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NSSE and the Concept of 
Student Engagement
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What is Student Engagement?

What students do –
Time and energy devoted to studies and other 
educationally purposeful activities

What institutions do –
Using resources and effective educational practices to 
induce students to do the right things

Educationally effective institutions channel student 
energy toward the right activities



Seven Principles of Good Practice in 
Undergraduate Education
Student-faculty contact

Active learning

Prompt feedback

Time on task

High expectations

Experiences with diversity

Cooperation among students

Chickering, A. W. & Gamson, Z. F. (1987). Seven principles for good practice in undergraduate education.
AAHE: Bulletin, 39 (7), 3-7.



Other Supporting Literature

After reviewing approximately 2,500 studies on 
college students from the 1990s, in addition to the 
more than 2,600 studies from 1970 to 1990, Ernest 
Pascarella and Patrick Terenzini concluded student 
engagement is a central component of student 
learning.
Pascarella, E. & Terenzini, P (2005). How college affects students: A third 
decade of research. San Francisco: Jossey-Bass Publishers. 

Presents institutional policies, programs, and 
practices that promote student success. Provides 
practical guidance on implementation of effective 
institutional practice in a variety of contexts.
Kuh, G. D., Kinzie, J., Schuh, J. H., Whitt, E.J., & Associates (2005). Student 
success in college: Creating conditions that matter. San Francisco: 
Jossey-Bass.



NSSE Background

Year Institutions
2001 thru 2010 1441

2011 754

2012 580

2013 617

2014 713

2015 585

2016 557

 Launched with grant from The 
Pew Charitable Trusts in 
1999, supported by 
institutional participation fees 
since 2002.

 Institution types, sizes, and 
locations represented in 
NSSE are largely 
representative of U.S. 
baccalaureate institutions.

 More than 1,600 baccalaureate-
granting colleges and 
universities in the US and 
Canada have participated to 
date.



Goals of NSSE Project

 Focus conversations on 
undergraduate quality

 Enhance institutional 
practice and improvement 
initiatives

 Foster comparative and 
consortium activity

 Provide systematic national 
data on “effective 
educational practices”



NSSE Survey Content

Engagement in meaningful 
academic experiences

Engagement in 
High-Impact Practices

Student reactions 
to college

Student background
information

Student learning 
& development



NSSE Engagement Indicators

Student – Faculty 
Interaction

Academic Challenge

Experiences with Faculty

Learning with Peers

Campus Environment

Meaningful Academic Engagement Themes Engagement Indicators



Survey Administration

 Census-administered first-year 
students & seniors

 Spring administration

 Multiple follow-ups to increase 
response rates

 Topical Modules provide 
option to delve deeper into 
the student experience



A Commitment to Data Quality

NSSE’s Psychometric Portfolio 
presents evidence of validity, 
reliability, and other indicators 
of data quality. It serves 
higher education leaders, 
researchers, and 
professionals who 
use NSSE.

See the Psychometric Portfolio 
nsse.indiana.edu/html/psychometric_portfolio.cfm 



Selected NSSE Results for 
AUB
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NSSE 2016 Institutions
by Carnegie Classification
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				Doc/Highest		Doc/Higher		Doc/
Moderate		Master's L		Master's M		Master's S		Bac/A&S		Bac/Diverse

		NSSE Schools		5%		9%		8%		28%		13%		7%		15%		15%

		All Bachelor's Degree-Granting Schools		7%		6%		6%		25%		11%		7%		17%		22%







NSSE 2016 Survey 
Population and Respondents

 More than 1.3 million students were 
invited to participate in NSSE 2016, 
with 311,086 responding from 512 
institutions.

 AUB Comparison Peer Group: 
Boston College , Howard University, 
Lehigh University, Pace University , 
Villanova University

 1,868 AUB students were invited to 
participate, with 352 responding, 
19% RR.



NSSE 2016 U.S. Institution 
Response Rates
AUB’s response rate = 19%, 20% for First 
Year students and 17% for Seniors

All NSSE 2016 institutions = 29%

NSSE 2016 
U.S. Average 
Institutional 

Response Rates 
by Enrollment:

Undergraduate 
Enrollment

Number of 
Institutions

Avg. Institutional 
Response Rate

2,500 or fewer 242 36%
2,501 to 4,999 96 27%
5,000 to 9,999 85 23%
10,000 or more 89 21%
All institutions 512 29%



Respondent Profile
First Year % Senior %

Major
 Arts & Humanities
 Biological Sci., Agriculture,   & Natural Resources
 Physical Sci., Mathematics, & Computer Science
 Social Sciences
 Business
 Communications, Media, & Public Relations
 Education
 Engineering
 Health Professions
 Social Service Professions
 All Other
 Undecided, Undeclared

2
7
6
9

10
2
1

41
18
0
2
2

7
21
11
30
15
2
7
1
1
4
0
0

Gender
 Male 
 Female

47
51

34
66



NSSE 2016 Results for AUB

Overall results compared 
to norm group for each 
Engagement Indicator.

AUB students
compared with

NSSE 2015 & 2016
Theme Engagement Indicator First-year Senior

Academic 
Challenge

Higher-Order Learning ▽ --

Reflective & Integrative Learning ▼ --

Learning Strategies ▼ --

Quantitative Reasoning -- --

Learning 
with Peers

Collaborative Learning ▽ --

Discussions with Diverse Others -- --

Experiences 
with Faculty

Student-Faculty Interaction ▽ --

Effective Teaching Practices ▽ --

Campus 
Environment

Quality of Interactions ▼ ▼

Supportive Environment ▼ --



NSSE 2016 Results for AUB

Highest and lowest performing items compared to norms
First-year
Highest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016
Discussions with… People with religious beliefs other than your ownb (DD)

Spent more than 15 hours per week preparing for class

Discussions with… People with political views other than your ownb (DD)

Institution emphasis on studying and academic workc

Assigned more than 50 pages of writingg

Lowest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016
Institution emphasis on providing support to help students succeed academicallyc (SE)

Quality of interactions with other administrative staff and offices (…)d (QI)

Quality of interactions with student services staff (…)d (QI)

Quality of interactions with academic advisorsd (QI)

Quality of interactions with facultyd (QI)

Percentage Point Difference with NSSE 2015 & 2016
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																				NSSE 2016 Snapshot

																				American University of Beirut

		A Summary of Student Engagement Results

		Student engagement represents two critical features of collegiate quality. The first is the amount of time and effort students put into their studies and other educationally purposeful activities. The second is how institutional resources, courses, and other learning opportunities facilitate student participation in activities that matter to student learning. NSSE surveys first-year and senior students to assess their levels of engagement and related information about their experience at your institution.
																																																				Comparison Group
The comparison group 
featured in this report is

																																																						NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																						See your Selected Comparison Groups report for details. 

		
This Snapshot is a concise collection of key findings from your institution’s NSSE 2016 administration. We hope this information stimulates discussions about the undergraduate experience. Additional details about these and other results appear in the reports referenced throughout.



		Engagement Indicators																																																				Your students compared with

		Sets of items are grouped into ten Engagement Indicators, organized under four broad themes. At right are summary results for your institution. For details, see your Engagement Indicators report.


Key:																																																				NSSE 2015 & 2016

																						Theme								Engagement Indicator																								First-year								Senior										FY		SEN

																						Academic 
Challenge								Higher-Order Learning																								▽								--										2		3

																														Reflective & Integrative Learning																								▼								--										1		3

																														Learning Strategies																								▼								--										1		3

																														Quantitative Reasoning																								--								--										3		3

		▲		Your students’ average was significantly higher (p < .05) with an effect size at least .3 in magnitude.

