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Introduction 

The following review was prepared as a report of the assessment activities in the Department of Religious 
Education. The assessments were designed to analyze how the Religious Education Department is meeting its 
stated outcomes, which in turn tie into the university outcomes.  

University Outcomes 

The purpose of a BYU-Idaho education is to help students to become: 
1. Creative and critical thinkers 
2. Lifelong learners 
3. Effective communicators 
4. Skilled professionals 
5. Engaged citizens 
6. Disciple leaders 

Program Outcomes 

1. Students will deepen their personal conversion of the Savior Jesus Christ as they: 
• increase in faith 
• live according to the precepts of the Gospel 
• develop into disciple-leaders 
2. Students will demonstrate increased gospel scholarship as they learn the doctrines and principles 
of the Gospel of Jesus Christ as contained in the Holy Scriptures and words of the prophets and 
strive to apply them in their lives. As they do so students will learn to 
• be source-critical regarding doctrinal statements not found in the Scriptures 
• learn to manage ambiguity 
• remember that God "will yet reveal many great and important things pertaining to the 
kingdom of God." 
3. Students will demonstrate increased competence in teaching the gospel to others as they 
• explain and testify of gospel truth 
• resist the need to provide a ‘why’ to every question 
• discern between opinion and doctrine. 
• increase in their commitment to God as demonstrated by their willingness to receive the sacred ordinances of 
the temple, serve honorable missions when called, and provide voluntary community and church service 

 
Each course in the Department of Religious Education helps in each of the outcomes, so there is not one specific 
course per outcome. These outcomes also tie directly in with the university outcomes with the possible exception 
of #5, becoming skilled professionals where the tie-in is less direct. These courses are designed, however, to help 
students live the Gospel which will in turn help them in their professions.  
 
 
 
 
 

Religious Education Department Outcomes and 
Assessment 
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University Outcomes Department outcomes that Achieve University Outcomes 

Creative and critical thinkers Outcome 2 

Lifelong learners Outcomes 1, 2, 3 

Effective communicators Outcome 3 

Skilled professionals Outcomes 2, 3 

Engaged citizens Outcomes 1, 3 

Disciple leaders Outcomes 1, 2, 3 

 

 
Assessment Plan 

The assessments outlined below include a couple of direct measures (1, 4, 5) as well as indirect measures (2, 3, 6). 
Assessments numbers 4 and 5 are specifically targeted at outcome #2 and #3. The rest of the assessments are 
designed to help with all of the outcomes. 
Assessment Tools/Data (see appendices 1-6) 
The Department of Religious Education currently uses the following assessment instruments to 
evaluate our effectiveness in achieving our stated outcomes: 
1 Survey of Religious Education Outcomes (conducted each year at the end of winter 
semester, appendix one) 
2 The Eternal Family survey (see appendix two) 
3 Three, Five, and Ten Year Alumni Survey (see appendix three) 
4 Doctrinal Proficiency Assessment (see appendix four) 
5 “Tool-kit” assessment (See appendix five) 
6 Comparison between online and face to face classes (See appendix six)  

 

 

 

Assessment Data 

 

 Distinguished Proficient Developing Unsatisfactory Sum 

Program Outcome 1  X   83% 

Program Outcome 2  X   73% 

Program Outcome 3  X   92% 

Distinguished: Excellent level of achievement; exceeds expectations 

Proficient: Good level of achievement; meets expectations 

Developing: Fair level of achievement; minimally meets expectations 

Unsatisfactory: Low level of achievement; fails to meet expectations 

 
Analysis and Improvement Plan 

As per the assessments, most of our students are doing well across the different measures. There is, 

however, a mildly concerning trend: there has not been much of a change on the tool-kit skills between 

the freshman and senior respondents. We would like to see more growth there. To help with that, as the 
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new cornerstone courses become more widely taught, and as teachers have an eye toward training 

students in these skills we hope to see more growth. 

In addition, 92% of students being actively engaged in the church simply isn’t enough. We’ll continue to 

strive to reach every student.  

There has also been a slight downward trend in the survey of religious education outcomes. While not 

statistically significant, nor even very large, the trend is at odds with the ‘steady upward course’ that has 

been outlined for us. Between 2012 and 2015, there has actually been a reversal of the trend. Despite 

this, we are still keeping an eye and trying to assure that upward trend continues.  We have wondered 

whether the downward trend could be accounted for by the larger number of online courses, so we 

assessed that. It appears that is not the cause of the downward trend, as the assessment which compared 

online to face-to-face classes was quite favorable toward online. The next step might be to analyze the 

effect that our growing number of adjunct teachers might have.  

