Course-Section: CMSC 104 0201

Title PROB SOL & COMPUTER PR
Instructor: BERGERON, RYAN
Enrollment: 40

Questionnaires: 19
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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
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
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.23 3.42
4.27 4.30 3.72
4.32 4.31 4.05
4.24 4.17 4.06
4.07 4.03 3.00
4.12 4.00 3.15
4.22 4.28 3.83
4.67 4.61 4.94
4.11 4.07 3.46
4.46 4.47 3.82
4.72 4.68 4.00
4.31 4.32 3.59
4.32 4.32 3.65
4.00 3.91 3.40
4.10 3.92 3.63
4.29 4.09 3.25
4.31 4.08 4.25
4.03 3.94 2.83
4.19 4.25 FFx*
4.21 4.35 FFx*
4.44 4.58 KF**
4.31 4.45 FF**
4.18 4.47 FFF*
4.65 4.67 FFF*
4.64 4.72 FrFF*
4.57 4.46 F*F**
4.45 4.59 KF**
3.97 3.99 Fx**
4.50 3.91 FF**
4.19 4.07 *F***
4.62 4.63 FFF*
4.27 4,42 FFF*
4.47 4.28 FF**
4.64 4.59 KFx*
4.67 4.83 FrF**
4.54 4.46 F*F**
4.84 4.75 FFx*
4.92 4.83 FF**



Course-Section: CMSC 104 0201

Title PROB SOL & COMPUTER PR
Instructor: BERGERON, RYAN
Enrollment: 40

Questionnaires: 19
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Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 19 Non-major 19

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



Course-Section: CMSC 104 0301

Title PROB SOL & COMPUTER PR

Instructor:

BLOCK, DAWN M

Enrollment: 46

Questionnaires: 32
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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
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
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Course-Section: CMSC 104 0301

Title PROB SOL & COMPUTER PR
Instructor: BLOCK, DAWN M
Enrollment: 46

Questionnaires: 32

University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate 0
Under-grad 32 Non-major 29

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



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0101

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1

Instructor:

BLOCK, DAWN M

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 12
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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
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
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.58
4.27 4.27 4.55
4.32 4.39 4.67
4.24 4.29 4.56
4.07 4.00 4.50
4.12 4.11 4.75
4.22 4.20 4.73
4.67 4.64 5.00
4.11 4.06 4.55
4.46 4.40 4.83
4.72 4.73 5.00
4.31 4.25 4.83
4.32 4.30 4.91
4.00 4.08 4.27
4.10 4.07 4.36
4.29 4.25 4.09
4.31 4.26 3.73
4.03 4.01 3.50
4.19 4.35 4.50
4.21 4.33 4.67
4.44 4.61 5.00
4.31 4.52 5.00
4.18 4.25 FF**
4.65 5.00 ****
4.64 4.75 FrFx*
4.57 4.25 FFx*
4.45 3.95 KF**
3.97 4.30 ****
4.50 2.00 FF**
4.19 2.50 F***
4.62 4.50 FF**
4.27 4.00 FF*x*
4.47 4.00 FFx*
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

CMSC 201 0101
COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
BLOCK, DAWN M

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 12 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0102

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1

Instructor:

BLOCK, DAWN M

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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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Frequencies
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o 0O O 1 1
0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 1 4
2 0 0 o0 1
7 0 0 2 2
9 0 O 0 o
0 0 0 0 2
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o 0O O o0 1
o 0 1 o0 1
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O 0O O o0 2
0 0 1 0 1
1 0 0 1 2
0 0 0 1 1
O 0O 0O 4 2
0O 0O O 1 5
1 0 0 o0 ©O
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0 0 0 0 0
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.79 325/1670 4.62
4.71 355/1666 4.63
4.57 525/1406 4.59
4.92 158/1615 4.73
4.14 752/1566 4.03
5.00 1/1528 4.58
4.86 194/1650 4.73
5.00 1/1667 5.00
4.88 131/1626 4.45
4.71 589/1559 4.81
5.00 1/1560 4.97
4.86 248/1549 4.56
4.71 457/1546 4.57
4.67 235/1323 4.35
4.77 249/1384 4.05
4.23 872/1378 3.72
4.46 692/1378 3.82
5.00 ****/ 904 3.88
5.00 1/ 232 4.50
5.00 ****/ 239 4.39
5.00 ****/ 230 4.75
5.00 ****/ 231 4.83
5.00 ****/ 218 4.25

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

14
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.79
4.27 4.27 4.71
4.32 4.39 4.57
4.24 4.29 4.92
4.07 4.00 4.14
4.12 4.11 5.00
4.22 4.20 4.86
4.67 4.64 5.00
4.11 4.06 4.88
4.46 4.40 4.71
4.72 4.73 5.00
4.31 4.25 4.86
4.32 4.30 4.71
4.00 4.08 4.67
4.10 4.07 4.77
4.29 4.25 4.23
4.31 4.26 4.46
4.03 4.01 ****
4.19 4.35 5.00
4.21 4.33 Fxx*
4.44 4.61 F***
4.31 4.52 ****
4.18 4.25 F***

Majors
Major 3
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0103

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
Instructor: BLOCK, DAWN M
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0O 0O O o0 o
3 0 0O 0 o
2 0 0 0 O
0 0 0 0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 1 0 0
0O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 0 0
0O 0O 1 o0 o
o 1 0 o0 o
2 0 0 o0 O

Frequency Distribution

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

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1670 4.62 4.26 4.31 4.32
5.00 1/1666 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.27
5.00 1/1406 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.39
5.00 171615 4.73 4.36 4.24 4.29
5.00 1/1566 4.03 3.72 4.07 4.00
5.00 1/1528 4.58 4.22 4.12 4.11
4.60 42971650 4.73 4.30 4.22 4.20
5.00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64
4.80 167/1626 4.45 4.11 4.11 4.06
5.00 1/1559 4.81 4.45 4.46 4.40
5.00 1/1560 4.97 4.73 4.72 4.73
4.60 562/1549 4.56 4.24 4.31 4.25
4.40 849/1546 4.57 4.25 4.32 4.30
4.60 27371323 4.35 4.15 4.00 4.08
5.00 1/1384 4.05 4.06 4.10 4.07
4.00 970/1378 3.72 4.19 4.29 4.25
3.67 1147/1378 3.82 4.23 4.31 4.26
5.00 ****/ 904 3.88 3.94 4.03 4.01
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

##### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Course-Section: CMSC 201 0104

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
Instructor: BLOCK, DAWN M
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 7

Questions
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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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Frequencies
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O 0O O o0 1
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
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0 0 0 0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 1
0 0 0 0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0 1 0 0 0
O 0O 1 1 o
o 1 0 o0 o
2 0 0 o0 O
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 1
1 0 0O 0 O
0 0 0 0 0
1 0 0O 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.86 253/1670 4.62 4.26 4.31 4.32
5.00 1/1666 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.27
5.00 1/1406 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.39
5.00 1/1615 4.73 4.36 4.24 4.29
5.00 1/1566 4.03 3.72 4.07 4.00
5.00 1/1528 4.58 4.22 4.12 4.11
4.86 194/1650 4.73 4.30 4.22 4.20
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64
4.57 34771626 4.45 4.11 4.11 4.06
5.00 1/1559 4.81 4.45 4.46 4.40
5.00 1/1560 4.97 4.73 4.72 4.73
4.83 266/1549 4.56 4.24 4.31 4.25
4.83 310/1546 4.57 4.25 4.32 4.30
5.00 1/1323 4.35 4.15 4.00 4.08
3.67 103371384 4.05 4.06 4.10 4.07
3.33 1247/1378 3.72 4.19 4.29 4.25
3.67 1147/1378 3.82 4.23 4.31 4.26
5.00 ****/ 904 3.88 3.94 4.03 4.01
5.00 1/ 232 4.50 4.13 4.19 4.35
4.67 62/ 239 4.39 4.38 4.21 4.33
5.00 1/ 230 4.75 4.78 4.44 4.61
5.00 1/ 231 4.83 4.59 4.31 4.52
5.00 1/ 218 4.25 4.42 4.18 4.25
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 7 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0105

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
Instructor: BLOCK, DAWN M
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
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WN P A WNPE

arwWNPE

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
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

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

NNN [eNeoNoNoNe] POOORFROOO

WwWwwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

) = T T OO
[eNeoNoNoNoNoNtNe]

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

R OR PNPRP MDD PARWONNNER

RRRPRE

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.62 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.00
4.25 967/1666 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.25
4.25 876/1406 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.25
4.33 77571615 4.73 4.36 4.24 4.29 4.33
3.00 147871566 4.03 3.72 4.07 4.00 3.00
4.75 272/1650 4.73 4.30 4.22 4.20 4.75
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.33 637/1626 4.45 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.33
5.00 1/1559 4.81 4.45 4.46 4.40 5.00
5.00 1/1560 4.97 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
3.75 130871549 4.56 4.24 4.31 4.25 3.75
4.25 987/1546 4.57 4.25 4.32 4.30 4.25
4.00 69271323 4.35 4.15 4.00 4.08 4.00
4.50 434/1384 4.05 4.06 4.10 4.07 4.50
3.00 1297/1378 3.72 4.19 4.29 4.25 3.00
4.00 977/1378 3.82 4.23 4.31 4.26 4.00
5.00 1/ 232 4.50 4.13 4.19 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/ 239 4.39 4.38 4.21 4.33 5.00
5.00 1/ 230 4.75 4.78 4.44 4.61 5.00
5.00 1/ 231 4.83 4.59 4.31 4.52 5.00
5.00 1/ 218 4.25 4.42 4.18 4.25 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 4 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0201

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
Instructor: EVANS, SUSAN A (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

[eNoNoNoNa]

NNRE P

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O 0O O o0 1
0 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 4
1 0 0 o0 1
3 0 0O 1 o
3 0 0 1 o
0 0 0 0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 4
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 2
0 0 0 0 3
1 0 0 o0 1
0 0 1 2 1
0O 0O O 3 o©
o 0O o0 2 1
1 0 0 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TIOO
RPOOOOONN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

RPUOWRRFPWOWRELND

WNWAaN

[eNol Ne)

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 300/1670 4.62 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.80
4.40 784/1666 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.40
4.20 924/1406 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.20
4.75 290/1615 4.73 4.36 4.24 4.29 4.75
4.00 851/1566 4.03 3.72 4.07 4.00 4.00
4.00 89971528 4.58 4.22 4.12 4.11 4.00
4.60 42971650 4.73 4.30 4.22 4.20 4.60
5.00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.20 797/1626 4.45 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.35
4.40 1022/1559 4.81 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.45
5.00 1/1560 4.97 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
4.60 562/1549 4.56 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.55
4.40 849/1546 4.57 4.25 4.32 4.30 4.45
4.75 183/1323 4.35 4.15 4.00 4.08 4.63
3.00 1260/1384 4.05 4.06 4.10 4.07 3.00
3.50 119371378 3.72 4.19 4.29 4.25 3.50
3.33 1255/1378 3.82 4.23 4.31 4.26 3.33
3.50 718/ 904 3.88 3.94 4.03 4.01 3.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 5 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0201

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
Instructor: EVANS, SUSAN A (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

WOOOOOOO0OOo

WwWwwww

NNRE P

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O 0O O o0 1
0 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 4
1 0 0 o0 1
3 0 0O 1 o
3 0 0 1 o
0 0 0 0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 1
0 0 0 0 1
O 0O O o0 1
0 0 1 2 1
0O 0O O 3 o©
o 0O o0 2 1
1 0 0 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TIOO
RPOOOOONN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

RPUOWRRFPWOWRELND

RPRRNPE

[eNol Ne)

