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I. Assessment Results per Student Learning Outcome  

Outcome 1: Apply the concepts of scarcity, opportunity cost, and comparative advantage.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: TUCE3 standardized exam 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2013 

o Course section(s)/other population: Rotating odd-even sections 

o Number students to be assessed: All students in selected sections 

o How the assessment will be scored: Answer Key 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: The TUCE is nationally 
normed. More than 50% of the students should score above the national 
average performance. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Full-time economics instructors will 
jointly score and analyze the data. 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2015      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
255 68 



3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

All students who completed the class were required to take the TUCE4. 
Completing the class was defined as taking the Final Exam. Of the 72 students 
who took the Final Exam, 4 failed to take the TUCE4. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

Students were selected from on campus daytime sections. It would be worthwhile 
to include evening class on campus sections going forward. Currently, there is no 
mechanism available for assessing off campus and DL sections using this tool. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

The Master Syllabus for ECO 211, Principles of Economics I, was developed by 
Randy LaHote in 2011. It specified that the Test of Understanding College 
Economics-Fourth Edition (TUCE4) be used as the assessment tool for this 
course.  The TUCE4 is a nationally normed standardized exam given to students at 
two and four year institutions across the country. It was developed by the National 
Council on Economic Education NCEE and has two main objectives. It is 
designed “to offer a reliable and valid assessment instrument for students in 
principles of economics courses” and “to provide norming data for a large national 
sample of students in principles exams”. There are separate exams for macro and 
microeconomics courses. Each has 30 questions. 

The TUCE4 was administered to 4 sections (approximately half) of ECO 211 
students at the end of the semester. It was machine scored based on a NCEE 
provided key. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
Learning outcome success per the Master Syllabus is demonstrated by having 
more than 50% of the class score higher than the national average on the TUCE4 
Macro Exam.  



The average score for the national cohort was 14.06 with a standard deviation of 
5.28. Therefore, WCC’s average of 19.7 exceeded the national average by a full 
standard deviation. On an individual level, 59 of the 68 WCC students who took 
the TUCE4 Macro scored higher than the national average. The standard of 
success was met. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Students who successfully completed the course showed, on average, a reasonable 
understanding of this material. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

Given that students clearly exceeded the standard for success, there are no plans to 
change the coverage or instruction of this material. Consideration will be given to 
ways in which a larger proportion of the students that start the class can be 
encouraged to complete the class. 

 
 
Outcome 2: Apply the basic principles of supply and demand analysis.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: TUCE3 standardized exam 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2013 

o Course section(s)/other population: Rotating odd-even sections 

o Number students to be assessed: All students in selected sections 

o How the assessment will be scored: Answer Key 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: The TUCE is nationally 
normed. More than 50% of the students should score above the national 
average performance. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Full-time economics instructors will 
jointly score and analyze the data. 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2015      



2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
255 68 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

All students who completed the class were required to take the TUCE4. 
Completing the class was defined as taking the Final Exam. Of the 72 students 
who took the Final Exam, 4 failed to take the TUCE4. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

Students were selected from on campus daytime sections. It would be worthwhile 
to include evening class on campus sections going forward. Currently, there is no 
mechanism available for assessing off campus and DL sections using this tool. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

The Master Syllabus for ECO 211, Principles of Economics I, was developed by 
Randy LaHote in 2011. It specified that the Test of Understanding College 
Economics-Fourth Edition (TUCE4) be used as the assessment tool for this 
course.  The TUCE4 is a nationally normed standardized exam given to students at 
two and four year institutions across the country. It was developed by the National 
Council on Economic Education NCEE and has two main objectives. It is 
designed “to offer a reliable and valid assessment instrument for students in 
principles of economics courses” and “to provide norming data for a large national 
sample of students in principles exams”. There are separate exams for macro and 
microeconomics courses. Each has 30 questions. 

The TUCE4 was administered to 4 sections (approximately half) of ECO 211 
students at the end of the semester. It was machine scored based on a NCEE 
provided key. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 



Learning outcome success per the Master Syllabus is demonstrated by having 
more than 50% of the class score higher than the national average on the TUCE4 
Macro Exam.  

