your community
	 
	Rubric Specific
	Reports to be submitted to general education office in Spring 2005 (per announcement in meeting at CAS Chair's Council, November 2004); trends, strengths/weaknesses in math, English, physical education, LLL to be summarized by general education office and

	8. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Acknowledge the Value of Learning
	1j: Tutored or taught other students (paid or voluntary); 1s: Worked with faculty members on activities other than course work (committees, orientation, student life activities, etc.); 11j: Learning effectively on your own
	 
	Rubric Specific
	Reports to be submitted to general education office in Spring 2005 (per announcement in meeting at CAS Chair's Council, November 2004); trends, strengths/weaknesses in math, English, physical education, LLL to be summarized by general education office and

	9. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Facilitate Adaptation to Change
	1e: Included diverse perspectives (different races, religions, genders, political beliefs, etc.) in class discussions or writing assignments; 1u: Had serious conversations with students of a different race or ethnicity than your own; 1v: Had serious conversations with students who are very different than you in terms of their religious beliefs, political opinions, or personal values; 11l: Understanding people of other racial and ethnic backgrounds; 11n: Developing a personal code of values and ethics
	 
	Rubric Specific
	Reports to be submitted to general education office in Spring 2005 (per announcement in meeting at CAS Chair's Council, November 2004); trends, strengths/weaknesses in math, English, physical education, LLL to be summarized by general education office and


Table Two: Summary of General Education Student Learning Outcomes Indicators by General Education Program Objective (Summer 2005)

	General Education Objectives
	Assessment One: NSSE Assessment Questions
	Assessment Two: GRE Examination
	Assessment Three: Capstone Courses
	Assessment Four: Departmental Reports and Interviews with General Education Faculty

	1. Critical Thinking: Developing Students' Capacities For Independent Thinking
	Overall, students indicate that they "often" work on papers of projects that require the integration of ideas, ask questions in class, and apply theories learned in class. Senior students score significantly lower in respect to "asking questions in class or contributing to class discussions" when compared to other doctoral intensive institutions and "applying theories or problems to practical problems or real world situations" when compared to all NSSE participating institutions.
	ISU students score in the 32nd percentile in analytical writing and on the 42nd percentile on the verbal section; these scores are not outside what the normal distribution of national scores, however.
	not yet implemented
	Interviews with several general education faculty indicate that students may not be acceptant of teaching methods other than lecture. Students may need assistance thinking outside their own world view, or outside their major areas of interest; curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.

	2. Critical Thinking: Developing Students' Capacities For Critical Analysis and Reasoned Inquiry
	Overall, seniors students state that they "often" analyze basic elements of ideas, synthesize and organize ideas, and think critically and analytically.Senior students score significantly lower when compared to other NSSE participating and doctoral intensive institutions in respect to "analyzing basic elements of an idea, experience, or theory," "synthesizing and organizing ideas, information, or experiences," and "thinking critically and analytically"
	ISU students score in the 32nd percentile in analytical writing and on the 42nd percentile on the verbal section, and in the 26th percentile on the quantitative section; these scores are not outside what the normal distribution of national scores, however.
	not yet implemented
	Students tend to ask insightful questions, but need to move beyond wanting to merely memorize facts; curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.

	3.. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students' Writing Abilities
	Overall, seniors report that they "write clearly and effectively" quite a "sometimes" prepare a draft of a paper before turning it in. Senior students score significantly lower that other NSSE participating institutions in respect to "preparing two or more drafts of a paper of assignment before turning it in."
	ISU students score in the 32nd percentile on analytical writing examination; these scores are not outside what the normal distribution of national scores, however.
	not yet implemented
	Interviews with faculty indicate that students need to continue learning how to write, especially focusing on organization and grammar--however students do seem to be aware of everyday issues in their writing; curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.

	4. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students' Speaking and Listening Abilities
	Senior students report making class presentations between "sometimes" and "often;" and report that ISU helped them "speak clearly and effectively," between "some" and "quite a bit." Senior students score significantly lower in respect to "speaking clearly and effectively" when compared to other NSSE institutions
	 
	not yet implemented
	Interviews with faculty indicate that students tend to listen when they are interested, but tend to be passive listeners. Curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.

