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Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board 

Texas Core Curriculum 
(Beginning fall 2014) 

 
Statement of purpose 

Through the Texas Core Curriculum (TCC), students gain a foundation of knowledge about 

human cultures and the physical and natural world, develop principles of personal and social 

responsibility for living in a diverse world, and advance intellectual and practical skills essential 

for all learning. 

 

Core objectives 

Definitions for the six core objectives for the TCC are as follows: 

 Critical Thinking Skills (CT) – creative thinking; innovation; inquiry; and analysis, 

evaluation and synthesis of information 

 Communication Skills (COM) – effective development, interpretation, and expression of 

ideas through written, oral, and visual communication 

 Empirical and Quantitative Skills (EQS) – manipulation and analysis of numerical data or 

observable facts resulting in informed conclusions 

 Teamwork (TW) – ability to consider different points of view and to work effectively with 

others to support a shared purpose or goal 

 Social Responsibility (PR) – intercultural competence, knowledge of civic responsibility, 

and the ability to engage effectively in regional, national, and global communities 

 Personal Responsibility (SR) – ability to connect choices, actions, and consequences to 

ethical decision-making 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source:  Texas Core Curriculum Application Guide, November 2015, Accessed from  

http://www.thecb.state.tx.us/reports/pdf/6003.pdf?CFID=44659157&CFTOKEN=11207005 

http://www.thecb.state.tx.us/reports/pdf/6003.pdf?CFID=44659157&CFTOKEN=11207005
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CRITICAL THINKING SKILLS 

Texas Core Curriculum 
 

General Education Objectives (Student Learning Outcomes)  

Explanation: Critical Thinking Skills (CT) are defined by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board as encompassing 
"creative thinking, innovation, inquiry, analysis, evaluation, and synthesis of information." 

CATEGORIES OF ASSESSMENT  
Explanation of issues  
-Explains an issue or problem using creative thinking, innovation, inquiry, analysis, evaluation and/or synthesis of 
information  
Evidence 
-Selects and uses information to investigate a point of view or conclusion  
Student’s position (perspective, thesis/hypothesis)  
-Presents a position related to the issue or problem  
Conclusions and related outcomes (implications and consequences)  
-Draws conclusions from and projects related outcomes (consequences or implications) for the issue or problem 

Outcome Status:  Active 

Assessment Method (1) 

Course Level Assessment:  
Instructors of Record (IOR) will submit rubric evaluations for a designated assignment to be analyzed by the Core 
Curriculum Committee (CCC). The following component areas are associated with CRITICAL THINKING SKILLS: Written 
Communication; Mathematics; Life and Physical Science; Language, Philosophy, and Culture; Creative Arts; American 
History; Government/Political Science; Social and Behavioral Sciences; (option) Oral Communication; and (option) 
Mathematics and Logic. 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Data will be presented in 
an aggregated format by Component Area, allowing for multiple scores to be presented with aspirational scores 
identified for future benchmarks. 

Results: 

Forty courses contributed to course level assessment.  The Foundational Component Areas included: American History; 
Creative Arts; Government/Political Sciences; Language, Philosophy, and Culture; Life and Physical Sciences; 
Mathematics; and Social and Behavioral Sciences.  A total of 11,481 students participated.  The average student rating 
was 2.90 with the highest score of 3.73 in Creative Arts and the lowest score of 2.06 in Social and Behavioral Sciences.  
To view all scores, open the attached document. 
 
Critical Thinking, FY 2015.xlsx 

Actions:  

This year’s data is benchmark data that will be most valuable over the course of a number of years. There are a number 
of ways that this data can be used. (1) Comparative analysis among foundational component areas should reveal areas 
of strength and weakness. This will be valuable for making specific recommendations in course selection and criteria for 
inclusion in the Core. (2) Comparative analysis will also be beneficial with establishing meaningful benchmarks. 
Ultimately, the goal is to see increases with student learning within general education. The rich data will provide 
targeting strategies for curricular improvements. (3) Trend analysis will take a number of years, but will reveal the most 
meaningful contribution of course level assessment. The Core Curriculum Committee should carefully review the data 
and be prepared to make more significant recommendations after the second year of administration. With benchmark 
data it is difficult to identify what is specifically expected, however, scores should be fairly consistent across component 
areas. Variations can identify issues with scoring or student populations. Since this objective hits a large number of 
students with the majority within their first two years, a score just over an average of 2 on a 4 point scale seems 
reasonable though.  

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/Critical%20Thinking,%20FY%202015.xlsx
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Assessment Method (2) 

Portfolio Review: 
Students voluntarily upload to their iPortfolios self-selected artifacts relating to the identified general education 
objective.  Each artifact has the potential to be assessed using a linked rubric.  A sample of artifacts will be assessed by 
the Core Curriculum Committee.  Additionally, when students graduate, a holistic assessment of student work will be 
administered.   
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Rubric scores will be 
presented for both formative and summative assessment results. 

Results: 

The first year portfolio analysis included a small number of assessments.  The number of scores was too low for reliable 
data, however, the number of scores will increase through the second pilot year (2016-2017) and even more during full 
implementation (2017-2018). 

Actions: 

iPortfolio reviews will take a few years to be either reliable or valid. The sample of students and student work is far too 
limited for any analysis. However, the Core Curriculum Committee did determine that there are measures that can be 
taken to improve the assessment of student work. The rubrics used to measure student learning need to be revised for 
other objectives, but instructions for students on what should be uploaded are applicable to all Objectives.  
 
