Olympic College Student Enga‘gement Survey
Comparison of Results

(Survey Administered Winter 2005 and 2007)

There are 5 key benchmark areas for comparison on the Student Engage%e‘nt Survey:

* Active and Collaborative Learning
e Student Effort

. Academiic Challenge

e Support For Learners

e Student Faculty Interaction

Each of these categorief has several survey items (questions) that help dete‘rmine the overall

benchmark score. v |

The area where Olympic College went up the most overall in 2007 (as co%p%red to our 2005
survey results) was Student - Faculty Interaction. The mean score for all|but one of the
question in this area went up. !

The area where Olympic College went down the most overall in 2007 (as conpared to our 2005
survey results) was Active and Collaborative Learning. The mean score for #II but one of the
questions in this area went down. |

The areas of Student Effort and Support for Learning both went up and Academic Challenge
went down in 2007,

Below are charts of the five key areas by survey item with a comparison of our 2005 and 2007
mean scores for each question:

Student-Faculty Interaction ‘ 2005 Meén 2007 Mean
Used email to communicate with an instructor / 2.05 2.52
Discussed grades or assignments with an instructor ' 2.44 2.48
Talked about career plans with an instructor or advisor , 2.06 211
Discussed ideas from your readings or classes with instructors |

outside of class 1.71 | 1.72
Received prompt feedback (written or oral) from instructors on your

performance 2.68 | 2.75
Worked with instructors on activities other than coursework. 140 | | 1.35

Benchmark Score 50.1 . 52.0




Active and Collaborative Learning

2005 Mean 2007 Mean
Asked questions in class or contributed to class discussions 2.92_. W ﬁ N
_ -Made a LI;;;-J-FESEMMIET 2 CI; 1.91
Worked with mhe-: Ltt;d;anth on projects during class ] 2.71 2,59
Worked with classmates outside of class to prepare class assignments 2.06 i 1.99 |
Tutored or taught other students (paid or voluntary) 1.46 1.43
Participated in a community-based pro;efEa part of a rﬁ_gular I =g
course 1.24 1.25
I Discussed n-:E fram your rﬁﬂdlngs?l;laf.sr:s with others outside of iy N 1
class (students, family rnemherﬂ-wnrkerj. eE._} 2.69 2.63 __‘
Benchmark Score 55.5 51.7
2005 Mean 2007 Mean
2.48 | 2.60
| 2.82
|
Number of books read on ybur own (not assigned) for personal
enjoyment or academic enrjchment 2.23 2.23
Preparing for class (studyiné, reading, writing, rehearsing, doing
homework or other activities related to your program) 2.22 |
1.50 | 151
Frequency: Skill labs (writing, math, etc.) 1.60 “ 160
Frequency: Computer lab | 2.03 | | 2.10
Benchmark Score 52.3 . 54.0
B 2005 Mean | 2007 Mean
' 2.90
|
1.78
1.92
2.29
k 1.70 | 1.75
| 1.48 139
47.3 47.8




Academic Challenge \‘

2005 Mean| 2007 Mean

Worked harder than you thought you could to meet an instructor's 1
standards or expectations i 2.45 | | 253
Analyzing the basic elements of an idea, experience, or theory 2.86 ‘ | 2.85
Synthesizing and organizin‘g ideas, information, or experiences in new | |
ways | 2.70 | an
Making judgments about the value or soundness of information, ‘[
arguments or methods 2.53 | . 246
Applying theories or concebts to practical problems or in new [‘ ‘
situations | 2.63 | . 263
Using information you havé read or heard to perform a new skill 2.74 | \ . 2.70
Number of assigned textbooks, manuals, books or book-length packs ‘ |
of course readings 2.73 l 2.85
Number of written papers &ar reports of any length 2.80 [L 2.89
Mark the box that best repwesents the extent to which your :
examinations during the current school year have challenged you to ‘
do your best work at this c&llege 4.99 | 4.98

1 I
Encouraging you to spend %igniﬂcant amounts of time studying 2.90 | 2.92
Benchmark Score 1 50.5 \ 500

Notes: (1) The mean score for any particular question is dependent on the scale|used for that question.
The above chart is useful for over-time comparisons of the same question, but hould not be used to
compare one question to another (2) Each benchmark score was computed by averagmg the scores on
the survey items that comprise that benchmark. To compensate for disproportionately large numbers
of full-time students in the sample, all means used in the creation of the benchmarks are weighted by

full- and part-time status.