																						Learning 
with Peers								Collaborative Learning																								▽								--										2		3

		△		Your students’ average was significantly higher (p < .05) with an effect size less than .3 in magnitude.																										Discussions with Diverse Others																								--								--										3		3



		--		No significant difference.																		Experiences 
with Faculty								Student-Faculty Interaction																								▽								--										2		3

		▽		Your students’ average was significantly lower (p < .05) with an effect size less than .3 in magnitude.																										Effective Teaching Practices																								▽								--										2		3



		▼		Your students’ average was significantly lower (p < .05) with an effect size at least .3 in magnitude.																		Campus Environment								Quality of Interactions																								▼								▼										1		1

																														Supportive Environment																								▼								--										1		3



		High-Impact Practices

		Due to their positive associations with student learning and retention, special undergraduate opportunities are designated "high-impact." For more details and statistical comparisons, see your High-Impact Practices report.																				First-year
Learning Community, Service-Learning, and Research w/Faculty																																																														AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																																		Participated in one HIP		48%		48%

																																																																																		Participated in two or more HIPs		10%		12%

																						Senior
Learning Community, Service-Learning, Research w/Faculty, Internship, Study Abroad, 
and Culminating Senior Experience

																																																																																				AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																																		Participated in one HIP		22%		22%

																																																																																		Participated in two or more HIPs		63%		65%
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&"Times New Roman,Regular"&8&P  •  NSSE 2016 SNAPSHOT		


Participated in two or more HIPs	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.62886597938144329	0.64631155581714739	Participated in one HIP	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.21649484536082475	0.22478500425086653	







Participated in two or more HIPs	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	9.6551724137931033E-2	0.11623125560729697	Participated in one HIP	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.48275862068965514	0.47688725594907505	







page2

																				NSSE 2016 Snapshot

																				American University of Beirut

		Academic Challenge: Additional Results

		The Academic Challenge theme contains four Engagement Indicators as well as several important individual items. The results presented here provide an overview of these individual items. For more information about the Academic Challenge theme, see your Engagement Indicators report. To further explore individual item results, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons, the Major Field Report, the Online Institutional Report, or the Report Builder—Institution Version.







		Time Spent Preparing for Class

		This figure reports the average weekly class preparation time for your first-year and senior students compared to students in your comparison group. 																														First-year																																						Senior

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		15.0

																																																																												AUB		15.6

																																																																						First-year

																																Senior																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		14.6

																																																																												AUB		16.2









		Reading and Writing

		These figures summarize the number of hours your students spent reading for their courses and the average number of pages of assigned writing compared to students in your comparison group. Each is an estimate calculated from two or more separate survey questions.																				First-year

																																																																						Senior								Avg. Hours Reading 
per Week														Avg. Number of 
Written Pages

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		7.5												NSSE 2015 & 2016		81.9

																																																																												AUB		7.8												AUB		95.7

																						Senior																																																First-year

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		7.0												NSSE 2015 & 2016		49.7

																																																																												AUB		6.8												AUB		62.2







		Challenging Students to Do Their Best Work																																						Academic Emphasis

		To what extent did students' courses challenge them to do their best work? Response options ranged from 1 = "Not at all" 
to 7 = "Very much."																																						How much did students say their institution emphasizes spending significant time studying and on academic work? Response options included "Very much," "Quite a bit," "Some," and "Very little."







						First-year																Senior

																																										First-year																																				FY						Senior

																																																																														AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016				AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																												Low challenge 
(1 or 2)		4%		1%				2%		2%

																																																																												Moderate challenge
(3, 4, or 5)		53%		46%				50%		39%

																																																																												High challenge
(6 or 7)		43%		53%				48%		59%

																																										Senior

																																																																						Senior								Percentage Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		82%

																																																																												AUB		91%

																																																																						First-year

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		83%

																																																																												AUB		91%
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&"Times New Roman,Regular"&8&P  •  NSSE 2016 SNAPSHOT		


Average Hours per Week 
on Course Reading

Avg. Hours Reading 
per Week	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	7.4652356087461653	7.8024390243902433	6.9910278502241407	6.8373015873015852	





Average Pages of 
Assigned Writing, Current Year

Avg. Number of 
Written Pages	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	81.878380930628879	95.738888888888894	49.650210994364045	62.152985074626862	







NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	14.994952585552156	15.590361445783133	14.635255020784582	16.1640625	

Average Hours per Week 

Preparing for Class





Low challenge 
(1 or 2)	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	4.1379310344827586E-2	1.4132163480525579E-2	2.1276595744680851E-2	1.8241496738193905E-2	Moderate challenge
(3, 4, or 5)	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.53103448275862064	0.45501510348287383	0.5	0.39254913223649118	High challenge
(6 or 7)	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.42758620689655175	0.53085273303660063	0.47872340425531917	0.5892093710253149	





Percentage Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	0.81946819021435635	0.90697674418604646	0.83138744661370212	0.90625	

Percentage Responding 

"Very much" or "Quite a bit"
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																				NSSE 2016 Snapshot

																				American University of Beirut

		Item Comparisons

		By examining individual NSSE questions, you can better understand what contributes to your institution's performance on the

		Engagement Indicators. This section displays the five questionsa on which your first-year and senior students scored the highest and the five questions on which they scored the lowest, relative to students in your comparison group. Parenthetical notes indicate whether an item belongs to a specific Engagement Indicator or is a High-Impact Practice. While these questions represent the largest differences (in percentage points), they may not be the most important to your institutional mission or current program or policy goals. For additional results, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons report.









		First-year

		Highest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016																																																																														Item #		Difference

		Discussions with… People with religious beliefs other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8c.		11.2

		Spent more than 15 hours per week preparing for class																																																																														15a.		9.0

		Discussions with… People with political views other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8d.		8.2

		Institution emphasis on studying and academic workc																																																																														14a.		7.5

		Assigned more than 50 pages of writingg																																																																														7.		4.8



		Lowest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Institution emphasis on providing support to help students succeed academicallyc (SE)																																																																														14b.		-20.2

		Quality of interactions with other administrative staff and offices (…)d (QI)																																																																														13e.		-22.0

		Quality of interactions with student services staff (…)d (QI)																																																																														13d.		-23.2

		Quality of interactions with academic advisorsd (QI)																																																																														13b.		-27.3

		Quality of interactions with facultyd (QI)																																																																														13c.		-31.6



																																												Percentage Point Difference with NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Senior

		Highest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Discussions with… People with religious beliefs other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8c.		13.6

		Discussions with… People with political views other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8d.		11.5

		Institution emphasis on attending events that address important social/econ./polit. issuesc (SE)																																																																														14i.		10.6

		Institution emphasis on encouraging contact among students from different backgrounds...c (SE)																																																																														14d.		8.9

		Institution emphasis on studying and academic workc																																																																														14a.		8.8



		Lowest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Institution emphasis on providing support to help students succeed academicallyc (SE)																																																																														14b.		-16.7

		Quality of interactions with student services staff (…)d (QI)																																																																														13d.		-17.0

		Quality of interactions with other administrative staff and offices (…)d (QI)																																																																														13e.		-22.1

		Quality of interactions with academic advisorsd (QI)																																																																														13b.		-27.0

		Quality of interactions with facultyd (QI)																																																																														13c.		-34.4



																																												Percentage Point Difference with NSSE 2015 & 2016

		
a. The displays on this page draw from the items that make up the ten Engagement Indicators (EIs), six High-Impact Practices (HIPs), and the additional academic challenge items reported 
     on page 2. Key to abbreviations for EI items: HO = Higher-Order Learning, RI = Reflective & Integrative Learning, LS = Learning Strategies, QR = Quantitative Reasoning, 
     CL = Collaborative Learning, DD = Discussions with Diverse Others, SF = Student-Faculty Interaction, ET = Effective Teaching Practices, QI = Quality of Interactions, SE = Supportive 
     Environment. HIP items are also indicated. Item numbering corresponds to the survey facsimile included in your Institutional Report and available on the NSSE website.
b. Combination of students responding "Very often" or "Often."
c. Combination of students responding "Very much" or "Quite a bit."
d. Rated at least 6 on a 7-point scale.
e. Percentage reporting at least "Some."
f. Estimate based on the reported amount of course preparation time spent on assigned reading.
g. Estimate based on number of assigned writing tasks of various lengths. 
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14b.	13e.	13d.	13b.	13c.	-20.226142357527806	-22.042704790987116	-23.179293979280043	-27.31132782891407	-31.637110032206895	



8c.	15a.	8d.	14a.	7.	11.200243226620657	8.9786546582761773	8.2436897479419287	7.486255338629789	4.8290804044294688	





14b.	13d.	13e.	13b.	13c.	-16.661811867451803	-16.971858457050782	-22.141417823799529	-27.031756429822295	-34.362462760498993	



8c.	8d.	14i.	14d.	14a.	13.580423349557378	11.54110117203281	10.56107935275012	8.8598048106804583	8.7508553971690191	



Item #

Item #
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																				NSSE 2016 Snapshot

																				American University of Beirut

		How Students Assess Their Experience

		Students' perceptions of their cognitive and affective development, as well as their overall satisfaction with the institution, provide useful evidence of their educational experiences. For more details, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons report.