The average score for the national cohort was 14.06 with a standard deviation of 
5.28. Therefore, WCC’s average of 19.7 exceeded the national average by a full 
standard deviation. On an individual level, 59 of the 68 WCC students who took 
the TUCE4 Macro scored higher than the national average. The standard of 
success was met. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Students who successfully completed the course showed, on average, a reasonable 
understanding of this material. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

Given that students clearly exceeded the standard for success, there are no plans to 
change the coverage or instruction of this material. Consideration will be given to 
ways in which a larger proportion of the students that start the class can be 
encouraged to complete the class. 

 
 
Outcome 3: Recognize the role of government in a capitalist economy.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: TUCE3 standardized exam 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2013 

o Course section(s)/other population: Rotating odd-even sections 

o Number students to be assessed: All students in selected sections 

o How the assessment will be scored: Answer Key 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: The TUCE is nationally 
normed. More than 50% of the students should score above the national 
average performance. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Full-time economics instructors will 
jointly score and analyze the data. 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  



Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2015      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
255 68 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

All students who completed the class were required to take the TUCE4. 
Completing the class was defined as taking the Final Exam. Of the 72 students 
who took the Final Exam, 4 failed to take the TUCE4. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

Students were selected from on campus daytime sections. It would be worthwhile 
to include evening class on campus sections going forward. Currently, there is no 
mechanism available for assessing off campus and DL sections using this tool. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

The Master Syllabus for ECO 211, Principles of Economics I, was developed by 
Randy LaHote in 2011. It specified that the Test of Understanding College 
Economics-Fourth Edition (TUCE4) be used as the assessment tool for this 
course.  The TUCE4 is a nationally normed standardized exam given to students at 
two and four year institutions across the country. It was developed by the National 
Council on Economic Education NCEE and has two main objectives. It is 
designed “to offer a reliable and valid assessment instrument for students in 
principles of economics courses” and “to provide norming data for a large national 
sample of students in principles exams”. There are separate exams for macro and 
microeconomics courses. Each has 30 questions. 

The TUCE4 was administered to 4 sections (approximately half) of ECO 211 
students at the end of the semester. It was machine scored based on a NCEE 
provided key. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 



learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
Learning outcome success per the Master Syllabus is demonstrated by having 
more than 50% of the class score higher than the national average on the TUCE4 
Macro Exam.  

The average score for the national cohort was 14.06 with a standard deviation of 
5.28. Therefore, WCC’s average of 19.7 exceeded the national average by a full 
standard deviation. On an individual level, 59 of the 68 WCC students who took 
the TUCE4 Macro scored higher than the national average. The standard of 
success was met. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Students who successfully completed the course showed, on average, a reasonable 
understanding of this material. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

Given that students clearly exceeded the standard for success, there are no plans to 
change the coverage or instruction of this material. Consideration will be given to 
ways in which a larger proportion of the students that start the class can be 
encouraged to complete the class. 

 
 
Outcome 4: Describe the measurement and determination of employment, inflation, and 
output.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: TUCE3 standardized exam 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2013 

o Course section(s)/other population: Rotating odd-even sections 

o Number students to be assessed: All students in selected sections 

o How the assessment will be scored: Answer Key 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: The TUCE is nationally 
normed. More than 50% of the students should score above the national 
average performance. 



o Who will score and analyze the data: Full-time economics instructors will 
jointly score and analyze the data. 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2015      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
255 68 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

All students who completed the class were required to take the TUCE4. 
Completing the class was defined as taking the Final Exam. Of the 72 students 
who took the Final Exam, 4 failed to take the TUCE4. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

Students were selected from on campus daytime sections. It would be worthwhile 
to include evening class on campus sections going forward. Currently, there is no 
mechanism available for assessing off campus and DL sections using this tool. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

The Master Syllabus for ECO 211, Principles of Economics I, was developed by 
Randy LaHote in 2011. It specified that the Test of Understanding College 
Economics-Fourth Edition (TUCE4) be used as the assessment tool for this 
course.  The TUCE4 is a nationally normed standardized exam given to students at 
two and four year institutions across the country. It was developed by the National 
Council on Economic Education NCEE and has two main objectives. It is 
designed “to offer a reliable and valid assessment instrument for students in 
principles of economics courses” and “to provide norming data for a large national 
sample of students in principles exams”. There are separate exams for macro and 
microeconomics courses. Each has 30 questions. 