One of the elements that is in place to ameliorate the slight downward trend is the growing use of 

teaching teams. This will be especially helpful for our adjunct teachers; not only will it help with content 

knowledge, but also with learning the discipline of being a religious educator.  
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Appendix 1 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Survey of Religious Education Outcomes 

2015 

 
 

 
 

 

Prepared by the Office of Institutional Research 

 

February 2015 
 

 

IR 2015-0017



 

 
 
 
 

This online survey was administered in February to 900 randomly selected sophomores, juniors, and 

seniors.   Freshmen were excluded from the survey because their expeience with religion classes would be 

minimal.  Of the 900 students surveyed, 332 students responded to the invitation survey for a response 

rate of 37%. No incentives were offered. One follow up reminder was issued. The survey ran for three 

weeks.  The survey consisted of seven rating scales and one open-ended question. 

 
  



 2 

1. My religion courses have increased my knowledge of the scriptures, the doctrines and principles 

of the gospel and the teachings of the living prophets. 

 

 
Strongly 
Disagree 

Disagree 
Some-what 
Disagree 

Some-what 
Agree 

Agree 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 

Strongly 

Agree 

2015 7 4 5 21 60 76 157 

% 2% 2% 1% 6% 17% 22% 50% 

2012 2% 1% 2% 9% 16% 28% 42% 

2011 3% 2% 1% 6% 18% 30% 42% 

2010 1% 1% 0% 8% 17% 30% 43% 

2009 1% 1% 1% 5% 16% 22% 54% 

 

 
 

 
Year Average sd n 

2009 6.17 1.16 514 

2010 5.99 1.20 505 

2011 5.89 1.36 219 

2012 5.88 1.34 287 

2015 5.97 1.33 330 
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2. My religion courses have strengthened my testimony of the gospel of Jesus Christ. 

 

 
Strongly 

Disagree 
Disagree 

Some-what 

Disagree 

Some-what 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

Agree 

2015 8 3 8 25 57 75 154 

% 2% 1% 2% 6% 17% 21% 50% 

2012 2% 2% 2% 8% 17% 28% 41% 

2011 3% 1% 2% 7% 22% 25% 41% 

2010 2% 1% 0% 6% 22% 25% 43% 

2009 1% 1% 1% 5% 15% 23% 54% 

 

 

Year Average sd n 

2009 6.17 1.15 516 

2010 5.92 1.29 504 

2011 5.82 1.38 219 

2012 5.84 1.38 287 

2015 5.91 1.38 330 
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3. My religion courses have deepened my resolve to live worthy of a temple recommend. 

 

 
Strongly 

Disagree 
Disagree 

Some-what 

Disagree 

Some-what 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

Agree 

2015 7 6 6 35 57 72 147 

% 2% 2% 2% 8% 16% 21% 49% 

2012 3% 3% 1% 9% 19% 22% 42% 

2011 3% 2% 1% 11% 17% 22% 43% 

2010 1% 1% 1% 8% 23% 23% 42% 

2009 1% 1% 1% 5% 16% 19% 57% 

 

   

Year Average sd n 

2009 6.20 1.16 514 

2010 5.88 1.26 504 

2011 5.76 1.48 217 

2012 5.75 1.49 286 

2015 5.83 1.42 330 

 

 
 

 



Registration Survey (Winter 20007) 

 5 

4. My religion courses have prepared me for teaching the Gospel to my future family. 

 

 
Strongly 

Disagree 
Disagree 

Some-what 

Disagree 

Some-what 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

Agree 

2015 8 6 12 21 67 68 146 

% 2% 2% 4% 6% 18% 21% 47% 

2012 2% 1% 3% 8% 22% 24% 40% 

2011 1% 1% 2% 11% 20% 26% 38% 

2010 1% 1% 2% 11% 20% 26% 38% 

2009 1% 1% 1% 6% 18% 22% 52% 

 

 
Year Average sd n 

2009 6.13 1.15 516 

2010 5.79 1.30 504 

2011 5.69 1.49 217 

2012 5.69 1.41 285 

2015 5.81 1.45 328 
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5. My religion courses have prepared me for teaching the doctrines and principles of the gospel in 

other settings outside the home. 