		Perceived Gains Among Seniors																																								Satisfaction with AUB

		Students reported how much their experience at your institution contributed to their knowledge, skills, and personal development in ten areas.																																								Students rated their overall experience at the institution, and whether or not they would choose 
it again.





		Perceived Gains
(Sorted highest to lowest)																				Percentage of Seniors Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"																												Percentage Rating Their Overall Experience as "Excellent" or "Good"





		Thinking critically and analytically																						77%				77%														First-year

																																																																																		Students who had an 'excellent' or 'good' experience		Students who would 'probably' or 'definitely' go to your institution again

		Writing clearly and effectively																						74%				74%																																																				NSSE 2015 & 2016		87%		83%

																																																																																AUB		80%		75%

		Speaking clearly and effectively																						74%				74%														Senior

																																																																																NSSE 2015 & 2016		87%		84%

		Understanding people of other backgrounds 
  (econ., racial/ethnic, polit., relig., nation., etc.)																						70%				70%																																																				AUB		80%		83%



		Working effectively with others																						70%				70%



		Developing or clarifying a personal code 
  of values and ethics																						70%				70%																						Percentage Who Would "Definitely" or "Probably" Attend This Institution Again



		Analyzing numerical and statistical information																						65%				65%														First-year



		Being an informed and active citizen																						58%				58%



		Solving complex real-world problems																						57%				57%														Senior



		Acquiring job- or work-related knowledge 
  and skills																						49%				49%





		Administration Details

		Response Summary																																				Additional Questions

								Count						Resp. rate						Female						Full-time												Your institution administered the following additional question set(s):

		First-year						211						20%						51%						90%												Academic Advising

		Senior						141						17%						65%						91%												First-Year Experiences and Senior Transitions

		See your Administration Summary and Respondent Profile reports for more information.																																				See your Topical Module report(s) for results.



		What is NSSE?

		NSSE annually collects information at hundreds of four-year colleges and universities about student participation in activities and programs that promote their learning and personal development. The results provide an estimate of how undergraduates spend their time and what they gain from attending their college or university. Institutions use their data to identify aspects of the undergraduate experience that can be improved through changes in policy and practice.

NSSE has been in operation since 2000 and has been used at more than 1,600 colleges and universities in the US and Canada. More than 90% of participating institutions administer the survey on a periodic basis. 

Visit our website: nsse.indiana.edu


																																																																				NSSEID: 999030
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NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	0.86776276851303835	0.8	0.86647339305140847	0.8	





Students who would 'probably' or 'definitely' go to your institution again	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	0.82634891929958787	0.75294117647058822	0.84292080152120263	0.82539682539682535	
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NSSE 2016 Results for AUB

Highest and lowest performing items compared to norms
Senior
Highest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016
Discussions with… People with religious beliefs other than your ownb (DD)

Discussions with… People with political views other than your ownb (DD)

Institution emphasis on attending events that address important social/econ./polit. issuesc (SE)

Institution emphasis on encouraging contact among students from different backgrounds...c (SE)

Institution emphasis on studying and academic workc

Lowest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016
Institution emphasis on providing support to help students succeed academicallyc (SE)

Quality of interactions with student services staff (…)d (QI)

Quality of interactions with other administrative staff and offices (…)d (QI)

Quality of interactions with academic advisorsd (QI)

Quality of interactions with facultyd (QI)

Percentage Point Difference with NSSE 2015 & 2016
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		A Summary of Student Engagement Results

		Student engagement represents two critical features of collegiate quality. The first is the amount of time and effort students put into their studies and other educationally purposeful activities. The second is how institutional resources, courses, and other learning opportunities facilitate student participation in activities that matter to student learning. NSSE surveys first-year and senior students to assess their levels of engagement and related information about their experience at your institution.
																																																				Comparison Group
The comparison group 
featured in this report is

																																																						NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																						See your Selected Comparison Groups report for details. 

		
This Snapshot is a concise collection of key findings from your institution’s NSSE 2016 administration. We hope this information stimulates discussions about the undergraduate experience. Additional details about these and other results appear in the reports referenced throughout.



		Engagement Indicators																																																				Your students compared with

		Sets of items are grouped into ten Engagement Indicators, organized under four broad themes. At right are summary results for your institution. For details, see your Engagement Indicators report.


Key:																																																				NSSE 2015 & 2016

																						Theme								Engagement Indicator																								First-year								Senior										FY		SEN

																						Academic 
Challenge								Higher-Order Learning																								▽								--										2		3

																														Reflective & Integrative Learning																								▼								--										1		3

																														Learning Strategies																								▼								--										1		3

																														Quantitative Reasoning																								--								--										3		3

		▲		Your students’ average was significantly higher (p < .05) with an effect size at least .3 in magnitude.

																						Learning 
with Peers								Collaborative Learning																								▽								--										2		3

		△		Your students’ average was significantly higher (p < .05) with an effect size less than .3 in magnitude.																										Discussions with Diverse Others																								--								--										3		3



		--		No significant difference.																		Experiences 
with Faculty								Student-Faculty Interaction																								▽								--										2		3

		▽		Your students’ average was significantly lower (p < .05) with an effect size less than .3 in magnitude.																										Effective Teaching Practices																								▽								--										2		3



		▼		Your students’ average was significantly lower (p < .05) with an effect size at least .3 in magnitude.																		Campus Environment								Quality of Interactions																								▼								▼										1		1

																														Supportive Environment																								▼								--										1		3



		High-Impact Practices

		Due to their positive associations with student learning and retention, special undergraduate opportunities are designated "high-impact." For more details and statistical comparisons, see your High-Impact Practices report.																				First-year
Learning Community, Service-Learning, and Research w/Faculty																																																														AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																																		Participated in one HIP		48%		48%

																																																																																		Participated in two or more HIPs		10%		12%

																						Senior
Learning Community, Service-Learning, Research w/Faculty, Internship, Study Abroad, 
and Culminating Senior Experience

																																																																																				AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																																		Participated in one HIP		22%		22%

																																																																																		Participated in two or more HIPs		63%		65%
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Participated in two or more HIPs	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.62886597938144329	0.64631155581714739	Participated in one HIP	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.21649484536082475	0.22478500425086653	







Participated in two or more HIPs	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	9.6551724137931033E-2	0.11623125560729697	Participated in one HIP	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.48275862068965514	0.47688725594907505	
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		Academic Challenge: Additional Results

		The Academic Challenge theme contains four Engagement Indicators as well as several important individual items. The results presented here provide an overview of these individual items. For more information about the Academic Challenge theme, see your Engagement Indicators report. To further explore individual item results, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons, the Major Field Report, the Online Institutional Report, or the Report Builder—Institution Version.