During the assessment of student work, many faculty felt that students identified artifacts that were not consistent with 
the objective. Providing more description would be valuable. Additionally, the faculty felt that the rubric was not 
generalizable across student degree options. The rubric needs to be adjusted to account for this issue. 

Assessment Method (3) 

NSSE: 
Selected questions. Administered alternating years. 
During the current school year, how much has your coursework emphasized the following? 
4b. Applying facts, theories, or methods to practical problems or new situations. 
4c. Analyzing an idea, experience, or line of reasoning in depth by examining its parts. 
4d. Evaluating a point of view, decision, or information source. 
4e. Forming a point of view, decision, or information source. 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

4b. Freshman students reported 2.9 while seniors reported 3.1, demonstrating a gain of 0.2 over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is equal to the national average of 3.1. 
4c. Freshman students reported 2.9 while seniors reported 3.1, demonstrating a gain of 0.2 over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is equal to the national average of 3.1. 
4d. Freshman students reported 2.8 while seniors reported 2.9, demonstrating a gain of 0.1 over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is slightly below the national average of 3.0. 
4e. Freshman students reported 2.8 while seniors reported 2.9, demonstrating a gain of 0.1 over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is slightly below the national average of 3.0. 
 
NSSE is an excellent indirect measure of student learning. NSSE measures student activities and perceptions related to 
student engagement. TTU scores indicate that students are exposed to a level of critical thinking opportunities 
equivalent to the national average. This should not be interpreted that students are as successful or competent with the 
areas measured, simply that students rate their experiences the same as students at other institutions.  
 
NSSE\TTU Crosswalk NSSE15 Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons (Texas Tech).xlsx 

Actions: 

While the scores indicate an acceptable level of critical thinking opportunities, the value added score is surprisingly low. 
It would be expected that seniors would rate this higher, both from a developmental and experiential perspective. The 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/NSSE/TTU%20Crosswalk%20NSSE15%20Frequencies%20and%20Statistical%20Comparisons%20(Texas%20Tech).xlsx
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Core Curriculum Committee should review NSSE results to determine if additional opportunities exist within the Core, 
but also for the purpose of making broader recommendations to the campus community.  

Assessment Method (4) 

OSA: 
Selected questions.  Although the OSA was developed as related to the pre-2014 Core Objectives, this years’ 
administration is valuable as it closes the loop.  Select questions and results related to the new Core are reported here.   
 
Q10. What is the LEAST likely reason why many people today might find the story upsetting? 
Q42. Which of the following is NOT a property that defines life? 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

The Natural Sciences pre-2014 Core Objective may be compared to the new Core Objective of Critical Thinking Skills.  
For comparison, the Natural Science mean score was 68.3%.  
 
OSA\OSA 2016 Report.pdf 

Actions: 

The Core Curriculum Committee needs to determine if the OSA should be rewritten with the updated Core Objectives in 
order to continue administration. 

 

  

OSA/OSA%202016%20Report.pdf
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COMMUNICATION SKILLS 
Texas Core Curriculum 

 

General Education Objectives (Student Learning Outcomes)  

Explanation: Communication Skills (COM) are defined by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board as 
encompassing "effective development, interpretation, and expression of ideas through written, oral, and visual 
communication." 

CATEGORIES OF ASSESSMENT 
Context and purpose  
-Expresses the context or place of the work and to identify the reason for presenting it  
Organization  
-Logically structures the work  
Content development  
-Presents relevant information  
Command of delivery  
-Communicates the work to its intended audience 

Outcome Status:  Active 

Assessment Method (1) 

Course Level Assessment:  
Instructors of Record (IOR) will submit rubric evaluations for a designated assignment to be analyzed by the Core 
Curriculum Committee (CCC). The following component areas are associated with COMMUNICATION SKILLS: Written 
Communication; Mathematics; Life and Physical Sciences; Language, Philosophy, and Culture; Creative Arts; American 
History; Government/Political Science; Social and Behavioral Sciences; (option) Oral Communication; and (option) 
Mathematics and Logic. 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Data will be presented in 
an aggregated format by Component Area, allowing for multiple scores to be presented with aspirational scores 
identified for future benchmarks. 

Results: 

Thirty-two courses contributed to course level assessment.  The Foundational Component Areas included: American 
History; Creative Arts; Government/Political Science; Language, Philosophy, and Culture; Life and Physical Sciences; 
Mathematics; and Social and Behavioral Sciences.  With the exception of fall semester POLS, a total of 7,565 students 
participated.  The average student rating was 2.29 with the highest score of 4.00 in Social and Behavioral Sciences and 
the lowest score of 2.09 also in Social and Behavioral Sciences.  During fall semester, POLS used a different scoring 
schedule compared to other courses and, therefore, cannot be included in the aggregate scores. To view all scores, 
including POLS, open the attached document.  
 
Communication, AY 2015.xlsx 

Actions:  

Preliminary analysis indicates that scores are significantly higher than would be expected for students in core areas. 
Perhaps more training is necessary with instructors to ensure that appropriate evaluation of student performance is 
being conducted.  
 
