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RHE 1980: Terenzini et al. ff?

“This paper is concerned with a
methodology, not the validity of
the variables for all or most
purposes”

* No thresholding!

14 variables reduce to 4 dimensions
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Assessment: NSSE 2022

Est. 1849

Seniors Your seniors Your seniors Your seniors
compared with compared with compared with

Theme Engagement Indicator Peerish Peer Schools Liberal Arts College

Higher-Order Learning

Academic Reflective & Integrative Learning

Challenge Learning Strategies

Quantitative Reasoning

Learning with ~ Collaborative Learning

Peers Discussions with Diverse Others

Experiences Student-Faculty Interaction

with Faculty  Effactive Teaching Practices

A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A
A

Campus Quality of Interactions

Environment gy pportive Environment




Conclusions! f

ata
1. Keep it simplel

2. Have a feedback mechanism .
Conversations

Thank you!!
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