		Time Spent Preparing for Class

		This figure reports the average weekly class preparation time for your first-year and senior students compared to students in your comparison group. 																														First-year																																						Senior

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		15.0

																																																																												AUB		15.6

																																																																						First-year

																																Senior																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		14.6

																																																																												AUB		16.2









		Reading and Writing

		These figures summarize the number of hours your students spent reading for their courses and the average number of pages of assigned writing compared to students in your comparison group. Each is an estimate calculated from two or more separate survey questions.																				First-year

																																																																						Senior								Avg. Hours Reading 
per Week														Avg. Number of 
Written Pages

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		7.5												NSSE 2015 & 2016		81.9

																																																																												AUB		7.8												AUB		95.7

																						Senior																																																First-year

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		7.0												NSSE 2015 & 2016		49.7

																																																																												AUB		6.8												AUB		62.2







		Challenging Students to Do Their Best Work																																						Academic Emphasis

		To what extent did students' courses challenge them to do their best work? Response options ranged from 1 = "Not at all" 
to 7 = "Very much."																																						How much did students say their institution emphasizes spending significant time studying and on academic work? Response options included "Very much," "Quite a bit," "Some," and "Very little."







						First-year																Senior

																																										First-year																																				FY						Senior

																																																																														AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016				AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																												Low challenge 
(1 or 2)		4%		1%				2%		2%

																																																																												Moderate challenge
(3, 4, or 5)		53%		46%				50%		39%

																																																																												High challenge
(6 or 7)		43%		53%				48%		59%

																																										Senior

																																																																						Senior								Percentage Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		82%

																																																																												AUB		91%

																																																																						First-year

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		83%

																																																																												AUB		91%
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Average Hours per Week 
on Course Reading

Avg. Hours Reading 
per Week	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	7.4652356087461653	7.8024390243902433	6.9910278502241407	6.8373015873015852	





Average Pages of 
Assigned Writing, Current Year

Avg. Number of 
Written Pages	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	81.878380930628879	95.738888888888894	49.650210994364045	62.152985074626862	







NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	14.994952585552156	15.590361445783133	14.635255020784582	16.1640625	

Average Hours per Week 

Preparing for Class





Low challenge 
(1 or 2)	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	4.1379310344827586E-2	1.4132163480525579E-2	2.1276595744680851E-2	1.8241496738193905E-2	Moderate challenge
(3, 4, or 5)	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.53103448275862064	0.45501510348287383	0.5	0.39254913223649118	High challenge
(6 or 7)	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.42758620689655175	0.53085273303660063	0.47872340425531917	0.5892093710253149	





Percentage Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	0.81946819021435635	0.90697674418604646	0.83138744661370212	0.90625	

Percentage Responding 

"Very much" or "Quite a bit"
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		Item Comparisons

		By examining individual NSSE questions, you can better understand what contributes to your institution's performance on the

		Engagement Indicators. This section displays the five questionsa on which your first-year and senior students scored the highest and the five questions on which they scored the lowest, relative to students in your comparison group. Parenthetical notes indicate whether an item belongs to a specific Engagement Indicator or is a High-Impact Practice. While these questions represent the largest differences (in percentage points), they may not be the most important to your institutional mission or current program or policy goals. For additional results, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons report.









		First-year

		Highest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016																																																																														Item #		Difference

		Discussions with… People with religious beliefs other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8c.		11.2

		Spent more than 15 hours per week preparing for class																																																																														15a.		9.0

		Discussions with… People with political views other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8d.		8.2

		Institution emphasis on studying and academic workc																																																																														14a.		7.5

		Assigned more than 50 pages of writingg																																																																														7.		4.8



		Lowest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Institution emphasis on providing support to help students succeed academicallyc (SE)																																																																														14b.		-20.2

		Quality of interactions with other administrative staff and offices (…)d (QI)																																																																														13e.		-22.0

		Quality of interactions with student services staff (…)d (QI)																																																																														13d.		-23.2

		Quality of interactions with academic advisorsd (QI)																																																																														13b.		-27.3

		Quality of interactions with facultyd (QI)																																																																														13c.		-31.6



																																												Percentage Point Difference with NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Senior

		Highest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Discussions with… People with religious beliefs other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8c.		13.6

		Discussions with… People with political views other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8d.		11.5

		Institution emphasis on attending events that address important social/econ./polit. issuesc (SE)																																																																														14i.		10.6

		Institution emphasis on encouraging contact among students from different backgrounds...c (SE)																																																																														14d.		8.9

		Institution emphasis on studying and academic workc																																																																														14a.		8.8



		Lowest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Institution emphasis on providing support to help students succeed academicallyc (SE)																																																																														14b.		-16.7

		Quality of interactions with student services staff (…)d (QI)																																																																														13d.		-17.0

		Quality of interactions with other administrative staff and offices (…)d (QI)																																																																														13e.		-22.1

		Quality of interactions with academic advisorsd (QI)																																																																														13b.		-27.0

		Quality of interactions with facultyd (QI)																																																																														13c.		-34.4



																																												Percentage Point Difference with NSSE 2015 & 2016

		
a. The displays on this page draw from the items that make up the ten Engagement Indicators (EIs), six High-Impact Practices (HIPs), and the additional academic challenge items reported 
     on page 2. Key to abbreviations for EI items: HO = Higher-Order Learning, RI = Reflective & Integrative Learning, LS = Learning Strategies, QR = Quantitative Reasoning, 
     CL = Collaborative Learning, DD = Discussions with Diverse Others, SF = Student-Faculty Interaction, ET = Effective Teaching Practices, QI = Quality of Interactions, SE = Supportive 
     Environment. HIP items are also indicated. Item numbering corresponds to the survey facsimile included in your Institutional Report and available on the NSSE website.
b. Combination of students responding "Very often" or "Often."
c. Combination of students responding "Very much" or "Quite a bit."
d. Rated at least 6 on a 7-point scale.
e. Percentage reporting at least "Some."
f. Estimate based on the reported amount of course preparation time spent on assigned reading.
g. Estimate based on number of assigned writing tasks of various lengths. 
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14b.	13e.	13d.	13b.	13c.	-20.226142357527806	-22.042704790987116	-23.179293979280043	-27.31132782891407	-31.637110032206895	



8c.	15a.	8d.	14a.	7.	11.200243226620657	8.9786546582761773	8.2436897479419287	7.486255338629789	4.8290804044294688	





14b.	13d.	13e.	13b.	13c.	-16.661811867451803	-16.971858457050782	-22.141417823799529	-27.031756429822295	-34.362462760498993	



8c.	8d.	14i.	14d.	14a.	13.580423349557378	11.54110117203281	10.56107935275012	8.8598048106804583	8.7508553971690191	



Item #

Item #
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		How Students Assess Their Experience

		Students' perceptions of their cognitive and affective development, as well as their overall satisfaction with the institution, provide useful evidence of their educational experiences. For more details, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons report.



		Perceived Gains Among Seniors																																								Satisfaction with AUB

		Students reported how much their experience at your institution contributed to their knowledge, skills, and personal development in ten areas.																																								Students rated their overall experience at the institution, and whether or not they would choose 
it again.





		Perceived Gains
(Sorted highest to lowest)																				Percentage of Seniors Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"																												Percentage Rating Their Overall Experience as "Excellent" or "Good"





		Thinking critically and analytically																						77%				77%														First-year

																																																																																		Students who had an 'excellent' or 'good' experience		Students who would 'probably' or 'definitely' go to your institution again

		Writing clearly and effectively																						74%				74%																																																				NSSE 2015 & 2016		87%		83%

																																																																																AUB		80%		75%

		Speaking clearly and effectively																						74%				74%														Senior

																																																																																NSSE 2015 & 2016		87%		84%

		Understanding people of other backgrounds 
  (econ., racial/ethnic, polit., relig., nation., etc.)																						70%				70%																																																				AUB		80%		83%



		Working effectively with others																						70%				70%



		Developing or clarifying a personal code 
  of values and ethics																						70%				70%																						Percentage Who Would "Definitely" or "Probably" Attend This Institution Again



		Analyzing numerical and statistical information																						65%				65%														First-year



		Being an informed and active citizen																						58%				58%



		Solving complex real-world problems																						57%				57%														Senior



		Acquiring job- or work-related knowledge 
  and skills																						49%				49%





		Administration Details

		Response Summary																																				Additional Questions

								Count						Resp. rate						Female						Full-time												Your institution administered the following additional question set(s):

		First-year						211						20%						51%						90%												Academic Advising

		Senior						141						17%						65%						91%												First-Year Experiences and Senior Transitions

		See your Administration Summary and Respondent Profile reports for more information.																																				See your Topical Module report(s) for results.