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 300/1670 4.62 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.80
4.40 784/1666 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.40
4.20 924/1406 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.20
4.75 290/1615 4.73 4.36 4.24 4.29 4.75
4.00 851/1566 4.03 3.72 4.07 4.00 4.00
4.00 89971528 4.58 4.22 4.12 4.11 4.00
4.60 42971650 4.73 4.30 4.22 4.20 4.60
5.00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.50 40371626 4.45 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.35
4.50 896/1559 4.81 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.45
5.00 1/1560 4.97 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
4.50 683/1549 4.56 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.55
4.50 715/1546 4.57 4.25 4.32 4.30 4.45
4.50 326/1323 4.35 4.15 4.00 4.08 4.63
3.00 1260/1384 4.05 4.06 4.10 4.07 3.00
3.50 119371378 3.72 4.19 4.29 4.25 3.50
3.33 1255/1378 3.82 4.23 4.31 4.26 3.33
3.50 718/ 904 3.88 3.94 4.03 4.01 3.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 5 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0202

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
Instructor: EVANS, SUSAN A
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
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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

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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

[l [eNoNoNoNa]

RRRRE

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N=TTOO®m>
OQOO0OOORrRrER

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

OWWNOWNWN

[eNoNe] P WNNW

ONRRPE

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 479/1670 4.62 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.67
5.00 1/1666 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.27 5.00
4.67 423/1406 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.67
5.00 171615 4.73 4.36 4.24 4.29 5.00
3.00 147871566 4.03 3.72 4.07 4.00 3.00
5.00 1/1528 4.58 4.22 4.12 4.11 5.00
5.00 1/1650 4.73 4.30 4.22 4.20 5.00
5.00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.00 953/1626 4.45 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.00
5.00 1/1559 4.81 4.45 4.46 4.40 5.00
4.67 1090/1560 4.97 4.73 4.72 4.73 4.67
4.33 900/1549 4.56 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.33
5.00 1/1546 4.57 4.25 4.32 4.30 5.00
3.00 117971323 4.35 4.15 4.00 4.08 3.00
3.50 110371384 4.05 4.06 4.10 4.07 3.50
3.00 129771378 3.72 4.19 4.29 4.25 3.00
3.00 130471378 3.82 4.23 4.31 4.26 3.00
4.00 147/ 232 4.50 4.13 4.19 4.35 4.00
4.00 147/ 239 4.39 4.38 4.21 4.33 4.00
4.50 120/ 230 4.75 4.78 4.44 4.61 4.50
5.00 1/ 231 4.83 4.59 4.31 4.52 5.00
2.00 2147 218 4.25 4.42 4.18 4.25 2.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 3 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0205

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
Instructor: EVANS, SUSAN A
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Frequencies

Page 437
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoO~NOOPWNE

WN P A WNPE

arwWNPE

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 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

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

[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNa]

[eNeoNoNoNe]

e

RPRRPRE

OO0ONROOO
cococoocooo
ocococoocooo
cococococooo
RPOOOORRR

NOOOO
[eNeoNoNoNe]
[eNeoNoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNoNe]

ooo
ooo
ooo
or O
R OR

RPOOOO
[eNoNoNeoNe)
[eNoNoNeoNe)
[eNoNoNeoNe)
[eNoNoNeoNe]

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OQOOOO0OONPE

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NWWENNNN

PPN PWWWww

RPNNNN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 479/1670 4.62 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.67
4.67 415/1666 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.67
4.67 423/1406 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.67
5.00 171615 4.73 4.36 4.24 4.29 5.00
5.00 1/1528 4.58 4.22 4.12 4.11 5.00
5.00 1/1650 4.73 4.30 4.22 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.67 278/1626 4.45 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.67
5.00 1/1559 4.81 4.45 4.46 4.40 5.00
5.00 1/1560 4.97 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
5.00 1/1549 4.56 4.24 4.31 4.25 5.00
5.00 1/1546 4.57 4.25 4.32 4.30 5.00
5.00 1/1323 4.35 4.15 4.00 4.08 5.00
4.67 324/1384 4.05 4.06 4.10 4.07 4.67
4.00 970/1378 3.72 4.19 4.29 4.25 4.00
4.50 65371378 3.82 4.23 4.31 4.26 4.50
5.00 1/ 232 4.50 4.13 4.19 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/ 239 4.39 4.38 4.21 4.33 5.00
5.00 1/ 230 4.75 4.78 4.44 4.61 5.00
5.00 1/ 231 4.83 4.59 4.31 4.52 5.00
5.00 1/ 218 4.25 4.42 4.18 4.25 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 3 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: CMSC 201 0206

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 1
Instructor: EVANS, SUSAN A
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
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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

POOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

(ol N S Ne)

NN NN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

W= TTOO >
OOO0OOO0OONE

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

PWFREFRPFEPNMNNNDN

RERRR RPRNWN

[cNeoNoNe]

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.62 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.00
4.33 870/1666 4.63 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.33
4.67 423/1406 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.67
4.00 108371615 4.73 4.36 4.24 4.29 4.00
3.67 1200/1566 4.03 3.72 4.07 4.00 3.67
3.50 127471528 4.58 4.22 4.12 4.11 3.50
4.33 806/1650 4.73 4.30 4.22 4.20 4.33
5.00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.00 953/1626 4.45 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.00
4.67 673/1559 4.81 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.67
5.00 1/1560 4.97 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
4.33 900/1549 4.56 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.33
3.67 1329/1546 4.57 4.25 4.32 4.30 3.67
3.67 960/1323 4.35 4.15 4.00 4.08 3.67
4.00 820/1384 4.05 4.06 4.10 4.07 4.00
4.50 60371378 3.72 4.19 4.29 4.25 4.50
4.50 65371378 3.82 4.23 4.31 4.26 4.50
5.00 1/ 904 3.88 3.94 4.03 4.01 5.00
3.00 226/ 232 4.50 4.13 4.19 4.35 3.00
3.00 230/ 239 4.39 4.38 4.21 4.33 3.00
4.00 188/ 230 4.75 4.78 4.44 4.61 4.00
4.00 159/ 231 4.83 4.59 4.31 4.52 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 3 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0101

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 3

Questions
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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

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

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

[eNeol NeolNoNoNoNo]

|l el ol POOOO

[eNoNoNeoNe)

2

[eNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] OO0ORrRrOFrOO0OO

PP OOO

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
1 0 0 1
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1
0O 0O 0 o
1 0 0 2
0O 0O o0 O
0 0 1 2
0O 0O 0 O
0 0 0 1
0O 0O o0 O
o 0O o0 2
1 0 0 1
0 0 0 2
0O 0 oO

0 0 0 0
O 0 o0 1
1 0 0 0
0O 0O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PNN OFRFPWN WORFRONNNE

NNWWN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.33 158371670 4.28 4.26 4.31 4.32 3.33
4.67 41571666 4.45 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.67
4.67 42371406 4.46 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.67
5.00 171615 4.47 4.36 4.24 4.29 5.00
3.00 1478/1566 3.23 3.72 4.07 4.00 3.00
5.00 1/1528 4.57 4.22 4.12 4.11 5.00
3.67 1404/1650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20 3.67
5.00 171667 4.77 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.67 673/1559 4.69 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.67
5.00 1/1560 4.82 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
4.33 900/1549 4.51 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.33
3.33 142571546 4.39 4.25 4.32 4.30 3.33
4.00 69271323 4.41 4.15 4.00 4.08 4.00
5.00 1/1384 4.26 4.06 4.10 4.07 5.00
5.00 1/1378 4.31 4.19 4.29 4.25 5.00
4.50 65371378 4.23 4.23 4.31 4.26 4.50
3.67 192/ 232 3.98 4.13 4.19 4.35 3.67
5.00 1/ 239 4.31 4.38 4.21 4.33 5.00
5.00 1/ 230 4.80 4.78 4.44 4.61 5.00
5.00 1/ 231 4.45 4.59 4.31 4.52 5.00
5.00 1/ 218 4.49 4.42 4.18 4.25 5.00
5.00 1/ 87 5.00 5.00 4.65 5.00 5.00

Required for Majors

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoN il

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 3 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0101

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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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

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

w N

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

OrhWNE

Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

NOORPROOOOO

Rl

[eNeoNoNoNe]

2
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[eNoNe]

PR, OOO

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
1 0 0 1
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1
0O 0O 0 o
1 0 0 2
0O 0O o0 O
0 0 1 2
0O 0O 0 O
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 o
o 0 o0 1
1 0 0 O
0O 0O o0 O
0 0 0 0
0O 0O o0 o
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

OWORONNNEPE

P NN

NNWWN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.33 158371670 4.28 4.26 4.31 4.32 3.33
4.67 41571666 4.45 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.67
4.67 42371406 4.46 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.67
5.00 171615 4.47 4.36 4.24 4.29 5.00
3.00 1478/1566 3.23 3.72 4.07 4.00 3.00
5.00 1/1528 4.57 4.22 4.12 4.11 5.00
3.67 1404/1650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20 3.67
5.00 171667 4.77 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.00 95371626 4.23 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.00
5.00 1/1384 4.26 4.06 4.10 4.07 5.00
5.00 1/1378 4.31 4.19 4.29 4.25 5.00
4.50 653/1378 4.23 4.23 4.31 4.26 4.50
3.67 192/ 232 3.98 4.13 4.19 4.35 3.67
5.00 1/ 239 4.31 4.38 4.21 4.33 5.00
5.00 1/ 230 4.80 4.78 4.44 4.61 5.00
5.00 1/ 231 4.45 4.59 4.31 4.52 5.00
5.00 1/ 218 4.49 4.42 4.18 4.25 5.00
5.00 1/ 87 5.00 5.00 4.65 5.00 5.00

Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 3 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section:

CMSC 202 0102

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O wWNPE
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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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

NOOOOOOOO

g o [eNoNoNoNa]

abhbMP®

12

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[EY
g ~NOo O WNooOhOOO~NO

oOwnN

P WwWo o w

www ABADAMDID

*FWHhPAW

*kk*k

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 3 C 4
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.15 110571670 4.28 4.26 4.31 4.32
4.54 582/1666 4.45 4.23 4.27 4.27
4.15 956/1406 4.46 4.31 4.32 4.39
4.15 981/1615 4.47 4.36 4.24 4.29
2.67 ****/1566 3.23 3.72 4.07 4.00
4.67 300/1528 4.57 4.22 4.12 4.11
4.46 63071650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20
5.00 1/1667 4.77 4.79 4.67 4.64
4.18 80871626 4.23 4.11 4.11 4.06
4.54 858/1559 4.69 4.45 4.46 4.40
4.54 1222/1560 4.82 4.73 4.72 4.73
4.31 936/1549 4.51 4.24 4.31 4.25
4.42 835/1546 4.39 4.25 4.32 4.30
4.00 69271323 4.41 4.15 4.00 4.08
3.13 1247/1384 4.26 4.06 4.10 4.07
3.50 119371378 4.31 4.19 4.29 4.25
3.38 1240/1378 4.23 4.23 4.31 4.26
3.78 182/ 232 3.98 4.13 4.19 4.35
4.22 136/ 239 4.31 4.38 4.21 4.33
4.86 53/ 230 4.80 4.78 4.44 4.61
3.88 175/ 231 4.45 4.59 4.31 4.52
5.00 ****/ 218 4.49 4.42 4.18 4.25
3_00 ***-k/ 28 E = = 5_00 4_64 E = =
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 13 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0201

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 19
Questionnaires: 11
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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.83
.67
.00