 

 
Strongly 
Disagree 

Disagree 
Some-what 
Disagree 

Some-what 
Agree 

Agree 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 

Strongly 

Agree 

2015 7 7 16 38 80 66 116 

% 2% 2% 5% 9% 23% 20% 39% 

2012 4% 2% 3% 14% 21% 24% 31% 

2011 2% 3% 3% 15% 24% 17% 36% 

2010 1% 2% 2% 14% 24% 26% 30% 

2009 1% 1% 2% 7% 18% 22% 48% 

 

 
Year Average sd n 

2009 5.97 1.23 515 

2010 5.56 1.32 503 

2011 5.50 1.50 218 

2012 5.43 1.55 287 

2015 5.54 1.47 330 
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6. My religion courses have prepared me for future church leadership and teaching opportunites. 

 

 
Strongly 

Disagree 
Disagree 

Some-what 

Disagree 

Some-what 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very 
Strongly 

Agree 

2015 8 9 14 38 70 73 118 

% 2% 3% 5% 9% 19% 23% 38% 

2012 3% 4% 3% 13% 26% 20% 32% 

2011 3% 3% 4% 14% 22% 19% 34% 

2010 2% 2% 2% 13% 25% 27% 30% 

2009 1% 1% 2% 9% 19% 23% 44% 

 

 
Year Average sd n 

2009 5.93 1.26 516 

2010 5.57 1.33 502 

2011 5.45 1.56 218 

2012 5.41 1.53 286 

2015 5.56 1.51 330 
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7. My religion courses have helped me develop more love and respect for others, and a desire to 

serve my fellowman. 

  

 
Strongly 
Disagree 

Disagree 
Some-what 
Disagree 

Some-what 
Agree 

Agree 
Strongly 
Agree 

Very 

Strongly 

Agree 

2015 7 8 12 35 67 66 135 

% 2% 3% 3% 9% 20% 20% 44% 

2012 3% 3% 3% 11% 24% 22% 35% 

2011 4% 3% 2% 11% 19% 24% 37% 

2010 2% 2% 2% 11% 23% 24% 36% 

2009 1% 1% 2% 7% 16% 23% 50% 

 

 
Year Average sd n 

2009 6.05 1.24 512 

2010 5.71 1.34 503 

2011 5.59 1.56 218 

2012 5.55 1.51 286 

015 5.68 1.48 330 
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Appendix 2 

 

Please double click to view the presentation that was prepared by Scott Bergstrom in the 

Institutional Research office: 

© 2008 Brigham Young University–Idaho

Results of the Family Foundations 

Survey (2011 – 2015)

1   
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Appendix 3 

The following hyperlink will take you to the Institutional Research page and deals with 
religious behaviors and beliefs: Alumni and Church Activity   

https://inet.byui.edu/sites/IR/SitePages/Outcome%201-%20Graduated%20Students%20Have%20Strong%20Testimonies.aspx
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Appendix 4 

 The doctrinal proficiency assessment provides a snapshot of the differences 
between Freshman and Senior students. To achieve this, there is a random sampling of 
courses that tend to be Freshman heavy (the courses with lower numbers) and courses 
that tend to attract Seniors (the courses with higher numbers). Approximately five of each 
course type is sampled, but the exact numbers of Freshman and Senior respondents varies 
based on the numbers enrolled in each class. 
 After the sampling, a link to the doctrinal exam is emailed out, along with follow-up 
emails. Student responses are then server graded and analyzed across different 
demographic data points as well as whether the respondent is a Freshman or a Senior. 
 Results are shown below: 

 
 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

Change Statistics 

R Square 

Change 

F Change df1 

1 .724a .524 .463 9.09050 .524 8.547 8 

 

Model Summary 

Model Change Statistics 

df2 Sig. F Change 

1 62a .000 
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As the above results show, the variables describe 52% of the variance among respondents, 
and there is a wide difference between a freshman who is not a returned missionary and a 
senior who has served a mission: The senior averaged over 21 points higher on an 85 point 
test.  

Coefficientsa 

Model Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

B Std. Error Beta 

1 

(Constant) 62.149 4.911  12.655 .000 

Freshman -9.281 2.870 -.356 -3.234 .002 

Senior -.640 3.004 -.021 -.213 .832 

Married 1.984 3.023 .060 .656 .514 

missionrecode 12.709 2.753 .513 4.616 .000 

onlymember 7.096 7.409 .095 .958 .342 

How important is reading 

and studying the scriptures 

to your daily life? 

.174 1.357 .013 .128 .898 

Each seminary year covered 

a book of scripture (Book of 

Mormon, Old Testament, 

New Testament, or Doctrine 

and Covenants). On 

average, how much of these 

scriptures did you read? 

