Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:

BIOL 100 0101
CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY
SOKOLOVE, PHILL

301

University of Maryland
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Questionnaires:

273

Questions

Spring 2005

Frequencies

1

2

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean

Rank
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Mean

Page
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UMBC Level

124
2005

Mean

Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
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9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 100 0101 University of Maryland Page 124

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: SOKOLOVE, PHILL Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 301

Questionnaires: 273 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 103 0.00-0.99 4 A 93 Required for Majors 30 Graduate 0 Major 72
28-55 61 1.00-1.99 2 B 86
56-83 16 2.00-2.99 37 c 70 General 8 Under-grad 273 Non-major 201
84-150 16 3.00-3.49 57 D 7
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 70 F 2 Electives 8 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 213
? 3



Course-Section:

BIOL 100H 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR
Instructor: SOKOLOVE, PHILL (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 13

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

UMBC Level

Mean
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IRBR3029

Mean
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1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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13
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#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

BIOL 100H 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR
Instructor: KLOETZEL, JOHN (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 13

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

UMBC Level

Mean
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IRBR3029

Mean
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2.
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5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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1440/1485
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1238/1425
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120171418
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858/1312
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741/1299
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00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
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Course-Section:

BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
EnrolIment: 175

Questionnaires: 159

Questions

Frequencies

2

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 127
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
EnrolIment: 175

Questionnaires: 159

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 55 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 44 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 21
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 39
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 55

University of Maryland Page 127
Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
A 75 Required for Majors 13 Graduate 0 Major 76
B 61
C 10 General 1 Under-grad 159 Non-major 83
D 0
F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 133
? 4



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 64

BIOL 106 0101

THE HUMAN ORGANISM
HANSON, FRANK E
125

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 128
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 106 0101 University of Maryland Page 128

Title THE HUMAN ORGANISM Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: HANSON, FRANK E Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 125

Questionnaires: 64 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 45 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 13 1.00-1.99 2 B 15
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 7 C 22 General 4 Under-grad 64 Non-major 64
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 9 D 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 13 F 3 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 1 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 6
? 3



Course-Section: BIOL 106H 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor
Mean Rank
5.00 1/1504
5.00 1/1503
5.00 1/1290
4.50 320/1421
4.00 782/1365
4.00 990/1485
5.00 1/1504
4.00 850/1483
5.00 1/1425
4.50 1128/1426
4.50 57871418
5.00 1/1416
4.50 271/1199
5.00 1/1312
5.00 1/1303
4.50 570/1299
5.00 1/ 758

Typ
Graduate
Under-gr
#HH#H - M
response

Page 129
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

5.00 4.39 4.27 4.13 5.00
5.00 4.23 4.20 4.16 5.00
5.00 4.18 4.28 4.19 5.00
4.50 3.99 4.00 3.91 4.50
4.00 3.88 4.08 3.96 4.00
4.00 4.14 4.16 4.13 4.00
5.00 4.90 4.69 4.66 5.00
4.00 4.05 4.06 3.97 4.00

5.00 4.47 4.41 4.36 5.00
4.50 4.67 4.69 4.56 4.50
4.50 4.28 4.25 4.20 4.50
5.00 4.32 4.26 4.21 5.00
4.50 4.13 3.97 3.82 4.50

e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 2 Non-major 2

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title Baltimore County
Instructor: HANSON, FRANK Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o o o o o 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o o o o o o 2
5. Did assignhed readings contribute to what you learned O O O o0 o 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 O O 1 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O o0 O O 1 o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o O o o o o <2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O 2 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o 0o o o o o 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o0 o 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O o o 1 1
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o O o o o 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding O O O o0 o 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned o o o o o o 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate O O o o o o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O O O o0 o 1 1
4. Were special techniques successful 0 1 O 0O o0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0] Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 123 0101

Title HUMAN GENETICS

Instructor:

GETHMANN, RICHA

EnrolIment: 60

Questionnaires: 39

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course

Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

130

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

=
QU hrhbdhDdDh

GwWwwww

18
18
18
18

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
o o 2 3
O 1 o0 4
o o 1 3
9 2 0 O
6 3 1 6
7 1 5 4
O o o 2
1 0 0 O
1 0 0 5
o oOoO o 2
0O o0 o0 1
O o0 1 4
O o0 1 4
17 1 1 4
o 1 1 2
0O 0O o0 1
0O o0 1 oO
15 0 0 1

Reasons

12
13

10

10
11

NAhOWN

EIRNENEN

18
17
22
14
13

21
33
13

27

22
27

13
13
13

POV D
NOUJO®OOWANW

81371504
816/1503
53471290
718/1453
895/1421
105971365
402/1485
171504
602/1483

52571425
596/1426
656/1418
544/1416
63671199

572/1312
52371303
556/1299

PrOAOAPPOVWOWRADMDIDD
NOU®OOWANW

[(eNeNeoNoo o)l J{cN(oN

4.29
4.57
4.52

E

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

O WWAIADIDS
NOUJO®OOWANW
O©CO0OWWORFrLr O©ORr

4.29
4.57
4.52

*x*kx

Required for Majors 16

00-27 7 0.00-0.99 0 A 9
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 1 B 19
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 6 C 3
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0
P 2
1 0]
? 0

General

Electives

Other

10

2

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOLOGY I

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES

EnrolIment: 93

Questionnaires: 68

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

O oN U

NOON

[oN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

43

37
53
29

B R
NN NN

ONDNO

= O

Instructor

Mean

ArDhDDOPWOWADD
GQNOWWNOO 0

3.88
4.17
4.67
3.40

Rank

15371504
380/1503
450/1290
117271453
489/1421
122971365
33971485
129471504
33071483

676/1425

171426
604/1418
221/1416
290/1199

82671312

85171303
445/1299

****/

****/
****/
****/

****/

****/

****/

****/

****/

****/

Graduate

758

233
244
227
225

76

58
56

40
35

Page 131
JUN 14, 2005
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

ArDhDDOPORADD
GNOWWNO O 0

NWFENNOO RN

w

©

©
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

OO R 0O
w
©
s
IN
w
N

3.88 4.09 4.00 3.98 3.88
4.17 4.39 4.24 4.23 4.17
4.67 4.29 4.25 4.21 4.67
FxRAX3.90 4.01 3.89 Ar**

*xkx 4 59 4.09 4.30 *FrE
wEEx 462 4.0 4.24 Frx
wakx A4 T4 440 4,58 xwrx
wrkx 471 4.23 4,52 xRx

FrxxX 5,00 4.61 4.22 FFH*

*ekx 5 00 4.43 4,41 KRx
wekx 5 00 4.23 4.24 xrx

Rk = *xkk 4 . 53 4 . 44 EaE = = o

E E 4 _ 49 4 _ 50 *x*kx

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 6 O 0 O 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 7 0O 0 O 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 6 O 0 O 7
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 8 7 2 6 10
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 8 7 1 1 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 6 3 1 2 17
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 6 0 0 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 6 0O O 0 O
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 16 0 0 0 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 0O 0 O 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 O O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 6 0O 0 O 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 6 O 0 o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 17 0O O 7
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 51 0 2 0o 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 50 O 2 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 50 0 O O O
4_ Were special techniques successful 49 14 1 0 2
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 66 O O o0 O
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 66 0 O O O
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 66 0 0 0 O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 66 0 O O O
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 67 0 O 0 O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 67 0 O 0 O
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 67 O o0 o0 O
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 67 O 0O o0 o
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 67 O O o0 O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 18 Required for Majors
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 36



56-83 18 2.00-2.99 10 C 6 General 4 Under-grad 67 Non-major 60
84-150 13 3.00-3.49 20 D 0]
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 16 F 0 Electives 5 #H### - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant

| 0 Other 53

? 2



Course-Section:

BIOL 252L 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 16

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

132
2005

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

POOOOOOOO

oMb

11
11

WWWwww

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O O O 1 4
0O 0O o o0 4
o o o 1 2
0O 1 o 5 o0
0O O O 1 5
o 2 2 3 2
o o o o 3
0O O o o0 1
0O O O O0 5
o o o o 2
0O O o0 o0 1
o o o o 2
0O O o o0 1
4 0 0 1 2
0O O o o0 1
o o o o 2
0O O o o0 1
1 0 0O 0 o
o o o 1 2
0O O O o 4
0O O o o0 2
o o o o 3
9 0 O 1 o
Reasons

NNEFEN = 0 00 © 0

= 00 O~N

AWM DIMD
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455/1504
258/1503
290/1290
100171453
320/1421
119171365
170/1485
525/1504
250/1483

33171425
502/1426
191/1418
164/1416
63671199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

51/ 233
58/ 244
57/ 227
70/ 225

AWM D
QOUONONIOO N

NP OoabhORLR OO O

4.58
4.44
4_30
4.33
4.18

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
o

WhhwWwhbhDdbh
co~Nhago~N~NO
POWOWOORrErLN

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 5
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 3 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough

ad

14

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 252L 0101
ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
(Instr. B)
16
14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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00 00 00 00~

11
11

WWWwww

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O O O 1 4
0O 0O o o0 4
o o o 1 2
0O 1 o 5 o0
0O O O 1 5
o 2 2 3 2
o o o o 3
0O O o o0 1
1 0 o0 8 2
o O 1 3 o©
o o o 3 1
o o0 1 3 o©
0o 1 1 2 0
5 0 1 0 oO
0O O o o0 1
o o o o 2
0O O o o0 1
1 0 0O 0 o
o o o 1 2
0O O O o 4
0O O o o0 2
o o o o 3
9 0 O 1 o
Reasons
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3.71
3.83
3.50
3.17
2.00

455/1504
258/1503
290/1290
100171453
320/1421
119171365
170/1485
525/1504
1340/1483

1267/1425
135671426
1250/1418
130971416
*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

51/ 233
58/ 244
57/ 227
70/ 225

AWM D
QOUONONIOO N

NP OoabhORLR OO O

4.58
4.44
4_30
4.33
4.18
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w
©
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WhhwWwhbhDdbh
co~Nhago~N~NO
POWOWOORrErLN