	5. Communication Skills: Enhancing Students' Reading Abilities
	Senior student score significantly lower in respect to "number of assigned books or book-length packs of course readings" and "number of books read on your own (not assigned) for personal enjoyment or academic enrichment" when compared to NSSE-participating and doctoral intensive institutions
	ISU students score on the 42nd percentile on the verbal section; this scores are not outside what the normal distribution of national scores, however.
	not yet implemented
	Interviews with general education indicate that students tend to avoid reading required materials in class; curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.

	6. Issues of Value and Belief: Enhancing Students' Capacities for Making Informed and Reasonable Choices
	Senior students indicate that their coursework has helped them between "some" and "quite a bit" in respect to making judgments about the value of information, arguments, etc, and in respect to solving complex real world problems. Senior students score significantly lower on "making judgments about the value of information, arguments or methods" when compared to all other NSSE participating institutions.
	 
	not yet implemented
	Curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.

	7. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Encourage Participatory Citizenship
	Senior students report having serious conversations with students very different from them and contributing to the welfare their community between "some" and "quite a bit; they report voting and participating in community projects as part of a course between "very little" and "some." Senior students score significantly higher on "participating in community project as part of a course" when compared to all other NSSE participating institutions;" averages significantly lower for seniors in respect to "having serious conversations with students very different than you," "voting" and "contributing to welfare of your community."
	 
	not yet implemented
	Interviews with faculty indicate that students tend to know how to be good citizens; curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.

	8. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Acknowledge the Value of Learning
	Seniors report work learning effectively on their own between "some" and "quite a bit," and report tutoring or teaching other students and working with faculty on activities other than course work between "very little" and "some." Senior students score significantly higher on "working with faculty on activities other than course work" when compared to other doctoral intensive institutions," and significantly lower on "learning effectively on your own" when compared to other NSSE-participating institutions."
	 
	not yet implemented
	Interviews with faculty indicate that students tend to acknowledge the need for life-long learning; curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.

	9. Life-Long Learning: Helping Students Develop Knowledge and Skills That Facilitate Adaptation to Change
	Senior students report including diverse perspective in class discussions, having serious conversations with students of different races or ethnicities, having serious conversations with students of different religious beliefs, political opinions, or personal values, understanding people of other racial and ethnic backgrounds, and developing a personal code of values and ethics between "sometimes" and "often."Senior students score significantly higher on "understanding people of other racial and ethnic backgrounds" when compared to other doctoral intensive institutions, and significantly lower, for seniors when compared to all other NSSE participating institutions.
	 
	not yet implemented
	Interviews with general education faculty indicate that students tend to be averse to different methods of accomplishing learning and practical tasks; curriculum review indicates emphasis on experiential learning.


For NSSE results, please refer to the following link:

http://irt2.indstate.edu/home/stats/surveys/documents/NSSE_2003_Senior.pdf
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�We need up front to declare that the seniors tested this year were certainly under GE 89, not GE 2000.


�Shouldn’t the size of the population tested be stated up front instead of being delayed to the last page?


�On page 4, it is stated that our students do not score as well on SAT/Act as those at IU and Purdue, the true Doc. Intensive Universities in Indiana.  Doesn’t the fact that our true peer group is comprised of the other “middle level” universities in Indiana and the NSSE database.  There is a kind of false comparison here, as a result.  Perhaps our student’s NSSE scores are lower than the Doc. Intensive average because our students’ entry level skills are lower.


�I’d like a list of these institutions appended, especially if this means Doc intensive institutions.


�Again, this is possibly because we are not really doc intensive in student population size and background, so we have an advantage over larger, true doc intensive universities in these areas.


�This is the infor that needs to be stated up front so that readers know this while being introduced to the broad results.


�This is slightly inaccurate, for the reports are materials submitted in response to a request for assessment and review.


�What about IUPUI?


�These, of course, are significantly different in mission and student clientele than IU and Purdue.


�Could we somehow incorporate commentary on which numbers are statistically significant throughout the following pages?  For example, immediately below, are the differences between 3.2 & 3, and 2.96 & 3.09 statistically significant?  What, exactly, do these numbers tell us?


�What is the national average?


�National average is?


�Why below are there two sets of numbers in response to voting in elections?


�Expand to provide more detail/explanation of findings?


�Expand?


�Insert “course assessment and review materials”?


�Comment needed here on GE89 vs. GE 2000 populations and need to have senior survey that includes all GE 2000 students and no or few GE 89 students.
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