-.934 1.370 -.065 -.681 .498 

Which of the following 

describes your seminary 

experience? 

-.057 1.596 -.004 -.036 .972 
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Appendix 5 

A couple of years ago, the Religious Education Department identified a group of intellectual 
skills that would benefit students, and have tried to engrain those skills in the students. 
While there is no direct class that focuses on these skills, the teachers have an eye toward 
including them organically in every class. The skills include: 

Students can manage ambiguity and know that not everything has been revealed. 
Students demonstrate diligent inquiry into Gospel subjects. 
Students are source critical when studying the Gospel. 
Students recognize how their own and others’ premises affect the conclusions they 
come to. 
Students are able to withhold judgment of others. 

To assess these skills, research methodology was borrowed from the field of Moral 
Psychology where respondents are interviewed and asked to respond to different scenarios 
that deal with the targeted skills. The results are then analyzed across demographic data 
similar to the direct doctrinal assessment, revealing another snapshot of the growth 
between the Freshman and Senior years. Results are displayed below. 
 
Fall 2014 results 
  
Managing ambiguity 

 

 
 
Diligent inquiry 
 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

Change Statistics 

R Square 

Change 

F Change df1 

1 .499a .249 .091 .27638 .249 1.575 4 

 

Coefficientsa 

Model Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

B Std. Error Beta 

1 

(Constant) 2.685 .190  14.140 .000 

mission .000 .166 -.001 -.002 .999 

freshman or senior .161 .144 .279 1.119 .277 

married or single .226 .180 .297 1.256 .224 

male or female -.044 .166 -.070 -.265 .794 
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Being source critical 
 

 

 
 
Recognizing premises 
 

 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

Change Statistics 

R Square 

Change 

F Change df1 

1 .667a .445 .329 .25427 .445 3.815 4 

 

Coefficientsa 

Model Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

B Std. Error Beta 

1 

(Constant) 3.270 .175  18.719 .000 

mission -.091 .152 -.150 -.600 .555 

freshman or senior .387 .132 .628 2.929 .009 

married or single -.044 .166 -.055 -.268 .791 

male or female -.235 .152 -.352 -1.542 .139 

 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

Change Statistics 

R Square 

Change 

F Change df1 

1 .611a .373 .242 .4272 .373 2.832 4 

 

Coefficientsa 

Model Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

B Std. Error Beta 

1 

(Constant) 3.337 .293  11.369 .000 

mission -.050 .256 -.052 -.195 .848 

freshman or senior .533 .222 .548 2.402 .027 

married or single -.088 .278 -.068 -.316 .755 

male or female -.315 .256 -.298 -1.230 .234 

 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

Change Statistics 

R Square 

Change 

F Change df1 

1 .689a .475 .365 .2290 .475 4.304 4 
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Withholding judgment 
 

 

 
 
Spring 2015 results 
 
Manage Ambiguity 

  

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

1 .875a .765 .634 .44431 

Coefficientsa 

Model Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

B Std. Error Beta 

1 

(Constant) 3.206 .157  20.370 .000 

mission .093 .137 .165 .681 .504 

freshman or senior .182 .119 .318 1.525 .144 

married or single .250 .149 .331 1.674 .111 

male or female -.117 .137 -.189 -.852 .405 

 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

Change Statistics 

R Square 

Change 

F Change df1 

1 .499a .249 .091 .27638 .249 1.575 4 

 

Coefficientsa 

Model Unstandardized Coefficients Standardized 

Coefficients 

t Sig. 

B Std. Error Beta 

1 

(Constant) 2.685 .190  14.140 .000 

mission .000 .166 -.001 -.002 .999 

freshman or senior .161 .144 .279 1.119 .277 

married or single .226 .180 .297 1.256 .224 

male or female -.044 .166 -.070 -.265 .794 
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a. Predictors: (Constant), freshmen or senior, Mission, Married or single, Baptized at 

eight, family members in the church 

Diligent Inquiry  

 

 

Model Summary 

Model R R Square Adjusted R Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

1 .915a .836 .745 .51144 

a. Predictors: (Constant), freshmen or senior, Mission, Married or single, Baptized at 

eight, family members in the church 

 

Model 

Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardize

d 

Coefficients 

t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 

1 (Constant) 2.067 .946  2.185 .057 

Mission .350 .497 .197 .705 .499 

Married or single .283 .339 .177 .835 .425 

Baptized at eight .150 .695 .053 .216 .834 

family members 

in the church 
-.067 .835 -.023 -.080 .938 

freshmen or 

senior 
1.050 .298 .738 3.523 .006 

a. Dependent Variable: Manage Ambiguity 
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Source Critical  

 

Model Summary 

Model R 

R 

Square 

Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of the 

Estimate 

1 .905a .818 .717 .29814 

a. Predictors: (Constant), freshmen or senior, Mission, 

Married or single, Baptized at eight, family members in the 

church 

 

Model 

Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardize

d 

Coefficients t Sig. 