.83
.60
.00
.60

00

Instructor

Rank

401/1670
344/1666
352/1406
176/1615
1108/1566
36871528
15971650
1/1667
670/1626

57271559
829/1560
410/1549
23171546
326/1323

519/1384
316/1378
531/1378

*xxx/ 904

27/ 232
70/ 239

17 230
95/ 231
143/ 218

Fkkk [ 79
Fhxk [ 75

Fkkk [ 38
Fkxk [ 39

Fkkk [ 10

Course
Mean

AADAMDWOADDEDS
N
w

AR ABAD
a1
uiy

5.00

EE
B
EE
EE

EE
EE
E
Fokkk

EE
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AADADWOADDEDS
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.73
4.27 4.27 4.73
4.32 4.39 4.73
4.24 4.29 4.90
4.07 4.00 3.80
4.12 4.11 4.57
4.22 4.20 4.91
4.67 4.64 5.00
4.11 4.06 4.30
4.46 4.40 4.70
4.72 4.73 4.82
4.31 4.25 4.73
4.32 4.30 4.91
4.00 4.08 4.50
4.10 4.07 4.43
4.29 4.25 4.83
4.31 4.26 4.67
4.03 4.01 ****
4.19 4.35 4.83
4.21 4.33 4.60
4.44 4.61 5.00
4.31 4.52 4.60
4.18 4.25 4.00
4.65 5.00 ****
4.64 4.75 FrFx*
4.57 4.25 FFx*
4.45 3.95 KF**
3.97 4.30 ****
4.50 2.00 FF**
4.19 2.50 F***
4.62 4.50 FF**
4.27 4.00 FF*x*
4.47 4.00 FFx*
4 _ 64 E = o E = =
4 B 67 L = = E = =
4 . 54 E = E = = 3
4 B 84 *hhk ke = = 3
4 _ 92 E = o E s = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

CMSC 202 0201
COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
FREY, DENNIS

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Page 442
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Expected Grades Reasons
A 4
B 6
C 1 General
D 0
F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0

Required for Majors

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 11 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0201

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 19
Questionnaires: 11
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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
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
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University of Maryland
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Rank
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1/1667
*AAX/1626

673/1559
ok /1560
s [1549
sk /1546
woxk /1323

519/1384
316/1378
531/1378

*xxx/ 904

27/ 232
70/ 239

17 230
95/ 231
143/ 218

Fkkk [ 79
Fhxk [ 75

Fkkk [ 38
Fkxk [ 39

Fkkk [ 10

Course
Mean

AADAMDWOADDEDS
N
w

AR ABAD
a1
uiy

5.00

EE
B
EE
EE

EE
EE
E
Fokkk

EE

E =
*hkk
EE
Fokkk

E =

AADADWOADDEDS

ADdDADDN

A~ DdO NDB MO ADdDADDAN WA BAD

(G216 R S d)

Page 443

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.73
4.27 4.27 4.73
4.32 4.39 4.73
4.24 4.29 4.90
4.07 4.00 3.80
4.12 4.11 4.57
4.22 4.20 4.91
4.67 4.64 5.00
4.11 4.06 4.30
4.46 4.40 4.70
4.72 4.73 4.82
4.31 4.25 4.73
4.32 4.30 4.91
4.00 4.08 4.50
4.10 4.07 4.43
4.29 4.25 4.83
4.31 4.26 4.67
4.03 4.01 ****
4.19 4.35 4.83
4.21 4.33 4.60
4.44 4.61 5.00
4.31 4.52 4.60
4.18 4.25 4.00
4.65 5.00 ****
4.64 4.75 FrFx*
4.57 4.25 FFx*
4.45 3.95 KF**
3.97 4.30 ****
4.50 2.00 FF**
4.19 2.50 F***
4.62 4.50 FF**
4.27 4.00 FF*x*
4.47 4.00 FFx*
4 _ 64 E = o E = =
4 B 67 L = = E = =
4 . 54 E = E = = 3
4 B 84 *hhk ke = = 3
4 _ 92 E = o E s = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

CMSC 202 0201
COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
FREY, DENNIS

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution
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Expected Grades Reasons
A 4
B 6
C 1 General
D 0
F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0

Required for Majors

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 11 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section:

CMSC 202 0202

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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

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

WhRRRRPRPRRER

© ©m RPRRRE

ArDhDMOW

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o0 o0 1
0 0 0 0 5
0 0 0 1 1
0O 0O O 0 &6
7 1 0 1 0
6 0 0O O0 1
0 0 0 1 3
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 7
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 3
0 0 0 0 2
O 0O o0 1 4
0 0 0 0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O 1 o0 o
o 0O O 1 3
O 0O O 3 2
1 0 0 1 1
o 0O O o0 3
4 0 0 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[
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NADMWD

PrOMAPODMDIEDS

ABADAMDID

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 0
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 c 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 665/1670 4.28 4.26 4.31 4.32
4.50 622/1666 4.45 4.23 4.27 4.27
4.70 387/1406 4.46 4.31 4.32 4.39
4.40 687/1615 4.47 4.36 4.24 4.29
3.00 147871566 3.23 3.72 4.07 4.00
4.75 221/1528 4.57 4.22 4.12 4.11
4.50 570/1650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20
5.00 171667 4.77 4.79 4.67 4.64
4.13 877/1626 4.23 4.11 4.11 4.06
4.90 276/1559 4.69 4.45 4.46 4.40
4.90 596/1560 4.82 4.73 4.72 4.73
4.70 451/1549 4.51 4.24 4.31 4.25
4.80 345/1546 4.39 4.25 4.32 4.30
4.40 423/1323 4.41 4.15 4.00 4.08
4.67 324/1384 4.26 4.06 4.10 4.07
4.50 ****/1378 4.31 4.19 4.29 4.25
3.50 ****/1378 4.23 4.23 4.31 4.26
4.38 95/ 232 3.98 4.13 4.19 4.35
4.00 147/ 239 4.31 4.38 4.21 4.33
4.50 120/ 230 4.80 4.78 4.44 4.61
4.57 100/ 231 4.45 4.59 4.31 4.52
4.67 52/ 218 4.49 4.42 4.18 4.25
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 11 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0301

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 13

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

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
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O 0O 3 2
0 0 0 1 3
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o 0O O 1 1
o 0O O o0 4
0 0 0 1 1
0O 0O O 1 =6
0 0 0 2 3
o 0O O 1 3
o 0O O 1 1
5 0 0 0 2
0 0 1 1 7
0O 0O O 5 5
1 0 O O 5
1 1 0 3 4
4 0 0 2 2

Frequency Distribution
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean

83571670
477/1666
566/1406
509/1615
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20271528
41771650
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278/1626
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166/ 232 3.98
206/ 239 4.31
120/ 230 4.80
200/ 231 4.45
131/ 218 4.49
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Type Majors
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 13 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0301

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 13

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

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

NOOOOOOOOo

oo o NN NN

NNNNDN

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 13 Non-major

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



Course-Section:

CMSC 202 0302

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: FREY, DENNIS
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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3029

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

N~N~NO POOOO

aoagao

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 1 0 1 4
0 0 0 0 2
0 0 1 2 3
o o0 1 2 2
9 0 1 0 o0
6 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 1 1
1 0 0O 0 O
1 0 O 1 3
0O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O o0 2
o 0O O 1 1
1 0 1 0 5
2 0 0 2 1
0 1 1 0 2
0 0 1 1 1
o 0O 1 o0 o
4 0 O O O
0 1 1 1 1
o 0O o0 1 2
O 0O O o0 o
2 0 0 0 0
2 0 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

R

R BANN

ga~N~®

POSADDIMIAIDD

ABADAMDID

3.57
4.43
5.00
5.00
5.00

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 1 B 5
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 c 3
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.17 1094/1670 4.28 4.26 4.31 4.32
4.83 233/1666 4.45 4.23 4.27 4.27
4.17 948/1406 4.46 4.31 4.32 4.39
4.25 874/1615 4.47 4.36 4.24 4.29
4.00 851/1566 3.23 3.72 4.07 4.00
4.00 89971528 4.57 4.22 4.12 4.11
4.75 272/1650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20
5.00 171667 4.77 4.79 4.67 4.64
4.50 40371626 4.23 4.11 4.11 4.06
4.83 387/1559 4.69 4.45 4.46 4.40
4.83 777/1560 4.82 4.73 4.72 4.73
4.75 366/1549 4.51 4.24 4.31 4.25
4.27 971/1546 4.39 4.25 4.32 4.30
4.44 384/1323 4.41 4.15 4.00 4.08
3.50 110371384 4.26 4.06 4.10 4.07
3.80 109271378 4.31 4.19 4.29 4.25
4.40 751/1378 4.23 4.23 4.31 4.26
5.00 ****/ 904 **** 3,94 4.03 4.01
3.57 199/ 232 3.98 4.13 4.19 4.35
4.43 105/ 239 4.31 4.38 4.21 4.33
5.00 1/ 230 4.80 4.78 4.44 4.61
5.00 1/ 231 4.45 4.59 4.31 4.52
5.00 1/ 218 4.49 4.42 4.18 4.25
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 12 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0401

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11

Instructor:

MITCHELL, SUSAN (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

WN P G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.60 557/1670 4.28
3.50 150871666 4.45
4.20 924/1406 4.46
4.50 552/1615 4.47
3.13 145371566 3.23
4.33 631/1528 4.57
4.30 844/1650 4.39
4.00 1524/1667 4.77
4.00 95371626 4.23
4.10 1256/1559 4.69
4.70 1054/1560 4.82
4.10 1104/1549 4.51
4.20 1032/1546 4.39
4.22 567/1323 4.41
4.13 777/1384 4.26
3.75 1110/1378 4.31
3.50 118971378 4.23
3.00 ****/ 232 3.98
4.50 ****/ 239 4.31
5.00 ****/ 230 4.80
2.50 ****/ 231 4.45

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 10

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0401

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11

Instructor:

MITCHELL, SUSAN (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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A WNPE

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

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.60 557/1670 4.28
3.50 150871666 4.45
4.20 924/1406 4.46
4.50 552/1615 4.47
3.13 145371566 3.23
4.33 631/1528 4.57
4.30 844/1650 4.39
4.00 1524/1667 4.77
4.00 95371626 4.23
4.00 ****/1559 4.69
5.00 ****/1560 4.82
4.00 ****/1549 4.51
4.50 ****/1546 4.39
4.67 235/1323 4.41
4.13 777/1384 4.26
3.75 1110/1378 4.31
3.50 118971378 4.23
3.00 ****/ 232 3.98
4.50 ****/ 239 4.31
5.00 ****/ 230 4.80
2.50 ****/ 231 4.45

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 10

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 202 0402

Title COMPUTER SCIENCE 11
Instructor: MITCHELL, SUSAN
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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

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
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Frequencies

NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 3
2 0 0 2 O
1 1 0 1 0
2 0 0 o0 2
0 0 1 0 1
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O 1 2
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 2
0 0 0 0 3
1 0 0O 0 O
0 0 0 0 1
O 0O O o0 2
0O 0O o0 o

o 1 0o o0 3
o 0 1 o0 1
1 0 0 o0 1
1 0 0 o0 1
2 0 0 0 1

Frequency Distribution

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

Other

OFRPNOFRPRORNW

PPN NORFRWN

RPNNNO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 665/1670 4.28 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.50
4.50 622/1666 4.45 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.50
4.25 876/1406 4.46 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.25
3.00 156571615 4.47 4.36 4.24 4.29 3.00
3.00 147871566 3.23 3.72 4.07 4.00 3.00
4.00 89971528 4.57 4.22 4.12 4.11 4.00
4.00 113571650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20 4.00
4.25 136871667 4.77 4.79 4.67 4.64 4.25
3.67 1312/1626 4.23 4.11 4.11 4.06 3.67
4.67 673/1559 4.69 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.67
5.00 1/1560 4.82 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
4.33 900/1549 4.51 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.33
4.00 113971546 4.39 4.25 4.32 4.30 4.00
5.00 1/1323 4.41 4.15 4.00 4.08 5.00
4.67 324/1384 4.26 4.06 4.10 4.07 4.67
4.33 797/1378 4.31 4.19 4.29 4.25 4.33
4.33 813/1378 4.23 4.23 4.31 4.26 4.33
3.25 215/ 232 3.98 4.13 4.19 4.35 3.25
4.00 147/ 239 4.31 4.38 4.21 4.33 4.00
4.67 92/ 230 4.80 4.78 4.44 4.61 4.67
4.67 86/ 231 4.45 4.59 4.31 4.52 4.67
4.50 78/ 218 4.49 4.42 4.18 4.25 4.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 4 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section:

CMSC 203 0101

Title DISCRETE STRUCTURES
Instructor: ARTOLA, PAUL
Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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 instructor provide assistance

WOOOOOOO0OOo
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O © O

16

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O O 3 4
0 0 0 5 4
0 0 0 1 2
1 0 0 3 5
1 2 0 o0 1
6 0 0 3 2
0 0 0 1 3
O 0O O o0 1
0O 0O 1 1 10
0O 0O 1 o0 6
0O 0O O 0 5
0O 0 1 3 5
0 0 1 1 4
12 1 0 2 O
0 0 1 2 2
o 1 0 o0 3
o 0 1 o0 2
1 0 1 1 2
o 1 0 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 14
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 c 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.41 79471670 4.39 4.26 4.31 4.32
4.18 105971666 4.15 4.23 4.27 4.27
4.76 30671406 4.55 4.31 4.32 4.39
4.31 800/1615 4.37 4.36 4.24 4.29
3.50 1285/1566 3.67 3.72 4.07 4.00
4.27 688/1528 4.29 4.22 4.12 4.11
4.71 316/1650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20
4.94 40571667 4.94 4.79 4.67 4.64
3.93 108971626 4.00 4.11 4.11 4.06
4.47 933/1559 4.50 4.45 4.46 4.40
4.71 104271560 4.77 4.73 4.72 4.73
4.18 1044/1549 4.10 4.24 4.31 4.25
4.47 755/1546 4.43 4.25 4.32 4.30
3.40 108271323 3.80 4.15 4.00 4.08
4.00 820/1384 4.00 4.06 4.10 4.07
4.13 923/1378 4.13 4.19 4.29 4.25
4.38 777/1378 4.38 4.23 4.31 4.26
4.00 461/ 904 4.00 3.94 4.03 4.01
1.00 ****/ 231 **** 459 4.31 4.52
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 17 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 203 0201

Title DISCRETE STRUCTURES
Instructor: CHANG, RICHARD
Enrollment: 42

Questionnaires: 31

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

NwN O

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Page 452
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.35 876/1670 4.39 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.35
4.19 1037/1666 4.15 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.19
4.48 62071406 4.55 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.48
4.39 69971615 4.37 4.36 4.24 4.29 4.39
3.36 1362/1566 3.67 3.72 4.07 4.00 3.36
4.39 570/1528 4.29 4.22 4.12 4.11 4.39
4.47 63071650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20 4.47
4.94 472/1667 4.94 4.79 4.67 4.64 4.94
4.08 915/1626 4.00 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.08
4.70 62371559 4.50 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.70
4.80 855/1560 4.77 4.73 4.72 4.73 4.80
4.13 1078/1549 4.10 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.13
4.43 808/1546 4.43 4.25 4.32 4.30 4.43
4.00 69271323 3.80 4.15 4.00 4.08 4.00
4.83 ****/1384 4.00 4.06 4.10 4.07 ****
4.20 ****/1378 4.13 4.19 4.29 4.25 F***
3.83 ****/1378 4.38 4.23 4.31 4.26 F***
4.00 ****/ 904 4.00 3.94 4.03 4.01 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 15
Under-grad 31 Non-major 16

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

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0 0 1 1 1 11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 5 12
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 1 11
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 8 0 0 4 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 6 2 3 8 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 8 1 0 0 10
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 1 0 0 4 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 0 1 4 13
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 1 0 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 1 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 1 7 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 0 0 13
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 13 0 1 4 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 25 0 0 0 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 26 0 0 0 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 25 0 0 1 2 0
4. Were special techniques successful 24 3 0 1 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 13 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 4 C 5 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: CMSC 203 0301

Title DISCRETE STRUCTURES
Instructor: SHERMAN, ALAN
Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

WN P

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

AOOOOOOOO

NORFRrOO

14
14
14

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
NhAODhOOUNO ©

WNWN N

[eNoNe]

N = T T OO
[eNoNoNoNaN NNo NV

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 80971670 4.39 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.40
4.07 116171666 4.15 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.07
4.40 715/1406 4.55 4.31 4.32 4.39 4.40
4.40 687/1615 4.37 4.36 4.24 4.29 4.40
4.15 743/1566 3.67 3.72 4.07 4.00 4.15
4.20 760/1528 4.29 4.22 4.12 4.11 4.20
4.00 113571650 4.39 4.30 4.22 4.20 4.00
4.93 472/1667 4.94 4.79 4.67 4.64 4.93
4.00 953/1626 4.00 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.00
4.33 1092/1559 4.50 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.33
4.80 855/1560 4.77 4.73 4.72 4.73 4.80
4.00 1146/1549 4.10 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.00
4.40 849/1546 4.43 4.25 4.32 4.30 4.40
4.00 69271323 3.80 4.15 4.00 4.08 4.00
3.00 ****/1384 4.00 4.06 4.10 4.07 ****
4.00 ****/1378 4.13 4.19 4.29 4.25 ****
3.00 ****/1378 4.38 4.23 4.31 4.26 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 15 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: CMSC 291V 0101

Title TPCS IN ANIMATION & IM
Instructor: HIRSCH, KATHERI
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 15

Questions
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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

POOOOOOOO

NP RRE

aaao o

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 1 3
13 0 0 0 0
i1 0 0 2 2
4 0 0O 3 2
4 0 0 4 1
1 0 0 4 5
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O 1 1
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 0 1
1 0 0 o0 1
0 0 0 1 2
O 0O O o0 2
o 0O O 1 1
1 0 0 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

)= T TITOO
NOFRPROOR AN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

~N 00 00~

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1670 5.00 4.26 4.31 4.32 5.00
4.67 41571666 4.67 4.23 4.27 4.27 4.67
5.00 ****/1406 **** 4.31 4.32 4.39 ****
4.57 477/1615 4.57 4.36 4.24 4.29 4.57
4.27 621/1566 4.27 3.72 4.07 4.00 4.27
4.18 769/1528 4.18 4.22 4.12 4.11 4.18
4.07 109571650 4.07 4.30 4.22 4.20 4.07
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.64 5.00
4.79 183/1626 4.79 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.79
4.79 469/1559 4.79 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.79
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
4.86 248/1549 4.86 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.86
4.93 185/1546 4.93 4.25 4.32 4.30 4.93
4.92 107/1323 4.92 4.15 4.00 4.08 4.92
4.60 37271384 4.60 4.06 4.10 4.07 4.60
4.80 348/1378 4.80 4.19 4.29 4.25 4.80
4.70 501/1378 4.70 4.23 4.31 4.26 4.70
4.67 179/ 904 4.67 3.94 4.03 4.01 4.67

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 15 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: CMSC 304 0101

Title SOCIAL/ETHICAL 1SS IN

Instructor:

WILSON, RICHARD

Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 31

Questions
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Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

VR OOO0OORrOO

NNNNDN

[
OhOOCOOOO DO

OO0OO0OO~NOOOO
POFRPOORFROOO
OOANWORRPER
POUTWWWUO AN

MNoooOoO
oOrRrOON
RPRNRO
ANORO
oo wu

NO OO
cocoo
cococo
corr
N O WN

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

24

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.35 876/1670 4.35
4.52 608/1666 4.52
4.37 763/1406 4.37
4.48 579/1615 4.48
4.13 771/1566 4.13
4.35 611/1528 4.35
3.84 131471650 3.84
4.87 749/1667 4.87
4.09 910/1626 4.09
4.14 1237/1559 4.14
4.72 1004/1560 4.72
4.24 985/1549 4.24
4.45 795/1546 4.45
3.93 78171323 3.93
4_33 ****/1384 E = =
4_60 ****/ 904 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

31

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 331 0101

Title PRIN OF PROG LANGUAGES
Instructor: VICK, SHON
Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 24
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WN P

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
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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PWWWLWW

[EN
OCONOVUIWOOO
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Frequencies
1 2 3
1 2 4
0 1 6
1 0 7
2 1 1
0O 0 2
0O 0 2
2 3 6
0O 0 oO
0 1 5
1 1 5
0O 0 2
3 3 5
0 4 5
1 1 4
0 0 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
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0 0 0
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112371406
108371615
752/1566
58071528
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749/1667
115271626
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 3.87
4.27 4.18 4.09
4.32 4.22 3.91
4.24 4.18 4.00
4.07 4.04 4.14
4.12 4.07 4.38
4.22 4.12 3.40
4.67 4.67 4.86
4.11 4.06 3.88
4.46 4.40 3.86
4.72 4.67 4.67
4.31 4.25 3.24
4.32 4.24 3.67
4.00 3.99 3.71
4.10 4.12 4.14
4.29 4.30 4.86
4.31 4.33 4.57
4.03 4.03 ****
4.19 4.04 FF**
4.21 3.99 FF**
4.44 4.25 FFF*
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF**
4.65 4.30 F*F*F*
4.64 4.53 F*F**
4.57 4.50 FF**
4.45 3.68 FF**
3.97 3.76 F****
4.50 4.44 FF*F*
4.19 3.96 F*F**
4.62 4.68 FF**
4.27 4.38 KFF*
4.47 4.51 F*F*F*
4.64 3.33 FFx*
4.67 4.00 FHx*
4.54 2.63 F*F**



Course-Section: CMSC 331 0101

Title PRIN OF PROG LANGUAGES
Instructor: VICK, SHON
Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 24
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 3
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 5
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6

=T TOO
RPOOOONOO®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

20

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 20
Under-grad 24 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: CMSC 331 0201

Title PRIN OF PROG LANGUAGES
Instructor: NIRENBURG, SERG
Enrollment: 54

Questionnaires: 26

Questions
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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

POOOOOORrO

oOoOoRr oo

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0 3 2 11
0 0 0 0 15
0 0 0 2 6
23 0 1 o0 O
8 3 3 3 5
23 0 0 1 O
0 0 4 0 9
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O 8 12
0O 0O O 1 8
0 0 1 1 7
0O 0O O 3 11
0 0 4 1 9
6 1 0 6 3
0 0 1 2 3
O 0O O 3 2
o 0O O 2 o
6 0 O 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PO Ww

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

25

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.08 1178/1670 3.97 4.26 4.31 4.24 4.08
4.40 784/1666 4.24 4.23 4.27 4.18 4.40
4.62 483/1406 4.26 4.31 4.32 4.22 4.62
4.00 ****/1615 4.00 4.36 4.24 4.18 ****
3.22 1419/1566 3.68 3.72 4.07 4.04 3.22
4.33 ****/16528 4.38 4.22 4.12 4.07 ****
4.19 97371650 3.80 4.30 4.22 4.12 4.19
5.00 1/1667 4.93 4.79 4.67 4.67 5.00
3.88 114371626 3.88 4.11 4.11 4.06 3.88
4.62 755/1559 4.24 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.62
4.54 1222/1560 4.60 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.54
4.32 912/1549 3.78 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.32
4.12 1095/1546 3.89 4.25 4.32 4.24 4.12
4.05 674/1323 3.88 4.15 4.00 3.99 4.05
3.89 940/1384 4.02 4.06 4.10 4.12 3.89
4.00 970/1378 4.43 4.19 4.29 4.30 4.00
4.50 65371378 4.54 4.23 4.31 4.33 4.50
4.00 ****/ 904 **** 3.94 4.03 4.03 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 22
Under-grad 26 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: CMSC 341 0101

Title DATA STRUCTURES
Instructor: BERGERON, RYAN
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 10

Questions
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Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

[eNoNoNoNa]

0 0 0

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 3 5
0 0 0 5 3
0 0 1 2 4
2 0 2 2 2
4 1 1 1 2
6 0 0 2 1
0 0 0 0 4
O 0O O o0 1
o 0 2 3 4
0 1 0 1 4
o 0 1 o0 2
0 1 1 3 2
0 0 2 2 3
2 1 0 o0 3
0 0 0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 2

