Detailed Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 B01 Efford
Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course? Mean: 4.69
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 5 31.25
Outstanding 5.00 11 68.75 ©0

40

20

0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 16 100.00
Total 16 100.00
Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course. Mean: 4.69
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 2 12.50 80
Very Good 4.00 1 6.25
Outstanding 5.00 13 g1.25 €0

40

20

5 ]
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 16 100.00
Total 16 100.00

2018-11-28 Detailed Iltem Analysis Report Page 1



Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.

Mean: 4.50

Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 8 50.00
Outstanding 5.00 8 50.00 90
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 16 100.00
Total 16 100.00
Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted. Mean: 3.75
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 2 12.50
Fair 2.00 1 625 %0
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 9 56.25
Outstanding 5.00 4 2500 90
40
i L
o T e
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 16 100.00
Total 16 100.00
What overall rating would you give to the laboratory? Mean: 4.50
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 8 50.00
Outstanding 5.00 8 50.00 90
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 16 100.00
Total 16 100.00
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Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.

Mean: 4.75

Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 4 25.00
Outstanding 5.00 12 7500 90

40

20

0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 16 100.00
Total 16 100.00
Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab. Mean: 4.94
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 1 6.25
Outstanding 5.00 15 9375 @0

40

20

0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 16 100.00
Total 16 100.00
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Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance.

Mean: 4.93

Response Value Frequency Percent
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 1 6.25
Outstanding 5.00 14 g7.50 80

40

20

0
Outstanding
Very Good

Total Valid 15 93.75
No Response 1 6.25
Total 16 100.00
Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness. Mean: 4.88
Response Value Frequency Percent
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 2 12.50
Outstanding 5.00 14 g7.50 €0

40

20

0
Qutstanding
Very Good

Total Valid 16 100.00
Total 16 100.00
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Item Analysis Graph Report

201809 ANTH 352 B01 Efford
Responses1 Responses2
100 Response Percent 1 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
- l Fair 000 o I Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00 0 Good 12.50
O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 31.25 O a Qusendng  Very Good 6.25
Fair Very Good Outstanding 68.75 Fair Very Good Outstanding 81.25
Mean: 4.69 Mean: 4.69
Responses3 Responses4
100 Response Percent 100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 12.50
0 Fair 0.00 0 Fair 6.25
0 . Good 0.00 20_ B Good 0.00
0 Poor Cod Outstanding Very Good 50.00 0 Poor - Cod Outstanding Very Good 56.25
Fair Very Good Outstanding 50.00 Fair Very Good Outstanding 25.00
Mean: 4.50 Mean: 3.75
Responses5 Responses6
100 Response Percent 1 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
0 . Good 0.00 0 I Good 0.00
O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 50.00 O Gad  Qusadng  Very Good 25.00
Fair Very Good Outstanding 50.00 Fair Very Good Outstanding 75.00
Mean: 4.50 Mean: 4.75
Responses7 Responses8
100 Response Percent 100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00 0 Good 0.00
0 Poor Cod Quistending Very Good 6.25 0 Poor Cod Quistending Very Good 6.25
Fair Very Good Outstanding 93.75 Fair Very Good Outstanding 87.50
Mean: 4.94 Mean: 4.93
Responses9
100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00
0 Poor Cod Outstanding Very Good 12.50
Fair Very Good Outstanding 87.50
Mean: 4.88
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Condensed Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 BO1 Efford
Rate the coordination between lectures and Rate how well the laboratories helped you to

laboratories in this course? understand the subject matter of the course.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.69 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.69
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | \ Fair 0 0.00 | |
Good 0 0.00 | Good 2 1250 M |
Very Good 5 31.25 -: Very Good 1 625 | |
Outstanding 11 6675 I | Outstanding 13 g1.25 NG |

Rate how clear and understandable written lab
instructions were.

Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in
the time allotted.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.50 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 3.75
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 2 1250 M |
Fair 0 0.00 | \ Fair 1 625 [ |
Good 0 0.00 | Good 0 0.00 | |
Very Good 8 50.00 _: Very Good 9 5625 I @~ |
Outstanding 8 5000 I | Outstanding 4 2500 I @00 |

What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?

Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.50 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.75
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | \ Fair 0 0.00 | \
Good 0 0.00 | Good 0 0.00 |

Very Good 8 50.00 _: Very Good 4 25.00 -:
Outstanding 8 5000 I | Outstanding 12 75.00 N |

Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.

Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional
assistance.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.94 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.93
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | | Fair 0 0.00 | |
Good 0 0.00 | | Good 0 0.00 | |
Very Good 1 625 [ | Very Good 1 625 | |
Outstanding 15 93.75 NG | Outstanding 14 87.50 NG |
No Response 0 0.00 No Response 1 6.25

Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.88

Poor 0 0.00 | |

Fair 0 0.00 | |

Good 0 0.00 | |

Very Good 2 1250 M |

Outstanding 14 87.50 NG |
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Basic Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 BO1 Efford

Response Frequencies
Question Mean Poor Fair Good Very Outst
Responses1 4.69 0.00 0.00 0.00 31.25 68.75
Responses2 4.69 0.00 0.00 12.50 6.25 81.25
Responses3 4.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 50.00 50.00
Responses4 3.75 12.50 6.25 0.00 56.25 25.00
Responses5 4.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 50.00 50.00
Responses6 475 0.00 0.00 0.00 25.00 75.00
Responses? 4,94 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.25 93.75
Responses8 4.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.25 87.50
Responses9 4.88 0.00 0.00 0.00 12.50 87.50
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Detailed Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 B02 Efford
Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course? Mean: 4.80
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 3 20.00
Outstanding 5.00 12 go.o0 0

40

20

0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course. Mean: 4.87
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 2 13.33
Outstanding 5.00 13 ge.67  ©0

40

20

0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
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Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.

Mean: 4.47

Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 8 53.33
Outstanding 5.00 7 4667 90
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted. Mean: 3.87
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 6 40.00 80
Very Good 4.00 5 33.33
Outstanding 5.00 4 26.67 90
40
" N m
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
What overall rating would you give to the laboratory? Mean: 4.60
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 6 40.00
Outstanding 5.00 9 60.00 90
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
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Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material. Mean: 4.93

Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 1 6.67
Outstanding 5.00 14 9333 @0
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab. Mean: 4.87
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 2 13.33
Outstanding 5.00 13 ge.67 90
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance. Mean: 4.80
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 3 20.00
Outstanding 5.00 12 go.oo 90
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
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Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.

Mean: 4.93

Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 1 6.67
Outstanding 5.00 14 9333 @0

40

20

0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 15 100.00
Total 15 100.00
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Item Analysis Graph Report

201809 ANTH 352 B02 Efford
Responses1 Responses2
100 Response Percent 1 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00 0 Good 0.00
O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 20.00 O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 13.33
Fair Very Good Outstanding 80.00 Fair Very Good Outstanding 86.67
Mean: 4.80 Mean: 4.87
Responses3 Responses4
100 Response Percent 100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
2 . Good 000 . g Good 40.00
0 Poor Cod Outstanding Very Good 53.33 0 Poor Cod Outstanding Very Good 33.33
Fair Very Good Outstanding 46.67 Fair Very Good Outstanding 26.67
Mean: 4.47 Mean: 3.87
Responses5 Responses6
100 Response Percent 1 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00 0 Good 0.00
O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 40.00 O Gl ousadng  Very Good 6.67
Fair Very Good Outstanding 60.00 Fair Very Good Outstanding 93.33
Mean: 4.60 Mean: 4.93
Responses7 Responses8
100 Response Percent 100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00 0 Good 0.00
0 Poor Cod Outstending Very Good 13.33 0 Poor Cod Outstending Very Good 20.00
Fair Very Good Outstanding 86.67 Fair Very Good Outstanding 80.00
Mean: 4.87 Mean: 4.80
Responses9
100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00
0 Poor Cod Qutstending Very Good 6.67
Fair Very Good Outstanding 93.33
Mean: 4.93
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Condensed Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 B02 Efford
Rate the coordination between lectures and Rate how well the laboratories helped you to

laboratories in this course? understand the subject matter of the course.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.80 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.87
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | \ Fair 0 0.00 | |
Good 0 0.00 | Good 0 0.00 | |
Very Good 3 20.00 -: Very Good 2 1333 B |
Outstanding 12 8000 NI | oOutstanding 13 86.67 NN |

Rate how clear and understandable written lab
instructions were.

Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in
the time allotted.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.47 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 3.87
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | \
Fair 0 0.00 | \ Fair 0 0.00 |

Good 0 0.00 | Good 6 40.00 -:
Very Good 8 53.33 _: Very Good 5 3333 I @200
Outstanding 7 4667 M | Outstanding 4 2667 I = |

What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?

Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.60 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.93
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | \ Fair 0 0.00 | |
Good 0 0.00 | Good 0 0.00 | \
Very Good 6 40.00 -: Very Good 1 667 N |
Outstanding 9 6000 M | oOutstanding 14 93.33 I |

Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.

Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional
assistance.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.87 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.80
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | | Fair 0 0.00 | \
Good 0 0.00 | | Good 0 0.00 |

Very Good 2 1333 M | Very Good 3 20.00 -:
Outstanding 13 86.67 I | Outstanding 12 go.oo NG |
Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.93

Poor 0 000 | |

Fair 0 0.00 | |

Good 0 000 | |

Very Good 1 667 N |

Outstanding 14 93.33 NN |
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Basic Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 B02 Efford

Response Frequencies
Question Mean Poor Fair Good Very Outst
Responses1 4.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.00 80.00
Responses2 4.87 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.33 86.67
Responses3 4.47 0.00 0.00 0.00 53.33 46.67
Responses4 3.87 0.00 0.00 40.00 33.33 26.67
Responses5 4.60 0.00 0.00 0.00 40.00 60.00
Responses6 4.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.67 93.33
Responses? 4.87 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.33 86.67
Responses8 4.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 20.00 80.00
Responses9 4.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.67 93.33
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Detailed Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 B03 Efford
Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course? Mean: 4.79
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 3 21.43
Outstanding 5.00 11 78.57 60

40

20

0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00
Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course. Mean: 4.86
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 2 14.29
Outstanding 5.00 12 gs.71 €0

40

20

0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00
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Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.

Mean: 4.43

Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 1 714 80
Very Good 4.00 6 42.86
Outstanding 5.00 7 50.00 90
40
20
0 _
Poor Outstanding
Fair VeryGood
Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00
Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted. Mean: 4.00
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 3 21.43 80
Very Good 4.00 8 57.14
Outstanding 5.00 3 2143 @0
40
2° I I
0
Poor Outstanding
Fair VeryGood
Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00
What overall rating would you give to the laboratory? Mean: 4.64
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 5 35.71
Outstanding 5.00 9 6429 80
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00
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Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material. Mean: 4.86

Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 2 14.29
Outstanding 5.00 12 gs.71 80
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00
Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab. Mean: 4.93
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 1 7.14
Outstanding 5.00 13 9286 90
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00
Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance. Mean: 5.00
Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 0 0.00
Outstanding 5.00 14 100.00 60
40
20
0
Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good
Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00
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Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.

Mean: 4.86

Response Value Frequency Percent Graph
Poor 1.00 0 0.00 100
Fair 2.00 0 0.00
Good 3.00 0 0.00 80
Very Good 4.00 2 14.29
Outstanding 5.00 12 gs.71 80

40

20

0

Poor Good Outstanding
Fair Very Good

Total Valid 14 100.00
Total 14 100.00

2018-11-28

Detailed Iltem Analysis Report
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Item Analysis Graph Report

201809 ANTH 352 B03 Efford
Responses1 Responses2
100 Response Percent 1 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
0 I Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00 0 Good 0.00
O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 21.43 O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 14.29
Fair Very Good Outstanding 78.57 Fair Very Good Outstanding 85.71
Mean: 4.79 Mean: 4.86
Responses3 Responses4
100 Response Percent 100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
20 . Fair 0.00 20 Fair 0.00
0 Good 714 0 Good 21.43
D “God  Qusadng  Very Good 42.86 D g ngng Very Good 57.14
Fair Very Good Outstanding 50.00 Fair Very Good Outstanding 21.43
Mean: 4.43 Mean: 4.00
Responses5 Responses6
100 Response Percent 1 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
pe l Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00 0 Good 0.00
O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 35.71 O Gl Qusadng  Very Good 14.29
Fair Very Good Outstanding 64.29 Fair Very Good Outstanding 85.71
Mean: 4.64 Mean: 4.86
Responses7 Responses8
100 Response Percent 100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00 g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00 0 Good 0.00
0 Poor Cod Outstending Very Good 7.14 0 Poor Cod Outstanding Very Good 0.00
Fair Very Good Outstanding 92.86 Fair Very Good Outstanding 100.00
Mean: 4.93 Mean: 5.00
Responses9
100 Response Percent
g Poor 0.00
0 Fair 0.00
0 Good 0.00
0 Poor Cod Outstanding Very Good 14.29
Fair Very Good Outstanding 85.71
Mean: 4.86
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Condensed Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 B03 Efford
Rate the coordination between lectures and Rate how well the laboratories helped you to