		What is NSSE?

		NSSE annually collects information at hundreds of four-year colleges and universities about student participation in activities and programs that promote their learning and personal development. The results provide an estimate of how undergraduates spend their time and what they gain from attending their college or university. Institutions use their data to identify aspects of the undergraduate experience that can be improved through changes in policy and practice.

NSSE has been in operation since 2000 and has been used at more than 1,600 colleges and universities in the US and Canada. More than 90% of participating institutions administer the survey on a periodic basis. 

Visit our website: nsse.indiana.edu


																																																																				NSSEID: 999030
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NSSE 2016 Results for AUB

First Conclusion

 First Year Students are lower than norms on all aspects of 
Engagement except on quantitative reasoning and 
discussion with diverse others.

 Senior students are similar to norms on all, except on faculty 
interactions where they are significantly lower.

 AUB’s positive differences with norms are in enhancing 
diversity and emphasis on academic work, for both first year 
and senior students.

 AUB’s large negative differences are in quality of interactions 
with faculty, advisors and  support services.



NSSE 2016 Results for AUB: 
(First-year students)

Engagement Indicator: Quality of Interactions 
 Indicate the quality of your interactions with the following people at your 

institution. 
 Means 4.0 and 4.1 (7point scale), both significantly lower than norms
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				Poor		2		3		4		5		6		Excellent

		Faculty		12%		11%		19%		40%		33%		17%		10%

		Advisor		21%		12%		17%		31%		29%		19%		13%







NSSE 2016 Results for AUB: 
(Seniors)

Engagement Indicator: Quality of Interactions 
 Indicate the quality of your interactions with the following people at your 

institution. 
 Means 4.2 and 4.4 (7point scale), both significantly lower than norms
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				Poor		2		3		4		5		6		Excellent

		Faculty		8%		9%		11%		21%		24%		11%		15%

		Advisor		11%		16%		7%		17%		22%		9%		17%







Quality of Interactions 
Percentage rating their interactions a 6 or 7 (on a scale from 
1="Poor" to 7="Excellent") with…    

First 
Year 

% 

Diff. 
from 

norms 

Seniors 
% 

Diff. 
from 

norms 
Students                

 

59 +2 54 -8 
Academic advisors 23 -27 27 -27 
Faculty 19 -32 26 -34 
Student services staff(career services, student 
activities, housing) 22 -23 26 -17 

Other administrative staff and offices (registrar, 
financial aid, etc.) 21 -22 20 -22 

Supportive Environment 
Percentage responding "Very much" or "Quite a bit" about 
how much the institution emphasized..    

    

Providing support to help students succeed 
academically 58 -20 56 -17 

Using learning support services (tutoring services, 
writing center, etc.) 58 -20 55 -13 

Providing support for your overall well-being 
(recreation, health care, counseling, etc.)   64 -8 49 -13 

Helping you manage your non-academic 
responsibilities (work, family, etc.)  - 37 -7 21 -11 

 


		Quality of Interactions

Percentage rating their interactions a 6 or 7 (on a scale from 1="Poor" to 7="Excellent") with…				
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		Faculty
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		-32

		26

		-34



		Student services staff(career services, student activities, housing)
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		Supportive Environment

Percentage responding "Very much" or "Quite a bit" about how much the institution emphasized..			

		

		

		

		



		Providing support to help students succeed academically

		58

		-20

		56

		-17



		Using learning support services (tutoring services, writing center, etc.)

		58

		-20

		55

		-13



		Providing support for your overall well-being (recreation, health care, counseling, etc.)		

		64

		-8

		49

		-13



		Helping you manage your non-academic responsibilities (work, family, etc.)		-

		37

		-7

		21

		-11









NSSE 2016 Results for AUB: 
(First-year students)

Engagement Indicator: Discussions with Diverse Others
 How often have you had discussions with people from the following 

groups? 
 Means are 3.2 and 3.3 (4 point scale) significantly higher than norms 
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				Never		Sometimes		Often		Very often

		People eith political views other than your own		8%		16%		25%		51%

		People with religious beliefs other than than your own		5%		16%		26%		53%







AUB Comparisons with Selected 
Peers and Norms: (First-year students)
Engagement Indicators: Learning Strategies and 
Collaborative Learning
 AUB means significantly lower on both 
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Engagement Indicators: Higher-Order Learning and Student-Faculty 
Interaction 
 Significant differences with selected peers on student faculty interactions 

only.

AUB Comparisons with Selected 
Peers and Norms (Seniors)
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Engagement Indicators Summary
Indicator First 

Year 
Diff. 
from 

norms 

Seniors Diff. 
from 

norms 

Academic  
Challenge 

Higher-Order Learning       
Reflective & Integrative Learning 
Learning Strategies 

   Quantitative Reasoning 
  

 

35.8 
30.8 
34.5 
25.1 

-.23* 
-.40* 
-.34* 
-.14 

39.9 
39.0 
37.3 
29.5 

-.08 
.00 
-.17 
-.03 

Learning 
with  
Peers 

Collaborative Learning 
  Discussions with Diverse Others 

 

30.7 
 

41.8 

-.17* 
 

.09 

32.5 
 

43.9 

-.03 
 

.17 
Experiences  
with 
Faculty 

Student-Faculty Interaction 

Effective Teaching Practices 
   

16.7 
 

37.2 

-.27** 
 

-.18* 

22.3 
 

39.7 

-.12 
 

-.06 

ampus  
nvironment 

uality of Interactions 
 upportive Environment 

 

33.5 
32.6 

-.70** 
-.34** 

33.9 
30.2 

-.76** 
-.21 

 


		Indicator

		First Year

		Diff. from norms

		Seniors

		Diff. from norms



				Academic 
Challenge

		Higher-Order Learning

		 

		 

		 



		

		Reflective & Integrative Learning



		

		Learning Strategies

		

		

		



		

		Quantitative Reasoning

		

		







		35.8

30.8

34.5

25.1

		-.23*

-.40*

-.34*

-.14

		39.9

39.0

37.3

29.5

		-.08

.00

-.17

-.03



				Learning with 
Peers

		Collaborative Learning

		

		



		

		Discussions with Diverse Others







		30.7



41.8

		-.17*



.09

		32.5



43.9

		-.03



.17



				Experiences 
with Faculty

		Student-Faculty Interaction



		

		Effective Teaching Practices





		

		16.7



37.2

		-.27**



-.18*

		22.3



39.7

		-.12



-.06



				Campus 
Environment

		Quality of Interactions

		



		

		Supportive Environment







		33.5

32.6

		-.70**

-.34**

		33.9

30.2

		-.76**

-.21









Overall HIP Participation First Year 
and Seniors
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65%

83%

57%
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22%
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25%
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AUB HIP Comparisons with Norms 
and Selected Peers

First-year AUB% Peers % Norms%

Learning Community
Service-Learning
Research with Faculty

Participated in at least one
Participated in two or more

11
54
6

58
10

29***
40**

5

54
18**

15
53
5

59
12

Senior
Learning Community
Service-Learning
Research with Faculty
Internship or Field Exp.
Study Abroad
Culminating Senior Exp.