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 5
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 3 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough

ad

14

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0201

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES

EnrolIment: 19

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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4.44
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough
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Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

BIOL 252L 0301

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 22

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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2005

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

ORRRRORERR

[N NN Ne

16
16

NN O NN

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O O o0 1
o o0 o 2
o o o 2
o o 2 2
o o o 2
o o 1 9
0O O o0 1
0O 0O O oO
0O O o0 &6
0O O o0 1
O o0 1 4
o o 1 2
o o 1 3
9 1 0 O
0O o0 o0 1
0O 0O O o
0O O O o
2 0 0 o
0O 0O O o
0O O O o
0O O o0 1
0O O o0 1
9 0 O o©O

Reasons

~NOoO O wNONOTb
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OWNNW

16
14
17
12
17

14

hOONDN

OO A

PO DID
PO O~NNNOIN

AONORPNR NP

4.69
4.06
4.13
4.25
4.14

30671504
414/1503
290/1290
752/1453
18271421
935/1365
33971485

171504
762/1483

54171425
131371426
964/1418
871/1416
574/1199

364/1312
1/1303
273/1299

31/ 233
23/ 244
64/ 227
81/ 225

1/ 207
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QOUONONIOO N

NP OoabhORLR OO O

4.58
4.44
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4.33
4.18

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
o

WaAabhwhhbhDbDh
©OO®O~NNNUN
NONOOR NP R

4.64
3.99
4.02
4.01
4.14

4.50
5.00
4.83

*x*kx

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 14
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 3 C 1
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 9 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

18

Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough

ad

22

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 252L 0301
ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
(Instr. B)
22
22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
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Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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2005

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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30671504
414/1503
290/1290
752/1453
18271421
935/1365
33971485
171504
108271483

68871425
133971426
108171418
116271416
*xx*/1199

364/1312
1/1303
273/1299

31/ 233
23/ 244
64/ 227
81/ 225

1/ 207
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4.64
3.99
4.02
4.01
4.14

4.50
5.00
4.83

*x*kx

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 14
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 3 C 1
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 9 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other
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Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0401 University of Maryland

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A) Spring 2005
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 20

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

hArWoOO
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Instructor

Mean

AWM DIMD
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Rank

168/1504
380/1503
459/1290
974/1453
229/1421
100371365
563/1485
830/1504
720/1483

474/1425
103671426
51471418
296/1416
74871199

28371312
488/1303
100871299

84/
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18/
37/
33/

1/

****/
****/

****/
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 2 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 2 5
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O o0 1 0 5 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 1 0o 0 1 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0O O 1 1 6 6
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 o o o 2 7
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0 0 1 12
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0O O O 0 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0O 0 o0 2 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0O 0 O 2 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 O O O o 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 8 0 2 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 12 O 0 O 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 0O 0 O 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 12 0 1 0 1 3
4_ Were special techniques successful 12 3 0O 0 O 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 8 0O O O O 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 8 0 O O 0 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 8 0O O O O 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 8 0 O O o0 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 8 7 O 0O o0 O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 19 0 O O o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 19 O O o0 O 1
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 19 0 O O o0 o
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 19 0O O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution
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40
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E
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 1 c 2 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5 D 0]
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Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0401 University of Maryland

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2005
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 20

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 2 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 2 5
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O o0 1 0 5 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 1 0o 0 1 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0O O 1 1 6 6
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 o o o 2 7
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 O O 0 11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 7 O O O o0 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 O O o0 o 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0O 0 O 2 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 O O O o 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 7 7 0 1 1 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 12 O 0 O 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 0O 0 O 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 12 0 1 0 1 3
4_ Were special techniques successful 12 3 0O 0 O 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 8 0O O O O 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 8 0 O O 0 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 8 0O O O O 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 8 0 O O o0 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 8 7 O 0O o0 O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 19 0 O O o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 19 O O o0 O 1
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 19 0 O O o0 o
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 19 0O O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 1 c 2 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5 D 0]
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 73

BIOL 275 0101
MICROBIOLOGY

SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
166

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 275 0101 University of Maryland Page 139

Title MICROBIOLOGY Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 166

Questionnaires: 73 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 17 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 10
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 1 B 26
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 5 C 22 General 2 Under-grad 73 Non-major 63
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 20 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 17 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 1 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 57
? 2



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 73

BIOL 275 0101
MICROBIOLOGY

(Instr. B)
166

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Job 1RBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 275 0101 University of Maryland Page 140

Title MICROBIOLOGY Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 166

Questionnaires: 73 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 17 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 10
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 1 B 26
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 5 C 22 General 2 Under-grad 73 Non-major 63
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 20 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 17 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 1 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 57
? 2



Course-Section:

BIOL 275L 0101

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 141
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 275L 0101

MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)

24
21

Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 141
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Type Majors
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

17

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 20

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

BIOL 275L 0101
MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
(Instr. B)

EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 142
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 275L 0101
MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

24
21

Cum. GPA

(Instr. B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 142
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Majors
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

17

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 20

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0201

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

EnrolIment: 23

Questionnaires: 19

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

CTWWWWNNNDN

AADIAD

10
10

[(e (e (o (e (0]

17
18
18

18
18

18

[ NeoNeoNe) ~AOOOO OQO0OO0OO0OrFrOOO

ROOOO

[oNei

0

Frequencies

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[eNeoNeoNoNe] cNeoNoNe) el NeoNeoNe

[cNeoNe)

[oN

0

ROOO [cNeoNoNaN OCORrRPPFPOOOOO

[eNeoNeoNoNe]

[cNeoNe)

0
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University of Maryland
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Spring 2005
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Mean

3.89
4.11
4.00
3.75

Rank

981/1504
928/1503
800/1290
100171453
827/1421
100371365
110471485
460/1504
433/1483

1076/1425
967/1426
90571418
921/1416
40371199

82671312
881/1303
92271299

****/

56/
107/
41/
51/
79/

****/
****/

****/

****/

****/

****/

758

233
244
227
225
207

76
76
73

58
56

40
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.37 4.39
4.23 4.23
4.24 4.18
4.19 4.08
4.11 3.99
3.98 3.88
3.79 4.14
4.85 4.90
4.03 4.05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
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ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
o
w
©
w

4.13 4.47 4.41 4.40 4.20
4.67 4.67 4.69 4.71 4.67
4.31 4.28 4.25 4.22 4.20
4.32 4.32 4.26 4.24 4.20
3.87 4.13 3.97 3.95 4.36

4.06 4.09 4.00 3.98 3.89
4.35 4.39 4.24 4.23 4.11
4.13 4.29 4.25 4.21 4.00
3.57 3.90 4.01 3.89 ****

FrxE 5,00 4.61 4.22 FFF*
FrxxX 5,00 4.44 4.21 *F**
FrxE 5,00 4.17 4.24 FFF*

FxRAX 5,00 4.43 441 Arr*
FrxXE 5,00 4.23 4.24 FFF*

E E 4 _ 53 4 _ 44 *x*kx



00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 7
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 C 3 General 0 Under-grad 19 Non-major 12
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 6 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 #H### - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant

1 0 Other 17

? 0]



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0301

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)

EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean

Rank

59471504
751/1503
75871290
563/1453
459/1421
717/1365
990/1485

171504
591/1483

78471425
738/1426
617/1418
574/1416
63671199

592/1312
48871303
798/1299

****/

92/
48/
98/
76/
84/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.37 4.39 4.27 4.26 4.48
4.23 4.23 4.20 4.18 4.33
4.24 4.18 4.28 4.27 4.29
4.19 4.08 4.21 4.20 4.42
4.11 3.99 4.00 3.90 4.35
3.98 3.88 4.08 4.00 4.11
3.79 4.14 4.16 4.15 4.00
4.85 4.90 4.69 4.68 5.00
4.03 4.05 4.06 4.02 4.36

4.13 4.47 4.41 4.40 4.57
4.67 4.67 4.69 4.71 4.72
4.31 4.28 4.25 4.22 4.59
4.32 4.32 4.26 4.24 4.70
3.87 4.13 3.97 3.95 4.14

4.06 4.09 4.00 3.98 4.25
4.35 4.39 4.24 4.23 4.63
4.13 4.29 4.25 4.21 4.25
3.57 3.90 4.01 3.89 ****

*xkk 500 4.61 4.22 rExx
*xkx 4 50 4.35 4.30 *FrE
*xkx 500 4.34 4.50 *xx
*xkx 500 4.44 421 FExx
*xkk 500 4.17 4.24 rExx

*ekx 5 00 4.43 4,41 xR
*rxx 500 4.23 4.24 KRx
*xkx 5 00 4.65 4.51 Frx
*rxx 500 4.29 4.65 Krrx
wekx 450 4.44 4,28 xR

Rk = Rk = 4 . 53 4 . 44 *xkx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0301 University of Maryland Page 144

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 22 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 7 General (0] Under-grad 22 Non-major 19
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 17
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0301

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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PO W

10
10

OrrOoOOo

OOoOrOoo

Instructor

Mean

Rank

59471504
751/1503
75871290
563/1453
459/1421
717/1365
990/1485

171504
433/1483

60371425
995/1426
31771418
20971416
471/1199

592/1312
48871303
798/1299

****/

92/
48/
98/
76/
84/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/

758

233
244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40

Page 145
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.37 4.39 4.27 4.26 4.48
4.23 4.23 4.20 4.18 4.33
4.24 4.18 4.28 4.27 4.29
4.19 4.08 4.21 4.20 4.42
4.11 3.99 4.00 3.90 4.35
3.98 3.88 4.08 4.00 4.11
3.79 4.14 4.16 4.15 4.00
4.85 4.90 4.69 4.68 5.00
4.03 4.05 4.06 4.02 4.36

4.13 4.47 4.41 4.40 4.57
4.67 4.67 4.69 4.71 4.72
4.31 4.28 4.25 4.22 4.59
4.32 4.32 4.26 4.24 4.70
3.87 4.13 3.97 3.95 4.14