The TUCE4 was administered to 4 sections (approximately half) of ECO 211 
students at the end of the semester. It was machine scored based on a NCEE 
provided key. 



6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
Learning outcome success per the Master Syllabus is demonstrated by having 
more than 50% of the class score higher than the national average on the TUCE4 
Macro Exam.  

The average score for the national cohort was 14.06 with a standard deviation of 
5.28. Therefore, WCC’s average of 19.7 exceeded the national average by a full 
standard deviation. On an individual level, 59 of the 68 WCC students who took 
the TUCE4 Macro scored higher than the national average. The standard of 
success was met. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Students who successfully completed the course showed, on average, a reasonable 
understanding of this material. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

Given that students clearly exceeded the standard for success, there are no plans to 
change the coverage or instruction of this material. Consideration will be given to 
ways in which a larger proportion of the students that start the class can be 
encouraged to complete the class. 

 
 
Outcome 5: Demonstrate how money is created in a fractional reserve system and describe 
money's role in a modern economy.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: TUCE3 standardized exam 

o Assessment Date: Fall 2013 

o Course section(s)/other population: Rotating odd-even sections 

o Number students to be assessed: All students in selected sections 

o How the assessment will be scored: Answer Key 



o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: The TUCE is nationally 
normed. More than 50% of the students should score above the national 
average performance. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Full-time economics instructors will 
jointly score and analyze the data. 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2015      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
255 68 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

All students who completed the class were required to take the TUCE4. 
Completing the class was defined as taking the Final Exam. Of the 72 students 
who took the Final Exam, 4 failed to take the TUCE4. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

Students were selected from on campus daytime sections. It would be worthwhile 
to include evening class on campus sections going forward. Currently, there is no 
mechanism available for assessing off campus and DL sections using this tool. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

The Master Syllabus for ECO 211, Principles of Economics I, was developed by 
Randy LaHote in 2011. It specified that the Test of Understanding College 
Economics-Fourth Edition (TUCE4) be used as the assessment tool for this 
course.  The TUCE4 is a nationally normed standardized exam given to students at 
two and four year institutions across the country. It was developed by the National 
Council on Economic Education NCEE and has two main objectives. It is 
designed “to offer a reliable and valid assessment instrument for students in 
principles of economics courses” and “to provide norming data for a large national 



sample of students in principles exams”. There are separate exams for macro and 
microeconomics courses. Each has 30 questions. 

The TUCE4 was administered to 4 sections (approximately half) of ECO 211 
students at the end of the semester. It was machine scored based on a NCEE 
provided key. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
Learning outcome success per the Master Syllabus is demonstrated by having 
more than 50% of the class score higher than the national average on the TUCE4 
Macro Exam.  

The average score for the national cohort was 14.06 with a standard deviation of 
5.28. Therefore, WCC’s average of 19.7 exceeded the national average by a full 
standard deviation. On an individual level, 59 of the 68 WCC students who took 
the TUCE4 Macro scored higher than the national average. The standard of 
success was met. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

Students who successfully completed the course showed, on average, a reasonable 
understanding of this material. Review of scores on questions indicates that 
student understanding of this material is somewhat weaker than the material 
related to earlier outcomes. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

Given that students exceeded the standard for success, there are no plans for 
significant changes the coverage or instruction of this material. Some additional 
practice exercises or simulations may be incorporated as time permits. 

 
 
Outcome 6: Differentiate the mechanisms of fiscal and monetary policy and their 
effectiveness.  

• Assessment Plan  

o Assessment Tool: TUCE3 standardized exam 



o Assessment Date: Fall 2013 

o Course section(s)/other population: Rotating odd-even sections 

o Number students to be assessed: All students in selected sections 

o How the assessment will be scored: Answer Key 

o Standard of success to be used for this assessment: The TUCE is nationally 
normed. More than 50% of the students should score above the national 
average performance. 

o Who will score and analyze the data: Full-time economics instructors will 
jointly score and analyze the data. 