Participated in at least one
Participated in two or more

22
63
24
53
8
40

85
63

36**
54
37*

78***
39***
56**

95***
83***

26
63
25
53
16*
48

87
65



AUB Comparisons with Norms and 
Selected Peers: (First-year students)

High‐Impact Practices
 Percentage of first-year students who participated in a learning 

community and in course-based service-learning.
 Percentage significantly lower than peers on learning community, and 

significantly higher than peers on service learning. 
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AUB Comparisons with Selected 
Peers and Norms

High‐Impact Practices
 Percentage of seniors who worked on a research project with a faculty 

member, and who did a culminating senior experience.
 AUB %s are significantly lower than selected peers but are similar to the 

norms.
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AUB Comparisons with Selected 
Peers and Norms
How do students spend their time?
 Percentage spending more than 10 hours per week preparing for 

class
 No significant differences with groups

Class AUB Selected 
Peers Norms

First-Year 68% 73% 64%

Senior 65% 67% 63%



AUB Comparisons with Selected 
Peers and Norms
How do students spend their time?
 Percentage of students spending more than 5 hours per week 

participating in co-curricular activities
 AUB mean similar to norms but lower than selected peer group

Class AUB Selected 
Peers Norms

First-Year 33% 49% 35

Senior 35% 49% 30



Academic Challenge: Additional 
Results 
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Academic Challenge: Additional 
Results 
Challenging Students to Do Their Best Work
"To what extent did students' courses challenge them to do their best work? 
Response options ranged from 1 = ""Not at all"" to 7 = ""Very much."""

Seniors

53%
46% 50%

39%

43%
53% 48%

59%
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100%
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Academic Challenge: Additional 
Results 
Academic Emphasis
How much did students say their institution emphasizes spending 
significant time studying and on academic work? Response options 
included "Very much," "Quite a bit," "Some," and "Very little."

82%

91%

83%

91%
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Percentage Responding 
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How Students Assess Their 
Experience

Perceived 
Gains Among 
Seniors
Students reported 
how much their 
experience at AUB 
contributed to their 
knowledge, skills, 
and personal 
development in ten 
areas.

57%

49%

Analyzing numerical and statistical information

Percentage of Seniors Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"

Thinking critically and analytically

Writing clearly and effectively

70%

70%

Speaking clearly and effectively

Understanding people of other backgrounds 
  (econ., racial/ethnic, polit., relig., nation., etc.)

Working effectively with others

Developing or clarifying a personal code 
  of values and ethics

Being an informed and active citizen

Solving complex real-world problems

Acquiring job- or work-related knowledge 
  and skills

58%

70%

65%

74%

74%

77%

Perceived Gains
(Sorted highest to lowest)
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		A Summary of Student Engagement Results

		Student engagement represents two critical features of collegiate quality. The first is the amount of time and effort students put into their studies and other educationally purposeful activities. The second is how institutional resources, courses, and other learning opportunities facilitate student participation in activities that matter to student learning. NSSE surveys first-year and senior students to assess their levels of engagement and related information about their experience at your institution.
																																																				Comparison Group
The comparison group 
featured in this report is

																																																						NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																						See your Selected Comparison Groups report for details. 

		
This Snapshot is a concise collection of key findings from your institution’s NSSE 2016 administration. We hope this information stimulates discussions about the undergraduate experience. Additional details about these and other results appear in the reports referenced throughout.



		Engagement Indicators																																																				Your students compared with

		Sets of items are grouped into ten Engagement Indicators, organized under four broad themes. At right are summary results for your institution. For details, see your Engagement Indicators report.


Key:																																																				NSSE 2015 & 2016

																						Theme								Engagement Indicator																								First-year								Senior										FY		SEN

																						Academic 
Challenge								Higher-Order Learning																								▽								--										2		3

																														Reflective & Integrative Learning																								▼								--										1		3

																														Learning Strategies																								▼								--										1		3

																														Quantitative Reasoning																								--								--										3		3

		▲		Your students’ average was significantly higher (p < .05) with an effect size at least .3 in magnitude.

																						Learning 
with Peers								Collaborative Learning																								▽								--										2		3

		△		Your students’ average was significantly higher (p < .05) with an effect size less than .3 in magnitude.																										Discussions with Diverse Others																								--								--										3		3



		--		No significant difference.																		Experiences 
with Faculty								Student-Faculty Interaction																								▽								--										2		3

		▽		Your students’ average was significantly lower (p < .05) with an effect size less than .3 in magnitude.																										Effective Teaching Practices																								▽								--										2		3



		▼		Your students’ average was significantly lower (p < .05) with an effect size at least .3 in magnitude.																		Campus Environment								Quality of Interactions																								▼								▼										1		1

																														Supportive Environment																								▼								--										1		3



		High-Impact Practices

		Due to their positive associations with student learning and retention, special undergraduate opportunities are designated "high-impact." For more details and statistical comparisons, see your High-Impact Practices report.																				First-year
Learning Community, Service-Learning, and Research w/Faculty																																																														AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																																		Participated in one HIP		48%		48%

																																																																																		Participated in two or more HIPs		10%		12%

																						Senior
Learning Community, Service-Learning, Research w/Faculty, Internship, Study Abroad, 
and Culminating Senior Experience

																																																																																				AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																																		Participated in one HIP		22%		22%

																																																																																		Participated in two or more HIPs		63%		65%
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Participated in two or more HIPs	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.62886597938144329	0.64631155581714739	Participated in one HIP	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.21649484536082475	0.22478500425086653	







Participated in two or more HIPs	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	9.6551724137931033E-2	0.11623125560729697	Participated in one HIP	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.48275862068965514	0.47688725594907505	
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		Academic Challenge: Additional Results

		The Academic Challenge theme contains four Engagement Indicators as well as several important individual items. The results presented here provide an overview of these individual items. For more information about the Academic Challenge theme, see your Engagement Indicators report. To further explore individual item results, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons, the Major Field Report, the Online Institutional Report, or the Report Builder—Institution Version.







		Time Spent Preparing for Class

		This figure reports the average weekly class preparation time for your first-year and senior students compared to students in your comparison group. 																														First-year																																						Senior

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		15.0

																																																																												AUB		15.6

																																																																						First-year

																																Senior																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		14.6

																																																																												AUB		16.2









		Reading and Writing

		These figures summarize the number of hours your students spent reading for their courses and the average number of pages of assigned writing compared to students in your comparison group. Each is an estimate calculated from two or more separate survey questions.																				First-year

																																																																						Senior								Avg. Hours Reading 
per Week														Avg. Number of 
Written Pages

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		7.5												NSSE 2015 & 2016		81.9

																																																																												AUB		7.8												AUB		95.7

																						Senior																																																First-year

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		7.0												NSSE 2015 & 2016		49.7

																																																																												AUB		6.8												AUB		62.2







		Challenging Students to Do Their Best Work																																						Academic Emphasis

		To what extent did students' courses challenge them to do their best work? Response options ranged from 1 = "Not at all" 
to 7 = "Very much."																																						How much did students say their institution emphasizes spending significant time studying and on academic work? Response options included "Very much," "Quite a bit," "Some," and "Very little."







						First-year																Senior

																																										First-year																																				FY						Senior

																																																																														AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016				AUB		NSSE 2015 & 2016

																																																																												Low challenge 
(1 or 2)		4%		1%				2%		2%

																																																																												Moderate challenge
(3, 4, or 5)		53%		46%				50%		39%

																																																																												High challenge
(6 or 7)		43%		53%				48%		59%

																																										Senior

																																																																						Senior								Percentage Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		82%

																																																																												AUB		91%

																																																																						First-year

																																																																												NSSE 2015 & 2016		83%

																																																																												AUB		91%
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Average Hours per Week 
on Course Reading

Avg. Hours Reading 
per Week	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	7.4652356087461653	7.8024390243902433	6.9910278502241407	6.8373015873015852	





Average Pages of 
Assigned Writing, Current Year

Avg. Number of 
Written Pages	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	81.878380930628879	95.738888888888894	49.650210994364045	62.152985074626862	







NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	14.994952585552156	15.590361445783133	14.635255020784582	16.1640625	

Average Hours per Week 

Preparing for Class





Low challenge 
(1 or 2)	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	4.1379310344827586E-2	1.4132163480525579E-2	2.1276595744680851E-2	1.8241496738193905E-2	Moderate challenge
(3, 4, or 5)	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.53103448275862064	0.45501510348287383	0.5	0.39254913223649118	High challenge
(6 or 7)	

AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	0.42758620689655175	0.53085273303660063	0.47872340425531917	0.5892093710253149	





Percentage Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	0.81946819021435635	0.90697674418604646	0.83138744661370212	0.90625	

Percentage Responding 

"Very much" or "Quite a bit"
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		Item Comparisons

		By examining individual NSSE questions, you can better understand what contributes to your institution's performance on the

		Engagement Indicators. This section displays the five questionsa on which your first-year and senior students scored the highest and the five questions on which they scored the lowest, relative to students in your comparison group. Parenthetical notes indicate whether an item belongs to a specific Engagement Indicator or is a High-Impact Practice. While these questions represent the largest differences (in percentage points), they may not be the most important to your institutional mission or current program or policy goals. For additional results, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons report.