This year’s data is benchmark data that will be most valuable over the course of a number of years. There are a number 
of ways that this data can be used. (1) Comparative analysis among foundational component areas should reveal areas 
of strength and weakness. This will be valuable for making specific recommendations in course selection and criteria for 
inclusion in the Core. (2) Comparative analysis will also be beneficial with establishing meaningful benchmarks. 
Ultimately, the goal is to see increases with student learning within general education. The rich data will provide 
targeting strategies for curricular improvements. (3) Trend analysis will take a number of years, but will reveal the most 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/Communication,%20AY%202015.xlsx
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meaningful contribution of course level assessment. The Core Curriculum Committee should carefully review the data 
and be prepared to make more significant recommendations after the second year of administration.  
 
With benchmark data it is difficult to identify what is specifically expected, however, scores should be fairly consistent 
across component areas. Variations can identify issues with scoring or student populations. Since this objective hits a 
large number of students with the majority within their first two years, a score just over an average of 2 on a 4 point 
scale seems reasonable though. 

Assessment Method (2) 

Portfolio Review: 
Students voluntarily upload to their iPortfolios self-selected artifacts relating to the identified general education 
objective.  Each artifact has the potential to be assessed using a linked rubric.  A sample of artifacts will be assessed by 
the Core Curriculum Committee.  Additionally, when students graduate, a holistic assessment of student work will be 
administered.   
 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Rubric scores will be 
presented for both formative and summative assessment results. 

Results: 

The first year portfolio analysis included a small number of assessments.  The number of scores was too low for reliable 
data, however, the number of scores will increase through the second pilot year (2016-2017) and even more during full 
implementation (2017-2018). 

Actions: 

iPortfolio reviews will take a few years to be either reliable or valid. The sample of students and student work is far too 
limited for any analysis. However, the Core Curriculum Committee did determine that there are measures that can be 
taken to improve the assessment of student work. The rubrics used to measure student learning need to be revised for 
other objectives, but instructions for students on what should be uploaded are applicable to all Objectives.  
 
During the assessment of student work, many faculty felt that students identified artifacts that were not consistent with 
the objective. Providing more description would be valuable. Additionally, the faculty felt that the rubric was not 
generalizable across student degree options. The rubric needs to be adjusted to account for this issue. 

Assessment Method (3) 

CAAP: 
Final results. Administered alternating years.   
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

Writing Skills: TTU freshmen, sophomores, juniors, and seniors scored an overall average of 62.6, which is at the 
national mean of 62.7. 
 
Student performance on this assessment has remained consistently average. This is both good and bad news. The focus 
on communication that is emerging institutionally should result in above average results. However, it still reflects scores 
that are on par with many comparative institutions. It is important to note that the CAAP assessed many students that 
were not exposed to or instructed under the new Core Curriculum.  
 
CAAP\CAAP 2016 Writing Skills Report.pdf  

Actions: 

It is uncertain if CAAP will be used in the future. TTU is moving toward more authentic assessment measures. TTU needs 
to determine if CAAP, a standardized test that is taken in classroom environments, is still a viable option. CAAP does 
provide valuable benchmark data and should not be dismissed too quickly.  

Assessment Method (4) 

NSSE: 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/CAAP/CAAP%202016%20Writing%20Skills%20Report.pdf
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Selected questions. Administered alternating years. 
1i. During the current school year, about how often have you given a course presentation? 
4d. During the current school year, how much has your coursework emphasized evaluating a point of view, decision, or 
information source. 
17b. How much has your experience at this institution contributed to your knowledge, skills, and personal development 
in speaking clearly and effectively? 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

1i. Freshman students reported 2.0 while seniors reported 2.6, demonstrating a gain of 0.6 over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is slightly below the national average of 2.7. 
4d. Freshman students reported 2.8 while seniors reported 2.9, demonstrating a gain of 0.1 over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is slightly below the national average of 3.0. 
17b. Freshman students reported 2.4 while seniors reported 2.9, demonstrating a gain of 0.5 over students’ time at 
TTU.  The senior report is at the national average of 2.9. 
 
NSSE is an excellent indirect measure of student learning. NSSE measures student activities and perceptions related to 
student engagement. TTU scores indicate that students are exposed to a level of communication activities equivalent to 
the national average. This should not be interpreted that students are as successful or competent with the areas 
measured, simply that students rate their experiences the same as students at other institutions. It will be interesting to 
see how the QEP impacts these scores over the next few years.  
 
NSSE\TTU Crosswalk NSSE15 Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons (Texas Tech).xlsx 

Actions: 

The Core Curriculum Committee should discuss the results and work collaboratively with the QEP Director to determine 
how Core courses can positively impact student engagement in the area of communication activities identified in the 
NSSE. 

Assessment Method (5) 

OSA: 
Selected questions.  Although the OSA was developed as related to the pre-2014 Core Objectives, this years’ 
administration is valuable as it closes the loop.  Select questions and results related to the new Core are reported here.  
Q13. Which of the following is FURTHEST from the evidence of the text? 
Q69. When we say that two houses of a legislature have symmetric power, we are saying which of the following? 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

The Humanities pre-2014 Core Objective may be compared to the new Core Objective of Communication Skills.  For 
comparison, the Humanities mean score was 72.6%.  
 
OSA\OSA 2016 Report.pdf 

Actions: 

The Core Curriculum Committee needs to determine if the OSA should be rewritten with the updated Core Objectives in 
order to continue administration. 