 

Model 

Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardize

d 

Coefficients 

t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 

1 (Constant) 2.217 1.089  2.036 .072 

Mission 1.675 .572 .684 2.929 .017 

Married or single -.042 .391 -.019 -.107 .917 

Baptized at eight -.175 .801 -.045 -.219 .832 

Family members 

in the church 
-1.217 .961 -.310 -1.266 .237 

Freshmen or 

Senior 
1.375 .343 .701 4.008 .003 

a. Dependent Variable: Diligent Inquiry 
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B Std. Error Beta 

1 (Constant) 2.200 .635  3.466 .007 

Mission 4.510E-16 .333 .000 .000 1.000 

Married or single -5.949E-17 .228 .000 .000 1.000 

Baptized at eight 1.800 .467 .829 3.857 .004 

family members 

in the church 
-.200 .560 -.092 -.357 .729 

freshmen or 

senior 
.200 .200 .184 1.000 .343 

a. Dependent Variable: Source Critical 

Recognizing Premises  

Model Summary 

Model R 

R 

Square 

Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of 

the 

Estimate 

1 .327a .107 -.390 .70762 

a. Predictors: (Constant), freshmen or senior, Mission, 

Married or single, Baptized at eight, family members 

in the church 

 

Model 

Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardize

d 

Coefficients 

t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 

1 (Constant) 4.328 1.507  2.873 .018 

Mission -.313 .791 -.216 -.395 .702 
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Married or single -.121 .540 -.092 -.224 .828 

Baptized at eight -.207 1.108 -.089 -.187 .856 

family members 

in the church 
-.328 1.330 -.141 -.247 .811 

freshmen or 

senior 
.207 .475 .179 .437 .672 

a. Dependent Variable: Recognizing Premises 

 

Withholding Judgment 

 

Model Summary 

Model R 

R 

Square 

Adjusted R 

Square 

Std. Error of 

the 

Estimate 

1 .498a .248 -.169 .65711 

a. Predictors: (Constant), freshmen or senior, Mission, 

Married or single, Baptized at eight, family members 

in the church 

 

Model 

Unstandardized 

Coefficients 

Standardize

d 

Coefficients 

t Sig. B Std. Error Beta 

1 (Constant) 4.143 1.399  2.961 .016 

Mission -.325 .735 -.221 -.442 .669 

Married or single -.108 .502 -.082 -.216 .834 
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Baptized at eight -.535 1.029 -.227 -.520 .616 

family members 

in the church 
-.143 1.235 -.061 -.116 .910 

Freshmen or 

senior 
.535 .441 .455 1.214 .256 

a. Dependent Variable: Withholding Judgment 

As the above results show, there are some modest differences between freshmen and 
seniors in some of the variables. There are also differences between students who have 
served missions and those who have not. 
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Appendix 6 
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Overview 
 

This online survey was administered in February to 900 randomly selected sophomores, juniors, and 

seniors.   Freshmen were excluded from the survey because their experience with religion classes would 

be minimal.  Of the 900 students surveyed, 332 students responded to the invitation survey for a response 

rate of 37%. Of the 332 students who completed the survey, 214 were campus students and 119 were 

online students.  No incentives were offered. One follow up reminder was issued. The survey ran for three 

weeks.  The survey consisted of seven Likert scales and one open-ended question. 

 

An estimate of the overall margin of error in this survey is approximately 5%, given a desired confidence 

level of 95%.  In other words, we can be 95% certain that any of the results obtained from this survey are 

within +/- 5% of the true values. 

 

This report presents the results of a comparison of the difference in responses between online and campus 

students.  A set of descriptive statistics (shown in Appendix A) revealed that a parametric analysis of 

differences such as a t-test were inappropriate for these data because the data do not follow a normal 

distribution for either of the comparison groups.  Some researchers believe that t-tests are robust in the 

face of non-normal data.  Therefore, the results of an independent t-test analysis of differences between 

the groups on each item are shown in Appendix B. 