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.90 134471670 3.84 4.26 4.31 4.24
3.70 143571666 3.80 4.23 4.27 4.18
3.90 1131/1406 3.97 4.31 4.32 4.22
3.50 144871615 3.68 4.36 4.24 4.18
3.17 1440/1566 3.06 3.72 4.07 4.04
3.75 1152/1528 3.72 4.22 4.12 4.07
4.60 42971650 4.22 4.30 4.22 4.12
4.90 67571667 4.92 4.79 4.67 4.67
3.40 1438/1626 3.32 4.11 4.11 4.06
4.00 1280/1559 4.12 4.45 4.46 4.40
4.50 1248/1560 4.56 4.73 4.72 4.67
3.50 138971549 3.61 4.24 4.31 4.25
3.70 131371546 3.83 4.25 4.32 4.24
4.13 64171323 4.08 4.15 4.00 3.99
4_50 ****/1384 **** 4,06 4.10 4.12
4_50 ****/1378 **** 4,19 4.29 4.30
4.00 ****/1378 **** 4,23 4.31 4.33
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 341 0201

Title DATA STRUCTURES
Instructor: KARGUPTA, HILLO
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 13

Questions
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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

POOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.15 160971670 3.84 4.26 4.31 4.24
3.23 157971666 3.80 4.23 4.27 4.18
3.46 128871406 3.97 4.31 4.32 4.22
3.45 1472/1615 3.68 4.36 4.24 4.18
2.50 1537/1566 3.06 3.72 4.07 4.04
3.40 1328/1528 3.72 4.22 4.12 4.07
3.85 130971650 4.22 4.30 4.22 4.12
4.92 540/1667 4.92 4.79 4.67 4.67
2.42 1601/1626 3.32 4.11 4.11 4.06
3.62 1445/1559 4.12 4.45 4.46 4.40
4.54 1222/1560 4.56 4.73 4.72 4.67
3.15 1476/1549 3.61 4.24 4.31 4.25
3.15 1460/1546 3.83 4.25 4.32 4.24
3.85 86471323 4.08 4.15 4.00 3.99
3.67 ****/1384 **** 4,06 4.10 4.12
4_67 ****/1378 **** 4,19 4.29 4.30
4.33 ****/1378 F*** 4,23 4.31 4.33
5.00 ****/ 904 **** 3,94 4.03 4.03
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 13 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 341 0301
Title DATA STRUCTURES
Instructor: EDELMAN, MITCHE
Enrollment: 44
Questionnaires: 28

Bal

University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

26

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.46 722/1670 3.84
4.46 686/1666 3.80
4.54 566/1406 3.97
4.09 103971615 3.68
3.52 1274/1566 3.06
4.00 89971528 3.72
4.21 950/1650 4.22
4.93 540/1667 4.92
4.15 854/1626 3.32
4.74 538/1559 4.12
4.63 1138/1560 4.56
4.19 1036/1549 3.61
4.63 570/1546 3.83
4.26 537/1323 4.08
3_50 ****/1384 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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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 1 2 8
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 2 8
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 3 7
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 3 0 1 6 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 6 1 4 4 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 14 1 0 4 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 1 6 7
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0 0 0 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 1 4 12
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 2 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 1 5 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 2 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 4 0 1 3 8
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 24 0 0 1 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 24 0 0 0 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 24 0 0 0 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 1 c 9 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: CMSC 345 0101

Title SOFTWARE DESIGN/DEVELO
Instructor: MITCHELL, SUSAN
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 22
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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
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Frequency Distribution
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Mean
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.65
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.55
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

N = T T1O O
NOOOOOON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

20

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
61171670 4.10 4.26 4.31 4.24 4.55
556/1666 4.01 4.23 4.27 4.18 4.55
67971406 4.10 4.31 4.32 4.22 4.44
75071615 4.04 4.36 4.24 4.18 4.35

124171566 3.33 3.72 4.07 4.04 3.59
96971528 3.73 4.22 4.12 4.07 3.95
66071650 3.77 4.30 4.22 4.12 4.45
88571667 4.62 4.79 4.67 4.67 4.79
499/1626 3.94 4.11 4.11 4.06 4.45
68971559 4.05 4.45 4.46 4.40 4.65

1102/1560 4.57 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.65
658/1549 3.98 4.24 4.31 4.25 4.53
595/1546 4.08 4.25 4.32 4.24 4.60
29971323 4.05 4.15 4.00 3.99 4.55
69071384 4.17 4.06 4.10 4.12 4.22
481/1378 4.46 4.19 4.29 4.30 4.67
531/1378 4.46 4.23 4.31 4.33 4.67
138/ 904 4.53 3.94 4.03 4.03 4.78

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 21
Under-grad 22 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: CMSC 345 0201

Title SOFTWARE DESIGN/DEVELO
Instructor: VICK, SHON
Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 26

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

24

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.65 1490/1670 4.10
3.46 1522/1666 4.01
3.77 1202/1406 4.10
3.73 1337/1615 4.04
3.07 1467/1566 3.33
3.50 127471528 3.73
3.10 156971650 3.77
4.45 1206/1667 4.62
3.43 1427/1626 3.94
3.44 1473/1559 4.05
4.48 1263/1560 4.57
3.44 1414/1549 3.98
3.56 1364/1546 4.08
3.55 101571323 4.05
4.13 777/1384 4.17
4.25 860/1378 4.46
4.25 867/1378 4.46
4.29 356/ 904 4.53

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 411 0101

Title COMPUTER ARCHITECTURE

Instructor:

SQUIRE, JON S

Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 30

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

NNBR R

29

29
29

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o0 3 2 8
0 1 0 1 6
0 1 0 1 1
8 1 0 1 5
8 5 1 4 6
12 0 1 2 4
0 0 0 1 4
O 0O O o0 1
o 1 o 3 7
0O 0O O 0 &6
o 0 1 o0 2
0O 0O 3 1 &6
0 2 1 1 6
5 1 0 2 6
0 2 2 1 1
o 1 o0 2 1
0 1 0 1 1
4 0 0O 2 O

o o o o0 1
0O o0 o o0 oO

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NOBRN

AADADWOADDEDS

ADdDADDN

WA BAD

=T TOO
[eNeoNoNoNoNo RN NyV]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

24

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.30 94371670 4.03
4.60 490/1666 4.01
4.77 306/1406 4.13
4.50 552/1615 3.93
3.32 1381/1566 3.39
4.39 580/1528 3.83
4.80 229/1650 4.35
4.97 270/1667 4.80
4.23 762/1626 3.50
4.79 452/1559 4.02
4.83 803/1560 4.21
4.41 802/1549 3.96
4.32 929/1546 3.91
4.39 431/1323 3.97
2.88 130171384 2.60
3.88 1067/1378 3.10
4.13 937/1378 3.40
4_00 **-k*/ 904 E = =
4_00 ****/ 28 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

30
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 4.30
4.27 4.35 4.60
4.32 4.48 4.77
4.24 4.37 4.50
4.07 4.17 3.32
4.12 4.26 4.39
4.22 4.28 4.80
4.67 4.73 4.97
4.11 4.28 4.23
4.46 4.58 4.79
4.72 4.80 4.83
4.31 4.43 4.41
4.32 4.43 4.32
4.00 4.10 4.39
4.10 4.32 2.88
4.29 4.55 3.88
4.31 4.60 4.13
4.03 4.22 Fxx*
4.50 4.98 FrF*
4.64 5.00 ****
4.67 4.80 Fr**

Majors
Major 14
Non-major 16

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 411 0201

Title COMPUTER ARCHITECTURE

Instructor:

CASALE, DAVID A

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

N

abhwnN

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
Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar
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

WRrRPRPPOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

© © oo

11

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 1 0 3 5
0 1 1 4 4
0 1 1 4 3
1 1 0 6 2
0 1 1 4 2
0 1 1 5 2
0 0 2 0 6
0O 0O O o0 4
O 2 0 5 2
o 1 2 4 3
o 1 1 2 6
0O 0O 3 2 5
0 2 0 3 4
1 2 0 1 &6
0 1 0 2 0
o 1 0 2 o
o 0O 1 2 o0
2 0 0 o0 1

o
o
o
o
=

coooo
coooo
coooo
PR RR
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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ND DO

N = T T1O O
[eNeoNoNoNa NNy N3]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.75 144271670 4.03
3.42 1539/1666 4.01
3.50 127571406 4.13
3.36 150571615 3.93
3.45 1316/1566 3.39
3.27 139471528 3.83
3.91 127871650 4.35
4.64 1052/1667 4.80
2.78 1577/1626 3.50
3.25 1499/1559 4.02
3.58 1520/1560 4.21
3.50 138971549 3.96
3.50 1379/1546 3.91
3.55 1020/1323 3.97
2.33 135271384 2.60
2.33 1358/1378 3.10
2.67 1340/1378 3.40
4 . OO **-k-k/ 904 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 79 E = =
3 . OO **-k-k/ 80 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

12
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 3.75
4.27 4.35 3.42
4.32 4.48 3.50
4.24 4.37 3.36
4.07 4.17 3.45
4.12 4.26 3.27
4.22 4.28 3.91
4.67 4.73 4.64
4.11 4.28 2.78
4.46 4.58 3.25
4.72 4.80 3.58
4.31 4.43 3.50
4.32 4.43 3.50
4.00 4.10 3.55
4.10 4.32 2.33
4.29 4.55 2.33
4.31 4.60 2.67
4.03 4.22 F***
4.21 4.26 F***
4.64 4.60 ****
4.57 4.56 F***
4.45 4_.53 FF**
3.97 3.67 Fx**

Majors
Major 10
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 421 0101

Title PRINC OF OPER SYSTEMS
Instructor: YESHA, YELENA
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

465
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

PRPOOOOOOR

RPRRRO

AADD

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.57 151871670 4.23 4.26 4.31 4.45
3.50 150871666 4.08 4.23 4.27 4.35
4.38 75171406 4.63 4.31 4.32 4.48
3.63 140571615 4.10 4.36 4.24 4.37
4.00 851/1566 4.04 3.72 4.07 4.17
3.50 127471528 3.84 4.22 4.12 4.26
3.13 156571650 3.79 4.30 4.22 4.28
4.71 970/1667 4.47 4.79 4.67 4.73
3.17 1517/1626 4.00 4.11 4.11 4.28
3.50 146171559 4.15 4.45 4.46 4.58
3.43 1532/1560 4.21 4.73 4.72 4.80
3.14 1477/1549 3.97 4.24 4.31 4.43
3.00 147371546 3.94 4.25 4.32 4.43
3.57 100571323 3.94 4.15 4.00 4.10
2.75 131471384 3.44 4.06 4.10 4.32
3.50 119371378 4.19 4.19 4.29 4.55
3.25 1276/1378 4.06 4.23 4.31 4.60
2.00 ****/ 904 **** 3.94 4.03 4.22
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 8 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 421 0201

Title PRINC OF OPER SYSTEMS

Instructor:

JOSHI, ANUPAM

Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 26

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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
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

NMNNNNFPOOOO

NP RRE

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

OFRPORFRLNNOOO

[eNeoNoNoNo] [cNeoNoNoN [cNoNeoNoN agooo ~MAOOOO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Frequencies

0o o0 o0 3
0o 0 o0 9
0o 0O o0 3
0O 0 2 6
3 1 1 4
i 2 3 3
o 1 1 8
0O O O 18
0o 0 o0 4
0O 0O O 5
0o 0 o0 o
0 0O 0 5
0o 0O o0 3
0o 1 3 5
o 1 1 2
0o 0 o0 1
o o0 o0 1
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0o 0 o0 o

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Course-Section: CMSC 421 0201

Title PRINC OF OPER SYSTEMS
Instructor: JOSHI, ANUPAM
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 26

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

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

N =T T OO
WOOOOoOuUmw®©

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

23

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 24
Under-grad 26 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: CMSC 433 0101