 

  

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/NSSE/TTU%20Crosswalk%20NSSE15%20Frequencies%20and%20Statistical%20Comparisons%20(Texas%20Tech).xlsx
OSA/OSA%202016%20Report.pdf
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EMPIRICAL & QUANTITATIVE SKILLS 

Texas Core Curriculum 
 

General Education Objectives (Student Learning Outcomes)  

Explanation: Empirical and Quantitative Skills (EQS) are defined by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board as 
encompassing "manipulation and analysis of numerical data or observable facts resulting in informed 

conclusions." 

CATEGORIES OF ASSESSMENT 
Interpretation 
-Explains information presented in mathematical forms (e.g., equations, graphs, diagrams, tables, words) 
Representation  
-Converts relevant information into various mathematical forms (e.g., equations, graphs, diagrams, tables, words)  
Calculation  
-Demonstrates a logical path to a correct answer  
Use of Data  
-Makes judgments and draws appropriate conclusions based on the quantitative analysis of data, while recognizing the 
limits of this analysis 

Outcome Status:  Active 

Assessment Method (1) 

Course Level Assessment:  
Instructors of Record (IOR) will submit rubric evaluations for a designated assignment to be analyzed by the Core 
Curriculum Committee (CCC). The following component areas are associated with EMPIRICAL AND QUANTITATIVE 
SKILLS: Mathematics, Life and Physical Sciences, Social and Behavioral Sciences, and (option) Mathematics and Logic. 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Data will be presented in 
an aggregated format by Component Area, allowing for multiple scores to be presented with aspirational scores 
identified for future benchmarks. 

Results: 

Thirty-two courses contributed to course level assessment.  The Foundational Component Areas included: Life and 
Physical Sciences, Mathematics, and Social and Behavioral Sciences.  A total of 14,291 students participated.  The 
average student rating was 2.69 with the highest score of 3.84 in Social and Behavioral Sciences and the lowest score of 
1.13 in Mathematics. To view all scores open the attached document. 
 
Empirical and Quantitative, FY 2015.xlsx 

Actions:  

This year’s data is benchmark data that will be most valuable over the course of a number of years. There are a number 
of ways that this data can be used. (1) Comparative analysis among foundational component areas should reveal areas 
of strength and weakness. This will be valuable for making specific recommendations in course selection and criteria for 
inclusion in the Core. (2) Comparative analysis will also be beneficial with establishing meaningful benchmarks. 
Ultimately, the goal is to see increases with student learning within general education. The rich data will provide 
targeting strategies for curricular improvements. (3) Trend analysis will take a number of years, but will reveal the most 
meaningful contribution of course level assessment. The Core Curriculum Committee should carefully review the data 
and be prepared to make more significant recommendations after the second year of administration. With benchmark 
data it is difficult to identify what is specifically expected, however, scores should be fairly consistent across component 
areas. Variations can identify issues with scoring or student populations. Since this objective hits a large number of 
students with the majority within their first two years, a score just over an average of 2 on a 4 point scale seems 
reasonable though. 
 
It is evident in the preliminary analysis that the scores vary significantly. This could be attributed to a couple of factors. 
The first is that the rubric may not measure this objective consistently among foundational component areas. It is also 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/Empirical%20and%20Quantitative,%20FY%202015.xlsx
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possible that more training for assessing this objective is needed. It is recommended that the Core Curriculum 
Committee review the results and the rubric. 

Assessment Method (2) 

Portfolio Review: 
Students voluntarily upload to their iPortfolios self-selected artifacts relating to the identified general education 
objective.  Each artifact has the potential to be assessed using a linked rubric.  A sample of artifacts will be assessed by 
the Core Curriculum Committee.  Additionally, when students graduate, a holistic assessment of student work will be 
administered.   
 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Rubric scores will be 
presented for both formative and summative assessment results. 

Results: 

The first year portfolio analysis included a small number of assessments.  The number of scores was too low for reliable 
data, however, the number of scores will increase through the second pilot year (2016-2017) and even more during full 
implementation (2017-2018). 

Actions: 

iPortfolio reviews will take a few years to be either reliable or valid. The sample of students and student work is far too 
limited for any analysis. However, the Core Curriculum Committee did determine that there are measures that can be 
taken to improve the assessment of student work. The rubrics used to measure student learning need to be revised for 
other objectives, but instructions for students on what should be uploaded are applicable to all Objectives.  
 
During the assessment of student work, many faculty felt that students identified artifacts that were not consistent with 
the objective. Providing more description would be valuable. Additionally, the faculty felt that the rubric was not 
generalizable across student degree options. The rubric needs to be adjusted to account for this issue.  

Assessment Method (3) 

CAAP: 
Final results. Administered alternating years. 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

Mathematics Skills: TTU freshmen and seniors scored an overall average of 58.0, which is at the national mean of 58.7. 
 
CAAP\CAAP 2016 Mathematics Report.pdf 

Actions: 

It is uncertain if CAAP will be used in the future. TTU is moving toward more authentic assessment measures. TTU needs 
to determine if CAAP, a standardized test that is taken in classroom environments, is still a viable option. CAAP does 
provide valuable benchmark data and should not be dismissed too quickly. TTU students have historically performed 
well on this the math module, but that also provides limited information for making improvements.  