4.06 4.09 4.00 3.98 4.25
4.35 4.39 4.24 4.23 4.63
4.13 4.29 4.25 4.21 4.25
3.57 3.90 4.01 3.89 ****

*xkk 500 4.61 4.22 rExx
*xkx 4 50 4.35 4.30 *FrE
*xkx 500 4.34 4.50 *xx
*xkx 500 4.44 421 FExx
*xkk 500 4.17 4.24 rExx

*ekx 5 00 4.43 4,41 xR
*rxx 500 4.23 4.24 KRx
*xkx 5 00 4.65 4.51 Frx
*rxx 500 4.29 4.65 Krrx
wekx 450 4.44 4,28 xR

Rk = Rk = 4 . 53 4 . 44 *xkx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students

20
20

20

[cNeoNoNe)

(ol —NeoNe)

(ol —NeoNe)

RONBR

[cNeoNei

R OOO

****/
****/
****/

****/

35
36

16

E

Rk =

E

Rk =

E

Rk =

E

Rk =

4.50
4.13
5.00
5.00

*x*kx

*xkx

*h*kx

*xkx



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0301 University of Maryland Page 145

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 22 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 7 General (0] Under-grad 22 Non-major 19
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 17
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0401

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.37 4.39 4.27 4.26 4.50
4.23 4.23 4.20 4.18 4.36
4.24 4.18 4.28 4.27 4.27
4.19 4.08 4.21 4.20 4.19
4.11 3.99 4.00 3.90 4.27
3.98 3.88 4.08 4.00 4.24
3.79 4.14 4.16 4.15 3.86
4.85 4.90 4.69 4.68 4.95
4.03 4.05 4.06 4.02 4.07

4.13 4.47 4.41 4.40 4.28
4.67 4.67 4.69 4.71 4.70
4.31 4.28 4.25 4.22 4.25
4.32 4.32 4.26 4.24 4.30
3.87 4.13 3.97 3.95 3.50

4.06 4.09 4.00 3.98 ****
4.35 4.39 4.24 4.23 FF**
4.13 4.29 4.25 4.21 ****
3.57 3.90 4.01 3.89 ****

*xkk 500 4.61 4.22 rExx
*xkx 4 50 4.35 4.30 *FrE
*xkx 500 4.34 4.50 *xx
*xkx 500 4.44 421 FExx
*xkk 500 4.17 4.24 rExx

*ekx 5 00 4.43 4,41 xR
*rxx 500 4.23 4.24 KRx
*xkx 5 00 4.65 4.51 Frx
*rxx 500 4.29 4.65 Krrx
wekx 450 4.44 4,28 xR

Rk = Rk = 4 . 53 4 . 44 *xkx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 275L 0401

MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)

24
22

Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Type Majors
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

18

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 17

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 22

BIOL 275L 0401
MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

(Instr. B)
24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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4.50
4.36
4.27
4.19
4.27
4.24
3.86
4.95
4.00

4_00
4.64
4.14
4.31
3.00

549/1504
707/1503
766/1290
844/1453
532/1421
60371365
1110/1485
329/1504
850/1483

116571425
995/1426
94771418
829/1416

*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

60/
50/
120/
39/
122/

233
244
227
225
207

47
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****/
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4.37
4.23 4.23
4.24 4.18
4.19
4.11
3.98
3.79
4.85 4.90
4.03 4.05
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©

©
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OQORLPOONNNN
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w
©
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4.13
4.67
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EaE =

4.06
4.35
4.13
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4.35
4.34
4._44
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students

21
21

21

[cNeoNoNe)

[eNeoNoNe)
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 275L 0401
MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

24
22

Cum. GPA

(Instr. B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 147
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Majors

=T TOO

POOOORr WO

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

18

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 17

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section:

BIOL 275L 0601

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
EnrolIment: 18

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

148
2005

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

NOOFrROOOOO

RPOOOO

12
12

[e)Ne)Ne)NerNe))

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O 4 5
o o o 3 7
o o o 5 3
o o o 3 9
0O O 1 6 4
1 0 0 5 7
0O 1 6 1 6
o o o o 7
o o o 1 9
0O O O 1 10
o o o o 7
0O O o 1 8
o o o 3 9
2 2 0 6 2
o o o 1 2
o o o o 2
o o o o 2
1 1 0 0 2
0O O O o0 &6
o o o 2 3
o o o 1 2
o o o 2 3
0o 1 1 2 3
Reasons

AONMNNOOS~MOOON

ONDNPEF wWh~NOO

wWo~NO b

4.19
4.19
4.19
4.06
3.81
3.79
3.13
4.56
4.21

972/1504
919/1503
83971290
968/1453
93571421
981/1365
1374/1485
105271504
67971483

1036/1425
108171426
736/1418
100871416
997/1199

716/1312
56371303
570/1299

88/ 233
125/ 244
102/ 227
130/ 225
162/ 207

4.37
4.23
4.24
4.19
4.11
3.98
3.79
4.85
4.03

4.13
4.67
4.31
4.32
3.87

4.06
4.35
4.13
3.57

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
o

4.00
4.50
4.50

*x*kx

00-27 8 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 3
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough

16

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 301 0101
ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION

LEIPS, JEFF (Instr. A)
262

113

Questions

Frequencies

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

149

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 21
28-55 17 1.00-1.99 0 B 52
56-83 18 2.00-2.99 15 c 14
84-150 11 3.00-3.49 23 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 15 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 4

N
WWRRMRARRRPPR

O, NWPE

45
43
44
43

N~
NOOOXWWO OO
PONUOOWER
'—\
PRWNPRP WA

WO O0OO0O
ORNNE
NND R R

cNeoNoNe)

2
3
3
5

MWW

2

12
16
19

31

19

23

19
16
15
18

44
45
40
18
32

34

15
15
12

Reasons

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

48
44
46

26
51
105
18
81
64
67
66
25

36
14

82

4.17
4.12
4.09
3.44
3.58
3.03
4.18
4.92
3.89

991/1504
981/1503
90271290
131771453
107371421
129271365
842/1485
591/1504
100971483

64971425
967/1426
790/1418
776/1416
25371199

917/1312
90571303
902/1299
586/ 758

Graduate

Under-grad 113

#### - Means there are not enough

4.17
4.12
4.09
3.44
3.58
3.03
4.18
4.92
4.06

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

Non-major

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

responses to be significant

3.72
4.03
4.09
3.48

68



Course-Section:

BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
Instructor: FREELAND, STEPH (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 262

Questionnaires: 113

Questions

Frequencies

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

150

JUN 14, 2005

Job

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 21
28-55 17 1.00-1.99 0 B 52
56-83 18 2.00-2.99 15 c 14
84-150 11 3.00-3.49 23 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 15 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 4

N

45
43
44
43

NN
DOOOWWOOO
CONUIOOWR K
'—\
ORPWNRPWAON

[(NeNeoNeoNe]
PP OOO
ANNPRP PP

cNeoNoNe)
GQWWN

7
3
3
2 4

12
16
19
31

19

QUTOh~D

16
15
18

44
45
40
18
32

34

32

24

31
25
17

15
15
12

Reasons

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

48
44
46

26
51
105
34
76
62
72
64
25

36
14

82

4.17
4.12
4.09
3.44
3.58
3.03
4.18
4.92
4.23

991/1504
981/1503
90271290
131771453
107371421
129271365
842/1485
591/1504
657/1483

57271425
843/1426
617/1418
554/1416
300/1199

917/1312
90571303
902/1299
586/ 758

Graduate

Under-grad 113

#### - Means there are not enough

4.17
4.12
4.09
3.44
3.58
3.03
4.18
4.92
4.06

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

Non-major

responses to be significant

3.72
4.03
4.09
3.48

68



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 301 0101

ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
(Instr. C)

262

113

Questions

Frequencies

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

151

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 21
28-55 17 1.00-1.99 0 B 52
56-83 18 2.00-2.99 15 c 14
84-150 11 3.00-3.49 23 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 15 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 4

45
43
44
43

NN

NOOOWWO OO

PONUOOWER
'—\

NP WNP WA

WOOoOOoOo
NP R R
aprOOOR

GQWWN

7
3
3
4

cNeoNoNe)

2

12
16
19

31

19

16

19
16
15
18

15
15
12

Reasons

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

82

4.17
4.12
4.09
3.44
3.58
3.03
4.18
4.92
4.07

991/1504
981/1503
90271290
131771453
107371421
129271365
842/1485
591/1504
810/1483

64971425
790/1426
772/1418
662/1416
446/1199

917/1312
90571303
902/1299
586/ 758

Graduate

Under-grad 113

#### - Means there are not enough

4.17
4.12
4.09
3.44
3.58
3.03
4.18
4.92
4.06

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

Non-major

responses to be significant

3.72
4.03
4.09
3.48

68



Course-Section:

BIOL 302 0101

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI
Instructor: BRADLEY, BRIAN (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 254

Questionnaires: 115

Questions

Frequencies

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 152
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Self Paced
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

Frequency Distribution

N
WHhAWWWWWWW

U~ OO

79
80
81
81

110
113
111
111
111

110
111
111
111
111

114

o]

©
wooo WPFr OOoOOo GwWwr Mo OOOO
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WWwWwww

0
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0

ool N _Ne) NN WO = 00U b NOWRFRWOEF o

[eNeoNoNoNe]

1

Reasons

[eNeoNoNoNe]

OQOOO0Or

53
38
32
24
25

33

42

40
34
15

[eNeoNoNoNe]

[eNeoNoNoNe]

24
18
27

29
59

103
29

RPRRRR AN ON

RPRrRRR

3.78
3.54
3.56
3.16
3.60
3.33
4.21
4.94
4.02

2.81
3.14
3.44
3.55

125771504
129471503
1140/1290
138571453
106171421
*Hrx* /1365
818/1485
394/1504
838/1483

115771425
1256/1426
1150/1418
109271416

898/1199

1200/1312
1185/1303
112671299

****/

233
244
227
225
207

****/
****/
****/

****/

3.78
3.54 4.23
3.56 4.18
3.16
3.60
*xkXx
4.21
4.94 4.90
3.40 4.05

w

©

©
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
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ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN
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w
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o