 

Given the non-normality of the data, the most appropriate analysis for these data is the crosstabulation, or 

crosstab.  The crosstab analysis uses the chi-square statistic and adjusted standardized residuals to identify 

statistically significant differences between groups and cells.  To meet the technical requirements for 

generating the chi-square statistics, all of the disagree responses – strongly disagree, disagree, and 

somewhat disagree – were combined into one category called “disagree.”  Because there are so few of 

these responses, too many cells in the crosstab table were less than five.  Collapsing the categories into 

one overall category solved this problem. 

 

Appendix C, Technical Notes, provides additional details about the analyses. 

 

The following tables present the results of the crosstab analysis for each of the items in this survey. 
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1. My religion courses have increased my knowledge of the scriptures, the doctrines and 

principles of the gospel and the teachings of the living prophets. 
 

 

    
Disagree 

Somewhat 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very Strongly 

Agree 

Campus 

count 13 15 45 53 88 

percent 6% 7% 21% 25% 41% 

Online 

count 3 6 15 24 71 

percent 3% 5% 13% 20% 60% 

Total count 16 21 60 77 159 

 Pearson chi-square = 11.7 (p = .020; V = .19) 

 

 

Findings: 

 

1. Online students have a higher level of definitive agreement than do campus students (92% online 

versus 87% campus).  Definitive agreement is defined as ‘agree’, ‘strongly agree,’ and ‘very strongly 

agree.’ 

 

2. A significantly greater percentage of online students ‘very strongly agree’ that their knowledge of the 

scriptures etc. has increased because of their religion courses than campus students. 

 

 

  



 
 

 
26 

 

2. My religion courses have strengthened my testimony of the gospel of Jesus Christ. 
 

 

    
Disagree 

Somewhat 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very Strongly 

Agree 

Campus 

count 14 21 39 53 87 

percent 7% 10% 18% 25% 41% 

Online 

count 5 4 18 23 69 

percent 4% 3% 15% 19% 58% 

Total count 19 25 57 76 156 

 Pearson chi-square = 11.3 (p = .023; V = .18) 

 

 

Findings: 

 

1. Online students have a higher level of definitive agreement than do campus students (92% online 

versus 84% campus).  Definitive agreement is defined as ‘agree’, ‘strongly agree,’ and ‘very strongly 

agree.’ 

 

2. A significantly greater percentage of online students ‘very strongly agree’ that their testimonies have 

been strengthened because of their religion courses.  Conversely, a significantly greater percentage of 

campus students are more noncommittal about the impact of their religion classes on their testimonies. 
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3. My religion courses have deepened my resolve to live worthy of a temple recommend. 

 
 

    
Disagree 

Somewhat 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very Strongly 

Agree 

Campus 

count 14 26 39 49 86 

percent 7% 12% 18% 23% 40% 

Online 

count 5 9 18 25 62 

percent 4% 8% 15% 21% 52% 

Total count 19 35 57 74 148 

 Pearson chi-square = 5.23 (p = .262; V = .13) 

 

 

Findings:  Statistically, there is no overall difference between campus and online students on this item as 

evidenced by the chi-square statistics with a p-value > .05. 

 

 

 

4. My religion courses have prepared me for teaching the Gospel to my future family. 
 

 

    
Disagree 

Somewhat 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very Strongly 

Agree 

Campus 

count 20 15 47 48 82 

percent 9% 7% 22% 23% 39% 

Online 

count 6 6 21 21 65 

percent 5% 5% 18% 18% 55% 

Total count 26 21 68 69 147 

 Pearson chi-square = 8.40 (p = .078; V = .16) 

 

 

Findings:  Statistically, there is no overall difference between campus and online students on this item as 

evidenced by the chi-square statistics with a p-value > .05. 
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5. My religion courses have prepared me for teaching the doctrines and principles of the 

gospel in other settings outside the home. 

 
 

    
Disagree 

Somewhat 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very Strongly 

Agree 

Campus 

count 23 31 57 42 61 

percent 11% 14% 27% 20% 29% 

Online 

count 7 7 24 25 56 

percent 6% 6% 20% 21% 47% 

Total count 30 38 81 67 117 

 Pearson chi-square = 15.85 (p = .003; V = .22) 

 

 

Findings: 

 

1. Online students have a significantly higher level of definitive agreement than do campus students 

(88% online versus 75% campus).  Definitive agreement is defined as ‘agree’, ‘strongly agree,’ and ‘very 

strongly agree.’ 