Assessment Method (4) 

NSSE: 
Selected questions. Administered alternating years. 
During the current school year, about how often have you done the following? 
6a. Reached conclusions based on your own analysis of numerical information (numbers, graphs, statistics, etc.) 
6b. Used numerical information to examine a real-world problem or issue (unemployment, climate change, public 
health, etc.) 
6c. Evaluated what others have concluded from numerical information. 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/CAAP/CAAP%202016%20Mathematics%20Report.pdf
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6a. Freshman students reported 2.7 while seniors reported 2.6, demonstrating a slight loss over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is 0.1 lower than the national average. 
6b. Freshman students reported 2.4 and seniors reported 2.4, demonstrating neither a gain nor a loss over students’ 
time at TTU.  The senior report is equal to the national average. 
6c. Freshman students reported 2.3 while seniors reported 2.4, demonstrating a 0.1 gain over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is equal to the national average. 
 
NSSE\TTU Crosswalk NSSE15 Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons (Texas Tech).xlsx 

Actions: 

NSSE is an excellent indirect measure of student learning. NSSE measures student activities and perceptions related to 
student engagement. For many components of the NSSE, a value added score is valuable as it reflects a higher degree of 
exposure and engagement. However, some questions could reflect students’ maturity and a score that is the same as 
the Freshman score or even lower may not be indicative of less engagement over time. It is unlikely that Freshmen are 
truly exposed to more empirical problem solving that seniors. However, it is worth noting that students’ perceptions of 
exposure doesn’t increase. This is worth considering from a Core Curriculum perspective, but more valuable from an 
institutional learning outcomes perspective. This information should be considered institutionally.  
 

Assessment Method (5) 

OSA: 
Selected questions.  Although the OSA was developed as related to the pre-2014 Core Objectives, this years’ 
administration is valuable as it closes the loop.  Select questions and results related to the new Core are reported here.  
Q30. Which of the following numbers is largest? 
Q32. Alice is looking to rent an art studio…. She wants the studio whose total cost for one year is less expensive, which 
studio contract should she accept? 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

The Mathematics pre-2014 Core Objective may be compared to the new Core Objective of Empirical and Quantitative 
Skills.  For comparison, the Mathematics mean score was 55.0%.  
 
OSA\OSA 2016 Report.pdf 

Actions: 

The Core Curriculum Committee needs to determine if the OSA should be rewritten with the updated Core Objectives in 
order to continue administration. 

 

  

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/NSSE/TTU%20Crosswalk%20NSSE15%20Frequencies%20and%20Statistical%20Comparisons%20(Texas%20Tech).xlsx
OSA/OSA%202016%20Report.pdf
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TEAMWORK SKILLS 

Texas Core Curriculum 
 

General Education Objectives (Student Learning Outcomes)  

Explanation: Teamwork Skills (TW) are defined by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board as encompassing the 
"ability to consider different points of view and to work effectively with others to support a shared purpose or 

goal." 

CATEGORIES OF ASSESSMENT  
Contributes to team meetings  
-Actively works with the group  
Individual contributions outside of team meetings  
-Completes assigned tasks independently  
Fosters constructive team climate  
-Models behaviors appropriate to productive collaboration  
Responds to conflict  
-Negotiates conflict 

Outcome Status:  Active 

Assessment Method (1) 

Course Level Assessment:  
Instructors of Record (IOR) will submit rubric evaluations for a designated assignment to be analyzed by the Core 
Curriculum Committee (CCC). The following component areas are associated with TEAMWORK SKILLS: Life and Physical 
Sciences; Language, Philosophy, and Culture; Creative Arts; and Government/Political Science. 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Data will be presented in 
an aggregated format by Component Area, allowing for multiple scores to be presented with aspirational scores 
identified for future benchmarks. 

Results: 

Eight courses contributed to course level assessment.  The Foundational Component Areas included: Creative Arts and 
Life and Physical Sciences.  A total of 545 students participated.  The average student rating was 3.54 with the highest 
score of 3.89 in Creative Arts and the lowest score of 2.36 in Life and Physical Sciences. To view all scores, open the 
attached document. 
 
Teamwork, FY 2015.xlsx 

Actions:  

This year’s data is benchmark data that will be most valuable over the course of a number of years. There are a number 
of ways that this data can be used. (1) Comparative analysis among foundational component areas should reveal areas 
of strength and weakness. This will be valuable for making specific recommendations in course selection and criteria for 
inclusion in the Core. (2) Comparative analysis will also be beneficial with establishing meaningful benchmarks. 
Ultimately, the goal is to see increases with student learning within general education. The rich data will provide 
targeting strategies for curricular improvements. (3) Trend analysis will take a number of years, but will reveal the most 
meaningful contribution of course level assessment. The Core Curriculum Committee should carefully review the data 
and be prepared to make more significant recommendations after the second year of administration. With benchmark 
data it is difficult to identify what is specifically expected, however, scores should be fairly consistent across component 
areas. Variations can identify issues with scoring or student populations. Since this objective hits a large number of 
students with the majority within their first two years, a score just over an average of 2 on a 4 point scale seems 
reasonable though. 

Assessment Method (2) 

Portfolio Review: 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/Teamwork,%20FY%202015.xlsx
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Students voluntarily upload to their iPortfolios self-selected artifacts relating to the identified general education 
objective.  Each artifact has the potential to be assessed using a linked rubric.  A sample of artifacts will be assessed by 
the Core Curriculum Committee.  Additionally, when students graduate, a holistic assessment of student work will be 
administered.   
 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Rubric scores will be 
presented for both formative and summative assessment results. 