Title SCRIPTING LANGUAGES
Instructor: HOOD, DANIEL J
Enrollment: 56

Questionnaires: 27

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

Field Work

1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Bal

AOOOOOOOO

NP RRE

26
26
26

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 1 0 0 5
0 0 0 4 3
1 1 2 2 8
6 0 0 2 4
11 2 3 1 4
14 0 1 2 1
0 0 1 1 8
1 0 0 o0 1
2 0 0 2 9
o 0 O 1 2
o 0O O 1 3
0O 0O O 3 5
1 0 4 3 2
2 1 0 2 &6
0 2 0 0 0
0O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O 1 o
3 0 0O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 1
O 0O O 1 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

479/1670
503/1666
956/1406
43471615
1252/1566
58071528
55571650
270/1667
58471626
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Type Majors

2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
3. Was the instructor available for consultation
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 12
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 c 3
84-150 16 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 11 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate 0 Major 25
Under-grad 27 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

CMSC 435 0101
COMPUTER GRAPHICS
OLANO, MARC

36

20

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

G WNPE

A WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

[eNoNoNoNa]

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RPNNBRE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 6
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 1

P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 80971670 4.40 4.26 4.31 4.45 4.40
4.20 1037/1666 4.20 4.23 4.27 4.35 4.20
4.10 997/1406 4.10 4.31 4.32 4.48 4.10
4.40 687/1615 4.40 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.40
3.06 1467/1566 3.06 3.72 4.07 4.17 3.06
4.30 66271528 4.30 4.22 4.12 4.26 4.30
4.25 90371650 4.25 4.30 4.22 4.28 4.25
4.84 786/1667 4.84 4.79 4.67 4.73 4.84
4.20 797/1626 4.20 4.11 4.11 4.28 4.20
4.50 896/1559 4.50 4.45 4.46 4.58 4.50
4.95 358/1560 4.95 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.95
4.20 1027/1549 4.20 4.24 4.31 4.43 4.20
4.32 93971546 4.32 4.25 4.32 4.43 4.32
4.47 355/1323 4.47 4.15 4.00 4.10 4.47
4._.00 ****/1384 **** 4 .06 4.10 4.32 ****
425 F**X[1378  Fr*X*X 419 4.29 4.55 FRFx
425 ***X[1378  FI** 4,23 4.31 4.60 FFF*
4.00 ****/ 904 **** 3,94 4.03 4.22 *F***

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 17
Under-grad 20 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: CMSC 437 0101

Title GRAPH USE INTERFACE PR

Instructor:

SQUIRE, JON S

Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Job

Page 469
AUG 6, 2008

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

NOOOOOOOO

NOOOO

© © oo

ORPOUNWNOOO
OO0ORFrRPROOORrROR
POOOROORER
RPORPNRFPWWNN
WONRFPWENWN

oOorRrOOO
RrORrROO
ORRON
RPRRERNN
NNR RO

coooo
coooo
coooo
RORR
oroOO

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
PO~NWOWOO OO

o ~Noo~N

RERRR

AR ODDIES
PNWNNWWNN

POONNORWO®

AAADMDIMIAIMDD
PONPFPONWNW

PINNIBNNPR

ARMDADNDADD
NNNNEF WA W

WO NNUIO

5.00
4.11

4.09
4.55
4.09
4.30
4.11

*kk*k
X
B

EE

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OON®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.82 1407/1670 3.82
4.09 1142/1666 4.09
3.91 113171406 3.91
4.22 910/1615 4.22
4.00 851/1566 4.00
4.17 787/1528 4.17
4.27 879/1650 4.27
5.00 1/1667 5.00
4.11 888/1626 4.11
4.09 1258/1559 4.09
4.55 1214/1560 4.55
4.09 110871549 4.09
4.30 949/1546 4.30
4.11 648/1323 4.11
4_00 ****/1384 E = =
4_00 ****/ 904 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

11

Non-

major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 441 0101

Title ALGORITHMS
Instructor: YESHA, YAACOV
Enrollment: 28

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 470
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Job IRBR3029

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

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

G WNPE

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

WN P

WNNNRPRRPRER

NNWNE

11
11
11

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O 0 2 3 5
0 0 3 2 4
0 0 0 1 6
4 0 1 1 2
4 1 0 1 3
3 0 1 1 3
0 0 1 5 2
1 0 0O o0 2
1 1 0 7 1
0O 1 0 0 5
o 0O O 1 3
0 1 1 2 2
1 1 2 1 3
10 0 O 1 O
0 1 1
o 0 O 1 1
o 0O O 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

OO WWWHAUIAOWN

CwWwA~NO

[eNoNe]

Required for Majors

N = T T OO
RPOOOORrRWO®

General

Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.58 1516/1670 3.86 4.26 4.31 4.45 3.58
3.58 148471666 3.97 4.23 4.27 4.35 3.58
4.33 79971406 4.52 4.31 4.32 4.48 4.33
4.13 100971615 4.17 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.13
3.88 1039/1566 3.79 3.72 4.07 4.17 3.88
4.00 89971528 4.38 4.22 4.12 4.26 4.00
3.64 1417/1650 4.10 4.30 4.22 4.28 3.64
4.80 86171667 4.90 4.79 4.67 4.73 4.80
2.89 156371626 3.44 4.11 4.11 4.28 2.89
4.25 1157/1559 4.41 4.45 4.46 4.58 4.25
4.55 121471560 4.74 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.55
3.70 1332/1549 3.92 4.24 4.31 4.43 3.70
3.50 137971546 3.96 4.25 4.32 4.43 3.50
3.00 ****/1323 3.57 4.15 4.00 4.10 ****
3.50 ****/1384 4.00 4.06 4.10 4.32 ****
3.50 ****/1378 4.83 4.19 4.29 4.55 ****
3.50 ****/1378 4.83 4.23 4.31 4.60 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 13 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: CMSC 441 0201

Title ALGORITHMS

Instructor:

LOMONACO JR, SA

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

POOOOOOOO

RPOOOO

© 00~

13

PRPONOUIOOO

[oNeoNeoNoNe]

NOOO

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
0O 1 2 5
0 0 3 3
0 0 0 4
o 0 2 3
2 1 2 3
o o0 1 1
0 0 1 4
0O 0O 0 O
0O 0O 2 8
0O O O =6
O 0 o0 1
0O 0 4 4
0 0 2 4
1 1 1 1
0 1 1 2
O 0 o0 1
0O 0 o0 1
o o0 1 1
1 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

W oo wom

R OO w

AADADWOADDEDS

ADdDADDN

WA BAD

Required for Majors

N = T T OO
RPOOOORrUN

General

Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.14 1116/1670 3.86
4.36 846/1666 3.97
4.71 363/1406 4.52
4.22 910/1615 4.17
3.71 117371566 3.79
4.75 221/1528 4.38
4.57 471/1650 4.10
5.00 1/1667 4.90
4.00 95371626 3.44
4.57 809/1559 4.41
4.93 477/1560 4.74
4.14 1070/1549 3.92
4.43 822/1546 3.96
3.57 1005/1323 3.57
4.00 820/1384 4.00
4.83 316/1378 4.83
4.83 354/1378 4.83
4_00 **-k*/ 904 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

14

Page 471

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 4.14
4.27 4.35 4.36
4.32 4.48 4.71
4.24 4.37 4.22
4.07 4.17 3.71
4.12 4.26 4.75
4.22 4.28 4.57
4.67 4.73 5.00
4.11 4.28 4.00
4.46 4.58 4.57
4.72 4.80 4.93
4.31 4.43 4.14
4.32 4.43 4.43
4.00 4.10 3.57
4.10 4.32 4.00
4.29 4.55 4.83
4.31 4.60 4.83
4.03 4.22 F***
4.50 4.98 F***

Majors
Major 11
Non-major 3

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 443H 0101 University of Maryland Page 472

Title CRYPTOLOGY Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: STEPHENS, ARTHU Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 13
Questionnaires: 11 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0 0 0 0 1 4 6 4.45 737/1670 4.45 4.26 4.31 4.45 4.45
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 0 6 4 4.18 104871666 4.18 4.23 4.27 4.35 4.18
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 4 6 4.45 65671406 4.45 4.31 4.32 4.48 4.45
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 0 0 5 4 4.44 63371615 4.44 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.44
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 2 3 5 4.09 796/1566 4.09 3.72 4.07 4.17 4.09
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 3 0 0 1 5 2 4.13 823/1528 4.13 4.22 4.12 4.26 4.13
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 5 5 4.36 76971650 4.36 4.30 4.22 4.28 4.36
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 5.00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.73 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 1 3 5 2 3.73 1275/1626 3.73 4.11 4.11 4.28 3.73
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 3 5 3 4.00 128071559 4.00 4.45 4.46 4.58 4.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 1 1 9 4.73 1004/1560 4.73 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.73
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 1 0 2 4 4 3.91 1237/1549 3.91 4.24 4.31 4.43 3.91
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 0 1 5 4 4.30 94971546 4.30 4.25 4.32 4.43 4.30
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 3 0 1 4 3 0 3.25 1125/1323 3.25 4.15 4.00 4.10 3.25
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 10 0 0 0 1 0 0 3.00 ****/1384 **** 4.06 4.10 4.32 ****
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 10 0 0 0 1 0 0 3.00 ****/1378 **** 4,19 4.29 4.55 ****
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 10 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 ****/1378 **** 4.23 4.31 4.60 ****
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 3 Under-grad 11 Non-major 3
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 0 ##Ht - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 7
? 0



Course-Section: CMSC 444 0101

Title INFORMATION ASSURANCE
Instructor: SHERMAN, ALAN (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 473
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

WN P A WNPE OCoO~NOUANE

arwWNPE

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear 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

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

NNN [eNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNoNoNoNa]

NNNDNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

) = T T OO
[eNeoNoNoNoNoNoN0t]

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NWFONNRO

PNNWN

S e

OOORrRPF

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.67 1486/1670 3.67 4.26 4.31 4.45 3.67
3.33 156471666 3.33 4.23 4.27 4.35 3.33
5.00 1/1615 5.00 4.36 4.24 4.37 5.00
4.33 55971566 4.33 3.72 4.07 4.17 4.33
4.00 899/1528 4.00 4.22 4.12 4.26 4.00
5.00 1/1650 5.00 4.30 4.22 4.28 5.00
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.73 5.00
4.33 637/1626 4.67 4.11 4.11 4.28 4.67
3.67 1431/1559 3.67 4.45 4.46 4.58 3.67
5.00 171560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.80 5.00
4.00 114671549 4.00 4.24 4.31 4.43 4.00
3.67 1329/1546 3.67 4.25 4.32 4.43 3.67
4.50 326/1323 4.50 4.15 4.00 4.10 4.50
4.00 820/1384 4.00 4.06 4.10 4.32 4.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.19 4.29 4.55 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.23 4.31 4.60 5.00
5.00 1/ 87 5.00 5.00 4.65 4.80 5.00
5.00 1/ 79 5.00 5.00 4.64 4.60 5.00
4.00 58/ 75 4.00 4.33 4.57 4.56 4.00
4.00 62/ 79 4.00 4.33 4.45 4.53 4.00
2.00 76/ 80 2.00 2.67 3.97 3.67 2.00

Type Majors
Graduate 2 Major 3
Under-grad 1 Non-major 0

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



Course-Section: CMSC 444 0101

Title INFORMATION ASSURANCE
Instructor: SHERMAN, ALAN (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 3

WN P OCoO~NOUANE

O WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear 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

Discussion

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

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

NOOOOOOO

NDNDN

NNNNDN

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

) =T T1OO
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoN0}]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

.67 1486/1670 3.67 4.26 4.31 4.45 3.67
.33 156471666 3.33 4.23 4.27 4.35 3.33
.00 171615 5.00 4.36 4.24 4.37 5.00
.33 559/1566 4.33 3.72 4.07 4.17 4.33
00 89971528 4.00 4.22 4.12 4.26 4.00
.00 1/1650 5.00 4.30 4.22 4.28 5.00
00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.73 5.00
.00 171626 4.67 4.11 4.11 4.28 4.67
.00 820/1384 4.00 4.06 4.10 4.32 4.00
.00 171378 5.00 4.19 4.29 4.55 5.00
.00 171378 5.00 4.23 4.31 4.60 5.00
.00 1/ 87 5.00 5.00 4.65 4.80 5.00
00 1/ 79 5.00 5.00 4.64 4.60 5.00
.00 58/ 75 4.00 4.33 4.57 4.56 4.00
00 62/ 79 4.00 4.33 4.45 4.53 4.00
.00 76/ 80 2.00 2.67 3.97 3.67 2.00
Type Majors
Graduate 2 Major 3
Under-grad 1 Non-major 0