3.99
4.15
3.33
3.34
3.46

2.81
3.14
3.44

E

*hkXx

4.12
4.20
4.46
4.29
4.14

*kk*k
*hkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

R E = *x*k*x

4.61
4.35
4.34
4._44
4.17

*xkXx EE

*kk*k *x*kx

*xkXx EE

Rk = EaE =

E E *x*kx

Required for Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 2 A 6
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 1 B 10

Graduate



56-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 General 1 Under-grad 115 Non-major 110
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 Electives 1 #H### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant
Other 22

a1
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OOOFrou



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 302 0101

MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI
(Instr. B)

254

115

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 153
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Self Paced
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

Frequency Distribution

N
NP WWWwwWwwww
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111
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©
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WWwWwww

0

Frequencies
1 2 3
3 8 24
3 8 45
6 11 36
2 6 14
5 8 41
1 1 10
3 3 21
0O 0 1
15 16 34
2 9 22
1 9 28
18 29 27
28 15 27
14 13 19
10 6 8
8 3 9
4 2 10
0O 2 5
1 0 O
0O 1 oO
0O 1 ©
0O 0O oO
0O 0O ©O
0O 0 1
0O O ©O
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0O O ©O
0O 0O ©O
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3.78
3.54
3.56
3.16
3.60
3.33
4.21
4.94
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2.81
3.14
3.44
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125771504
129471503
1140/1290
138571453
106171421
*Hrx* /1365
818/1485
394/1504
1420/1483

1194/1425
131871426
1356/1418
135371416

980/1199

1200/1312
1185/1303
112671299

****/
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244
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225
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****/

****/

****/

76
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3.99
4.15
3.33
3.34
3.46

2.81
3.14
3.44

E

*hkXx

4.12
4.20
4.46
4.29
4.14

*kk*k
*hkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

R E = *x*k*x

4.61
4.35
4.34
4._44
4.17

*xkXx EE

*kk*k *x*kx

*xkXx EE

Rk = EaE =

E E *x*kx

Required for Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 2 A 6
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 1 B 10

Graduate



56-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 General 1 Under-grad 115 Non-major 110
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 Electives 1 #H### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant
Other 22

a1
D= T TIOO
OOOFrou



Course-Section:

BIOL 302L 0201

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 27

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 154
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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24
24
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o 1 3
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Enrol Iment: 29

Questionnaires: 27 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 6
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 1 C 4 General 0 Under-grad 27 Non-major 21
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 8 D 1
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

BIOL 302L 0201
MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
(Instr. B)

EnrolIment: 29

Questionnaires: 27

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 29

Questionnaires: 27 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 6
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 1 C 4 General 0 Under-grad 27 Non-major 21
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 8 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 17
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
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Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Was the instructor available for individual attention
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Was the instructor available for individual attention
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Fxxx/ 758 F*F*F* 3,00 4.01 4.00 FFr*

56/ 233 4.52 4.59 4.09 4.12 4.60
29/ 244 4.62 4.62 4.09 4.20 4.80
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Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 24

Questions
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
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Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 24
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean
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737/1504 4.36 4.39
495/1503 4.42 4.23
74971290 4.32 4.18
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*xx*/1199 4.03 4.13 3.97 4.02 3.65

651/1312 4.39 4.09 4.00 4.09 4.17
910/1303 4.37 4.39 4.24 4.27 4.00
855/1299 4.30 4.29 4.25 4.30 4.17
Fxxx/ 758 F*F*F* 3,00 4.01 4.00 FFr*

50/ 233 4.52 4.59 4.09 4.12 4.65
47/ 244 4.62 4.62 4.09 4.20 4.71
44/ 227 4.68 4.74 4.40 4.46 4.88
60/ 225 4.77 4.71 4.23 4.29 4.76
44/ 207 4.61 4.50 4.09 4.14 4.71
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Type Majors
Graduate (0] Major 16
Under-grad 24 Non-major 8
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O O o0 4 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o O o0 3 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o0 3 11
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O o0 1 0 3 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 3 1 2 4 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 3 3 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O O 4 =6
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O o0 O 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 17 0 O O O0 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 15 0 0 0 0 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 15 0 0 0 o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 16 0O O O 0 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 15 0 0 0 0 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 16 5 0 1 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 18 0 0 O 2 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 18 0 0 O 2 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 18 0 0 O 1 3
4_ Were special techniques successful 18 1 0O 0 3 0
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 7 O O o0 O 6
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 7 0 O O O0 5
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 7 O O o0 O 2
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 7 0 O O 1 2
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 7 0O 0 O 1 3
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 23 0 0 O o0 o
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 23 0 O O 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 11 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 5 C 1 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 1 Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 0]



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

P WWwN NOI~NO N W~NWANNOOOIW

rODMAN

4.43
4.71
4.71
4.14
4.00
4.57
4.14
5.00
4.60

66971504
258/1503
290/1290
901/1453
745/1421
245/1365
89071485

171504
258/1483

1/1425
620/1426
1/1418
38071416
63671199

364/1312
35671303
570/1299

88/ 233
64/ 244
59/ 227
1/ 225
29/ 207

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
response

4.36 4.39 4.27 4.27 4.43
4.42 4.23 4.20 4.22 4.71
4.32 4.18 4.28 4.31 4.71
4.23 4.08 4.21 4.23 4.14
3.83 3.99 4.00 4.01 4.00
4.13 3.88 4.08 4.08 4.57
4.34 4.14 4.16 4.17 4.14
4.76 4.90 4.69 4.65 5.00
4.28 4.05 4.06 4.08 4.60

4.39 4.09 4.00 4.09 4.50
4.37 4.39 4.24 4.27 4.75
4.30 4.29 4.25 4.30 4.50
FrRAX3.90 4.01 4.00 ArF*

4.52 4.59 4.09 4.12 4.40
4.62 4.62 4.09 4.20 4.60
4.68 4.74 4.40 4.46 4.80
4.77 4.71 4.23 4.29 5.00
4.61 4.50 4.09 4.14 4.80

e Majors
0 Major 4
ad 7 Non-major 3

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section:

BIOL 303 0101

Title CELL BIOLOGY

Instructor: KLOETZEL, JOHN (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 237

Questionnaires: 98

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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1038/1504
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116371290
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*Hrx* /1365
134471485
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119771483

78471425
118371426
111571418
101871416
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 25
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 33
56-83 39 2.00-2.99 5 C 18
84-150 14 3.00-3.49 20 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 38 F 1

P 0
| 0
? 8

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough

ad

98

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 303 0101
CELL BIOLOGY
(Instr. B)
237
98

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 25
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 33
56-83 39 2.00-2.99 5 C 18
84-150 14 3.00-3.49 20 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 38 F 1

P 0
| 0
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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#H### - Means there are not enough
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Non-major
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Course-Section: BIOL 303L 0101

Title CELL BIOLOGY LAB

Instructor:

MACKAY, BRYAN

EnrolIment: 208

Questionnaires: 160

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

71

72
72
78

125
127
128
129

77

80
78
78

158
159
158
158
158
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159
159
159
159

159
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1 2 11
0O 2 4
2 5 13
2 4 16
4 3 17
3 8 27
o 1 7
0O 0O O
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0O 0 1
1 1 2
2 2 11
o o 3
0O 1 6
1 1 6
1 2 3
1 1 7
o 1 1
1 1 2
o o 7
0O 5 8
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0O O ©O
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0O O ©O
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0O 0 ©O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0 ©O

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

0 O © Ul

[eNeoNoNoNe]

[cNeoNoNoNe

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

NNFPEPDN

RPRRRR

Instructor

Mean

4.41
4.63
4.30
4.33
4.19
3.99
4.54
4.91
4.25

Rank

700/1504
357/1503
74171290
680/1453
60571421
794/1365
423/1485
657/1504
63571483

20971425
878/1426
191/1418
394/1416
63671199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

****/

69/
41/
98/
80/
70/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/

758

233
244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40

Page 163
JUN 14, 2005
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.41 4.39 4.27 4.27 4.41
4.63 4.23 4.20 4.22 4.63
4.30 4.18 4.28 4.31 4.30
4.33 4.08 4.21 4.23 4.33
4.19 3.99 4.00 4.01 4.19
3.99 3.88 4.08 4.08 3.99
4.54 4.14 4.16 4.17 4.54
4.91 4.90 4.69 4.65 4.91
4.25 4.05 4.06 4.08 4.25

*EEx 4,09 4.00 4.09 Frrx
wrkx 4,30 4.24 4.27 rRx
*EEX 429 4.25 4,30 FRx
*xkx 3,90 4.01 4.00 *rx

4.52 4.59 4.09 4.12 4.52
4.73 4.62 4.09 4.20 4.73
4.61 4.74 4.40 4.46 4.61
4.67 4.71 4.23 4.29 4.67
4.40 4.50 4.09 4.14 4.40

*xkx 5 00 4.61 4.84 Frx
wikx 4 50 4.35 4.24 xwrx
*xxx 5 .00 4.34 3.98 *Rx
wekx 5 00 4.44 4,51 xEx
*rxx 500 4.17 4.25 KERx

*ekx 5 00 4.43 4,52 xrx
*exx 5 00 4.23 4,13 xrx
*ekx 5 00 4.65 4.77 FERx
*rxx 500 4.29 4.14 Krx
wrkx 4 50 4.44 44T xERx

Rk = Rk = 4 . 53 4 . 74 *xkx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 303L 0101 University of Maryland Page 163

Title CELL BIOLOGY LAB Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: MACKAY, BRYAN Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 208

Questionnaires: 160 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 64 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 1 Major 82
28-55 11 1.00-1.99 0 B 42
56-83 44 2.00-2.99 19 c 10 General (0] Under-grad 159 Non-major 78
84-150 34 3.00-3.49 31 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 37 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 1 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 122
? 5



Course-Section:

BIOL 305 0101

Title COMP. ANIMAL PHYSIOLOG
Instructor: VIANCOUR, TERRY
EnrolIment: 173

Questionnaires: 95

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

164

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

79
77
79
79

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0O 1 5
o 3 2 17
0O O 8 24
700 1 0 1
1 7 11 28
7% 0 2 3
0O O 8 18
0O 0O O oO
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0O O O 5
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0O 0O 4 10
0o 1 1 6
1 0 1 7
O o0 2 4
o o o 3
o o o 2
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0O 0O O o
0O O O o
0O 0O O o
0O O O o
0O 0O o0 1
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 2 A 20
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 31
56-83 11 2.00-2.99 8 C 24
84-150 30 3.00-3.49 16 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 23 F 0

P 0
| 0
? 2

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other
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Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough
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Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0101

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN
EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 165
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

=
N O O 00 NFRPORAWA~NO O

PR OR

Gwbhbhw

10

4.14
4.43
4.57
4.14
4.57

972/1504 4.48 4.39
827/1503 4.61 4.23
681/1290 4.73 4.18
855/1453 4.51 4.08
745/1421 4.09 3.99
731/1365 4.13 3.88
842/1485 4.53 4.14

171504 4.97 4.90
989/1483 4.26 4.05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN

COANORPRWER NN
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61871425 4.74 4.47 4.41 4.43 4.64
878/1426 4.81 4.67 4.69 4.71 4.73
526/1418 4.64 4.28 4.25 4.26 4.55
688/1416 4.61 4.32 4.26 4.27 4.45
845/1199 4.28 4.13 3.97 4.02 3.70

*HRAX[1312 4.42 4.09 4.00 4.09 AF**
*xxx/1303 4.44 4.39 4.24 4.27 FF*F*
*HRAK[1299 4.44 4.29 4.25 4.30 KRR+
Fxxx/ 758 F*F*F* 3,00 4.01 4.00 FFr*

132/ 233 4.58 4.59 4.09 4.12 4.14
102/ 244 4.69 4.62 4.09 4.20 4.43
108/ 227 4.74 4.74 4.40 4.46 4.57
148/ 225 4.71 4.71 4.23 4.29 4.14
53/ 207 4.73 4.50 4.09 4.14 4.57

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 12 Non-major 2

#H### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0201

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course

Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0301

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Page
JUN 14,

167
2005

Job 1RBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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4.38
4.63
4.63
4.25
3.88
4.14
4.50
5.00
4.00

737/1504
357/1503
38971290
775/1453
887/1421
690/1365
455/1485

171504
850/1483

420/1425
825/1426
26171418
498/1416
495/1199

Frxx)1312
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F*Hrxx /1299
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1/ 225
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4.42
4._44
4.44

E

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN
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4.40 4.46
4.23 4.29
4.09 4.14
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
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#H### - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0401

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

EnrolIment: 21

Questionnaires: 13

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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549/1504
403/1503
34471290
352/1453
692/1421
297/1365
370/1485
778/1504
167/1483

28571425
967/1426
37871418
446/1416
320/1199

465/1312
910/1303
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.48 4.39 4.27 4.27 4.50
4.61 4.23 4.20 4.22 4.58
4.73 4.18 4.28 4.31 4.67
4.51 4.08 4.21 4.23 4.58
4.09 3.99 4.00 4.01 4.08
4.13 3.88 4.08 4.08 4.50
4.53 4.14 4.16 4.17 4.58

4.69 4.65 4.83

4.06 4.08 4.73

4.42 4.09 4.00 4.09 4.40
4.44 4.39 4.24 4.27 4.00
4.44 4.29 4.25 4.30 4.00
FrRAX3.90 4.01 4.00 ArF*

4.58 4.59 4.09 4.12 4.60
4.69 4.62 4.09 4.20 4.70
4.74 4.74 4.40 4.46 4.70
4.71 4.71 4.23 4.29 4.60
4.73 4.50 4.09 4.14 5.00

*xkx 5 00 4.61 4.84 Frx
wikx 4 50 4.35 4.24 xwrx
*xxx 5 .00 4.34 3.98 *Rx
wekx 5 00 4.44 4,51 xEx
*rxx 500 4.17 4.25 KERx

*ekx 5 00 4.43 4,52 xrx
*exx 5 00 4.23 4,13 xrx
*ekx 5 00 4.65 4.77 FERx
*rxx 500 4.29 4.14 Krx
wrkx 4 50 4.44 44T xERx

Rk = Rk = 4 . 53 4 . 74 *xkx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0401 University of Maryland Page 168

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 21

Questionnaires: 13 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 10
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 13 Non-major 3
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 8
? 0



Course-Section:

BIOL 305L 0501

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN
EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean
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Course

Rank Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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1/1303
171299

33/ 233
32/ 244
50/ 227
29/ 225
42/ 207

4.12
4.20
4.46
4.29
4.14

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 3 C 1
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 4 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

14

Graduate 0
Under-grad 16 Non-major 3

#H### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0601

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

EnrolIment: 22

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course

Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Expected Grades

Reasons

P wbho O~N0WON

~ © © 00~

OO D
PO OWONOONSN

VOFRPOOFRLROWWU

4.14
4.33
4.33
4_00

262/1504
248/1503
1/1290
10171453
596/1421
782/1365
98/1485
171504
710/1483

52571425

171426
34271418
525/1416
24271199

663/1312
737/1303
741/1299

34/ 233
21/ 244
1/ 227
1/ 225
55/ 207

4.42
4._44
4.44

E

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

4.12
4.20
4.46
4.29
4.14

OO
POOONOONSN
VOFRLROOFRLROWWL

o~
[eNe]

AADOD
[O2 BN
[oNe]

[
(o)}

4.14
4.33
4.33

*x*kx

D= T TIOO
OOO0OO0OO0OOWOm

Required for Majors
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Course-Section: BIOL 397 0101 University of Maryland

Title ETHICS/INTEG SCIENT RE Baltimore County
Instructor: KLOETZEL, JOHN Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 22

Questionnaires: 18

=

woo b
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

12

Instructor

Mean

4.00
4.00
4.14
3.45
3.53
3.40
3.83
5.00
4.27

4.64
4.50
4.71
4.14
4.17

5.00
5.00

Rank

109271504
105271503
866/1290
130771453
1101/1421
120171365
112871485
171504
624/1483

60371425
112871426
31771418
961/1416
561/1199

255/1312
26871303
273/1299
273/ 758

Graduate

Course

Mean

4.00
4.00
4.14
3.45
3.53
3.40
3.83
5.00
4.27

4.64
4.50
4.71
4.14
4.17

*hkXx
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EE
*x*k*x

EE

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 2 1 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 0 2 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 1 1 1 1 3
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 6 1 1 3 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 4 1 2 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0O 8 1 2 2 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 5 1 1 3 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 o o 2 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 0 O 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 0 O 1 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O O o0 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 O 1 3 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 6 0O O 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 12 O 0O o0 o 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 O O 0 O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 12 O 0O o0 o 1
4_ Were special techniques successful 12 0O 0 O 1 2
Seminar
1. Were assignhed topics relevant to the announced theme 17 O O O o0 o
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 17 0 O O O0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 17 0 O O 1 o0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0]
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0] General
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 4 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives
P 15
| 0 Other
? 0]



Course-Section: BIOL 397W 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor
Mean Rank

1/1504
171503
1/1453
548/1421
493/1365
1/1485
1/1504
149/1483

OO~ booOg
NOOWNOOO
GOOwWuUIo oo

4.75 420/1425
5.00 1/1426
5.00 171418
5.00 1/1416
4.50 271/1199

5.00 1/1312
4.67 450/1303
5.00 1/1299
4.50 185/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

5.00 4.39 4.27 4.27 5.00
5.00 4.23 4.20 4.22 5.00
5.00 4.08 4.21 4.23 5.00
4.25 3.99 4.00 4.01 4.25
4.33 3.88 4.08 4.08 4.33
5.00 4.14 4.16 4.17 5.00
5.00 4.90 4.69 4.65 5.00
4.75 4.05 4.06 4.08 4.75

4.75 4.47 4.41 4.43 4.75
5.00 4.67 4.69 4.71 5.00
5.00 4.28 4.25 4.26 5.00
5.00 4.32 4.26 4.27 5.00
4.50 4.13 3.97 4.02 4.50

e Majors

0 Major 2
ad 4 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant

Title SCIENTIFIC WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: PORTER, JANE P. Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O O o 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O O o 4
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O O O O O o 4
5. Did assignhed readings contribute to what you learned o o o o o0 3 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 O O 0 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 3 0 O o o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O O o o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 O O 1 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o o 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O o O O O o 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O O O o 4
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O O O O O o 14
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding O 0O o0 o 1 0O 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 o o o o o 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 O 0O o0 o 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 o o o o o 3
4. Were special techniques successful 1 1 O o0 o 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0] Electives
P 2
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:

BIOL 414 0101

Title EUKARYOTICS GEN/MOL BI
Instructor: FARABAUGH, PHIL
EnrolIment: 33

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students

AP POOOOOO
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10
10
10

24
24
24
24
24

24
24
24
24
24

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 1 1 5 5
0O O 3 6 11
o o 3 5 7
o o 4 3 7
O O 8 3 4
o o0 2 7 6
0O 0O 3 5 11
0O O o o0 1
o o 4 3 9
o 1 3 6 3
o o 1 3 8
0O O 5 5 9
o 1 3 4 9
1 1 3 7 3
0O O 1 5 6
o 1 2 1 3
o o 2 3 5
2 1 1 4 3
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O O o0 o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
Reasons
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4.12
3.72
3.96
4.00
3.64
3.96
3.75
4.96
3.71

102971504
122171503
971/1290
100171453
1030/1421
830/1365
117671485
329/1504
114771483

122771425
1237/1426
120971418
114571416

820/1199

912/1312
910/1303
101271299
553/ 758

-k***/

76
70
67
76
73

****/
-k***/
****/

****/

****/

40
35
36
20
16

****/
****/
****/

****/

4.12
3.72 4.23
3.96 4.18
4.00
3.64
3.96
3.75
4.96 4.90
3.71 4.05
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4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