Results: 

The first year portfolio analysis included a small number of assessments.  The number of scores was too low for reliable 
data, however, the number of scores will increase through the second pilot year (2016-2017) and even more during full 
implementation (2017-2018). 

Actions: 

iPortfolio reviews will take a few years to be either reliable or valid. The sample of students and student work is far too 
limited for any analysis. However, the Core Curriculum Committee did determine that there are measures that can be 
taken to improve the assessment of student work. The rubrics used to measure student learning need to be revised for 
other objectives, but instructions for students on what should be uploaded are applicable to all Objectives.  
 
During the assessment of student work, many faculty felt that students identified artifacts that were not consistent with 
the objective. Providing more description would be valuable. Additionally, the faculty felt that the rubric was not 
generalizable across student degree options. The rubric needs to be adjusted to account for this issue. 

Assessment Method (3) 

NSSE: 
Selected questions. Administered alternating years. 
During the current school year, about how often have you done the following? 
1g. Prepared for exams by discussing or working through course material with other students. 
1h. Worked with other students on course projects or assignments. 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

1g. Freshman students reported 2.5 and seniors reported 2.5, demonstrating neither a gain or nor a loss over students’ 
time at TTU.  The senior report is equal to the national average of 2.5. 
1h. Freshman students reported 2.5 while seniors reported 2.8, demonstrating a 0.3 gain over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is slightly below the national average of 2.9. 
 
NSSE\TTU Crosswalk NSSE15 Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons (Texas Tech).xlsx 

Actions: 

NSSE is an excellent indirect measure of student learning. NSSE measures student activities and perceptions related to 
student engagement. TTU scores indicate that students are exposed to a level of communication activities equivalent to 
the national average. This should not be interpreted that students are as successful or competent with the areas 
measured, simply that students rate their experiences the same as students at other institutions. It will be interesting to 
see how the QEP impacts these scores over the next few years.  
 
The results for these questions are consistent with expectations for the type of work that students at both freshman 
and senior levels would participate in. However, it would be worthwhile for the Core Curriculum Committee to review 
these results to make recommendations to improve student collaborative efforts.  

Assessment Method (4) 

OSA: 
Selected questions.  Although the OSA was developed as related to the pre-2014 Core Objectives, this years’ 
administration is valuable as it closes the loop.  Select questions and results related to the new Core are reported here.  
Q19. From culture to culture, the understanding of “being on time” is: 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/NSSE/TTU%20Crosswalk%20NSSE15%20Frequencies%20and%20Statistical%20Comparisons%20(Texas%20Tech).xlsx
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Q20. International and intra-national cultural competence involves: 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

The Social & Behavioral Sciences pre-2014 Core Objective may be compared to the new Core Objective of Teamwork 
Skills.  For comparison, the Social & Behavioral Sciences mean score was 49.5%.  
 
OSA\OSA 2016 Report.pdf 

Actions: 

The Core Curriculum Committee needs to determine if the OSA should be rewritten with the updated Core Objectives in 
order to continue administration. 

 

  

OSA/OSA%202016%20Report.pdf
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SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY 

Texas Core Curriculum 
 

General Education Objectives (Student Learning Outcomes)  

Explanation: Social Responsibility (SR) is defined by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board as encompassing 
"intercultural competence, knowledge of civic responsibility, and the ability to engage effectively in regional, 

national, and global communities." 

CATEGORIES OF ASSESSMENT  
Cultural self-awareness 
-Assesses own cultural identity  
Verbal and nonverbal communication  
-Identifies multiple cultural perspectives  
Analysis of knowledge  
-Connects academic knowledge to civic engagement  
Diversity of communities and cultures  
-Applies multicultural perspectives to own attitudes and beliefs 

Outcome Status:  Active 

Assessment Method (1) 

Course Level Assessment:  
Instructors of Record (IOR) will submit rubric evaluations for a designated assignment to be analyzed by the Core 
Curriculum Committee (CCC). The following component areas are associated with SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY: Written 
Communication, Creative Arts, American History, Government/Political Science, and (option) Oral Communication. 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Data will be presented in 
an aggregated format by Component Area, allowing for multiple scores to be presented with aspirational scores 
identified for future benchmarks. 

Results: 

Six courses contributed to course level assessment.  The Foundational Component Areas included: American History; 
Government and Political Science; and Language, Philosophy, and Culture.  A total of 1166 students participated.  The 
average student rating was 3.02 with the highest score of 3.59 in Government/Political Science and the lowest score of 
2.92 in American History. To view all scores open the attached document. 
 
Social Responsibility, FY 2015.xlsx 

Actions:  

This year’s data is benchmark data that will be most valuable over the course of a number of years. There are a number 
of ways that this data can be used. (1) Comparative analysis among foundational component areas should reveal areas 
of strength and weakness. This will be valuable for making specific recommendations in course selection and criteria for 
inclusion in the Core. (2) Comparative analysis will also be beneficial with establishing meaningful benchmarks. 
Ultimately, the goal is to see increases with student learning within general education. The rich data will provide 
targeting strategies for curricular improvements. (3) Trend analysis will take a number of years, but will reveal the most 
meaningful contribution of course level assessment. The Core Curriculum Committee should carefully review the data 
and be prepared to make more significant recommendations after the second year of administration. With benchmark 
data it is difficult to identify what is specifically expected, however, scores should be fairly consistent across component 
areas. Variations can identify issues with scoring or student populations. Since this objective hits a large number of 
students with the majority within their first two years, a score just over an average of 2 on a 4 point scale seems 
reasonable though. 