		First-year

		Highest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016																																																																														Item #		Difference

		Discussions with… People with religious beliefs other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8c.		11.2

		Spent more than 15 hours per week preparing for class																																																																														15a.		9.0

		Discussions with… People with political views other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8d.		8.2

		Institution emphasis on studying and academic workc																																																																														14a.		7.5

		Assigned more than 50 pages of writingg																																																																														7.		4.8



		Lowest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Institution emphasis on providing support to help students succeed academicallyc (SE)																																																																														14b.		-20.2

		Quality of interactions with other administrative staff and offices (…)d (QI)																																																																														13e.		-22.0

		Quality of interactions with student services staff (…)d (QI)																																																																														13d.		-23.2

		Quality of interactions with academic advisorsd (QI)																																																																														13b.		-27.3

		Quality of interactions with facultyd (QI)																																																																														13c.		-31.6



																																												Percentage Point Difference with NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Senior

		Highest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Discussions with… People with religious beliefs other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8c.		13.6

		Discussions with… People with political views other than your ownb (DD)																																																																														8d.		11.5

		Institution emphasis on attending events that address important social/econ./polit. issuesc (SE)																																																																														14i.		10.6

		Institution emphasis on encouraging contact among students from different backgrounds...c (SE)																																																																														14d.		8.9

		Institution emphasis on studying and academic workc																																																																														14a.		8.8



		Lowest Performing Relative to NSSE 2015 & 2016

		Institution emphasis on providing support to help students succeed academicallyc (SE)																																																																														14b.		-16.7

		Quality of interactions with student services staff (…)d (QI)																																																																														13d.		-17.0

		Quality of interactions with other administrative staff and offices (…)d (QI)																																																																														13e.		-22.1

		Quality of interactions with academic advisorsd (QI)																																																																														13b.		-27.0

		Quality of interactions with facultyd (QI)																																																																														13c.		-34.4



																																												Percentage Point Difference with NSSE 2015 & 2016

		
a. The displays on this page draw from the items that make up the ten Engagement Indicators (EIs), six High-Impact Practices (HIPs), and the additional academic challenge items reported 
     on page 2. Key to abbreviations for EI items: HO = Higher-Order Learning, RI = Reflective & Integrative Learning, LS = Learning Strategies, QR = Quantitative Reasoning, 
     CL = Collaborative Learning, DD = Discussions with Diverse Others, SF = Student-Faculty Interaction, ET = Effective Teaching Practices, QI = Quality of Interactions, SE = Supportive 
     Environment. HIP items are also indicated. Item numbering corresponds to the survey facsimile included in your Institutional Report and available on the NSSE website.
b. Combination of students responding "Very often" or "Often."
c. Combination of students responding "Very much" or "Quite a bit."
d. Rated at least 6 on a 7-point scale.
e. Percentage reporting at least "Some."
f. Estimate based on the reported amount of course preparation time spent on assigned reading.
g. Estimate based on number of assigned writing tasks of various lengths. 
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14b.	13e.	13d.	13b.	13c.	-20.226142357527806	-22.042704790987116	-23.179293979280043	-27.31132782891407	-31.637110032206895	



8c.	15a.	8d.	14a.	7.	11.200243226620657	8.9786546582761773	8.2436897479419287	7.486255338629789	4.8290804044294688	





14b.	13d.	13e.	13b.	13c.	-16.661811867451803	-16.971858457050782	-22.141417823799529	-27.031756429822295	-34.362462760498993	



8c.	8d.	14i.	14d.	14a.	13.580423349557378	11.54110117203281	10.56107935275012	8.8598048106804583	8.7508553971690191	



Item #

Item #
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		How Students Assess Their Experience

		Students' perceptions of their cognitive and affective development, as well as their overall satisfaction with the institution, provide useful evidence of their educational experiences. For more details, see your Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons report.



		Perceived Gains Among Seniors																																								Satisfaction with AUB

		Students reported how much their experience at your institution contributed to their knowledge, skills, and personal development in ten areas.																																								Students rated their overall experience at the institution, and whether or not they would choose 
it again.





		Perceived Gains
(Sorted highest to lowest)																				Percentage of Seniors Responding 
"Very much" or "Quite a bit"																												Percentage Rating Their Overall Experience as "Excellent" or "Good"





		Thinking critically and analytically																						77%				77%														First-year

																																																																																		Students who had an 'excellent' or 'good' experience		Students who would 'probably' or 'definitely' go to your institution again

		Writing clearly and effectively																						74%				74%																																																				NSSE 2015 & 2016		87%		83%

																																																																																AUB		80%		75%

		Speaking clearly and effectively																						74%				74%														Senior

																																																																																NSSE 2015 & 2016		87%		84%

		Understanding people of other backgrounds 
  (econ., racial/ethnic, polit., relig., nation., etc.)																						70%				70%																																																				AUB		80%		83%



		Working effectively with others																						70%				70%



		Developing or clarifying a personal code 
  of values and ethics																						70%				70%																						Percentage Who Would "Definitely" or "Probably" Attend This Institution Again



		Analyzing numerical and statistical information																						65%				65%														First-year



		Being an informed and active citizen																						58%				58%



		Solving complex real-world problems																						57%				57%														Senior



		Acquiring job- or work-related knowledge 
  and skills																						49%				49%





		Administration Details

		Response Summary																																				Additional Questions

								Count						Resp. rate						Female						Full-time												Your institution administered the following additional question set(s):

		First-year						211						20%						51%						90%												Academic Advising

		Senior						141						17%						65%						91%												First-Year Experiences and Senior Transitions

		See your Administration Summary and Respondent Profile reports for more information.																																				See your Topical Module report(s) for results.



		What is NSSE?

		NSSE annually collects information at hundreds of four-year colleges and universities about student participation in activities and programs that promote their learning and personal development. The results provide an estimate of how undergraduates spend their time and what they gain from attending their college or university. Institutions use their data to identify aspects of the undergraduate experience that can be improved through changes in policy and practice.

NSSE has been in operation since 2000 and has been used at more than 1,600 colleges and universities in the US and Canada. More than 90% of participating institutions administer the survey on a periodic basis. 

Visit our website: nsse.indiana.edu


																																																																				NSSEID: 999030
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NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	0.86776276851303835	0.8	0.86647339305140847	0.8	





Students who would 'probably' or 'definitely' go to your institution again	

NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	NSSE 2015 	&	 2016	AUB	0.82634891929958787	0.75294117647058822	0.84292080152120263	0.82539682539682535	
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Academic Advising Module 
Results for AUB
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Academic Advising Module

 Was answered by 120 First Year Students and 82 
Seniors.

 Responses compared to students from 307 institutions 
participating in this module.

 On all items FY students were significantly lower than 
norms.

 On most of the items SR students were lower than the 
norms.