*hkXx

4.61
4.35
4.34
4.44
4.17

*kk*k
*hkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

R E = *kk*k *x*k*x

5.00
4.50
4.83

*hkk

*xkXx *hkXx EE

*kk*k *Kkk*k *x*kx

*xkXx *hkk EE

Rk = *xkk *xkk EaE =

e Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 1 A 14
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 9 3.50-4.00 11 F 0

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M

ad 16 Non-major 13

eans there are not enough



woo

Other

20

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

BIOL 428 0101

Title COMPUTER APPL MOLEC BI
Instructor: ONEILL, MICHAEL
EnrolIment: 14

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material

- Were you provided with adequate background information

Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

NFRPPRPPRPOOOOO

[(e (e (o (e (0] 00 00 00 Wwww PRRPPRPPRP

[(e (e (e JN{o (0]

POOOO RPOOOPR (o} —NeoNe) [oNeoNeoNe) NOOOoOOo OQOOONRFRUIOO

[oNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 0 O
1 1 1
o o0 2
1 0 1
1 0 2
1 0 1
1 0 O
0O 0O O
1 1 O
2 0 2
0O 1 ©O
2 1 1
2 1 1
1 0 O
o 1 3
0O 3 0
o 2 1
0O 1 oO
0O 0 ©O
o 1 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0O ©O
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
1 0 O
0O 0 1
0O 1 ©
1 0 1
0O o0 1
o 1 1
o 1 1

[oNeoNoN N (ol NeoNoNe) PPN PN W® NAOITN O WohhboNMNOIO

[oNe]

=
ool NeoNe] [oNeN SN S P OOPR OwWN P ONPRFPNP APOOOANWOWNWDD

[oNe]

WAaAbrbDhWWhwh
VONOOOOWONO

©COoOOO~NOOWwO

105271504
122171503
937/1290
110471453
101771421
782/1365
83071485
171504
100971483

133771425
112871426
131471418
1287/1416
1050/1199

101171312
112171303
105371299

102/
224/

****/

153/

233
244
227
225

Page 174

JUN 14, 2005

Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.09 4.39 4.27 4.33 4.09
3.73 4.23 4.20 4.18 3.73
4.00 4.18 4.28 4.32 4.00
3.90 4.08 4.21 4.22 3.90
3.67 3.99 4.00 4.02 3.67
4.00 3.88 4.08 4.09 4.00
4.20 4.14 4.16 4.14 4.20
5.00 4.90 4.69 4.73 5.00
3.89 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.89
3.30 4.47 4.41 4.38 3.30
4.50 4.67 4.69 4.72 4.50
3.20 4.28 4.25 4.25 3.20
3.30 4.32 4.26 4.26 3.30
3.00 4.13 3.97 4.05 3.00
3.50 4.09 4.00 4.07 3.50
3.50 4.39 4.24 4.34 3.50
3.75 4.29 4.25 4.38 3.75
*rxxE 3.90 4.01 4.17 FF**
4.33 4.59 4.09 3.78 4.33
3.00 4.62 4.09 3.56 3.00
FrxR 474 4,40 4.16 F***
4.00 4.71 4.23 3.81 4.00
*rxxk 5,00 4.61 4.63 F***
FrxE 450 4.35 4.63 FFF*
*rxx 5,00 4.34 4.34 FF**
*rxE 5,00 4.44 4.51 FFF*
*rxk 5,00 4.17 4.29 FF**
*rxx 5,00 4.43 4.83 FFF*
*rxx 5,00 4.23 4.37 FFE*
Frxx 5,00 4.65 4.33 FFF*
*rxxE 5,00 4.29 4.12 FF**
FrRxE 450 4.44 4.19 FFF*
*hkk E = 4 _ 53 5 B OO E =
*hk*k *hk*k 4 . 60 4 . 83 E



Course-Section: BIOL 428 0101 University of Maryland Page 174

Title COMPUTER APPL MOLEC BI Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: ONEILL, MICHAEL Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 14

Questionnaires: 11 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 8 Required for Majors O Graduate 1 Major 6
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General 4 Under-grad 10 Non-major 5
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 6
? 1



Course-Section:

BIOL 434 0101

Title MICROBIAL MOLEC GENETI
Instructor: WOLF, RICHARD E
EnrolIment: 29

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

UMBC Level

Mean

Page 175

JUN 14, 2005
Job

IRBR3029

Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Frequency Distribution

AOOOOOOOO

RPOOOO

ENENENEN!

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O O O o
0O 0O O oO
0O O O o
5 0 1 2
1 0 0 1
9 2 0 O
0O O o0 o
0O 0O O oO
0O O O o
0O 0O O o
0O O O o
O o0 1 1
0O O o0 o
4 1 0 2
0O o0 o0 1
0O 0O O o
o 1 1 2
9 0 0 1

Reasons

WOOWW~NO O D

o awnN

P ADwW

17
15
15

16
15
21
14
19

14
15

10
10

4.81
4.71
4.71
4.13
4.75
4.08
4.71
5.00
4.82

4.90
4.86
4 .52
4.71
4.19

206/1504
258/1503
290/1290
924/1453
15871421
737/1365
240/1485

171504
11271483

17971425
620/1426
55271418
38071416
54871199

269/1312
40171303
981/1299

4.81
4.71
4.71
4.13
4.75
4.08
4.71
5.00
4.82

4.90
4.86
4.52
4.71
4.19

4.64
4.71
3.93

E

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.33
4.18 4.71
4.32 4.71
4.22 4.13
4.02
4.09
4.14
4.73 5.00
4.11 4.82

4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 15
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 11 3.50-4.00 11 F 0

P 1
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

16

Graduate

Under-grad

10

Non-major

11

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 443 0101

Title ADV TOPICS:DEVEL BIOLO

Instructor:

BLUMBERG, DAPHN (Instr. A)

EnrolIment: 21

Questionnaires: 18

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OWWNW

Instructor
Rank

Mean

PO DMIADD
WOoObhhArNwWwoOUON

239/1504
495/1503
Fxx*/1290
618/1453
15171421
407/1365
536/1485
171504
493/1483

116571425
401/1426
736/1418

114571416
27171199

142/1312
157/1303
263/1299
255/ 758

-k***/
****/
-k***/
****/

****/

Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough

76
70
67
76
73

Course
Mean

*hkXx
*kk*k
*hkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

15

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.61
4.35
4.34
4.44
4.17

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

Non-major

responses to be significant

176

EE
*x*k*x
EE
*x*k*x

*xkk

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 O 2 0 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 15 0 0 O 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 0 O 1 1 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 o o0 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O o0 1 1 5
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 1 0 0 0 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 11 0O 0 O 1 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 0 o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 10 0 O O 0 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 8 O 1 0o 3 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 9 1 0O O 1 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 O 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0 0 O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 0 O 1 0
4_ Were special techniques successful 5 5 0 O 1 3
Seminar
1. Were assignhed topics relevant to the announced theme 15 0 o0 o0 o0 o©
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 66 O O O O o
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 15 0 o0 0O 0 oO
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 15 0 0O O o0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 15 0 0 O 2 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 1 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 2 General
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: BIOL 443 0101

Title ADV TOPICS:DEVEL BIOLO
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 18

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

A WNNO

12
12

OWWNW

Instructor
Rank

Mean

PO DMIADD
rODhPANwWOUON

239/1504
495/1503
Fxx*/1290
618/1453
15171421
407/1365
536/1485
171504
457/1483

*xxX)1425
926/1426
772/1418

102971416
27171199

142/1312
157/1303
263/1299
255/ 758

-k***/
****/
-k***/
****/

****/

Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough

76
70
67
76
73

Course
Mean

*hkXx
*kk*k
*hkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

15

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.61
4.35
4.34
4.44
4.17

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

Non-major

responses to be significant

177

EE
*x*k*x
EE
*x*k*x

*xkk

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 O 2 0 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 15 0 0 O 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 0 O 1 1 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 o o0 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O o0 1 1 5
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 8 0 O O O0 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 14 0 O O 0 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 8 0 O O o0 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 12 o O O o0 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 11 O 0O o0 3 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 12 0O 0 O 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 O 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0 0 O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 0 O 1 0
4_ Were special techniques successful 5 5 0 O 1 3
Seminar
1. Were assignhed topics relevant to the announced theme 15 0 o0 o0 o0 o©
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 66 O O O O o
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 15 0 o0 0O 0 oO
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 15 0 0O O o0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 15 0 0 O 2 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 1 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 2 General
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section:

BIOL 454 0101

Title VISION SCIENCE

Instructor: ROBINSON, PHYLL (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 13

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 178
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

NOOFRPOOOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe

00 00 00

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O 2 6
0O O o 2 8
o o 2 2 7
o o0 2 1 5
1 1 2 3 3
o o 1 o 7
o 0O 1 2 5
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O 5 5
0O O O 3 14
O O o0 1 4
0O O 1 4 6
o o 1 2 5
o o o 5 3
o o o 2 1
O O O 1 o
o O o0 1 o
3 0 0 1 1
0O O o o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O o0 o0 1
0O O o o0 1
Reasons

=
[N \Niec o)} PWAahWAaNWO

oh~DBDN

[eNeoNoNoNe

4.23
4.08
3.69
4.00
3.42
4.17
4.08
5.00
3.64

914/1504
100871503
1098/1290
100171453
116871421

672/1365

95371485

171504
118371483

105071425
110471426
1189/1418
100471416

63671199

716/1312
50771303
504/1299

-k***/

76
70
67
76
73

****/
-k***/
****/

****/

w

[,

©
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OORLPOONNDNN

OOOOOWORr 0O
N
o
N

4.00
4.60
4.60

E

4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

4.00
4.60
4.60

*x*kx

*hkXx EE

4.61
4.35
4.34
4.44
4.17

*kk*k *x*k*x

*hkXx EE
*kk*k *x*k*x

*xkXx *xkk

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 2
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 5 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 2

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
response

ad 13 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 454 0101
VISION SCIENCE
(Instr. B)
13
13

