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Q 6 MAMDHEE 12 1 4 3.08 0.996 0.992
Q7 Ao ULAPLTEOMEE 12 0 5 2.50 1.243 1.545
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Q10 HVFWPT X DOREE 12 1 5 3.17 1.030 1.061
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QI8 REEPRIGOMEE 12 3 5 3.75 0.754 0.568
Q19 EEOMEE 12 1 5 3.08 1.084 1.174
Q20 HitkommEE 12 2 5 3.75 1.215 1.477
Q21 @A O EE 12 1 5 2.83 1.115 1.242-
Q22 HH - BEAOEIGH: DR EE 12 1 5 2.58 1.379 1.902
Q23 AFT3F TOMEE 12 1 4 2.50 0.798 0.636
Q24 HEOZFANDREE 12 2 5 3.92 0.900 0.811
Q25 BHOHEREE 12 1 5 3.50 1.168 1.364
Q26 EEFOHERDHERE 12 2 4 3.25 0.866 0.750
Q27 HAFFED ORROEE 12 1 4 3.08 0.996 0.992
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£ 3 70Ny D al®E (Reliability Analysis-Scale (), Item-Total Statistics)

i Siem deicied i o Seloted  tora sorseintion @1 item deleted
Q1 EREOHEE 82.3333 219.3333 0.4895 0.9165
Q 2 BEHOMEE 82.1667 238.6970 —0.3703 0.9278
Q 3 EEOLPTSOMEE 82.9167 227.5379 0.1005 0.9238
Q 4 KLLETOMERE 82.9167 221.7197 0.4267 0.9174
Q 5 X8 - FhhUoiEEE 83.0833 216.0833 0.4908 0.9165
Q 6 MAMDHEE 83.2500 215.6591 0.5391 0.9157
Q7 RAoolklavdsoiEE 83.8333 214.8788 0.4390 0.9179
Q 8 HEUOHEE 83.1667 207.6061 0.8005 0.9112
Q 9 BEHOMREE 83.5833 211.3561 0.8069 0.9120
Q10 Eik\WR T SRR 83.1667 205.2424 0.8852 0.9097
Qll 74u9—7 v 7DiEEE 83.2500 234.2045 —0.1088 0.9231
Q12 FHEEELORMEE 82.5833 220.9924 0.4149 0.9175
Q13 HEoEE 83.0000 207.4545 0.7705 0.9116
Q14 tlrim DR 83.5000 216.4545 0.5471 0.9156
Q15 IRE~DEAHOREE 83.8333 211.9697 0.6088 0.9144
Q16 HikK - DEMNKAHOHEE 83.6667 215.1515 0.5643 0.9153
Q17 HEFFPFANOHEE 83.3333 223.5152 0.2806 0.9197
Q18 HEELRILOMEE 82.5833 222.4470 0.4185 0.9175
Q19 EEOWEE 83.2500 204.2045 0.8733 0.9096
Q20 HiMoimEE 82.5833 207.1742 0.6794 0.9130
Q21 BADIMEE 83.5000 213.3636 0.5472 0.9156
Q22 B - BE~OMISH: O e 83.7500 206.0227 0.6189 0.9145
Q23 AFTEFETOHRE 83.8333 224.6970 0.2965 0.9190
Q24 BEHOZIANOWMEE 82.4167 215.3561 0.6152 0.9146
Q2 BHOMEE 82.8333 206.6970 0.7256 0.9122
Q26 FEEATDYEF O B 83.0833 219.7197 0.4656 0.9168
Q27 HARE L OBIROIGEE 83.2500 209.8409 0.7481 0.9122

Reliability coefficients : N of cases, 12.0 ; N of items, 27 ; «, 0.9188.
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