Assessment Method (2) 

Portfolio Review: 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/Social%20Responsibility,%20FY%202015.xlsx
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Students voluntarily upload to their iPortfolios self-selected artifacts relating to the identified general education 
objective.  Each artifact has the potential to be assessed using a linked rubric.  A sample of artifacts will be assessed by 
the Core Curriculum Committee.  Additionally, when students graduate, a holistic assessment of student work will be 
administered.   
 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Rubric scores will be 
presented for both formative and summative assessment results. 

Results: 

The first year portfolio analysis included a small number of assessments.  The number of scores was too low for reliable 
data, however, the number of scores will increase through the second pilot year (2016-2017) and even more during full 
implementation (2017-2018). 

Actions: 

iPortfolio reviews will take a few years to be either reliable or valid. The sample of students and student work is far too 
limited for any analysis. However, the Core Curriculum Committee did determine that there are measures that can be 
taken to improve the assessment of student work. The rubrics used to measure student learning need to be revised for 
other objectives, but instructions for students on what should be uploaded are applicable to all Objectives.  
 
During the assessment of student work, many faculty felt that students identified artifacts that were not consistent with 
the objective. Providing more description would be valuable. Additionally, the faculty felt that the rubric was not 
generalizable across student degree options. The rubric needs to be adjusted to account for this issue. 

Assessment Method (3) 

NSSE: 
Selected questions. Administered alternating years. 
During the current school year, about how often have you done the following? 
2b. Connected your learning to societal problems or issues. 
2e. Tried to better understand someone else’s views by imagining how an issue looks from his or her perspective. 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

2b. Freshman students reported 2.4 while seniors reported 2.7, demonstrating a gain of 0.3 over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is less than the national average of 2.9. 
2e. Freshman students reported 2.8 while seniors reported 2.8, demonstrating neither a gain or nor a loss over 
students’ time at TTU.  The senior report is less than the national average of 3.0. 
 
NSSE\TTU Crosswalk NSSE15 Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons (Texas Tech).xlsx 

Actions: 

NSSE is an excellent indirect measure of student learning. NSSE measures student activities and perceptions related to 
student engagement. The metric should be interpreted carefully. While scores do indicate gains and the scores are 
relatively consistent with the national average, there is still not a significant increase over time. However, student 
development theory should shed light on the student’s individual ability to perceive issues related to personal 
responsibility. In other words, as students mature, they are often more likely to reflect on these issues and establish 
more objective measures. Therefore a slightly less than significant increase does not necessarily indicate limited growth. 
This measure is, however, excellent supplemental data. We expect the QEP’s focus on global understanding to augment 
student awareness of multiple perspectives and issues. 

Assessment Method (4) 

OSA: 
Selected questions.  Although the OSA was developed as related to the pre-2014 Core Objectives, this years’ 
administration is valuable as it closes the loop.  Select questions and results related to the new Core are reported here.  
Q12. Which of the following is MOST likely an explanation of why the story warns against disobedience? 
Q23. As a rule, ethnic groups share which of the following: 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/NSSE/TTU%20Crosswalk%20NSSE15%20Frequencies%20and%20Statistical%20Comparisons%20(Texas%20Tech).xlsx
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Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

The Multicultural pre-2014 Core Objective may be compared to the new Core Objective of Social Responsibility.  For 
comparison, the Multicultural mean score was 72.1%.  
 
OSA\OSA 2016 Report.pdf 

Actions: 

The Core Curriculum Committee needs to determine if the OSA should be rewritten with the updated Core Objectives in 
order to continue administration. The results for these two questions are lower than results from other OSA questions. 
As the OSA is potentially redesigned, these results indicate that special attention should be paid to questions related to 
ethics and ethical reasoning. 

 

  

OSA/OSA%202016%20Report.pdf
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PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY 

Texas Core Curriculum 
 

General Education Objectives (Student Learning Outcomes)  

Explanation: Personal Responsibility (PR) is defined by the Texas Higher Education Coordinating Board as encompassing 
the "ability to connect choices, actions, and consequences to ethical decision-making." 

CATEGORIES OF ASSESSMENT  
Ethical self-awareness 
-Assesses own core beliefs and their origins  
Ethical Issue Recognition  
-Recognizes and responds to ethical issues  
Application of ethical perspectives/concepts  
-Considers multiple ethical responses to a single question  
Evaluation of different ethical perspectives/concepts 
-Articulates and addresses multiple ethical perspectives in relationship to own core beliefs 

Outcome Status:  Active 

Assessment Method (1) 

Course Level Assessment:  
Instructors of Record (IOR) will submit rubric evaluations for a designated assignment to be analyzed by the Core 
Curriculum Committee (CCC). The following component areas are associated with PERSONAL RESPONSIBILITY: Written 
Communication; Language, Philosophy, and Culture; Creative Arts; American History; Government/Political Science; and 
(option) Oral Communication. 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Data will be presented in 
an aggregated format by Component Area, allowing for multiple scores to be presented with aspirational scores 
identified for future benchmarks. 