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



Course-Section: CMSC 451 0101

Title AUTOMATA THRY& FORM LA
Instructor: STEPHENS, ARTHU
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

PRPPRPOORFROOO

RPOOOO

00 00 00

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 2 &6
0 0 0 0 6
0 0 1 0 4
2 0 0 1 4
1 1 0 0 6
4 0 1 1 3
0 0 0 0 1
O 0O O o0 2
o o o 2 7
0O 0O O o0 4
o 0O O 1 2
0O 0O O 1 &6
0 0 1 1 1
3 0 0 2 4
0 0 0 1 2
o 0 O 1 1
O 0O O 1 o
1 0 O O 3

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNeoNoNoNoN e Nl

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

2R
WORAUGIOIONWU

WO oo

RhWN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.23 1017/1670 4.23 4.26 4.31 4.45 4.23
4.54 582/1666 4.54 4.23 4.27 4.35 4.54
4.46 644/1406 4.46 4.31 4.32 4.48 4.46
4.40 687/1615 4.40 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.40
4.17 734/1566 4.17 3.72 4.07 4.17 4.17
4.11 832/1528 4.11 4.22 4.12 4.26 4.11
4.92 143/1650 4.92 4.30 4.22 4.28 4.92
4.83 80571667 4.83 4.79 4.67 4.73 4.83
4.08 910/1626 4.08 4.11 4.11 4.28 4.08
4.69 62371559 4.69 4.45 4.46 4.58 4.69
4.69 105471560 4.69 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.69
4.38 840/1549 4.38 4.24 4.31 4.43 4.38
4.54 679/1546 4.54 4.25 4.32 4.43 4.54
4.11 648/1323 4.11 4.15 4.00 4.10 4.11
4.20 712/1384 4.20 4.06 4.10 4.32 4.20
4.40 718/1378 4.40 4.19 4.29 4.55 4.40
4.60 590/1378 4.60 4.23 4.31 4.60 4.60
4.25 373/ 904 4.25 3.94 4.03 4.22 4.25

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 11
Under-grad 13 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: CMSC 461 0101

Title DATABASE MANGMT SYSTEM

Instructor:

ARMSTRONG, THOM

Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 28

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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
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

ORBADWONNNPE

[ IR SN 4 |

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

[eNeoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNe] RPOOOO NOOO NOOOO RPOOMUIAOOO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Frequencies

0O 0 4 10
0O 1 3 6
1 0 2 8
0o 0 4 3
i 2 3 7
1 1 3 6
1 0 2 5
0O O 5 16
o 0 2 11
o 1 2 8
0 0O O 5
o 1 2 9
1 1 4 4
o 1 5 7
o o0 2 3
o 1 2 1
o o0 1 3
o o0 1 1
1 0 0 oO
1 0 O0 ©
1 0 O0 ©
1 0 0 ©
0O 0O o0 o0
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 o0
0 0O o0 o
0 0 0 o0
0O 0 o0 ©O
0 o0 0 o0
0O 0 o0 ©O
0o 0 o0 o0
0o 0 o0 o
0 0 0 o0
0 0 o0 o
0 0 o0 o0
0O 0O o0 o©O
0O 0 o0 o0
0o 0 o0 o

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

90271670
75171666
73971406
55271615
105971566
870/1528
64571650
1600/1667
693/1626

108271559
873/1560
900/1549

104871546
69271323
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Course-Section: CMSC 461 0101

Title DATABASE MANGMT SYSTEM
Instructor: ARMSTRONG, THOM
Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 28

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 476
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 3
84-150 12 3.00-3.49 7
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 9

N =T T OO
oOocooonNON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 23
Under-grad 28 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: CMSC 481 0101 University of Maryland

Page 477
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.22 1027/1670 4.22 4.26 4.31 4.45 4.22
3.93 129471666 3.93 4.23 4.27 4.35 3.93
3.85 115871406 3.85 4.31 4.32 4.48 3.85
3.68 136871615 3.68 4.36 4.24 4.37 3.68
3.86 1059/1566 3.86 3.72 4.07 4.17 3.86
4.05 876/1528 4.05 4.22 4.12 4.26 4.05
4.22 938/1650 4.22 4.30 4.22 4.28 4.22
5.00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.73 5.00
3.79 1226/1626 3.79 4.11 4.11 4.28 3.79
4.52 871/1559 4.52 4.45 4.46 4.58 4.52
4.68 1078/1560 4.68 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.68
4.12 1087/1549 4.12 4.24 4.31 4.43 4.12
3.96 1176/1546 3.96 4.25 4.32 4.43 3.96
4.18 597/1323 4.18 4.15 4.00 4.10 4.18
4._.00 ****/1384 **** 4 .06 4.10 4.32 ****
3.33 ****/1378 ****  4.19 4.29 4.55 Fx**
4.33 ****/1378 F*** 4,23 4.31 4.60 FFF*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 25
Under-grad 27 Non-major 2

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

Title COMPUTER NETWORKS Baltimore County
Instructor: YOUNIS, MOHAMED Spring 2008
Enrollment: 49
Questionnaires: 27 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 o0 1 0 4 9 13
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 10 6 10
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 3 5 12 7
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 3 9 6 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 6 0 2 5 8 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 5 0 2 4 7 9
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 6 9 12
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 27
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0 0 8 13 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 0 0 3 6 16
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 1 6 18
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 8 6 11
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 4 5 4 12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 1 0 1 5 5 11
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 24 0 0 0 1 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 24 0 0 1 0 2 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 24 0 0 0 0 2 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 5 General 11
84-150 13 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives 0
P 1
1 0 Other 12
? 1



Course-Section: CMSC 484 0101

Title JAVA SERVER TECHNOLOGI
Instructor: TARR, ROBERT M
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

478
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

WN P

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

NOOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

[ e Né)]

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

SCwuuNOO AN

ArDhOoOOO

P RN

WAhADAMPWDMDIAEDN
o)
w

AR DDN
~
P

N = T T OO
OOOOONR AN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.57 58971670 4.57 4.26 4.31 4.45
4.43 751/1666 4.43 4.23 4.27 4.35
4.57 525/1406 4.57 4.31 4.32 4.48
4.83 224/1615 4.83 4.36 4.24 4.37
3.83 1078/1566 3.83 3.72 4.07 4.17
4.71 260/1528 4.71 4.22 4.12 4.26
4.71 307/1650 4.71 4.30 4.22 4.28
4.43 1236/1667 4.43 4.79 4.67 4.73
3.80 1220/1626 3.80 4.11 4.11 4.28
4.86 355/1559 4.86 4.45 4.46 4.58
4.86 725/1560 4.86 4.73 4.72 4.80
4.71 424/1549 4.71 4.24 4.31 4.43
4.14 1071/1546 4.14 4.25 4.32 4.43
4.43 403/1323 4.43 4.15 4.00 4.10
5.00 1/1384 5.00 4.06 4.10 4.32
5.00 ****/1378 **** 4,19 4.29 4.55
5.00 ****/1378 **** 4,23 4.31 4.60
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 7 Non-major

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



Course-Section:

CMSC 486 0101

Title MOBILE RADIO COMM
Instructor: GREEN, FRANK E.
Enrollment: 20
Questionnaires: 17

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

B

ONOWNMAMOO®

~N oA DM

ONNP

N = T T1O O
[eNeoNoNoNoN¢ NIt Ne))

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.35 876/1670 4.35 4.26 4.31 4.45 4.35
4.41 767/1666 4.41 4.23 4.27 4.35 4.41
4.35 775/1406 4.35 4.31 4.32 4.48 4.35
3.69 136271615 3.69 4.36 4.24 4.37 3.69
3.38 1355/1566 3.38 3.72 4.07 4.17 3.38
3.73 116471528 3.73 4.22 4.12 4.26 3.73
4.31 83171650 4.31 4.30 4.22 4.28 4.31
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.79 4.67 4.73 4.00
3.47 140571626 3.47 4.11 4.11 4.28 3.47
4.41 100971559 4.41 4.45 4.46 4.58 4.41
4.76 929/1560 4.76 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.76
3.88 125171549 3.88 4.24 4.31 4.43 3.88
4.24 1002/1546 4.24 4.25 4.32 4.43 4.24
4.33 481/1323 4.33 4.15 4.00 4.10 4.33
4._.00 ****/1384 **** 4 .06 4.10 4.32 ****
4._.33 F**FX[1378  FrF* 4,19 4.29 4.55 FRFx
4.33 ****/1378 F*** 4,23 4.31 4.60 FFF*
2.00 ****/ 904 **** 3.94 4.03 4.22 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 17 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: CMSC 491A 0101

Title CELL PROCESSORS & APPL
Instructor: YESHA, YELENA
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

480
2008
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

WN P

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

[eNoNoNoNol NoNoNo]

RPRROPR

6
7

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 996/1670 4.25 4.26 4.31 4.45
4.25 967/1666 4.25 4.23 4.27 4.35
4.67 423/1406 4.67 4.31 4.32 4.48
4.40 687/1615 4.40 4.36 4.24 4.37
3.80 1108/1566 3.80 3.72 4.07 4.17
4.43 532/1528 4.43 4.22 4.12 4.26
4.29 867/1650 4.29 4.30 4.22 4.28
5.00 171667 5.00 4.79 4.67 4.73
4.50 40371626 4.50 4.11 4.11 4.28
4.57 80971559 4.57 4.45 4.46 4.58
4.63 1138/1560 4.63 4.73 4.72 4.80
4.57 598/1549 4.57 4.24 4.31 4.43
4.71 457/1546 4.71 4.25 4.32 4.43
4.14 626/1323 4.14 4.15 4.00 4.10
3.50 110371384 3.50 4.06 4.10 4.32
4.50 60371378 4.50 4.19 4.29 4.55
4.00 ****/1378 **** 4,23 4.31 4.60
Type Majors

Graduate 4 Major

Under-grad 4 Non-major

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



Course-Section: CMSC 491S 0101

Title SOCIAL WEB TECHNOLOGIE
Instructor: CHEN, LIK
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Page
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MBC Level
ean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

NOORFRPOOOO
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0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
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0 0 0 5
0 0 0 1
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o o0 o 2
0 0 0 1
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0 0 0 2
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.77 350/1670 4.77
4.62 477/1666 4.62
4_67 ****/1406 E = =
4.67 379/1615 4.67
4.60 33971566 4.60
4.67 300/1528 4.67
4.54 527/1650 4.54
5.00 1/1667 5.00
4.36 605/1626 4.36
4.92 221/1559 4.92
4.92 477/1560 4.92
4.85 257/1549 4.85
4.92 185/1546 4.92
4.92 95/1323 4.92
4.67 324/1384 4.67
4.83 316/1378 4.83
5.00 1/1378 5.00
4.75 146/ 904 4.75

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

7

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 491w 0101

Title WEARABLE COMPUTING

Instructor:

SEGALL, ZARY

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 22

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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
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

[oNeoNeoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

WWWwN N

[EY
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[eNeoNoNoNo]
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Frequencies
1 2 3
1 2 6
2 2 8
0 0 1
2 2 1
0 5 4
4 2 9
0 1 4
0O 0 1
o 1 2
o 2 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 6
1 1 4
o 0 3
0 0 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
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0O 0 1
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