 

2. A significantly greater percentage of online students ‘very strongly agree’ that religion courses have 

prepared them for teaching outside the home.  Conversely, a significantly greater percentage of campus 

students are more noncommittal about the preparation from their religion courses for teaching outside the 

home. 
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6. My religion courses have prepared me for future church leadership and teaching 

opportunities. 
 

 

    
Disagree 

Somewhat 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very Strongly 

Agree 

Campus 

count 26 30 49 49 60 

percent 12% 14% 23% 23% 28% 

Online 

count 5 8 22 25 59 

percent 4% 7% 18% 21% 50% 

Total count 31 38 71 74 119 

 Pearson chi-square = 19.55 (p = .001; V = .24) 

 

 

Findings: 

 

1. Online students have a significantly higher level of definitive  agreement than do campus students 

(89% online versus 74% campus).  Definitive agreement is defined as ‘agree’, ‘strongly agree,’ and ‘very 

strongly agree.’ 

 

2. A significantly greater percentage of online students ‘very strongly agree’ that religion courses have 

prepared them for teaching and leadership.  Conversely, a significantly greater percentage of campus 

students are more noncommittal about the preparation received from from their religion courses for 

further leadership and teaching and a significantly greater percentage of campus students disagree that 

their religion courses have prepared them for future leadership and teaching 
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7. My religion courses have helped me develop more love and respect for others, and a 

desire to serve my fellowman. 
 

 

    
Disagree 

Somewhat 

Agree 
Agree 

Strongly 

Agree 

Very Strongly 

Agree 

Campus 

count 24 28 47 41 74 

percent 11% 13% 22% 19% 35% 

Online 

count 3 8 21 25 62 

percent 3% 7% 18% 21% 52% 

Total count 27 36 68 66 136 

 Pearson chi-square = 16.57 (p = .002; V = .22) 

 

 

Findings: 

 

1. Online students have a significantly higher level of definitive  agreement than do campus students 

(91% online versus 76% campus).  Definitive agreement is defined as ‘agree’, ‘strongly agree,’ and ‘very 

strongly agree.’ 

 

2. A significantly greater percentage of online students ‘very strongly agree’ that religion courses have 

helped them to develop love and respect for others.  Conversely, a significantly greater percentage of 

campus students disagree that their religion courses helped them to develop love and respect for others. 
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Appendix A – Descriptive Statistics 

 

Item Group Parameter Statistic Std. Error 

My religion courses have increased my 

knowledge of the scriptures, the doctrines 

and principles of the gospel and the teachings 

of the living prophets. 

Campus 

Mean 5.83 .095 

Std. Deviation 1.377  

Skewness -1.495 .167 

Kurtosis 2.429 .333 

Online 

Mean 6.25 .110 

Std. Deviation 1.195  

Skewness -2.200 .222 

Kurtosis 5.947 .440 

My religion courses have strengthened my 

testimony of the gospel of Jesus Christ. 

Campus 

Mean 5.79 .096 

Std. Deviation 1.392  

Skewness -1.347 .167 

Kurtosis 1.810 .333 

Online 

Mean 6.17 .121 

Std. Deviation 1.323  

Skewness -2.190 .222 

Kurtosis 5.351 .440 

My religion courses have deepened my 

resolve to live worthy of a temple 

recommend. 

Campus 

Mean 5.73 .099 

Std. Deviation 1.441  

Skewness -1.257 .167 

Kurtosis 1.431 .333 

Online 

Mean 6.04 .121 

Std. Deviation 1.324  

Skewness -1.706 .222 

Kurtosis 3.141 .440 

My religion courses have prepared me for 

teaching the Gospel to my future family. 

Campus 

Mean 5.66 .103 

Std. Deviation 1.501  

Skewness -1.280 .167 

Kurtosis 1.340 .333 

Online 

Mean 6.08 .120 

Std. Deviation 1.309  

Skewness -1.708 .222 

Kurtosis 3.166 .440 

Note.  A skewness or kurtosis statistic > 1 is generally thought to indicate a non-normal distribution. 
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Appendix A – Descriptive Statistics (continued) 

 

Item Group Parameter Statistic Std. Error 

My religion courses have prepared me for 

teaching the doctrines and principles of the 

gospel in other settings outside the home. 

Campus 

Mean 5.35 .102 

Std. Deviation 1.486  

Skewness -.809 .167 

Kurtosis .325 .333 

Online 

Mean 5.92 .124 

Std. Deviation 1.354  

Skewness -1.507 .222 

Kurtosis 2.383 .440 

My religion courses have prepared me for 

future church leadership and teaching 

opportunities. 