 In general, scores for SR and FY students were similar 
except on few items (3)where FY students had higher 
scores and one item where SRs had higher score. 41



First Year and Senior Results as 
Compared to Norms

Item FY 
Mean

Norms Diff SR 
Mean

Norms

1. During the current school year, about how many times have you and an 
academic advisor discussed your academic interests, course selections, or 
academic performance? 7 point scale.

1.8 2.3*** -.40 2.0 2.4

2. During the current school year, to what extent have your academic 
advisors done the following?
a. Been available when needed
b. Listened closely to your concerns and questions
c. Informed you of important deadlines
d. Helped you understand academic rules and policies
e. Informed you of academic support options (tutoring, study groups, help 

with writing, etc.)
f. Provided useful information about courses
g. Helped you when you had academic difficulties
h. Helped you get information on special opportunities (study abroad, 

internship, research projects, etc.)
i. Discussed your career interests and post-graduation plans

2.8
2.7
2.4
2.4
2.2

2.4
2.2
2.1

2.2

3.0***
3.0***
2.8***
2.8***
2.8***

2.9***
2.7***
2.6***

2.6***

-.21
-.37
-.43
-.34
-.50

-.48
-.50
-.43

-.35

2.8
2.8
2.4
2.4
1.9

2.6
2.1
1.9

2.0

3.0
3.0

2.8*
2.7*
2.5**

2.8**
2.6**
2.5**

2.5**

3. During the current school year, how often have your academic advisors 
reached out to you about your academic progress or performance? (4 point 
scale)

1.6 1.9*** -.36 1.7 1.9*



FY and SR Frequency Comparisons

During the current school year, about how many times have you and an academic 
advisor discussed your academic interests, course selections, or academic performance

F           %FY % SR

0 18 23

1-2 55 44

3 19 17

˃3 8 16

During the current school year, how often have your academic advisors reached out to 
you about your academic progress or performance

FY Never 63% Sometimes 18% Often/v often  18%

SR Never  61 Sometimes   20 Often/v often   19%



First Year and Senior Results as 
Compared to Norms

Item FY % Norms 
%

SR % Norm
s %

4. During the current school year, which of the following has 
been your primary source of advice regarding your academic 
plans? (Select one.)
a. "Academic advisor(s) assigned  to you"
b. "Academic advisor(s) available to any student"
c. "Faculty or staff not formally assigned as an advisor"
d. "Online advising system (degree progress report, etc.)"
e. "Website, catalog, or other published sources"
f. Friends or other students
g. Family members
h. Other, please specify:
i. "I did not seek academic advice this year"

11
5
7
3
6
38
21
0
10

35
8
9
3
4
16
18
2
5

15
1
13
3
4
36
16
1
11

33
8

18
7
5
11
9
2
7



First Year Experience &  
Senior Transitions Module 
Results for AUB
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First Year Results as Compared to 
Norms

Item FY 
Mean

Norms

1. During the current school year, about how often have you done the 
following?
a. Studied when there were other interesting things to do
b. Found additional information for course assignments when you didn’t 

understand the material
c. Participated in course discussions, even when you didn’t feel like it
d. Asked instructors for help when you struggled with course assignments
e. Finished something you have started when you encountered challenges
f. Stayed positive, even when you did poorly on a test or assignment

3.2
2.9

2.5
2.3
2.9
2.9

2.8***
2.9

2.7
2.6***▼
3.1**▽

2.9

2. During the current school year, how difficult have the following been 
for you?
a. Learning course material
b. Managing your time
c. Getting help with school work
d. Interacting with faculty

3.4
3.9
3.1
2.9

3.4
3.8
2.9
2.8 46



First Year Results as Compared to 
Norms

4a. During the current school year, have you seriously considered leaving institution?
4b. [If answered "yes"] Why did you consider leaving?
a. Academics are too difficult 
b. Academics are too easy 
c. Other academic issues (major not offered, course availability, advising, credit transfer, 
d. Financial concerns (costs or financial aid) 
e. To change your career options (transfer to another school or program, military 

service, etc.)
f. Difficulty managing demands of school and work
g. Too much emphasis on partying
h. Not enough opportunities  to socialize and have fun
i. Relations with faculty and staff
j. Relations with other  students
k. Campus climate, location, or culture
l. Unsafe or hostile environment 
m. Personal reasons (family issues, physical or mental health, homesickness, stress, etc.) 

Another reason, please specify:

27%

47
3
33
30
7

20
0
30
13
13
3
0
10
20

33%

14
7
21
45
19

14
6
21
10
21
25
5
35
16

5. How important is it to you that you graduate from this institution? (6-point scale) 5.3 5.3



Senior Transitions as compared to 
Norms

Item SR % Norms%

1. After graduation, what best describes your immediate plans?
a. Full-time employment
b. Part-time employment
c. Graduate or professional school
d. Military service
e. Service or volunteer activity 
f. Internship (paid or unpaid)
g. Travel or gap year
h. No plans at this time
i. Other, please specify:

31
3

53
0
0
7
0
3
4

58
4

23
1
1
4
3
3
3

2. If immediate plans included full- or part-time employment Do you already have a 
job for after graduation?

29 43

3. To what extent have courses in your major(s) prepared you for your post-graduation 
plans?

2.6 3.0***▼

4. Do you intend to work eventually in a field related to your major(s 70% 86%**▼
5. Do you plan to be self-employed, an independent contractor, or a freelance worker 
someday

49% 21%**▲

6. Do you plan to start your own business (nonprofit or for-profit) someday? 45% 24%**▲



Senior Transitions as compared to 
Norms

1. How much confidence do you have in your ability to complete tasks requiring the 
following skills and abilities?

a. Critical thinking and analysis of arguments and information
b. Creative thinking and problem solving
c. Research skills
d. Clear writing
e. Persuasive speaking
f. Technological skills
g. Financial and business management skills
h. Entrepreneurial skills
i. Leadership skills
j. Networking and relationship building

3.6
3.5
3.3
3.5
3.3
3.0
2.4
2.4
3.2
3.0

3.5
3.5
3.3

3.3△
3.1△
3.1
2.6
2.4
3.3
3.1

2.  To what extent has your coursework in your major(s) emphasized following?
a. Generating new ideas or brainstorming
b. Taking risks in your coursework without fear of penalty
c. Evaluating multiple approaches to a problem
d. Inventing new methods to arrive at unconventional solutions

2.9
2.3
2.8
2.4

3.1*▼
2.5*▽
3.1*▼

2.7**▼



Comments Summary First Year

 Exams, difficult, all same time, need to spread them out, not 
reflective of material covered, grading system, cheating.

 Lack of parking, enough cafeterias around campus, and library 
space, upgrading of facilities.

 Too much work is required, academic intensive, draining, 
anxiety evoking, not enjoying, not focusing on overall growth 
and development.

 AUB greatly affected by surrounding environment, political 
parties, 

 Way instructors teach reading PowerPoints, not emphasizing 
thinking, their attitude arrogant, focusing on grades, do not care 
about students, 



Comments Summary First Year

 Knowledgeable advisors needed, their role needs to be 
clearly defined, health and mental issues not adequately 
dealt with.

 Experience helped enhance growth, made one a better 
person.

 Complaints about computer science department and 
psychology/sociology courses for FY students, registration 
process, and dormitories.

 Need better preparation for a career, more practical 
material and case studies.



Comments Summary Seniors
 Anxiety evoking, slow the pace, caring administration needed, over rated, 

poor advising maybe because of choice of advisors who do not have the 
skills or who are not fit to advise, obsessed with grades,  better grading 
examinations systems.

 Need to improve graphic design, economics, food science curriculum, 
architecture way instructors deal with students demotivating leading to low 
self-esteem.

 Ice results not taken into consideration, more study space at night, more 
places for students to hang out in.

 More courses in major or at least electives from major, more practical, relate 
to real life, teach life skills.

 Career counseling, need a course for how to prepare resumes and personal 
statements, career workshops, jobs of graduates, etc..



Thank You
kelhasan@aub.edu.lb
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