laboratories in this course? understand the subject matter of the course.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.79 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.86
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | | Fair 0 0.00 | |
Good 0 0.00 | | Good 0 0.00 | |
Very Good 3 2143 MM ] Very Good 2 1429 M |
Outstanding 11 7857 N | Outstanding 12 85.71 NN |

Rate how clear and understandable written lab
instructions were.

Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in
the time allotted.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 443 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.00
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 000 | | Fair 0 000 | |
Good 1 714 | | Good 3 2143 ]
Very Good 6 28 N @0 | Very Good 8 5714 @
Outstanding 7 5000 B | Outstanding 3 2143 00

What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?

Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.64 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.86
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | | Fair 0 0.00 | |
Good 0 0.00 | | Good 0 0.00 | \
Very Good 5 3571 M | Very Good 2 1429 M |
Outstanding 9 6429 M | Outstanding 12 85.71 NN |

Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.

Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional
assistance.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.93 Response Frequency Percent Mean: 5.00
Poor 0 0.00 | | Poor 0 0.00 | |
Fair 0 0.00 | | Fair 0 0.00 | |
Good 0 0.00 | | Good 0 0.00 | |
Very Good 1 714 | | Very Good 0 0.00 | |

Outstanding 13

Outstanding 14

Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.

Response Frequency Percent Mean: 4.86
Poor 0 0.00 | \
Fair 0 0.00 | \
Good 0 0.00 | |
Very Good 2 1429 M |
Outstanding 12 8571 N |

2018-11-28

Condensed ltem Analysis Report

Page 1



Basic Item Analysis Report

201809 ANTH 352 B03 Efford

Response Frequencies
Question Mean Poor Fair Good Very Outst
Responses1 4.79 0.00 0.00 0.00 21.43 78.57
Responses2 4.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.29 85.71
Responses3 4.43 0.00 0.00 714 42.86 50.00
Responses4 4.00 0.00 0.00 21.43 57.14 21.43
Responses5 4.64 0.00 0.00 0.00 35.71 64.29
Responses6 4.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.29 85.71
Responses? 4.93 0.00 0.00 0.00 714 92.86
Responses8 5.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00
Responses9 4.86 0.00 0.00 0.00 14.29 85.71

2018-11-28 Basic Iltem Analysis Report Page 1
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	ANTH352_B01_Efford_201809_survey_analysis
	Detailed Item Analysis Report
	Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding


	Item Analysis Graph Report
	Responses1
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses2
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses3
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses4
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses5
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses6
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses7
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses8
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses9
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding


	Condensed Item Analysis Report
	Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding



	ANTH352_B02_Efford_201809_survey_analysis
	Detailed Item Analysis Report
	Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding


	Item Analysis Graph Report
	Responses1
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses2
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses3
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses4
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses5
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses6
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses7
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses8
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses9
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding


	Condensed Item Analysis Report
	Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding



	ANTH352_B03_Efford_201809_survey_analysis
	Detailed Item Analysis Report
	Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding


	Item Analysis Graph Report
	Responses1
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses2
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses3
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses4
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses5
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses6
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses7
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses8
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Responses9
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding


	Condensed Item Analysis Report
	Rate the coordination between lectures and laboratories in this course?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how well the laboratories helped you to understand the subject matter of the course.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate how clear and understandable written lab instructions were.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the feasibility of completing the lab exercises in the time allotted.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	What overall rating would you give to the laboratory?
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's knowledge of the material.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the lab instructor's preparation for the lab.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's ability to provide additional assistance.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding

	Rate the instructor's overall effectiveness.
	Poor
	Fair
	Good
	Very Good
	Outstanding
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