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Cours
Mean

Instructor
Mean Rank

e

Page
JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

179
2005

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

NOOFrROOOOO

RPOOOO

00 00 00 @

OCO0OO0OO0OrOO0OO0OO
OCO0OO0OO0OrOO0OO0OO
OOFRPEFLNNNOO
WONOWERLNNN
OO0 NWOINOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe
[cNeoNeoNoNe
[cNeoNoNoNe
PR MOO
aquanNn w

WwWoOoo
cNoNeoNe)
cNoNeoNe)
PR RN
POOPR

[eNoNeoNoNe)
[eNoNeoNoNe)
[eNoNeoNoNe)
[eNoNeoNoNe)
RPRRRR

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

oh~DBDN

[eNeoNeoNoNe]

4.23
4.08
3.69
4.00
3.42
4.17
4.08
5.00
3.91

914/1504
100871503
1098/1290
100171453
116871421

672/1365

95371485

171504

98971483

40271425
643/1426
101371418
675/1416
359/1199

716/1312
50771303
504/1299

4.00
4.60
4.60

E

-k***/ *hkXx

76
70
67
76
73

****/ *kk*k

-k***/ *hkXx
****/ *kk*k

****/ *xkXx

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

OOOO0WORFr0WWOoON
N
o
N

4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

4.61
4.35
4.34
4.44
4.17

4.00
4.60
4.60

*x*kx

EE
*x*k*x
EE
*x*k*x

*xkk

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 2
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 5 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 2

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough

13

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 456 0101

Title PLANT MOLECULAR BIOLOG
Instructor: BUSTOS, MAURICI
EnrolIment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 180
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

POOOFROOOO

RPRRRO

ENENENEN!

=
Nk, RPONOERE OIS

OONOOOFrOO
[cNoNol NoNoNoNoNe]
OQOWOOOOOOo
NOWFRNRFRONR

POOOO
[cNeoNeoNoNe
[cNeoNoNoNe
WNNO D
NN FP W

ROOO
cNeoNoNe)
cNeoNoNe)
ROOO
WNOPR

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

V=T TOO
[eNeoNeoNeoNoNeNeNe))

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

WNDIhOUTONEFE, O O

[e)ec &) N i e)]

= A OO

10

AW D
oOrRroOounhawwym

4.15
4.92
4.25
4.50
4.27

50971504 4.54 4.39
795/1503 4.31 4.23
501/1453 4.46 4.08
320/1421 4.50 3.99
742/1365 4.08 3.88
1268/1485 3.55 4.14
134571504 4.15 4.90
804/1483 4.08 4.05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

OOOO0WORFr0WWOoON
N
o
N
N
a
o

110071425 4.15 4.47 4.41 4.38 4.15
451/1426 4.92 4.67 4.69 4.72 4.92
84871418 4.25 4.28 4.25 4.25 4.25
623/1416 4.50 4.32 4.26 4.26 4.50
479/1199 4.27 4.13 3.97 4.05 4.27

148/1312 4.83 4.09 4.00 4.07 4.83

171303 5.00 4.39 4.24 4.34 5.00
445/1299 4.67 4.29 4.25 4.38 4.67
387/ 758 4.00 3.90 4.01 4.17 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 11
Under-grad 12 Non-major 2

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 468 0101 University of Maryland

Title ECOL RIVERS AND STREAM Baltimore County
Instructor: WEBER, CARL S Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 19

N W

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

15

Instructor

Mean

ArDhDDOWRAIMDIMD
P ORPWOVOOOINSN

~NANNNNWOR

3.75
4.14
4.25
4.33

5.00

Rank

31871504
805/1503
488/1290
963/1453
927/1421
954/1365
926/1485
394/1504
385/1483

20971425

171426
33171418
232/1416
139/1199

902/1312
86371303
798/1299

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean
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4.25
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4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

4.83

Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant
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AADOWWDAIADDS
P ORPOVOOOINSN
NBNNMNNNWOR

3.75
4.14
4.25

*x*kx

EE

4

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 2 0O O O 0 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 1 0 1 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 0O 0 O 2 4
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 3 0O o0 5 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 0 1 2 2 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 0 2 1 2 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 1 0 3 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 O O o0 O 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 O O 1 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 O O 0 O 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 O O O o o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0O 0 O 1 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 O 0 o0 1 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 2 0O 0O 0 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 11 0 1 0 2 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 0 1 0 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 11 0 1 0O o0 2
4_ Were special techniques successful 11 5 0 O 1 0
Self Paced
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 18 0 O 0O 0 oO
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 4 D 0]
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 2 F 1 Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 476 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

WabrbhbbhbbhbbhbbhDh
OCOWWhOoOoo O

GO UINOOOOO

i
4]}
(&)}

5.00
4.20
4.55
4.10

Rank

13171504
380/1503
20171290
440/1453
410/1421
462/1365
648/1485

171504
93371483

72471425

171426
90571418
574/1416
600/1199

493/1312
450/1303
395/1299

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean
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5.00
4.20
4.55
4.10

4.38
4.67
4.71

E
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

4.33
4.18
4.32
4.22
4.02
4.09
4.14
4.73
4.11
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OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
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5.00
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Title ANTIBOTICS Baltimore County
Instructor: LOVETT, PAUL S Spring 2005
Enrollment: 21
Questionnaires: 21 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O O o0 O 2 18
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0O 0 O 2 4 14
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O 0 O 1 2 17
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 0 2 2 15
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 o0 1 0o 3 2 14
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 1 0 1 3 3 12
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 2 0 2 1 15
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 O O o0 20
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 O 6 8 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O 0 O 2 5 13
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0O 0O O 0O 0 20
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 1 0O 3 6 10
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 0 2 1 16
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 10 1 1 1 0 7
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 O 2 1 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 0O 0 O 1 1 7
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14 0 0 0 O 2 5
4_ Were special techniques successful 15 5 0 0 0 O 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors O
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 5 c 1 General 4
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 5 D 0]
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 1 F 0] Electives 1
P 0]
1 0] Other 14
? 2



Course-Section:

BIOL 495 0101

Title SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS
Instructor: LINDAHL, LASSE (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 13

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear
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WwWwwww

O © © ©

[(eJN{e (e (o (0]

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o 1 3
o 2 0 3 2
2 1 1 1 2
o 1 1 1 3
1 3 1 0 2
o 1 2 1 2
o 2 o0 1 2
0O O o o0 1
o o o 4 2
O O 2 o0 4
o o o 1 2
o 1 0 1 4
o o 2 2 o0
1 1 o0 o0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0O 1 o
0O O o o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o0 1
0O O O o0 o
0O 1 0 o0 o
o O o 2 oO
0O 1 0o o0 1
1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 0 O
Reasons

O~NWNEFPWNN D

PORFRLOO ONDNN ArBADNOIN

OQOOO0Or

WA WWNWWWH
WOANOCIORMNO

WOOOUINNWNO

3.75
4.50
3.75
3.75
4.14

109271504
138671503
117171290
122971453
138671421
124971365
128471485

708/1504
130271483

1257/1425
112871426
116371418
1167/1416

574/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

-k***/

233
244
227
225
207

****/
-k***/
****/

****/

****/

76
70
67
76
73

****/
****/
****/

****/

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0]

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 4.39 4.27 4.33 4.00
3.22 4.23 4.20 4.18 3.22
3.43 4.18 4.28 4.32 3.43
3.67 4.08 4.21 4.22 3.67
2.57 3.99 4.00 4.02 2.57
3.25 3.88 4.08 4.09 3.25
3.50 4.14 4.16 4.14 3.50
4.88 4.90 4.69 4.73 4.88
3.71 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.71
4.01 4.47 4.41 4.38 4.01
4.66 4.67 4.69 4.72 4.66
4.22 4.28 4.25 4.25 4.22
3.97 4.32 4.26 4.26 3.97
4.37 4.13 3.97 4.05 4.37
*rxk 4,09 4.00 4.07 FF**
FrRxE A.39 4.24 4.34 FF**
Frxk 4,29 4.25 4.38 FFE*
*xxE 3.90 4.01 4.17 FF**
*rxk 459 4.09 3.78 Frx*
*rRxE 4,62 4.09 3.56 FF**
*rRxE 474 4.40 4.16 FF**
FrRxEE 471 4.23 3.81 FF**
*rxxk 450 4.09 3.69 FF**
*x*x* 5.00 4.61 4.63 F***
*rxk A 50 4.35 4.63 FFF*
*xx*x 5,00 4.34 4.34 FF**
*xxk 5,00 4.44 4.51 FFR*
*rxk 5,00 4.17 4.29 Fx**
e Majors
0 Major 5
ad 11 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough



NOO

Other

10

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 495 0101

SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS
(Instr. B)

13

11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

CTWWWWNNNDN

AADIAD

O © © ©

[(eJN{e (e (o (0]

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o 1 3
o 2 0 3 2
2 1 1 1 2
o 1 1 1 3
1 3 1 0 2
o 1 2 1 2
o 2 o0 1 2
0O O o o0 1
o o o 2 3
o o 1 1 2
0O O o0 o0 1
o o o 2 2
o o 1 1 1
1 0 O 0 3
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0O 1 o
0O O o o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o0 1
0O O O o0 o
0O 1 0 o0 o
o O o 2 oO
0O 1 0o o0 1
1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 0 O
Reasons

P~NWNRERPWNN D

PORFRLOO ONDNN wWwhwow

OQOOO0Or

WA WWNWWWH
WOANCIORMNO

WOOOUINNWNO

i
o
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4.86
4.14
4.14
4.50

109271504
138671503
117171290
122971453
138671421
124971365
128471485

708/1504
106171483

116571425
620/1426
94771418
961/1416
27171199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

-k***/

233
244
227
225
207

****/
-k***/
****/

****/

****/

76
70
67
76
73

****/
****/
****/

****/

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0]