Campus 

Mean 5.33 .106 

Std. Deviation 1.541  

Skewness -.889 .167 

Kurtosis .331 .333 

Online 

Mean 6.00 .121 

Std. Deviation 1.315  

Skewness -1.638 .222 

Kurtosis 3.044 .440 

My religion courses have helped me develop 

more love and respect for others, and a desire 

to serve my fellowman. 

Campus 

Mean 5.47 .106 

Std. Deviation 1.547  

Skewness -.931 .167 

Kurtosis .321 .333 

Online 

Mean 6.09 .113 

Std. Deviation 1.235  

Skewness -1.771 .222 

Kurtosis 4.016 .440 

Note.  A skewness or kurtosis statistic > 1 is generally thought to indicate a non-normal distribution. 
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Appendix B – Independent T-Tests 
 

1. My religion courses have increased my knowledge of the scriptures, the doctrines and principles 

of the gospel and the teachings of the living prophets. 

 

Group N Mean 
Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

Mean 

Difference 
t 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

Day 214 5.82 1.377 .094 -.434 -3.008 .003 

Online 119 6.25 1.195 .110       

 

2. My religion courses have strengthened my testimony of the gospel of Jesus Christ. 

 

Group N Mean 
Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

Mean 

Difference 
t 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

Day 214 5.78 1.392 .095 -.388 -2.515 .013 

Online 119 6.17 1.323 .121       

 

3. My religion courses have deepened my resolve to live worthy of a temple recommend. 

 

Group N Mean 
Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

Mean 

Difference 
t 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

Day 214 5.71 1.446 .099 -.327 -2.089 .038 

Online 119 6.04 1.324 .121       

 

4. My religion courses have prepared me for teaching the Gospel to my future family. 

 

Group N Mean 
Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

Mean 

Difference 
t 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

Day 212 5.66 1.501 .103 -.415 -2.624 .009 

Online 119 6.08 1.309 .120       

 

5. My religion courses have prepared me for teaching the doctrines and principles of the gospel in 

other settings outside the home. 

 

Group N Mean 
Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

Mean 

Difference 
t 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

Day 214 5.34 1.485 .102 -.588 -3.667 .000 

Online 119 5.92 1.354 .124       
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Appendix B – Independent T-Tests (continued) 
 

6. My religion courses have prepared me for future church leadership and teaching opportunities. 

 

Group N Mean 
Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

Mean 

Difference 
t 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

Day 214 5.32 1.545 .106 -.682 -4.257 .000 

Online 119 6.00 1.315 .121       

 

7. My religion courses have helped me develop more love and respect for others, and a desire to 

serve my fellowman. 

 

Group N Mean 
Std. 

Deviation 

Std. 

Error 

Mean 

Mean 

Difference 
t 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

Day 214 5.45 1.552 .106 -.644 -4.150 .000 

Online 119 6.09 1.235 .113       
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Appendix C - Technical Notes 

 

 

1. Skewness and Kurtosis 

 

A distribution which is symmetrical (i.e., normal) will have skewness and kurtosis coefficients that are 

near 0.  If these values are greater than one, the distributions represent a significant departure from 

normality. 

  

 

2. Crosstabulation Analysis 

 

The crosstabulation analysis tests whether there are differences in how specific groups responded to 

survey questions.  In this study the test answers the question:  How did online students respond as 

compared to campus students?  The crosstab analysis uses the chi-square statistic to determine whether 

the response patterns between the groups are significantly different from each other or whether each 

group responded to each item in the same way.  A probability value for each chi-square statistic (p) shows 

the level of certainty that there might be a difference.  A p-value less than .05 is used to identify a 

significant difference among groups.  A survey item with no statistical difference (p > .05) indicates that 

all the groups showed similar response patterns. 

 

The Cramer's V (V) is computed to show the strength of a statistically significant difference.   The higher 

the better.  A V > .3 indicates strong difference and merits attention.  A V between .2 and .3 is moderate 

and suggests that some attention ought to be directored toward the item.   A V < 2 is weak and the the 

item can safely be disregarded. 

 

The adjusted standardized residual statistic identifies a cell in the crosstab table which has an 

unexpectedly higher or lower percentage of responses.  By convention, an adjusted standardized residual 

greater than two indicates statistical difference in the cell from what is expected.  A green-colored cell in 

the crosstab tables indicates a significant adjusted standardized residual statistic for that cell. 

 

 

 