Results: 

Ten courses contributed to course level assessment.  The Foundational Component Areas included: American History; 
Creative Arts; Government/Political Science; Language, Philosophy, and Culture; Life and Physical Sciences; and Social 
and Behavioral Sciences.  A total of 2,351 students participated.  The average student rating was 3.37 with the high 
rating from Government/Political Science of 3.83 and the low rating from Social and Behavioral Sciences of 2.45. To 
view all scores, open the attached document. 
 
Personal Responsibility, FY 2015.xlsx 

Actions:  

This year’s data is benchmark data that will be most valuable over the course of a number of years. There are a number 
of ways that this data can be used. (1) Comparative analysis among foundational component areas should reveal areas 
of strength and weakness. This will be valuable for making specific recommendations in course selection and criteria for 
inclusion in the Core. (2) Comparative analysis will also be beneficial with establishing meaningful benchmarks. 
Ultimately, the goal is to see increases with student learning within general education. The rich data will provide 
targeting strategies for curricular improvements. (3) Trend analysis will take a number of years, but will reveal the most 
meaningful contribution of course level assessment. The Core Curriculum Committee should carefully review the data 
and be prepared to make more significant recommendations after the second year of administration. With benchmark 
data it is difficult to identify what is specifically expected, however, scores should be fairly consistent across component 
areas. Variations can identify issues with scoring or student populations. Since this objective hits a large number of 
students with the majority within their first two years, a score just over an average of 2 on a 4 point scale seems 
reasonable though. 

Assessment Method (2) 

Portfolio Review: 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/Personal%20Responsibility,%20FY%202015.xlsx
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Students voluntarily upload to their iPortfolios self-selected artifacts relating to the identified general education 
objective.  Each artifact has the potential to be assessed using a linked rubric.  A sample of artifacts will be assessed by 
the Core Curriculum Committee.  Additionally, when students graduate, a holistic assessment of student work will be 
administered.   
 
Criterion:  
AY 2015-2016 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. Rubric scores will be 
presented for both formative and summative assessment results. 

Results: 

The first year portfolio analysis included a small number of assessments.  The number of scores was too low for reliable 
data, however, the number of scores will increase through the second pilot year (2016-2017) and even more during full 
implementation (2017-2018). 

Actions: 

iPortfolio reviews will take a few years to be either reliable or valid. The sample of students and student work is far too 
limited for any analysis. However, the Core Curriculum Committee did determine that there are measures that can be 
taken to improve the assessment of student work. The rubrics used to measure student learning need to be revised for 
other objectives, but instructions for students on what should be uploaded are applicable to all Objectives.  
 
During the assessment of student work, many faculty felt that students identified artifacts that were not consistent with 
the objective. Providing more description would be valuable. Additionally, the faculty felt that the rubric was not 
generalizable across student degree options. The rubric needs to be adjusted to account for this issue. 

Assessment Method (3) 

NSSE: 
Selected questions. Administered alternating years. 
During the current school year, about how often have you done the following? 
2d. Examined the strengths and weaknesses of your own views on a topic or issue. 
2f. Learned something that changed the way you understand an issue or concept. 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

2d. Freshman students reported 2.6 while seniors reported 2.7, demonstrating a gain of 0.1 over students’ time at TTU.  
The senior report is less than the national average of 2.9. 
2f. Freshman students reported 2.7 while seniors reported 2.8, demonstrating a gain of 0.1 over students’ time at TTU.   
The senior report is less than the national average of 3.0. 
 
NSSE\TTU Crosswalk NSSE15 Frequencies and Statistical Comparisons (Texas Tech).xlsx 

Actions: 

NSSE is an excellent indirect measure of student learning. NSSE measures student activities and perceptions related to 
student engagement. The metric should be interpreted carefully. While scores do indicate gains and the scores are 
relatively consistent with the national average, there is still not a significant increase over time. However, student 
development theory should shed light on the student’s individual ability to perceive issues related to personal 
responsibility. In other words, as students mature, they are often more likely to reflect on these issues and establish 
more objective measures. Therefore a slightly less than significant increase does not necessarily indicate limited growth. 
This measure is, however, excellent supplemental data.  

Assessment Method (4) 

OSA: 
Selected questions.  Although the OSA was developed as related to the pre-2014 Core Objectives, this years’ 
administration is valuable as it closes the loop.  Select questions and results related to the new Core are reported here.  
Q61. Researchers asked mothers of toddlers to estimate how many hours a week the toddler had spent watching 
Smarter Babies videos….  The researchers urge the government to ban the sale of Smarter Babies videos. 

file:///C:/Users/bettthom/Desktop/NSSE/TTU%20Crosswalk%20NSSE15%20Frequencies%20and%20Statistical%20Comparisons%20(Texas%20Tech).xlsx
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Q63. A developmental psychologist conducted a longitudinal study or moral development…. What is wrong with this 
conclusion? 
Criterion:  
AY 2014-2015 will be used to identify baseline results for future benchmarking expectations. 

Results: 

The Social & Behavioral Sciences pre-2014 Core Objective may be compared to the new Core Objective of Personal 
Responsibility.  For comparison, the Social & Behavioral Sciences mean score was 49.5%.  
 
OSA\OSA 2016 Report.pdf 

Actions: 

The Core Curriculum Committee needs to determine if the OSA should be rewritten with the updated Core Objectives in 
order to continue administration. The results for these two questions are lower than results from other OSA questions. 
As the OSA is potentially redesigned, these results indicate that special attention should be paid to questions related to 
ethics and ethical reasoning. 
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