1. Indicate the Semester(s) and year(s) assessment data were collected for this report.  

Fall (indicate years below) Winter (indicate years 
below) 

SP/SU (indicate years 
below) 

   2015      

2. Provide assessment sample size data in the table below.  

# of students enrolled # of students assessed 
255 68 

3. If the number of students assessed differs from the number of students enrolled, 
please explain why all enrolled students were not assessed, e.g. absence, withdrawal, 
or did not complete activity.  

All students who completed the class were required to take the TUCE4. 
Completing the class was defined as taking the Final Exam. Of the 72 students 
who took the Final Exam, 4 failed to take the TUCE4. 

4. Describe how students from all populations (day students on campus, DL, MM, 
evening, extension center sites, etc.) were included in the assessment based on your 
selection criteria.  

Students were selected from on campus daytime sections. It would be worthwhile 
to include evening class on campus sections going forward. Currently, there is no 
mechanism available for assessing off campus and DL sections using this tool. 

5. Describe the process used to assess this outcome. Include a brief description of this 
tool and how it was scored.  

The Master Syllabus for ECO 211, Principles of Economics I, was developed by 
Randy LaHote in 2011. It specified that the Test of Understanding College 
Economics-Fourth Edition (TUCE4) be used as the assessment tool for this 
course.  The TUCE4 is a nationally normed standardized exam given to students at 



two and four year institutions across the country. It was developed by the National 
Council on Economic Education NCEE and has two main objectives. It is 
designed “to offer a reliable and valid assessment instrument for students in 
principles of economics courses” and “to provide norming data for a large national 
sample of students in principles exams”. There are separate exams for macro and 
microeconomics courses. Each has 30 questions. 

The TUCE4 was administered to 4 sections (approximately half) of ECO 211 
students at the end of the semester. It was machine scored based on a NCEE 
provided key. 

6. Briefly describe assessment results based on data collected for this outcome and tool 
during the course assessment. Discuss the extent to which students achieved this 
learning outcome and indicate whether the standard of success was met for this 
outcome and tool.  

Met Standard of Success: Yes 
Learning outcome success per the Master Syllabus is demonstrated by having 
more than 50% of the class score higher than the national average on the TUCE4 
Macro Exam.  

The average score for the national cohort was 14.06 with a standard deviation of 
5.28. Therefore, WCC’s average of 19.7 exceeded the national average by a full 
standard deviation. On an individual level, 59 of the 68 WCC students who took 
the TUCE4 Macro scored higher than the national average. The standard of 
success was met. 

7. Based on your interpretation of the assessment results, describe the areas of strength 
in student achievement of this learning outcome.  

A review of student performance on individual questions indicated that students 
had more difficulty with questions related to this outcome. This is not unexpected. 
Answering these questions correctly requires the highest level of mastery of the 
material as well as the strongest analytical skills. 

8. Based on your analysis of student performance, discuss the areas in which student 
achievement of this learning outcome could be improved. If student met standard of 
success, you may wish to identify your plans for continuous improvement.  

Within the time constraints of the course, some additional emphasis will be given 
to covering material related to fiscal and monetary policy, which are frequently 
squeezed in at the end of the semester. 

 

II. Course Summary and Action Plans Based on Assessment Results 



1. Describe your overall impression of how this course is meeting the needs of 
students. Did the assessment process bring to light anything about student 
achievement of learning outcomes that surprised you?  

The WCC student average exceeded the national sample average by more than a 
standard deviation.  That indicates that students who are completing the course are 
doing well. Individual analysis of some test questions indicates that more 
emphasis could be given to fiscal and monetary policy. 

2. Describe when and how this information, including the action plan, was or will be 
shared with Departmental Faculty.  

The results of this assessment will be shared with the Social Science Department 
generally in departmental meetings More detailed results will be provided to the 
Economics Faculty via email and through discussions. 

3.  
Intended Change(s)  

Intended Change Description of the 
change Rationale Implementation 

Date 
No changes intended. 

4. Is there anything that you would like to mention that was not already captured?  

5.  

III. Attached Files 

TUCE4 Macro Results W15 
TUCE$ Macro Sample Questions W15 

Faculty/Preparer:  Gregg Heidebrink  Date: 08/11/2016  
Department Chair:  Gregg Heidebrink  Date: 08/11/2016  
Dean:  Kristin Good  Date: 08/25/2016  
Assessment Committee Chair:  Michelle Garey  Date: 10/25/2016  
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