[bookmark: class_2]Class #2
February 14, 2013 (Happy Valentine’s Day)

Finish initial table intros (from last week) 

Titles:
Tables – title case (important words capitalized), italics; “Table 1”(no italics) 
· Tables numbered consecutively

Figures – sentence case (first word, proper nouns capitalized), no italics; “Figure 1” (italics)


Table introductions (students have brought one each)

Very nice list, intro of tables: http://www.ncsu.edu/labwrite/res/gh/gh-tables.html


Types of tables: 
1. textual table
2. statistical table
3. numerical table 



[image: ]


[image: ]


[image: ]

[image: ]

[image: ]

	Table 3. Pattern Matrix for Willingness to Use Technology (Japan 2009 Data)

	
	Components
	

	Task
	Synchronous
	Asynchronous
	Chatting
	h2

	Synchronous Communication
	
	
	.477

	Presentation (PPT)
	.676
	
	
	.477

	Mail exchange
	.638*
	
	
	.417

	Divide check
	.594
	
	
	.327

	Contact teacher
	.559
	
	
	.322

	Get class info
	.487
	
	
	.280

	Asynchronous Communication
	
	
	

	Test-taking
	(-.256)
	.779
	
	.579

	Memo
	
	.635
	
	.411

	Budget
	
	.513
	
	.397

	5-page report
	
	.499
	
	.330

	Reference material
	
	.414
	
	.378

	Chatting (Internet)
	
	
	.871
	.029

	Eigenvalue
	2.345
	1.601
	1.101
	

	% of variance
	21.32%
	14.56%
	10.01%
	

	Note. The secondary loading of ‘test-taking’, although below the cutoff value of .40, is shown to facilitate comparison with structural equation modeling results below. 
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decimal tab
Your homework:
1. Make sure you get something for your husband/wife/significant other for Valentine’s Day. 
2. Send me an e-mail and I will then send you some data for making a table. 
3. If you haven’t already done so, bring (or send me) a table for you to describe. 

elwood.jim@gmail.com
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Table 8
Summary of Fit Indices

Tndex Family' Tadex Significance Level
“Absolute Fit Yo 7 05 go0d
Relative Fit Incremental Fit Index (D)

Parsimonious Fit oot mean square ertor of
‘approvimation (RMSEA) with 90%
confidence intervals.

Incremental Fit  Comparative Fit Index (CF)

Residual-based Fit  Standardized Root Mean Square
‘Residual (SRMR)

95 good.
08 good, < .05 better
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Table 6
Category Separation Series

Number of Series

Likert scale In(j)  In(j)—In(-1) Naturallog  Min sep Min sep

categories (j) series (logits) (CHIPS)
2 .69 .69 2.20 2.20 10.01
3 1.10 41 1.51° 1.4 6.37*
4 1.39 29 1.10 1.1* 5.00%
5 1.61 22 .81 .81* 3.69*%
6 1.79 18 .59 .59 2.68
7 1.95 .16 41 41 1.87

Note. Values with an asterisk are from Wolfe and Smith (2007, p. 210), and the
corresponding CHIPS values are calculated from those data. * If the value from the
natural log series is used here in 3-category row, the minimum separation would
be 1.51 logits (6.85 CHIPS) instead of 1.4 logits (6.37 CHIPS).
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Purpose
Linguistic Subject-matter knowledge &
critical thinking
Non-expert Expert

Content Opinions & Analysis & interpretation of
experiences arguments

Intellectual
engagement Low High
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Table 1

Participants’ Majors and English Proficiency Levels

Source n Major Proficiency Hrs / week

B University 137 Various Mixed 45

C University 21 Foreign languages High 6

D University 42 Economics Low-intermediate 45

F University 14 English Low-intermediate 45

G University 30 Various Mixed 45
o Media and Information 2

H University 8 Studies Low 3

Total 252

Note. University names are pseudonyms. Hrs / week is the number of hours of
English instruction per week.
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Table 4

Summary of Instruments
Cotruct Tostrament Gippen) Sowee
Froeiensy Bresdh of Vosabulary Knovwedge Q) Naion GO0D): Naion &
Louder (1959)
Listening Comprebension () Awher
Frequency of L2 Frequency of L2 Commuication (5,F)  Yackima (2002)
Commusicston
LW L2 Willingoess fo Communicste (G ) MeCroskey (1992)

12 Commusicstive  Pesceived Competence in Engih (L7)  Macluiyne & Chasos (1996)
Competence
12 Communicative  Commusicaton Auxiety in Englich (. 1) Maclutyre & Charos (1996)
Ansery

FLCAS A4 N) Horwicz el (1986)
Motvation Desire fo Learn Englich (0.7) Yashima 2002)
Motivationsl Intensiy (0. P) Yashima (2002)

Intemationsl Postwe Interetin Intemationsl Vocstion (Q.R)  Yachima (2002)
Interestin Interational Affiics (Q.X)  Yachima (2002): Autbor
Intergroup Avoidance-Acceptance Yashima (2002)
Tendesey Q%)
Intercurur] Frendobip Orientaton (Q. %) Yachioma (2002)
Perceived distce  Perceived Distance Questionnaire 5, ) Author

Personslity Bipolarscal of global personality maits  Goldberg (1992) Maclatyre
(chortened form) (W, X) & Charos (1996)

Ezopemebiliy  Hartmeon Boundsry Questionsaire ‘Hartmann (1992); Rawlings
(chortened form) (7, 2) [

Esglih erperience(from demograpic dats) Author

Athude: (composite) Author

‘Demographic @.5) Author

informtion.

“TNote. The complete questionnaire included 274 ftems: 17 demographic fems, 201 survey
tems, and 56 proficiency measure ifems.