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 4.39 4.27 4.33 4.00
3.22 4.23 4.20 4.18 3.22
3.43 4.18 4.28 4.32 3.43
3.67 4.08 4.21 4.22 3.67
2.57 3.99 4.00 4.02 2.57
3.25 3.88 4.08 4.09 3.25
3.50 4.14 4.16 4.14 3.50
4.88 4.90 4.69 4.73 4.88
3.71 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.71
4.01 4.47 4.41 4.38 4.01
4.66 4.67 4.69 4.72 4.66
4.22 4.28 4.25 4.25 4.22
3.97 4.32 4.26 4.26 3.97
4.37 4.13 3.97 4.05 4.37
*rxk 4,09 4.00 4.07 FF**
FrRxE A.39 4.24 4.34 FF**
Frxk 4,29 4.25 4.38 FFE*
*xxE 3.90 4.01 4.17 FF**
*rxk 459 4.09 3.78 Frx*
*rRxE 4,62 4.09 3.56 FF**
*rRxE 474 4.40 4.16 FF**
FrRxEE 471 4.23 3.81 FF**
*rxxk 450 4.09 3.69 FF**
*x*x* 5.00 4.61 4.63 F***
*rxk A 50 4.35 4.63 FFF*
*xx*x 5,00 4.34 4.34 FF**
*xxk 5,00 4.44 4.51 FFR*
*rxk 5,00 4.17 4.29 Fx**
e Majors
0 Major 5
ad 11 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough



NOO

Other

10

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 495 0101

SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS
(Instr. C)

13

11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear
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Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o 1 3
o 2 0 3 2
2 1 1 1 2
o 1 1 1 3
1 3 1 0 2
o 1 2 1 2
o 2 o0 1 2
0O O o o0 1
o o o 1 2
O O 1 1 o0
0o 0O O 1 o
o o o o 3
o o 1 1 1
1 0 1 o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0O 1 o
0O O o o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o0 1
0O O O o0 o
0O 1 0 o0 o
o O o 2 oO
0O 1 0o o0 1
1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 0 O
Reasons

WNWNEFPWNN D
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APDRWOWWONWWWDN
WOANOCIORMNO
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4.57
4.14
4.33

109271504
138671503
117171290
122971453
138671421
124971365
128471485

708/1504

543/1483

101571425
895/1426
48871418
961/1416
429/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

-k***/

233
244
227
225
207

****/
-k***/
****/

****/

****/

76
70
67
76
73

****/
****/
****/

****/

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0]

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M

Page 185
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029
Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 4.39 4.27 4.33 4.00
3.22 4.23 4.20 4.18 3.22
3.43 4.18 4.28 4.32 3.43
3.67 4.08 4.21 4.22 3.67
2.57 3.99 4.00 4.02 2.57
3.25 3.88 4.08 4.09 3.25
3.50 4.14 4.16 4.14 3.50
4.88 4.90 4.69 4.73 4.88
3.71 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.71
4.01 4.47 4.41 4.38 4.01
4.66 4.67 4.69 4.72 4.66
4.22 4.28 4.25 4.25 4.22
3.97 4.32 4.26 4.26 3.97
4.37 4.13 3.97 4.05 4.37
*rxk 4,09 4.00 4.07 FF**
FrRxE A.39 4.24 4.34 FF**
Frxk 4,29 4.25 4.38 FFE*
*xxE 3.90 4.01 4.17 FF**
*rxk 459 4.09 3.78 Frx*
*rRxE 4,62 4.09 3.56 FF**
*rRxE 474 4.40 4.16 FF**
FrRxEE 471 4.23 3.81 FF**
*rxxk 450 4.09 3.69 FF**
*x*x* 5.00 4.61 4.63 F***
*rxk A 50 4.35 4.63 FFF*
*xx*x 5,00 4.34 4.34 FF**
*xxk 5,00 4.44 4.51 FFR*
*rxk 5,00 4.17 4.29 Fx**
e Majors
0 Major 5
ad 11 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough



NOO

Other

10

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 495 0101

SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS
(Instr. D)

13

11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear
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Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o 1 3
o 2 0 3 2
2 1 1 1 2
o 1 1 1 3
1 3 1 0 2
o 1 2 1 2
o 2 o0 1 2
0O O o o0 1
o o o 4 2
o o 1 1 2
o o o o 3
0O O O o 4
o o 1 2 1
1 0 o0 1 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0O 1 o
0O O o o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o0 1
0O O O o0 o
0O 1 0 o0 o
o O o 2 oO
0O 1 0o o0 1
1 0 0 0 1
1 1 0 0 O
Reasons

O~NWNEFPWNN D

PORFRLOO ONDNN ArWWhLhW

OQOOO0Or

WA WWNWWWH
WOANOCIORMNO

WOOOUINNWNO

109271504
138671503
117171290
122971453
138671421
124971365
128471485

708/1504
130271483

116571425
107371426
68271418
112271416
27171199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

-k***/

233
244
227
225
207

****/
-k***/
****/

****/

****/

76
70
67
76
73

****/
****/
****/

****/

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0]

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 4.39 4.27 4.33 4.00
3.22 4.23 4.20 4.18 3.22
3.43 4.18 4.28 4.32 3.43
3.67 4.08 4.21 4.22 3.67
2.57 3.99 4.00 4.02 2.57
3.25 3.88 4.08 4.09 3.25
3.50 4.14 4.16 4.14 3.50
4.88 4.90 4.69 4.73 4.88
3.71 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.71
4.01 4.47 4.41 4.38 4.01
4.66 4.67 4.69 4.72 4.66
4.22 4.28 4.25 4.25 4.22
3.97 4.32 4.26 4.26 3.97
4.37 4.13 3.97 4.05 4.37
*rxk 4,09 4.00 4.07 FF**
FrRxE A.39 4.24 4.34 FF**
Frxk 4,29 4.25 4.38 FFE*
*xxE 3.90 4.01 4.17 FF**
*rxk 459 4.09 3.78 Frx*
*rRxE 4,62 4.09 3.56 FF**
*rRxE 474 4.40 4.16 FF**
FrRxEE 471 4.23 3.81 FF**
*rxxk 450 4.09 3.69 FF**
*x*x* 5.00 4.61 4.63 F***
*rxk A 50 4.35 4.63 FFF*
*xx*x 5,00 4.34 4.34 FF**
*xxk 5,00 4.44 4.51 FFR*
*rxk 5,00 4.17 4.29 Fx**
e Majors
0 Major 5
ad 11 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough



NOO

Other

10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor
Mean Ran

k

Page 187
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 9
Questionnaires: 8
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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Frequencies
1 2 3
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5.00 1/1504
4.88 125/1503
4.88 152/1290
4.88 118/1453
4.88 101/1421
5.00 171365
4.88 113/1485
5.00 171504
4.86 101/1483

4.86 255/1425
5.00 171426
4.71 31771418
4.86 198/1416

4.67 177/1
4.60 297/1
5.00 1/1
4.60 504/1
4.33 273/
5.00 1/
4.88 22/
5.00 1/
4.75 63/
4.88 22/
5.00 1/
4.50 45/
5.00 1/
5.00 1/
5.00 1/
5.00 1/
5.00 1/
5.00 1/
5.00 1/
4.50 22/
5 . 00 ****/

199

312
303
299
758

233
244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40

5.00 4.39 4.27 4.44 5.00
4.88 4.23 4.20 4.28 4.88
4.88 4.18 4.28 4.36 4.88
4.88 4.08 4.21 4.34 4.88
4.88 3.99 4.00 4.27 4.88
5.00 3.88 4.08 4.35 5.00
4.88 4.14 4.16 4.24 4.88
5.00 4.90 4.69 4.79 5.00
4.86 4.05 4.06 4.20 4.86

5.00 5.00 4.61 4.57 5.00
4.50 4.50 4.35 4.21 4.50
5.00 5.00 4.34 4.48 5.00
5.00 5.00 4.44 4.39 5.00
5.00 5.00 4.17 4.15 5.00

Rk = Rk = 4 . 53 4 . 37 *xkx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101 University of Maryland Page 187

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. A) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 9

Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors O Graduate 4 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 4 Non-major 8
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 4 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 6
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor
Mean Ran

k

Page 188
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 9
Questionnaires: 8
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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5.00 1/1504
4.88 125/1503
4.88 152/1290
4.88 118/1453
4.88 101/1421
5.00 171365
4.88 113/1485
5.00 171504
4.00 ****/1483

5.00 1/1425
5.00 171426
4.50 57871418
4.50 623/1416

5.00 ****/1
4.60 297/1
5.00 1/1
4.60 504/1
4.33 273/
5.00 1/
4.88 22/
5.00 1/
4.75 63/
4.88 22/
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4.50 45/
5.00 1/
5.00 1/
5.00 1/
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5 . 00 ****/

199

312
303
299
758
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227
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207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40

5.00 4.39 4.27 4.44 5.00
4.88 4.23 4.20 4.28 4.88
4.88 4.18 4.28 4.36 4.88
4.88 4.08 4.21 4.34 4.88
4.88 3.99 4.00 4.27 4.88
5.00 3.88 4.08 4.35 5.00
4.88 4.14 4.16 4.24 4.88
5.00 4.90 4.69 4.79 5.00
4.86 4.05 4.06 4.20 4.86

5.00 5.00 4.61 4.57 5.00
4.50 4.50 4.35 4.21 4.50
5.00 5.00 4.34 4.48 5.00
5.00 5.00 4.44 4.39 5.00
5.00 5.00 4.17 4.15 5.00

Rk = Rk = 4 . 53 4 . 37 *xkx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101 University of Maryland Page 188

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. B) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 9

Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors O Graduate 4 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 4 Non-major 8
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 4 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 6
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

BIOL 654 0101
VISION SCIENCE
ROBINSON, PHYLL (Instr. A)

EnrolIment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

Instructor

Course
Rank

Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job

189
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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889/1504
495/1503
937/1290
775/1453
548/1421
581/1365
990/1485

171504
211/1483

78471425

171426
26171418
623/1416
63671199

1070/1312
450/1303
445/1299
580/ 758
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4.25

Graduate

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 0 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

2

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

BIOL 654 0101
VISION SCIENCE
(Instr. B)

EnrolIment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

Instructor

Course
Rank

Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job

190
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Graduate

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 0 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

2

Non-major

responses to be significant



