
Meriam Library Instruction Evaluation
Spring 2004

Total number of respondents = 221

Question 1

1 .5%
2 .9%

45 20.4%
129 58.4%

44 19.9%
221 100.0%

Wendy Diamond
Jim Dwyer
Kathi Fountain
Kris Johnson
Other
Total

Count %
Q1: Instructor

Question 2

7 3.2%
12 5.5%
55 25.1%

129 58.9%
13 5.9%

3 1.4%
219 100.0%

Freshman
Sophomore
Junior
Senior
Graduate
Faculty/Staff
Total

Count %
Q2: Status
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Questions 3 to 6

1 .5% 2 .9% 1 .5%
  4 1.8% 1 .5%

5 2.3% 19 8.6% 22 10.0%
81 36.7% 105 47.5% 95 43.0%

134 60.6% 91 41.2% 102 46.2%
221 100.0% 221 100.0% 221 100.0%

1  Strongly Disagree
2  Disagree
3  Neutral
4  Agree
5  Strongly Agree
Total

Count %

Q3: Instructor presented
information I could

understand
Count %

Q4: I can use Library
resources more effectively

Count %

Q5: Instructor encouraged
discussion and questions

2 .9%
7 3.2%

34 15.4%
105 47.5%

73 33.0%
221 100.0%

1  Strongly Disagree
2  Disagree
3  Neutral
4  Agree
5  Strongly Agree
Total

Count %

Q6: I am more confident
using the Library

Descriptives Statistics - Questions 3 to 6
(1=Strongly Disagree; 5=Strongly Agree)

221 4.57 .588
221 4.26 .765
221 4.34 .712
221 4.09 .829

Q3: Instructor presented information I could understand
Q4: I can use Library resources more effectively
Q5: Instructor encouraged discussion and questions
Q6: I am more confident using the Library

N Mean Std. Deviation
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Question 7

3 1.4%
42 19.2%

145 66.2%
29 13.2%

219 100.0%

1  Too easy
2  Easy
3  Just right
4  Difficult
Total

Count %

Q7: Rate the content level
of this class

Descriptives Statistics - Question 7
(1=Too easy; 5=Too difficult)

219 2.91 .611Q7: Rate the content level of this class
N Mean Std. Deviation

Question 8: What would have improved this class? (mark all that apply).

71 32.1% 14 6.3% 37 16.7%
150 67.9% 207 93.7% 184 83.3%
221 100.0% 221 100.0% 221 100.0%

Marked
Not marked
Total

Count %

Q8A: Class
improvement: Hands-on

computer time
Count %

Q8B: Class
improvement: More

discussion
Count %

Q8C: Class
improvement: More

handouts

23 10.4% 19 8.6%
198 89.6% 202 91.4%
221 100.0% 221 100.0%

Marked
Not marked
Total

Count %

Q8D: Class
improvement: More

resources explained in
less detail

Count %

Q8E: Class improvement:
Fewer resources

explained in more detail

35 15.8% 18 8.1%
186 84.2% 203 91.9%
221 100.0% 221 100.0%

Marked
Not marked
Total

Count %

Q8F: Class
improvement: More

examples of resources
Count %

Q8G: Class
improvement: Other

   Institutional Research                                                             3                                                                          Sp 2004