149871670
1543/1666

948/1406
139371615
1406/1566
148271528
1445/1650
1256/1667

92171626

119971559
725/1560
1146/1549
1194/1546
355/1323

638/1384
52571378
751/1378
222/ 904
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 3.64
4.27 4.35 3.41
4.32 4.48 4.17
4.24 4.37 3.65
4.07 4.17 3.25
4.12 4.26 2.86
4.22 4.28 3.56
4.67 4.73 4.41
4.11 4.28 4.06
4.46 4.58 4.20
4.72 4.80 4.85
4.31 4.43 4.00
4.32 4.43 3.95
4.00 4.10 4.47
4.10 4.32 4.30
4.29 4.55 4.60
4.31 4.60 4.40
4.03 4.22 4.56
4.19 4.35 FHx*
4.21 4.26 FF**
4.44 4.30 FF**
4.31 4.24 FF**
4.18 4.09 F***
4.65 4.80 *F*F**
4.64 4.60 FrF**
4.57 4.56 FF**
4.45 4.53 FF**
3.97 3.67 F***
4.50 4.98 FF**
4.19 4.36 F*F**
4.62 4.58 FF**
4.27 4.02 FFF*
4.47 4.49 FF**
4.64 5.00 F***
4.67 4.80 FrF**
4.54 5.00 ****
4 B 84 *hhk ke = = 3
4 _ 92 E = o E s = =



Course-Section: CMSC 491w 0101

Title WEARABLE COMPUTING
Instructor: SEGALL, ZARY
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 22

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 482
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Type Majors
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: CMSC 601 0101

Title RESEARCH SKILLS FOR CS
Instructor: NICHOLAS, CHARL
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

N

abrhwWNPE GO WNPE

A WNPE

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
Were you provided with adequate background information

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
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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University of Maryland
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Spring 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

101771670
1081/1666
1343/1406
981/1615
80871566
72471528
124971650
1134/1667
499/1626

126371559
134071560
84071549
111371546
61271323

72171384
57171378
627/1378
820/ 904
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.46 4.23
4.27 4.34 4.15
4.32 4.36 3.00
4.24 4.33 4.15
4.07 4.20 4.08
4.12 4.33 4.23
4.22 4.30 3.92
4.67 4.74 4.54
4.11 4.20 4.44
4.46 4.49 4.08
4.72 4.81 4.38
4.31 4.37 4.38
4.32 4.40 4.08
4.00 4.03 4.17
4.10 4.21 4.18
4.29 4.42 4.55
4.31 4.51 4.55
4.03 4.04 3.00
4.21 4.53 FF**
4.65 4.61 ****
4.64 4.67 FF**
4.57 4.66 FF**
4.45 4.58 FF**
3.97 4.32 Fx**
4.50 4.65 FF**
4.19 4.58 F***
4.62 4.65 FFF*
4.27 4.59 KEx*
4.47 4.59 KFx*
4.64 4.82 FFx*
4.67 4.60 FHF**
4.54 4.67 FF*F*
4.84 4.90 FH*x*



Course-Section: CMSC 601 0101

Title RESEARCH SKILLS FOR CS
Instructor: NICHOLAS, CHARL
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1
Grad. 8 3.50-4.00 5

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoNoNoNoN V]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 8
Under-grad 5 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section:

CMSC 628 0101

Title INTRO MOBILE COMPUT
Instructor: SIDHU, DEEPINDE
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

484
2008
3029

G WNPE

A WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

NOORORFrROOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

NNDNN

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 1 1 3 4
0 1 3 2 3
7 1 0 0 2
3 1 0 0 3
o 2 1 0 6
1 2 1 2 3
0 2 1 5 2
0O 1 0 0 &6
1 1 0 2 3
o 2 1 3 3
o 2 0 0 3
0 2 0 4 4
1 1 1 2 5
4 0 0 2 3
0 2 0 2 1
o 1 0 3 2
o 2 1 0 3
6 0 0O O0 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PWOOFRNORPER

RPOOUR

P NN®

WANNWWWWW
w
o

WWwwww
o
o

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1 A 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 4 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.30 159171670 3.30 4.26 4.31 4.46
3.00 160371666 3.00 4.23 4.27 4.34
3.00 134371406 3.00 4.31 4.32 4.36
3.83 127671615 3.83 4.36 4.24 4.33
3.30 1385/1566 3.30 3.72 4.07 4.20
2.75 149471528 2.75 4.22 4.12 4.33
2.70 161371650 2.70 4.30 4.22 4.30
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.79 4.67 4.74
3.43 1427/1626 3.43 4.11 4.11 4.20
3.00 151871559 3.00 4.45 4.46 4.49
3.90 149371560 3.90 4.73 4.72 4.81
3.00 148971549 3.00 4.24 4.31 4.37
3.22 1448/1546 3.22 4.25 4.32 4.40
3.83 87171323 3.83 4.15 4.00 4.03
3.38 115471384 3.38 4.06 4.10 4.21
3.50 119371378 3.50 4.19 4.29 4.42
3.25 1276/1378 3.25 4.23 4.31 4.51
4.50 ****/ 904 **** 3,094 4.03 4.04
Type Majors

Graduate 3 Major

Under-grad 7 Non-major

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

CMSC 635 0101
ADV COMP GRAPHICS
OLANO, MARC

Enrollment: 3

Questionnaires: 2

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

WN P

abrhwWNPE GO WNPE

OrWNE

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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material
. Were you provided with adequate background information

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
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

RRRPR RRRPRE e oocooo RPOOROOOOO

PR RPR

[eNoNoNoNol NoNoNo]

[eNoNoNoNe]

o o [eNoNe]

[eNeoNoNoNo) [eNoNoNoNe]

[eNeoNoNoNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

ORPPFPOOOORrO

[eNoNoNoNe]

o o [eNoNe]

RPORRFRO RPOOOO

OORrrOo

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

oroOOPR ORRrRE A N a RPRNNN RPRORNRREN

RPROOR

Instructor
Mean Rank
5.00 1/1670
4.50 622/1666
4.00 105771406
5.00 1/1615
5.00 1/1566
5.00 1/1528
3.50 1460/1650
4.50 1157/1667
5.00 1/1626
5.00 1/1559
5.00 1/1560
5.00 1/1549
4.00 113971546
4.00 69271323
5.00 1/1384
5.00 1/1378
5.00 1/1378
3.00 226/ 232
5.00 1/ 239
5.00 1/ 87
5.00 1/ 79
5.00 1/ 75
5.00 1/ 79
4.00 37/ 80
5.00 1/ 41
4.00 26/ 38
4.00 33/ 38
5.00 1/ 39
4.00 21/ 31
5.00 1/ 28
4.00 13/ 16
4.00 21/ 27
5.00 1/ 10
5.00 1/ 6

Course

Mean

g w

aOhwWwOoOoabhbo
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.46 5.00
4.27 4.34 4.50
4.32 4.36 4.00
4.24 4.33 5.00
4.07 4.20 5.00
4.12 4.33 5.00
4.22 4.30 3.50
4.67 4.74 4.50
4.11 4.20 5.00
4.46 4.49 5.00
4.72 4.81 5.00
4.31 4.37 5.00
4.32 4.40 4.00
4.00 4.03 4.00
4.10 4.21 5.00
4.29 4.42 5.00
4.31 4.51 5.00
4.19 4.30 3.00
4.21 4.53 5.00
4.65 4.61 5.00
4.64 4.67 5.00
4.57 4.66 5.00
4.45 4.58 5.00
3.97 4.32 4.00
4.50 4.65 5.00
4.19 4.58 4.00
4.62 4.65 4.00
4.27 4.59 5.00
4.47 4.59 4.00
4.64 4.82 5.00
4.67 4.60 4.00
4.54 4.67 4.00
4.84 4.90 5.00
4.92 5.00 5.00



Course-Section: CMSC 635 0101

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 485
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Title ADV COMP GRAPHICS
Instructor: OLANO, MARC
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 2
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99
28-55 0 1.00-1.99
56-83 0 2.00-2.99
84-150 0 3.00-3.49
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoNoNoNoN V]

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means
responses to

Majors
2 Major 1
0 Non-major 1

there are not enough
be significant



Course-Section: CMSC 641 0101

Title DESIGN & ANALY ALGORTH
Instructor: CHANG, RICHARD
Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 32

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

OrWNE A WN

A WNPE

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
Were you provided with adequate background information

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

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
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful

NMNNNNNOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o o 2 7
0 0 0 3 14
2 0 1 4 6
7 0 1 4 8
1 1 1 2 11
i1 o o0 3 7
0 0 3 2 6
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0 0 14
o 0O O o0 9
0O 0O O 0 5
0O 0O 0O 4 14
0 0 0 4 11
5 1 2 5 9
0 0 2 5 7
o 1 o 2 7
0O 0O O 1 10
13 1 0 4 3
0O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O o0 1
O 0O O 1 o
o 1 0 0 o
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 0 0
O 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O o0 1
0 0 0 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

RPORFRLOO [eNoNe]

oooo

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

492/1670
821/1666
679/1406
898/1615
65371566
38371528
769/1650
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

25

Graduate 13 Major 27
Under-grad 19 Non-major 5

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






Course-Section: CMSC 661 0101

Title PRIN OF DATABASE SYS
Instructor: KALPAKIS, KONST
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

WN P

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

POOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

e

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T OO
[eNoNoNoNoNal i)

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

WOPRAWENNERO

R OINO O

NwOoO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.83 271/1670 4.83 4.26 4.31 4.46 4.83
4.00 119971666 4.00 4.23 4.27 4.34 4.00
4.00 1057/1406 4.00 4.31 4.32 4.36 4.00
4.20 944/1615 4.20 4.36 4.24 4.33 4.20
4.20 706/1566 4.20 3.72 4.07 4.20 4.20
4.00 89971528 4.00 4.22 4.12 4.33 4.00
4.50 570/1650 4.50 4.30 4.22 4.30 4.50
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.79 4.67 4.74 4.00
4.60 324/1626 4.60 4.11 4.11 4.20 4.60
4.83 387/1559 4.83 4.45 4.46 4.49 4.83
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.81 5.00
4.17 1053/1549 4.17 4.24 4.31 4.37 4.17
4.83 310/1546 4.83 4.25 4.32 4.40 4.83
3.50 1040/1323 3.50 4.15 4.00 4.03 3.50
3.60 105771384 3.60 4.06 4.10 4.21 3.60
4.40 718/1378 4.40 4.19 4.29 4.42 4.40
4.40 751/1378 4.40 4.23 4.31 4.51 4.40

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 5
Under-grad 3 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: CMSC 687 0101

Title INTRO NETWORK SECURITY
Instructor: SIDHU, DEEPINDE
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

POOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

AADD

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TIOO
NOOOOOOM

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

PWOOORrRrRrOO

RPRRWE

OFRL NN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.14 1610/1670 3.14 4.26 4.31 4.46 3.14
2.71 163871666 2.71 4.23 4.27 4.34 2.71
3.14 1337/1406 3.14 4.31 4.32 4.36 3.14
3.29 152471615 3.29 4.36 4.24 4.33 3.29
3.57 1246/1566 3.57 3.72 4.07 4.20 3.57
3.00 144771528 3.00 4.22 4.12 4.33 3.00
3.14 156271650 3.14 4.30 4.22 4.30 3.14
4.43 1236/1667 4.43 4.79 4.67 4.74 4.43
3.33 1462/1626 3.33 4.11 4.11 4.20 3.33
3.00 151871559 3.00 4.45 4.46 4.49 3.00
4.43 1310/1560 4.43 4.73 4.72 4.81 4.43
3.57 1372/1549 3.57 4.24 4.31 4.37 3.57
3.14 1462/1546 3.14 4.25 4.32 4.40 3.14
3.00 117971323 3.00 4.15 4.00 4.03 3.00
4.67 324/1384 4.67 4.06 4.10 4.21 4.67
4.67 481/1378 4.67 4.19 4.29 4.42 4.67
4.33 813/1378 4.33 4.23 4.31 4.51 4.33
3.00 820/ 904 3.00 3.94 4.03 4.04 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 4
Under-grad 4 Non-major 3

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



