Pub Health Stat Exam 2 Follow-Up 4/26/07

I would like to follow-up on the experience of exam 2. The goal is to use the exam as a “test of experience” along the lines of the world view described in the article by Feynman (1973). We seek utter honesty, a bending over backwards, and learning how not to fool ourselves. Start by looking at the actual empirical results in a non-attached way. 
I’ve listed the raw score out of 40 (Exam2Raw40) and % (Exam2Raw%). Results for Exam2Raw% are:
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Five of the scores are at least 90%. The distribution may be bimodal. The average is 73.1%. 
Phase 2 of the exam is to learn from the observation. I will add an incentive (other than the pure joy of finding things out) by letting you earn back up to 50% of lost points. To accomplish this, on a separate piece of paper, create a table with columns like this:

	Item
	Original response
	Correct response
	Explanation of what I did wrong and how I now understand the problem

	 
	
	
	


Here is an example:

	Item
	Original response
	Correct response
	Explanation of what I did wrong and how I corrected the problem

	2c)

 
	Type original answer here.
	A 1.759 year decrease with each unit of HIV titer.
	I did not recognize that “survival as a function of titer level … (predicted change in survival with each unit increase in HIV titer) is the slope coefficient of the regression model (Lab Workbook p. 34). 


When you have completed the report, turn in your blue book, original test, and typed report. Papers due 5/3. Please follow these instructions to the “T”. No late papers please. 
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